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The purposes of this research were to synthesize the research on
community and school participation in management of basic education in
4 aspects 1) participation in project initiation 2) participation in project planning
3) participation in project operation 4) participation in project evaluation from
11 studies related to community and school participation in management of
primary and secondary education during 1993 — 2001 by using quaiitative

research method
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The results were as follow:

1. For participation in project initiation, there was historical relationship
between the communities and the schools, school personals were also related to
parents through family relationships, school provided opportunities for
communities to participate in all steps as well

Problems and obstacles were impractical ideal ideas and attitudes
toward participation and communities understood that education management
was the duty of schools.

2. For participation in project planning, communities and schools
cooperated well in the project development in accordance with local problems
and needs by encouraging communities to participate in all steps..

Problems and obstacles were centralization of bureaucracy which
excluded communities from participation in education management.

3. For participation in project operation, communitiés strongly
supported project. For academic cooperation, school utilized local data bases and
resources as learning resources.

Problems and obstacles were time constraints which prevented
communities from fully participating in the projects and bureaucratic
administration did not facilitate community participation.

4. For participation in project evaluation, school allowed
communities and related personals evaluate projects with support from

government education departments.

Problems and obstacles were incon gruent leisure time. Communities
also believed that it was schools’ duty to evaluate project, as they did not

participation.





