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ABSTRACT 214985

The purposes of this research were to (1) investigate the mobilization
of local resources for management of basic education schools under the Office of
Chiang Rai Education Service Area 2; (2) compare the mobilization of local resources
for management of basic education schools classified by size and location of schools;
and (3) study the problems and recommendations concerning the mobilization of
local resources for management of basic education schools.

The research sample of 237 persons obtained by stratified random sampling
consisted of basic education school board chairpersons, teacher representatives, and
school administrators. The employed research instrument was a rating scale
questionnaire, developed by the researcher, with .97 reliability coefficient. Statistics
for data analysis were the percentage, mean, standard deviation, one-way ANOVA,
and Scheffe’s method for pair-wise comparison.

Research findings revealed that (1) the overall mobilization of local
resources for management of basic education schools was practiced at the high level;
(2) schools of different sizes did not significantly differ in their overall mobilization
of local resources for management, but schools in different locations differed
significantly at the .05 level in their overall mobilization of local resources for
management; and (3) the main problems in mobilization of local resources for
management of basic education schools were the community economic condition was
not conductive for resource mobilization; the school-community relationship was not
on a continuous basis; and the lack of readiness on the part of the community; the
main recommendations were local resource persons should be trained to be equipped
with knowledge and ability to impart their knowledge to students; the school and the
community should plan together on joint-utilization of resources; and concerned
persons should be trained on the roles and duty of the community toward the school.





