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Abstract

The objective of this research was to evaluate the lower secondary level of
Non-Formal and Informal Basic Education Curriculum, B.E. 2551, (Revised B.E.
2555) of Mueang District Non-Formal and Informal Education Center, Samut Prakan
province, in three aspects: (1) the learning behavior aspect, (2) the instructional
management aspect, and (3) the institution aspect.

The informants were 1 administrator, 33 teachers, 4 personnel from
Mueang District Non-Formal and Informal Education Center, Samut Prakan province,
and 400 students obtained by stratified random sampling. The employed research
instruments were a student competency assessment scale, a questionnaire on the
curriculum, and a data recording form. Data were analyzed using the frequency,
percentage, mean, standard deviation, and content analysis.

The findings were as follows: (1) regarding the learning behavior aspect, it
was found that evaluation result for the cognitive domain was below the passing
criteria, while evaluation results for the affective and psychomotor domain passed the
criteria at the good level; (2) regarding the instructional management aspect, it was
found that evaluation results for classroom arrangement, organization of course
contents, instructional process, and facilities passed the criteria at the good level,
while that for the budget did not pass the criteria; and (3) regarding the institution
aspect, it was found that evaluation results for characteristics and learning behavior of
the students, instructional management of the teachers, and the administrator’s
promotion of instructional management activities passed the criteria at the good level,
while the supports on student learning of the students’ families did not pass the
evaluation criteria; also, when the relationships among the three aspects of the
curriculum were considered, it was found that the evaluation results of the three
aspects did not conform to each other and did not have any relationship.
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