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ABSTRACT 

The objectives of this research were to 1) study the current use of vocational 

education standard indicators and problems regarding the use of vocational education 

standard indicators in private vocational schools in the central region; and 2)  compare 

the current use of vocational education standard indicators and problems concerning 

the use of vocational education indicators in those schools when the schools' 

employees were classified by job position, gender, education, work experience in 

school, and school size. The sample comprised 234 employees from private vocational 

schools in the central region. The sample size was calculated by using the Krejcie & 

Morgan table and drawn using stratified random sampling. The inslrurnent used to 

collect data was a questionnaire to a reliability level of 0.934. The data were analyzed 

in terms of percentages, mean, standard deviation, t-test, one-way ANOVA, and 

Scheffe's method. 

The results were as follows: 

1. the questionnaire revealed that the current use of vocational education 

standard indicators was, overall, rated at a high level which means there is much use of 

vocational education standard indicators in those schools. Two of the most well used 

standard indicators are the standard # 3: activity for learner development and the 

standard # 6: leadership and management. However, the standard indicator used least 

is the standard # 5: innovation and research. 

2. overall, there were few problems regarding the use of vocational education 

standard indicators. Considering each individual standard, the researcher found that the 

problems regarding the use of all standard indicators were rated at a low level, with the 
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exception of the use of the standard # 5 which was rated at a median level, and was 

the most problematic; then, ranged in descending order, was the standard # 1: learners 

and graduates. The standard # 3: activity for learner development was rated at the least 

problematic level. 

3. when employees were classified by their work experience in school, and 

school size, there was a difference of opinion as to the current use of the vocational 

education standard indicators at a significance level of .05. Classified by job position, 

gender, and education, employees had no differing opinions on the current use of 

vocational education standard indimtors. 

4. employees classified by school size had differing opinions on the problems 

regarding the use of vocational education standard indicators at a significance level of 

.05. Conversely, employees classified by job position, gender, education, and work 

experience in school had no difference of opinion as to problems regarding the use of 

vocational education standard indicators. 
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