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ABSTRACT

176358

The three purposes of this research aimed to:

1) study the present condition, problems, and needs of homeroom activity
development for pratomsuksa 6 students, 2) search for development approaches,
methods, and key performance indicators of homeroom activity development for
pratomsuksa 6 students, and 3) study the result of homeroom activity development
for pratomsuksa 6 students. The participatory action research was used emphasizing
important participants, i.e. 22 pratomsuksa 6 students, and 54 stakeholders, i.e. the
students’ guardians, the personnel in and out of schools.

The findings were as follows:

The classroom teachers and students agreed that the 3 stages of
homeroom activity were rated at a moderate level. For on going activity, students
concluded that the classroom teachers excelled, however, the classroom teachers
evaluated themselves at a moderate level. There were three issues in homeroom
activity management as follows: 1) students lacked confidence in making problem
solving decisions by themselves, 2) they dared not tell their needs to others, and
3) they had short attention spans. The important participants, pratomsuksa 6
students and all stakeholders needed to develop homeroom activities for
pratomsuksa 6 students at a moderate level and at a high level respectively. The
important development approaches and methods were three homeroom activity
management projects. The student home visit projects were chosen due to its
importance and urgency and its result was according to items of the key
performance indicators, i.e. four key factors were discovered: 1) student family
condition, 2) students sharing in household chores, 3) students’ leisure time spent
on holiday or after class and 4) for students’ friendships, students had knowledge
and skills in spending their leisure time at a moderate and a high level. Students had
an attitude towards their leisure time at a high level whereas the students’ guardians
and the personnel in and out of schools were satisfied with the home-visiting at the

highest level and at a high level respectively.





