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ABSTRACT 

This research aims to 1) study building relations between schools and 

communities according to viewpoints of involved people under Lop Buri Educational 

Service Area Office and 2) compare the building relations between schools and 

communities according to viewpoints of involved people under Lop Buri Education 

Service Area Office when those people were classified into these categories: gender, 

work position, age, level of education, school size and characteristic of community. The 

sample comprised 384 schoot administrators, teachers, the Board of Education, and 

community leaders under Lop Buri Educational Service Area Ofice in the academic 

year 2008. The instrument used in this research was a questionnaire with a reliability of 

0.837. The data were analyzed by percentages, mean, standard deviation, t-test, one- 

way ANOVA and Scheffe's method. 

The findings of this research indicated that: 

1. in overall, the building relations between schools and communities according 

to the viewpoint of involved people was rated at a good level. Considered each 

individual relation aspect, it was also rated at a good level. Means of all aspects were 

ranked in descending order as follows: 1) building and publish schoot recognition, 

2) planning for building relations between schools and communities, 3) participation in 

community development, 4) receiving support from the community, 5) evaluation of 

building relations between schools and communities and 6) services for community. 

2. comparing the building relations between schools and communities when the 

involved people were classified according to age, the researcher found that, in overall, 

there was a difference at a significance level of .01. People who aged less than 30 
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years old and those who aged more than 45 years old had differences in the viewpoints 

at a significance level of .01. People who aged between 30 to 45 years old and those 

who aged more than 45 years old had differences in the viewpoints at a significance 

level of -001. When the involved people were classified according to school size, it was 

found that, in overall, there was a difference at a significance level of .01. Considering 

each aspect, the researcher found that people who were in small schools had a 

difference in the viewpoints from those who were in medium schools at a significance 

level of -05. Furthermore, the involved people who were in medium schools had a 

difference in the viewpoints from those who were in big schools at a significance level 

of -01. When the involved people were classified according to characteristic of 

community, it was found that, in overall, urban communities had a different viewpoint 

from rural communities at a significance level of .01. When classified according to level 

of education, the people, in overall, had different viewpoints at a significance level of 

,001. People who had degrees lower than a bachelor's degree had a different viewpoint 

from who had degrees in bachelor's degree and higher at a significance level of ,001. 

Classified by gender and work position, the people were not different in viewpoint. 
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