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The objectives of this research was to evaluate the Home Economics curriculum
year 2004 for undergraduate program,Faculty of Education, Chiang Mai University. The
CIPP Model was applied as a tool of the evaluation. Both population and samples were
used in the research process i.e. tHe population were 8 instructors, 53 students and 13
graduates in the program. the samples included 3 experts in the field and 8
administrators from the organizations the graduates working in. The purposive sampling
was used. The data collecting tools were four questionnaires and a list of main issues in
focus group interview. The obtained data were analyzed by frequency, percentages,
means, standard deviation and content analysis.

The results were as follows:

The Contexts indicated by the objectives, the structure and the contents of
curriculum were appropriate at a good level.

The Input revealed by the instructors and students showed that the Instructors'
quality in teaching was appropriate at a good level. The Instructional environment such
as textbooks, instructional media and equipments were appropriate at a good level.

The Process revealed that curriculum administration, learning management and

evaluation were appropriate at a good level.



