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ABSTRACT

169119

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 Learning 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 Learning 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 Learning
Substance was clearly stated and practical; however, it was not related to the vision of the Educational
Institution Curriculum. All five yearly learning substances were compatible with the annual
expected learning results, covering the second level of the learning 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 learning standard of the second level,
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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
learning result except for the substance 1 and 4. In aspect of lesson plan, the learning purposes,
relating to the annual expected learning result which was practical, were all-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 leaming purposes was proper. The learning process as child center was compatible with
leaming 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. Learning 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,
learning tools were qualified. However, most of learning management did not encourage students
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 life.

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
themselves 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.



