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Assessment report of the Moral School Project, OBEC,
Ubon Ratchathani Primary Educational Service Area Office 1,
using the CIPPiest Model (CIPPiest Model).
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Abstract

This study aims to To evaluate the Moral School Project, OBEC, Office of Ubon Ratchathani Primary
Educational Service Area 1, in terms of context, input factors. The process aspect, the productivity aspect,
about the expected morality and ethics of the students in 10 areas, namely discipline Responsibility,
diligence, honesty Consciousness and thoroughness Generosity and sacrifice, courtesy, fairness, collective
consciousness, unity and assessment of the impact, effectiveness, sustainability and knowledge transfer of
the project. The reporter used Danial L. Stufflebeam'’s assessment method, the CIPPiest Model (CIPPiest
Model). school administrators Teacher in charge of the project Parents of students and students in grades
4 - 6 of the academic year 2020 were 546 people, classified as school administrators 25 people, teachers
responsible for the project 25 people. Population was used as the unit of analysis. 248 students' parents
used the Craigie and Morgan sample sizing tables and Simple Random Sampling, and 248 students used
the Craigie and Morgan sample sizing tables. Organ and simple random sampling (Simple Random Sampling)
tools used in the study. as a questionnaire Created by the reporter, divided into 4 sets, the questions were
on a 5-level estimation scale, totaling 76 items, the Conformity Index 0.6 to 1.0, the power to discriminate
each item 0.20 to 0.90, the confidence value was 0.95 - 0.98, the statistics used. In the data analysis, the
percentage, mean, and standard deviation were analyzed.

The results of the study found that

From the analysis of the data obtained from the study of the opinions of the school
administrators. Teachers and personnel, students and parents, students towards the moral school project,
OBEC, Ubon Ratchathani Primary Educational Service Area Office 1, summary of the results of the study.
Classified by group of informants as follows:

1. Context of the project (Context)
1.1 School administrators There is an opinion that The context of the project (Context) is appropriate as a

whole at the highest level. when considering each item It was found that 8 items were at the highest level



and 4 items were at the highest level with the highest average score. is that the project is appropriate and
necessary to solve the problem As for the item with the lowest average score, it was the stakeholders
involved in determining the objectives and methods of conducting the Moral School Project, OBEC.

1.2 Teachers in charge of the project There is an opinion that The context of the project (Context) is
appropriate as a whole at a high level. when considering each item It was found that 6 items were at the
highest level and 6 items were at the highest level. The items with the highest average score were that
there was a clear project implementation plan. The item with the lowest average score was sufficient
materials, equipment and tools used in the project.

1.3 Parents and students There is an opinion that The context of the project (Context) is appropriate as a
whole at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that 7 items were at the highest level and
5 items were at the highest level. The items with the highest average score were project implementation
planning into action. As for the item with the lowest average score, the criteria and timeframe for project

evaluation are set as appropriate.

2. Project's inputs (Input)

2.1 School administrators There is an opinion that The inputs of the project (Input) were appropriate in the
overall level at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that 9 items were at the highest
level and 3 items were at the highest level with the highest average score. is to have a clear project
implementation plan The item with the lowest average score was sufficient materials, equipment and tools
used in the project.

2.2 Teachers in charge of the project There is an opinion that The inputs of the project (Input) were
appropriate in the overall level at a high level. when considering each item It was found that 7 items were
at the highest level and 5 items were at the highest level. The items with the highest average score were
that there was a clear project implementation plan. The item with the lowest average score was sufficient
materials, equipment and tools used in the project.

2.3 Parents of students There is an opinion that The inputs of the project (Input) were appropriate in the
overall level at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that 9 items were at the highest
level and 3 items were at the highest level. The items with the highest average score were project
implementation planning, while the items with the lowest average score were materials, equipment and

tools. used in the project adequately

3. Project implementation process (Process)

3.1 School administrators There is an opinion that The project implementation process is overall appropriate
at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that 7 items were at the highest level and 5 items
were at the highest level with the highest average score. is to plan the implementation of the project into
action As for the item with the lowest average score, there is a set of criteria and timeframe for project
evaluation as appropriate.

3.2 Teachers in charge of the project There is an opinion that The project implementation process is overall
appropriate at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that 9 items at the highest level and
3 items with the highest average score. is to plan the implementation of the project into action As for the
item with the lowest average score, there is a set of criteria and timeframe for project evaluation as
appropriate.

3.3 Parents of students There is an opinion that The project implementation process is overall appropriate

at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that 9 items at the highest level and 3 items with



the highest average score. is to plan the implementation of the project into action As for the item with the

lowest average score, there is a set of criteria and timeframe for project evaluation as appropriate.

4 Productivity of the project operation (Product)

4.1 Project Implementation Product (Product) Sub-component Impact (Impact)

1) School administrators There is an opinion that Product of the project implementation (Product) Impact
sub-component (Impact) Learners have desirable characteristics in terms of morality and ethics. Overall, it's
at a high level. When considering each aspect, it was found that at a high level in all aspects The aspect
with the highest average score was generosity and sacrifice. The aspect with the lowest average score was
responsibility.

2) Teacher in charge of the project There is an opinion that Product of the project implementation (Product)
Impact sub-component (Impact) Learners have desirable characteristics in terms of morality and ethics.
Overall, it's at a high level. When considering each aspect, it was found that at a high level in all aspects
The aspect with the highest average score was generosity and sacrifice. The aspect with the lowest average
score was fairness.

3) Parents of students There is an opinion that Product of the project implementation (Product) Impact
sub-component (Impact) Learners have desirable characteristics in terms of morality and ethics. Overall, it's
at a high level. When considering each aspect, it was found that at a high level in all aspects The aspect
with the highest average score was generosity and sacrifice. and honesty The aspect with the lowest average
score was fairness.

4) Students have an opinion that Product of the project implementation (Product) Impact sub-component
(Impact) Learners have desirable characteristics in terms of morality and ethics. Overall, it's at a high level.
When considering each aspect, it was found that at a high level in all aspects The aspect with the highest
mean score was unity, while the aspect with the lowest mean score was responsibility.

4.2 Productivity (Effectiveness)

1) School administrators There is an opinion that Product performance sub-components of effectiveness
(Effectiveness) was appropriate as a whole at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that
At a high level in every item The item with the highest average score was that the project implementation
was beneficial to the development of learner quality and educational quality. The aspect with the lowest
average score was the project implementation. be economical Cost effective use of materials

2) Teacher in charge of the project There is an opinion that Product performance sub-components of
effectiveness (Effectiveness) was appropriate as a whole at a high level. When considering each item, it was
found that At a high level in every item The item with the highest average score was that the project
implementation was consistent with community and local needs. The aspect with the lowest average score
was that the project implementation received cooperation from all parties involved.

3) Parents of students There is an opinion that Product performance sub-components of effectiveness
(Effectiveness) was appropriate as a whole at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that
At a high level in every item The item with the highest average score was that the project implementation
was consistent with community and local needs. The aspect with the lowest average score was that the
project implementation received cooperation from all parties involved.

4) Students have an opinion that Product performance sub-components of effectiveness (Effectiveness) was
appropriate as a whole at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that At a high level in

every item The item with the highest average score was that the project implementation was beneficial to



the development of learer quality and educational quality. The aspect with the lowest average score was
that the project implementation received cooperation from all parties involved.

4.3 Project Implementation Output (Product) Sustainability abbreviation (Sustainability)

1) School administrators There is an opinion that Productivity of the project (Product) Sustainability
(Sustainability) was appropriate as a whole at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that
At a high level in every item The item with the highest average score is that it can be applied to the practice
of being responsible for work. The aspect with the lowest mean score was that it could be applied to adapt
to moral situation

2) Teacher in charge of the project There is an opinion that Productivity of the project (Product)
Sustainability (Sustainability) was appropriate as a whole at a high level. When considering each item, it was
found that At a high level in every item The item with the highest average score is that it can be applied
to work with others. The aspect with the lowest average score was the ability to choose appropriate
approaches and operations.

3) Parents of students There is an opinion that Productivity of the project (Product) Sustainability
(Sustainability) was appropriate as a whole at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that
At a high level in every item The item with the highest average score is that it can be applied to work with
others. The aspect with the lowest average score was the ability to choose appropriate approaches and
operations.

4) Students have an opinion that Productivity of the project (Product) Sustainability (Sustainability) was
appropriate as a whole at a high level. When considering each item, it was found that At a high level in
every item The item with the highest average score is that it can be applied to the practice of being
responsible for work. As for the aspect with the lowest average score, it was able to apply the principle of
moral enhancement. Applied Ethics use in work

4.4 Project Implementation Product (Product) Knowledge Transfer Sub-Component (Transportability)

1) School administrators There is an opinion that Product of the project implementation (Product) sub-
component of knowledge transfer (Transportability) is appropriate as a whole at a high level. When
considering each item, it was found that At a high level in every item The item with the highest average
score was that the results were publicized using a variety of channels and methods. The aspect with the
lowest average score was that the project implementation could be a model for expanding the results to
other educational institutions.

2) Teacher in charge of the project There is an opinion that Product of the project implementation (Product)
sub-component of knowledge transfer (Transportability) is appropriate as a whole at a high level. When
considering each item, it was found that At a high level in every item The item with the highest average
score was that the results were publicized using a variety of channels and methods. The aspect with the
lowest average score was that the project implementation could be a model for expanding the results to
other educational institutions.

3) Parents of students There is an opinion that Product of the project implementation (Product) sub-
component of knowledge transfer (Transportability) is appropriate as a whole at a high level. When
considering each item, it was found that At a high level in every item The item with the highest average
score was that the results were publicized using a variety of channels and methods. The aspect with the
lowest average score was that the project implementation could be a model for expanding the results to
other educational institutions.

4) Students have an opinion that Product of the project implementation (Product) sub-component of

knowledge transfer (Transportability) is appropriate as a whole at a high level. When considering each item,



it was found that At a high level in every item The item with the highest average score was that the results
were publicized using a variety of channels and methods. As for the aspect with the lowest average score
was that educational institutions were sources of moral learning. Ethics can transfer knowledge, ideas, and

benefits to various agencies. who came to study
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