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ABSTRACT 233681

This research aimed to 1) study existing and expected states of childhood
educatioh management of subdistrict administrative organizations under the Nakhon
Sawan Educational Service Area Office 3, 2) compare existing and expected states of
childhood education management of subdistrict administrative organizations under the
Nakhon Sawan Educational Service Area Office 3 when classified by work position,
education, age and level of subdistrict administrative organization and 3) compare
existing and expected states of childhood education management of subdistrict
administrative organizations under the Nakhon Sawan Educational Service Area Office
3 in these criteria: personnel, building and pland, instruction material and media,
budget, management, cooperation and public relation and participation. The sample
drawn using stratified random sampling totaled 250 persons — 18 chief executives of the
SAO, 18 chief administrators of the SAO, 36 teachers and 178 parents. The instrument
was a questionnaire, with a reliability of 0.790. The data were analyzed in terms of
percentage, mean, standard deviation, t-test, one-way ANOVA and Scheffe’s test.

The findings of this research were:

1. the -existing state of childhood education management of subdistrict
administrative organizations in aforementioned area was at a high level when
considered in overall and in each individual criterion.

2. the research also showed that persons had a high expectancy in
childhood education management in overall. Considered individually, these criteria were

rated at a high level and ranked in descending order as follows: the equal highest mean
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were personnel, building and place, instruction material and media. Then, they were
management, cooperation and public relation, budget and participation.

3. for the comparison of existing state of childhood education management,
it showed differences at a significance level of .05 when the sample was classified by
work position, education. Fof a paired comparison analysis, there were differences
between the first group — chief executive of the SAO, chief administrator of the SAQ,
parents — and the second group — teacher. In addition, it found differences between
persons having a degree lower than a bachelor degree and those having a bachelor
degree. Nevertheless, it showed no differences when the sample was classified by age
and level of subdistrict administrative organization.

4. for the comparison the expected state of childhood education
management, it found differences at a significance level of .05 when the sample was
classified by work position, education and level of subdistrict administrative organization.
For a paired comparison analysis, there were differences between the first group, chiel
executive of the SAO, chief administrator of the SAO, teacher, and the second group,
parents. Moreover, it showed differences between persons having a degree lower than
a bachelor degree and those having a degree higher than a bachelor degree. Finally,
differences were found between the 15t, 2"d, 3" and 4" level of subdistrict administrative
organizations and 5" level of subdistrict administrative organization.

5. comparing between existing and expected states, the researcher found

that there was a difference at a significance level of .05 in overall.





