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ABSTRACT

The objective of assessment of educational quality improvement projects to
enhance the students’ achievement at HuayMator khoklam Wittaya School, Kalasin
Primary Educational Service Area Office 2 was to assess of educational quality
improvement projects to enhance the students’ achievement at HuayMator khoklam
Wittaya School, Kalasin Primary Educational Service Area Office 2 of environment,
factors, Process and productivity. The successful assessment of activities under
the educational quality improvement project to compare students’ learning
achievement of 5 learning areas in grades 1-6, RT test results of grade 1, NT test results
of grade 3 and O - Net test in grade 6 and assess the participants' satisfaction with the
success of the activities according to the educational quality improvement project to
enhance students’ achievement at HuayMator khoklam Wittaya School, Kalasin Primary
Educational Service Area Office 2 by using the CIPP Model.

The target group was 113 people of teachers, board of school, students
and parents. The assessment instruments were 3 questionnaires which were created
by the assessor. The first one had I0C values ranging from 0.60 — 1.00 and reliability
values of 0.84. The second one had IOC values ranging from 0.60 — 1.00 and reliability
values of 0.90. The third one had IOC values ranging from 0.60 - 1.00 and reliability
values of 0.91. Data were analyzed by calculating percentage, mean and standard
deviation.

Findings

1. The results of the assessment of educational quality improvement projects

to enhance students’ achievement at HuayMator khoklam Wittaya School, Kalasin

Primary Educational Service Area Office 2 according to the opinions of teachers, board



of school and students and parents that overall in all aspects, the results of project
evaluation were at a high level, categorized as

1.1 The pre-project evaluation phase was divided into 2 parts : the
environment and factors aspect. There was the assessment of the educational quality
improvement project to enhance students’ achievement at HuayMator khoklam
Wittaya School, Kalasin Primary Educational Service Area Office 2 according to the
opinions of teachers, board of school and parents that overall were at a high level.

1.2 The evaluation phase during project implementation was the
process aspect. There was the assessment of the educational quality improvement
project to enhance students’ achievement at HuayMator khoklam Wittaya School,
Kalasin Primary Educational Service Area Office 2 according to the opinions of teachers
that overall were at a highest level.

1.3 After the end of the project, there was an evaluation result of the
educational quality improvement project to enhance students’ achievement of at
HuayMator khoklam Wittaya School, Kalasin Primary Educational Service Area Office 2
according to the opinions, categorized as

1.3.1 The results of the successful assessment the activities under
the educational quality improvement project to enhance student’s achievement at
HuayMator khoklam Wittaya School, Kalasin Primary Educational Service Area Office 2,
by using an in-depth interview with the stakeholders, or stakeholders in the
development of educational management quality Classified by interview status,
according to the opinions of teachers, board of school and parents that overall agree
is to have developed.

1.3.2 The results of the comparison of educational achievement at
the school level of students in grade 1 - 6, grade 1 reading assessment results,
national test results grade 3 and grade 6 at HuayMator khoklam Wittaya School, Kalasin
Primary Educational Service Area Office 2, academic year 2019 and 2020 as follows

Comparison of the learning achievement of primary students in
grade  1-6 in the academic year 2019 and 2020 according to the evaluation results of

5 learning areas. Overall average increase in all learning areas.



The results of the comparison of the assessment of the
students’ reading proficiency (RT) of primary students in the academic year 2019 and
2020, overall had an average score of 2 aspects, a decrease of 1.71% and when
considering each aspect, it was found that the reading aloud with an increase in
average scores, the overall average scores were considered higher than the average at
the educational service area and the national level in both aspects and in both
academic years which still maintained standard of good teaching and learning
management.

The results of the comparison of the results of the educational
quality assessment test to assure the students’ quality (NT) at the grade 3, academic
year 2019 and 2020 that overall average of learning achievement has increased.

Comparison of the results of Ordinary National Education (O-
NET), in grade 6 at HuayMator khoklam Wittaya School, Kalasin Primary Educational
Service Area Office 2 in academic year 2019 and 2020 that overall average of learning
achievement has increased.

1.3.3 The results of the evaluation of the participants' satisfaction
towards the success of the activities under the educational quality improvement
project to enhance students’ achievement at HuayMator khoklam Wittaya School,
Kalasin Primary Educational Service Area Office 2 in terms of productivity according to
the overall satisfaction indicator was at a high level and when considering the details
of the questions and the project participants, it was found that, according to the

teachers, parents and the board of school that overall was at the highest level.



