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Abstract

The present research aimed to study the markingvi@lr of teachers teaching in government and twiva
schools with respect to certain personal varial@snple consisted of 104 teachers from Governmemb@s
and 100 teachers from Private Schools at secordegy. Mean, SD and ‘t’ test were used to analymedata.
Findings revealed no significant difference betwden marking behaviour of teachers, teaching img&ament
and Private Schools, between the marking behawwduFGT teachers, teaching in Government and Private
Secondary Schools, between the marking behavioBeohanent Teachers, teaching in Government andteri
Secondary Schools, whereas, a significant diffezemas found between the marking behaviour of PGT
teachers, teaching in Government and Private Secgnfchools and between the marking behaviour of
Temporary Teachers, Teaching in Government andhferi@econdary Schools.
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Introduction

Evaluation implies an assessment or checking ot whas on. This is done so that actual facts ahin may
be ascertained and remedial action can be takemewhes necessary. (Aggarwal, 1997). “Evaluatignai
continuous process and forms an integral part efttial system of education, and is intimately teslato
educational objectives. It helps not only to measducational achievement but also to improveEtiycation
Commission, 1964-66). During an academic sesdmenstudents are provided with different kinds of\iedge
and experiences in the school and it is essergiatdacher to be aware with the learning outconfethe®
students. The technique used for knowing the Iegrmutcomes is known as examination. According to
Secondary Education Commission (1952-53) “the suhjéexamination and evaluation occupies an ingrt
place in the field of education. It is necessanyfarents and teachers to know from time to tinz How the
pupils are progressing and what their attainmemtsbany particular stage. Examinations are thensmadopted
for this purpose.” The purpose of examinations a@waluations is to assess the students’ performance.
Emphasizing the importance of examination, Unitgisducation Commission (1948) has rightly remarkeat
“if they were to make a single recommendation, duld be that of examination reform.” So, examinasiare
an important ingredient of an educational systerfierAexamination, marking is the next step, wherihie
teacher or examiner quantifies the performancd lefvthe student. In fact “marks and marking haeerb very
deeply imbedded in the educational culture. It basome the basis, in whole or in part, for a widege of
actions and decisions within a given educationstitition, between levels in the educational stieestand in
relations of the educational system to the outsiddd (Thorndike & Hagen, 1979). Mark is a termigthis
used to indicate raw scores on a test or examimat.V. Good (1973) clarified the meaning of a kas “a
value or rating which indices how a performanc®ibe valued, especially, a rating of school wdkleg by the
teacher and a rating of achievement assigned obabkis of some scale.” Marks are assigned to dyathig
performance. Marks are informative; they provideimation about the students’ performance. Withhblp of
marks, strength and weakness of a child in a spexibject can be ascertained and can be remebiéedhers
too may benefit by reviewing marks. They can foraeiinew approaches for presenting material, consigle
ways to instruct specific children or change a seun the future (Ali, 2001).

The examination system followed in India mostly sists of essay type examination. Essay type exdimima
has some drawbacks, like lack of validity and t#lity. The most serious one is lack of reliabiiy means
marks of a student may vary from one examiner ttear. This paper would attempt to study the vinest in
marking due to certain personal factor influendimg examiner.

Marking Behaviour

Marking is defined as a system which assigns a nigaiescore, used for evaluating and reporting exdiinent
in students’ work in schools (Abdul & Jisha, 2014).

In the present study, investigators defined thekingrbehaviour operationally as “that type of babav which
an examiner exhibits while marking an answer bob# etudent.” It is a process of reading a writtesponse
carefully and thoroughly judging its accuracy angalify and assigning a numeral value to quantifgt th
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judgement.

The present study is planned to study the impaexafminer as a factor in determining marks awatethe
same essay test written by the same student.drstihdly, marks awarded were taken as a dependgabieaand
the variables associated to examiners were takeindependent variables, such as type of institution
designation, and position.

Government Schools
Thoseschools which are owned, established and managétebyentral or State Government.

Private Schools

wnership, establishment, and management of prigateool are under the control of private persons,
businessmen, missionaries, societies. They are gadniay those who are motivated to the cause of ptiom
education or by individuals who are making theiirlg by running Schools.

Research Gap
Investigators have tried their best to exploredhisting literature on marking behaviour of teashéut, despite
best efforts they could not find even a single gtadmparing the marking behaviour of Teachers,higggcin
Government and Private Schools at Secondary ledelvever, a research study was conducted by the
investigators themselves, comparing the markingatielir of Teachers, teaching in Government anda®iv
Schools at senior secondary level. To unearth mdoemation, the present study is conducted at isg@y
level. It clearly shows that there is a researghwhich motivated the investigators to conductghesent study.
The investigators strongly believe that a compegatudy of marking behaviour of Teachers, teaching
Government and Private Schools at Secondary leweildvbe much helpful in identifying those factohait
govern the marking behaviour of the teachers/examsinlt would bring about a substantial changeha t
marking behaviour of Teachers towards evaluatioandd, following objectives have been framed for the
present research study.
Objectives of the Study: The present study was aimed at achieving theviafig objectives:
1. To study the distribution of marks awarded by d#fe examiners to the same written response.
2. To find out the difference in marking behaviourtedchers teaching in schools at secondary levelpgd
with respect to their personal characteristics: like
a) Type of institution (Government or Private), thadker is associated with.
b) Designation (PGT or TGT)
¢) Position in the job (Permanent or Temporary)
Hypotheses: Hypotheses are formulated in null form;
1. There is no significant difference in marking belbav of Teachers, teaching in  Government and
Private Schools at Secondary level.
2. There is no significant difference in marking bebay of PGT Teachers, teaching in Government and
Private Schools at Secondary level.
3. There is no significant difference in marking belbav of TGT Teachers, teaching in Government and
Private Schools at Secondary level.
4. There is no significant difference in marking bebav of Permanent Teachers, teaching in Government
and Private Schools at Secondary level.
5. There is no significant difference in marking belbav of Temporary Teachers, teaching in Government
and Private Schools at Secondary level.

Methods and M aterials

Design: This study falls under the category of descriptesearch. Thus, survey design was adopted to catry
the research work.

Population: In the present study all the teachers, teachinglignin all the Secondary Schools of District
Aligarh constitute the population.

Sample: In the present study, sample consisted of 20hraq104 teachers from Government Schools and 100
Teachers from Private Schools) taken through pivpeampling technique.

Tools Used

1. Essay Answer.

2. Personal Data Sheet (PDS) developed by the inastigy which include the following variables rethte
the teacher, type of the institution attached toWg@nment or Private), designation (PGT/TGT) ansitpm
of the Teacher (Permanent/Temporary).
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Data Collection
The investigators visited the selected schoolsgmalyy and administered the ‘Essay Answer’ on 3@dad
students of class IX and they were asked to writessay independently in about two pages on tiarmful
Effects of Video Games.” Forty minutes were giverthite students as time limit. After they have enttheir
answers, the scripts were collected. Then out egdt30 scripts, one script was chosen at randonused as
one of the tools known as ‘Essay Answer’. About pb@tocopies of this script were obtained and ithisted
among the teachers. The sample of teachers incladgdthe English teachers of selected Government a
Private Secondary Schools of Aligarh District of Udia. The teachers were asked to award the nmarkse
students’ essay type answer out of 25 marks. O@56f copies, 204 were received back. A single sevas
used in the present study resulting in control @hgnextraneous variables such as handwriting, gewand
other variables based on students.
Statistical Techniques Used. Mean, Standard Deviation and t-test were applied.
Analysis and Interpretation of Data: Statistical Package for Social Science (SPSS) versb was used for
the analysis of data. Hypothesis wise analysis i®kows:
In order to test the Hol, t-test was applied.

Table 1 showing the comparison of marking behaviour of teachers, teaching in government and private

schools at secondary level

Basis N M ean SD df t-value

Teachers Teaching in Government Schqgols 104 18.41 53 2
_ *
Teachers Teaching in Private Schools 100 18.93 8 2.p 202 1.416

*Not Significant at 0.05 level
An inspection of Table.1 shows that ‘t-value’ ist s@gnificant at 0.05 level. This means there issigmificant
difference in marking behaviour of teachers, teaghn Government and Private Schools at Seconaeausi. |
Hence, the hypothesis is accepted. The presenhdrid in consonance with the findings obtainedPayvez &
Shakir (2012) who have reported no significant etghce in marking behaviour of teachers, teaching i
government schools and private schools at sengamskary level.
In order to test the Ho2, t-test was applied.
Table 2 showing the comparison of marking behaviour of PGT teachers, teaching in government and
private schools at secondary level

Basis N M ean SD df t-value
PGT Teachers Teaching in Government
Schools 54 17.89 2.30 298 -2.626*
PGT Teachers Teaching in Private Schgols 46 19.15 .50 2

*Significant at 0.01 level
A close examination of Table 2 reveals that thealuie’ is significant at 0.01 level. This meansréhés a
significant difference in marking behaviour of P@achers, teaching in Government and Private Secpnd
Schools. Hence, the hypothesis is rejected. TheeRtdinding is refuted by the work of Parvez & Bh§2012)
who have found no significant difference in markimghaviour of PGT teachers, teaching in governraentor
secondary schools and PGT teachers, teachingvatprsenior secondary schools.
In order to test the Ho3, t-test was applied.
Table 3 showing the comparison of marking behaviour of TGT teachers, teaching in government and
private schools at secondary level

Basis N Mean SD df t-value
TGT Teachers Teaching in 26 18.57 230
Government Schools
TGT Teachers Teaching in Private 94 -retr
ing I Friv 50 18.90 2.25

Schools

*Not Significant at 0.05 level
A close perusal of Table.3 shows that the ‘t-valu@21 is not significant at 0.05 level. This me#émsre is no
significant difference in marking behaviour of TGdachers, teaching in Government and Private Secpnd
Schools. Hence the hypothesis is accepted. Thdinfinalso draws support from the findings obtaibgdParvez
& Shakir (2012) who have reported no significarffedence in marking behaviour of TGT teachers, héag in
government senior secondary schools and TGT tegdieaching in private senior secondary schools.
In order to test the Ho4, t-test was applied.
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Table 4 showing the comparison of marking behaviour of permanent teachers, teaching in gover nment
and private schools at secondary level
Basis N Mean SD df t-value
Permanent Teachers Teaching in 64 18.36 241
Government Schools
Permanent Teachers Teaching in Prithe 50

112 -1.914*

Schools 19.24 2.47

*Not Significant at 0.01 level
Table 4 clearly shows that the ‘t-value’ -1.914at significant at 0.01 level. This means theradassignificant
difference in marking behaviour of Permanent Teeshéeaching in Government and Private Secondary
Schools. Hence, the hypothesis is accepted. Préadimg is refuted by the work of Parvez & Shal@012)
who have reported a significant difference in magkbehaviour of permanent teachers, teaching iemuorent
senior secondary schools and permanent teachachirg in private senior secondary schools.

In order to test the Hob5, t-test was applied.
Table 5 showing the comparison of marking behaviour of temporary teachers, teaching in gover nment
and private schools at secondary level
Basis N Mean SD df t-value
Temporary Teachers Teaching in 36 17.06 215
Government Schools
Temporary Teachers Teaching in Priva\e 26

80 -3.363*

Schools. 19.12 3.13

*Significant at 0.01 level
A glance at Table 5 shows that the ‘t-value’ -3.363ignificant at 0.01 level. This means theragaificant
difference in marking behaviour of temporary teasheeaching in Government and Private Secondanp@s.
Hence, the hypothesis is rejected. This findingcoos with the work of Parvez & Shakir (2012) whaddound
a significant difference in marking behaviour ofnfgorary teachers, teaching in government senicoretsy
schools and temporary teachers, teaching in preeté@r secondary schools.

Findings of the Study:

1. No significant difference was found between the kimgy behaviour of teachers, teaching in Government
and Private Schools at Secondary level.

2. A significant difference was found in the markinghlaviour of PGT teachers, teaching in Governmedt an
Private Secondary Schools.

3. No significant difference was found in the markbghaviour of TGT teachers, teaching in Governmadt a
Private Secondary Schools.

4. No significant difference was found in the markibghaviour of Permanent Teachers, teaching in
Government and Private Secondary Schools.

5. A significant difference was found in the markinghlaviour of temporary teachers, teaching in Goventm
and Private Secondary Schools.

Conclusion

The aim of this research paper was to investig#fference in marking behaviour of Teachers, Teaghim
Government and Private Schools at Secondary leyedking into account a few personal charactessliice
type of institution, the designation, and positiorthe job. After analyzing the results it is card#d that there
was no significant difference between the markieaviour of teachers, teaching in Government andhte
Schools, between the marking behaviour of TGT teeshteaching in Government and Private Secondary
Schools, between the marking behaviour of Permaheathers, teaching in Government and Private Skecgn
Schools, whereas, a significant difference was dob@tween the marking behaviour of PGT teacheaghiag

in Government and Private Secondary Schools, ssah@tween the marking behaviour of Temporary Texch
Teaching in Government and Private Secondary Sshool

Educational Implications

The findings of this study are significant in mangys. First findings of the study have been ablexjpose the
marking behaviour of teachers teaching English ové&nment and Private Schools at Secondary leved. T
findings would also serve as bases for offeringfulssuggestions to all stakeholders in examinatom
evaluation. The second implication of the studyhiat findings would offer the opportunity to compawsur
evaluation methods and procedure of essay typeeaasand resulting in evaluating copies with intéomel
standards. The findings would open the door forrawpment in marking techniques adopted by the exarsi
for evaluating essay type questions. In the presamdy, PGT and Temporary teachers teaching inaf@iv
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secondary schools have awarded more marks in c@sopathan to their counterparts, concrete direstion
regarding the means to make marking more objeetinge scientific need to be thought upon and impldeten
Decision makers and policy makers need to thinkutiltbe implementation of right marking system. The
findings of the study can be used as a consultateinwith a wide spectrum of implications for teahand
examiners. And they can be trained properly foostihased evaluation and to review current litexatheory,
research and best practices used in marking.
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