= - o o <~ 1 s ar t dy
NISANHIAMUAMHUYBIAYS S 15 U5 omRoIn A NN TUBD IR 11195

TunasgmlsaSou ynsdnsiy 2541

TNGELR
GN

qUNT 1AIHeY

1 r r i _l o ] t:é e
ITUBABANITIUT BN HIZUATAS 095U 1ol udIIMTaYe4NIsANY
anmangastSunnasmansunduda 10IMsUSMITNSHNG

WOUNIAY 2546



qUNT  UAINBY. (2546). MISANIANNAMTLYBIUINISIsUSpNEINUAI N
at T e at ~ ~ o ~
VoI T hsna sgInlsadon YNNIy 2541, TN0MIWUS AL (MSUTHIS
MISANYI). WizuUAIASEYBY - VuHninnds aonfuswsigrsyunsasoyso.

- o ] L )
AMSAITUMIAIUAN : ATYYTVINT WODUYITIN, é‘]ﬂﬂﬁ’lf’fﬂﬂmiu wwRn i’J‘Hi].

» »
as A

oo ~ ' 4 5 -t ~ = o ~
Ms3Tunsiliinnuyannniadnymazliouiivua NuAaituypaduims
] »
Tseounofuanummzauesi @ lwnesgulsaiou wasingy 2541 veaguinn
5 d {m o o' ~ = 3 (Y
Isassuniipdimisinuwazilszaumsal lumaduduSms IsaFouuandraiulaonisinm
[} 1 Y o = e e 9 o ~ G Qs =3
nndszns 1dun Quimslsafoudedadninnumsiszoufinusanansyunsdiogsm
2 o ¥ < 3 = o 3 - ' A
w391 au nudoyalaslduvnweuaiy nazdinnzddoyaiionin undouay
daudosauninigiu aoldmTeeiuan nan1s3do wuh
o o ) ~ - w ar ] ﬂ"" f
L anufariuuesduins IsaSeumneiiua g auvosdiies laos . Am
WATPIHAUNTINGOY  AIATIIUABEIUMSTON  ANBNATTINMSUSHI 1SaGou
¥
nogswe 3 auegluszduinn
Iy ] WA - 1 A w w /1’
L1 ANUAMALY8IgUTHIS 1505 0Mne N UM Nz duy0ed 314y
k4
Ansnasy g ninGou aglusedumn S 20 Fnld
-~ = : P=% o~ Pl A w W ] 4:1y
1.2 anufiamureaduims lsasouneadun Nz anvead 1y
¥
W = ] w a w 1 -
AMUNATPIUMSTEUNsaen aglusgduun $1uaun 10§09
= YA -~ L= - us @ mv
1.3 ANUARMUYEIAUTHT 115 0NN UN UM NS TuY0Ii NI4T
. ¥
AUINIFILNIVTHIT LsaGou ogluszdnnn $1uau 14 danie
~ ~ — HaA A 4 1 v o o o A [
2. QuimslsaGouniigainfnsumnanduiianufasmufoiuanusnz oy
¥
YOIRILIT 10050 MUINASIIUgRAEINGEY SHINasTINMsEounsaon eIy
¥
=y o~ £~ o kY L 1] W
M5UTHIS 159500 uagiamnia 3 A biandiediu
W A P23 .—j.—,‘ o ¥ - - P=t 1 -
3. gumsTrafounidsseumsel lumsidheduins IsaBouuandaiudinay
=y =] - o w t cly"- y H w A
Aamunoatun Nz auuesine lass 1 Anas g mInGE o Snunasgums

¥ M L) i o
FUUMITADU c‘fmmmyumﬁuﬁﬁﬁl.m"iuu uagiIuie 3 S uandenu



A STUDY OF THE OPINIONS OF THE SCHOOL ADMINISTRATORS ON
SUITABILITY OF INDICATORS FOR SCHOOIL STANDARD

IN THE YEAR 1998

AN ABSTRACT
BY

SOONTORN TANGHOM

A Thesis Submitted in Partial Fulfillment of the Requirements for the
Master of Education Degree in Educational Administration
At Rajabhat Institute Phranakhon 81 Ayutthaya

May 2003



Socntorn Tanghom. (2003). A Study of the Opinions of the School Administrators on
Suitability of Indicators for School Standard in the Year 1998, Master Thesis,
M.Ed. (Educational Administration). Ayutthaya : Graduate School, Rajabhat Institute
Phrarakhon Si Ayutthaya. Adwvisor Committee : Dr. Boorapatis Ploysuwan and

Assistant Professor Chintana Vechmee.

The purpose of this research is to study and compare the opinions of the school
administrators on the suitability of the indicators for school standards in the year 1998. The
research population consisted of 391 school administrators with difference cducational
backgrounds and expericnces under the jurisdiction of Phranakhon 8i Ayutthaya Provincial
Primary Education Office. Data were collected by questionnaires and were analyzed in terms of
arithmetic mean and standard deviation. The rescarch results are as follows ;

1. An overall opinion of the school administrators on the suitability of the indicators
for school standard in terms of student quality, instruction and school administration is at & high
fewvel.

I.} The opinion of the school administrators ©n the suitability of the indicators
for school standard in terms of student quality is at a high level with 20 indicators.

1.2 The opinion of the school administrators on the suitability of the indicators
for schoo! staudard in terms of instruction is at a high level with [0 indicators.

1.3 The opinion of the school zidministrators on the suitability of the indicators
for school standard in terms of school administration is at a high level with 14 indicators.

2. The school administralors with different educational backgrounds agree on the
suitability of the indicators For school standard in terms of student quality, instruction, and school
administration whether these are viewed individually or as a whole.

3. The school administrators with different administrative experiences agree on the
suitability of the indicators for school standard in tenms of studeut quality, struction, and school

administration whether these are viewed individually or as a whole.



