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ABSTRACT

According to the purposes of the nation statutes (1999} aim to give people in society
having an opporiunity to take part in educational management, therefore: the school committees
which include the various people in society are set to have an opportunity to share their own idea
and make decision about educational management in their commumnity.

The purpose of this studv was to study the participation of the school committees in the
educanonal management in level 3-4 in the School of Kalasin Educational Service Area Zone
Two. The subjects of this study were 26 school committees in Kalasin Educational Service Area
Zone Two who were sampled by the Stratified Random Sampling. The study instrument used was
Likurt Rating-Scale questionnaire with 0.975 coefficient of reliability. The statistics in analyzing

the data was X. S.D).. t-test. and One-Way ANOVA.

The findings were as follows:

1. There was generally a moderate participation among the school committees. When
considering each aspect, it was found that there was one substantial aspect, the management of
budget. the rest was in moderation.

2. It was found that the results from the comparison of opinions of the school
committees about the educational distribution and participation according to size of school were
different at .01 level of significance in terms of 2 pairs: small and iarge scales of schools and

medium and large scales of schools. However, small and medium schools were not different.



