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Abstract

The purposes of this research were (1) to create the program theories to be used as the
base for development and evaluation of the Demaocratic Personality Development Project in schools
under the Office of the Basic Education Commission; (2) to develop the method for evaluation of the
Demacratic Personality Development Project in schools under the Office of the Basic Education
Commission; and (3) to evaluate the Demacratic Personality Development Project in schools under
the Office of the Basic Education Commission.

The sample consisted of 38 Prathom Suksa 1V students of Sansai Luang School, Sansai
district, Chiang Mai province. The research process comprised three stages. Stage 1 was the creation
of the program theories. Research informants were 41 school administrators, social studies teachers,
homeroom teachers, and parents of Prathom Suksa IV students, all of whom were purposively
selected. The employed research instrument was a questionnaire. Data were analyzed with the use
of percentage, mean, standard deviation, enimedifieds @nd content analysis. Stage 2 was the evaluation
method development. Research informants were 41 school administrators, social studies teachers,
homeroom teachers, and Prathom Suksa IV students, all of whom were purposively selected. The
employed research instruments were a knowledge test, an evaluation form for assessment of
satisfaction with provision of activities, a student’s self-evaluation form, a student’s behavior
evaluation form for the homeroom teacher, a questionnaire on student’s opinions toward joining the
Demacratic Personality Development Project, a questionnaire on the student’s awareness that
enables them to have democratic personality, and a form for monitoring the Democratic Personality
Development Project for students. Data were analyzed with the use of percentage, mean, standard
deviation, and content analysis. Stage 3 was the evaluation of the Democratic Personality
Development Project by using the evaluation forms developed in Stage 2 to collect data from
stakeholders to evaluate the success of the Project. Data were analyzed using the mean, standard
deviation, t-test, and content analysis.

The research results were as follows: (1) there were two models of constructed program
theories: (a) the action model which had the democratic personality development activities as the
intervention variable with the components of respect, unity, and wisdom; and (b) the change model
which had intervention variable obtained from the action model, i.e. student’s awareness which was
a determinant linking intervention variable and the outcome in order to generate the outcome, i.e. the
students having democratic personality; (2) the method for evaluation of the Project based on
KUSAB principle in designing the evaluation to cover the change model and the action model based
on program theories had the following evaluation instruments: a knowledge test, a satisfaction
assessment form, an awareness assessment form, a student’s behaviors assessment form, and a
project evaluation form; and (3) regarding evaluation results of the Project, it was found that the
overall democratic personality of the students was at the good level; the students’ awareness and
consciousness that enabled them to have overall democratic personality were at the high level; and
after learning from the democratic personality development activities, the students had significantly
higher level of democratic personality at the .01 level of statistical significance; moreover, the
majority of stakeholders agreed with the organizing of this Project because they perceived that the
Project was useful for the students to enable them to apply the obtained knowledge in their daily
living; also, the overall democratic personality of the students was at the high level.
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