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The purpose 6f this research was fo study the primary school
tearchers’ implementation on the education regulation concerning
evaluation of the B.E. 2521 secondary school curriculum (revised B.E.
2533Y. The subjects of this research were 175 teachers. The
guestionnaire were employed to collect data and using percentage,
mean, standard deviation and one-way ANOVA for analyzing the data.
The findings were as follows.

1. The science teachers’ comprehensive scores on the education
regulation concerning evaluation of the B.E. 2521 secondary school
curriculum (revised B.E. 2533) were highest. Later was English,
mathemat ics, and Thai fteachers with respectively; And thé social
education teachers had the lowest score.

2. The English teachers’ practical scores on the education
regulation concerning evaluaﬁion of the B.E. 2521 secondafy school
curriculunm (revised B.E. 2533) were highest. Later was mathematics,
social,education, and Thai bteachers with respectively. And the
science teachers had the lowest score.

3. Almost teachers agreed with the education regulation
concerning evaluation of the B.E. 2521 secondary school curriculum
(revised B.E.'ZSBB), exceptional an evaluation by the school group’s
agreement, the objeclive of midierm evaluation were given by the
school gréup, only student who were fo schobl at least B80% from total
were permited in the final evaluation, and talke remedial teaching in

free time or holiday for students who were nonmastery.



4, Among teachers with difference subject, there were not
‘ m
significantly different in the conrehensive scores, practical scores,
and opinion on the education regulation concerning evaluation of the

B.E. 2521 secondary school curriculum (revised B.E. 2533).





