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Abstract 
The objectives of this research were to evaluate and present management 

guidelines of the Master of Education program in Buddhist educational administration, faculty 
of education at Mahachulalongkornrajavidyalaya University, Khonkaen Campus in five 
aspects: 1) course context 2) contributing factors in the course 3) what is involved in the 
course 4) learning activities in the course and 5) productivity along the way of the course. 
The samples used in this research including 169 teachers, expert committees, Master's 
Degree in Buddhist Educational Administration students, master students, and supervisors of 
master students. The research instruments were structured interviews, questionnaire which 
were categorized according to the samples involved as course users. Data analysis from this 
research included information from interviews and descriptive data or quality data which was 
a content analysis and information from the questionnaire which was a quantitative data. 
The statistics used in this analysis of the data were percentage, mean and standard 
deviation. 

The research findings were revealed as follows: 1) Master of Education Program in 
Educational Administration Program, Faculty of Education at Mahachulalongkornrajavidyalaya 
University, Khonkaen Campus in overall aspect was appropriate at the highest level  
(  = 4.70, S.D. = 0.66). When considering each aspect, it was found that all aspects were 
appropriate at the highest level.  2) The management guidelines of Master of Education 
Curriculum, majoring in Buddhist Educational Administration, Faculty of Education was found 
that there should be additional instruction in the current social issues subject. Moreover, 
there should provide students with academic skills training to the community, students' 
classrooms should be improved in order to be more effective in managing them, and there 
should be public relations and dissemination of knowledge that was the science of Buddhist 
educational administration. 
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