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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were: 1) to develop the Linear
Structural Relationship Model of factors influencing effective time management of school
administrators, and 2) to verify the goodness—of-fit of the developed model with the
empirical data. The research was divided into two phases: Phase |- Establishing
a research conceptual framework through analysis of relevant documents and studies,
interviews with seven experts, and a case study of three royal awarded schools, Phase
[I-Verifying research hypothesis. Data was collected through a 5-level rating scale
questionnaire with the content validity range of 0.80 to 1.00, a discriminative power
range of 0.42 to 0.75 and the reliability value at 0.98. The sample, obtained through
a Multi Stage Random Sampling, consisted of 505 school administrators under the
Secondary Educational Service Area Office in the northeast region, in the academic year
2018. The sample size was also determined based on the criterion of 20 times
the observed variables. Data was analyzed by determining frequency, percentage,
mean, standard deviation, Pearson's Product Moment Correlation Coefficient, and causal

relationship analysis.



The findings were as follows:

1. The factors influencing effective time management of school administrators
under the Secondary Educational Service Area Office in the Northeast Region comprised
four factors: time management tools, elimination of time-wasting matters, time
management technique, and time utilization planning.

2. The developed model showed a goodness-of-fit with the empirical data
X’ = 36.51, p-value = 1.00, df = 83, X’/df = 0.43, RMSEA = 0.00, GFI = 0.99, AGFI
= 0.98, Largest Standardized Residual = 1.74). Time utilization planning had the highest
direct effect on the effective time management of school administrators, followed by
time management tools. The indirect effects were elimination of unimportant or
time-wasting matters, followed by time management technique. Elimination of time-
wasting matters had the highest total effect, followed by time management technique,
time utilization planning, and time management tools, respectively. The four said factors
could explain the variance of effective time management of school administrators for 81

percent.
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