
   . . 2552 - 2554        47

  
   .   

  E-mail sspreecha@hotmail.com
    

 2552

    
   

/ / /  360   
   

 1.     (  65.5)      -    
   (  44.5)  

 (  62.1)  
  (  8.4) 

  
 2.   

 ( 42.7)  ( 45.8) 
/  ( 55.3)  ( 37.0) 

/  ( 11.5)  
 3.    
(  59.4)     ( 15.2) 

  (  55.3) 
 (  69.7) /  

(  47.0 )     (  61.5) 
 (  57.4) 

 (  53.3 ) 
  3 /3  (  59.5 ) 

 (  59.5 )   
 (  59.5)  

 ( 69.4) 
 (  73.1) /  

(  58.3)     (  68.5) 
 (  80.6)  

 (  61.1)  2-3  
 2-3  (  66.7) 



48           . . 2552 - 2554

 4.  
 (  65.6) 

 (  59.5)    
 (  61.5) 

 (  59.4)   /
 (43.83) / /

 (45.21) 
 (  68.5)  (  

55.6) /    
 (  66.7)  (  63.0) 

     
  ( x = 3.60 )   

 ( x = 3.20 ) 

 :  

ABSTRACT

 This  research  aimed  to  evaluate  the  curriculum  in  term  of  development  processing,  the
curriculum  implementation and the suggestions to improve the curriculums. The samples were 360 
teachers, students, business men, and student parents. The instrument of this study was an interview. 
The statistics used in data analysis included percentage, means ( ), standard deviation (S.D.).
 The Þ ndings revealed that:
 1. Most teachers (65.5%) viewed that the development of opening and closing curriculum sys-
tem of the university was clear while a few teachers viewed it was unclear. Most of them (62.1%) un-
derstand the processing of curriculum development and viewed that the curriculum document making 
for the university’s approval was unclear while the minority of the teachers (8.4%) did not understand.
 2. The teachers viewed that the factors of the curriculum were more obviously clear or more 
complete. Those consist of the curriculum objective (42.7%), the content of the general courses 
(45.8%), the content of the major subjects (55.3%), and the guideline of instruction (37.0%). Moreover, 
they thought that the participation of curriculum development and the instruction of the community 
or society was at high level (11.5%).
 3. According to the opinion of most teachers, it was found that the providing teachers or the 
teacher preparation was at a level (59.4%) and that the preparation of the places and materials for 
teaching and learning was incomplete (15.2%). The administration in the places to support teaching 
and learning was viewed to be general (55.3%) and the distributing the curriculum information and the 
recruits for new the student admission was common (69.7%). The teachers  had  some  understanding
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in the purpose and the objectives of education (47.0%) and they  sometimes used new technology 
and innovation for learning and teaching (61.5%). They sometimes integrated their teaching with the 
research and academic service (57.4%) and they sometimes changed their teaching and focused on 
students’ practicing (53.3%). They used 3 methods/3 times to evaluate the learners’ learning  according 
to the learning condition and the development of the students (59.5%) and they sometimes conducted 
action research to improve their teaching (59.5%). For the perspective of the students, it was found 
that most students viewed that the teachers were prepared in teaching for a level (59.5%), places and 
materials were provided for a level (69.4%) and the   administration to facilitate instruction was general 
(73.1%). The teachers were viewed to have some knowledge about education objectives (58.3%), to 
use technology and teaching innovation for sometime (68.5%), to integrate instruction with academic 
service and research for sometime (80.6%), to use multi teaching methods (61.1%), and to use 2-3 
evaluation methods for students’ development (66.7%).
     4. The teachers viewed that students had some knowledge and academic ability in their           
major (65.6%) and that they had appropriate behaviors at moderate level (59.5%). The graduates were 
viewed  to  have  potentials  as  needed  and  satisÞ ed  for  employers  at  a  level  (61.5%)  and  the
programs had arranged some activities to develop students’ characteristics (59.4%). In the perspectives 
of students’ parents, the quality of the students was at moderate level (43.83 %) and the university/
faculties/programs had arranged many activities to develop students’ characteristics (45.21%). In the 
students’ perspective, students had some knowledge and academic ability in their major (68.5%) and 
that they had appropriate behaviors at moderate level (55.6%). The students/graduates were viewed 
to have potentials as needed and satisÞ ed for employers at a level (66.7%) and the programs had           
arranged some activities to develop students’ characteristics (63.0%). However, the parents wanted 
the university / faculties / programs  to  arrange  more  activities  to  develop  students’  affective  and
management domains at high level ( x = 3.60) and to develop students’ academic potentials and the 
ability to apply knowledge to develop their working at moderate level ( x = 3.20). 
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