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ABSTRACT

The primary objective of this study was to investigate the cffects of frequent
assessment on the resulting English language ability of second language learners of
English in Thailand. The second objective of this study was to investigate whether
frequent language assessment altered the opinions and reactions of the same learners
relative to the given course of instruction. Participants included 416 upper secondary
leamers of English in Northern Thailand. Twenty-five participants in four ranges of
ability were randomly selected for cach trcatment category, yielding a sample of 100
treated learners and 100 learners representing the control. The first ability range
(lowest ability) included learners who scored in the lowest quartile on the placement
examination. The second ability range (lower-middie ability) consisted of learners
who scored in the second lowest quartile on the placement examination. The third
ability range (upper-middle ability) included learners who scored in the second
highest quartile on the placement examination. The fourth ability range (highest
ability) included learners who scored in the highest quartile on the placement
examination. Learners who had been assigned to experimentat (treatment) groups
recetved short assessments at the end of every lesson whereas learners in untreated
control groups did not and instruction otherwise remained the same for ail [essons.
Five data collection instruments were used to collect data: (1) a placement
examination; (2) treatment instruments; (3) an examination of ending ability; (4) an
opinion survey questionnaire issued at the end of instruction; (5) a field journal
recording instructor observations concurrent and retrospective of classes. The data
collected from the instruments was analyzed using means, percentages, standard
deviations, independent samples ¢-tests, Pearson’s correlation coefficient, and
qualitative data was analyzed using descriptive analysis.

With respect to the first objective, whether assessment would influence ability or not,
there was no significant difference in overall mean scores between learners who



received assessments and learners who did not. With respect to age, however, the
results indicated that younger learners who had received frequent assessments (treated
younger learners) scored significantly higher on the final assessment of ability than
younger learners who had received no assessments during the course of instruction at
all (untreated younger learners). Older learners who had received no assessments
during the course of instruction (untreated older learners) scored significantiy higher
on the final assessment of ability than older learners who had received frequent
assessments (treated older learners). With respect to ability (as measured prior to
instruction), learners in the highest category of ability who had not recetved treatment
scored significantly higher than treated learners in the highest category of ability who
had received assessments, a statistical difference that was even more pronounced
among female learners, With respect to gender, female learners scored significantly
higher than males on every measurement but the results did not vary based upon
treatment. With respect to the second objective, whether frequent assessments would
influence the opinions learners formed as a result of the course of instruction,
opinions of learners did not vary based upon whether they had received assessments
or not. Consequently, the hypothesis that frequent assessment would have zero effect
on the resulting English language ability of learners can be rejected. The hypothesis
that frequent assessment would have zero effect onthe opinions of learners can be
maintained.
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