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The objectives of this research were to 1) study factors affecting parents’
decision on taking their children to Anuban Schools under Suphan Buri Educational
Service Area Office and 2) compare the factors affecting parents’ decision when parents
were classified with gender, age, education, occupation, income. This research was an
explorative research which had 382 parents as the sample which were determined with
Yamane formula and drawn with simple random sampling. The instrument used in this
research was a 5-rate questionnaire to a reliability of 0.971. The data were analyzed in
a term of percentage, mean, standard deviation, t-test, one-way ANOVA and Scheffe’s
method.

The research results were as follows:

1. in overall, factors were rated to much affect parents’ decision on taking
their children to Anuban Schools. Each factor was also rated to have much affected
which were ranged in descending order of its mean value as follows: the fame of
school, personnel, curriculum, and its learning resources had the lowest mean value.

2. the comparison of factors showed as follows:

2.1 classified with gender, parents had same opinion on the overall
factors. However, considered each aspect, the parents’ opinion was different in
personnel, the fame of school at a significance level of .01 and .05, respectively.
Different opinion was not found in the aspects of curriculum, learning and teaching
media, learning resources and buildings.

2.2 different opinions were also found when parents’ were different in
ages at a significance level of .01. Different opinions in the factors were also found in

these aspects: personnel, curriculum, learning and teaching media, learning resources
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in the school at a significance level of .01 and found in the aspects of buildings and the
fame of school at a significance level of .05.

2.3 classified with education, parents who had different in educational
level had different in the opinion at a significance level of .01. Considered sach aspect,
these aspects curriculum, learning and teaching media, learning resources in the
school- affected to parents’ decision differently at a significance level of .01. For the
aspects of the fame of school, different opinion was found at a significance level of .05.
However, different opinion was not found in the aspect of buildings.

2.4 classified with occupation, parents having different occupations had
different opinions at a significance level of .01 both in overall and individual aspect.

2.5 classified with income, parents with different income levels had the
same opinion. Considered each aspect, the fame of school aspect affected parents’
decision at a significance level of .01, but the aspects of personnel, curriculum, learning
and teaching media, learning resources in the school and buildings did not affect

parents’ decision.



