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The purposes of this rescarch were to evaluate the white school project in the aspects of context , input , process and
product and to compare the evaluation of white school project between schools in urban area, country area, and border area, The
42 subjects used in this study were from 2 schools in urban areas, 2 schools in country areas, and 2 schools in border areas, by
inquiring 7 persons of each schools, e.g. school administrators, teachers, parents, students, police or soldier, community leaders
and local wisdom personnels. Data was collected by analyzing the document, inquiring and observation activities.

The instrument used in this study was the questionnaires.

Percentage was used to analyze for studying subjects’ status and general inférmation and to analyze the evaluation in

the aspects of context , input and process. Mean { X ) and standard deviation (S.D.) were used to analyze the evaluation of the

result. The presentation was in the narrative form,

The results of the study classily by each catagories and by the area school are located were as follows:

An evaluation of the white school project in general founded that the project pass the evaluation criteria. Context
evaluation was the highést and the lowest was input evaluation.

I. The evaluation in the aspects of context was found that most of the white school committee realized that the
objective of the white school project were consist with the govemment policy , education ministry policy and genera! education
department policy about the prevention and the solution of drug problems in schools.

2. The evaluation in the aspects of input was found that most of the white school committee realized that the budget
and the supply used were not suitable for doing white school project , but personnel and the period of time were suitable for
doing this project.

3. The evaluation in the aspects of process was found that most of white school committee realized that schools had
activities about preventing the drug problems in schools but did not provide activities about how to solve the drug problems in
schools. The cooperation of the white school committee was found that most of them cooperated with schools to do activities
according to the white school project.

4. The evaluation in the aspects of the product was found that most of the white school committee realized that the
success of white school project and the cooperation of community were in the high level except the community in the urban area
copperate in the moderate level because they performs many activies.

5. The study of the white school project between urban areas schools , country area schools and border area schools

was found that there were simila in their performance.



