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 INTRODUCTION

Education is not only concerned with the acquisition of knowledge but also with the development 
of desired attitudes, interests, skills and various personal and social qualities.  External examinations fail to 
assess the development of these qualities.  Even in the area of assessment of acquisition of knowledge, 
external examinations have come under heavy criticism.  One of the ways to overcome the limitations of 
external examinations is the introduction of internal assessment -- assessment done internally by the 
teachers teaching in the same institution.  In view of its significance all the major Commissions, 
Committees and Policy Documents in India have stressed the need of introducing the component of internal 
assessment at all levels of education.

Though internal assessment is a powerful tool in the hands of a teacher, there is a likelihood of its 
misuse.  It becomes invalid if the teacher is biased, has prejudice against a pupil, and shows favouritism or 
antagonism towards a pupil.  On the other hand, the tool of internal assessment is a very good tool if the 
assessment is made objectively and is free from bias.  Researchers and authors have highlighted several 
limitations in the scheme of internal assessment in India, especially with respect to its operational part (e.g. 
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The investigation aimed at studying the nature of distribution of means of 
internal assessment scores awarded by different teacher-training institutions in each of 
the eight courses of Bachelor of Education (B.Ed.) Programme run by Himachal 
Pradesh University for the years 2008, 2009 and 2010.  The sample for the study 
included all the candidates who were enrolled in B.Ed. Programme in different teacher-
training institutions affiliated to Himachal Pradesh University and passed their B.Ed. 
examination during the sessions 2007-08, 2008-09 and 2009-10.  The means of internal 
assessment marks awarded by different teacher-training institutions in each of the eight 
courses for the three years were computed.  The results revealed that (a) The overall 
tendency of awarding internal assessment marks remained almost the same for all the 
eight courses in each of the three years; (b) The combined means, standard deviations, 
minimum scores and maximum scores were very nearly the same for all the eight courses 
in each of the three years; (c) Only a nominal number of students were awarded an 
internal assessment score of 13, 14, 15 or 16 and majority of students were awarded a 
score of 17 or above in each of the three years; (d) The colleges have been too liberal in 
awarding internal assessment marks to students in each of the three years; and (e) An 
increasing trend emerged in awarding internal assessment marks from 2008 to 2010.
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Venkubai, 1965; Kamat, 1972; Raina, 1972; Mathur, 1975; Nath, 1980; Gunasekaran and Jayanthi, 1980; 
Rasool, Sarup and Sharma, 1981; Dabir, 1984; Pallai and Mohan, 1986; Malhotra, Menon, Bedi and Tulsi, 
1989; Das, 1991; Rajput and Agarwal, 1998; Bolashetty, 2002; Sarkaria, 2006; Chopra, 2010; Nivedita and 
Yadav, 2010, Singh, 2010a; Singh, 2010b; Kumar, 2011; Rajendran, Mary, Christy and Mary, 2012).  
However, nearly all the researchers recommended the introduction of internal assessment component in the 
scheme of examinations.

Though quite long back 'The Report of the University Education Commission (1948-49)' and 
'Education and National Development: Report of the Education Commission, 1964-66, Volume III' 
strongly proposed that a system of internal assessment based on periodical evaluations should be 
introduced as a supplement to the external examination at higher education, yet the component of internal 
assessment could be formally introduced in traditional academic universities in India in the year 2009 only; 
thanks to the intervention of University Grants Commission (UGC, India).  Earlier, it was limited mainly to 
some private universities, autonomous colleges, agricultural universities and in professional courses like 
medical & engineering in one form or the other.

2. STATEMENT OF THE PROBLEM

The component of internal assessment was introduced in Bachelor of Education (B.Ed.) 
programme run by Himachal Pradesh University initially in the year 2007; in fact 'Practicum' part in each 
theory paper was replaced by internal assessment component.  Bachelor of Education (B.Ed.) is a one year 
teacher-training programme after graduation i.e. Bachelor of Science (B.Sc.), Bachelor of Arts (B.A.) or 
Bachelor of Commerce (B.Com).  If pursued through Distance Education mode, the duration for 
completing B.Ed. course has been fixed as two years by National Council of Teacher Education (NCTE).  
In 2009 this component was slightly modified in view of UGC guidelines.  After three and half years of 
introduction of internal assessment scheme in B.Ed. course, the authors sought to answer the research 
question: 

“What has been the nature of distribution of means of internal assessment scores awarded by 
different teacher-training institutions in each of the eight B.Ed. theory courses during the last three years i.e. 
2008, 2009 and 2010?”

The answer to this question may lead to understand the relevance of internal assessment system in 
Bachelor of Education programme in India in particular and at higher education level in general.

3. OBJECTIVE OF THE STUDY

To study the nature of distribution of means of internal assessment scores awarded by different 
teacher-training institutions in each of the eight courses of Bachelor of Education Programme run by 
Himachal Pradesh University during the years 2008, 2009 and 2010.

4. HYPOTHESIS OF THE STUDY

The means of internal assessment scores awarded by different teacher-training institutions in eah 
of the eight courses of Bachelor of Education Programme run by Himachal Pradesh University will be more 
or less the same for each of the three years i.e. 2008, 2009 and 2010.

5. METHODOLOGY

5.1 Sample

The sample for the study included all the candidates who were enrolled in Bachelor of Education 
Programme in different teacher-training institutions affiliated to Himachal Pradesh University and passed 
their B.Ed. examination during the sessions 2007-08, 2008-09 and 2009-10.  The details of the candidates 
taken for the study are given as under:
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It may be pointed out that barring two, all the teacher-training institutions were being managed privately. 

5.2 Selection of Courses

According to the curriculum prescribed for B.Ed. programme run by Himachal Pradesh 
University every student has to pass the following courses:

1.Six compulsory course viz., Education in Emerging Indian Society, Development of Learner and 
Teaching-Learning Process, Development of Educational System in India, Essentials of Educational 
Technology, Education for Values, Environment and Human Rights and School Management
2.Any two of the teaching methodology courses viz., Teaching of -- Physical Sciences, Life Sciences, 
Mathematics, Social Sciences, English, Hindi, Sanskrit, Home Science and Commerce.
3.Work Education and Work Experience (Theory)
4.Work Education and Work Experience (Practicum – Grade is to be awarded after internal evaluation)
5.Skill in Teaching (Two Subjects per Student – to be evaluated by external examiner)
In the present investigation, only eight courses – six compulsory and two teaching subjects – which had 
both theory as well as internal assessment component were taken for study.  All the teaching-subjects were 
treated at par and were considered as two subjects for the total sample.

5.3 Data Collection

The scores of the students in internal assessment for each of the selected eight B.Ed. courses were 
noted down from university records for the years 2008, 2009 and 2010.  It may be noted that internal 
assessment score fixed for each course was 20 out of 100.

6. RESULTS

The means of internal assessment marks awarded by different teacher-training institutions in each 
of the eight B.Ed. courses for the years 2008, 2009 and 2010 were computed.  The results are presented 
separately for the three years as under.

6.1Distribution of mean scores for internal assessment in each of the eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2008

The means for internal assessment scores awarded by different teacher-training institutions in 
each of the eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2008 are presented in Table 1.

Table 1: Means of internal assessment scores awarded by 67 teacher-training institutions in each of 
the eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2008
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Year/Session Number of institutions 
affiliated to H.P. 

University 

Total number of 
candidates appeared 

in examination 

Compartment and 
failure cases 

Number of candidates 
finally included in the 

sample 

2007-2008 67 6700 176 6524 
2008-2009 70 6537 97 6440 
2009-2010 73 7826 230 7596 

 

Sr. 
No. 

 

N 

2008 Combined 
Means for 

Eight 
Courses 

Course-wise Mean Scores 

I II III IV V VI VII VIII 

1 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 

2 164 18.06 18.01 17.85 18.10 17.99 18.24 18.14 18.21 18.08 

3 89 16.04 16.30 16.71 16.56 16.10 16.19 16.58 16.52 16.38 

4 61 13.11 13.21 13.19 13.31 13.57 13.59 13.62 13.39 13.37 

5 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 
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6 89 17.71 18.43 18.14 18.30 18.41 18.44 17.84 17.94 18.15 

7 94 16.95 16.73 17.18 16.79 17.12 17.13 16.93 17.11 16.99 

8 88 17.89 17.63 17.82 17.76 17.52 17.26 17.81 18.02 17.71 

9 83 18.46 17.90 18.09 17.74 17.63 17.92 18.54 17.65 17.99 

10 89 16.26 16.49 17.48 16.66 16.57 16.06 17.67 16.97 16.77 

11 59 18.81 18.33 18.59 18.35 18.55 18.54 18.89 18.93 18.62 

12 90 18.75 18.04 18.32 17.86 16.85 17.62 17.18 17.91 17.82 

13 87 18.14 18.04 17.90 17.21 17.80 17.70 17.67 17.58 17.76 

14 85 16.44 16.57 16.43 16.88 16.04 16.68 16.89 16.90 16.60 

15 87 17.12 16.78 16.86 16.66 16.06 16.22 17.32 16.89 16.74 

16 93 17.84 17.44 17.36 17.82 17.81 17.49 17.96 17.67 17.67 

17 92 17.67 18.15 17.80 17.97 17.90 18.34 17.83 18.19 17.98 

18 89 18.58 18.19 19.00 18.37 18.47 18.79 18.44 18.84 18.59 

19 236 17.11 16.87 16.99 17.72 18.36 18.44 17.57 16.05 17.39 

20 85 17.43 17.87 17.37 17.01 17.22 17.44 17.83 17.62 17.47 

21 93 15.33 14.86 15.65 14.12 15.12 14.86 15.31 15.83 15.14 

22 78 16.93 17.74 18.02 18.02 18.07 17.15 17.32 17.91 17.65 

23 191 17.47 17.89 17.37 17.68 17.18 18.15 17.63 17.48 17.61 

24 85 16.82 17.49 16.89 17.05 17.24 17.15 17.08 16.75 17.06 

25 90 16.00 15.85 16.77 16.60 16.51 16.24 16.52 16.43 16.36 

26 83 19.43 18.19 18.07 17.31 18.26 18.00 17.63 18.84 18.22 

27 172 18.31 18.34 18.37 18.35 18.52 18.22 18.02 18.19 18.29 

28 86 18.15 18.46 17.47 17.58 18.17 17.82 17.80 18.34 17.97 

29 95 17.75 17.98 18.02 18.46 18.15 17.96 18.08 18.22 18.08 

30 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 

31 88 17.63 17.55 17.38 17.40 17.44 17.14 17.04 17.43 17.38 

32 88 18.27 18.57 18.77 18.31 18.64 18.40 18.55 18.96 18.56 

33 99 17.24 17.21 17.59 17.26 17.41 17.12 17.72 17.36 17.36 

34 96 17.82 17.44 17.71 17.60 17.86 17.60 17.77 17.55 17.67 

35 93 18.08 18.36 18.06 17.96 18.06 18.18 18.40 18.25 18.17 

36 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 

37 75 17.41 18.05 17.64 17.54 17.68 17.90 18.09 18.12 17.80 

38 88 18.85 19.00 18.88 18.88 18.82 18.55 18.75 18.80 18.82 

39 85 18.44 18.24 18.63 18.21 18.32 18.54 18.32 18.29 18.37 

40 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 

41 85 17.03 17.52 17.40 17.64 17.20 17.28 17.76 17.18 17.38 

42 103 18.00 18.48 17.75 17.57 18.23 18.98 17.36 17.53 17.99 

43 84 16.61 16.21 16.41 16.42 16.09 16.55 16.77 16.46 16.44 

44 89 17.41 15.97 17.37 17.22 16.66 16.85 16.92 17.61 17.00 

45 82 18.23 18.06 18.13 18.51 17.87 17.46 17.93 18.07 18.03 
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The examination of Table 1 points out that the means of internal assessment scores for the eight 
B.Ed. courses for the year 2008 appear to be more or less similar.  In order to get a more vivid picture of the 
nature of these means, the results of Table 1 are summarized in Table 2 in the form of combined means, 
standard deviations for means along with minimum and maximum mean scores for internal assessment in 
respect of eight B.Ed. courses for 67 colleges for the year 2008.
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46 86 16.00 15.59 14.93 16.32 16.40 15.73 16.11 16.63 15.96 

47 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 

48 90 17.47 17.78 17.08 18.14 17.97 17.76 17.97 18.14 17.79 

49 86 18.18 18.01 16.34 17.33 17.53 17.74 17.51 17.96 17.58 

50 74 16.44 16.22 16.56 16.64 16.31 16.79 16.87 16.81 16.58 

51 86 17.90 17.91 17.66 18.45 18.00 17.54 17.50 17.84 17.85 

52 86 15.87 16.47 16.74 15.97 17.03 16.63 16.72 16.74 16.52 

53 144 17.84 17.77 17.88 17.68 17.58 17.86 17.76 17.81 17.77 

54 84 18.89 17.22 18.97 17.21 18.90 17.17 18.05 18.27 18.09 

55 95 16.95 17.44 17.40 16.72 17.28 17.36 17.25 17.29 17.21 

56 90 17.53 16.76 17.77 17.04 17.82 18.06 17.80 17.84 17.58 

57 89 19.12 18.92 19.05 19.01 18.93 18.91 19.14 19.08 19.02 

58 95 17.35 17.50 17.45 17.52 17.45 17.64 17.67 17.66 17.53 

59 88 16.79 16.93 15.75 17.01 16.44 16.44 17.43 17.85 16.83 

60 70 17.75 18.00 17.91 17.98 17.94 17.88 17.54 18.00 17.88 

61 88 18.09 18.03 18.06 18.11 18.20 18.10 18.23 18.19 18.13 

62 171 17.79 17.21 17.97 17.50 17.48 18.07 17.61 17.95 17.70 

63 171 18.11 17.78 18.15 17.82 17.96 17.90 17.95 17.94 17.95 

64 97 17.12 17.59 17.75 17.27 17.45 17.35 17.63 17.77 17.49 

65 89 18.47 17.28 17.96 17.40 16.94 16.88 17.13 17.31 17.42 

66 89 17.17 17.25 16.80 16.73 17.03 16.20 17.13 16.97 16.91 

67 60 17.98 17.70 18.03 18.05 18.01 17.81 17.93 17.98 17.94 

68 182 18.06 17.89 17.71 17.73 18.06 17.69 17.59 17.87 17.83 

69 87 18.21 16.88 18.62 18.22 15.86 17.91 17.43 17.96 17.64 

70 70 16.35 16.41 16.54 16.37 16.42 16.50 16.30 16.51 16.43 

71 91 19.62 19.26 19.49 19.58 19.51 19.42 19.49 19.60 19.50 

72 83 18.04 18.09 18.07 18.09 18.19 18.33 18.09 18.07 18.12 

73 95 16.70 17.08 15.32 15.42 16.69 17.73 17.21 13.93 16.26 

00 The B.Ed. Course did not exist in this college for the year 2008 
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Table 2: Combined means, standard deviations and minimum & maximum scores for internal 
assessment in respect of eight B.Ed. courses for 67 colleges for the year 2008

Table 2 reveals that the combined means, standard deviations, minimum scores and maximum 
scores were very nearly the same for all the eight B.Ed. courses in respect of 67 teacher-training colleges for 
the year 2008.  This indicates that the overall tendency of awarding internal assessment marks remained 
almost the same for all the eight B.Ed. courses during the year 2008.  This is further evident from the 
following observation.

It is evident that all the statistics for the year 2008 given above are very near to each other 
indicating once again that overall tendency of awarding internal assessment marks remained almost the 
same for all the eight B.Ed. courses during the year 2008.

Further, the minimum and maximum mean scores for eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2008 given 
in Table 2 reveal that the mean scores for the eight B.Ed. courses are distributed over a range of 5.83 to 6.51.  
However, this range does not present a clear picture of the distribution of mean internal assessment scores.  
This becomes obvious from the frequency distribution of mean scores for eight courses for the year 2008 
given in Table 3.

Table 3: Frequency distribution of mean scores for eight B.Ed.courses for the year 2008

Table 3 clearly reveals that out of 536 mean scores only 30 fall up to 16 and rest show a value of 
16.01 or above.  In fact, majority of mean scores (73.32%) fall between 17.01 and 19.00.  This indicates that 
only a nominal number of students were awarded an internal assessment score of 13, 14, 15 or 16 and 
majority of students were awarded a score of 17 or above in all the eight B.Ed. courses.  Hence, it may be 
inferred that the colleges have been too liberal in awarding internal assessment marks to students in all the 
eight B.Ed. courses during the year 2008.
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Course Combined Mean 
for 67 Colleges  

S.D. for 67 
Means 

Minimum Mean Score 
for 67 Colleges 

Maximum Mean Score 
for 67 Colleges 

I 17.54 1.04 13.11 19.62 
II 17.45 1.00 13.21 19.26 
III 17.51 1.03 13.19 19.49 
IV 17.43 1.00 13.31 19.58 

V 17.48 0.99 13.57 19.51 
VI 17.49 0.97 13.59 19.42 
VII 17.56 0.85 13.62 19.49 
VIII 17.58 1.01 13.39 19.60 

 

Statistic for 67 Colleges Minimum for Eight Courses Maximum for  Eight Courses 
Mean 17.43 17.58 

Standard Deviation 0.85 1.04 
Minimum Mean Score 13.11 13.62 
Maximum Mean Score 19.26 19.62 

 

Year 2008 
Course 13.00- 

14.00 
14.01- 
15.00 

15.01- 
16.00 

16.01- 
17.00 

17.01- 
18.00 

18.01- 
19.00 

19.01- 
20.00 

I 1 0 4 12 26 21 3 
II 1 1 3 13 27 21 1 

III 1 1 3 12 28 20 2 

IV 1 1 2 12 32 17 2 
V 1 0 2 14 29 20 1 
VI 1 1 1 13 32 18 1 
VII 1 0 1 10 39 14 2 
VIII 2 0 1 13 30 19 2 

Total 9 4 17 99 243 150 14 
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Hence, the hypothesis that “The means of internal assessment scores awarded by different 
teacher-training institutions in the eight B.Ed. courses will be more or less the same for the year 2008” was 
accepted.

6.2 Distribution of mean scores for internal assessment in each of the eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2009

The means for internal assessment scores awarded by different teacher-training institutions in 
each of the eight B.Ed. courses for the years 2009 are presented in Table 4.

Table 4: Means of internal assessment scores awarded by 71 teacher-training institutions in each of 
the eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2009
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Sr. 
No. 

 
N 

2009 Combined 
Means for 

Eight 
Courses 

Course-wise Mean Scores 

I II III IV V VI VII VIII 
1 80 17.96 18.01 18.38 17.73 17.76 18.42 18.40 17.98 18.08 

2 137 16.73 16.43 16.84 16.59 16.94 16.78 16.53 16.84 16.71 

3 71 17.81 17.97 17.61 17.38 17.69 17.69 18.01 17.64 17.73 

4 63 18.28 18.39 18.49 18.47 18.52 18.52 18.50 18.61 18.47 

5 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 

6 72 18.61 18.59 18.38 18.80 18.36 18.68 18.43 18.50 18.54 

7 70 16.41 16.82 16.68 16.88 16.95 16.52 16.71 16.78 16.72 

8 67 17.77 17.64 17.71 17.76 17.76 17.62 18.00 17.89 17.77 

9 67 19.08 19.07 18.02 17.83 18.20 18.46 18.97 18.80 18.55 

10 81 16.07 16.23 16.45 16.48 16.66 15.75 16.51 16.20 16.29 

11 55 18.34 18.25 18.45 18.29 18.29 18.41 18.58 18.49 18.39 

12 80 17.91 18.02 18.32 18.43 17.65 18.23 17.80 18.07 18.05 

13 80 17.52 15.83 17.06 17.45 16.66 16.88 17.12 16.16 16.84 

14 87 15.03 16.12 16.82 17.88 16.19 16.20 16.78 16.85 16.48 

15 62 18.20 18.29 18.08 18.20 18.09 18.40 18.11 18.20 18.20 

16 163 17.90 17.79 17.67 17.88 17.88 17.90 17.95 17.83 17.85 

17 64 17.50 17.12 17.25 17.81 17.21 17.59 17.48 17.68 17.46 

18 86 18.60 18.50 18.77 18.67 18.75 18.80 18.72 18.81 18.70 

19 210 16.86 17.70 18.02 18.56 18.32 18.05 17.88 15.67 17.63 

20 76 17.38 17.23 17.48 17.59 17.47 17.48 17.46 17.31 17.43 

21 90 17.47 17.55 18.13 17.43 17.24 17.50 17.45 17.26 17.50 

22 65 17.83 18.06 18.04 18.00 18.16 18.04 18.01 17.84 18.00 

23 148 17.09 17.47 17.22 16.18 16.86 17.24 16.82 16.82 16.96 

24 53 18.39 18.52 18.45 18.60 18.64 18.75 18.60 19.05 18.63 

25 68 16.67 16.44 16.66 16.94 16.75 16.38 16.79 16.70 16.67 

26 78 18.25 18.37 18.23 17.76 18.10 18.07 18.21 18.19 18.15 

27 150 17.14 17.44 17.44 17.20 17.42 17.56 17.84 17.87 17.49 

28 69 18.02 17.30 18.53 18.00 17.91 18.73 18.59 17.76 18.11 

29 88 17.94 18.01 18.19 17.96 17.89 17.93 18.14 17.96 18.00 

30 86 18.27 18.18 18.48 18.12 18.55 18.30 18.40 18.59 18.36 
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31 134 17.41 17.45 17.38 17.40 17.43 17.35 17.41 17.38 17.40 

32 88 16.81 17.62 17.61 17.88 17.90 17.94 17.36 17.51 17.58 

33 85 18.23 18.30 18.35 18.07 18.40 18.17 18.48 18.30 18.29 

34 82 18.14 18.12 17.90 18.15 18.12 17.89 17.97 17.93 18.03 

35 73 18.24 18.10 18.53 18.42 18.32 18.20 18.27 18.39 18.31 

36 58 19.79 19.41 19.53 19.58 19.48 19.22 19.43 19.60 19.51 

37 67 16.95 17.67 17.62 17.59 16.80 17.07 17.35 17.83 17.36 

38 81 18.38 18.54 18.37 18.51 18.65 18.54 18.66 18.71 18.55 

39 85 19.44 19.14 19.14 19.34 19.31 19.30 19.21 19.25 19.27 

40 65 16.76 16.73 17.15 16.87 16.95 16.96 17.49 17.55 17.06 

41 57 19.07 18.78 18.31 18.40 18.42 18.54 19.01 18.87 18.68 

42 112 18.41 19.13 19.15 19.32 18.77 19.39 19.17 19.56 19.11 

43 88 17.63 17.63 17.53 17.71 17.51 17.80 17.67 17.76 17.66 

44 78 16.14 15.79 15.28 16.37 16.06 15.98 16.43 16.84 16.11 

45 73 17.58 17.94 17.30 17.63 17.08 18.68 17.34 18.28 17.73 

46 71 16.80 18.56 16.76 17.56 16.63 16.84 17.36 17.64 17.27 

47 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 00 

48 77 18.58 18.53 18.02 17.58 17.77 17.37 18.45 18.22 18.06 

49 88 17.15 17.70 17.27 16.62 16.80 17.29 17.21 17.94 17.25 

50 61 16.42 16.40 16.98 17.03 16.21 16.86 16.77 16.85 16.69 

51 87 17.36 16.26 16.26 18.64 17.03 17.03 16.85 17.04 17.06 

52 71 16.59 16.11 17.07 15.64 16.87 17.53 16.66 16.70 16.65 

53 109 17.80 17.66 17.93 17.94 18.31 17.37 18.17 18.24 17.93 

54 92 18.42 18.83 18.60 18.48 19.03 18.78 18.78 18.81 18.72 

55 87 19.41 19.39 19.44 19.21 19.26 19.42 19.34 19.27 19.34 

56 82 16.87 16.37 17.71 17.21 17.12 17.56 17.31 17.15 17.16 

57 87 18.11 18.28 18.50 18.14 18.28 18.55 19.31 19.17 18.54 

58 91 17.84 17.86 17.81 17.79 18.28 17.91 17.96 18.21 17.96 

59 82 18.82 18.78 19.01 18.57 18.42 18.12 18.76 18.93 18.68 

60 73 18.36 18.49 18.38 18.41 18.39 18.38 18.36 18.49 18.41 

61 130 17.19 17.19 17.19 17.19 17.19 17.19 17.19 17.19 17.19 

62 140 18.22 17.84 17.95 17.63 17.79 18.26 18.05 18.09 17.98 

63 169 18.09 17.97 18.28 18.46 18.23 17.76 18.52 18.38 18.21 

64 92 15.47 15.08 16.39 15.54 16.39 15.16 16.21 16.10 15.79 

65 147 17.91 17.39 17.72 17.45 17.61 17.25 17.94 17.80 17.63 

66 150 17.89 16.76 16.90 16.97 16.79 16.60 17.28 17.25 17.06 

67 62 17.33 17.66 17.54 17.85 17.01 17.45 17.40 17.56 17.48 

68 164 18.10 17.59 18.29 17.08 17.66 18.07 17.76 17.93 17.81 

69 74 18.10 18.17 17.29 17.75 18.06 17.39 18.48 18.66 17.99 

70 61 18.14 17.98 18.16 18.27 18.04 18.00 18.19 17.96 18.09 

71 145 18.28 17.96 18.14 17.35 18.05 17.52 18.31 18.00 17.95 

72 78 18.03 18.02 17.89 17.58 18.01 18.12 17.96 18.01 17.95 

73 78 16.03 16.55 14.60 12.62 15.89 16.42 15.58 14.29 15.25 

00 The B.Ed. Course did not exist in this college for the year 2009 
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The examination of Table 4 indicates that the means of internal assessment scores for the eight 
B.Ed. courses for the year 2009 appear to be more or less similar.  In order to get a more comprehensible 
picture of the nature of these means, the results of Table 4 are summarized in Table 5 in the form of 
combined means, standard deviations for means along with minimum and maximum mean scores for 
internal assessment in respect of eight B.Ed. courses for 71 colleges for the year 2009.

Table 5: Combined means, standard deviations and minimum & maximum scores for internal 
assessment marks in respect of eight B.Ed. courses for 71 colleges for the year 2009

Table 5 reveals that the combined means, standard deviations, minimum scores and maximum 
scores were very nearly the same for all the eight B.Ed. courses in respect of 71 teacher-training colleges for 
the year 2009.  This explains that the overall tendency of awarding internal assessment marks remained 
almost the same for all the eight B.Ed. courses during the year 2009.  This is further apparent from the 
following observation.

It is obvious that all the statistics for the year 2009 given above are very near to each other 
indicating once again that overall tendency of awarding internal assessment marks remained almost the 
same for all the eight B.Ed. courses during the year 2009.

Further, the minimum and maximum mean scores for eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2009 given 
in Table 5 reveal that the mean scores for the eight B.Ed. courses are distributed over a range of 3.59 to 6.96.  
However, this range again does not present a clear picture of the distribution of mean internal assessment 
scores.  This becomes obvious from the frequency distribution of mean scores for eight B.Ed. courses for 
the year 2009 given in Table 6.

Table 6: Frequency distribution of mean scores for eight B.ED. courses for the year 2009
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Course Combined Mean 
for 71 Colleges  

S.D. for 71 
Means 

Minimum Mean Score 
for 71 Colleges 

Maximum Mean Score 
for 71 Colleges 

I 17.71 0.91 15.03 19.79 
II 17.71 0.92 15.08 19.41 
III 17.76 0.87 14.60 19.53 

IV 17.70 1.00 12.62 19.58 

V 17.71 0.81 15.89 19.48 
VI 17.75 0.86 15.16 19.42 
VII 17.86 0.83 15.58 19.43 
VIII 17.83 0.94 14.29 19.60 

 

Statistic for 71 Colleges Minimum for the Eight Courses Maximum for the Eight Courses 
Mean 17.70 17.86 

Standard Deviation 0.81 1.00 
Minimum Mean Score 12.62 15.89 
Maximum Mean Score 19.41 19.79 

 

2009 
Course 13.00- 

14.00 
14.01- 
15.00 

15.01- 
16.00 

16.01- 
17.00 

17.01- 
18.00 

18.01- 
19.00 

19.01- 
20.00 

I 0 0 2 14 24 26 5 
II 0 0 3 12 26 25 5 

III 0 1 1 10 26 28 5 

IV 1 0 2 9 34 21 4 
V 0 0 1 16 23 27 4 
VI 0 0 3 10 28 26 4 
VII 0 0 1 11 26 27 6 

VIII 0 1 1 11 28 24 6 
Total 1 2 14 93 215 204 39 
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Table 6 clearly shows that out of 568 mean scores only 17 fall up to 16 and rest show a value of 
16.01 or above.  In fact, majority of mean scores (73.77%) fall between 17.01 and 19.00.  This indicates that 
only a nominal number of students were awarded an internal assessment score of 13, 14, 15 or 16 and 
majority of students were awarded a score of 17 or above in all the eight B.Ed. courses.  Hence, it may be 
inferred that the colleges have been too liberal in awarding internal assessment marks to students during the 
year 2009.

Hence, the hypothesis that “The means of internal assessment scores awarded by different 
teacher-training institutions in the eight B.Ed. courses will be more or less the same for the year 2009” was 
accepted.

6.3Distribution of mean scores for internal assessment in each of the eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2010

The means for internal assessment scores awarded by different teacher-training institutions in 
each of the eight B.Ed. courses for the years 2010 are presented in Table 7.

Table 7: Means of internal assessment scores awarded by 73 teacher-training institutions in each of 
the eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2010
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Sr. 
No. 

 
N 

2010 Combined 
Means for 

Eight 
Courses 

Course-w ise Mean Scores 

I II III IV V VI VII VIII 
1 8 3 18.37 18.42 18.39 18.39 1 8.33 18.40 18.26 18.16 18.34 

2 179 18.56 18.47 18.35 18.50 1 8.60 18.55 18.35 18.48 18.48 

3 9 8 18.30 17.97 17.94 18.09 1 7.68 18.01 18.33 18.17 18.06 

4 8 7 19.00 18.73 18.70 18.73 1 8.77 18.70 18.86 18.79 18.79 

5 8 6 16.29 16.25 16.22 16.16 1 6.11 16.65 16.18 16.31 16.27 

6 9 4 19.00 18.53 19.00 18.23 1 8.36 18.70 18.34 18.34 18.56 

7 7 4 16.95 16.56 16.94 16.79 1 7.08 16.62 17.16 17.18 16.91 

8 9 3 18.21 18.24 18.47 18.27 1 8.32 18.50 18.41 18.44 18.36 

9 7 8 18.76 18.75 17.66 17.76 1 8.11 18.21 18.98 18.16 18.30 

1 0 8 8 17.26 16.39 17.00 16.65 1 7.03 17.29 17.23 17.43 17.04 

1 1 5 8 17.98 17.94 17.98 18.13 1 7.94 17.89 18.06 18.29 18.03 

1 2 100 17.99 18.15 17.75 18.40 1 7.97 17.88 18.10 18.03 18.03 

1 3 8 0 16.53 13.75 16.40 16.95 1 5.22 15.36 15.81 14.56 15.57 

1 4 9 8 17.10 17.07 16.47 17.55 1 7.32 17.34 17.38 17.57 17.22 

1 5 6 3 18.50 18.88 18.74 18.88 1 8.80 18.55 18.80 18.69 18.73 

1 6 189 17.44 17.58 16.80 16.42 1 7.70 17.08 17.44 17.02 17.18 

1 7 8 2 17.82 17.86 17.79 17.84 1 7.76 17.75 17.85 18.03 17.84 

1 8 8 7 18.93 19.02 18.98 18.70 1 8.94 18.91 18.90 18.89 18.91 

1 9 197 17.05 17.09 17.52 17.97 1 6.64 17.88 16.96 16.21 17.17 

2 0 7 3 17.35 16.49 16.94 16.52 1 7.41 17.69 16.91 17.05 17.04 

2 1 9 5 16.18 15.90 16.57 16.13 1 6.15 16.05 16.47 16.80 16.28 

2 2 7 3 17.94 17.95 17.84 18.17 1 8.20 17.87 18.09 17.90 18.00 

2 3 183 17.32 17.68 17.02 17.69 1 7.55 17.56 17.43 17.28 17.44 

2 4 7 5 18.30 18.02 18.18 18.40 1 8.24 18.54 18.22 18.46 18.30 

2 5 8 7 16.36 16.00 15.73 16.49 1 6.39 15.56 16.43 15.74 16.09 

2 6 8 8 16.32 16.31 16.65 17.26 1 6.20 17.57 16.90 17.48 16.84 

2 7 177 17.72 17.48 17.62 17.09 1 7.84 17.72 17.86 17.61 17.62 

2 8 8 8 17.77 17.79 18.17 16.82 1 8.02 18.22 17.94 18.44 17.90 

2 9 9 3 18.51 18.90 18.26 18.45 1 8.13 18.27 18.49 18.39 18.42 

3 0 100 18.10 18.09 17.99 17.87 1 8.18 18.16 18.52 18.89 18.22 
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31 177 18.18 17.93 18.02 18.06 18.07 18.12 18.19 18.29 18.11 

32 88 18.80 19.34 19.23 19.37 18.97 19.06 18.45 18.34 18.95 

33 98 18.61 18.54 18.30 18.50 18.51 18.53 18.44 18.52 18.49 

34 84 17.94 17.32 17.76 17.85 17.59 17.78 17.95 17.95 17.77 

35 97 18.15 17.86 17.92 17.90 18.08 18.13 17.90 18.16 18.01 

36 63 19.96 19.96 19.95 19.92 19.93 19.69 19.77 19.96 19.89 

37 93 17.76 18.59 18.01 18.07 18.22 18.10 18.43 18.36 18.19 

38 89 18.96 18.78 18.96 18.69 18.60 19.16 18.78 19.13 18.88 

39 95 19.49 18.97 18.86 18.73 19.15 19.17 19.15 19.43 19.12 

40 77 16.46 15.48 15.46 16.28 16.81 15.31 15.70 16.05 15.94 

41 98 18.50 18.01 17.75 17.98 17.98 17.84 18.09 18.42 18.07 

42 104 18.99 18.89 18.97 18.60 19.09 18.52 18.88 18.97 18.86 

43 81 17.34 17.50 17.35 17.40 17.39 17.50 17.38 17.51 17.42 

44 76 17.60 17.73 17.30 17.28 17.73 17.76 17.67 17.40 17.56 

45 81 17.32 17.44 17.04 16.49 17.69 17.29 17.09 17.72 17.26 

46 94 17.14 17.95 17.42 17.58 16.68 16.79 17.11 16.87 17.19 

47 80 18.18 18.21 18.31 18.25 18.26 18.22 18.32 18.40 18.27 

48 89 18.15 18.24 18.32 18.49 18.15 18.13 18.52 18.37 18.30 

49 98 16.68 17.07 16.46 16.37 16.39 16.77 16.60 16.98 16.67 

50 66 17.37 16.30 17.19 17.48 17.22 16.68 17.60 17.60 17.18 

51 84 17.86 18.54 18.11 18.73 17.90 18.16 18.30 18.16 18.22 

52 89 17.21 17.01 17.50 17.11 17.29 16.86 17.10 17.35 17.18 

53 159 18.15 17.86 18.11 17.91 18.15 17.98 18.18 18.06 18.05 

54 96 19.28 19.06 19.41 19.34 19.61 19.57 19.43 19.48 19.40 

55 97 18.26 18.34 18.42 18.05 18.14 17.88 18.02 18.16 18.16 

56 100 16.86 16.28 15.96 15.51 16.20 16.32 16.43 16.36 16.24 

57 78 18.97 19.11 18.91 19.03 18.87 19.20 19.20 19.25 19.07 

58 98 17.73 17.68 17.96 17.94 17.70 18.10 17.98 17.77 17.86 

59 83 18.28 18.39 18.27 18.19 18.07 18.13 18.15 18.14 18.20 

60 77 18.25 18.42 18.42 18.29 18.50 18.51 18.49 18.48 18.42 

61 184 17.36 17.39 17.35 17.40 17.59 17.55 17.48 17.65 17.47 

62 181 17.50 17.46 18.43 18.39 17.81 17.59 18.02 17.94 17.89 

63 193 17.15 17.13 17.15 17.32 17.24 17.00 17.21 17.37 17.20 

64 99 17.69 17.59 17.48 17.14 17.38 17.29 17.73 17.53 17.48 

65 181 18.02 17.77 17.84 17.56 17.71 17.63 17.91 17.80 17.78 

66 189 16.87 16.94 17.01 17.62 17.23 16.69 16.91 17.58 17.11 

67 86 15.40 15.58 14.88 15.06 15.18 15.03 15.08 15.02 15.15 

68 159 17.21 17.05 17.02 16.57 16.58 16.76 17.33 17.55 17.01 

69 84 17.00 17.23 17.22 17.02 17.28 17.39 17.50 17.54 17.27 

70 57 18.10 18.07 18.10 17.89 18.08 18.01 18.07 18.01 18.04 

71 186 19.25 18.84 18.66 18.82 18.91 19.04 19.01 18.98 18.94 

72 84 18.32 18.38 18.35 18.29 18.05 18.28 18.21 18.32 18.27 

73 78 15.66 17.46 16.62 14.52 14.94 17.62 16.06 15.97 16.11 
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The examination of Table 7 points out that the means of internal assessment scores for the eight 
B.Ed. courses for the year 2010 appear to be more or less similar.  In order to get a more vivid picture of the 
nature of these means, the results of Table 7 are summarized in Table 8 in the form of combined means, 
standard deviations for means along with minimum and maximum mean scores for internal assessment in 
respect of eight B.Ed. courses for 73 colleges for the year 2010.

Table 8: Combined means, standard deviations and minimum & maximum scores for internal 
assessment marks in respect of eight B.Ed. courses for 73 colleges for the year 2010

Table 8 reveals that the combined means, standard deviations, minimum scores and maximum 
scores were very nearly the same for all the eight B.Ed. courses in respect of 73 teacher-training colleges for 
the year 2010.  This indicates that the overall tendency of awarding internal assessment marks remained 
almost the same for all the eight B.Ed. courses during the year 2010.  This is further evident from the 
following observation.

It is evident that all the statistics for the year 2010 given above are very near to each other indicating once 
again that overall tendency of awarding internal assessment marks remained almost the same for all the 
eight B.Ed. courses during the year 2010.

Further, the minimum and maximum mean scores for eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2010 given 
in Table 8 reveal that the mean scores for the eight B.ED. courses are distributed over a range of 4.56 to 6.21.  
However, this range yet again does not present a clear picture of the distribution of mean internal 
assessment scores.  This becomes obvious from the frequency distribution of mean scores for eight B.Ed. 
courses for the year 2010 given in Table 9.

Table 9: Frequency distribution of mean scores for eight B.Ed. courses for the year 2010
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Course Combined Mean 
for 73 Colleges  

S.D. for 73 
Means 

Minimum Mean Score 
for 73 Colleges 

Maximum Mean Score 
for 73 Colleges 

I 17.81 0.91 15.40 19.96 
II 17.73 1.05 13.75 19.96 
III 17.72 0.95 14.88 19.95 

IV 17.70 1.00 14.52 19.92 

V 17.72 0.97 14.94 19.93 
VI 17.76 0.96 15.03 19.69 
VII 17.81 0.92 15.08 19.77 
VIII 17.83 0.98 14.56 19.96 

 

Statistic for 73 Colleges Minimum for the Eight Courses Maximum for the Eight Courses 
Mean 17.70 17.83 

Standard Deviation 0.91 1.05 
Minimum Mean Score 13.75 15.40 
Maximum Mean Score 19.69 19.96 

 

2010 
Course 13.00- 

14.00 
14.01- 
15.00 

15.01- 
16.00 

16.01- 
17.00 

17.01- 
18.00 

18.01- 
19.00 

19.01- 
20.00 

I 0 0 2 11 27 29 4 
II 1 0 4 8 29 26 5 
III 0 1 3 11 27 28 3 
IV 0 1 2 13 25 28 4 
V 0 1 2 10 27 29 4 
VI 0 0 4 11 25 26 7 
VII  0 0 3 10 23 32 5 
VIII 0 1 3 7 24 33 5 
Total 1 4 23 81 207 231 37 
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Table 9 clearly reveals that out of 584 mean scores only 28 fall up to 16 and rest show a value of 
16.01 or above.  In fact, majority of mean scores (75.00%) fall between 17.01 and 19.00.  This indicates that 
only a nominal number of students were awarded an internal assessment score of 13, 14, 15 or 16 and 
majority of students were awarded a score of 17 or above in all the eight B.Ed. courses.  Hence, it may be 
inferred that the colleges have been too liberal in awarding internal assessment marks to students in all the 
eight B.Ed. courses during the year 2010.

Hence, the hypothesis that “The means of internal assessment scores awarded by different 
teacher-training institutions in the eight B.Ed. courses will be more or less the same for the year 2010” was 
accepted.

7. DISCUSSION OF RESULTS

The results with respect to the nature of distribution of means of internal assessment scores in each 
of the eight B.Ed. courses for the years 2008, 2009 and 2010 may be summarized as under:

1.The overall tendency of awarding internal assessment marks remained almost the same for all the eight 
B.Ed. courses in each of the three years.
2.The combined means, standard deviations, minimum scores and maximum scores were very nearly the 
same for all the eight B.Ed. courses in each of the three years.
3.Only a nominal number of students were awarded an internal assessment score of 13, 14, 15 or 16 and 
majority of students were awarded a score of 17 or above in each of the eight B.Ed. courses during each of 
the three years.
4.The colleges have been too liberal in awarding internal assessment marks to students in each of the eight 
B.Ed. courses during each of the three years.
5.An increasing trend emerged in awarding internal assessment marks from 2008 to 2010.
The fact that teacher-training institutions have been excessively liberal in awarding internal assessment 
scores and the scores generally fall towards the higher end of the scale may be attributed to host of factors, 
such as, the prescribed internal assessment policy is hazy and subjective; there is absence of moderation 
policy either at institutional or university level; the teachers or institutions are not answerable for under or 
over marking; there is no provision of periodic evaluation of the scheme and perhaps the true spirit of the 
concept of internal assessment is not understood by the teachers and the institutions.

In this context, it is meaningful to have an idea of the internal assessment scheme introduced in 
Himachal Pradesh University through an official notification which is given as under.

Himachal Pradesh University in its notification vide letter No. 6-38/2005(FSS)HPU(Acad) dated 
November 20, 2009 approved and implemented the introduction of Internal Assessment in Post Graduate 
courses from the academic session 2010-2011.  The details of which given as under:

1(a).20% of the maximum marks in each paper for internal assessment (excluding practical examination 
marks).
1(b).Remaining 80% for the examination (excluding practical examination marks).  

The duration and other existing scheme of examination will remain unchanged. 

2.The 20% assigned to internal assessment to be sub-divided as under:

(a)Weightage for attendance: (5 marks)

(i)Upto 75% including condonation of lectures by the 
competent authority as per provision under 
Ordinances : Zero
(ii) Without condonation of lectures up to 75% : 1 Mark
(iii) 76% to 80% lectures : 2 Marks
(iv) 81% to 85% lectures : 3 Marks
(v) 86% to 90% lectures : 4 Marks
(vi) 91% and above : 5 Marks

(b)Remaining 15 marks will be awarded by the concerned chairpersons on the recommendation of 
Departmental Council on the basis of the performance of the candidate in any one of the following:
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(i) House Examination, (ii) Assignment Writing, (iii) Seminar Presentations

As a matter of fact, it is only the teachers who assign internal assessment scores to the students in 
their courses and Chairpersons simply forward them to the examination branch making it an individual 
affair.  It seems unbelievable but the fact is that in nearly all privately managed teacher-training institutions 
the teachers do not play a role in assigning internal assessment to their students and it is the Chairman of the 
Management Committee who decides and sends the internal assessment scores to the university 
examination branch.

Another observation of the study was that of an increasing trend in awarding internal assessment 
marks from 2008 to 2010.  The Table 10 below provides an indication of this trend.

Table 10: Trend of mean scores over three years for selected colleges

+   The colleges showing regular increase in mean scores over three years or since starting year.
++ The colleges showing highest mean score in 2010.

It is revealed from Table 10 that as many as 23 colleges show a regular increasing trend in internal 
assessment mean scores from 2008 to 2010; whereas 9 colleges show a lower mean score in 2009 compared 
to 2008 but shoot up to highest mean score in 2010.
 The reason for the upward trend in over marking from 2008 to 2010 may be attributed to the 
smartness of colleges' managements.  In the early one or two years of the introduction of internal 
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S. No. 
College 
S. No. 

No. of 
Students 
(2008) 

No. of 
Students 
(2009) 

No. of 
Students 

(2010) 

Internal 
Assessment 

Mean (2008) 

Internal 
Assessment 

Mean (2009) 

Internal 
Assessment 

Mean (2010) 
Trend 

1 1 00 80 83 00 18.08 18.34 + 
2 3 89 71 98 16.38 17.73 18.06 + 
3 4 61 63 87 13.37 18.47 18.79 + 
4 6 89 72 94 18.15 18.54 18.56 + 
5 8 88 67 93 17.71 17.77 18.36 + 
6 12 90 80 100 17.82 18.05 18.03 + 
7 14 85 87 98 16.60 16.48 17.22 + 
8 15 87 62 63 16.74 18.20 18.73 + 
9 18 89 86 87 18.59 18.70 18.91 + 

10 22 78 65 73 17.65 18.00 18.00 + 
11 29 95 88 93 18.08 18.00 18.42 + 
12 31 88 134 177 17.38 17.40 18.11 + 
13 33 99 85 98 17.36 18.29 18.49 + 
14 36 00 58 63 00 19.51 19.89 + 
15 39 85 85 95 18.37 19.27 19.12 + 
16 48 90 77 89 17.79 18.06 18.30 + 
17 50 74 61 66 16.58 16.69 17.18 + 
18 52 86 71 89 16.52 16.65 17.18 + 
19 53 144 109 159 17.77 17.93 18.05 + 
20 54 84 92 96 18.09 18.72 19.40 + 
21 60 70 73 77 17.88 18.41 18.42 + 
22 65 89 147 181 17.42 17.63 17.78 + 
23 66 89 150 189 16.91 17.06 17.11 + 
24 2 164 137 179 18.08 16.71 18.48 ++ 
25 10 89 81 88 16.77 16.29 17.04 ++ 
26 32 88 88 88 18.56 17.58 18.95 ++ 
27 37 75 67 93 17.80 17.36 18.19 ++ 
28 38 88 81 89 18.82 18.55 18.88 ++ 
29 44 89 78 76 17.00 16.11 17.56 ++ 
30 51 86 87 84 17.85 17.06 18.22 ++ 
31 57 89 87 78 19.02 18.54 19.07 ++ 
32 72 83 78 84 18.12 17.95 18.27 ++ 
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assessment component, the colleges were cautious in excessive over marking.  But over the years they 
came to know that they were accountable to none and there was no objection from any quarter with respect 
to their approach of awarding internal assessment scores.  Simultaneously they also observed what other 
colleges were doing in this regard.  These observations encouraged them for over marking.  We have 
deliberately used the term managements in place of teachers.  It has been pointed out earlier that barring 
two, all the seventy one teacher-training institutions are being managed privately.  We have first hand 
information that in private colleges, barring exceptions, it is not the teachers but managements who decide 
how much internal assessment is to be awarded to students. 

This scenario in respect of internal assessment in Bachelor of Education programme generates 
negative attitude and mistrust towards the operational part of internal assessment and raises questions 
regarding its relevance.  Immediate steps need to be taken to restore confidence in internal assessment 
system.
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