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ABSTRACT

The rescarch aimed to: 1) study the levels of participation in the administration of
the small-sized schools of the basic education institution committees under The office of
Maha Sarakham Primary Educational Service Area 2; 2) compare the participation in the
administration of the small-sized schools; and 3) study the recommendations for developing
participation in the administration of the smali-sized schools. The research was divided into
2 phases. Phase 1 dealt with the study of the level of participation. The sample comprised
chairpersons of the educational institution committees, directors of the educational
institutions, and teacher representatives, total 291 persons, obtained through multi-stage
sampling. The instrument used was a 5-level rating scale questionnaire with the Index of
Congruency : I0C from 0.67 — 1.00, the discrimination power ranging from 0.32 to 0.71
and the total reliability of 0.96. The analysis of data employed percentage, mean, standard
deviation, and the hypothesis testing employed F-test (one-way ANOVA). Phase 2 with the
study of the recommendations for developing the participation. The target group consisted of
15 persons with experience in administration and organization of basic education in small-
sized schools. An interview form was used in the collection of data. The data analysis

employed content analysis and conclusion making.



The results revealed that:

1. The level of participation in the administration of the small-sized schools of
the basic education institution committees under The office of Maha Sarakham Primary
Educational Service Area 2, on the whole and by aspect, was in the high level. Ranked in
descending order according to the value of the mean, the aspects are: general administration,
personnel administration, academic administration, and budget administration,

2. The chairpersons of the educational institution committees, directors of
the educational institutions, and teacher representatives, w‘ith different positions, had a
difference in their opinions on the participation in the administration of the small-sized
schools of the basic education institution committee members under The office of
Maha Sarakham Primary Educational Service Area 2, with statistical significance at the .05
level.

3. The recommendations for developing participation in the administration of
the small-sized schools of the basic education institution committees under The office of
Maha Sarakham Primary Educational Service Area 2 are as follows: the educational
institutions should promote various types of academic work and promote collaboration with
other educational institutions and concerned organizations; personnel should be appointed to
take charge of making the annual expenditure plan so that the budget is spent on projects
appropriately; training should be organized for personnel development in order for them to
gain more understanding and realization in their teacher’s role, duty and discipline; adhering
to strict discipline should be promoted. Meanwhile, regarding general administration,
the community and the educational institution committee should strengthen their relationship
in order to set administrative policies on different aspects to gear the school towards

excellence, standard, and being a good example for other organizations with pride.



