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ABSTRACT

Integrated Learning Management is an educational practice focusing on the student-
centered approach, an instructional method consistent with and suitable for students® life,
learning potential, and interest. This research aimed at studying opinions of school
administrators and tcachers regarding teachers” integrated learning management in schools
under Kalasin Arca-2 Office of Basic Education. Subjects for the study were 309 government
officials---26 administrators and 309 teachers, ---in schools under Kalasin Arca 2 Office of
Basic Education selccted by using the Krejcic and Morgan Table and simple random sampling,
accarding to school status and size. The instrument used for collecting data for the study was a
five-scale questionnaire, consisting of 50 items and having 977 reliability. Data were
analyzed by using the SPSS 11.0 for Windows and the statistics used were percentage, mean,
standard deviation and Two ~-way ANOVA.

Findings of the study were as follow:

1. The overall level of subjects’ opinions regarding teachers’ integrated
learning management was high. Arranged in a descending order were their opinions in the
following areas: specifying subject for teaching, teaching presentation, specifying objectives
for teaching, evaluation, and instructional planning.

2. There were no interactions between school status and size the affected overall

and specific areas of teachers’ integrated leaming management in these schools,



3. Subjects’ suggestions regarding teachers’ management of integrated leaming
in schools under Kalasin Area 2 Office of Basic Education were as follow: The should be
supervision, following up, and evaluation of integrated learning management in these schools;
There should be a network of key teachers participating in leaming process reforms in different

districts: and school administrators should be supportive of instructional material and media

production.

Findings of the study are useful to Kalasin Area 2 Office of Basic Education and
other concerned organizations and should be taken into consideration in planning for promoting
and improving integrated learning, especially in small-size schools, in order to achieve the

same standard level of large size schools.



