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ABSTRACT 1 8 2 4 2 O

The purposes of this research aim to evaluate the basic education curriculum
of B.E. 2544 in work and career technology learning substance group, the third level,
secondary grade 1-3 in schools under Lop Buri Education Service Area Office 2 by
using the CIPP Model.

The samples consist of three groups: the first one is 51 school directors and
51 teachers, 102 in t;)tal; ‘the second one is 11 school board committee members, 183
guardians and 183 students, 377 in total and the last group is 7 alumni, The
instruments used for gathering data are a questionnaire and an interview form. The data
was statistically analyzed by using percentage, mean (—)E), standard deviation (S.D.)
and content analysis.

The research results are as follows:

context evaluation: the directors, teachers, school board committee members
guardians and students agreed that the context was very appropriate and the context of
the curriculum was appropriate in the opinions of the alumni.

input evaluation: the directors, teachers, school board committee members,
guardians, and students had opinions that the characteristics of the teachers and the
students, instruction materials, curriculum materials, setting up of learning time and the
budget were very appropriate and the alumni had opinions that the characteristics of the
teachers and the students, and instruction materials were appropriate.

process evaluation: the directors, teachers, school board committee members,

guardians and students had opinions that learning process, measurement and

evaluation, and curriculum administration were very appropriate and the alumni thought
that learning process and measurement evaluation were appropriate.

product evaluation: the directors, teachers, school board committee members,
guardians and students thought that the characteristics of the students and the
characteristics of the alumni were very appropriate but in the opinions of the alumni

were appropriate.





