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ABSTRACTS

This research aimed to develop indicators of Safety School Guide of the
Basic Education Committee Office, and to examine the goodness of fit of the
structural relationship model of safety school indicators developed by the
researcher with empirical data. The sample group for this study consisted of 280

teachers of safety school network. The instrument used in collecting data for this



study was a five-level rating scale questionnaire with 0.941 reliability and content
validity of 0.60 -1.00. The collected data were analyzed by using a computer
software program

Results of the study are as follows:

1. Results of developing of the conceptual framework and indicators of
safety school. This model consists of 5 major factors and 46 indicators as follows:
1) The major factor regarding Environmental Protection consists of 11 indicators;
2) The main factor regarding Protection and Assistance consists of 16 indicators;
3) The major factor regarding Prevention and Surveillance consists of 8 indicators;
4) The major factor regarding Promotion and Development consists of 6
indicators and 5) The major factor regarding Safety course consists of 5 indicators

2. The goodness of fit of the structural relationship model of safety
school of the Basic Education Commission Office indicators with the empirical
data reveal that the model is in congruence with the empirical data. (Chi-Square
= 73.36, df = .58, p = 0.08418, GFI = 0.96, AGFI = 0.93, RMSEA = 0.031)

3. The creation of the safety school guide indicates that the mean of 7
experts’ assessment on its suitability is at high level (X =4.43) and the mean of
general opinions on the guide is at the highest level (X =4.54) which lead to the

conduction of the safety school project for the best use as it was purposed.



