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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to investigate opinions and to compare the opinions concerning
learning environment arrangement of instructors and students in the colleges under the
Office of Vocational Education Commission in the industrial technician type in
Maha Sarakham province in each aspect and as a whole. The sample consisted of 100
instructors and 257 students, obtained by comparing the numbers with the table of Krejcie
and Morgan. Then these numbers were randomized through the simple random sampling
technique according to the status proportions. The instrument used for collecting data
was a 52 —item 5=rating — scale questionﬁaire with a reliability value of 977. The data
were analyzed by using a computer program-to find out percentage, mean, and standard
deviation; and t-test analysis at the .05 level of statistical significance was employed for
testing hypotheses.

The results of the study were as follows:

1. The opmions of the instructors concerning learning environment arrangement
as a whole were at a moderately appropriate level. When each aspect was considered,
it was found that they had opinions at a highly appropriate level in 1 aspect: personnel.

In the other aspects they had opinions at a moderately appropriate level in every aspect



in this ranking order from the highest to the lowest mean: buildings and grounds,
administration, learning - teaching organization, and instructional media.

2. The students had opinions concerning learning environment arrangement
as a whole at a moderately appropriate level. When each aspect was considered,
it was found that they had opinions at a moderately appropriate level in every aspect
in this ranking order from the highest to the lowest mean: personnel, instructional media,
learning-teaching organization, buildings and grounds, and administration.

3. In comparing the differences between the opinions concerning learning
environment arrangement of the colleges under the Office of Vocational Education
Commission in the industrial technician type in Maha Sarakham province according
to the opinions of these istructors and students as a whole and in each aspect, it was
found that the instructors and students did not have different opinions.

Some opinions and recommendations are as follows : In terms of administration,
different policies and projects should be determined for the students to know before
performance. In terms of environment, buildings and grounds, different spaces, school
buildings, classrooms, and laboratories should be arranged to suit learning conditions.

In terms of learning-teaching organization, instructors should implement more modern
instructional media in teaching. In terms of instructional media, instructors should be
encouraged to create more varieties of instructional media. In terms of personnel,
organization of leaming-teaching activities should be learner-centered by giving leamers

more opportunities to Participate.



