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ABSTRACT

This research aims to study and compare opinions on special attributes of school

administrators as viewed by vice-school administrators, and teachers from the secondary

schools of the General Education Department in Kalasin Province. The study covers four

talented competencies: Computer, English language, Research and Technology.

The samples used in this research are 85 vice-school administrators and 198 teachers

of the Department of General Education in Kalasin Province in the academic year 2001. The

subjects were selected by stratified random sampling method. The instruments were

questionnaires of 81 items which has discrimination value (r)} between 0.63— 0.89 and

reliability value of 0.99. The statistics used are percentile ranks, means, standard deviation

and t — test {One Sample Group)
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The results of this research are as follows:

1) The secondary school administrators’ special attributes viewed by the subject are
considered in the average level. When each aspect is considered, it showed that the school
administrators performed research competency in a high level, while the others ; English
language, technology and computer are considered in moderate level.

2) When the secondary school administrators’ special atiributes viewed by the
subjects were compared to the set standard (X = 3.00), it was found higher than the
set standard significantly (at the .01 level). When each aspect is considered, it showed
that English language, Research and Technology competencies were found higher then
the set standard significantly at the .01 level. The computer competency was found

lower than the set standard significantly at the .01 level.



