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ABSTRACT
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This research aims to evaluate the reading promotion project in schools under
Saraburi Educational Service Area Office 1 in the 3 aspects: context, process and
outcome, and to compare said project development as classified by position, level of
educatioh, and school size.
The 400 samples consisted of 55 administrators, 110 teachers, 135 guardians
and 100 students. The instrument employed was a questionnaire regarding the 3
aspects of the project’s evaluation with a reliability value of 0.96. The collected data
waé analyzed to calculate percentage, mean (Y), standard deviation, (S.D.) one way
ANOVA and Scheffe’s method.
The research findings are as follows:
1. context, process, and outcome
1.1 the overall context of the aforementioned project was rated at a
moderate level. In regards to the component of the context the project needs were
evaluated at a moderate level, in terms of the objective and the feasibility of the project
- both were evaluated at a high level, regarding the readiness of the resource of the
project they wére rated at a moderate level. However, the process aspect and outcome
aspect were rated at a high level.

2. the project evaluation results as classified by school size: the context of
extra large sized schools, large sized schools, medium sized schools and small sized
schools were evaluated as follows: at a high level, a moderate level, a high level, and a
moderate level respectively. In regards to the project needs, all school sizes were

- evaluated at a moderate level, the feasibility and the objectives of the project were rated
at a high level. Regarding the readiness of the resources of extra large sized schools,

large and the medium sized schools, it was rated at a high level; however, this aspect
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of small sized schools were evaluated at a moderate level, However, the process
aspect of extra large, large, and medium sized schools were rated at a high level, but
the small sized schools were evaluated at a moderate level. The outcome aspect of the
extra large and the large sized schools were rated at high level; however this aspect of
the medium and the small sized schools were evaluated at a moderate level.

2. The comparison of the reading promotion project evaluation classified by
position, education, and school size showed as follows:

2.1 position: it was found to have a statistically significant difference at a
0.05 level. The different pair happened between teachers and students in the process
aspect of the project.

2.2 educational level: it was found to have no statistically significant
difference.

2.3 school size: it was found to have a statistically significant difference
at a 0.05 level. The different pair happened between the extra large sized schools and
small sized schools in the process aspect. The different pair also happened in the
outcome aspect between the extra large sized schools and the medium sized schools;

and between the extra large sized schools and small sized schools.





