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Abstract

This study examined teachers’ opinions about curriculum
administration in their OWn ‘sohool. All 36 teachers of
Sarmehaphorwitaya School, the Office of Mae Taeng District Primary
Education, Chiang Mai Province, were asked to respond to the checklist
and open-ended questionnaire containing items relevant to the topic
under investigation during the 1998 academic year. Collected data
were subsequently analyzed by using frequency and percentage.

Findings were as follows:

As regards general planning, most teachers reported that data
about teachers and students, but not the community, had been collected.
As Tar as acadenmic affairs work plans making was concerned, it was

reported that instructional facilities needs had been surveyed and



identified and meetings organized to meke teachers aware of the
importance of curriculun objectives-based instruction. However,
individual subjects were reportedly not organized/offered according to
student and commnity needs. As regards plan implementation, it was
reported that teachers had been directed and encouraged to organize
instructional activities in congruence with the curriculum. Moreover,
training was reportedly organized to help improve teachers’ instructional
techniques. Nevertheless, subjects offered were reportedly not those
the community needed. As far as operational evaluation was concerned,
it was found that an evaluation committee had been set up and
postoperation evalﬁation actually carried out. Nevertheless, there were
repor‘tedly.no clarification meetings regarding curriculum implementation

evaluation and evaluation objectives setting.



