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ABSTRACT

The research aimed to study school administrators’ instructional leadership
and the effectiveness of school academic affairs, to compare the relationship between
school administrators’ instructional leadership-and the effectiveness of school academic
affairs based on the opinions of school administrators and teachers classified by status,
work experience and types of schools, to identify the predictive power of school
administrators’ instructional leadership affecting the effectiveness of school academic
affairs in secondary schools.in Phnom Penh, the Kingdom of Cambodia; and to
establish the guidelines for developing school administrators’ instructional leadership
affecting the effectiveness of school academic affairs. The total sample of 370 persons
consisted of 74 school administrators, and 296 school teachers. The instruments for
data collection were a set of 5-level rating scale questionnaires with the reliability in
terms of instructional leadership at 0.806 and the effectiveness of academic affairs at
0.949, and interview forms. Statistics for data analysis were mean, standard deviation
Independent Samples t - test, F - test (One - Way ANOVA), Pearson’s Product
Moment Correlation Coefficient and Stepwise Multiple Regression Analysis.

The results of this research were as follows:

1. Instructional leadership of school administrators as a whole and each

aspect were at a high level in all aspects.



2. The effectiveness of school academic affairs as a whole and each
aspect were at a high level in all aspects.

3. Instructional leadership of school administrators as perceived by
school administrators and teachers, classified by status and different types of schools
as a whole and each aspect showed no differences in all aspects, but there was a
significant difference as a whole among those whose work experience were different
at the .01 level of significance.

4 The effectiveness of school academic affairs as perceived by school
administrators and teachers classified by status and different types of schools showed
no differences as a whole, but there was a significant difference-as a whole among
those whose work experience were different at the .01 level of ‘significance.

5. Instructional leadership of school administrators affecting academic
effectiveness of secondary schools, as a whole had positive relationship at a high level
with the statistical significance of the .01 level

6. Instructional leadership of school administrators comprised: Curriculum
and instruction management (X,), Creating learning atmosphere (Xs), Student
development(Xs), Teacher development(X,), and Setting goals and mission of
learning(Xy). The said factors were able to predict the effectiveness of school academic
affairs with the predictive power of 55.10 percent and Standard Error of Estimate of
+ 0.294. The equation could be summarized in raw scores as follows; Y =0.889 +
0.172 X, +0.224 X5 + 0.143 X5 +0.120 X, +0.094 X; and the predictive equation
standardized scores was Z'= 0.202 Z,, + 0.250Z,5 + 0.175Z,5 +0.146Z,, +0.109 Z,,

7. The quidelines for developing instructional leadership of school
administrators affecting the effectiveness of school academic affairs involved five
aspects: Setting goals and mission of learning, Curriculum and instruction
management, Student development, Teacher development, and creating learning

atmosphere.
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