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ABSTRACT

The research aims at 1) studying problems of the use of student care and
assistance system for drop out reduction of Junior High School studnets under the Lop
Buri Educational Service Area Office 2, 2) comparing problems of the use of student
care and assistance system for drop out reduction of Junior High School students under
the Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office 2 during the academic year of 2009. The
sample drawn by stratified random sampling totaled 430 people which comprised 150
school administrators and teachers, 140 parents and 140 junior high school students
under the Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office 2. The instrument employed in this
study was a questionnaire designed by the researcher with a reliability of 0.986. The
data were analyzed in terms of percentage, mean, standard deviation, t-test, and F-test.

The results of the study were as follows::

1. problems of the use of student care and assistance system for drop out
reduction of junior high school students under the Lop Buri Educational Service Area
Office 2 consisted of 5 aspects: 1) knowing students individually, 2) student selection, 3)
student support, 4) protecting and solving problems, and 5) responsibilitjr assigning. In
overall and each individual aspect, problems were rated at a median level.

2. problems of the aforementioned system were divided into three groups: 1)
school administrators and teachers - there were different problems of the
aforementioned system at a significance level of .05 when these people were different
in spending their spare time after work; 2) students’ parents — classified by their
revenue, the problems of abovementioned system occurring with students were different
at a significance level of .05. Compared in pair, first, the aforementioned problems were
different at a significance level of .05 with student whose parents had debt of 50,001 —
100,000 baht from those whose parents had debt of more than 100,000 baht. Secondly
the problems were different with student whose parents had no debt from those whose
parents had debt of 50,001 — 100,000 baht. It showed no difference when their parents
differed in education; 3) students — classified by distance from their houses to schools,
the problems were different at a significance level of .05. Compared in pair, the
problems with students whose houses were far from school less than 1 kilometer were
different from those whose houses were far from school 3-5 kilometers at a significance
level of .05. It showed no different when they were different in gender and learning
achievement.

3. compared the aforementioned problems with those 3 groups — school
administrators and teachers, parents, and students — the aspect of student support

showed differences at a significance level of .05.





