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The purposes of this research were (1) to study the opinions and
expectations of teachers’ characteristics of students at the second level of
Education at Suanluang District Primary Schools, which fall under the
jurisdiction of the Bangkok Metropolitan Administration; (2) to evaluate the
results of the needs assessment of teachers’ characteristics; and (3) to compare
the results of the needs assessment of the teachers’ characteristics as perceived
by the students as classified by their status at Suanluang District Primary
Schools. A total population of 2,115 students was selected, of which 400
students were chosen by stratified random sampling. The instrument of this
study was a 50-item questionnaire with a five-point rating-scale with 0.97

reliability. All 400 questionnaires were returned (100%) and analyzed in

(6)



170613

terms of percentages, means, and standard deviation (SD), using a t-test and
one-way analysis of variance.

The research findings were the following.

1. Students’opinion of the teachers’ characteristics were generally
positive.

2. The students’ needs assessment with regard to academic knowledge,
teaching, personality, human relations, ethics and morality produced
statistically different results, at the level of .05.

3. In terms of differences in gender, religion, residence, parents’
marital status, parents’ status and parents’ occupation, the students’ needs -~
assessment with regard to academic knowledge, teaching, personality, human
relations, ethics and morality showed no statistically significant difference, at
the level of .05.

4. The needs assessment of students from different classes with regard
to the expected characteristics of teachers in terms of their academic
knowledge showed no statistically significant difference, at the level of .05. In
contrast, with regard to the aspects of teaching, personality, human relations,
and ethics and morality, there was no significant difference, at the level of
.05.

5. The students with different family incomes exhibited no difference
in terms of their needs assessment with regard to teachers’ academic
knowledge, teaching, human relations. On the other hand, personality, ethics

and morality were significantly different, at the level of .05.
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