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The purposes of this research were to develop the indicators for the quality indicators for English
instructional management in private higher education institutions and investigate the goodness of fit of the
proposed model of quality indicators for English instructional management in private education to the
empirical data. The participants in this research were 29 universities which instructional management of
English were the samples. The representative for data collection comprised 2 groups which are 11 experts
whose profession in educational indicators and English instruction, later, 3 experts and 630 executive
universities, lecturers, and students from private higher education institutions. The research variables were
quality indicators for English instructional management in private higher education institutions. The research
tools were the 2 questionnaires. The reliability of questionnaire was between .892 - .982. Data was analyzed
by descriptive statistics and confirmatory factor analysis and second order confirmatory factor analysis.

The research results Were as follow:

1) The results of confirmatory factor analysis were found. The quality indicators for English
instructional management in private higher education institutions which were fitted to the empirical data
consisted of 4 factors and 55 indicators from variables studied 67 indicators. The 4 factors consisted of 5
indicators of context, 14 indicators of input, 28 indicators of process and 8 indicators of output.

2) The results of second order confirmatory factor analysis of the model for the quality indicators for
English instructional management in private higher education institutions were found. The model! was fitted to
the empirical data (x2 = 23.66, df=41, p=0.986, GFI=1.00, AGFI = 0.98, RMR = 0.0059), factor loadings of 16
sub-factors were positive, their sizes were from -0.38-1.00. The higher factor loading sub-factors were
achievement. Factor loadings of quality indicators for English instructional management in 4 main factors
were positive, their sizes from 0.62-1.00. The high factor loading factors were input, context, process and
output which have factor loading values were 1.00, 0.93, 0.87 and 0.62 respectively. The model accounted
for 100%, 86%, 76% and 39% respectively of variance for the> quality indicators for English instructional

management in private higher education institutions.





