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Abstract

The objective of this study was to evaluate the school lunch
programme provided by Samakkhi Wittayakom 2 School, Muang Chiang Rai
District, Chiang Rai Province. It examined the programme context,
inputs, processes and products or results with the intention of
deriving certain practical guidelines for improving its future
operation. 7

Key informants providing crucial information for such
evaluation comprised 32 teachers, 13 School Reform Committes members
and 5 cooks. Moreover, the sampled group of 544 students and .parents
also provided needed information. They were asked to respord to the
same multiple-choice, rating scale and operrended questionnaire.
Collected data were subsequently analyzed using frequency, percentage,

average and standard deviation.



The CIPP Model-based evaluation found that all four model
components were appropriately in place and generated satisfactory
outcomes. Minor problems, however, were reported, e.g., insufficient
muber of personrel with impolite manners; crowded and unclean space;
unclean, broken, and inadequate utensils; insufficient budget; and
little publicity.

At the same time, improvement guidelines were also identified,
e.g., school lunch programme personnel should be given additional
training, their personality and manners improved; issues of cleanress
and services be given more and serious attention; budget be sought to
construct a separate building for preparing and providing lunch
services; public relations campaigns be launched to invite parents and
the cormmhity at large to participate as school lunch programme
c:omnlttee members or contribute various kinds of neccessary support

which will help meke the programme more effective.



