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 SOMLUCK  RUPAN : OPINION  TOWARDS  ORGANIZING MAINSTREMING    WITH  

SEAT MODEL AMONG  TEACHERS  IN  THE DEMONSTRATIVE  MAINSTREAMING   

SCHOOLS IN CHANGWAT NAKHON SAWAN.   INDEPENDENT  STUDY  ADVISOR :  

NONGNUCH  ROTJANALERT, Ed.D. 92  pp. 

The purposes of this research  were to  study  and  to  compare   the teachers�  opinion  towards   

organizing  mainstreaming  with SEAT model  in the  demonstrative  mainstreaming schools  in  

Changwat  Nakhon  Sawan.  Samples were 286 teachers  derived  by a stratified  random  sampling  

technique.  Instrument  used  to  collect  data was a questionnaire constructed  by  the researcher. Data  

were  analyzed  for  mean ( x ),  standard  deviation (S.D),  t-test  and  One-Way-ANOVA. 

The  results  found  that : 

1) The teachers�  opinion  towards  organizing  mainstreaming  with  SEAT  model were  at      

the  moderate level. 

2) Male  and  female  teachers� opinion  towards  organizing  mainstreaming  with  SEAT  

model as  a  whole were  significant  differences at .01  level, in  detail,  opinion towards activities  and  

tools were significant differences at.01 level, opinion towards environment  were significant  differences  

at .05 level. 

3) The teachers� opinion  as  classified by age of under 45 years and those who were over        

46 years  as a whole were not  significant  differences.  However,  there  was  significant  difference  

towards the  environment at .05  level.   .    

4) The teachers�  opinion  as  classified by years  of  working  experiences  as a whole were not  

significant  differences. However, there were significant  differences  at .01 level towards  activities  and 

towards tools at  .05  level. 

5) The teachers� opinion as classified by training experiences in mainstreaming were  

significant  differences at .05 level, in detail, opinion  towards  students  were significant  differences    

at .01 level  and towards tools at .05 level.              
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