da1 Faadnuliwus MTLSE L TUNT L SRS EOUTEIL NN S ONFMN

T SR udysunuadivendy Javin ol
Foiji Juu wasagend vl
Fowdndasiintbdie  dhandsinsdnnasyss LThwannsfinmn

- - '3
AN NTSUNTSHDUINYIUNLS

saaransnangt a3 e daufh UL FUNTTUNNT
¢ 1 y -l
A9enEsINTY A e LSl AFTUANT
sosrndaTanTigioy  1fin ATHAT
LI ID

meviufeTmnimsriell  Tampsvunuifiemauss L iums i feumaseuuun
UrsmfimniseL Srufudrenuuadinds Sondaidustml Teeeust L fhiesfsenenii
LRSS L3 UUMTaeU 4 $ufe manessull 2 B9 5 vesd N AR NI
mafimnientu fe 1) wmsdmksaumstmIondngns  2) aedananssumsiSuu
msdeu 3) AmadearmaiddenisiSrumsdeu uar  4) msvssioianmavie
Wan" L SuunnTaou
Ay Wl adeyannn daviihusunszasfimndnednms

vihnguszsumad  seegiseuasini Snsunivsafinn 99 Snniuiseuuuad
Frendy  TevlSuuudeuony madeLng WU wasuILRTREeLTINTS LA

Joyadaunmsusnuasauiias i evas wENEMWTILE NN LU oL R L nes

aUse Ll



pan13Sefieail
1. uuﬁﬂﬁﬁﬁhﬂi&ﬁUﬂﬁﬁﬂﬁ%ﬂﬂﬁhﬁﬂi
1.1 ImsfimnuasfanunmasaussaumsamTevangaslitdenndoriy
ﬁhMﬁﬂﬁﬁnﬂﬁﬁuwwuﬁhUﬂﬂwmaoﬁhL?UuuﬁazﬁzﬁUﬂﬂiﬁﬂangiuﬁzﬁbﬁ 1 (ldnn)
1.2 dmsnswnuas ieSvunsaeifidenndeeiulunmsdals e dunnsd
wevdngmsetluseidl 5 (funn)
2.  MFINNINTIUNMTLIVUNITEOU
2.1  IPRINTTUMT L SN THOUR AR BINLILHUNN S IAL E FUNT T8/ UAUANS
dou uasthdinnnsaaufinue agﬂuszﬁhﬁ 4 (8)
2.2 ﬁnﬁiﬁLﬂﬂLﬁaﬂ%ﬂﬂqaw%aﬁamnﬁaﬂsﬁuﬂﬂﬁL%Uuﬂﬁiaauaﬂqeﬁatﬁao
a@%uizﬁhﬁ 4 (8)
3. Avmedornarmai¥iens Suumadeu

Py [

3.1 ﬂqiﬁdﬁﬂﬁsaﬁ

Py

Aangsafitmnesuiannsvenini i wielisms
deudenndeaigestaed mItdoud  TevdddeniSrumadeuiiumnean fuowestu
SeAl 3 (weld)

3.2 dudSumasaivaninin Suwifsafanssy/fndunin/asileufi®
frumies efluzdm 3 (weld)

4. mata: iuansiSoumsdaeu

4.1  ensfiumydnas s L Thalnnms /Use L Tmants L Sounigdousen
vuszwy sihrlumunmssaussaumsd/vangasusiassedumsfinneg lusedf 1
Cldnn) |

4.2 uhwaaﬁﬂnﬁﬁu$:Lﬁuiu%%UsziuﬁﬁiunqsnﬁhﬂqanqﬁL%uuﬂﬁﬁﬂaumaq

L

pauaritent dSuumint Seugnnduetng Lmne dued sl 4 (7)



Thesis Title Instructional Evaluation in Primary Education Division

of the Prince Royal’s College, Chiang Mai Province
Author Mrs.Rossukon Weerawat
M.Ed. Educational Measurement and Evaluation

Examining Committee:

Asscc. Prof. Dr.Boorisong Nilkaew Chairperson

Assoc. Prof. Dr.Tay Chiengchee Member

Assoc. Prof. Uthen Parnyo Member
Abstract

The purpose of the study was to evaluat;a learning and teaching
process of the primary education level at the Prince Royal’s College,
Chiang Mai province. The evaluation was conducted in four components,
according to deucational stardard rumber 2 to 5 of the Bureau of the
Private Schools Committee : 1) The guideline of experiential arrangement
or curriculum, 2) The arrangement of learmning and teaching activities,
3) The teaching methods and media spplication, and 4) The evaluation of
learning outcomes.

Methods of collecting data from the assistant head of academic
department, primary teachers, and primary students were questionnaires,
abservational forms, interview schedule, and checklist forms. The data
was analyzed by frequercy counting and percentage computing. The
analysis results were compared to the stipulated criterion of the Bureau
of the Private Schools Commitiee.



The results of the research are as follow :

1.

The guideline of experiential arrangement or curriculum.

1.1

1.2

Studies are done and curriculum arrangement is improved
in accordance with the students’ potential at esach level
of their studies are at level 1. (very poor)

Teaching plan and teaching preparation in accordance

with curriculum are done at level 5. (very good)

The arrangement of learning and teaching activities.

2.1

2.2

Teaching-learning activities in accordance with
curriculum and teaching plan are at level 4. (good)
Supervision was done continuously to  improve

teaching-learning actiwvities is at level 4 (good).

Teaching methods and media application.

3.1

3.2

The methods that teachers use for setting activities
are appropriate with students’ development and suitsble
with learning objectives. Teaching media are used
adequate. This indicator is at level 3. (fair)
Students are encouraged to participate activities, to
study by themselves and to perform activities are at

level 3. (fair)

The evaluation of learning outcome.

4.1

4.2

The evaluation was done according to curriculum at
level 1. (very poor) |

Using the outcomes of the evaluation to improve
teaching and to set remedial classes suitable for each

level of students was done at level 4. (good)



