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Abstract

The research aimed to study, compare the level of school administrators’ academic
administration under the Secondary Educational Service Area Office 24, as the opinion of school
administrators, teachers’ representatives, chairmen of the Office of the Basic Education Commission,
and chaimmen of students, and to study the sample’s suggestion, and the school administrators’
academic administrative guidance, The sample consisted of 192 people; 48 school administrators,
48 teachers’ representatives, 48 chairmen of the Office of the Basic Education Commission, and 438
chairmen of students, who were from 48 Secondary schools, The sample was selected by Simple
Random Sampling. The data were collected by a 68 items which 5 levels Rating Scale questionnaire.
Tis reliability was at .98. The data were analyzed by the package program. The statistics used
percentage, mean, standard deviation, and F-test {One-way ANOVA).

The results of the research were as follows:

1. The overall and the individual for academic administration of school administrators
in the secondary school teachers and staffs’ opinion were at high level. There were 3 aspects, ranged
from the highest mean score to the lowest mean score; assessment and evaluation, text book selection,
and learning resource development aspects, respectively.

2. The overall for the sample’s opinion toward the academic administration of the
school administrators which different marital status were as similar level, but when it considered the
individual aspects found that, their opinion level were different as significant statistics at .05 level in
3 aspects; Educational development research, innovation, instruction and technology development,

and guidance aspects.



3. There were 3 aspects of sample’ suggestions should be considered, ranged from the
highest mean score to the lowest mean score were as follow; budget promotion for teaching aid
creation, and supply, leamning resource development, diversity learning resources as the students need,

and teachers’ leaning exchanged program development, respectively,



