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ABSTRACT

The objectives of the research were to survey the educational administration of
small-size schools under the Office of Nong Kai Primary Educational service Area 2, to
compare the opinions of school administrators, teachers and members of the basic education
committee towards the educational administration, and to find some useful suggestions for
the educational administration. One hundred and forty four samples consisted of school
administrators, teacher and members of the basic education commiitee of the small-size
schools under the Office of Nong Kai Primary Educational service Area 2. The research
instrument was a questionnaire with the .98 reliability index. The statistics used were

percentage, mean, standard deviation and One-way ANOVA.
Results of the research were as follows !

1. The finding showed that the average level of the opinions of the
administrators, teachers and members of the committee towards the educational
administration was moderate (i =3,39). Three moderate levels of the administration were
general administration, personnel administration, financial administration and academic
administration respectively.

2. The findings showed that the opinions of the administrators, the teachers and
the members towards the educational administration were not significantly different at the .05

level.



3. Regarding the suggestions, they are concluded that teaching methods should
be managed systematically for the small-size schools. More contract teachers should be
provided for small size schools. School curriculum should be developed. Teaching materials
and educational technology should be sufficient for school personnel. Educational
supervision should be conducted by educational supervisors. More budgets should be
provided for Small size schools for contract teachers ,public utility, tecaching materials
including buildings. Administrative and educational personne] should be appointed for all
small size schools with over 60 students, People in community should be provided a
opportunity to participate in educational administration of the small size schools.

The special welfare services should be provided for all school personnel.




