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YEAR: 2005

The objectives of this research were to study and to compare the model of
smart teacher: five years curriculum students’ perspective in faculty of Education. The sample
of this study consisted of 170 five years curriculum students in Education Faculty, Burapha
University in academic year 2004 by stratified random sampling methods. The data
collection instrument was a five level rating scale questionnaire. The content of the
questionnaire consisted of 60 items in 5 aspects. The statistics used in the data analysis
were the arithmetic mean, the standard deviation, the hypothesis test by t-test and one way
analysis of variance (F-test).

The result’s revealed that : the model of smart teacher students’ perspective
five years curriculum of Education Faculty were at the academic aspects, determination in
development and moral and code of ethics. Level of views comparison on the model of smart
teacher: five years curriculum students’ perspective in faculty of Education as perceived by
students, when classified by sex and field of subjects, as a whole and in each dimension

was non-significantly different.



