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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were to examine and compare levels of basic
educational institution committees’ participation in coustruction of educational
institution curricula at schools under the Office of Maha Sarakham Educational
Service Area Zone I, as classified according to the school sizes and the questionnaire
respondents status both as overall and in each aspect. The sample consisted of 583
basic educational institution committee members under the Office of Maha Sarakham
Educational Service Area Zonel, in the academic year of 2006, obtained through the
stratified random sampling technique. The instrument used for gathering data was a
Likert ‘s 50 items rating scale questionnaire with a reliability of 0.89. The gathered
data were analyzed by the use of a computer program to find out percentage, mean
and standard deviation; and t-test (Independent samples) and F-test (One - Way
ANOVA) were employed for testing hypotheses.

The results of the study were as follows:

1. The basic educational institution committees’ participation in
construction of educational institution curricula at schools under the Office of Maha
Sarakham Educational Service Area Zone I, as overall was at a high level. When each

aspect was considered, it was found that the participation was at a high level n



every aspect. The first 3 ranks from the highest to the lowest mean were in these
aspects : construction of structures of educational institution curricula, determination
of model for methods of judging requirements for educational documents, and
construction of curricular essences. The aspect with the lowest mean was the learning
design.

2. For the results of comparing levels of basic educational institution
committees’ participation in construction of educational institution curricula at schools
under the Office of Maha Sarakham Fducational Service Area Zonel, as classified
according to school sizes and status of questionnaire respondents as overall and in
each aspect.

2.1 For the levels of basic educational institution committees’
participation in construction of educational institution curricula at schools as classified
according to school sizes as overall, their opinions were not different. When each
aspect was considered, it was found that in the aspect of leaming design the small -
sized schools had different opinions from the large - sized schools at the .50 level of
statistical significance. However in the other aspects they did not have different
opinions,

2.2 For the levels of basic educational institution comrmittees’
participation in construction of educational institution curricula at schools as classified
according to status of questionnaire respondents as overall their opinions were
different at the .05 level of statistical significance. When each aspect was considered,
it was found that in the aspects of learning design, design of leamer development
activities, and compiling into educational institution curricula they had different
opinions at the .50 level of statistical significance. However in the aspects of
determinations of visions, missions, and goals ; construction of structures of educational
institution curricula ; construction of curricular essences ; determination of model for
method of judging requirement for educational documents; and development of system

support and promeotion, they did not have different opinions.



