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ABSTRACT TE138980

The purposes of this research were to study general backgrounds, opinions andto
compare opinions concerning evaluation of learning by using portfolio of second and third year
students of vocational certificate program in Kanchanaburi Agricultural and Technological
College.

Population of the study were 168 students of the second and the third year vocational
certificate program in Kanchanaburi Agricultural and Technological College. Data were collected
by using questionnaires which were constructed by the researcher. Statistical tools employed for
analyzing data were frequency counts, percentage and Chi — square test.

Findings revealed that most respondents were male. Average age of the second year
students were 17.1 years old and the third year students were 18.1 years old. A large number of
both groups had grade point average at 2.51 — 3.00. Most students’ parents were engaged in
farming and more than one half of the students obtained monthly expenses from their parents
below 1,000 Bath.

Their opinions towards using portfolios for evaluating learning were mostly positive and
in accordance. But they pointed out that some problems on using portfolios had increased their
expenditure and spending more time to work on it.

In comparing opinions towards using portfolio in leaning evaluation between the second
and the third year students, the results showed no significant differences except using portfolio

caused better learning outcome.





