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ABSTRACT

135245

The purposes of this research were: 1) to study and compare the learning
achievement of students in the Faculty of Education, Silpakorn University, based on
different admission systems (special system, entrance system, and 5 year teacher’s
scholarship system); 2) to study and compare students’ methods of learning,
adaptation techniques, problems and solutions in the Faculty of Education, Silpakorn
University; based on different admission systems; and 3) to study the students’
opinions’ concerning problems and solutions in instruction in the Faculty of Education,
Silpakorn University.

The samples (n = 431) were students of the Faculty of Education, Silpakorn
University, years 1-4 of the academic year 2005, classified into stratified groups, based
on different admission systems (special system, entrance system, and 5 year teacher's

scholarship system). The research tools were questionnaires constructed by the

researcher, with a reliability of Cronbach oC = .8985. The data were analyzed using the
SPSS for Windows program. The statistical techniques used were frequency (f),
percentage (%), mean (32), standard deviation (S.D.), one-way ANOVA (F-test), and
Scheffe’'s mean-difference test.

The results were as follows: 1) The learning achievement of students’
(average of Cum. GPA), who were admitted by the central entrance admission were
found to be in the first rank, followed by that of students of the 5 year teacher’s
scholarship system. In the third rank was the achievement of the students who entered
by the special admission system; the levels of learning achievement of students from
different admission systems were significantly different at a .01 level. 2) The level of
opinion of students concerning the methods of learning, adaptation, problems and
solutions in the instructional development of students was found to be at a very high level;
the opinions of students from different admission systems, concerning the methods of
learning, adaptation, problems and solutions in instruction were significantly different at
a .01 level. 3) The students' opinions concerning the problems in instruction of the
Faculty of Education and their suggestions for improvements are as follows: most
students perceived that the subjects taught were quite difficult and out-of-date; the
subjects should be relevant to today's society; regarding the instructors, most instructors
taught4well but they should have good human relationships and be friendly and
accessible: the instructional materials should be modern and be of sufficient quantity for
the students’ needs; regarding classrooms of building 3, the acoustics should be
improved so as not to have echoes, the light should be sufficiently bright and the room
should have good ventilation; and to prepare the general environment in the outdoors of

building was good environment, clean and suitable learning





