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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to study and compare the status of school lunch
program implementation in the Level 1-2 Basic education Schools under the Office of Roi-
Et Educational Service Area Zone I, considering by status, both as a whole and each item.
The research sampie consisted of 145 administrators and 340 teachers which selected
through the Stratified Random Sampling. The research instrument used for collecting data
was the 46 item of five rating scale questionnaire, which the whole reliability coefficient
giving a value 0f 0.932. The data were analyzed by using computer program to find
percentage, mean and standard deviation. The hypotheses were tested by t-test testing.

Research Findings were as follow :

1. The state of school lunch program implementation In the Level 1 -2
Basic education Schools under the Office of Roi-Et Education Service Area Zone I, both as
a whole and each item, were found in a moderate level, which can be put in order respectively
from the highest to the lowest among 3 items as ; committees and the person concerned’s
meeting, implementation and evaluation.

2. Comparison the state of school lunch program implementation In the Level

1 — 2 Basic education Schools under the Office of Roi-Et Education Service Area Zonel,



both as a whole and cach item, they were found the significantly difference at the .05
statistical level,

When school size was taken into consideration, as a whole, it was found the
difference. Considering by cach item, it was statistical significantly diffcrent at the .05 level
in the item of implementation. And there were not found the statistical difference in the items
of committees and the person concemed’s meecting and evaluation.

3. Regarding suggestions and guidelines for school lunch program
improvement ard development which can be put in order respectively from the most
frequency to the lowest as ; to organize the meeting for staffs to inform about the important
and makc understanding in school hunch program’s objective, school lunch program policy

and goal’s implementation and to organize method and criteria of evaluation according to

policy and goal of school lunch program.



