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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to'investigate, compare, determine the
relationship and predictive power and establish the guidelines for developing
administrative factors affecting the effectiveness of school’s student caring and
assisting system. The samples consisted of 32 administrators, 32 leader of school’s
student caring and assisting system and 254 teachers in schools of Nakhonphanom
Primary Educational Service Area Office 2 in the academic year 2017. The instrument
for data collection was a set of B-level rating scale questionnaires developed by the
researcher which had discrimination between .41-.80 with reliability at .95. Statistics
for data analysis were mean, standard deviation, percentage, F-test (One way
ANOVA), Pearson’s product moment coefficient and Stepwise multiple regression
analysis.

The results revealed that

1. Management factors as perceived by executives. The supervisors of
the student and teacher support system were at a high level.
2. Implementation of Student Support System Management's view The

supervisors of the student and teacher support system were at a high level.



3. Management factors as perceived by the administrators,
supervisors, students and teacher support system classified by school size as a whole.
Are different Statistically significant at the .05 level.

4. Management factors as perceived by administrators, supervisors,
student and teacher support systems, by working experience as a whole and Every
side No difference

5. Management factors that are positively correlated with the performance
of the student support system. At the .01 level of significance

6. Management factors that affect the operation of the student support
system are 2 factors: money management can predict the operation of the student
support system.
At the .01 level, with the predictive power. 28.4% and standard error of + 0.257

7. Management factors that affect the operation of student support system
should be developed in two areas: money management. The researcher has proposed

a development approach.
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