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The purpose of this evaluation research study were to evaluate The Bachelor of Nursing
Science Program, Faculty of Nursing, Ratchathani University, Udon Thani Campus through the
CIPP model, consideriig context, input, process, and product. The samples in this study was
391 composed of 13 teaching staff, 126 bachelor graduates (Approximate sample size form power
analysis and stratified random sampling), 126 head nurses of the graduates and 126 co-workers of
the graduates. Data selection was quantitative and qualitative methods. The research instrument
were four questionnaires for teaching staff, bachelor graduates, head nurses of the graduates and
co-workers of the graduates. On evaluation about Context, Input, Process, and Product. The
questionnaires were approved for content validity by 7 experts, try out 40 sampling and the
reliability were by means of cronbach’s alpha coefficient with the result of 0.93 - 0.94, 0.88 -
10.94, 0.93 - 0.97 and 0.96 - 0.98 respectively. These were followed by structured interviews for 13
teaching staff and 10 bachelor graduates. Data were entered into SPSS/FW program, frequency,
percentage, mean, standard deviation, Kruskral Wallis-H test, Spearman rank coefficients correlation
were used to analyze the data and content analysis. The study results were as follow :

The teaching staff and bachelor graduates’ opinions toward context (}= 3.80, SD=0.73;
} = 3.86, SD = 0.78 respectively) and process (_)? = 355, SD = 0.77;f = 3.50, SD = 0.79
respectively) were at the high level appropriate, input were at the moderate to high level
appropriate. (Y =342,SD=0.77; 7(: =3.53,SD = 0.86 respectively), and product : The bachelor
graduates 1 to 4 had learning achievement at the nearly good level. The bachelor graduates 1
pass the first testing from the nursing council. The bachelor graduates 2, 3 and 4 pass the
second testing from the nursing council . The opinions of the bachelor graduates, head nurses of
the graduates and co-wbrkers of the graduates toward the graduate nurse’s competence were at
the high level (—)—(——1 3.99, SD=0.70 ;Y = 3,51, SD = 0.80; } = 3.89, SD = 0.78 respectively).
Comparing the opinions of the 3 groups toward the overall competencies of nursing graduates it
was found that at 0.05. there was non significant difference.

Then, the overall grade point average were statistically significant positive correlation with
the competencies of nursing graduate at 0.01. The overall grade point average were highly
significant related to opinions of the bachelor graduates ( r=0.615) and results showed that : the
competencies point average of nurses graduates, the opinions of the bachelor graduates with
head nurses of the graduates and the bachelor graduates with co-workers were statistically

significant positive correlation (r=0.321, p <0.05; r=0.225, p< 0.01 respectively)





