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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to study the childcare system process on
solving drugs and sexes problems in secondary schools in Nongkhai province and to
compare the childcare system process on solving drugs and sexes problems ameng
small, medium and large sizes of secondary schoois in Nongkhai province. The multi
stage random samples were 443 school administrators, assistant administrators,
counseling and other teachers from the 52 secondary schools under Nongkhai
Educational Service Area Office 1, 2, 3. A rating scale questionnaire was used to collect

data which was analyzed by percentage (%) means ( X ), and standard deviations

{S.D}).
The results were as follow :

1. Generally, the childcare system process on solving drugs and sexes
problems in secondary schools was done at high level. When considering by items,
each item was done at high level as well which in student encouragement, student
group selling, student cares, student delivery and student learning orderly.

2. There were significant differences among small, medium and large sizes of
secondary schools in overall at the .05 level. It was found that the large secondary
schools were significant differences from the medium and small secondary schools
however, there were no significant differences between the medium and the small sizes

of secondary schools. When considering by items, there were significant differences in



overall at the .05 level, but there were no significant differences in student group setting,
student encouragement and student delivery between the large and the small sizes of

secondary schoois.



