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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this stndy were to investigate and to compare problems of the
Mainstreaming management in schools under the Bangkok Metropolis Administration. The
conceptual framework used through SEA'T structure consisted of 4 parts, : student,
environment , activity, and tool. Participants were 359 from school administrators, teachers, and
the guardians of special students. They were randomly selected and divided into three groups by
the school size. The instrumént was a rating scale questionnaire of the problems of
Mainstreaming management developed by the researcher. The questionnaire had the reliability
at 0.98. The statistic used were percentage, means, standard deviation, and F — test (One - way
ANOVA))

The results indicated as follows;

1. The problems of Mainstreaming management in school under Bangkok
Metropolis Administration in overall and each aspect were at moderate level that could be ranked
from the high to the low value of means : tools, activity, student, and environment, The problems

of Mainstreaming in school under Bangkok Metropolis Administration considered by the school
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size were at moderate level that could be ranked from the high to the low value of means.: tool ,
activity, student, and environment.

2. There were no significant difference in the problems of Mainstreaming
management in school Bangkok Metropolis Administration by the whole opinion among school
administrators, teachers and guardians. When considered by aspect, only student aspect had
significance difference at .05 level. There were the difference between teachers and school
administrators and also guardians and school administrators. On the other hand teacher and
guardians of special students found no significant difference in the problems of Mainstreaming
management.

3. There were significant difference at .05 level in the problems of Mainstreaming
management in school under Bangkok Metropolis Administration by the school size in overall
and cach aspect, The small size had higher level of the problem than medium size, the large size

had higher level of the problem than the small and medivum size.



