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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to investigated the teachers and students readiness for using
e-Learning instruction at Yala Rajabhat University, to compared the teachers and students for e-Learning instruction
readiness according to their personal qualification, examined the simple correlation between affected e-Learning
readiness factors and e-Learning instruction readiness level of teachers and students. The samples selection method
used stratified random sampling and proportion quota of population. Research samples comprised 135 teachers and
392 students of Yala Rajabhat University in the second semester, academic year 2009. The data collection tools were
two the Likert scale questionnaires as follows; the questionnaire of readiness e-Learning instruction for teachers, and
the questionnaire of readiness e-Learning instruction for students. The collected data were analyzed by percentage,
mean, standard deviation, Independent t-test, One way ANOVA and Pearson correlation coefficient.

The result of the research found the followings:

1. Teachers readiness for e-Learning instruction was a very level, mean was equal 3.62 . While students
readiness for e-Learning instruction was a very level together and mean was equal 3.77 .

2. Comparative of teacher’s readiness for e-Learning instruction found that difference of teaching
experience and the Internet using time affected difference readiness level for e-Learning instruction was significantly
at statistical level of .05 .

3. Comparative of student’s readiness for e-Learning instruction found that; a difference of class level and
the Internet using time affected difference readiness level for e-Learning instruction was significantly at statistical
level of .05 .

4. Investigation of correlation between the level of each affected factor and level of readiness for
e-Learning instruction of teachers and students. We found that all three factors including accessing and using
technology, using information online and attitudes to e-Learning instruction had correlated with the level of readiness

for e-Learning instruction at relatively high level.
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