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The objectives of this research are to study and compare the opinions of
Instructors and students concerning conditions and problems of arrangement of child —
centered instruction at Department of Educational Foundations, Faculty of Education,
Ramkhamhaeng University. The sample groups for the research were instructors of the
department, and 474 bachelor — degree students studying all courses offered by the
department in second semester of the academic year 2007. They were classified by
sexes, ages, and year of study. The research instruments were questionnaires asking
the instructors about the arrangement of child — centered instruction in 5 aspects :
preparation, operation, learning plans/course syllabus, learning activities,.and authentic
assessment. For the students’ questionnaires, which were 5 rating — scale types, were
also related to the arrangement of child — centered instruction of the department. The
data were analyzed by using percentages, means, standard deviation, and t - test. The
research results were as follows :

1. The opinions of instructors related to operational condition of the arrangement
of child — centered instruction, overall and by 5 aspects revealed that they practiced
them sometimes.

2. The opinions of instructors related to operational problems of the arrangement
of child — centered instruction, overall and by 5 aspects revealed that the problems were

at low level.

3. The opinions of students related to operational conditions of child — centered
instruction, overall and by items, were at moderate level.
4. When compared the arrangement of child — centered instruction between the
students who had different sexes, ages, and year of study revealed that :
4.1 The students who had different sexes had no different overall opinions
related to the operational conditions of arrangement of child — centered instruction.
4.2 The students who had different ages had different overall opinions
related to the operational conditions of afrangement of child — centered instruction.
4.3 The students who had different years of study had no different overall
opinions related to the operational conditions of arrangement of child — centered

instruction.





