MGED)
176999

nw":é’ua?@‘fﬁi’mqﬂs:mﬁtﬁaﬁnm 1) TadsusztazimBuansuimsgudms
L"s'uv.qu'nmaoguﬁmsﬁnmuan‘(ﬂL’%Uuﬁm"z‘ﬂawq‘% 2) ANMUFUWUTIzN I TEUeS
ﬂs:ﬁ‘n‘ﬁwan’rsu‘i‘msguﬁmﬂ%ﬂwqu'nwaaguﬁmsﬁnmuanﬁoL’%uuﬁ'mi'ﬂawq‘s'
3) ﬂrym/qﬂmmua:ﬁaLﬂuauuztﬁmn”umw‘hLﬁumuquﬁnwt‘%uuqu'ﬁumaaguﬁ
msfnsmenlsidaudmiaawyd myisuadiiiiunyisoiBed139 (survey research)
WetMTISEBY  anduWuT (correlational research) te3ssflafilFlunsifusiuTan
ﬁay‘mﬂuuumﬁanﬂaumuﬁaﬂ'nuﬁﬁ'muﬂ‘lﬁ (check list)  URZULLUIATIRIU
Uszunmudn (rating scale) ulidoaniiiu 4 aau nq‘uéﬁarj'nﬁh‘j'lums’ﬁmﬂuqﬂmm
ua:@'ﬁtﬁmij’ao‘lun’m‘hLﬁumuquzfn'nﬁquu'nu fatagudnisfinuuenlsaion
JnTaany3 $1mIam 200 au yndszmnsonue 400 e usrl@Sunuuseuoa
nAuAwAN 181 atiu Aadwieusz 90.5 "‘Jmﬁ:ﬁ'ﬁagﬂﬂu‘l'ﬁ’[ﬂmnwﬁm%’agmﬂa
AUIUAIRDAANN 9 &9t A1Nf (frequency) Yauas (prercentage) fuafy (mean)
mutﬁmmummg’m (S.D.) fulssAnTanauAuS () wasaBifinasaufl (ttest)

syUnanI3v ik

1. iy (hdumoluuszmenan) mwnue wud agluszduthuna e
uunamuiesumeluuszmonan wudt Hatldnmoluusssdvmeuen mwiw
fianufaiu agluszauihunang

2. ﬂi:ﬁﬂ‘ﬁnamsu‘%msguu‘nm’%‘quwm (MIVIMTIANITURENITLINNT
fanssuns@inw) mwsan wuh agluszausdendnegs asunnauyssinBuadn
MIWIMITURLAMITIAMT LA UMTUIMININTINNIANYY WodseEnSuanIIuInig
TIFDIGIN agluszaudauinigs



176399

3. cmué’uﬁ’ufs:udwﬂaé’aﬁuﬂszﬁn‘ﬁwan'rsu‘%msquzfnm‘%ﬂwqu'nu WU
3.1 thismolu Sanusuiuineinaieiioddymestiafiszey 0.001
nlszimbnansuimaguinaiougurudude g nosadoa faft
3.1.1 UMTUIMITUAEMIIAMS  (r=0.507, sigt=0.000)
3.1.2 sumIimisianTsumséinsuenszuy  (r=0.333, sigt=0.000)
3.1.3 UM ILINIAMTIUMIANNONETENAY  (r=0.464, sigt=0.000)

s & AAn‘ a

3.2 thdpmuusn Janusuiusmavanatihisadgynesdianszedy 0.001
MusEnfuanmaiwgudniGousurudiudny g noandoa ik
3.2.1 UM ILUIMITURZNTIANIT  (r=0.440, sigt=0.000)
3.2.2 sumsuImsianIsumsfinmuenizuy  (r=0.383, sigt=0.000)
3.2.3 MuMIVIMIININTTAMIANMANNSBENAY (r=0.365, sigt=0.000)
4. flgpwuguasse wudr 1) dedpmeludunangas ﬁti{amﬂu‘imm’ngﬂs
mifnwuenlsaGou 3w adiamaad Inmenaad nwdanns smifinly uszag
maanuianutililundngas  2) ddomoludmyaains  léud  vsGouses
indanw i lifsaneiiiasninindneamadoudreiuinlilisuauafidinue
azaudmiSougusulinsundiua wazagaudnaGoupuruilqund liarmundngas
Jofigen  3) ﬂ%é’unwn’luﬁmﬁa/qﬂmrﬁ POFFIUMTFUUNITEON L1TU GRS

aunsaling 9 uaz 4) Tadumoludwmbzinm fa sutszanadiliiomwe



ABSTRACT
176339

The purposes of this research were to study: 1) the factors and the
effectiveness of community learning center administration of Lop Buri Provincial
Non - Formal Education Center. 2) the relationship between the factors and the
efficectiveness of community learning center administration of Lop Buri Provincial
Non - Formal Education Center. 3) the problems, obstacles and suggestions about
operating the community learning center of Lop Buri Provincial Non-Formal
Education Center. It was survey and correlational research. The instrument for
collecting data was a check list and rating scale questionaire, divided into four
Different sections. The 200 samples from the population size of 400 were the
Personnel and the stakeholders in the community learning center administration,
Under Non - Formal Education Center, Lop Buri Provincial. The 181 questionnaires
or 90.5% were returned and analyzed by using statistical package to calculate
frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation (S.D.), pearson' product moment
correlation coefficient (r), and t - test.

The research results were as follows :

1. factors (internal and external factors), in all of the aspects, respondents
had the attitude at a moderate level. When classified by internal and external
factors, it was found in general that the external and internal factors had a

moderate level as well.
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2. The effectiveness about community learning center administration
(managing administration and education activity administration) in general was rated
at a hight level. When classified by effectiveness the managing administration
and education activity administration were evaluated at a relatively high level.

3. The relationship between the factors and effectivenesses of community
learning center administration was found that:

3.1 the internal factor had positive correlation at 0.001 level of statistical
significance with effectiveness of community learning center adminnistration, namely
3.1.1 the administration and management (r=0.507, sig-t=0.000)
3.1.2 non-formal education activity administration (r=0.333,
sig-t = 0.000)
3.1.3 liberal education activity administration (r=0.464, sig-t=0.000)
3.2 the external factor had positive correlation at 0.001 level of statistical
significance with effectiveness of community learning center administration, namely
3.2.1 administration and management (r=0.440, sig-t=0.000)
3.2.2 non-formal education activity administration (r=0.440,sig-t=0.000)
3.2.3 liberal education activity administration (r=0.365, sig-t=0.000)

4. The problems and obstacles found that 1) the internal factors about the
content of non — formal education curriculum, such as Mathematics, Science, and
English were too difficut and the teachers lacked of knowledge and
understanding in the curriculum, 2) the internal factors about the personnel: the
students had not enough time to study because they registered at different
times causing them not to graduate at the appointed time. Not all subdistricts
had teachers teaching at community learning center and their qualifications did
not accord with the subject they taught, 3) the internal factors about instructional
medias: they lacked textbooks and various materials, and 4) the internal factors

about the budget: no sufficient budget.





