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ABSTRACT

This research aims to study and compares of academic operation level in elementary school,
grade 1-3, under the Mahasarakham Education Regional Office 1 following the opinions of school
administrators and academic teachers in the small, medium, and large size school according to the
scopes and academic operation tasks in elementary school which account for 12 aspects namely
school curriculum development; learning process development; testing; evaluation and outcome
equivalent; research on quality assurance; media, innovention, and technology for education; leaming
sources development; education orientation; education counselling; quality assurance system
development with in school; academic knowledge promotion for communitics; cooperation on
academic development with other schools; and academic promotion and supporting for individuals,
familys, organisations, agencies, and other institutions that provided educations. The sample group
used in this research are school administrators and school academic teachers under the Mahasarakham
Education Regional office I, total 242 persons in 2548 academic year. This obtained by stratified
random sampling method according to the equivalent proportion with Krejcie and Morgan’s table.
The tools used in collecting data is the academic operation state questionnaires that has been
developed by the researcher. The questionnaires incorporated of 65 items with rating scales and the
overall confidence value at 0.98 . Data analysis used mean values and standard deviation and

comparative analysis by one way variation analysis



Research results found that:

1. The overall academic operation state in elementary school, grade 1-3, under the
Mahasarakham Education Regional Office 1 was in high level while consider individual aspect also
in high level. When consider by the school size found that the overall academic operation in smell,
medium, large size school ail were in high level while by aspect also in high level expect the small
size school on learning process development and education orientation aspects the operation were in
the highest level.

2. The overall academic operation state in elementary school, grade 1-3, under the
Mahasarakham Education Regional Office 1 that operated in difference school size was no
significantly statistic difference. When consider by aspect found that each aspect, the academic
operation in school also no statistic significant difference expect on school curriculum development
and learning process development aspect were operated in small size school greater than medium size
schools. On education orientation aspect found operated in small size school greater than in medium

‘and large size schools. On counselling aspect, operation were found in small size schools greater than
medium size school while academic operation in medium size school and large size schools found no

difference.



