] . a - n ' "

Iumaiamnmanwmsdne lsadoudaiansumdyfnm

T layisug
g§idn wwad Slasud
NESNNITATLAN sImEATITIIUTE AT FaTToMing Uszunssunis

M LFARTIITISNA allonaa TSNS

Hiwmranasfidant faowgny ATSUMS
Uaya AIFNTATINIU D A MRINITIIRn
ANMERD snwTAY T DiRuA 2546

Ll 1
UTNFEHAEHB

mﬁ%’ua%qﬁﬂﬁ'nmiwn"mmmmﬁﬁu HadnwuanBs o unataaie
'ﬂaqﬂ's:'m-nu'luqm'nui'wi'ﬂqﬁuﬁtﬁu".|ﬁugﬂuuun‘m:ﬂuqmﬁan’ﬁﬁnm AW
ATIINT DRI ﬂmwmminﬁ'uf:rmﬁﬂﬂL‘iuuﬁuquwﬁﬂNﬁ@iamﬁ:ﬂuqu
denTsRnw s mw I Ane [T FsuA iR sy Tmiafiing
lansTuun AU Fn TR E T nq;nﬁ' 1809 Lewn U ulu‘qu’mﬁ’m‘i' ] l_ﬁ“'i'uﬁ
dunu 900 su %d‘lﬁmvmn*rsﬁ’mummm‘un.anﬁg:wﬁ:]mjwmumﬂwm Tam
Yamane Aerru el 99.73 % HIWRBIRAREN + 5% TINGURT nwzjum"ﬁau’w
WL T (Stratified Random Sampiing} aaar iwriwnisvinauwestsddnsiula
(RanduLLLLETZIE (Purposive Sampling) E;Iﬁ'mm"rsud'muﬂmirmm‘iﬂiﬂﬂ‘lﬁ' \i3nailn
Aldtunrsi i dunrusanaud 3 frems i dLuevINERITINTT (Check | ish)
WULITATIR ML SI Nt (Ratng Scale) & soal waswUydataila (Open Form)
wupaaumuiddweduunotwiig 2,077 - 4006 fenarandeiiu 0 9679 aliaiily
lurviarisddays fo Al drdouss Anads dnwdsausuiesg e nesen
madgmldnsiirmeiarsudrdsiunadinn (One - way Analysis of Variance) Waz
WhguAgpnsmuane g iauidnisnes LSD (Least Significant Differance)
Awuadrafaniiduiaddyniaalia 0s dansisomui

1. namTiersia e e isguawiom a3 udif ey
mzammwionsanslunsiangummnsneldeudinanmsiinfnw
Fawdnjifud agluwszdusn lafiarsnniusiodmnn i slunumszaunu



anyifnet Sanaiusolusedunn arunia BITUTUA AN Tz Y
Lﬁamsﬁnmag"'lw::ﬁ'nﬂ'mnma uarfuEnWATEIARS s el Saudu i
filinasansrssamudsmsdne Trrdfsagluscduann

2. r-mm'ﬁLﬂﬂ:ﬁuﬁ'r_mLﬁﬂum'mﬁmﬁmla«aﬂiz"m'ﬁulwqui’mﬁ’ﬂq'%i’urj'
BRI N T WA AR m'n::ﬂuﬂmﬂ AN IRNET TRITTRAINR AW
myfinslssGoudanansusiyine Twiayiiung leunwsin fanufediu
uaneafwat uliRuE T IREARAY 01 WoResoniiumesn wudsil
arnfaiuuendiuaddlldbidgrasditeet 01 Tugnew ustiifanasauiiu
g WU ﬂi:‘m‘mﬁﬁﬂmumwﬂﬂiﬁﬂqﬂusrniqusfugﬁﬁﬂsi'mﬂﬁﬁunaju'ﬁm
assuatalapldldfudidne uasseminangudu 9 duwisds FULRETERL AR
prinuds fnnndadiugand s fuodwiiuindimadanszen 05 sEad
aniaipnanugndisianss pfasma foasevnialasldldiuddansenguiu 9
tm:'::wmnq:d'ﬁ'aumann%’qlwu‘lﬂﬁ%‘uﬁﬁwﬁunq'uﬁv. 9 UAMURALAULATA 1Y
pradiipmiAnnIaRdisedu 01 Fi‘mﬂugjﬁu q fianufaduldusndaiu

3, m’mﬁmLﬁmm:ﬁmauauumﬁuLﬁuLi‘{mﬁ‘umﬁ:ﬂwmﬁamﬁﬁnm
Idusmonamadinussliaanaunndindniy fgariassnudsunufanisfing
T i1'J'Sﬁﬂ'I'§5ﬂﬂt-ﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂuLﬁBﬂ'ﬁ'ﬁﬁf‘l‘hﬁ urilaumiatdanisTaumu
Wamsfnswnzdun ey eansan w1 surnuwduEenauagiiliiAe
ﬂ’nuﬂi’ﬂmﬁauﬁﬂm‘ﬁ:ﬂuqmﬁnmfﬁnm msi’mﬂﬁwmmjﬂd’mL‘ﬂ'ﬂmﬁu‘iﬁh
m'ﬁ:a:JﬂuLﬁﬂnw&ﬁnmmnqmu’lﬁmnﬁu MASLAWET TN uﬁmﬁamrﬁnmﬁtu

-y [ .-:'Il . ] 1 |5 o
m'ﬁmﬂqﬂi:mmwam*aﬁnmamauﬂﬁmuﬂ:‘luﬂﬁ‘lwmumnag'lum:n:ﬂwau



TITLE Fund Raising Pattams for Educational Quality Bevelopment in
Secipndary Schocls under Buriram's General Education Department
according o Communities’ Opinlons

AUTHOR Sa — nga Wisoram

ADVIBORS  Associate Professor Prasit Suwannarak, Chair
Assigtant Professor Noi Supingkhad, Co - advisor
Agzistant Professor Niwat Kanlayapruk, Go — advisor

DEGREE Master of Education MAJOR Educational Administration

SCHOOL Rajabhat Institute Buriram YEAR 2003

ABSTRACT

The objectives of this rescarch were to study and to compare the opinians
of tha psople in communities in Buriram Provinee concaming the patterns of fund
raising for educational quality development in secondary schools under Buriram's
General Education Department. |t was also aimed fo study the readiness of the
cormunities and the practice of the relationshlp between the communities and the
schools which affact the fund raising. The comparisons were made on tha basis of
the people’s warking condition. The sample of 900 litcrate people was selacted
threugh Tare Yamane's Tabla, Stratified Random Sampling and Pirposive
Sampling, respectively. The research instrument was a set of quastionnaires
consisting of 3 parts : Check List, Raling Scale and Open Farm. Its discrimination
power was measured between 2.077 and 4.008, and its rchability was at 0.9579
The statistic techniques used fo analyze the data were frequency, percentage,
mean and standard deviation. The hypothesas were tested by One - way Analysis
of Vanance, and Least Significant Difference was used to make pair comparisons.
The significant differonce was set at tha leval of .05, The resuits were found as
follows ;

1. The opinions of the peopla in the communities in Buniram Pravinee
lowards fund raising for educational quality developmant wera at high level, both as
a whols and on each item. They thought the readiness of lhe communities for fund
raising was at the middie level. Moreover, they considered the practice of the

rafationship between the schools and the communities was at high level,



2. There was a significant diference at .01 on the opinions of the people of
different working condition towards the patterns of fund raising, both as a whole and
on every item. For pair comparisons, it was found that there was a signiticant
difference at .05 between the opinions of the people who owned thair
own businesses and of those who worked for their own families; of the people who
were employers and of other groups; and of the people who were employees in
private sectors and of those who had their own businesses | Besides, there was a
significant difference at .01 between the opinions between those who were
govarmment employeas and of thaose who worked in private sactors, of ha pacpls
who had their own businesses and of those in the ather groups; and of those wha
warked for their own families and of those in the other groups. Of tha other pairs,
there was no significant difference.

3. The people in the communitics suggested that the government should
provide more budget for educational quality developrent; that mare educational
funds should be established; that the communibes were ready for fund raising
bocause they realized how important education was; that some communifics wore
still too poor {0 join in the fund raising; that more understanding should be made
within the communities about educational fund raising ; and that the people should
be allowed to take part in these offscls rajised would and that procf be provided that

the funds ba spent only for education quakty developmenl



