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Title :The Project Evaluation of Moral and Ethical Development of Students at
Rajaprajanugroh 52 School Loei province
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Academic Year :2022

Assessment Report of the Student Moral Ethics Development Project 52
provincial royal schools now have the objective of 1) to assess the consistency environment
between the objectives of the student moral development program. Royal Courtesy 52 provinces,
with the policies of the Office of the Basic Education Commission Office of Special Education
Administration Office of Primary Education Area, District 2 and School 2) to assess the suitability
of the factors used to implement the Student Moral Ethics Development Program 3) to assess the
suitability of the operational process of the Student Moral Development Program 4) to evaluate the
product of the Student Moral Development Program Before and after the project implementation
5) to assess the satisfaction of those involved with the project affecting the implementation of the
Moral Development Project Ethics The target group used in this assessment Classified as the
project management committee for 6 people, the project committee of 16 people, the basic school
board of 7 people, the school administrators of 4 people, teachers of 57 students 636 people and
636 parents of the academic year 2021, a total of 1,362 people. Use the sample size table of
Creejie and Morgan Krejeie & Morgan, the target group used in this assessment, of 302 people,
uses the CIPP Model project evaluation model. There are 5 aspects to the environment. Process
factors in production and satisfaction assessment The tools used are questionnaires that the
reporter can Created Divided into 2 episodes Part 1 Basic information Part 2 Comments on project
reports Question in scale, approximately 5 levels, a total of 75 items, 0.8 to 1.0 consistency index,
confidence value is equal to 0.84 Statistics used in data analysis include average bat percentage

and standard deviation.



Project evaluation summary

1. Environment of the moral development program, student ethics 52 Royal Courtesy,
according to the opinion of the project management committee Project committee Basic school
board, administrators, teachers, students and parents Found that in general There is a high level of
consistency with average Equal to 4.42. If considering the item, it is found that the highest average
is item 1. The consistency of the project is consistent with the policies of the Ministry of
Education. P.S. And the school is at the highest level With an average of 4.62 and the lowest
average is Article 9. The project is suitable for the potential and resources of the school and
community. At a high level With an average of 4.32

2. Factors of the Student Moral Ethics Development Program Civil Service School
Synthetic 52, according to the opinion of the project management committee Project committee
Basic school board, administrators, teachers, students and parents found that in the picture
included a high level. With an average of 4.36. If considering the list of findings that Average The
highest is Article 4. The project committee consists of a basic school board, teachers and everyone
is aware and sees the importance of the project. At the highest level With an average of 4.55.
Article 1. Executives and teachers responsible for the project. Ready and Project capability At the
highest level, with an average of 4.52 and the lowest average, which is Article 8. Materials,
equipment, tools, appliances in the project implementation are very high. With an average of 4.12

3. In the process of implementing the moral and ethical development program of
students The Royal Court of Justice School 52, according to the opinion of the project
management committee. Project Committee Basic School Board Executives, Teachers, Students
and Parents found that in the picture included a high level with an average Equal to 4.37 if
considering the list of items found that The item with the highest average is item 1. The problem is
studied. And the need for project development is at the highest level, with an average of 4.54, the
lowest average is Article 8. Morale and The morale of the workers is very high. With an average
of 4.28

4. Performance According to the moral development program, the ethics of students

School, Royal Court of Justice 52, according to the opinion of Project Management Committee



Project Committee Basic School Board, Executives, Teachers, Students and Parents found that in
the picture included a high level of value. The average is 4.59. If considering the side, it is found
that the side with the highest average is the cleanliness virtue. At the highest level, the average is
4.64. The side with the lowest average is the economy and the savings and the virtue of politeness
is in The highest level, with an average of 4.56

5. Assessment of satisfaction Of those involved with the project that affects the
implementation of the Moral Ethics Development Program of students Royal Society School 52,
according to the opinion of Project Management Committee Project Committee Basic School
Board, Executive Teacher, Student and Parent That in the picture is included in the high level,
with an average of 4.42 groups with the highest average satisfaction, the management is the
highest level With an average of 4.68 groups with the lowest average satisfaction, namely the
project committee At a high level with values An average of 4.11 found that the project evaluation

results after implementation Higher than before the operation Statistical significance at level 05






