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ABSTRACT TE 151604

the purposes  of this rescarch were to study and compare opinions of administrators
and teacher in Rajabhat Institute  Rattanakosin group on teaching quality assurance.

The sample were administrators and tcachers in the faculty of Scicnce and
Technology in Rajabhat Institute Rattanakosin group.

Questionnaires were used for data collection. The data were analyzed by SPSS
for Windows Percentage , mean , Standard Deviation . t-test and F-test.

The research findings were as followed:

I. The administrators and teacher’s opinions on teaching quality assurance on
teaching are in medium level.

2. The administrators and teacher’s opinions on teaching quality assurance on
teaching there was significant difference of on .05 teacher’s further studies the follow - up
and cvaluation of graduate students and evaluation and teaching materials admission of
student learning activities  training buildings classroom laboratory and information system
but no significant difference on curriculum.

3. Administrators and teacher’s are opinions on Teaching quality assurance on
teaching there was total significant difference of on .05 quality assurance on curriculum
teacher’s further  studies the follow - up training buildings classroom laboratory
information system and materials but no significant difference on learning activitics and

evaluation of graduate students.



