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ABSTRACT 2 1 8 68 4 8

This research aims to study and compare knowledge, understanding,
problems, and guidelines for developing a teachi»ng-|earni‘ng management mainly
emphasizing students of teachers in the Sing Buri Educational Service Area Office as
classified by educational level, position, teaching experience, grade level taught, and
school size. The samples employed comprised 2 groups, i.e. 337 teachers during the
2008 academic year, and 30 school directors, teachers, and students also during the
2008 academic year. The instruments used were a test with a reliability value of .8545,
a questionnaire with a reliability value of .9683, and an interview form. The data was
analyzed to calculate frequency, percentage, mean (—)Z), standard deviation (S.D.), t-
test, and analysis of variance.

The findings showed that:

1. teachers’ knowledge and understanding was above the norm, teachers
with different educational levels, position, teaching experience, and school size showed
their knowledge and understanding at a level of .001 stati‘stical significant difference;
however, teachers who teach different grade levels showed difference at a level of .01
statistical significance.

2. teachers’ problems in teaching / learning management was rated
moderately. The teachers with different educational levels, positions, and teaching
experience showed no difference in said problems. However, teachers who teach
differeht grade levels, and school size showed difference at a level of .05 statistical
significance.

3. teachers have to participate in operational meetings regarding teaching /
learning management and have to be supervised and evaluated in this issue earnestly

and continuously.





