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there were 5 indicators of three sport’s disciplines. The achievement’'s and grade’s difference during the
research were with multi-variance and univariance analysis of variance (MANOVA, ANOVA).
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INTRODUCTION

One of the hardest parts in the educational process and system is the evaluation.
Because there is not one universal evaluating criterion a need is arisen to be found
different evaluating criteria without a qualified promptness of the professors. Because of
that there are a lot of different evaluation of the appraisement of the students’
achievement, knowledge and qualification. The absence of the evaluating standard
whatever it is descriptive or numerical is a problem in the educational process.

Our research subject was the female students who regularly attend the sport and
sport’s activities schooling during the school year 2007/2008. This research’s aim was to
find the differences between the achievements of the students of the first and second year
in the high schools who were apprised by descriptive and numerical grades.

WORKING METHODS

The research is realized by two sub-examples of females students in which the first
one was contained of 90 female students numerical appraise, and the second contained
92 female students who were descriptive appraised during the school year, or totally 182
students who regularly attend the schooling.

In the analysis of the results there were 5 indicators of three sport’s disciplines:
athletics (high start), gymnastics, and basketball. The achievement's and grade’s
difference during the research were with multi-variance and univariance analysis of variant
(MANOVA, ANOVA).

RESULTS AND DISCUSSIONS

From the inspection of the Table 1 where there are results from the multi-variance
analysis of variance (MANOVA) there is estimated that there are significant differences
among the students’ achievements of of 0, 05. At the base of the gained results of Wilk’s
Lambda is 0, 93 and with Rao’s F approximately 2.70 and the degree of the freedom Df1 =
5.00 and Df2 = 176.00 there is difference of Q = 0.00 (plevel = .00).

Table 1
Multi-variance analysis of the variance between the descriptive and numerical
apprised students

Wilks'
Lambda Rao's R df 1 df 2 p-level
0,928665 | 2,703863 | 5 | 176 | 0,022144

According to the univariance analysis (ANOVA) of the variance we can see a
significant difference at a level of 0.05. Between the others variables there are not noticed
another differences.
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From these results we can say that the worst results have those students with
Jjumping over buck (in sport) and the best results have the students with the high start.

Table 2
Univariance analysis of the variance between the descriptive and numerical
apprised students

grade group X SD F p-level

High start lgr 4,30 1,146 0,0895 0,7651
Il gr 4,34 0,722

forward lgr 4,04 4,044 0,0895 0,7651
somersault Il gr 4,17 4,174

Jumping over lgr 3,60 1,475 5,0771 0,0255
buck Il gr 3,15 1,230

leading lgr 4,07 0,776 0,1581 0,6913
A ball Il gr 4,11 0,832

Throwing the ball lgr 3,84 0,935 3,1200 0,0790
In the basket wheel Il gr 4,07 0,742

CONCLUSIONS

During the research are noticed significant differences between the numerical and
descriptive evaluation of the students:

-in this research there are visible different results of the female students
achievements between their numerical an d descriptive grades;

- there are no significant differences expect in the jumping over a buck (in sport);

- the best results are achieved in the athletics and the bad in the gymnastics.
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