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The purpose of this research was to analyze teachers' opinions on conducting classroom action research. The samples used in this
research consisted of 40 teachers in schools under Bangkok metropolitan administration and in schools under the office of the basic education
commission, Bangkol-;. The research instruments were guestionnaires, Q cards, stalement-ranking fc-rms.. and records of statement ranking. Data
were collected by Q sorts. Data analysis differs as follows. The demographic data of the samples were analyzed by descriptive statistics including
percentage, range, aesthelic means, and standard deviation. The .data about teachers’ opinions an conducting classroom action research were
analyzed by a software program. The data about teachers’ opinions were categorized by principal component analysis {PCA) and varimax rotation.

In addition, qualitative data were analyzed by content analysis and analytic induction.

The research findings were summarized as follows.

The findings vielded from the first analysis using principal component analysis (PCA) and varimax rotation were that the teachers could
be categorized into 9 groups. Al of the 8 groups could be used to describe the deviation of teachers' opinlons &t the percentage of 77.31. Also the
findings vielded that the first group of the teachers was the best represeniative to describe teachers’ opinions on conducting classroom action
research while the teachers in group 2 — 9 were good representatives respectively. In addition, the opinions of the teachers were categorized into 3
groups based on the first analysis. Moreover, by employing the second analysis in order to categorized the first group of opinions, those opinions
were categorized into 3 subgroups that could be used to describe thg deviation of teachers’ opinions at the percentage of 68.36. Within the 3
subgroups, the group lebeled 1.1 was the best representative and the group labeled 1.2 and 1.3 were also good representative to describe
teachers’ opinions. Based on the analysis two times, the teachers' opinions could be categorized into 5 main groups.

Furthermore, the feachers’ opinions were categorized into 6 main points. {1) Teachers’ awareness of the importance of conducting
classroom action research. (2) Teachers' opinions on goals or rationales for conducting classroom action research. (3} Teachers' opinions on
procedures of classroom action research. (4) Teachers' opinions on significance of conducting classroom action research. (5) Teachers’ opinions on
effects of conducting classroom action research. (6) Teachers’ opinicns on difficullies in conducting classroom action research.

) The teachers who had low level of position with few extra-teaching responsibiliies conducted less classroom action research. They all
hold Bachelor's degree. These leachers reported their opinions that the reason that teachers conducted classroom action research was to solve
leamers’ problems, They reported that the classroom action research was important. Its procedure was easy. It also enabled teachers to understand
learners’ problems and to help them directed to the problems which led to better quality of education and the teachers’ self-improvement.

The old-aged teachers who worked under the basic education commission with lots of teaching experiences and with few exira-
teaching responsibiliies conducted lots of classroom action research. They &l hold Bachelor's degree. These teachers reporied their opinions that
teachers conducted classroom action research because they saw its importance. However, if the findings from classroom action research were not
used, it would not be worthwhite. They also reported that the teachers did not want to conduct classroom action research because ils procedure was
complicated. If there was no pattern and complicated procedure as it was, it would lead the teachers o conduct more classroom action research.

The teacher who had few extra-teaching responsibilities conducted less classroom action research while those who had lots of extra-
teaching responsibilities conducted more. They hold degree higher than Bachelor's. These teachers reported their opinions that classroom action
research brought about positive effects since it was a systematic learers’ problem solving. They did not spend much time and expense while the
results of It were worth getting innovations and new instructional methods. Also they reported that classroom action research was not a boring job.

The old-aged teachers who worked under the basic education commission with high position, lots of teaching experiences, and lots of
extra-teaching responsibilities conducted less classroom action research. They all hold Bachelor's degree. These teachers reported their opinions
that conducting classroom action research was important because it enabled the leachers 1o understand leamers’ problems and to help them
directed to the problems. It also got effective innovations that could be used with the leamers. Also classroom action research helped the teachers to
improve themselves. Therefore, all {eachers were supposed to conduct classroom action research and it did not depend on the level of education of
the teachers to conduct.

The young-aged teachers who worked under Bangkok metropolitan administration with few teaching experiences and low level of
position conducted lots of classroom action research. They &l hold Bachelor's degree. These teachers reported their opinions that classroom action
research could be conducted simultangously with normal classroom instruction. In order to conduct classroom action research, it was not necessary
to study how to conduct research or to hold Master's degree. The teachers did not need to conduct classroom action research to solve learners’

problems. They reported that the majorily of findings from the research could not be used in real life.
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