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AESTHETIC APPRECIATION OF INSTRUCTORS AND STUDENTS IN RAJABHAT INSTITUTES.
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The purpose of this research was to study state and problems conceming the instruction of Aesthetic Appreciation of
instructors and students in Rajabhat Institutes; consisting of 6 domains: 1) Objective of Curricuium 2) Course Content 3) Teaching
Method 4) Teaching Media 5) Measurement and Evaluation 6) Teachers and Students.

The samples were 22 instructors and 299 students, which made the total of 321. The research instruments were
questionnaires and interviews. The data were analyzed by percentage, means and standard deviation; and summarized the main
contexts by describing in written statements,

The results of research were found as follow ;

1. Objective of Curriculum: State was rated at the low level, and problems were rated at the moderate level. State of
instructors: The low average was the students’ applicaticn of aesthetic appreciation into the daily life. State of students: The low
average were the knowledge and understanding of history, and the importance of percepticns which included the art of visua!
image, sound, and movement.

2. Course Content. State was rated at the moderate level, and problems were rated at the moderate level. State of
instructors: The low average was the meanings and importance of beauty of everything in nature, and the work of art that related to
daily life. State of students: One of the low averages was the same as instructors’, and the other one was the meanings and
importance of art which related to the three domains of Visual Arts, Musical Arts, and Performing Arts.

3. Teaching Method. State was rated at the moderate fevel, and problems were also rated at the maderate level. State of
instructors: The low average was the team teaching planing - the relationship between curriculum teaching projects and lesson
plan. State of students: The low average was the same as the one of instructors’.

4. Teaching Media: State was rated at the low level, and problems were rated at the moderate level. State of instructors:
The two low averages were 1) The suitability between teaching media and contents or learming activity, and 2) Using the teaching
media to motivate and invite students to leamn. State of students: The low average was the preparation of teaching media in order {0
enhance the class environment.

5. Measurement and Evaluation: State was rated at the low level, and problems were rated at the moderate level. State of
instructors: The low average was the standard criteria for evaluating and mark ranking. State of student: The low average was the
suitability with Objective of Curriculum.

6. Teachers and Students: State was rated at the low level, and problems were rated at the moderate level. State of
instructors. The low average was the understanding, attention, and kindness from teachers. State of students: The low average wiss
the student training for being in disciplines, having responsible, and working with other people. Problems of instructors: The high
average was the teachers’ individual kindness and care taking to each student. Problems of students: The high average were {he

teachers’ wisdom and intelligence to visualize and solve the sudden problems.





