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ABTRACT

This study aimed to examine and compare the levels of quality assurance of the
student care and assistance systems in basic educational institutions at class ranges 3-4 under
the Office Roi Ft Educational Area 2 with different sizes. The instrument used in this study
was a researcher-constructed 5-rating-scale questionnaire with a content validity and a
reliabillity of equally 0.90 . The sample consisted of 26 committees for quality assurance of
educational institutions. The statistices used for analyzing data were percentage, mean,
standard deviation, and One-Way ANOVA. The results of the study were as follows :

1. The quality assurance of the student care and assistance systems in basic
eaducational institutions under the Office of Roi Et Educational Area 2 as a whole had
performance outcomes at a high level. When each group of standards was considered, it was
found that every aspect had performance outcomes at a high level in this order from the
highest to the lowest mean : input standards, process standards, and output standards. And
when each school size was considered, it was found that the schools of every size also had
performance outcome at a high level. When each standard was considered, the following
were found.

1.1 Every of the in put standards had performance outcomes at a high

level in this order of the first 3 highest means : The administrator gives the impotance to and



was the leader of system facilitation; The teacher behaves himself / herselt as a good model in
having morallity and ethics; and The teacher is responsible, fair, and critical in keeping
students’ scerets.

1.2 Every of the process standards had perfoinance outcomes at a high
this order of first 3 highest means : giving assistance to students and giving primary advice
couseling to students, having organization of homercom activiteis ( have studeis of individual
students and screening students into a nomal group and a risk group, having communications
with those involed the school and parents), (having determinations of policies and making
plans and ststragies for preventing and solving problems of addictive subtances in school;
having development plans with an emphasis on having classroom teachers or teacher advisors
and the personnel involved receive development, knowledge, abbilities, moralities, ethics,

and desirable characteristics, and operate tasks according to the plans) .

1.3 Every of out put standards had performance outcomes at a high level
in this order of the first 3 highest means ; Each student has weight and hight that meet the
standard criterria; The student has leaming achievements that pass the assessment criteria
according the curriculum in every course of study; and The student is able to avoid and

prevent himself / herself from danger of people and the society.

2. The basic education institutions at class ranges 3-4 under the Office of Roi
Et Educational Area 2 with different sizes did not have different quality assurance of the

student care and assistance sytems.

3. Based on this study of opinions and recommendations of the quality

assurance committees in the educational institutions of all sizes, recommentations could be

summarized as below.

3.1 In the input aspect, there should be workshop meetings/seminars in the
student care and assistance systems for all teachers at least once a years; and IT system
should be implemented in student data systematization.

3.2 In the process aspect, different projects and activities should be
organized integratedly. The personel whose works were evidently outstanding should be

honored. And relationships among the personel should be in continuity and regularity.



3.3 In the output aspect, there should be watch on and seeking ways to
preven! problems with trend to occur as Malnutrition problems, Consumerist stream
problems, Problems of smoking and drinking different alcoholic drinks, and Sexual

relationship problems at the school age.



