¥ai3e9 MIysansQiidyaviesdiu : nangasilaandnisu]un

398 J5ednd wunA) uazAMe
MBW/AME ANATAIERS
NUAANYUNITIVY ATINNUNITITEWAYIA

9 9

YiRun 2562

UNANEYD

¥
a v aAaov

mMsidelilfngusrasdiite Anwwanislindngnsgitiyanviesdugnisufualu
TsafoussdvUssondne  Sunemesvide dmindedlual uazileofinwianufisnelavesfld
wangnsnfidyaviesdugnisujvalulsadeussivdseandnu S1nensevas Tandn
Fodml  ngusegalssFouiitnimnslindngrniitygviesdiudmiviafanssnady
WinwrlulsaSvulszoudne) dunensenae Janiadedud 31w 4 Tsaseu Tosduuunis
Usziiumdngmsuuu CIPP Model isesiiaddslduauuutssdiusuuiun uwuuuszdiuney
ITUIN LLawé’amﬂ%qﬁﬁ@mﬁﬁaﬂﬁuﬁm%’ué’mﬁ'«aﬂs'i:uLa'%mﬁﬂwsiuiiaL?ﬂuﬂﬁsauﬁﬂm
wuvdunwaltinisey waswuudseidiuvanuiianela  ad@lesigideyaideusunn loun
Ay daudonuunnsgiu  veaouA1lede ttest Lar Foyainuniniasgiis

oY NANNSIFUAIN

'
a ¥ a

1) MsUszIiiuAuUIUN (Context Evaluation) feunsldvangnigiiUaayviesd

o
I

ANNSUINNANTSULAS U Nwluls S suUseaudney) 91LnNenoenas I9INIALTeIbn 914 4
T5a58u wu Wulsassuszauuseaud@nwiauiadnndusunliunnaenuianunsouly
susing 9 TndiAesiu lasunmsatduayuanduinswazyuyudueded

2) msUseiiiunudideu (Inputs Evaluation) wuin deuldvidngasniUayayviesdiu
dmsudatanssuasuinwelulsaiouussoufnet dunenosviae 1194 150580 NNTIENTT

Uszilluagluseaudann uasliAadesiuns 10 du laud  Jdeviend wdnns gamung aussous

YRIUNTYU a152UaTIIATIIUNISITENS lAsasananieu Aesuieseldvn niiensiseus

LHUNTTINNITITEUS Lagn1sin3eudatuayun1sdnianssunsitew; Ianadesiuwiiu 2.79

(5.0.=0.41) eglusyiufsN

3) M3UsELiudUNTEUIUNIS (Process Evaluation) Wuin mawn3sunisneuduld
véngnsndiyaviesiunesmsthndngrsgi Jygviesiululflunsdnfenssumaiousd
1 4 sa3ou Teadosaiiifu .20 (5.0.2087) oglussduun

4) MmsUsziiunuNanan (Products Evaluation) MIUsgliuATUNAREAYDING NGNS
wun lsaSeutumanii lnenmsumasensussifiuiianadewiidu 4.01 (5.0.=0.64)
ogluszdumn TsuSoutuaumds  lasnmsamnsenisussfiufidnedomindy 3.93



(5.0.=0.49) sgluszdvinn  lsadouiarineuts lnsamsammnienisussiiiuiiaiade
Wiy 4.30 (S5.D.=0.79) eagluszauunn waztulnivueves lnenmsiuynsen1sussiiiy
fidadoiiiu 4.50 (5.0.=0.52) egluszduinniian uazannIsmaaeUNasiisvesA1LRdY
lngnmMTINNeuNTENsUsEluMuNaNaAYANgR s veetiniTsuLaz UNATRINNLIA T
wuinfinadsunnanstuegadifed fanieedfiisesu 0.10 wie 0.05 Wi 0.01

5) mufianelasomslindngnigidyaviesiudwiuindanssuiasuinusly
TsaSsulszanfnu Sunensevae Siadedlml s 4 TsaBeu nuiwnsensaiade
swegluseiuinn wagilredesumnienswindu .28 (S.0.= 0.87) eglusziuann

'
[ a v a U

Ardnagy: nsysannsiidagy ety vangasityungnisunun

7 At vy



Research Title: Integrating Local Wisdom : Local Wisdom Curriculum into Practice
Researcher: Weerasak Chomphucome and Others

Faculty/Department: Faculty of Education

Research Fund : National Research Council of Thailand

Published Year: 2019

Abstract

This research objective were to study the effect of using the local wisdom
curriculum into practice in primary schools in Doi Lor District, Chiang Mai Province and
to study the satisfaction of the users of the local wisdom curriculum to practice in
elementary schools in Doi Lo District, Chiang Mai Province. The sample group of 4
schools that participated in using the local wisdom curriculum for skill development
activities in elementary schools and using the CIPP Model for assessment the
curriculum. Research instruments include the evaluation form that contextual, before,
during, and after using local wisdom for skill development activities in elementary
schools and interview form and satisfaction assessment forms. Statistical analysis of
quantitative data such as mean, standard deviation, t- test and qualitative data
content analysis. The research results were as follows.

1) Context evaluation before implementing the Local Wisdom Curriculum
for skill development activities in primary schools in Doi Lo District, Chiang Mai, all 4
schools found that they were small elementary schools with no differences in similar
areas context and well supported by executives and the community.

2) Inputs evaluation before implementing the Local Wisdom Curriculum
for skill development activities in primary schools in Doi Lo District, Chiang Mai, all 4
schools found that every item was evaluated at a very good level. And average in all
10 items including vision, principles, goals, competencies of students, content and
standard of learning, class time structure, course description, the unit learning, learning
management plan and the preparation of supporting for learning activities with a total
average of 2.79 (S.D. = 0.41) in a very good level.

3) Process evaluation found that the preparation before the
implementation of the local wisdom curriculum and the implementation of the local
wisdom curriculum for learning activities in all 4 schools had an average of 4.20
(SD = 0.87) at the much level.



a4) Products evaluation: Evaluation of the production of the curriculum
found that Ban Lao Pao school In all items have an average value of 4.01 (S.D. = 0.64)
at a high level. Ban Sam Lang school the overall evaluation of all items has an average
of 3.93 (S.D. = 0.44) in the high level. Sridonchai school the overall evaluation of all
items has an average of 4.30 (S.D. = 0.79) in the high level. And Ban Nong Hoi the
overall evaluation of all items has an average of 4.50 (S.D. = 0.52) in the highest level.
From the testing of the difference of the average almost every item evaluates the
course output of students and parents of every school found that the average were
significantly different at the level of 0.10 or 0.05 or 0.01.

5) The satisfaction with the implementation of the local wisdom
curriculum for skill development activities in primary schools in Doi Lo District, Chiang
Mai Province, all 4 schools. Found that all items, averaging, included in the high level
And the average of all items is 4.28 (0.87) in the high level.
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