Qi 3
unAnda |
e O Aa ' . A & PN @, - o
n3deassRlanaginang Wefinsuemeeilin srmswandea (context) el
o %, a - S P
W (Input) NIZLIUNIT (process) URSHEHES (product) vaslassmmibedinanitslseSon
QW Q¢ g Qo z § e £ Aol L L
Tueln mnﬂmum'mwﬂwuﬁawq? LR ZIﬂﬂl’d'ﬂSWﬁ A3 wnitew ussinassninfow
) e A8 A o o @ o o e A P
njasaadwndnm fa Juins a3 dndow ussfinasesiniiow 20915958 UN
@ o W o g s & A A A P -3
Wi lassnistsaSouludlu sadinmwpaNuinsanmanyd wa 2 Insfnw 2549
o . g Q4 [} Qs ¥ A LAY (-3
$9U7% 353 AL INUITTTINTNIRNG §112% 2,985 AL 1ﬂn§mmaaﬂqaﬂtﬂuguswns 1IN
16 e Wuag S 78 A WusnSau duu 217au LLa:;‘JTﬂnmmﬁ'm’%ﬂu FIUIN 42 %
o y , & P . . A A8 o A
d9nnisguuuuuLisTund (stratified random sampling) tasiianldiduuunseuning
4y Qs a4 J ] oo 2 A ] 3 A Q'J ] Qs -3
HI9898519 8w un IR IINYaILTB 1Y 5 Y dnnaitaduyinny 0.98 14
Qut QU r~% o a [ d
WUUREURNNSUARINYNATY 'amﬁ:ﬁmaga'[ﬂﬁmsaﬂaz (percentage) fLafel (mean) U2
L A - -
FIWLLLILLUNNIFU (standard deviation)
WHANTISITENLI
o A o & ™ @ W g a X o 2
msdedinlassmmiisdnanilssSouludu snadiinnueRuinsdnm
o ar» LY =% ) LYY L2 v v &S
AWLYT Lam 2 mwmgﬂwwu‘lma‘x‘ugmms a3 WnGew uezfUnasesinSeu mMwnams 4
ngu uazluudaznguinanisdsnfineglussauun uszdanuirludrudedvindy du
NTZLIUNNT LAZATUHBNER ﬁwmmsﬂizt,ﬁuagﬂmzﬁumn saansaInuYaINguRIzIduNs 4
3 1 o [y o o o ) s = Qs
nEN UARIUENIZWIATEN gnsmsﬂsxwuag‘lmzﬂumﬂ lunifinguay *niFou uag
o L =~ L3 Qs A =) 9 1] A
Hunasaninou ﬂszmuaglm:ﬂumuﬂma wszilaNasonlunsdiu lagSasanadaiy
§IFARINN 3 AUAL ua:mm‘é'mﬁ'}q@ uFuansih
drugn1azwIadan wud mwswegluszaudhunans lasfineds Snsvam
= ot 2 d‘ " Iy -7 Qs %) o d
amwmsaﬁﬂwmmmﬂmmummmnwmmmmnmwm‘lmgwmﬁa Wusnedand
) A a o ¥ a
fidugegn s89a9nna aunmgumﬂmaamsmamamulumsmma‘[amaﬂwmiﬁnm
Tdnudszanu uazé’uﬁ’mg@ﬁwﬁa ROAASAINURIAUNBUATENINLINSDNTIRDIRANEA



205412

LY o2 3 o4 © A + 25 A t i ;
Lﬁmmﬂmmaamsfs’mgmammuﬁnmmegwu mudeu saunedeffidiaiodige
;e w A ~ o o s w o4 o @
wudidl 2 Mede fasusiunsmivayuliladaulimitawFomaluladasawnals
s w X v “ o = 9’ o
NusNsdu waziinnuraaussinlilasimssansadufinnisidaudhwanefirinue
gaueutiasiiudy wudn mwswa%ilmzé'umn Tapiisads ﬁé'm'mqﬂmnsvmmsﬁnm
Qs =3 Q ) L A ¥ A
SaonTWiigInanumMILInIIsan e lseBeu Lﬂuﬁmanﬁmmaﬂgaqﬂ sadndufa
A ) o ° w e o
AMULNEINDVBIRD qﬂn‘nﬁaaﬂﬂaaannmwmLﬂumaﬂsaﬁw uazduaugavinsfa
-3 2/ S 945 o2 © Qs 3 o A 3 A ;
anunaudurinuemslise gunsol P89n3gFeu Mudey swnadanldualiodga e
o W o =3 ‘g o d A
‘muayasnTiLReaunuImslulasimmisdinenitilsSeululuveslseden e
RS IUFIUNITUIBATT WU3A mwmuag}lm:é’ummﬁuﬁu Tagfsadadaszuy
a =S a ' § @ s I o da . =
m‘msmmﬂgﬂLmnmwa';unwamﬂmnmnmmﬂummy Lﬂuswmanwmmaygeqﬂ
A [ A o =4 ~ o a an .
sa9nINnfe ummﬂmmﬂﬂﬁn'xmmmmawm‘[saLﬁﬂu‘lurﬁlumsmqag‘lumuﬂgum']umm
A Qs Qs Qs 9 o o Qs o Y
TssGsundacas uazduaugarinefe a‘imsfam'sﬂ:ﬁs:numsn‘smmazwmLtwm;m
~ g o o W 4 o Aa = o
MIVIHITNUNTAIU NS muﬂmaﬂﬁmmaamqﬂ fia InIIURBMTEARNLRS
S s 4 =4 o a A o a
fmarzuumaSmsiasnmsisdunanislsaSouluiluvatlsiGon Inuneiciunsnde
wud mwnnagluszauann laefinedesusiulilsaZousamsinmidminfouin
' o A o s I o Aot a
sendlsaSonludasuszlssSouluruunvirelng Wwsnedandidnadogge sesssun
wudadl 2 et fa ﬁwlﬁ’[amaﬁm%’uﬁnﬁﬂuﬁ’alumugﬁmﬂuazaxuuwﬁwﬂna‘lﬁ%’n
Qs A 3 ! W ¥ [ ]
msﬁnm‘lusmuwgwumnw WaTSTULMIMUS MRS A uszilssaumsaieng ¢
Qs Qo 3 b o L-7] L2 2 o k-2
Sanumaussusisunis uszdudugarhe e wwmﬂgaaaulu‘[saL‘%Uu‘lﬂﬁmwg Y
o Q» ° Qs 3 o4 tj L] A o' [ ] [=3 Qs
ATNENIIOMAIN WA LULaE anusieu sawnedaniiduadodige fo susSumsnamw
waamqnﬁmemn‘%‘ﬂwao;‘gﬁzmlﬂgwu



ABSTRACT 205412

This research aims to study the results of the project evaluation of the context,
input, process, and product of the one district, one lab school according to
administrators, teachers, students, and guardians under the Lop Buri Educational
Service Area Office 2.

The 353 samples used, obtained by stratified random sampling and drawn
from a population of 2,985, were 1_6 administrators, 78 teachers, 217 students, and 42
guardians of the schools participating in the lab school project under the Lop Buri
Educational Service Area Office 2 during the 2006 academic year. All data was
obtained using a questionnaire with a reliability rating of 0.98 designed by the
researcher and approved by 5 experts. All completed questionnaires were returned. The
data collected from September 3-9, 2007 was analyzed to calculate percentage, mean
(X), and standard deviation (S.D.).

The findings were as follows:

The project evaluation of the one district, one lab school according to
administrators, teachers, students, and guardians under the Lop Buri Educational
Service Area Office 2 overall and by each individual group was rated at a high level.
The input factor, the process, and the product were also rated at a high level as
previously mentioned. The administrators rated the context factor at a high level
whereas the teachers, the students and the guardians rated it at a moderate level.

When considering each individual aspect ranged in descending order of
values and the lowest value, it was found as follows:

The context: the overall context was rated at a moderate level. Thai society
and the economic status has developed to reduce poverty caused by a lack of

education; this aspect had the highest value followed by a support for local needs in
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_extending educational opportunity for people and the last aspect was the consistency of
{he policy and the school environment in order to be used as learning sources for
schools and communities respectively. The 2 lowest value aspects were to modernize
and clarify the information technology which would help the project attain the goal
established.

7 Regarding the input factor, overall it was found to be at a high level; when
considering each individual aspect the sufficiency of the number of professional
" education personnel and the school management was the aspect with the highest value
followed by the instructional media which accorded with the school needs and the last
aspect was the skill readiness of teachers in using instructional media. The lowest value
aspect was to give the right personnel responsibility for the school management of the
one district, one lab school project.

Conceming the process, overall it was rated at a high level; the highest value
was the management system in the form of participation of all insiders involved,
followed by making a project of the one district, one lab school plan and putting it in the
school action plan and the last aspect was an analysis of the management system with
a clear management chart respectively. The lowest value aspect was a follow-up plan
and a supervision of the project management system in the one district, one lab school.

In regard to the product, overall it was rated at a high level; the highest value
was to encourage the school to provide education with equality between the schools in
the city and the schools up-country followed by 2 aspects: encourage and make
opportunities for more students both in the region and up-country to gain higher
education and speed up and modemize the system of supplying information,
knowledge, and experience. The last aspect was to develop the schools’ teachers to
gain knowledge and catch up with the technology respectively. The lowest value was to

encourage and increase learning achievement development of the students.





