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Abstract
This research aimed to study working process feature of the Health Promoting School
Project, to evaluate the project’s working process and results, to study the relationship among the
schools size, the executives’ age, administrating period, the numbers of school officials and the
project results, and to study the problems arising in the project. The sample groups were 264
elementary schools under the Office of Elementary Education in Changwat
Nakhonsithammarat. Those who were responsible for the project were information givers.
The research tools were a survey on activity working process, and a questionnaire on budget
sufficiency, the schools’ readiness and officials’ readiness, coordinating appropriateness, activity
planning process, implementation, control, following, and result evaluation. The interview form
included questions about the working process of the project, problems in the project, and the
evaluation standard criteria of health promoting schools in elementary level as given by the
Ministry of Education and the Ministry of Public Health. The data was analyzed by using
percentage, average score, standard deviation and the Chi-square test,
The research results were as follows:
1. The working process feature of the project
1.1 As for activities of 10 components, it was found that the working process were
lied in fairly good level; however, there were some activities that should be improved such as the
students’ being cured of parasitemia, the students’ being checked for anemia, the students’ being
surveilance of thalassemia, Prathomsuksa 1-4 students’ being tested for their listening, group or
club activities, exercise and recreation, and organizing an appropriate counseling center,
Activities that should be urgently improved were that those who cook and sell food in the schools
have to get an annual physical checkup, a fund for students with financial problems should be set

up, and all officials had to get their annual physical checkups.

(%)



1.2 With regard to the working process feature of the project, it was found that the
budget shouid be improved, the schools and the project participants’ readiness lied in medium
level, and the coordinating and managing processes lied in medium level as well.

. 2. The working process of the project

2.1 The activity planning process was considered to be in medium level, with a good
level activity put in the schools’ development plans.

2.2 The activity implementation process was considered to be in medium level
when all activities turned in their medium results.

2.3 The controlling, following and evaluating processes lied in medium level when
all activities turned in their medium results.

3. As for the project evaluation, most of the activities’ results passed the silver-level
criteria while the other did not passed the criteria, the bronze-level and the gold-level criteria
respectively

4. There was no relationship among the executives’ age, their administrating period
and the number of the school officials and the project resuits while the schools’ size was in
relation with the project results at the significant level of .05.

5. The problems found in the project were the lacks of community cooperation,
officials and knowledgeable officials, morale supports, advisors, coordination among the schools,
public health officials, community, parents and local government organizations, appropriate
atmosphere for the project, budget, equipment : and supervisions from public health offices. The

evaluation process evidences were too complicated and the evaluation criteria was too high.
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