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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to study and compare the study of problems in school
curriculum making according to the 2544 B.E basic curriculum of the fundamental
curriculum schools in Kosumphisai District Under the Office of Maha Sarakham Educational
Service Area Zone 1, as well as studying ways for suggestions and guidelines inimprovement
and development in school curriculum making. The research sample consisted of 63
administrators ;217 teachers and 169 fundamental curriculum committees , which sclected
through and determined according to sample sizes in the table designed The research
instrument used for collecting data was the 61 items questionnaires which the whole
questionnaire’s reliability coefficient giving a value of 0.97. The data were analyzed by
using computer to find out percentage, mean and standard deviation. The hypotheses were
tested by F-test testing. When finding that there were different in the level of statistical
significance, they were analyzed in pair by using Scheffe technique.

Research findings were as follows :

1. The opinions of administrators, teachers and fundamental curriculum school
committees to the study of problems in school curriculum making according to the 2544

B.E. basic curriculum of the fundamental curriculum school in Kosumphisai District Undei
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the Office of Maha Sarakham Educational Service Area Zone 1, both as a whole and each
item, were found at a moderate level which can be put in order respectively from the highest
to the lowest among 3 items as; leaming outcome and strand, unit plan and learners desirable
characteristics.

2. The opinions of administrators, teachers and fundamental curriculum
school committees to the study of problems in school curriculum making according to
the 2544 B.E. basic curriculum of the fundamental curriculum school in Kosumphisai District
Under the Office of Maha Sarakham Educational Service Area Zone 1, as a whole, the result
of the research revealed the significantly difference at the .05 level. Considering by each
item, it was found the difference in the items of schools’ information preparation, schools’
vision, mission and goal, structural benchmarking, learning outcome and strand, subject
description, unit plan and evaluation. There were not found the difference in the items of
learners’ desirable characteristics, leaming plan, materials and leaming resource, school
budgeting in buildings, materials supplied and staff management.

3. Regarding suggestions and guidelines for further improvement and
development of fundamental curriculum making, which can be put in order respectively from
the most frequency among 3 items as ; budgeting for school curriculum management was at
16.70 %, school curriculum management training for teachers was at 13.58% and lecturer or

professional in curriculum invitation for teachers was at 12.02 %



