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ABSTRACT 1 8 2 8 ,7 2

The purposes of this research were to: 1) study the states and problems of
academic administration of basic schools under the Sing Buri Educational Service
Area Office, and 2) compare the states and problems among basic schools by
gender, position, work experience in present position, location and school size.

This was a survey and comparative research comprising 103 school
administrators and 103 teachers in basic schools under the Sing Buri Educational
Service Area Office, obtained by stratified random sampling and by school size. The
questionnaire used for collecting data was divided into 3 parts: 1) check list, 2) and
3) were one-to-five rating scale questionnaires. The data was analyzed to calculate
mean (i ), standard deviation (S.D.), t-test, and one-way ANOVA.

The resuilts of the study were as follows:

1. The overall states of basic school academic administration and of
curriculum  administration,  learning-teaching  process,  in-school supervision,
educational evaluation, school quality assurance and classroom research were at a
high level.

2. The overall problems of basic school academic administration and of
curriculum  administration, learning-teaching  process, in-school  supervision,
educational evaluation, school quality assurance and classroom research were at a
medium leve!.

3. There were no difference overall in states of basic school academic
administration among schools according to gender, position, or work experience in
present position or in learning-teaching process, school quality assurance, or

classroom research. For school locations all aspects were found to have no

difference except the educational evaluation aspect was found to have a difference
at .05 level. As for school size, overall conditions and all aspects were found to have
significant difference at .05 level. Small schools had lower ratings regarding states of
academic administration than medium or big ones.

4. As for the comparative result when classified by gender, position, and
work experience in present position, the overall problems and all aspects of
academic administration were found to have no difference at .05 level of
significance. Concerning location and school size in general and all aspects of
academic administration, there was a difference at .05 level of significance. Small

schools were found to have more problems than bigger ones.





