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This research was aimed: 1) to construct the informal education in the basic school,
model for the secondary school dropout students, 2) to study the efficiency of the informal
education in the basic school model for the secondary school dropout students and 3) to
evaluate the informal education in the basic school model for the secondary school dropout
students. The research was investigated following the three procedures below:

Construction of the informal education in the basic school model for the secondary
school dropout students was constructed by analyzing the theory of education, education
courses, and the concept of informal education management and the law of education
concerned. The researcher synthesized the informal education model, a draft model, which
was approved by nine experts using focus group discussion. Then the researcher
organized the approved model to be the informal education in the basic school model for
the secondary school dropout students. The model had four structures; 1) the structure of
education management 2) the education curriculum 3) learning activities 4) the assessment
of learning.

Investigation of the effectiveness of the informal education in the basic school
model for the secondary school dropout students investigated by using experimental
research. The population for this study was the secondary schools under the jurisdiction of
the Office of the Basic Education Commission. The sample group of this study was
Watbangpra School which is under the jurisdiction of Nakhon Pathom Primary Educational
Service Area Office 2 and the School was selected by simple random sampling. The data
was collected by using three analysis forms; the implementation data analysis, the analysis
rates of school absenteeism decreased and the criteria of passing course analysis form.
The collected data were analyzed by frequency, percentage and mean score.

Evaluation of the effectiveness of the informal education in the basic school model

for the secondary school dropout students evaluated by using conference organization to



present the results from the implementation. The population was administrators of the
secondary schools in Nakhon Pathom province, under the jurisdiction of the Office of the
Basic Education Commission. The samples were composed of thirty administrators from
simple random sampling. The researcher evaluated the appropriate, possibility and
development of using the model. The measuring instrument was the questionnaire for the
school administrators which contained five rating scales. The period of data collection was
100 percentages of collection data from all 30 samples. The data was analyzed by
frequency, percentage, mean and standard deviation.

The results of this research were summarized as the following:

1. The informal education in the basic school model for the secondary school
dropout students had four structures; 1) the management part included the management
structure, the management role and education management, 2) the curriculum combined
the basic education core curriculum B.E. 2551 (A.D. 2008) and the informal learning
management, 3) the process of learning contained the learning management, the process of
learning, the designing of learning management, teachers’ role, instruction media and
learning resources, 4) measurement and evaluation part included the measurement and
evaluation beneath the basic education core curriculum B.E. 2551 (A.D. 2008) and the
variety ways of assessment.

2. The investigation of the effectiveness of the informal education in the basic
school model for the secondary school dropout students. The results were found that

2.1 The absenteeism rates of dropped out students were reduced at 87.45
percentages.

2.2 The dropout students passed the criterion evaluation of learning at 66.67
percentages.

3. The appropriate evaluation was effective at the high level at iz 447, SD. =

0.09. The possibility evaluation was at the high level at i =4.46,S.D.=0.17.



