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Abstract

The purposes of this research were; (1) to study factors affecting to conducting science
projects in 4 aspects consisting of students, science teachers or science project advisors, school
administrators, surroundings in and out schools. {2) to compare the factors affecting to conducting
and not conducting science projects by lower secondary school students in schools under the
Department of General Education. This sampling was done by simple random sampling technique
into 2 groups namely, 464 students who did science projects and 334 students who did not conduct
science projects, together with 28 science teachers or science project advisors and 28 school
administrators, a.nd 307 students who did not in science projects, including 15 science teachers, and
16 school administrators.

The instruments used for data collection were consisted of 3 copies of questionnaire.
The first copy was for the students who did science projects or those who did not conduct science
projects. and the reliability of this instrument was 0.8473. The second one was for the science

teachers or the science project advisors, and the last copy was for the school administrators. The




collected data were analyzed by computer to find the frequency, percentage, arithmetic mean,
standard deviation and t-test.

The results of this research were as follows :

1. The lower secondary schools doing and not doing science projects on the part of the
students who did science projects and these who did net do science projects.

1.1 fhe lower secondary schools that doing and not doing science projects, most
students had opinion that the affecting factors on the part of the students were in the middle-level
for conducting and not doing science projects, The opinions_o‘f both groups were compared and the
diference was in the significant level of .01,

1.2 The lower secondary schools that doing and not doing science projects, most
students had opinion that the affecting factors on the pa& of the science teacher or science projects
advisors were in the high-level, for conducting and not doing science projects. The lower secondary
schools that not doing science projects, most students had opinion that the affecting factors for not
doing science projects on the part of the science teachers were in the middle-level. The opinions of
both groups were compared and the difference was in the significant level of .01,

1.3 The lower secondary schools that doing and not doing science projects, most
students had opinion that the.affecting factors on the part of the surrounding in schools were in the
middle-level for conducting and not doing science projects. The opinions of both groups were
compared and the difference was in the significant level of .01,

1.4 The lower secondary schools that doing science projects, most students had
opinion that the affecting factors on the part of the surrounding out schools were in the middle-level
for conducting and not doing science projects. The lower secondary schools that not doing scheince
projects, most students had opinion that the affecting factors for not deing science projects on
the parts of the surrounding out schools were in the low-level for not doing science projects. The

opinions of both groups were compared and the difference was in the significant level of .01.




2. The lower secendary schools doing and not doing science projects on the part of the
science teachers or science projects advisors.

2.1 The lower secondary schools that doing science projects, most science teachers
or science projects advisors had opinion that the affecting, factors on the part of the science teacher
or science projects advisors were in the high-Jevel for conducting and net doing science -projects.
The lower secondary schools that not doing science projects, most science teachers had opinion that
the affecting factors for not doing science projects on the part of the science teachers were in the
middle-level for not doing science projects. The opinions of both groups were compared and the
difference was in the significant level of .01.

2.2 The lower secondary schools that doing science projects, most science teachers
or science projects advisors had opinion that the affecting factor on the part of the school
administrators were in the high-level for conducting and not doing science projects. The lower
secondary schools that not doing science projects, most science teachers had opinion that the
affecting factors for not doing science projects on the part of the school administrators were in the
low-level for not doing science projects. The opinions of both groups were compared and the
difference was in the significant level of .01,

3. The lower secondary schools doing and not doing science projects on the part of the
school administrators.

The lower secondary schools that doing science projects, most school administrators
had opinion that the affecting factors on the part of the school administrtors were in the high-level
for conducting and not doing science projects. The lower secbndary schools that not deing science
projects, most school administrators had opinion that the affecting factors on the part of the school
administrators were in the middle-level for not doing science projects. The opinions of hoth groups

were compared and the difference was in the significant level of .01.




