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Abstract

The purpose of this independent study was to evaluate Boy Scout
activities provided by Chang Phuak School Cluster affiliated to the Office of
Muang Chiang Mai District Primary Education by implementing CIPP Model
(Context, Input, Process, Product) The sample consisted of 4 principals, 8
teachers being in charge of Boy Scout activities, and 171 students. The data
were collected by using questionnaire and analyzed through the computations of
frequency, percentage arithmetic mean, and standard deviation. The results were
presented by description in form of tables and the findings could be summarized
as follows;

1. Context: The administrators and the teachers evaluated the context of
General Scout activities at the moderate level. The highest item was the Clear
formulated goals of activities while the lowest was the involvement of the
community, assessed by the administrators. The highest level item was the
curriculum analysis for planning while the lowest was the survey of preparation
and needs of students, assessed by the teachers.

2. Input: The administrators evaluated the input for General Scout
activities at high level. The highest level item was the organizing of content
respond to the curriculum objectives while the lowest level was the scheduling as
guided by the curriculum, assessed by the administrators. The teachers evaluated
the input for General Scout activities at moderate level. The highest level was the
space and facilities while the lowest level was the project for development,
assessed by the teachers

3. Process: The administrators evaluated the process of Gener»l Scout,
activities at high level. The highest item was the cooperative planning of
teacher while the lowest item was the camping, assessed by the administrators.
The teachers evaluated the process of General Scout at the moderate level, The
highest level was the students had the opportunity to do the activities concerning the
social problem which the lowest item was the lesson planning at school level,

4. Product: The administrators evaluated the product of General Scout,
activities at high level. The highest item was the students basic knowledge while
ten lowest item was the new things discovered by the students’. The teacher
evaluated the product of General Scouts activities at moderate level. The highest
item was the students ability to work together while the lowest was the practice



according to the rules. The students evaluated the product at the high level.
The highest item was the satisfaction with the boy scout uniform wearing . The
lowest item was the self-confidence in expression.



