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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were to examine and compare problems of
operating education proviston for children with special needs in leading mainstreaming
schools mder Mo Office of Maha Sarakham Bducaiional Service Area Yone § as
classificd pecording to the status and interval level The sample consisled of 33
aducational insiitution sdministeators, obfained by using the pupnsive sampling
technique; and 165 teachers responsible for children with special nceds, oblained by
using the stratificd random sampling technique, and the sample sive was determined by
using the iable of Krejcie and Morgan, with » Iolal of 198 persops. The imstrument
used for pathering data was u S-rating-scale questionnaire with discriminating powers
ranging .33 -.77 and areliability of 93, The statislies used for analyving the gathered
wete percentage, mean and standard deviation; amwd the stabistics used for testing
hiypotheses wore t-test {independent samplos) and Frjest (One-wsy Analysis of WVarignce).
The results of the study were as follows !

I. "The problems of opurating education provision {for children with speeial
needs in feadiog mainstreaming schools according fo the opiniens of the cducationat

institution admintstrators amd teachers vesponsible for children with special needs o3



overall were at 2 medium level. And when cach aspect was considered, 1t was fovnd
that they had problems al & moedium level in cvery aspect in fhis order frem lhe
highest to the lowest mean :sludent qualifty, faclor, management, and fearnipp-leaching
PI{HCCSE.

2. For the resulis of comparing problems of operating education provision
for children with special needs in kading mainstreaming schools under the Office of
nfaha Sarnkhamn Rducational Service Area Zome 1 a5 classified sccording fo states and
intervel level as overall amd in cach aspeel, the following were found :

2.1 The adwministeators and tcachers responsible for children with special
needs had problems of operating education provision for children with special needs as
overall and in cach aspect at (he .0l level of statistically significant differcnccs.

2.2 The leading mainstrenming schools nader the Office of Maha
Sarakhern Fducational Scevice Area Zome 1, which offvred different interval levels did
not have diffcrent problems of operating cducation proviston for childmen with special
needs both as overall and in cach aspect.

3. The ndminisiralors and teachers respomsibic Tor children with special
needs had these additiona! problems and recommendations for open-ended guestion,
in each aspeel the following were found !

3.1 Student quality : The teachers emphasized organivation of leaming

and teaching lo novmal childven rather than paying attemiion fo chiidren with special
needs which caused fow achisvement.

3.2 Factor : The wachers did not make lesson plans for individeal
children with special pecds. Instead, they taught these children like teaching nomnat
children in general.

1.3 Management : The educational instiluiion administrators and teachors

did not have olatity/confidence in screening children with special needs.

1.4 Lemmig-icaching process @ The ndminisirators and teachers had nol

yet been developed thoroughly and contisnously.



i

3.5 Additional recommendations included @ The Provinelal Special
Edyeation Cenler/Tducational Service Arca should have supervision and follow-ups of
education provision for children with special needs thoroughly and continuousiy, and
should provide welfare 10 be moxale for the feachors responsible for this aspect in a

varicly of ways.



