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ABSTRACT

182409

The purposes of this research to were study the states and problems of student
affairs management in the third and fourth levels in schools under Lop Buri Educational
Service Area Office and compare the states and problems of student affairs management
classified by school size, work experience, wdrk status, and time devoted to students.

The 306 sa{nples consisted of guidance teachers, teachers in responsible
student affairs positions, and classroom teachers in the 2005 academic year. The tool
used in this research is a questionnaire designed by the researcher with the reliability of
0.95. The data were analyzed to calculate mean, standard deviation, one way analysis of
variance, Scheffe’'s method, and t-test.

The findings were as follows:

1. the states and problems of student affairs management as mentioned above
overall and in relation to each aspect were rated at a high level of practice and the
problems were at a low level except in relation to the aspects o school admission, student
classification, orientation, services and health welfare, discipline and students’ behaviors.
Research on the follow up and evaluation of the graduated student had problems at a
moderate level.

2. in comparing the state of student affairs management: the difference in school
size, work experience, work status, and time devoted to students differed significantly at a
level of 0.01.

3. when comparing the problems of student affairs management: the difference
in school size, work experience, work status, and time devoted to students differed

insignificantly.





