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ABSTRACT
TE141754
The purpose of this research was to construct the Mathematics Substance in The Second
Level for Group of Khampa-oong Schools under The Jurisdiction of Roi-et Provincial Primary
\Education Office.  The target group of this research were 49 persons, divided into 2 groups: 1) 17
persons of Mathematics Substance in The Second Level for Group of Khampa-ocng Schoois, 2) 32
persons of Experts in an evaluation of curriculum substance.

There were 2 types of instruments: 1) curriculum substance construction instrument: the
annual expectation of learning outcome determination form, the annual learning substance determination
form, ard learning unit determinaticn form, 2) curriculum substance evaluation instrument: the annual
expectated learning evaluation form, the annual learning substance evaluation form, the course
description evaluation form, and the learning unit evaluation form.

For this curriculum substance construction, vorkshop was used to develop understanding both
in theory and practice for the committee in curriculum development, and implemented the substance
according to steps of the Academic Department defined as follows: 1) the annual expected learning
outcome determination, 2) the annual learning substance determination, 3) learning schedule
determination, 4) course description management, 5) learning unit construction, and 6) learning
management plan construction.

The findings:

The mathematics substance in the second level for group of Khampa-oong Schools included
annual expecied learning outcome, annual learning substance, course description, and learning unit, in
each grade were learned all 6 substances: numbers and numerical works, measurement, geometry,
algebra, data analysis and probability, mathematics skill and process, which were Prathom Suksa 4,
Prathom Suksa 5 and Prathom Suksa 6 determination the learning unit to 18, 15 and 19 unites
respectively.

For the curriculum substance appropriateness of the evaluation results, Mathematics Substance

in The Second Level for Group of Kampa-oong Schools, found that:

1. The substance of curriculum in Prathom Suksa 4 evaluated by 10 experts were appropiated
92.47 % and could apply

2. The substance of curriculum in Prathom Suksa 5 evaluated by 11 experts were appropiated
96.02 % and could apply

3. The substance of curriculum in Prathom Suksa 6 evaluated by 11 experts were appropiated

97.34 % and could apply



