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ABSTRACT TEl 5 8 0 02

The purpose of this semi-qualitative research study was to investigate inclusive education
provision for autistic children regarding teaching and learning special education standard and
the social studics, religion, and culture leaming substances at Kawilawittayalai School,
Chiang Mai province. The research was conducted in the second semester of the zcademic year
2003. The instruments included an interview form, a focus group guideline, an observation form,
and a check list for relevant documents. The samples were two school administrators, two social
studies teachers, parents, a doctor. a school guidance teacher, a special education teacher,
a psychologist, an occupational therapist, 36 classmates, and an autistic student. The results werc
analyzed and presented in tables with explanations and compositions. The findings of this study
were as follows:

1. Social studies teachers had not yet organized the individualized education program
(IEP) for this autistic student. However, they have some basic understanding of individualized
implementation program (IIP) and SEAT structure.

2. Overall, the school had not yet worked collaboratively with experts in the ficld, ¢.g.,
doctors, school guidance teachers. special education teachers, psychologists, and occupational

therapists. Consequently, there 1s no cvidence of preparation or rchabilitation activities for

the autistic student.

3. The autistic student was placed in regular classrooms, which a class rotation system
was used. The system may not suitable for inclusive education, especially for autistic students.
Tn terims of intcraction among teachers, classmates, and the autistic student, it is considered as
a comfortable stage. Moreover, the autistic student was encouraged and able to participate in
cvery school and community activity. 7

4. Social studies teachers had utilized regular teaching plans when teaching classes with
the autistic student. These plans were mostly emphasized on contents while activities regarding
social and emotional development were not included.

5. Recently, the school had prepared HP fer the autistic student within certain

subject areas, 1.c., Thai, English. mathematics, and sciences. [P has not yet been prepared in

sucial studies.

6. Social studies teachers measured and evaluated the autistic student’s leaming

outcomes hascd on regular criterion with more flexibility.





