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ABSTRACT

177153

The purposes of this research were to study and compare the levels of the
use of academic administration skills of school administrators under the Sing Buri
Educational Service Area Office according to the opinions of school administrators
and teachers of academic year 2005.

The samples were 425 school administrators and teachers, classified by
educational degree, work experience, and school size. The instrument used,
‘constructed by the researcher with a reliability of 0.98 was a rating scale
questionnaire asking about academic administration skills in § aspects: cognitive
skills, human skills, education and instruction skills, technical skills and conceptual
skills. The data was analyzed by a ready made computer program to calculate
frequency, percentage, mean (i), standard deviation (S.D.), t-test and One-Way
.Analysis of Variance (F-test).

The results of the study were:

1. Administrators and teachers had an opinion about the levels of the use of
academic administrative skills of the school administrators overall at a high level.
Human skills rated the highest, followed by education and instruction skills,
conceptual skills, technical skills and cognitive skills réspectively.

2. Administrators and teachers with different educational degrees overall
showed no statistically significant difference in opinion about the academic
administrative skills of the school administrators.

3. Administrators and teachers with different work experience as a whole
showed a difference in opinion about the academic administrative skills of the school

administrators at .05 level of statistical significance. Administrators and teachers of

5 to 10 years work experience and those of over 10 years experience showed a
difference in opinion in technical skills and human skills with statistical significance at
a level of .05. '

4. Administrators and teachers with different school sizes overall showed no
difference in opinion about the academic administrative skills of the school
administrators. Those working in small and medium-sized schools showed a
difference in opinion in technical skills and human skills at .05 level of statistical

significance.





