A' d'l = o o =, Qs - 1 L)
¥oL399IMNURUNUS A dssiiundngasanIuAnY aquatszniouinming

L4 [ »
sutlszoudnuiii 4 TsaSoutinsenir sunaduilaes

Saniaaln
PV at Pl
AT URYFA gATIUUNIa
WSan fnwmnmasuniuda  (Msiauazisziiunanisdnm)

aaznTsumanlSnninmiinug
spamaas st as.faans duopanigre  Uszsunssunis

$9aA1AAT 19138 us1ind Wafinan ASTUMS
L T
UNAaLs

¥ ¥ ¥
msszifuadeiiianlszasiiedssiundngasandn  aquanszmsFou
¥ [ »
awing Fulseoudnidlit 4 veslssSouthudeni suneduthaes Tamdadesinmi
] » ¥ ’
undedeyafiFlummlsafiuaiadl dsznevdn firmangdunisTanazilszdiung
ar - 3 g ¥ =) 'y LY 1
AundngasmsAmiuiug nazdnguaszanGouiamning dnou 55 au iniaou
] - a4 s ’ o3 Y o
Futszoud@nu 39 4 $ou 23 au nazagdmeungumszmaouinmiine Snau 1 eu
> & S - = 4 4 o
saiedu 79 au Ausuiiu1dUsaiuTasldliundil (CPP Moded nTasileitdluaiaiy
uswdeyn dseneude suuaeuew wuududn wuudunwel  uunlsziiunsia
o o W a2 g ¢ L o
mifoud  nozuumlsuiuguinvarduiianlssmnquanszandouinnine Tumaiy
sdeyn  fibsziiwhnsdurusudeyadioaues  uazldhimsinaeimmnd
v » »
fovnz sundo Smswdiien nazussmedeyamuanmss nansissiiuagl1aded
dmuusum Sdovimindngasnquanszandouinmnne Ganudany JHialAe
™o v A . f W - o a =
ua hireandeiuidovimindngasonudnut aszmaGoudswihie s ass As s |
v P a a P a
mssm asTh 2 asdion mszRl 3 asHe nsg unzaaya aszi 4 winenldnn
m3zd 5 sswAdnazassunIsy  aeandesiumamaSouinaianiicll aseungu
14 [ o
wiasyuMaioui¥aFun 2 nazaseuRquiilent MNNT ATSUWIUNIT NASANEITY
13 » »
WSoms5n milodidesnilgnikldifafudSou nazsannSoudimaniaeihis 5 mas

» [ ¥
AeandsaAsIUMSEouiieuil 2 asouaquilien NN AITIIUMI UNSANIITY



oy 1A LY { 4 1 = U 3 A £
oSusssy  Afloudufiaszaed udnsBuRQuINAsTUNREUITNSUN 2 Hipe 3 o9z
1 4 13 »
mniufe azf 2,3 uaz 5 daumszdi 1 naz 4 Tiaseungy
o [
Fnilosofonyu  agdaeudl 2@ emawd dszoumsd  mszamiinnzey
L 4 9, 1 ¥ 3
finmmiommsunisianisioud FeunzavnsalinwSouidimdh dnufSouiigumnianeuiu
: 3 4 (< ] = -
Surlszoudnuiilil 4 mnzan nazfesSounldSams@oufmnzay Audeiinensdn
] L 3 ) ) ¥ )
Tudauvesmszanitoudte s sz asenaquatznnBoudsedl tazliduvesnasiouf
FmenSaansei 2,3 uos 5 aseunqueanisGouifimanieell sadumsei 1 uae 4
‘Winsounqe dauusumsianston SwlszodmeiouiaseungumadnssumsSoud
o/t -~ | ) a2 s é
FNE ASEUIUMT UazABTIY 9305TIu AleuduRinbizmd aeanfesiunaniFouln
mandesed] UGiReRald  Trszamoud muzaudndiansvesdiiou szduRunnde
minzay  aseusquiilom Yinvz nszunums  gurssy eSesvn miisufideannlgnil
Tiafugidon snzymlsraadvesmizenisioud  fnssuounsiannioufidufSouty
sy neendesgalszaedmsdoud  wozfimsysannslundumszasSeuinuiine
] s =1 ] ras bk 19 - 9273l cd 1 ci
uauaumsSamaiouddmlngss bidaasuhigFaudumanuinaumdenuiivanvae
uaz hildghidlyagwesduihumdsfou  dawuienasundaSoufmnzauivaszios
o il =4 = [ -
patlszaednisioud aeandsaunzaseunqunszuumsoud naziinslauazilsziiueg
ANMANINITS
funsznums  assanGoul afaeuaswenal SamIEsuinTuawmss
asBeudanmangas SanmiFoudniudFoududy Snsysomslunguanszneoud
e Feliqgunm udnssmuasdamsSouidnivg hiduaduligSoudummng
snundsnmiinmoan oz hilFpliflgiesdwthumdaioud TudmvesdiFou
= - [ = -1 v [} ar
SaamauleddlonazivRaseumsiiou  uaztiuihmszaGoudnmnnoaeandssiy
b4 Py o & -] <t ar o =
ardesmsnazFialsziinvesdiou wazlimsdauazisziiunaniuaniness
Kuwanda wansSounguansemsiFoudnmnine dfoudiulngeoas 86.96
r ar & ot a8 ar o a4 L L L=}
sgluszduhunaniednn Tasliguinvassufinlizaasnguaszawdouinming
+ o < o - v ] a
nadesomseglussdnnndanaiiqalasmsilziiuvesngfaeu dudEoulsuiiuaues
L ] A - w o ' o s e ' (R o
Hinederwnsiisivmauinuussufiaszmed iy Awiifidoiomss Tirdmunus

1 - v ’ M 3 - -’: PP * P Y| a4t
UIT8 BIUBINTUNITYD a‘mnmﬁanﬂmmnnﬂnu HAAIMIIUARITUINSINUTBIND Y

Wudu



Thesis Title Evaluation of the Educational Institution Curriculum

on Thai Language Learning Substance For Prathom Suksa 4

Ban Rong Nam School, San Pa Tong District, Chiang Mai Province
Author ) Mrs.Nuchalee Sutthanonkul
Degree Master of Education (Educational Measurement and Evaluation)
Thesis Advisory Committee

Assoc.Prof. Dr.Kittiporn Punyapinyophol  Chairperson

Assoc.Prof.Narawan Poonpipat Member

ABSTRACT

The purpose of this evaluation was to evaluate the educational institution curriculum on
Thai Language Learning Substance for Prathom Suksa 4 at Ban Rong Nam School, San Pa Tong
District, Chiang Mai Province. The subjects used for this evaluation consisted of 79 persons: 55
specialists of educational measurement and evaluation on the Fundamental Educational Institution
Curriculum and Thai Language Leamning Substance, 23 students of Prathom Suksa 4, and a teacher.
CIPP Model was used for this evaluation, The tools used for collecting information were composed
of questionnaires, note forms, interview guidelines, learning management evaluation forms, and
desirable characteristics evaluation forms on Thai Language Leamning Substance. In the matter of
collecting information, the author collected and analyzed the information by using frequency,
percent, average, content analysis, and current informative description. The evaluation findings
were as follows:

The context evaluation, the vision of the curriculum on Thai Language Leamning
Substance was clearly stated and practical; however, it was not related to the vision of the Educational
Instition Curriculum. All five yearly learning substances were compatible with the annual
expected learning results, covering the second level of the leamning standard. Moreover, skills,
processes, virtue, morality, and values were all-inclusive. In addition, the annual expected learning

result of all five substances was consistent with the Jearning standard of the second level,



covering skills, processes, virtue, morality, and values. In contrast, there were only three
substances contained in the second level of the learning standard. They were substance 2, 3, and
5; however, substance 1 and 4 were not included.

The input evaluation, the quality, knowledge, experience, and work load of the teacher
were appropriate. The lesson plan and learning tools were well prepared. The qualification of
students before attending in Prathom Suksa 4 was proper, the classroom was appropriate. For the
subject description, all five learning substances covered the annual learning substances. In the
matter of the expected learning result, substance 2, 3, and 5 contained the annual expected
leaming result except for the substance 1 and 4. In aspect of lesson plan, the learning purposes,
relating to the annual expected leaming result which was practical, were ail-inclusive with the
learning behavior, skills, processes, virtue, morality, and values. The learning substances were
appropriate for students. The difficulty level covering skills, processes, virtue, morality, values,
and learning purposes was proper. The learning process as child center was compatible with
learning purposes. Moreover, there was an integration of Thai Language Learning Substance;
however, most of lesson plans did not encourage students to find more information from the
Various resources. And local intelligence was not used. Leamning tools and resources, covering
and relating to learning process and authentic assessment, were suitable to the learning substances
and purposes.

The process evaluation, the teacher was punctual and substances were taught according
to the curriculum as child center. Thai language learning substance was integrated; moreover,
leaming tools were qualified. However, most of learning management did not encourage smdents
to find more information from the various resources. And local intelligence was not used.
In addition, students were attentive and responsible. Thai Language Learning Substances and
authentic assessment were considered as relating to students’ need and daily hife.

The product evaluation, Thai language learning substance results of the majority were
at medium to excellent level. The desirable characteristics of Thai Language Learning Substance
were considered as high to highest according to teacher’s evaluation. However, students evaluated
thernselves as lacking some of the desirable characteristics. For instance, the habit of reading
lover did not pass the criterion of frequently reading, reading whenever have time, showing

opinion towards the reading message, etc.



