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Abstract

The research objectives were to (1) study of the perception level of school effectiveness
(2) model development examine the goodness-of-fit of the model of administrative factors
affecting school effectiveness developed by the researcher with the empirical data. the popular
secondary school level south top size of 300 schools. The sample size of 80 schools under
the derived by multi-stage random sampling

The mixed methods as dominant-less dominant design and parallel design were
employed in this research. The popular for the dominant quantitative about study with of school
effectiveness consisted of 398 directors of the basic education schools. From the sample size
of 80 schools And the less dominant qualitative study was a focus group discussion Data were
collected at the some time. The quantitative data were collected by means of questionnaires,
The research tool for data collection was 5-level rating scale questionnaire with the Reliability
0.953 data analyzed by using description statistics with a computer program The
qualitative data were analyzed through content analysis of each issue Administrative Factors
Affecting School Effectiveness.

The research results were summarized as follows:

1. The perception level the mean of administrative factors and the mean of school
effectiveness are in general at high level. Considering each factor in detail, this researcher found
that most factors had the means in high level while those of the large schools are at high level
with the statistical significance difference at 0.01.

2. Result model development examine the goodness-of-fit test of the model of

administrative factors affecting school effectiveness developed by this researcher showed that
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the model was consistent with the empirical data (Chi-square = 43.450, degree of freedom
(df) = 34, p-value = 0.129, goodness-of-fit index (GFI) = 0.982, adjusted-goodness-of-fit index
(AGFI) = 0.959, root mean square error of approximation (RMSEA) = 0.026 and critical number (CN)
= 275) Administrative model factors had direct, indirect and total effect on school effectiveness
with the effect coefficients ranging from large to small respectively as (1) direct effect in 4 factors
that are organization’s ability, learning process management, school climate, and instructional
leadership. (2) indirect effect in 3 factors that are organization’s ability influencing through learning
process management and school climate, instructional leadership influencing through learning
process management and school climate, school climate influencing through learning process
management, and (3) total effect in 4 factors that are organization’s ability, learning process

management, school climate and instructional leadership.

Keywords : model development administrative factors affecting school effectiveness secondary

school level south top
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