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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this project evaluation was to evaluate the project of
promoting morals, ethics, and sufficiency economy philosophy by Datdaruni School’s
cooperative networks in academic year 2020. The CIPP Model used in the evaluation
was comprised of context, input, process, and product. The product evaluations had
three aspects which were the effectiveness of the project operation, effects on
students (consisting of 1) understanding of sufficiency economy philosophy, 2) student’s
desired characteristics following the basic education core curriculum (A.D. 2008), and
student’s satisfaction towards the project). There were all 739 samples consisting of
1 school administrator, 45 teachers, and 9 people of the basic school commission of
Datdaruni School, chosen by using purposive sampling. Also, there were 342 student
samples chosen by using Krejcie and Morgan table, stratified random sampling, and
simple random sampling. Additionally, there were 342 guardians of the sample
students. The instruments were questionnaires for context, input, process, and
output evaluations, questionnaire for understanding of sufficiency economy
philosophy, assessment form of the student’s desired characteristics, and student’s
satisfaction questionnaire towards the project. The statistics used in the project were
percentage, mean (X ) and standard deviation (S.D.).

The results were as follows:

1. The context evaluation result of the project was at the highest level

(X =4.77,S.D. = 0.36).



2. The input evaluation result of the project was at the highest level
(X =4.62,S.D. = 0.44).
3. The process evaluation result of the project was at the highest level
(X =4.56,S.D. = 0.32).
4. The output evaluation results of the project were as follows:
4.1 The effectiveness of the project operation was at the highest level
(X=432,5D. = 0.37).
4.2 The effects on students were as follows:
4.2.1 The result of the student’s understanding of the sufficiency
economy philosophy was 94.88 percent.
4.2.2 The overall assessment results of the student’s desired
characteristics were at the highest level (X = 4.42, S.D. = 0.27).
4.3 The overall results of the student’s satisfaction questionnaire

towards the project were at the highest level (X = 4.51, S.D. = 0.23).



