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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to: study and compare the opinions
concerning operational conditions, problems and success of community-school
relationship of secondary schools under the Office of Secondary Educational Service
Area 21, classified by position, work experience and school sizes. The total sample
consisted of 337 participants, including: 56 chairmen of Basic Education Board, 56
school administrators, 56 deputy administrators or heads of general administration
group, and 169 teachers in the secondary schools under the Office of Secondary
Educational Service Area 21 in the 2018 academic year. The instrument for data
collection was a set of questionnaires. The statistics for data analysis were mean,
standard deviation, and One — Way ANOVA.

The findings were as follows:

1. The operational conditions of community-school relationship of
secondary schools under the Office of Secondary Educational Service Area 21, as a
whole and each aspect were at a high level.

2. The operational problems of community-school relationship of
secondary schools under the Office of Secondary Educational Service Area 21, as a

whole and each aspect were at a low level.



3. The operational success of community-school relationship of
secondary schools under the Office of Secondary Educational Service Area 21, as a
whole and each aspect was at a high level.

4. The participants with different position, work experience and school
sizes, as a whole and each aspect, showed no difference on their opinions toward
operational conditions of community-school relationship.

5. The participants’ opinions toward operational problems of community -
school relationship, classified by position, and school sizes, as a whole and each aspect
showed no difference, whereas the opinions of participants with different work
experience, as a whole were different at the .05 statistical significance level.

6. The participants” opinions toward operational success of community -
school relationship, classified by position, and school sizes, as a whole and each aspect
showed no difference, whereas the opinions of participants with different work
experience, as a whole were different at the .01 statistical significance level.

7. This research also proposed the guidelines for developing community -

school relationship for secondary schools.
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