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Abstract

The aim of this research was to evaluate the general education curriculum revised
2010 of Buriram Rajabhat University applying the CIPP model developed by Daniel L.
Stufflebeam extended with the CIPPIEST model in order to evaluate 4 added outputs.
The model employing both quantitative and qualitative evaluation covered 8§ aspects :
context, input, process, output, impact, effectiveness, sustainability and knowledge transfer.
The data were administered with 5 academic experts, 22 curriculum responsibie instructors,
11 course co-coordinators, 30 instructors, 12 mentors, and 318 students, The research
instruments were a S-rating scale questionnaire, learning log form constructed by the
researcher, and interview form. The questionnaire and interview form were validated by the

| éxi)erts, ol:.:tain.i.ng ItS IOC at 0.88 and the reliability of all sets between 0.91 —0.97.

The statistics used to analyze the collected data were percentage, mean and standard
deviation.

The research findings could be summarized that: -

1. The curriculum evaluation on general education revised 2010 of Buriram

Rajabhat University in overall was found that the academic experts;carriculum—respensible—
instructors, course co-coordinators, instructors, mentors, and students agreed that the
curriculum had the efficiency and appropriateness at a high level.

5 The evaluation on context aspect was appropriate at a high level; the

curriculum objective was reported as the highest mean score.




3. The evaluation on input aspect was found that the curriculum was appropriate
at a high level; the burcau of services provision was reported as the highest mean score.
4, The evaluation on process aspect was found that the administration of general

education in overall was appropriate at a moderate level; the administration on the learning

processing by the central academic and registration bureau was reported as the highest
mean score,

5. The evaluation on output aspect was found that the students had the learning
grade at a fairly good level (C+); 14,934 (95.01%) from 15,719 students who made the
registration passed the criterion set, most of them passed the languages group, and got the
learning grade at good to excellent level (B — A) from the humanities group.

6. The evaluation on impact aspect towards the general education curriculum
revised 2010 was found that both instructors and mentors indicated that students who
enrolled in this curriculum had more communication skills than other skills.

7. The evaluation on effectiveness aspect was found that the characteristics of
students who enrolled in this curriculum were appropriate in overall at a high level; the
characteristic of personal relationship and responsibility was reported as the highest mean
score.

8. The evaluation on sustainability of the general education curriculum aspect was
at high level; the refrainment of body of knowledge and integration of new knowledge with
efficient pi'ofeésionéi knoivledge was réported as the highest mear score,

9. The evaluation on knowledge transfer aspect was found that the students who
enrofled in this curriculum can transfer their knowledge to people at a high level, especially

for their classmates and their communities.




