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This study investigated collaborative supervision of schools in Huai Chomphu '
School Cluster, Chiang Rai Educational Service Area 1, Population under study comprised
80 administrators and teachers from aforementioned school in the 2009 academic year.
Instrument used was a questionnaire with items covering essential of the topic. Collected data
were than analyzed through applications of frequency and percentage.

The findings were summarized as follows :

Regarding collaborative supervision of the above schools, most respondents revealed
the ensuing aspects : exchanged thoughts among teachers on supervision ; put together
supervision problems in order to find conditions and its problems ; set up guidelines and patterns
for supervision together ; set up role of supervisor together ; arranged for teachers’ meeting
concerning construction to materials and instruments for supervision ; selected materials and
instruments for supervision together ; arranged for meeting before supervision : performed
collegial supervision by school administrators ; evaluated behavior by observation ; and used
questionnaire and interview for evaluation. Moreover, there were few respondents indicated the

following problems : collegial supervision was not performed continuously and superiors and

related personnel did not have knowledge in creating supervision materials and instruments ; also
suggestions were given, i.e, should carry out collegial supervision systematically, should give
teachers opportunity for participating in supervision planning, and should give written results of

supervision to teachers. ’





