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Abstract

This study investigated readiness for academic quality assurance
of Payap University. Population under study comprised 41 academic
affairs administrators from the forementioned institution during the
2000 academic year. Instrument used was checklist and open—ended
questionnaire with items covering essential of the topic.  Whereupon,
the collected data were analyzed through the applications of frequency
and percentage.

The findings related to the above administrators’ opinions on
readiress for academic quality assuranoe were as follows: readiness in
organizring educational plan for each curriculum and presenting
understandable curriculum ob jectives to instructors; set clear—cut
work  load for responsible instructor; gathered information on
proportion of instructors’ educational qualifications and  let
instructor responsible for each course according to his/her qualifica-

tion and experience; instructional planning and organization of each



subject/course were answerable to the overall picture of curriculum
objective; final grade for each subject was approved by the appointed
committee according to the set criterion; and final examination was
checked for its quality by the committee before administering. As for
the unreadiness and uncertainty, they were set ways for curriculum
evaluation and application of evaluation results for curriculum

development. corresponding to standard criterion of quality assurance.



