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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to study and compare the levels of problems of
making school-based curriculum in basic education institutions as seen by teachers in basic
education institutions under Maha Sarakham Office of Education Service Area, Zone 1,
classified by the status and size of the educational institutions. The sample consisted of 529
teachers from 326 schools under Maha Sarakham Office of Education Service Area, Zone 1
who worked in the academic year 2005, obtained through multistage sampling. The
instrument employed was a rating scale questionnaire with 5 scales and 50 items. The
reliability of the questionnaire was .98. The analysis employed a ready-made computer
program to find percentage, mean and standard deviation. T-test {Independent sample) was
used to test the hypothess.

The findings are as follows:

1. The levels of problems of making school-based curriculum in basic
education institutions as a whole were at the little Ievel. When considered aspect by aspect it
was found that 5 aspects were at the little level while 2 were at the medium level. Ranked
from high to low, the top four appear as follows: the aspect of measurement and evaluation,
the aspect of learning organization and promotion; the aspect of defining vision, mission,

targets; and the aspect of defining desirable qualifications.



2.The administrators’ opinions on all aspects as a whole and on each
individual aspect were higher than the teachers’ opnions, with a statistical significance of .05.

3.The administrators and teachers in small educational institutions saw the
problems of making school-based curriculum at a higher level, compared to the
administrators and teachers in large educational institutions, with a statistical significance of
.05, as a whole and by aspect. _

4. The administrators and teachers suggested various ways for the development
of making school-based curriculum. The top three suggestions are: advisors should be
available at the education quality development center to give advice and assistance in making
the curriculum; budget should be allocated for making of the curriculum; and documents
relating to school-based curriculum should be adequately distributed to the educational

institutions.



