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Abstract

The research was conducted to evaluate curriculum context and input; curriculum
administration process and instruction management as well as curriculum output of

General Education curriculum at Prince of Songkla University, Pattani Campus.

The research samples included 6 curmriculum specialists, 15 curriculum
administrations, 37 General Education instructors, 296 third- year students in 2005
academic year drawn by Stratified Random Sampling , 251 graduates received by

Simple Random Sampling ,and 232 superiors of the graduates.

The research instruments consisted of specialfst‘s form of curriculum
analysis, curriculum administrators form of interview ,questionnaires for instructors of
General Education,studenté, graduates and their superiors. The data were analyzed
by the use of frequency, percentage, mean, standard diviation together with

content analysis.

The findings were as followed : curriculum context evaluation were at good
level (B); so was the curriculum input ; in that, student input and supportive learning
input were at go&d level {B), while average level (C) was for instructor input;
curriculum process got good level (B); in that, student admission process and
instructors selection and development were at excellent level (A) ,good level (B) for
teaching and fair level (D) for curriculum administration; fair level (C) went to
curriculum output, while good level (B) was for graduates, knowledge base
construction and academic excelience were at fair ievel (D), while (E) or to be

improved level was for academic service for development.
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