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Abstract 

  
 The research aimed at (1) studying the conditions of academic administration in 
the Opportunity-Extended Schools Key-Stage 3 in Khamphangphet education service area 1 
according to teachersy opinions; (2) surveying the education quality of students in the 
Schools according to the comments of teachers; (3) studying the relation between the 
conditions of academic administration and the education quality;(4) studying the factors 
affecting education quality of the students. Research samples were 49 hyphen in 
Khamphangphet education service area 1 by collecting the data from 256 teachers from 
total 829 population.  Research instruments were the questionnaires that asked for the 
teachersy basic information and their opinions about the conditions of academic 
administration in the opportunity extended schools and education quality of their students. 
The results showed that: 



 

 1. All of the ten aspects in the academic administration were at moderate level. 
 2. Education quality of the Students in all of the eight, learning substances as 
viewed by the teachers, were fairly satisfied. 
 3. All predictor variables related to education quality of students at 0.01 
statistical significance. Coefficient of correlation was 0.246 { 0.548. Coefficient of correlation 
on predictor variables and education quality of students were moderate when related to 
(curriculum development; learning process development, media, innovation and education 
technology development; educational supervision; counseling; and internal quality 
assurance development.  Coefficient of correlation on predictor variables and quality 
education of students were low when related to (measurement evaluation and grade-
transfer;. research for education quality improvement; learning resources development, and 
cooperation in academic development with other institution). 
 4. The multiple regression analysis revealed that 6 priorities of predictor variables 
to predict education quality of students according to the teachersy opinions were knowledge 
managements in media, innovation and educational technology  development (X5); learning 
process development (X2); supervision (X7); counseling (X8); internal quality assurance 
development (X9); curriculum development (X1); respectively.  These variables could 
predict the education quality of students according to comments of teacher  at 52.8% (R2 = 
0.528) with 0.01 statistical significance. The standard error of prediction (S.E. est) was 0.208. 
The constant of the predictive equation in raw scores (a) was 0.505. The predictive equation 
for quality education of students in raw scores (Y^) and standard scores (Z^), respectively, 
were  

   Y^ = 0.505 + 0.229X5 + 0.160X2 + 0.102X7 + 0.091X8 + 0.107 X9 + 0.070X1 
                 Z^ = 0.275Z5 + 0.160Z2 + 0.164Z7 + 0.171Z8 + 0.164Z9 + 0.131Z1 
 
 


