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Abstract

A study of factors affecting the implementation of the curriculum

Otgonbayar D., Dashtseren B., Lkhamdulam B., Enkhzul T, Baasanjav N.

2”Ach” Medical University

otgonbayar.d@ach.edu.mn
Introduction
The curriculum development is important issue, especially stakeholder’'s evaluations for the
implementation of the curriculum. Accordingly, this time we conducted this survey to determine the
level of satisfaction of teachers, which is a key factor in implementation of curriculum at the “Ach”
Medical University.
Goal
To study curriculum implementation assessment by teachers at the Ach Medical University.
Materials and Methods
Study was conducted descriptive study design using quantitative research methodology. The Likert
scale (1-5) used for the assessment of satisfaction score. Total 77 teachers were included in the
study. Study questionnaire included 7 groups with 53 questionnaires.
Results
Total n=77 teachers included in the study. The satisfaction level of teachers for the implementation
of curriculum was 73% (n=56) satisfied with satisfaction, 22% moderate satisfaction (n=17), and
medium satisfaction teacher 5% (n=4).
The satisfaction level of teacher workload and job satisfaction is high enough to satisfy the workload
of the trainee, the time to prepare the lesson, and the opportunity to work with the students in the
classroom. 3.6-4.2, while the teacher’s work value or salary the level of satisfaction level is 3.11, the
minimum value is 2.75, the average.
Conclusion: The average satisfaction score was 4.11 above the average but the effectiveness of
the program, the effectiveness of the teacher’s work, study environment and textbooks were below

average.
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YHgacnan

MoHron ync TeBnepceH TenesnereeT 3S4UNH
3aCrMrMH  TOITOJSILOOHOOC 3axX 333NUNH  3OUNH

3acruiiH  TOITONMUOOHA  LUMIDKCIH33P  3pyyn
M3HOWAH  TOrTONLOO YHAC33P33 ©epunergex,
3pYyyn  MSHOWMH  aHXaH  WaTHbl  Tycnamx

YANMYUATI3r TIPryynax YmMrnanas GOnroH xyynuHa
eepuNenT XMUrgcaH. dpyyn M3HAWAH canbapbiH
6ognoro eepynergceHTan xonbooTonroop
3MY,  OMHIMNMMAH  MIPrKMNATIHr  BanTragar
aHaraaxblH CypryynuygblH cyprantbiH 6ognoro
MOH eepunergex, 9pyyn M3HAWAH Tycnamx
YANUUMArasHUIM  aHxgard  wartnang — axunnax
YagBapTan, MY SMHIMTUINH MIPrIKUITTIH O03NTrax
6oaM0ro AsnNXmn HARTUIAH XaHgnara 6oncoH.Ync

OpPHbl aHaraaxblH CypryynuyabiH cypanuax Xun,
cyanax Xuyaan owponuoo 60rnoBdY TerceryguinH
M3AM3n,YagBap, XxaHanara, MapraxunTaHg TaBurgax
Wwaapgnara 3epyyTan OanHa [anxuhH aHaraax
yxaaHbl 60noBCpOrbIH X0n600 GOMoH 3IpA3IMTIH
cyanaauyug OyrHaH, 3HAXYY acyyanbir WUAABIPRaxX
3opunroop “0anxunH aHaraaxblH ©GonoBcpong
TaBurgax Tynryyp waapgnara’, HomxoH ganaivH
apyyH aprMnH BycuH aHaraaxblH CypryynuyabiH
“bonoBcponbiH  YaHapbliH ©GaTanraa” cTaHAaapr,
36BMNOMXUNAT OOMOBCPYyYynaH X3pankyyrk OarHa.
Wiim 4 yupaac eHeegep anb yncag, smap cypryyrnb
TOrCeX MIPraxun 339MLLCIHIIC XaMaapaxrymraap
XaaHa Y ounK axunnax YageapTam 3M4y, SMHIMTNAH
MIpPraXunTaHr  6anTragar Gonoxog — aHaraax
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yXaaHbl Cypryynuya YHA3CHWA, OYC HYTIUiH,
A3NXMAH TYBLUMHA XamTpaH axunnax 6onnoo.
AHaraaxblH Cypryynuyg MIproXuntaH 6anTrax
CypranTbiH XeTenbepuinH XapankUNTaHg, oponuory
TanyyablH YHIMraar cyganraaHg CyypurnaH Xumx,
cypranTtblH XxeTenbepee Xerkyynax Hb OnoH
TanbiH a4 xonborgonTon Tyn 6ug 3HA ygaa “Av”
AYUNC-MINH MapraxnuiiH canbapyyabiH cypranTbiH
X6Tenbepuir xapankyynard ron Xy4vH 3ynn 6omnox
BarL HapblH C3TraM XaHaMXWNAH TYBLUMHI TOFTOOX
30pUNToOp 3HIXYY CyAanraar XMnnaa.

Tynxyyp yr: CyprantblH xeTenbep, 6ariw, caTran
XaHaMXK, X3P3aNKUMT, YHANI39,

3opunro: “Ay” AYUC-1inH cypranTbiH XeTenoepuitH
X3P3NKUNT34 6rceH Garll HapblH YHIMr3ar cyanax
TOITOOX

3opunrt:
1. “CypranTblH xeTenbepuir xapankyynard oartu
HapblH GYPanaaxyyH, OyTUMIAr cyanax

2. CypranTblH  XxeTenbepunH  X3P3aNKUMTIHA
erceH HarL HapbIH YHANra3 GOMNOH CypranTbiH
XeTenbepuiiH  XapankunTaHg Heneenx Oyw
XYUUH 3YRNYyyaunr cyanax

XaparnargaxyyH, apra 3ym

CypanraarHaraH arlwHbl OUCKPUNTMB 3arBapaap
TOOH cyAanraaHbl aprbir awurnaH “A4” AYUC-
WAH AHaraax yxaaHbl canbapblH aHrMa Xu4aan

MOHTOJIbIH AHATAAX YXAAH, 2018, 3 (185)

3aagar (n=53), YnamxnanTt aHaraax yxaaHbl
canbapt xu4ssn 3aapgar (n=36), Hyyp am
cyananbiH canbapblH aHrumg Xu4a3an 3aagar
(n=40), CyBunaxymH canbapblH aHrng Xu4aan
3aapgar (n=30) /paBTtaracaH Tooroop/ HWAT 77
Oarwwuir cypanraaHg xampyynaH HUAT 76ynar
53 acyynt 6yxun cyganraaHbl acyymx Xyyacaap
caHan HUWNAX33C 3C HUNN3AX XypTan JIMkepTuinH
XAMXKYYpPasp 1-5 OHOOroop CaTran XaHaMXuiH
TYBLUMHI TOAOPXONSIOB.

CymanraaHbl  a@XmnblH YpP  OYHTWAH  XYCHAIT,
aypcnanunr Microsoft Office nx 6ypgan, Ctatuctuk
©onoecpyynantbir SPSS-17 nporpamMmbir alimrnaH
rYMUSTraX, XyBb OOMOH AyHA@X YTrblH CTaTUCTUK
Maragnan 6yxun sinraar 95 xyBuinH maragnanaap
fatanraaxyynas.

Yp AYH

CypanraaHg xampargcaH ©Oarw HapbliH - HacHbI
Oynar, XyNcuiH xapbLaacypranTbiH XeTenoepuiiH
XOPANKUNTIHA, OrCOH CATIAN XaHaMXUIWH Tanaapx
YP AYHr dapaax 3ypar XyCH3rTyyadap Xxapyynas.
CypanraaHg HuMT n=77 Oarw xampargcaHaac
apartan (n=27), amartan (n=50) Garw Garnaa.
HwiAT cyganraang xamparacaH 6arw HapblH HaCHbI
oynruar cypamxk y3axag 30 aac goow HacHbI
16 (21%), 31-40 HacHbl 26 (34%), 41-49 HacHbI
18 (23%), 50-aac paaw HacHbl 17 (22%) ©Garw
cypanraaHg xampargas (XycHarT 1).

Table 1. Age group and gender of participant’s survey

Total Men Women
Age
n % n % n %
below 30 age 16 20,78 4 14,8 12 24
31-40 age 26 33,77 7 25,93 19 38
41-49 age 18 23,38 4 14,81 14 28
Up to 50 age 17 22,08 12 44.44 5 10

CypranTbiH XxeTen0epuir xapankyyrmk 6ariraa 6arw
HapblH anbaH TywaanbiH 33P3rMafvMnH  cyanax
y33xag rapaat Garw 23,3% (n=18), gagnaraxury
barw 10,3% (n=8), 6arw 29,87% (n=23), axnax

barw 22,07 % (n=17), aag npodeccop 3,8% (n=3),
npocpeccop 10,3% (n=8) Ganraa Gereea Hac axmx
Tycam anbaH TylwaanblH 33parnan ecex OGainraa
3yi Torton axurnargnaa (P<0.05) (XycHart 2).

Table 2. Position of participant’s survey

Total Men Women
Position P value
n % n % n %
Part-time lecturer 18 23,3 5 19,2 13 25,4
Practitioner 8 10,3 3 11,5 5 9,8
Lecturer 23 29,8 4 15,4 19 37,2 0.00015
Senior lecturer 17 22,0 6 23,1 1 21,5
Associate Professor 3 3,9 0 0,0 3 5,8
Professor 8 10,3 8 30,8 0 0,0
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Barw HapblH axunnacaH XUnuir cyanax y3axag
0-5 xun axvnnax 6anraa 6arw27% (n=21), 6-10
Xun axunnax 6anraa 6arw 22,08% (n=17),11-15

77

xun axunnnacad 6arw 10.39% (n=8), 16-20 >xwun
axunnacaH 6arw 19,48% (n=15), 20-c 433w >xwun
axunnacaH 20,78% (n=16) 6aviHa (XycHarT 3).

Table 3. Employed year of lecturer

Employed year n %
0-5 years 21 27,27
6-10years 17 22,08

11-15years 8 10,39
16-20years 15 19,48
Up to 20years 16 20,78

CypranTbiH xeTenbepT xu4aan 3aax Oavraa darw
HapblH 3aax Gairaa canbap LWMHXMISX yXaaHbl

YAIN3M33P MIPraXxun O33WnyyncaH Gananeir
Aapaax 3ypraap unapxuinas (3ypar 1).
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Figure 1. Teachers’ field profession

CypnanraaHg xampargcaH Oarw HapbiH YHOCSH
M3PraXnUH YUrnanasp Oyly eepcounH 3aax
Oyl XU4Y33NUAH YMIMAN3dP YHAC3H M3PraLuun
939MWC3H Gananbir cyanax y3axag OUWANSHX
Hb Oyloy 68% xyBb (N=52)Hb YHOCSH HapWIiH

M3Praxun 93aMmwcaH, 12% Hbbyy (n=9) Hb
HapWMH M3prawaaryn, 16% Hbbytoy (n=15) Garw
©6p MIPraXIMIAH YUIMISNA3P MIPrawcaH 6GariHa
(Bypar 2).
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Figure 2. Satisfaction of lecturer
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‘A4  AYUC-unH  cypranTtblH  xeTenbepuiiH
X3P3DKUNTIHA oponuoxX Barwnaxgaa xsp caTran
XaHamxTay Oavipgar Tanaap cyanax y3axag
cynanraaHp xampargcaH 6arw HapelH 73% 6ytoy
(n= 56) catran xaHamXTamn, CITran xaHamx AyHA
39par 22% (n= 17) Garw, AyHoxaac Jooryyp
CaTran xaHamxtawn 6arw 5% Oyroy (n= 4) 6annaa
(3ypar 2).

MOHTOJIbIH AHATAAX YXAAH, 2018, 3 (185)

CypranTblH XeTenbepuinH X3p3aNKUMATIHA 6rceH
Oarw HapblH C3Trajl XxaHamXk anbaH TywaanbiH
39p3rnanaac Xamaapu anraartan baviraa
ACAXUIAM Cyanax y33Xd4 CTAaTUCTUKUWH XyBbAd ad
xonborgonTon sinraa axurnargcaHrym HUAT Gariw
HapblH C3Tr31 XaHAMXUMH TYBLUWH 0334 yTra Hb
4.55, poop ytra Hb 3.68, AyHOAX CITran XxaHaxuimH

TYBLWUH 4.11 Bannaa (XycHarT 4).

Table 4. Teacher’s satisfaction and position

n Mean Std deviation Std error Max Min

Part-time lecturer 18 4,22 0,6 0,29 4,51 3,93
Practitioner 8 3,88 0,6 0,415 4,29 3,46
Lecturer 22 3,77 0,8 0,35 4,13 3,42
Senior lecturer 17 3,76 1,1 0,53 4,29 3,24
Associate Professor 3 4,67 0,5 0,53 5,20 413
Professor 8 4,38 0,7 0,48 4,86 3,89
Total 4,11 0,7 0,43 4,55 3,68

CypanraaHg xampargcaH 6arw Hapaac 6arwmniH
axnblH advaanan O60MoH axmnblH  YHIM3MXWIAH
Tanaap CTran XaHaXXWUMH TYBLUMHT CyO aX y33xa4
cypranTtaap rynyatrax 6anraa a4aanaan, xm4sang,
0anTrax uar xyrauaa, TaHXUMbIH Oyc cyprantaap
oloyTaHTam axunnax OGOrnoMX Hexueng CcaTran

XaHaMXWAH TYBLUWH XaHranTttam Oywy 3.6-4.2,
XapuH OarwuiiH axnblH YHaMamK Oyloy uanuH
XONCHUN XyBb[, CydanraaHg XxampargcaH HUAT
farw HapblH C3Traf XaHaMKUWH TYBLUWH 4334
yTra Hb 3.11, gooa yTtra Hb 2.75, gyHOax catran

XaHaXunH TyBLKWH 2.9 Bannaa (XycHarT 5).

Table 5. Teacher workload and level of satisfaction

Indicator n
The training load is appropriate 77
The time reqU|r§d to prepare for the 77 4.21
course is sufficient
Time for students to spgnd on non- 77 3.60
classroom training
Salary and value of lecturer work 77 2,9

Mean

4,10

Std deviation  Std error L ?5% Min ?,5%
Cl Cl
0,88 0,20 4,30 3,91
0,92 0,20 4,41 4,00
1,02 0,23 3,83 3,37
0,65 0,25 3,11 2,75

CypanraaHg xampargcaH 6arw Hapaac cypranTbiH
XeTenbepuiH ~ OpYMH  Hexueng Xap  CaTran
XaHamxTaw Oaviraar Togpyynaxag —AagnarbiH
XW433M ABargax OpuYUMH Tyxamnbam SMHIn3yuH
AaanarbiH - XWY33MWMNH  OpYMHA,  ©rceH  CaTran
XaHaMXWNH 033 yTra 3.2, gooa ytra 2.97, oyHaax
yTra 3.2, cyypb LUMHXI3X yXaaHbl nabopaTopuiiH
XNY33MMIAH OpYMHA 6arLl HapblH C3TraN XaHaMXXUnH

TyBWKH 334 ytra 3.1, pgoog ytra 2.88, gyHoax
yTra 3.13, OHOMbIH CEMUHAPbIH XUY33MNNAH OPYMHA
COTraN XaHaMKWMH TyBWWH [334 yTtra 3.75,
poon ytra 3.32, gyHpax ytra 3.53, HOM cypax
Ovuur rapblH aBnarbiH XypPT33MXKUL, 6rCOH CITran
XaHaMXWMH TyBWWH 0934 yTra 3.18, goon yTra

2.64, pyHpax ytra 2.91 6annaa (XycHarT 6).

Table 6. The level of satisfaction of teachers in the learning environment

Indicator n Mean  Std deviation Std error Max 95% CI* Min 95% CI*
Environment of clinical training 77 3,22 1,14 0,25 3,47 2,97
Laboratory classroom environment 77 3,13 1,12 0,25 3,38 2,88
Seminary classroom environment 77 3,53 0,96 0,21 3,75 3,32
Access to books, textbooks and manuals 77 2,91 1,22 0,27 3,18 2,64
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Xanuamx
Yr cypanraag
XOP3DKUNTUAT  YHAN3XA33 Garwl HapbliH C3Tran

cyprantblH  XxeTentepuitH
XaHaMXXWUIH TYBLUMH, OypanaaxyyH OyTau, caTran

XaHamX, axnblH ayaanan, ©arwunnH axrbiH
YHOMra3, CypranTblH OpPYMH T3C3H YMIMaNyyasas
YHOOCNAC3H cypanraa 6GomncoH Hb 2013 oHA
XUNTAC3H HapblIH
X6TONOOPUIH X3PINKUMNTIHA HEeNMeermk 6yn Xy4nH
3YWNCUNH  cypanraa’aac
XapuH cypranTblH OpYMH MaTepuannar 6aas bytoy

©pee Tacaliraa aHrm, TaHXUMm, barax X3parcan

B.BarmknHHam “AHaraaxblH

anraatan  Gannaa.

XaHranTrylh racaH yp AyH rapcaH Hb OuaHui
cydanraaHbl axmblH yp AYHTaM Toxupd 6anHa.
CypranTblH XeTenbepuiH X3p3aNKUMTIHA ©rceH
Oarw HapblH CITIaN XaHaMXUNH €POHXMI TYBLUWH
AyHoxaac gaaryyp 6ytoy 4.11 Gairaa He XK.Oprun
HapblH AHaraaxblH Cyypb CyprantbiH XeTenoepuiiH
YH3Mra9 C3A3BT CydanraaHbl axmblH aHaraaxblH
Cyypb cyprantbiH xeTenbepT oloyTaH 6arw HapbIH
CATran XaHaMXWIH TYBLUMH AyHAaxaac 0aaw (3.5)
Y3YYNanTTan GalHa racaH yp AYHT3M OMpOSLoo
BanHa.

OyrHanT:

1. CyprantblH xeTenbepuir
farwnax OypangsaxyyHWn HacHbl OYTUWIAH
XyBba 31-33C 433 HacHbl Garw Hap (80%)
AVAN3HX XYBUIT 333k Oaliraa 6a GarwmiH
anbaH TywaanblH 33p3arnan  axwnnacaH
XU HAMIrgax TyTam Hamargax OGariHa.
CypanraaHg xampargcaH 6arw HapblH 68%
Hb 86PUIAH 3aaX By XMYIBNUIAH YUINANIP
M3praLLCcaH barw Hap 6anHa.

X3PanKyynary

2. CyprantblH XxeTenbepuH  X3pankunTag
erceH Oarw HapblH C3TraN  XaHaMXWUIAH
EepPeHXUA  TYBLUIMH  AyH[Kaac  O933ryyp
bytoy 4.11 Gainraa 6Gonosd, xeTenbepwuir

X3P3NKYYNaxaa

XYYMH 3yinyyn 6Gornox GarwuiiH  axsbiH

YH3M3MX, 3MH3N3yH GONoH NabopaTopuiiH

XWM433M SBYYynax cCypranTtblH OpPYMH, HOM

cypax OWYrMiiH XxypTaamkupg Oarw HapbiH

C3TraNl  XaHaMXWWH TYBLUWH  OyHOXKaac

pooryyp 6aiiHa.
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