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ABSTRACT

The objectives of this research were to 1) study participative administration
of schools under the Secondary Educational Service Area Offices, 2) study school
effectiveness under the Secondary Educational Service Area Offices, and 3) study
relationship between participative administration and school effectiveness under the
Secondary Educational Service Area Offices. The samples consisted of the 430
teachers working in the 2019 academic year. The sample size was determined by
using Krejcie and Morgan’s sample size table and the sample was randomly selected
using the multi-stage random sampling method. The instrument used to collect the
data was the five - point rating scale questionnaires constructed by the researcher.
The instrument was assessed for content validity by the Index of congruency which
was between 0.80-1.00. The reliability was assessed using Cronbach’s alpha coefficient.
The reliability of participative administration was 0.94 and the school effectiveness
was 0.98. Percentage, mean, standard deviation, and Pearson’s product moment
correlation were used as the statistical devices for analyzing the data.

The summaries of the findings are as follows:

1. Participative administration of schools under the Secondary Educational
Service Area Offices in overall was at a high level (X = 3.88, S.D. = 0.86), and each
aspect was also high. Arranging each aspect orderly from high to low as followed;
implementation (X = 3.98, S.D. = 0.81), evaluation (X = 3.89, S.D. = 0.83), benefit (X =
3.85, S.D. = 0.89) and decision making (X = 3.79, S.D. = 0.90) respectively.

2. School effectiveness under the Secondary Educational Service Area Offices,
in overall was at a high level (X = 3.98, S.D. = 0.81). Arranging each aspect orderly
from high to low as followed: latency (X = 4.09, S.D. = 0.79) integration (X = 4.00, S.D. =
0.80) goal attainment (X = 3.91, S.D. = 0.84) and adaptation (X = 3.91, S.D. = 0.80)

respectively.



3. Relationship between participative administration and school effectiveness
in overall was at the highest level (r = 0.95) with a statistic significant level of 0.05.
Comparing each aspect of the participative administration with the overall school
effectiveness, arranging each aspect result orderly from high to low as followed:
decision making at the highest level (r = 0.99) implementation at a high level (r = 0.88)
evaluation at a high level (r = 80) and benefit at a moderate level (r = 0.64) all of

them had the positive correlation at a statistic significant level of 0.05.
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