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- This research was studied on the outcome of the Royal New Theory Agriculture Project in
the Border Police Schools in Udonthani, Nongkhai and Loei Provinces, and case study
Sangwarnwit 1 School, Nongkhai Educational Service Area Office 2. The purposes of this
research were included: 1) to examine comprehensions of administrators, teachers and students in
the Border Police Schools about the Royal New Theory Agriculture Project; 2) to investigate
work practices and problems to apply this projects in the Border Police School; and, 3) to study
work practices of this project in Sangwamnwit 1 School, Nongkhai Province. The data were
collected from administrators, teachers and students in the Border Police Schools with 156
persons and in Sangwarnwit 1 School with total numbers of 70 persons. The instruments for
collecting data were questionnaires and on-interview forms. The data were analyzed by using
SPSS for Windows computer program for calculating frequencies (f), percentage (%) means (x)
and standard deviation (SD).

The results can be concluded that:

1. In the Border Police Schools, administrators, teachers and students had high
comprehensions about the Royal New Theory Agriculture Projects. In detail, the administrators
and teachers had high understanding about land division to 30:30:30:10 (Mean = 3.96, SD =
0.77). Students had high understanding about using of 30% of land for growing fruits and timbers
(Mean = 3.95, SD = 0.74).

2. 2. For problems and difficulties of work practices to conduct the Royal New Theory
Agriculture Project in the Border Police Schools, administrators and teachers were mostly shown
opinion at moderate level in all topics. Except personal practice, a deficiency of skilled
agricultural teacher was high. (Mean = 3.96 , SD = 0.82). But students were shown opinion at
high level in all topics. Except in resource material and a cause production practice, the students
were shown moderate level of opinion about the reservoir did not storage enough water (Mean =
3.47,8D = 1.07).

3. In case study, administrator and teachers of Sangwarnwit 1 School were given the high
level of the opinion for overall image of this project, except financial aspect was moderated. But
when indeed analyzed, work practices in cooperative activity and product selling were high level
(Mean = 3.70, SD = 0.82). In addition, students were shown high level of opinions about work
practices of this project in the school. And students had high level understanding that the Royal
New Theory Agriculture Projects was established of water resources for agriculture and daily
consumption (Mean = 4.22, SD = 0.67).

About problems and difficulties for conducting the Royal New Theory Agriculture
Project in SangWamwit 1, the overall opinion of administors and techers were shown highly
negative, especially, students have not been really practiced in the project (Mean = 4.30, SD =
0.82).Furthermore, the overall opinion of students were shown highly negative, too. The lack of

participation of student in the projects was shown at the most problems (Mean = 3.53, SD = 0.75)





