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This research aims to 1) study the state and problems of general task
administration in basic schools under the Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office 2,
and 2) compare the state of general task administration in the basic schools under Lop
Buri Educational Service Area Office 2 as classified by sex, position, educational
qualification, school size, and work experience, and 3) compare the problems of general
task administration in the basic schools under Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office
2 as classified by sex, position, educational qualification, school size, and work
experience. The samples of this research obtained by stratified randoméampling were
88 school administrators and 248 teachers in the basic schools under the> Lop Buri
Educational Service .Area Office 2 during the 2006 academic year. The total number of
samples were 336 persons drawn from a_population of 2007. A questionnaire with a
refiability rating of 0.97 designed by the reseatcher and approved hy 5 experts was
used to collect the data’; All questionnaires were completed and returned and were
analyzed to-ealculate percentage, mean (2), standard devialion (S.D.), t-test, and one-
way ANOVA.

'The,,ﬁndings‘are as follows:

1. the state and problems of general task administration were in 6 aspects:
1) developing educational innovation and technology, 2) developing office work, 3)
developing school buildings and learning resources, 4) promotion of the schools’
internal insurance system, 5) educational services for family, organizations, and other
educational institutes, and 6) public relations in schools.

1.1 the state of general task administration in the 6 aspects overall was
rated at a high level. The development in office work was rated at the highest, while the

development in educational innovation and technology was rated the lowest.

1.2 the problems of general task administration in every aspect were
rated at a high level. The development of school buildings and learning resources was
rated _at the highest, while the development in educational innovation and technology
was rated at the lowest.

2. the comparison of the state of general task administration as classified by
sex, poéition, educational qualification, school size, and work experience was found to
be of no statistical difference. '

3. the comparison of the problems in general task administration as classified

by every status of the samples overall was found to be of no s_teitistical difference.





