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ABSTRACT 

This study aims to I )  study the stale and problem of the participation in 

nanagement by the members of the basic school commission under Lop Buri 

Zducational Service Area OHice 2, 2) compare the state and problems of Ihe 

j~atiiipation in management by members of the basic schools commission under Lop 

t3ut-i Educational Service Area Office 2 when classified by gender, age, education level, 

Ihe position of the members of the basic school commission, and school size. The 

:;arnples consisted of 327 members of the basic school commission from the schools 

under Lop Buri Educational Service Area Office 2. The samples were determined by a 

5;tratifted random sampling technique. The sample size was found by proportional 

5,ampling and then lots were drawn by simple random sampling. The research 

instrument was a questionnaire comprised check list and rating scale. The content 

balidity was checked by item objective congruence (IOC). The reliability was 0.83 which 

was estimated by Alpha Cronbach coefficient. A ready-made program was employed in 

the data analysis process to calculate percentage, mean ( X ) ,  standard devialin (S.D.), 

t-test and one way analysis of variance, and Scheffe's method. 

The findings of the study are as follows: 

1 ,  the state of participation in management of the members of the basic 

s:hool commission as classified by 4 aspects of management: academic, budget, 

p~rsonnel. and general administration overall were at a high level. When considering 

e lch aspect individually, the following aspects were at a high level: academic, budget, 

a3d general administration; the personnel aspect was at a moderate level, though. 

2. the problem 01 participation in management by members of the basic 

st;hool commission overall were at a low level. 
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3, the comparison of the state of participation in management of the 

rnembers of the basic school commission overall had a statistically significant difference 

at a level of . O l  as classified by school size, age, education level, and the position of 

the members of the basic school commission. 

4. the comparison of the problems of participation in management by 

rnembers of the basic school commission overall had a statistically significant difference 

;jt a level of .Of as classified by school size, and by the position of the members of the 

I~asic school commission. 
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