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ABSTRACT

The objectives of this research were to study and compare the states of using computers
for school administration under Buriram Educational Service Area Office 3 in 4 aspects, namely,
academic administration, budget administration, personnel administration, and general
administration, classified by positions and school sizes. The samples were 167 administrators,
and 351 teachers, selected by using the Table of Krejcie & Morgan, and multi-stage random
sampling, respectively. The instrument used for collecting the data was a 3-part questionnaire
including checklist, rating scale, and open form with its discrimination value between 1.89-5.43,
and reliability of .97. The statistics used in data analyzing were percentage, mean, and standard
deviation. The hypotheses were tested by independent samples t-test and one-way ANOVA,

If the significant differences were found, the Scheffe' test was used with statistical significant
at .05 level.

The findings were as follows:

1. The states of using computers for school administration under Buriram Educational
Service Area Office 3 in 4 aspects, namely, academic administration, budget administration,
personnel administration; and general administration both as a whole and in each aspect were
at “high” levels.

2. The comparison of the opinions of the administrators and teachers about the states of

using computers for school administration under Buriram Educational Service Area Office 3



classified by positions and school sizes was not different. In contrast, the opinions of
teachers who work in different school sizes as a whole showed statistically significant
difference at .05 level. When considering in each aspect, it was found that the aspect of
academic administration was statistically significant difference at .01 level and the aspect
of personnel administration was statistically significant difference at .05 level while the
rest aspects were not different.

3. The additional opinions and suggestions of the administrators and teachers about the
states of using computers for school administration under Buriram Educational Service Area
Office 3 were as that: 1) academic administration: the using of computers to be the media in
learning teaching and learning should be promoted more than typing documents; 2) budget
administration: the payment management should be promoted by making the lists of computer
operation and provided the project of using computers continually; 3) personnel administration:
the database should be designed related to personnel thoroughly, and be able to change
appropriately; and 4) general administration: the information technology network system should
be developed by surveying and making the registration information technology network

connecting to other schools,



