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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to study,compare and compile opinions and suggestions on
the management process of'school - based curriculum implementation in schools basic
education ranges 1-2 under the Jurisdiction Kalasin Office of ' Kalasin Education Service
Area Zone 2 . The population comprised 534 educational institution administrators, grade |
homeroom teachers and grade 4 homercom teachers. The sample consisted of 369
administrators and teachers : 123 administrators,123 grade 1 homeroom tcachers, and 123
grade 4 homeroom teachers. The sample were obtained through stratified random sampling.
The tool used was a rating scale questionnaire. The statistics used were percentage, the mean,

standard deviation, one-way ANOVA, and paired test according to Scheffe’s.

The results are as follow :

1. The Management Process of School — Based Curriculum Implementation
In Schools Offering Basic Education Ranges 1-2 was seen at the hugh level by the administrators,
grade 1 homeroom teachers and grade 4 homeroom teachers. When considered by aspect,
both aspects, academic and general administration,were at the high level.

2. In the comparison of opinions on the management process of school-
based curriculum implementation in schools offering education range 1-2, it was found that

there was a difference with statistical sin zniftcance at .05 level. That is, grad 4 homeroom



P

teachers thought that academic administration and general administration were at the lowerst
level. Meanwhile, educational institution administrators and grad 1 homeroom teachers had
no difference in their opinions. They saw that general administration was at a higher level

compared to academic administration.

In the analysis of opinions and suggestion, it was found that :

1. On the academic aspect, some teachers did not clearly understand the
school — based curriculum. Teachers should have more academic training for better learning
and teaching as required by the curriculum.

2. On the general administration aspect, meeting for brainstorming should be
arranged in order that parents, teachers and basic education committee members have
opportunities to exchange views on the writing of the curriculum as well as on the
administration of the school. Participation of the community shouild be as much as possible.

Training and supervision should be carred out’ constantly.



