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Quality of School Life for Students of Resource
Room Program at Junior High School

Ching-Jui Chin

Abstract

The purposes of this study were to investigate the quality of school life for studentsin
resource room at junior high school in Taiwan. A questionnaire developed by the researches
was sent to 367student in resource room program.

The results are summarized as follows

1. Students in resource room are not satisfied with self-concept and learning in general
class environment. But generally speaking, they are satisfied with their school life.

2. Thereweresignificant differencesin quality of school life for studentsin resource room
with the effects of gender, grade and placement at elementary school. The handicap
classifications, class hours in resource room, parents’ socioeconomic status and school
areas were not the significant variablesto the quality of schoal life.

3. Students in resource room have more satisfactory quality of school life than in general
class.

Several suggestions are also proposed for future study.

Key words: resource room program, quality of school life



