4 A = w g &
BoI509 MrAny eI samsmsAnm g i afn

o a o é’ §
INA f!'“l‘l—dﬂﬂ’l‘i«li‘llﬁﬂ‘llﬁﬂ']iﬁmzﬂﬁﬁﬁﬂﬁﬂ‘kl'i | 27

bl 351 ug ey Wy ax. Msudvsmsinm)
ﬂ{ o =t el =y =Y & ar
pysumsifIom  asduiles namgy g1sdifiaminilnuindn
srsdgsiend udah p1sdfti nyinniinussoy

 UHTINEEUSIYNNUMIENTMH 2557

d

a o & 3y ar = o oq
myasulunieiiitagilsrasdiflednmn nisudounrd@atudemuaiusias
=y at g ar oaf Qf A’ 1
uramelumsuimssamsmsinytuiingvesaouiny duiadninamuuaiiug
msfnpseuEny e 27 TaolemsIsvoeniiy 2 szos fio ssusi 1 Anyuiaz
= = 3 =3 g} g 1 o r 1
aReumounisuimssanismifnydufiugy ngudaedie Tdun 1lsesu
amgnssuMsainy fuSmsdondnm wazagdaeu Sy 341 au Tagldman
. . ¥
YBUATIT BZUBTUNY (Krejcie and Morgan, 1998) HAZENAIBEIUIUULITY (Stratified
o o 1 1 ol A { = o
Random Sampling) S1unansimisveenguiancia nieiionldlumsaduily
GULeUanMas Il (Rating Scale) 5 T2y fiAg 19T uunIEnIg
] i & & a T = aa
0.42 - 0.76 A Td BT YRR U WIRRT UMY 0.97 Anszvdesya Tnoldada
a¥ovay Aundo anudeurunasgu uaznarouauugiy Taold Fotest (One —way
ANOVA) 7205 2 Tamueuuztmzunamelumaiannmyudmssanismsfnm
vy oA ' A g # - " L X
Fuug aguidhwine Ae gllszaunisallumsuSmsdamamsfinmduiug
o 9 at o o Y Y o 5 = 4
S 9 au Mudunvel lumapusvsudeya dmsieideyalaomsiniew
4
{1811 (Content Analysis) azai1adongi)
ARNIIIVEH T
=1 = t L=} o gl g
1. ypramsianudaiiudensuSnsdamsmsfneviiuguves
aQr o a as g i
anTufnmn dada dninavaiuiinmsinrdseudnm wa 27 Tassmuazsiedu
egluszamann Idud dundmsinns dwmudmsyana duvimsanlssno ues

sy el



2. yaonshlidwnia wagfivnaaadoudnsuinnudadiuse
m'i‘u?msﬁ'ﬂm‘smsﬁﬂmﬁ’uﬁugmﬁ;mﬁmuﬁﬂm dafta dnfnenuvaiufinsdom
useNdnY 1A 27 unndnsuetaihisddymaaiafisiy 05

3. ﬁaxﬂuﬂuusuazummﬂumszﬁmsﬁ'ﬂﬂﬁmsﬁnmﬂ]ﬁmﬁugmﬁjaa
anwdny dafadninauniuiinsAnynisoufing wa 27 Wi Aumsudmsau
WIMT a’a1u?tnmmsﬁmsﬁ'ﬂuﬁdqﬁaui’ﬁwﬁmﬂmwﬁa1ﬁu€f’rzsmmmsﬁau§ GRILEY
yanansgiinndftensarimdilumsiimansdng uagmszinansing
duasunrmiedudiSouanssuuquatiomioinS ouesnssuunieuntaey
MunsuSwsedszana aandnmaisussadiuiaveylumssariuenms 14
svilszananlsz sl tﬁﬂiﬁﬁaﬂﬂﬁ'ﬂqf?’umﬁi’ﬂﬁumuﬁ’wummmwmsﬁ'ﬂm LE
wrnfFiiamsyszsriifioldiAaysz@ngam Aumsuimsannaaa aaudnuaosd
mstaRneysuiayaans 1 amdl wazanuaseminluumummhives
anuilung mssnnTilvedunisniailedunvediiiavesdony dunsuimse
Wl aemdnnmsdaiuiinmlssamnamindossniuaandnyie
wannfAoudeynmsaumaeiaadny TouidtouToassuumndesiedeyamsaume

o l!i 9 <3 9 = 1
ﬁ?‘:{fhﬂnumﬂmmff::mn‘lumsmsumm@’i’mmﬁwmpﬁssuﬂmaﬁﬁ’ﬂamw



Title: The State of Basic Education Administration in the Educational Institutions under

the Office of Secondary Education Service Area 27

Author: Ravisara Chompoowiset Degree: M.Ed. (Educational Administration)
Advisors:  Dr. Chumnian Pollaharn Chairman
Mr, Sutat Kaewkham Commitiee

Rajabhat Maha Sarakham University, 2014

ABSTRACT

The research aimed to study and compare the opinions on basic education
administration and study the recommendations and guidelines for developing the basic
education administration in the educational institutions under the bfﬁce of Secondary
Education Service Area 27. The research was divided into 2 phases. Phase [ was the study and
comparisof; of the basic education administration. The sample comprised chairpersons of the
basic education institution committees, educational institution administrators, and teachers,
totally 341 persons, obtained through stratified random sampling and classified by the position
of the sample and the size of the educational institution. The sample size was determined
according to the Krejeie and Morgan table. The instrument was a 5-level rating scale
questionnaire with the discrimination power ranging from 0.42 to 0.76 and the total reliability
of 0.97. The statistics used’ in the anatysis of data were percentage, mean, standard deviation,
and the hypothesis testing employed F-test (one-way ANOVA). Phase 2 dealt with the
recommendations and guidelines for developing basic education administration. The target
group consisted of 9 persons with experience in basic education administration. An interview
form was used in the collection of data. The data were analyzed with content analysis, and the
conclusion was made.

The results revealed the following:
1. The personnel’s opinions on the basic education administration in the

educational institutions under the Office of Secondary Education Service Area 27, on the



whole and by aspect, were in the high level. The aspects were: the academic administration,
the personnel administration, the budget administration and the general administration.

2. The personnel with a different position and different school size had a
difference in their opinion on the basic education administration in the educational
institutions under the Ofﬁcé of Secondary Education Service Area 27, with statistical
significance at the .05 level,

3. Regarding the recommendations and guidelines for the basic education
administration in the educational institutions under the Office of Secondary Education
Service Area 27, it was found that: on the academic administration aspect, the educational
institution should: provide for various learning sources to increase the leamning potentiality;
encourage personnel with suitable ability to take charge of educational supervision and
educational guidance; promote collaboration with the students according to the student
assistance system and the learning-teaching process; on the budget administration aspect,
the educational institution should: appoint personnel to take charge of making annual
expenditure plan in accordance with the educational quality development plan and the annual
opérational plan for efficiency; on the aspect of personnel administration aspect, the
educational institution should organize training to train personnel to increase their
understanding and realization of the teacher’s roles and duties as weil as being strictly
disciplinary as they are to be good examples in the society; on the general administration
aspect, the educational institution should promote collaboration among educational
nstitutions to exchange data and information among them by connecting the data and

information systerns for the convenience of developing the student’s potentiality.



