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The research on Program Evaluation of Master of Education, Development Education field,
Silpakom University, Sanamjan Palace Campus aims to evaluate the program in terms of context, iﬁput,
process, product, and impact by containing 6 groups of data providers that are 1) the professors group 6
samples 2) the present s;cudents group 38 samples 3) the master’s degree students group 57 samples 4) the
superiors group whom master’s degreed students working with 12 samples 5) the advisors group of
master’s degreed students studying further in Doctor’s degree 2 samples and 6) the experts 2 samples.
This program evaluation applies CIPPI model of Stufflebeam by collecting data both in quantitative data
and qualitative data. Tools in this research are the questionnaire, the interview form, and the analysis of
quantitative data which apply statistics to enumerate frequency, the percentage (%), the mean (j(‘ ), and
the standard deviation (SD). The analysis of qualitative data applies analysis and summary of key points
from the interview. The result of the research found that:

1. Context Evaluation: C in terms of purpose found that the evaluators of all groups agreed that
the purpose of the program in 5 topics is clear, suitable for present situation, correspond with policy of
various organizations, and agreed with students’ requirement.

2. Input Evaluation: I consists of 5 aspects that are the structure of the program which found that
it’s suitable (66.7 — 100.0%), the contents of the program which foun(i that it’s in high to highest suitable
level (—)?= 3.86 — 4.94), the professors which found that it’s in moderate to highest suitable level (_)E=
2.96 — 4.94), the students which found that it’s in high to highest suitable level (3(—= 3.87 — 4.85), and
the other educational supporting elements which found that it’s in high to highest suitable level ( X =362
—-4.84).

3. Process Evaluation: P consists of 3 aspects that are the teaching aspect which found that it’s in
high to highest suitable level (Y= 4.16 — 4.95), the measurement and evaluation aspect found that it’s in
high to highest suitable level (—)—(— = 4.24 — 4.95), the program management aspect found that it’s in high to
highest suitable level (X =4.14 -4.94).

4. Product Evaluation: P consists of 3 groups of data providers that are the group of master’s
degree students who perceived that they themselves have knowledge, skills, and attitude in the high to
highest level (j(—= 4.28 — 4.72), the superiors in organizations who the master’s degree students” working
with found that they’re highly satisfied with the students (40.0%), the advisors group of master’s degree
students studying further in Doctor’s degree found that most of them’ re moderately to highly satisfied

(50.0%).

5. Impact Evaluation: I found themselves able to highly apply their knowledge, skills, and

experiences studying from this program to their work (X =4.35).





