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ABSTRACT

This research aits to assess the pilot of the special classroom
Chaturaphakpimanratchadapisck school project by The CIPP Model. Target group of this
research is the administrator of 5 people, the responsible for the project 10 people, the
teachers of 20 people, students in Project 79 people, the teacher is not in the prbject of 82
people, parents of students of 79 people, the basic education committee of 13 people. Total of
these 288 people of Chaturaphakpiman- ratchadapisek school during the second semester of
2012 academic year in the secondary educational service area 27. Tools used fo collect the
data was the fourth version of the questionnaire has a scale model (Rating Scale) is 4
questionnaires ; the first to ask the opinion of administrators and the responsible for 4 aspects
: the context, input, process and product of the 40 items with the discrimination between 0.31
- 0.83 and the reliability of the questionnaire was 0.96, the second to ask questions for 4
aspects : the context, input, process and product of the 40 items with the discrimination
between .30 to 0 .83 and the reliability of the questionnaire was .95 , the third to ask students
in this project for 3 aspects : the input, process, and product of 34 items with the
discrimination between .37 to .79 and the reliability of the questionnaire was 0.94, and the
fourth to ask teachers in schools that are not in the project, parents of students in the project
and the basic committee school for three aspects : the input, the process and product were 23

items with the discrimination between .46 to .66 and the reliability of the questionnaire was



.94. The statistics used in the data analysis with descriptive statistics is the average

percentage and standard deviation.

The results showed that

1. The context : The purpose of the project is appropriate at a high level,
Operating model is clear, easy to understand can be practical.

2. The input : The availability of resources and preparation used for the
implementation of projects are appropriate at a high level.

3. The process : The implementation of projects are appropriate at a high level.

4. The product : The results for the participants in the features and capabilities

to success the objectives of the project are appropriate at a high level.




