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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study was to evaluate the Master’s Degree Program in Civil
Engineering Curriculum, Faculty of Engineering, Chiang Mai University. Information given
consisted of 8 Civil Engineering teaching staff, 13 Master’s degree students of the year 2005, and
14 Master’s degree graduates who completed the program from 1996 to 2002, 12 elementary
superiors of the Master’s degree graduates, and 5 experts. The total number of evaluation are 52.
The evaluator used CIPP model in coliecting data. The tools consisted of questionnaires, survey
forms and the focus group form. The evaluator followed the statistical process in the analyses of

frequencies, percentages, mean, standard deviation and content. The results were as followed:

1. Context : The objective of the curriculum was clear and support with the current
social needs, the way to develop country, the student needs and used really in daily Iife. In

addition, the outline and content of the curriculum were appropriafe.

2. Input : Qualification of academic staff in term of degree is in the rank of A.
However, in term of academic titleship is in the rank of C. In contrary, the publication output is in
the rank of A. The work load is privately assigned with sufficiently resources both quality and
ease of access.

3. Process : The administration of the curriculum was appropriate, The course activity
organization measurement and evaluation was appropriate. The role of the advisors occasionally
performed their dutics. While the research supervisor committee consistently perfoﬁned their
duties.

4. Product : The G.P.A. of master degrec graduation is well with in the level as
required by the university. An average duration of completion study is 4.17 years of which
classified as the E ranging. The characteristic as well as efficiency of separation was in the level of

very good to excellent,



