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ABSTRACT

This research aimed at studying implementation conditions and needs for inclusive
classes for children with special needs in the opinions of administrators, teachers , and
teachers who were caretakers of special-needs children in different-size schools under
Nongkhai Basic Educational Area 2. Subjects were 84 administrators, 209 teachers and 105
teachers who were caretakers selected by using Krejcie & Morgan’s Stratified Random
Sampling. The instrument used in the study is a questionnaire with .81 reliability. The
statistics used in the study were percentage, mean, standard deviation, F-test (Two-way
ANOVA) for testing hypotheses, and Scheffe’s test for testing significant differences between
group means. Findings of the study were as follow:

1. The opinions of administrators, teachers and caretakers of special-needs
children regarding the overall implementation conditions and needs for inclusion classes of
children with special needs in schools were found at a moderate level. Subjects’ opinions
about specific areas were also found at a moderate level. Arranged in a descending order,
the first three areas were coordinating, budgeting, and school buildings. When analyzed
according to personnel status, it was found that subjects’ opinions were also moderate.

2. In the opinions of administrators, teachers and teachers who were
caretakers of special-needs children, the needs to have inclusion classes were generally
high. When specific areas were studied, it was found that three aspects were highly needed

and two were moderate. Arranged in a descending order, the first three areas were needs for
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personnel, coordinating, and budgeting. When analyzed according to subjects’ status, their
needs for inclusion classes were also high.

3. A comparison of overall implementation conditions of inclusion classes
for special-needs children revealed that there were no significant differences in subjects’
opinions at the .05 level. However, there were significant differences at .05 between subjects
of large- and small-sized schools, and between medium-sized and small-sized schools; but
there were no significant differences at the 0.05 level between large- and medium- sized
schools.

4. Comparison of subjects’ opinions regarding overall needs for
implementation of inclusion classes for special-needs children revealed that there were no
significant differences in subjects’ opinions at the .05 level. However, there was a
significant difference at the 0.05 level between large- and small-sized schools, and between
medium- and small-sized schools; but there was no significant difference in opinions between
large- and medium-sized schools.

5. The followings were suggestions on implementation of inclusion classes
for children with special needs. Administrators and concerned personnel should extensively
and continuously supervise and provide assistance for teachers of special-needs children;
there should also be trainings and seminars to enable these teachers to effectively organize
learning experiences for these children; budgets should be allotted to provide sufficient
appropriate toilet facilities for them; schools should brainstorm to seek local community
resources to be provided and utilized for these children; and there should be continuous

coordination to ensure cooperation with the local public and concerned organizations.



