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This research aims to 1) study the administration factor's level of quality
affects the academic management quality of private schools under the Saraburi
Educational Service Area Office, 2) study the academic management's quality level of
the private school under the Saraburi Educational Service Area Office, 3) compare the
administration factor's level of quality that affects the school’s academic management
quality as classified by the schools’ personnel status 4) compare the academic
management's quality level of the schools as classified by the schools’ personnel
status; and 5) study the relationship between the administration factors and the
academic management’'s quality level of the school so as to learn how the
administration factors affect the academic management quality of the private schools
under the Saraburi Educational Se’rvice Area Office. The 269 samples used in this
research comprised 45 private school's administrators and 224 teachers. The instrument
used was a questionnaire item analyzed and approved with a reliability value of 0.98 by
5 experts. The data was analyzed by means of percentage, mean (2), standard
deviation (SD), t-test, one-way ANOVA, Scheffe’'s test, and Pearson Product Moment
Correlation Coefficient. _

The findings revealed that:

1. the overall arid.each individual aspect of the aforementioned private
school’s administration factors was rated at a high level with a descending order of

quality as follows: management factors, personnel factors, capital factors, and material

factors.
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2. the overall and each individual aspect of the above said private school’s
academic management was rated at a high level with a descending order of quality as
"fOiIows: internal supervision, measurement and evaluation management, teaching and
learning management, school’s library, instructional materials as well as curriculum
development.

3. the administration factor's quality of the private schools mentioned above
showed statistically significant difference at a level of .05 as classified by the
educational service area office; however, it showed no statistically significant difference
when classified by gender, year of age, work experience, level of education as well as
the position of the staff.

4. the academic management quality of the aforementioned private schools
showed a statistically significant difference at a level of .05 when classified by education
level of the staffs, and the educational service area office. However, there was no
statistically significant difference when classified by gender, year of age, work
experience as weil as the position of the staff.

5. the administration factor's quality related positively at a high level to the
private schools’ above mentioned academic management quality at a .05 level of

statistical significance.





