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Abstract
TE 162463

The purpose of the study is to synthesize the evaluation of Faculty's teaching at
the Faculty of Education, Chiang Mai University between the academic year of 2544 —
2546 BE. The evaluation was synthesized both ove(a|l and classified according to the
students' educational levels, faculty's academic rank’é and department. The study also‘
aimed at investigation of students’, and faculty members' opinion on teaching evaluation.
The data used in this study comprised secondary data obtained from teaching evaluation
resulted between the academic year of 2544 and 2546 BE. are primary data obtained
from sfudents' and teachers' questionnaires about evaluation of faculty's teaching.

The tools employed were records of teaching evaluation, teaching evaluation
forms questionnaires about students' opinion on evaluation of teaching and interview
forms eliciting departmental heads and faculty members' use of the results of teaching
evaluation. The data obtained were analyzed by means of mean, standard deviation,
‘percentage, and content analysis. ‘

it was found out. that the overall results of faculty members were very good.
When each educational level was investigated, it revealed that the faculty's teaching as
evaluated by the graduate students yielded a higher mean score than that evaluated by
undergrad students. . Moreover, evaliation by graduated students from the weekend

program yielded a higher mean score than that obtained from graduate students from the
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regular program. When the teaching evaluation results were classified according to the
faculty's academic ranks, it was found that the mean score of evaluation of the assistant
professors' teaching was the highest followed by the associate professors' teaching and
the lectures’ teaching respectively. The students were found to agree opon the
usefulness of teaching evaluation. Meanwhile the departmental heads and faculty staff
also expressed that the teaching evaluation was useful and heading to teaching

improvement and quality of evaluation eventually.



