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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study were to compare and find out the relationship,
predicting power and find out appropriate guidelines-to develop the administrative
factors affecting the implementation to the student Literacy Policy in Schools under the
Office of Nakhonphanom Primary Educational Service Area 2. The samples were 351
people consisted of 93 administrators and 258 teachers. The instrument used for
collecting data was a set of five - level rating scale questionnaires and Semi-
Structured Interview. Statistics employed to analyze data were percentage, mean,
standard deviation, Pearson's Product Moment Correlation, independent samples t-
test, One — Way ANOVA and Stepwise Multiple Regression Analysis.

The findings of this study were as follows :

1. The administrative factors affecting the implementation to the student
literacy policy in schools according to opinions of administrators and teachers was at a
high level.

2. The implementation to the student Literacy policy in schools according
to opinions of administrators and teachers was at a high level.

3. The administrators and teachers had opinion to the administrative
factors affecting to the student literacy policy in schools were not different.

4. The administrators and teachers had opinion the implementation to



the student literacy policy in schools were different with the statistical significance .05
level.

5. The administrators and teachers that working in different school sizes
had opinion to The administrative factors affecting the implementation to the student
literacy policy in schools were different with the statistical significance .01 level

6. The administrators and teachers that working in different school sizes
had opinion to the implementation to the student literacy policy in schools were
different with the statistical significance .05 level.

7. The administrative factors and the implementation to the student
literacy policy in schools had positive correlation with the statistical significance .01
level.

8. The variable of the administrative factors7.aspects found that 4
aspects which are the controlling of evaluation and encouragement, the leadership,
the employee attitude of implementation to theliteracy policy and the communications
can be presented the implementation to the literacy policy with the statistical
significance level .01. The prediction power was 52.90 and the standard error
was T .387.

9. The administrative factors should be encourage for finding the
development for 4 aspects which are the controlling of evaluation and encouragement,
the employee attitude of the implementation to the literacy policy and the

communication using by 10 expert from interview.
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