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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were to examine and compare problems of school -
based curriculum construction based on the Basic Education Curriculum 2061 in pilot
schools and network schools in class ranges 3 -4 under the Offices of Kalasin
Education Service Area, Zones 1 — 3 regarding differences in personnel status and school
size, and to investigate guidelines for solving problems of school-based curriculum
construction based on the Basic Education Curriculum 2001 in pilot schools and network
schools in class ranges 3 —4 under the Offices of Kalasin Education Service Areas, Zones
1 3. The sample consisted of 20 school administrators, 242 teachers in the teaching
line, 110 basic educational institution committee members, obtained through the stratified
random sampling technique. The instrument used was a rating —scale questionnaire. The
statistics used for analyzing data were the mean, standard deviation, and percentage ; and
F —test (Two —way ANOVA) was employed for testing hypotheses.

The results of the study were as follows:

1. The problems of school - based curriculum construction based on the
Basic Education Curriculum 2001 in pilot schools and network schools in class ranges
3-4 under the Offices of Kalasin Education Service Areas, Zones 1 —3 as a whole were

at the high level. When each aspect was considered, it was found that there were



problems at the high levei in every aspect except the aspect of design of learner
development activities which was at the medium level. The aspect that had problems at the
top level was the aspect of the school-based curriculum compilation. Second to the top was
the aspect of organization of the school - based curricular structures. When catagorized
according to the status, it was found that the administrators and the teachers

had their problems at the high level while the basic education committee members had
theirs at the medium level. When the sizes of the schools were considered, all sizes had
the problem at the high level.

2. No interrelation between the personnel status and the size of the school
affected the school-based curriculum construction either as a whole or by aspect.

3. For guidelines for solving problems of school - based curriculum construction
based on the Basic Education Curriculum 2001 in pilot schools and network schools in
class ranges 3 —4 under the Offices of Kalasin Education Service Area, Zones 1 -3, the
items recommended the most were in this order :

3.1 In school curriculum construction there must be cooperation between
the teaching staff and the basic educational institution committee in helping one another
analyze actual conditions of problems and needs of the school and community.

3.2 Determination of expected learmning outcomes annually or semesterly in
each learning strand should be considered from class range standards by having all the teachers
of that learning strand help one another consider the outcomes.

3.3 Determination of each learning strand annually or semesterly should be
considered from expected learning outcomes annually or semesterly by having all the teachers
in that learning strand help one another consider.

3.4 Determination of time should be considered from the content of the learning
strands. Then consider how much time should be spent. The determined time should be
calculated into credits by using the criterion that 40 hours ts equal to 1 credit.

3.5 Provision of course descriptions should be considered from each learning
strand and expected leaming outcomes using the science process by having all the teachers in

that learning strand help one another consider.



