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ABSTRACT
The purposes of the study were (1) to evaluate the activities
of the students in earning income; (2) to evaluate the results of the
Project activities and; (3) to identify the problems and some
suggestions for the Project. Two instruments were utilized : The
Survey Form and the Questionnaire, with 501 subjects including 14
principals, 160 Project advisors and 327 students. The earned data
were then analyzed by SPSS/PC+ program for determining frequencies,

arithmetic means, standard deviations, t-test and F-test.



The Results

1. The students thought that they carried out the activities
of the Project at the "much" level, while at the "moderate"
level as the advisors thought. Their evaluations were
different at the .01 level of significance.

2. Both the students and the advisors evaluated that the
Project activities helped the students earned more
knowledge and experiences, and promoted them have more
desirable characteristics. However, the evaluation of both
groups was different at the .01 level of significance.

3. The Project advisors thought that there was "moderate"
problem in organizing all kinds of the Project concerns
while the students thought that there was "little"
problem. The evaluation of both groups was statistically

different at the .01 1level of significance.

The principals, the Project advisors and the students
"moderately" agreed with the Project. But the evaluation of three

groups was statistically different at the .05 level of significance.



