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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this reseach were 1) to study the level of teachers’ expectations about
students’ desirable characterstics according to the National Education Act 1999  2) to compare
Teachers’ Expectations about Students’ Desirable Characterestics according to The National
Education Act 1999 by sexes, experiences and ages. 3) to study the problems and suggesti(;ns of
Teachers’ Expectations about Students’ Desirable Characterestics according to The National
Education Act 1999 . The data were collected from 80 teachers who teach at Mattayom Wat
Benjamaborpit School in Bangkok. The instrument for collecting data was the questionaires,
divieded into 3 parts. The first part concerned the status of the respondents. The second was 54
questions, asked about teachers’ expectations about students’ desirable characterestics according to
the National Education Act 1999 : and the third was the openended questions asked about the
problems and suggestions about teachers’ expectations of students’ desirable characterestics
according to the National Education Act 1999 . Computer program SPSS/PC+ was used to anlyze

the data into frequency, percentage, Mean, and Standard Deviation and t-test.

Summary of the results.
1) In overall, teachers’ expectations about students’ desirable characterestics according to
the National Education Act 1999 were at “hight” level. But in considering each aspect found that

the “highest” level of expectation was virtual. Happy students aspect and “Clever” students aspect
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were at the “high” level. In each items found that the teachers’ expections were high and highest

level.

2) The comparison of teachers’ expectations about students’ desirable characterestics
according to the National Education Act 1999 , found that 1) by sexes : In overall, they were not
statistical significantly different. But in some items they were statistical significantly different at the
level of .05. 2) by education level : In overall they were not statistical significantly different but in
each item they were statistical significantly different at the level of .05.

3) Problem and syggestions : the school lacked of various activities , especially the

activities for supporting skills in relegion, moral, etchics and tradition. The school should provide

religious activities that integrated to all subjects.
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