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ABSTRACT

Title Follow-up on Student Development Activities at the Faculty
of Education, Ramkhamhaeng University

Researcher Associate Professor Raviwan Srikramkran
Associate Professor Ubonrat Pengsatid

Year 2007

This paper endeavors to provide follow-up evaluation regarding
participation in student development activities. Also compared are student
opinions concerning benefits gained from participating in student development
activities. These opinions are classified by reference to gender, age, level of
education, major field of study, classroom participation, and the number of
activities in which there was participation. The sample population was
comprised of 367 students from the Faculty of Education, Ramkhamhaeng
University enrolled in the academic year 2006. The sampling method used was
stratified random sampling. The tool of research was a four-part questionnaire:
part one was devoted to general information; part two was concerned with
following-up on student development activities; part three dealt with opinions
regarding the benefits of participating in student development activities; and
part four asks for student suggestions. The questionnaire made use of a five-
rating scale: highly agree, agree, moderately agree, minimally agree, and

disagree. The reliability level of the questionnaire was couched at 0.9031. The
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researcher collected the data between the twelfth and the twenty-third of
February 2007. The data were collected in classrooms with lecturer
cooperation. A total of 500 questionnaires were distributed and 486
questionnaires were returned (97.2%). Only 367 completed questionnaires were
analyzed. In terms of statistical techniques used, the data were analyzed,
formulated and tabulated in terms of frequency, percentage, mean (X), standard
deviation, and t-independence. For purposes of analysis, the one-way analysis
of variance (ANOVA) technique was also applied.

Findings are as follows:

1. Concerning the follow-up to participation in student development
activities under the rubrics of five aspects, results were as follows:

Aspect 1. Student participation in student activities was at the 47.8%
level, and the level of satisfaction regarding such participation was at a
moderate level.

Aspect 2. Of the students sampled 62.1% were aware that the Faculty
of Education provided them with a lecturer consultation system. Of these
students, 44.7% evinced satisfaction at a high level with these consultations.

Aspect 3. Student satisfaction regarding academic services provided
by the Academic Services Subdivision of the Faculty of Education in the areas
of curriculum, registration, and subjects was at a moderate level.

Aspect 4. Of these students, 53.1% were aware that the Faculty of
Education gives scholarships for study to students of the Faculty twice a year
with 8.2% of these students receiving scholarships. Lack of knowledge

concerning these scholarships or absence of qualifications was cited by the
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91.8% of students who did not receive scholarships as reasons for not receiving
them.

Aspect 5. At the 85.8% level, students were aware that the faculty
had a notice board for job advertisements. Of these students, 24.4% followed
up on these job advertisements, while 23.9%. obtained jobs through them.

2. In regard to student opinions about the benefits gained from
participating in development activities, it was found that students who differed
in gender, age, highest level of education, field of study and frequency of
participation evinced no differences in regard to being of the opinion that
participation in student development activities was beneficial. In regard to
classroom participation, it was found that more students regularly attending
classes were of the opinion that participation in student development activities
was beneficial than students occasionally attending classes at a statistically

significant level of 0.05.
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