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problems, It was found that their opinion was not different with the statistic
significant level at .05,

3. Some opinions towards the school administrative problems were as
follows; The teachers were not enough for classes. The taught subjects were not
relevant to the major subjecis of the teachers. The personnel performed other jobs
more than teaching. The budget allocation for the small school was not enough for
school development. The administrative budget was not enough. The school should be
allocated the budget directly. The tables and chairs for the teachers and the students
were not enough. The budget for reparing materials was lacking. The update materials
should be provided in the working office. The administrative structure was not
precisely. The criterions for assessment the big schools and small schools were not
appropriated including the policy making and the objective setting. The workshop

training activities were not enough.



