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             The purposes of this research were to 1) inform the components of the school-based management(SBM) 
of basic education schools and 2) to present the school-based management indicators development of basic 
education schools. Its procedure consisted of 3 phases as follows : 1) using both documentary and field-study to 
build the variable items of school-based management, 2) analyzing the components of  school-based 
management , and 3) developing the indicators of school-based management of basic education schools. The 
survey instruments used were field-notes, opinion and feasibility in practice questionnaires, and jury of experts 
judgment questionnaires. The sample participants were 765 respondents from 255 basic education schools and 
included principals, teachers whom oversee school planning, and school-board chairmen. There were 7 
executive jury of experts who developed the indicators. For the data statistical analysis; frequency and 
percentage were manipulated to status data, means, standard deviations and exploratory factors analysis were 
done by SPSS, content analysis was translated into variables of the components, and finally, the mode was used 
for the indicator development. 
 The results found that :  

1. The SBM of basic education schools has 9 components as follows : 1) establishment sound 
procedures for ensuring school to the clients, 2) promote the stabilities and development of school management, 
3) the school stake-holders, 4) the knowledge and skills needed to implement SBM, 5) the capacities by the 
body of school-board membership, 6) the change agent of principal professional leadership, 7) the teachers as 
the professional, 8) the cultural organizations, and 9) adjusting institutional structures at the central and the 
regional levels.  

2. There are 77  SBM indicators of basic education schools within the 9 components as follow : 
establishment sound procedures for ensuring school to the clients 11, promote the stabilities and development of 
school management 17, the school stake-holders 7, the knowledge and skills needed to implement SBM 9, the 
capacities by the body of school-board membership 8, the change agent of principal professional leadership 
10,the teachers as the professional 5, the cultural organizations 5, and adjusting institutional structures at the 
central and the regional levels 5 indicators. 
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