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Abstract

The objective of this research was to evaluate basic factors, context, process and outcome of the project by
using "CPO" CPO'S Model. The samples of this research were 126 teachers and 397 students in schools located in the
Office of Secondary Education Area 39 in Uttaradit and Phitsanulok. The instrument was a questionnaire with rating
scales. The data were analyzed by Mean and Standard Deviation.

The results were as follows:

1. The results of basic factors, context as perceived by teachers were in high level and passed with the
designated criteria. When considering by items, the highest mean was the item on the objective instruction prior to the
project operation and the lowest of Mean was the item on the clear health school project operation.

2. The results of process during the project operation as perceived by the teachers were in high level and
passed with the designated criteria. When considering by items, the highest mean was the item on the adequate food
provided to the students and the lowest was the item on the times table allowing students and the teachers to exercise
together.

3. The results of process during the project operation as perceived by students were in high level and passed
with the designated criteria. When considering by items, the highest mean was the item on clean food sold to the
students and the lowest was item on the financial fund provided for needy students.

4. The results of the project outcome as perceived by teachers were in high level and passed with the
designated criteria. When considering by items, the highest mean was the item on the students know hot to prevent
from addictive drugs and the lowest was the item on
the community's satisfaction of the project.

5. The results of outcome as perceived by students were in high level and passed with the designated criteria.
When considering by items, the highest mean was the item on the weight and height of the students met with the

standard and the lowest was the item on the students behave themselves well regularly for being healthy.
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