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The research was aimed to compare the leniency error, halo error, and contrast error
among rating scales with different numbers of rating interval at different rater statuses.
The tool uesed in the research was the rating scales consisting of 4 formats 4 intervals,
5 intervals, 6 intervals and 7 intervals. 11 peers and 27 students evaluated teaching

efficiency of 2 science teachers. The data were anlysed by using Two-way Analysis of
Variance.

The findings could be summarized as follows

1. From student evaluation, it was found that there is the leniency error in 4,6,
and 7 interval rating scales, whereas no leniency error, halo error,, and contrast error
occured in the 5 interval rating scales.

2. Fran peer evaluation, it was found that there is the leniency error in 4, and 6
interval rating scales, whereas no leniency error . halo error, and contrast error occured in
the 5, and 7 interval rating scales.

3. There was no interaction between rater statuses and numbers of interval of rating
scales in effecting the leniency error, halo error, and contrast, error.
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