4
Uszuen udraiaa. (2556). ammnunaziariinsaniivaussuuguarsvaoiinGay
=) v ¥ o W &’ d' =] % = a a 4
Tu VsaBaudanaddnauuanuinsAnuAsaNfnB YA 18. INGTNUT A1,
(MIVTHITMIANEY). TUNYT : WHIINOET A3 Iwns5al.

a a a d
ﬂmzﬂssumsﬂ‘iﬁnmmﬂmwuﬁ

4 a 1
599A1AA319138 A3. 0193 DUABY Ph.D. (Animal Science) UseHunsTums
a3, g3en Yy lwAisy neLa. (MIUTMITMIANH) NITUMS
U L}
UNAAED

Y i1

1Y @

a v = S A R =\ o A
NI13VYAIIU Y G]Qﬂ§$ﬁ\‘]ﬂLWi’]ﬁﬂH"Illa3&'].'%EJ']_IL‘VIEJ']_Iﬁﬂ”lWL!ﬁ%ﬂﬂJuWTﬂ”liﬂHuu\ﬂu

De

' A o A a 4 Y a A ~ v o
gyvQLarIgaoUNTgU Wmmmmmummqgmmmazﬂgwﬂ?ﬂm “luTsusaumm
o w i‘ { Y o o o
ﬁ1uﬂﬂ1ulﬂlﬁwuﬁﬂ”liﬁﬂllﬁJﬁElllﬁﬂBTHl@] 18 UWUNATINADIUNIN ﬂizﬁﬂﬂ1iﬂ!1uﬂ1§ﬂ1\11u
= 1 (% [} d' Y a v 9 T Y a o d'
uazmmmmﬂimﬂu ﬂQiJ@]'Ji’]EJNTﬂ%iHﬂ"Ii'Jﬁ]EJ llmm AUINIT UIU 108 AU ﬂg‘ﬂlﬁ'ﬂB1

A A Aq Y auv 1 [ o o
341 AU Lﬂ5@\13Ji’]‘1/](1611(11!ﬂ"li’Jﬁ]EJHJ‘L!!,HJ‘]Jﬁi’JTJEﬂiJLUJiJiJWﬁ"Iﬂ'Ju’]Ji%iJ1'51!?11Sigﬂﬂ IMUIU

v 9
v [ % 1

Y R A d' @ aaa 9 a J Y 9 1 A
50 90 FUAINMWFONUNIRTVININD 0.98  adanlFlumsianzideyalann anud
'V 9 ' A _ U A 1 1 ~ Y aa
MIBEaT ANNDY (X) @IUbsIUUNIATEIU (S.D.) NagouaANNLANANYBIA LAY lFada

a 4 4 1
(ttest) UAENITAATIEHANNLYTUTIUNIGAYI (One -way ANOVA) LHBWUANULANAT
~ v = 1Y Aas
n3eumsuAINae918908795 LSD
A w [ Y Aa ~ = a < A @ o A
HAMIIVENDN 1) JUimstazagniinelanuaamiunenuanmaiuam
] = = Y ] [ Y a d'
sTUUgUATIIMA0UNieu Taemwsamuazseauegluszauin 2) guirisuazagnainm
= a <3 ci [ o A ] A = Y
uaNUAARLNEINUTYMIMIAITUNUIZDUQUAFINMARUNGT I TAININTINLALIIIAIY
] @ 9 Y a d‘ = a <3 d‘ [ ) a
agluszauios 3) Auimisnazaznlinm UanuAaHEUNGIAUANINNTAUTUIUTZUY
] A =\ 1 (% 1 A o o [ aa Y a d‘ =
quasaeaninFou uanalnued1e luliediagnieada  4) dusnisuazagnilinm
A A o o J @ =\ a < A @ o a
nulszaumsal lunsauaany IaNuaniuneInUanInmsa i uIUIEUBYUa
] N v A 1 @ [} ' v o w aa Y a ~ Aa
FronaonEeu tanaenuese lutivediayneana  5) usmsanazagndSauntving
[ @ a < { o o a ] o
Yo4 1535 UANNY TANUAARAEINIANINNITANTUOIUTZUUQUATIO A0 NIT o
1 o 1 12 v o W aa Y Aa A = a <3 A %
uanannued e ihiedingnedda 6) uimsuazagnlSow Ianudamuwneanulym

¥ o

MIANIUNUTZUUYUaTIemM AN ou Tasnusuuananuede luiisdagnieana

9 a

v W I @ @ 1 @ ] Y
flﬂl%u’ﬂTi;%:ﬁ]ﬂu’ﬂG8ulﬂu518uﬂﬂaL!a$ﬂ1§ﬂﬂﬂ§@\ﬁ4lﬂﬁﬂu !L@]ﬂ@n\‘]ﬂu@ﬂ]Qﬁuﬂﬁ']ﬂﬂlvn\Tﬁa

g

h3)))

Y [~

~ Y Aa A = A 4 o [ % =\ a
nsgay .05 7) gj‘uimmazﬂgmﬂsﬂmmﬂizﬁumimiumimqmmmu UAUAALHU



9

menugmmsduivauszuuguaremainizou lagnmsiuuanaenued e luliied vy

9

aa v a o o [ Y v o ' o o
NNADA aﬂﬁ’umimmiuwmmmﬁ'au mﬁ’JmﬂuuamﬂVlmﬂﬂgm UANANNUOI N WA |
o <
i

QQd' 9y a d' = d'd = J v a
NNFADENITZAY .05 8) E‘J]‘Uiﬁ1illa$ﬂ§‘ﬂﬂiﬂ‘]eﬂ“lflllellHW]GU’ENIiiliﬁluﬂNﬂuﬂ’ﬂNﬂm U

@ (Y

A 1IAYNINEDA

g

[

Ao U T INsa Nl uOIUIZUUQUATIO A0 NIT oY HANAINAUOE 1T

o=

A
nizay .01



Pranom Kaewsawad. (2013). A Study of Status and Problems of School Children Counseling
under the Secondary Educational Service Area Office 18. Thesis. M.Ed. (Educational
Administration). Chanthaburi : Rambhai Barni Rajabhat University.

Thesis Advisors

Associate Prosessor Dr.Thaworn Chimliang Ph.D. (Animal Science) Chairman
Dr.Surisa Boonchothirun Ph.D. (Educational Administration) Member
Abstract

The purposes of this research were to study and compare the administrators and
teachers’ opinions on status and problems of school children counseling under the Secondary
Educational Service Area Office 18. The working status, working experience and school size were
classified in this study. The samples were 108 administrators and 341 teachers. The instrument
used for collecting the data was a 5-rating scale questionnaire with 50 items and the reliability
level of 0.98. The descriptive statistics used for data analysis were frequency, percentage, mean
(§ ), standard deviation (S.D.), t-test and one way analysis of variance. The LSD method was
used for the pair comparison.

The results of the research were as follows: 1) the status of school children counseling
according to administrators and teachers’ opinions were at the high level, 2) the problems of
school children counseling according to administrators and teachers’ opinions were at the low
level, 3) the administrators and teachers’ opinions on status of school children counseling did not
show statistically significant difference, 4) the administrators and teachers with the different
working experience had their different opinions on status of school children counseling showing
no statistical significance, 5) the administrators and teachers with the different school size had
their different opinions on status of school children counseling showing no statistical significance,
6) the administrators and teachers’ opinions on problems of school children counseling did not
show statistically significant difference except the opinions on the aspects of individual student
understanding and student screening which showed statistically significant difference at .05 level,
7) the administrators and teachers with the different working experience had their different

opinions on problems of school children counseling showing no statistical significance except



the opinions on the aspects of promotion and development for school children, problem
prevention, and problem solving which showed statistically significant difference at .05 level, and
8) the administrators and teachers with the different school size had their different opinions on

problems of school children counseling showing the .01 level of statistical significance.





