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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to study and compare the teachers’ opinions towards
the school curriculum management based on basic education core curriculum B.E. 2551 in
schools under Educational Service Area Office 32. The samples were 66 academic teachers and
335 teachers, selected by stratified random sampling. The instrument used in this study was a
3-part questionnaire, including check list, 5-rating scale, and open-ended form with its reliability
at 9300, The statistics used for analyzing the collected data were percentage, mean, and standard
deviation. The hypotheses were tested by using independent samples t-test, and one-way
ANOVA. The Scheffé method was used to compare ¢ach pair of the aspects. The significant
difference was set at the level of .05.

The findings were as follows:

1. The teachers’ opinions towards the school curriculum management based on basic
education core curriculum B.E. 2551 in schools under Educational Service Area Office 32 asa
whole were at “moderate” levels. When considering at each aspect, it was found that the school
curriculum making was at “high” level; whereas, the rest aspects were at “moderate™ levels.

The school curriculum making was reported as the highest mean score, followed by the readiness
preparation in making school curriculum, and the school curriculum administrative operation

summarizing was reported as the lowest mean score.



2. The comparison of the opinions of the academic teachers and teachers towards the
school curriculum management based on basic education core curriculum B.E. 2551, classified by
position as a whole was statistically significant difference at .05 levels. When considering at each
aspect, it was found that the readiness preparation in making school curriculum, and the
operational planning using curriculum were not different. In contrast, the school curriculum
making, and the curriculum administrative operation (curriculum implementation) were
statistically significant difference at .05 levels; whereas, the rest aspects were statistically
significant difference at .01 levels.

3. The comparison of the opinions of the academic teachers, and teachers towards the
school curriculum management based on basic education core curriculum B.E. 2551, classified by
school sizes as a whole was statistically significant difference at .01 level. When considering at
each aspect, it was found that the readiness preparationt in making school curriculum, the school
curriculum making, and the operational planning using curriculum were statistically significant
difference at .01 levels; whereas, the rest aspects were not different.

4. The opinions and suggestions of the acaderric teachers and teachers towards the
school curriculum management based on basic education core curriculum B.E. 2551 in schools
under Educational Service Arca Office 32 with the highest percentages were the schools did not
provide enough budget allocation; the administrators lacked of internal quality assurance
regularly; the schools did not have committees and school supervision plans; the administrators
lacked of the operation of opinions collection of the ad ministrators; and the schools did not have
the result of the curriculum making evaluation to improve and develop. The suggestions with the
highest percentages were the schools should have project making planning for taking the budget
to make media appropriately with each leaming stmnd.. and the schools should appoint the
committees in supervising, following-up, and internal evaluating for teachers to be proud in

following students’ teaching-learning activities.
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