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ABSTRACT

This study aimed to 1) develop of training curriculum on project work learning
and 2) evaluate the effectiveness of the developed project work learning training
curriculum of primary-level English-teachers under the Office of the Basic Education
Commission. The study was conducted in five phases. The first phase was related to
the study of basic information by surveying the training needs from 212 teachers
under Buengkan. Primary Educational Service Area, as well as studying relevant
documents, concepts, theories and researches. The second phase was related to the
construction of the curriculum by drafting the training curriculum and assessing the
drafted curriculum by nine experts. The third phase was related to the implementation
of the training curriculum by using one group pretest-posttest design with 32
teachers. The fourth phase was related to the evaluation of the developed curriculum
before, during and after the training. The fifth phase was related to the improvement
of the training curriculum. Statistics used in data analysis were mean and standard

deviation (S.D.). Data analysis was done with computer software.



The study results could be concluded as follows.

1. The Project work learning training curriculum of primary-level English
teachers under the Office of the Basic Education Commission could be divided into five
units: Unit 1: Introduction to Project work and English Project Work; Unit 2: Choosing a
Subject and Examining Relevant Documents; Unit 3: Writing an English Project Work
Proposal; Unit 4: English Project Work Operation and Report; Unit 5: English Project
Work Presentation and Exhibition. The overall appropriateness of the training curriculum
was at the highest level with the 10C’s value between 0.80-1.00, which was in

accordance with the set criteria.

2. The efficiency of the training curriculum on. the project work learning of
primary-level English teachers under the Office of the Basic Education Commission

was at 81.81/88.20, which was higher than 80/80 criteria.
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