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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the curriculum of Chiang Mai University’s
Master of Economics. The population consisted of 12 instructors from the Faculty of Economics.
The samples used were 3 experts, 30 graduate students, 52 post graduates, and 32 superiors of
post graduate students; 129 in total. The CIPP model was used for collecting data evaluation. The
researcher followed the statistical process on the analyses of frequencies, percentages, arithmetic
means, and content analysis. The results of the study were as followed:

Context : The objective of the curriculum was clear and practical and supports current
social needs. In addition, The outline and content of the curriculum were appropriate.

‘ Input : The qualifications of the instructors and academic output were ranked at the A
level, while the academic title was ranked at the C level. The workload of the instructors was
appropriate. In addition, the qualifications of the pre-graduate students met the criteria.
Furthermore, the resources for implementation were found to be sufficient, qualified and
expedient.

Process : The administration of the curriculum was appropriate. The role of the advisors
and the actual role of the research supervisor committee met the expectations of the post graduate
and the graduate students. The thesis evaluation process was ranked at the A level. The class
 activities were appropriate as well.

Product : The number of the qualified post graduates were ranked at the D level while

the work performance was good and met the expectations of the superiors.



