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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to study and compare by whole and by part, the levels of academic
performance of administrators and teachers in Basic Education Schools under Kalasin
Fducational Service Area office I1. The sample consisted of 464 persons compased of 133
administrators and 343 teachers obtained by Multistage Random Sampling. The research
instrument was a five rating scale questionnaire with 60 items and 0.986 alpha coefficient of
reliability. The data was analyzed by a computer to find percentage, mean, standard deviation
and the hypotheses were tested
By t—test and F - test.

The research findings were as follows :

1. The level of academic performance of school administrators and teachers in
basic education schools under Kalasin Educational Service Area office II were at the high
level, both by whole and by part. When considering by aspect, ranked from high to low, the top
3 members appeared respectively as follows : leaming design development evaluation and

transfering of courses , and school curriculum development. For the 3 less aspects were



developing learning sources, developing inner quality assurance system and research for improve
educational quality. .

2. The comparison between school administrators and teachers was found that their
opinions about the level of academic performance were different with statistical significance of
0.05, both by whole and by part, except3 aspects ; E\ra]ua.tion and transfering of courses ,
research for improving educational quality and a co-operation with other schools in academic
improvement.

3. The comparison among 3 level groups of school staff’s opinions was found that
there were a different with statistical significance of 0.05 in the level of academic performance
of 3 level groups of school staff, that was, the 3" 4" level grade range staff’s academic

performance was higher than the 1¥ 2" and the 1" = 2™ and 3" ‘s one.



