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Abstract

The research aimed to : 1. study the level of teachers’ participation in work in the
primary schools; 2. study the level of the effectiveness of the primary schools; 3. study the
relationship between the teachers’ participation in work and the effectiveness of the primary
schools; and 4. build a prediction equation of the teachers’ participation in work and the
offectiveness of the primary schools under Chaiyaphum Office of Primary Education Service
Area 2. The sample comprised 335 primary school teachers under Chaiyaphum Office of
Primary Education Service Area 2. The instrument used in the collection of data was a
questionnaire with the total reliability of 0.96 and the discrimination power ranging from 0.20
to 0.81. The statistics used in the analysis of data were percentage, mean, standard deviation,

Pearson’s correlation coefficient, and stepwise multiple regression analysis.

The results are as follows:

1. The teachers’ participation in work in the primary schools under Chalyaphum
Office of Primary Education Service Area 2, on the whole, was in the high level. Ranked in
descending order, the aspects were: the aspect with the highest mean was participation in
work (X = 4.12); the second highest was participation in planning (X =4.08); and
participation in evaluation (X = 4.07) ; the aspect with the lowest mean was participation in

decision making ( X = 3.29), respectively.



2. The effectiveness of the primaty schools under Chaiyaphum Office of
Primary Education Service Area 2, on the whole, was in the high level. Ranked in descending
order, the aspects were in this order: the aspect with the highest mean was the teachers’
satisfaction in work ( X = 4.13); the second highest was the good environment (X=4.11) ;
the educational resources (X = 4.10) ; decision making ( X = 4.09): and the leadership of the
school administrator ( X = 4.08) : the aspect with the lowest mean was the learning
achievement ( X = 4.06), respectively.

3. The relationship between the teachers’ participation in work and the
effectiveness of the primary schools under Chaiyaphum Office of Primary Education Service
Area 2 was a positive relationship and was in the moderate level, with statistical significance
atthe .01 level.

4. The prediction equation of the teachers’ participation in work and the
effectiveness of the primary schools under Chaiyaphum Office of Primary Education Service
Area 2 revealed that the factors of participation in planning (X)), participation in work (X,),
and participation in e¢valuation (X,) had the multiple regression correlation coefficient of
645, by which the 3 variables, X, X, and X, together predicted the effectiveness of the
primary schools under Chaiyaphum Office of Primary Education Service Area 2 at 41.60
percent. The prediction equation can be written in the raw score equation and the
standardized score equation as follows:

The raw score equation:

Y =2.083 +.2I7(X1)+.160(X2)+.115(X3)

Or the standardized score equation:

7 = 418Z(X DBz )+ 2162(X )



