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Abstract 

 

The purpose of this study was to investigate the meaning classroom 

teachers associate with grads and the value judgments they make when 

considering grades, and whether this process differ according to 

teachers’ sex and educational  qualification. 

The instrument of this study consisted of (12) situations that face or 

might face the teacher when he grading his students. These situations 

distributed over four types: Five situations about ability, one situation 

about missing work, three situations about improvement, and three 

situations about human cases. The data of (102) teachers responded to 

study instrument were analyzed quantitatively and qualitatively. The 

results indicated that the meaning of the grade is strongly related to the 

quantity of student effort, and teachers consider the values when grading 

their students, also results indicated that teachers’ sex effect these 

practices, but teachers, qualification didn’t effect these practices.
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