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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to compare the
teacher education student’s attitude towards teaching
profession, Faculty of Education, Khon Kaen University as
categorized by sex, class, major, achievement score,
child-rearing practice, socioeconomic status, occupational
expectation, occupational aspiration, entrance examination
and the «choice of Faculty selection. Subjects were the
total of 689 first year through fourth year students who
enrolled in the second semester of aeademic year 1995. The
instruments were two kinds of questionnaires ; The Teaching
Profession Attitude Scale and The Child-Rearing Practice
Questionnaire. Content Validity were investigated by three

experts. The reliability of The Teaching Profession Attitude



Scale and The Child-Rearing Practice Questionnaire were
.93 and .83 respectively. Using Frequency, Standard
Deviation, t-test and One-Way Analysis of Variance and

scheffe Method to analyze data.

The results were as follows :

1. There were significant differences in the
attitude towards teaching profession between male and
female students at .05 level.

2. There were no significant differences in the
attitude towards teaching profession between students
from different classes at .05 level.

3. There were significant differences 1in the
attitude towards teaching profession between students from
different major fields at .05 level.

4. There were no significant differences in the
attitude towards teaching profession between students with
different grade point average levels at .05 level.

5. There were significant differences in the
attitude towards teaching profession between students with
different child-rearing practices at .05 level.

6. There were no significant differences in the
attitude towards teaching profession between students with
different Socioeconomic Status at .05 level.

7. There were no significant differences in the
attitude towards teaching profession between Entrance and
Quota students at .05 level.

8. There were no significant differences in the
attitude towards teaching profession between students with

different choices of selection at .05 level.



