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This study investigated student care taking system performance of Suksasongkror
Chiang Dao School. Population under study comprised 46 administrators and teachers who
were in active duty at aforementioned school during the 2006 academic year. Instrument used
was a questionnaire with items asking about essentials of the topic. Collected data were then
analyzed through applications of frequency and percentage.

The findings were summarized as follows :

With regard to student care taking system performance of the above school, the
activities performed were the ensuing : building relations between teachers and students in their
care and using behavior evaluation SDQ form but students could not communicate in Thai
language, and students’ home visitation were impossible because their homes were in the remote
areas; carrying out planning for selecting students into 4 groups, i.e., normal, risky, problematic
and gifted, contrarily, students’ behavior were unclear for which assigning them into groups were
quite hard; carrying out various activities and having parent meeting, but lacking materials for
student development and teachers were unavailable for students; assigning students obligating
for classroom work and making guidelines for helping students, but students did not accept any
help from teachers. Moreover, there were students’ referral to the disciplinary section where
nufse-teacher helped to mediate student behavior, but boarding teachers did not carry out the

referral for sick students.





