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Abstract

School administration is a working process that has the school administrators
systematically perform the tasks in the schools. The school administrators have authority and
responsibility to make a decision that affects the school effectiveness. The objectives of this
research were to: 1) study level of school administration, 2) study the effectiveness level of the
schools, 3) study the relationship between school administration and school effectiveness and
4) create a prediction equation of school administration that affected the school effectiveness.
The sample was a group of 373 teachers in the schools under Chanthaburi Primary Educational
Service Area Office 1 and 2. The sample size was calculated using Krejcie and Morgan’s table
and stratified random sampling method by using Educational Service Area as a random class.
The research instrument was a five-level rating scale questionnaire with a reliability of 0.97.
The statistics used for data analysis were: percentage, mean, standard deviation, Pearson
product-moment correlation coefficient and simple regression analysis.

The results found that: 1) the school administration both overall and individual aspects
was at the high level, 2) the school effectiveness both overall and individual aspects was at
the high level, 3) the school administration and the school effectiveness had a positive
relationship at the middle level with statistical significance at the .01 level, and 4) the school
administration affected the school effectiveness with statistical significance at the .01 level.
The prediction equation was created in the form of raw scores of Y= 1.64 + .54**X and in
the form of standard scores of ZA\,= 58*%*%Z . The research results showed that school
administration had positive relationship and affected the school effectiveness 54%. Therefore,
it was suggested that the school administrators should supervise and monitor the personnel’s

performance systematically, have a plan and a modern and effective general affairs system, apply



good data and information technology in decision making for administration process, coordinate
with educational network for mutual collaboration in promoting education and continuously

encourage personnel development which would lead to higher school effectiveness.

Keywords: School Administration, School Effectiveness, Factors that affect





