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Abstract

The objectives of this research were to: 1) synthesize the student theses concerning school
public relation by content analysis method, and 2) synthesize student theses concerning school public
relation by meta analysis method. The samples were graduate student theses published between
academic years 1998-2013. Eighty research reports were analysed by content analysis method. Twenty-
seven research reports employed suitable and appropriate statistics were analysed:by meta analysis
method. They passed the criteria of school public relation and the management of school public
relation. The selection criteria were. 1) complete school public relationsresearch reports during school
academic years 1998 — 2013; 2) the variables were about school public relation; 3) the research reports
contained variables about school public relation management;.4) the statistics were comparison and
correlation with t, F, r or o which could the used in metaanalysis. (The research instruments were
research characteristics recording form, research detail (recording form, and research quality recording
form. Statistics for data analysis were frequency, percentage, mean and standard deviation. Meta analysis
based on Glass’s method for calculating the effect size was used.

The research revealed that: 1) student-theses quality evaluation result as a whole was at
excellent level. Comparison between ~genders indicated that female researchers produced higher
research quality than male researchers at .05 level of significance. The content analysis found that the
highest research producing institute was Mahasarakam University. The period they produced highest
research reports was between academic years 2008-2013. Types of research report found most were
quantitive researchreports  and qualitative research reports with purposive sampling method. The
questionnaires were most used in the research operation. The statistics most used in the research data
analysis were frequency, percentage, mean, and standard deviation. The statistics for hypothesis testing
were t+test and F-test. The conclusion derived from research reports found that school public relation
operationiwas at high level. Most of the research reports studied about the conditions of school public
relation’operation and next were school public relation activity management and school public relation
operation and 2) meta analysis found that factors effecting school public relation with the highest effect
size was administration experience, next were status of the administrators, operation experience, gender,
characteristics, school size, school education stage, school location and working experience. The school
public relation operation that had the highest effect size was school public relation management, next
were school public relation practice, school public relation service, evaluation and work improvement,
the management of public relation media production system. The school public relation management
aspect that had the highest effect size was evaluation, next aspects were coordination, planning,
resource management, and work motivation. The problems in school public relation that had the highest
effect size was work motivation, next were evaluation, planning, operation and communication, resource
management, and problem identification.
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