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Abstract

The objectives of this research were to identify desirable
characteristics of teacher supervisors based on the perception of
school teachers in Chiang Mai Province and to compare those teachers’
expressed opinions. - The sample comprised 364 Chiang Mai primary
school teachers and 313 secondary school teachers. They were
selected by the method of the-stratified sampling. An instrument
ugsed in this study was s questionnaire designed to elicit their
opinions with regards to 6 desirable characteristics of teacher
superviéors, namely, knowledge, ability, human  relations
leadership, personality and morality. A total of 677 copies of the
quest.ionnaire were sent out and 650 copies (96:01%) were returned.
Whereupon, the collected data were analyzed through the
applications of percentage, arithematic mean, standard deviation

and t-test.



The findings concerﬁing identified desirable characteristics_A
of teacher supervisors were ashfolloﬁs :

1. Knowledge: Teacher supervisors should Imow and understand
curriculum principles and development, methods of teaching and
instructional activity processes.

2. Ability : Teacher supervisors should be well versed in
the Thai language, be able to guide and consult with teachers as
well as demonstrating teaching techmiques.

3. Human relétions : Teacher supervisors should be honest,
trustworthy, friendly, fair and open—minded, and receptive to
others’ opinions.

4. Leadership = Teacher supervisors should be highly
“responsible and dependable.

5. Personality : Teacher supervisors should be deligent and
enthusiastic.

6. Morality : Teachef supervisors should be able to keep
official secret and that.of their supervisees and colleagues.

A comparisoh of primary and secondary school teachers’
opinions showed that only in the abilitylcategory was found to be
significantly different at the .01 level. With regard to the
remaining 5 categaries, the two groups’ opinions were not found to

be differed.



