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Abstract

This study investigated academic affairs performance of Hod Pittayakom School,
Chiang Mai Province. Population under study comprised 40 subjects who were personnel of the
forementioned School in the 2001 academic year. Instrument used was a questionnaire
containing items relevant to the topic under examination. Collected data were then analyzed
through applications of frequency and percentage.

Findings were summarized as follows :

Most respondents indicated that academic affairs performance of the above School
were : selected subjects were opened according to teachers’ ability, curriculum completion
criteria were explained to students, instructional objectives were informed, activities and subject
conlents were arranged corresponding to instructional objectives, and evaluation criterion and
instrument used in evaluation were also explained. As for the non-performance, they were :
curriculum analysis, reported results of curriculum implementation, participated in evaluation of
curriculum implementation, parent participation in arranging student’s study plan, innovation
usage for problems solving in learning, examination item analysis and its improvement, and

arranged for remedial teaching in helping students who did not pass learning objectives,





