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Abstract

The research was to evaluate the drug-protection project in Khwao Rai Suksa
School. Kosumphisai, Maha Sarakham by CIPP model, which consisted of context. Input.
Process and product. The sample subjects were students, school personnel and students’
parents. The research instrument was rating-scale evaluation form. The research statistics
used were mean, and standard deviation. The data was compared to the standard criteria
(X=>3.51)

Results of the research were was follows:

1. In regard to the independent variables. It was found that 59.40% of the
participants were male. And 40.60% were female. The samples subjects were divided into
three groups. 54.10% was students. 9.40% was school personnel and 36.50% was
students” parents.

2. According to the average results of the evaluation, it indicated that the
average value of was 3.81. Inregard to the factors, it was found that the highest value was
product ( X = 3.83) while the lowest value was process ( X = 3.78)

3. Inregard to the evaluation of context, it was found that the average value
was high. The highest item was the suitable policy of drug-protection project { X = 4.80)
while the lowest item was the project participation of the subjects (Students X = 3.52)

4. In regard to input, it indicated that the average value of the project

evaluation was high. The highest item was the importance of drug-protection project



(school personnel X =4.29). Whereas, the lowest value was the sufficiency of
resources and equipment for the project which was lower than the standard criteria
(students X = 3.43).

5. The finding of process evaluation indicated that the average value was
high. The highest item was the participation of students in the project (students’ parents
X = 3.93). Whereas, the lowest iten was the duration of advertisement of the project
(students X = 3.58).

6. In regard to the product evaluation, it was found that the average
value of the evalvation was high. The highest item was the recognition of the subjects
about the project (school personnel X = 3.98) while the lowest item was the success of

the drug-protection project in Khwao Rai Suksa school (students X = 3.56)



