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The Study on the Perceptions of Pre-service Elementary School
Teachers toward Constructivist Science Assessment

Yoon, Jihyun < Kang, Sukjinf - Noh, Taehee
(Seoul National University) * (Jeonju National University of Education)'

ABSTRACT

Although constructivist assessment has been emphasized by many science educators, most elementary school
teachers are still not familiar with this. In order to investigate the causes of this problem, we examined the per-
ceptions of pre-service elementary school teachers toward constructivist science assessment and the relationships
among the perceptions toward constructivist science assessment, the views on science teaching and learning,
science teaching efficacy beliefs, and the perceptions toward constructivist science learning environment. Analyses
of the results revealed that the perceptions of pre-service elementary school teachers toward constructivist science
assessment were higher than those of the elementary school teachers reported previously. The results of a step-
wise multiple regression analysis indicated that the views on constructivist science teaching and learning and
personal science teaching efficacy beliefs were the significant predictors of the perceptions toward constructivist
science assessment.

Key words : constructivist science assessment, pre-service elementary school teacher, constructivist teaching
and learning, teaching efficacy
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