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ABSTRACT
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The purposes of this research were to (1) study the problems of student affair
administration in basic government schools, high school level, under Phra- Nakhon
Si Ayutthaya Educational Service Area Office. (2) compare opinions of administrators
and teachers concerning student affair administration classified according to their age,
educational gqualifications, work experiences, and positions of the respondents.

The samples studied were 311 administrators and teachers out of the total
population of 1,407, from 29 schools, academic year 2004. The instruments used for
collecting data were the researcher-made questionnaires, which had the reliability of
0.99, and all 311 sets of questionnaires (100 percent) were sent back to the researcher.
The ready made program was employed to calculate mean, standard deviation, t-test,
and F-test.

The research showed that:

1. The student affair administration in government fundamental schools, high
schoo!l level under Pranakorn Si Ayutthaya Educational Service Area Office were
classified into 6 main categories: (1) admission and group division of students (2)
student orientation, (3) keeping school discipline (4) conducting student activities (5)
health services (6) guidance services. On the whole, it was found that all of the 6
categories were rated at a moderate level.

2. The expectation of the student affair administration in the high schools
mentioned were classified into 6 main categories as above; however, they were rated at
a high level. The expectation and the reality of the problems of student affair
administration above differed at 0.05 level of statistical significance both in general and

in each aspect.
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3. When taking average points into consideration, it was found that the
average points of the expectation were higher than those in the real practice which
showed that there were problems in student affair administration in every aspect in
school.

4. Regarding the opinion comparison of administrators and teachers’ on the
student affair administration classified by age, educational qualifications, work
experiences and positions of the respondents, it was found as follows: (1) The
administrators and teachers with different age had the same opinion that the school
expectations and the reality of student affair administration were not different, (2) The
administrators and teachers with different work experiences also had the same opinion
that the school expectations and the reality of student affair administration were not
different. (3) The administrators and teachers with different educational qualifications
agreed that the reality of student affair administration on the whole, was significantly
different at a level of 0.05; however, the expectation of the student affair administration
was not different. (4) The administrators and teachers with different positions and
responsibilities were of the same opinion that the reality of the students affair
administration on the whole, was significantly different at a level of 0.05, however, their

expectations on the student affair administration was not different.



