3 E) a, - o @ a o o
18 L Yo Me W MRAOINTINTIADIANTU TN TN IRNM VDN he

AUUIUIMIIM 3BT WAL 2430-U3at

EEITRIN WIEFINR  UASAT
#mdnan e v ivimvIrrIndng)
@ a, o
AL NTINNTIATINFBU NG HINUD
l o o
HUUAIAATINTE AT, B3N WaHM  UNOUNTWIMY
Hi0AFATIIIIE S UERRGRED NI
s Q -
I AT, duny  Afuaen NIMMY
unfingo

o Y @ i a
MIANM LIDININDAT  UAZHARII NN IVBNEIAN TUIWT TN YAMEI YD YU 3T LAY
fillaguaatiu duingae tiudFmidnme s Besa i (Institutional approach) w3e
JEmmaUIiReanT  (Historical approach) wipWifd§n1videngwuiy  (Legal
approach)  Fwihrdsifunwiannnt¥um Iiedm3am Y LR BMUANM YRR U INN Y
% o =
M IR AU IZAURIN
' - o e o a
pEN1IMAWHEIUM AN AL T893 L NEfUeeANTUIFINT AN RN Y
1 ada [ -3 @ ol o & . qQ . &
U @ud L e U AUE neee 0 S SeRAY T INGNY S8 L AR TURNE AU L 180 LHNLY

' - ' & a, - oy b 1 a . A a, o of
1u1§huaguuwuaﬁuﬂ11uﬂﬂ ﬁﬁawnvnauwwwuqaunqiﬂlﬁun1§h1 LNBBS U 3TN M

o & & * o4 L
t NATULHBEINNA



o & £ A%a o o L3 P . - - a o
AAUM WM A TRe IR IRL SuunfanTave Laue L Sangud e numls  vas

[y o 9 - o - E a o e ™ a

poviun iy 1 Tunteunde tadeetnitum e iarehin e saneesa L undn
af 1 o 1oas 3 ol - ] ' =

fiww Fovinanawiely  Fafudsduian daigrsani snedmIamyuieuuaanaintes
@ " & » Qs E 3 ”5 ] - Y73 i 3
FFAUAe 1 NS NAUMIATNEY  LATNRAIUEANNT T LmkRuke SaAana 1l

foetun  1euetTinilag 3 Uwmife  LvmwasuaTIEee  LHRRAATMIIETNEUIRY

]
pnd L7

o ) a & L & o X
(N iE W W) unxtﬁqwaﬁﬁunwxwmuw IRy LHARAYINE AUA U L Ay afutien 1y
« a 2 @ o W oo o b & a
LRI I AW nAReR L 28 Faa tauo L Tannudils haw faives B uu3um ey
o = T [ |2 a, of o o 2
F9Ang  TauLamza10 a1 1 T an I BN BN TINE I AAUA T IRSIRENEN AL L T
L] o o & |
TRUINMIBAIN 7 L TR TR e
o a o o a v '

M IENEIRROINTI TN FIRABIANTUIWI IN AN WU TUIMINA T L DN IR
& ] i ) Y 'S 1o aa & 2 o o, o
AguA w.A. 2480 1dusan  wuinueeausinigueudveduiidne 3 eoufe  dAew
fups AAnavean  uaziiRnniliduian ualda uaaeiues dumeeasusdinue e faitds

1 1 Q. -I Qs d’ -~ g:

HARDMIINBAT  WALN Y LURBUUUAINT ISR SANTUIHTIM IRNE T 10 T INUAR DAUTVINN AT
UATNIND BN

dautwqwaﬁﬁunwﬁﬂwuﬁﬁh wu Il RIS e ULy L rRRRRTUAIN
WA #INATIEMIBWEN A USULUABUNI YIRONANIUSHIMIUAIY T AeaTentenTy
o & Loy [ & 2 o a T
i laius uuig umuAeuAY Ta S TR

3 a. t q, oy 1 ' - &

dwiuLvaraune iy WM TR IZ YT UMNE W TN W s e

. - PSR - 2 % o ) 2 o

AU REBATEEY L IR MR NENTRA N L Tt L ReatpR9tesds  1He LI TUANURNDNANT
#1353 LN ATE A AR A IR TABA Y L T

2ENTIRAN  IINNTIRMIRUIT NTSREAIINABNM AU IHARNIUIN NS

& o o oo & 4 ot
dmnnuasanvluazuenem Amnidvasiviulieu e Seenass fuladed

- I o o - X .
FIHIgABNU SU LU UMM U IM 3N PN I LNz AN Tuse



Thesis Title Thai Educational Administration
Organization Development within the
B.E.2430 ~ Present Political Context
Author : Mr. Surapol Sangkum

M. Ed. ' . Educational Administration

Examining Committee :

Assist. Prof. Dr. Annop Pongwat Chairman

Assist. Prof. Somchot Ongsakul Member
Lecturer Dr. Uwporn Siriboonma  Member
Abstract

Most available studies on féfmation and developments of
Thailand's educational administration organizations employed as their
means of study either institutional, historical or legal approach.
Certainly, we have learned a great deal- of factual events about

educationa] administration organization development in the country.



However, those studies simply described in chronological
sequence what had happend without being guided by explicit theoretical
frames or propositions. Statements made about studied events were
primarily based on investigators' knowledge and experience.

In this study, therefore, Chai — anan Sanmdavanija's
theoretical propositions on Three — Dimensional Aspects of State were
adopted as the study's theoretical frame since they primarily deal
with reasons of state, the most important factor in determining
formation and changes of state apparatus, repressive as well as
ideological, including educational administration organizations. Three
dimensiona)l aspects comprised security, democracy (participation) and
development.

Within the periods studied (from B.E. 2430 - Present)
security had been found to be the most dominaht reason of state, thus
directing and determining changes and development in/of educational
administration ofganizations.

Democracy, i.e., participation, was refered to occasionally
during every period. Even during B.E. 2454 - 2475 and B.E. 2516 - 2519

periods, when democracy demands were most pronounced, this aspect

still never became the primary reason of state. The state cited it
rather as a pretext to camouflage the underlying security aspect.
Educational administration organizations reflected this political

reality as well.



Development was no exception. Development was only possible on
the basis of security. This was true even during the B.E. 2500 ~ 25616
period when American - oriented development was strongly ‘ pushed
by the State.

Nevertheless, the study showed that following the B.E. 2516 -
2519 period and as a reflection of the nation's political reality
demands for participation in educational administration made by both
educational personnel and general population have ﬁade themselves felt
more and more. This in itself might play an increasingly important
role in influencing the state in its educational administration

organization reform efforts.



