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Abstract

Model of happiness learning management in the 21°' century of BanChambon School
Chiang Rai Province. The purposes of this research were to 1) study the current conditions and
the need to develop a model 2) create and evaluate a model of happiness learning
management in the 21°' century, and 3) study the effects of using the happiness learning
management model in the 21 century. This research was used Mixed Methods Research
(MMR) with 3 phases. The first was a study of current conditions and the need to develop a
model. The second was creating and evaluating a model. The third was a study of the effects
of using the model. The population consists of experts in basic education, school board,
teachers, parents, and students, a total of 261 people. An interview form, survey, group
discussion, and evaluation form were used for collecting data. The statistics were used
percentage, mean and standard deviation.

The results of this research were as follows:

1. The results of a study of the present conditions and the need to develop a
model of happiness learning management in the 21° century found that 1) the current
conditions of learning management. The overall was at a moderate level in all aspects (L =
3.23, 0 =0.62) and 2) the need to develop a model, consisting of 5 aspects: (1) organizational
leadership (2) educational ecosystem, (3) face-to-face learning management, (4) learning
innovation and development, and (5) good governance. There were at the highest level ([ =
4.76, o = 0.44).

2. The results of creating and evaluating a model found that 1) The model of
happiness learning management in the 21 century has 8 components: (1) Name (2) Principles
(3) Objectives (4) Processes (5) Output (6) Results (7) Impacts and (8) Feedback and 2) The
evaluation for accuracy, suitability, possibility, and benefits of the model by experts, the
overall was at the highest level (L= 4.84, o = 0.14).

3. The results of a study on implementing the model in the academic year 2020
and 2021 by increasing the Key Success Factor (KFS) found that:

3.1 Outputs
1) The results of the development of student identity in terms of smiling
easily and paying respect, passing the criteria at a good-very good level, in the academic year

2020 was 62.22% and in the academic year 2021 was 84.84%.



2) The results of the Internal Quality Assurance for the academic year 2020
and the academic year 2021 found that:

(1) The academic year 2020, Early Childhood Level, Standard 1, child
quality was at an excellent level (average score 93.10). Standard 2, administrative and
management processes were at an excellent level (average score of 87.50). and Standard 3,
child-centered experiences were at an excellent level (average score 86.75 points). Regarding
the level of basic education, Standard 1, the quality of learners was at a good level (average
score 75.01). Standard 2, administrative and management processes were at an excellent level
(average score of 86.95 points), and Standard 3, the teaching and learning process that focuses
on the learner is important was at a good level (average score 73.60 points).

(2) The academic year 2021, Early Childhood Level, Standard 1, child
quality was at an excellent level (average score 90.75). Standard 2, administrative and
management processes were at an excellent level (average score of 94.33), and Standard 3,
child-centered experiences. were at an excellent level (average score of 94.83). Regarding the
level of basic education, Standard 1, the quality of learners was at an excellent level (average
score 92.60). Standard 2, administrative and management processes were at an excellent level
(average score of 94.50). and standard 3, the teaching and learning process that focuses on
the learner is important were at an excellent level (average score 92.20).

3.2 Outcomes, the level of satisfaction of implementing model, in the
academic year 2020, the overall was at the highest level (L= 4.39, o = 0.38) and the
academic year 2021, the overall was at the highest level (L = 4.55 ,0 = 0.64) with an average
satisfaction was an increase of 4.60% from the 2020 academic year.

3.3 Impact from the successful implementation of the model build
acceptance pride and participation in learning management of all sectors in the form of

education partnerships.
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