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Abstract

The purposes of the study were 10 evaluate the curriculum and instruction
reform and to study its problems in schools under Kamphaeng Phet Provincial Primary
Education office. The study focused on input, process, products, and the problems in
the reform organizing. Sampling groups were 284 school teachers,12 schools
administrators from 59 education reform schools. The data were collected by using
questionnaires, interview, and observation. The colieted data were analyzed by
computing frequencies, mode and percentages and presented by using tables with
description. The results were as follows:

1. Input

The school encouraged teachers and personel to be alert for the reform by
attending meeting or seminar. The materiales, classrooms and sound lab were in good
condition. The schools were supported budget from the schools' income and donation
from the public

2. Process

in developing curriculum, the teachers developed activities relevant to the
local condition and got cooperation in planning learning experiences for students from

the local experts. The planning aimed to the learners' learning and their self-studied



experiences. The activities were concentrated on the learners’ experiences,
experiments and cooperation in activities. Concentrated Language Encounter method
(CLE) was used in teaching Thai language. Nature and environment, various teaching
aids and sound lab were also used in organizing activities. Tests and portfolio were
used in evaluation stage. Classroom observation and giving advices were used for
supervision.
3. Products
The school curriculum was developed to be relevant to students’ interests
and the local needs. The teachers used various teaching styles and the students
developed the skills in working with others, democracy, healthy body and mind and no
drug-addicted habit. |
4. Problem
The schools lacked of resource centers and budget. The teachers had no
time in planning the lessons, besides they did not use various teaching methods. They
could not organize child — centered approach. The lack of teaching aids and teaching
materials was also the problem. The teachers lacked of knowledge concerning

authentic assessment. They did not aware of classroom supervision.



