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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to study and compare school committees’ opinions toward
management of internal environments of schools under the Office of Secondary Education
Area 24, and to study their suggestions on management of schools’ internal environments.
The sample population were 144 subjects; consisting of 48 school administrators, 48 teacher
representatives and 48 chairpersons of school committees of secondary schools under the
Office of Secondary Education Area 24; which was determined using the Krejcie and
Morgan Table and selected through simple random sampling according to status. Data were
collected using a S-rating scale questionnaire of .98 reliability, consisting of 44 items; and
the statistics used in analyzing data through a computer program were percentage, meat,
standard deviation, F-test (One-way ANOVA), and t-test (Independent).

Findings of the study reveal the followings:

1. The overail opinion of the school committees toward management of internal
environments of the schools under the Office of Secondary Fducation Area 24 was found at
the high level, and their opinion regarding every specific aspect of internal environment
management was also high, with the following areas found in a descending order: personal
intcraction, landscape and buildings, teaching and learning, safety, management, respectively.

2. There were significant differences in the opinions of school committees
toward both overall and every specific aspect of internal environment management at the .05

Jevel when analyzed according to their status.



3. The school commitiees® first three suggestions or guidelines regarding
management of internal school environments were respectively found in a descending order:
school landscapes should be appropriately developed to have pleasant learning atmosphere,

. schools’ limited space should be appropriately managed for storing or depositing waste,
and management and maintenance of equipment and materials can be done promptly for

reuse with effectiveness and safety.




