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Abstract

The aim of the research was to analyze the students’ learning assessmént at Rajabhat
Institute Songkhla. There were two parts of data collection: for the first one 236 instructors’
responses to the questionnaires asking about teaching and learning procedures and also about
instruments used for students’ learning assessment, the second part was the student’s grades
obtained from the measurement department, Rajabhat Institute Songkhia. The research findings
were as follow:

1. Teaching and learning, the highest percentage of the activities that the instructors had
done was the explanations about the course teaching and learning whereas setting the courses
outlines and encouraging students periorming of creative thinking and problem solving were
respectively done.

2. The instruments for formative assessment used most by the instructors were essay tests
and performance tests whereas self-study and report writing were respectively used. Those for
summative assessment ranged from multiple choice tests to essay tests and short answer test. For
the test construction and test development, the instructors had checked the tests’ accuracies,
studied the course objectives, the course syllabus and analyzed the course contents. However, a
few of the instructors had checked the instruments’ qualities.

3. The students’ scores were collected mostly from quizzes whereas the fotlowing,
performance scores, reports home works and participation scores were collected respectively.

4. The ratio of the formative assessment scores to the summative assessment scores was
60:40 for the theory courses and 70:30 for the performance courses and the theory-laboratory courses.

5. All most of the instructors used Rajabhat Institute Songkhla's grading criteria. The
grading distribution of courses in professional education group and elective education group of each
program and taculty were found varied from least distribution in the performance courses than the
theory course and theory-laboratory courses. For the group of general education courses, the grade
distributions were similar in the courses of sub-groups.

There are recommendations for the quality and the same standard of the assessment, the
Institute and the instructors should determine practical guildlines and give the feedback data of

grading distribution every semester such as graph presentation.



