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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were 1) to study the state of student - care system management of
schools under Buriram Primary Educational Service Area Office 1, and 2) to compare the opinions of
administrators and teachers concerning the management. The participants were classified by working
position and the size of their schools. The samples were 148 school administrators and 327 teachers,
making the total of 475 persons. The researcher defined the sample size by consulting Krejcie and
Morgan Table. After that the researcher did the Stratified Random Sampling. The research instrument
was a questionnaire with the reliability of .9731. The data analysis was done by percentage, mean,
standard deviation, and the hypothesis was tested by t-test and F-test. When the differences were
found, the Scheffe Method was employed to compare those means with the set .05 statistical
significant different level. The research findings were as follows:

1. The overall state of student- care system management of schools under Buriram Primary
Educational Service Area Office 1, as perceived by the schoo! administrators and teachers was at the
high level. Considering their opinions as each aspect of the management, the study found that each
area was done at a high level. The highest mean was Reporting and Public Relation while the
Working Plan had the lowest mean.

2. The overall state of student- care system management of those schools as pointed out by
the school administrators and teachers classified by their positions was at the high level. Considering

the opinions for each aspect, there was no difference.



3. The state of student- care system management of schools as informed by the school
administrators and teachers categorized by the size of their schools, the researcher found that the area
of Direction and Strategy Specifying was statistical significant different at .01 level; and the area of
Supervising, and Following was statistical significant different at .05 level, while the other areas were
not different.

4. Other opinions and suggestions of the administrators and teachers concerning the student-
care system mentioned from the most frequency to the least were the administrators organized the
teacher meetings to hear the state of problems and needs, there were meetings of parents and
community networks, the administrators specified the visions, target work, and strategies of
conducting the student-care system in accordance with the context of the schools, and the
administrators have to take the teachers to do the study tour about the student —care system and the

visited schools should be the same size.



