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Abstract: The objective of this research is to evaluate and identify ways to enhance the relationship
between small-sized schools and the communities within the jurisdiction of the Secondary
Educational Service Area Office in Kamphaeng Phet. The research methodology involved conducting
surveys for project evaluation and studying development strategies. The research tools used included
project evaluation questionnaires and interviews for development strategies. Data analysis involved
frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation, and content analysis. The research findings indicate
that the overall ratings were at a high level. The recommended development strategies encompass
various aspects, including clear goal-focused indicators, informed writing principles, 21st-century skills
development for students, optimized budget allocation, teacher support in project writing and
capacity building, SWOT analysis, committee assignments, PDCA-based planning meetings, and
enhanced collaboration networks through channels like LINE, school websites, and community
announcements. These strategies aim to improve the educational environment comprehensively.
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Table 1. Methodology of research
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Table 1

Dimension
of Sampling and Research Collection of Analysis Scoring of

Key information instrument data of data criteria

Evaluation

Context 379 samples of Questionnaires  Bring the Utilizing by Extremely

Input school of school questionnaire  descriptive  suit abled

Process personnel personnel to evaluate statistics (4.51-5.00)

Product including 14 the initiative to  such as Very suit
school the mean and  abled (3.51
administrators, relationship standard - 4.50)
222 teachers, between deviation Moderately
and 143 school and suit abled
members of the communities (2.51 -
school board to deliver the 3.50)

questionnaire
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Dimension
of Sampling and Research Collection of Analysis Scoring of
Key information instrument data of data criteria
Evaluation
directly to the Slightly suit
sample and abled (1.51
collect it - 2.50)
manually The most
slightly suit
abled (1.00
- 1.51)
In-depth 17 samples of Semi-structured Some of the Utilizing by -
interview  school personals interview researchers descriptive
including 4 The regarding the conducted their  statistics
school's director assessment own interviews.  such as
and deputy parameters for and some were  frequency
director, 4 the the initiative to mailed with a and
academic head the relationship self-addressed content
and the teacherin  between school ~ stamped analysis
charge of the and communities  envelope
project to promote attached to
school-community enable
relationships, 3 questionnaire
the district director retum.
or deputy director
of the educational
area, 3 special and
academics or
professors in
university
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Table 2. Evaluation of Suitability for the Project on School-Community Relationship: A Case Study of a

Small-Sized School

Issue Mean S.D. Level of suitable Result
Context evaluation 3.79 0.71 Very suit abled Passed
Input evaluation 3.94 0.49 Very suit abled Passed
Process evaluation 4.12 0.42 Very suit abled Passed
Product evaluation 4.05 0.39 Very suit abled Passed
Overall 3.97 0.38 Very suit abled Passed

Remarks: 4.51-5.00 = Extremely suit abled, 3.51 - 4.50 = Very suit abled, 2.51 - 3.50 = Moderately suit
abled, 1.51 - 2.50 = Slightly suit abled, 1.00 - 1.51 = The most slightly suit abled
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Table 3. Evaluation of Suitability for the Project on School-Community Relationship: A Case Study of a

Small-Sized School: A context evaluation

Issue Mean S.D. Level of suitable Result
Principles and rationale 3.78 0.78 Very suit abled Passed
Objectives 3.82 0.73 Very suit abled Passed
Indicators 3.76 0.77 Very suit abled Passed
Goals 3.81 0.77 Very suit abled Passed
Expected outcomes 3.79 0.77 Very suit abled Passed
Overall 3.79 0.71 Very suit abled Passed

Remarks: 4.51-5.00 = Extremely suit abled, 3.51 - 4.50 = Very suit abled, 2.51 - 3.50 = Moderately suit
abled, 1.51 - 2.50 = Slightly suit abled, 1.00 - 1.51 = The most slightly suit abled
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Table 4. Evaluation of Suitability for the Project on School-Community Relationship: A Case Study

of a Small-Sized School: A input evaluation

Issue Mean S.D. Level of suitable Result
Personnel 3.74 0.83 Very suit abled Passed
Budget 3.70 0.86 Very suit abled Passed
Materials and equipment 3.95 0.50 Very suit abled Passed
Infrastructure 4.15 0.53 Very suit abled Passed
Documentation 4.16 0.50 Very suit abled Passed
Overall 3.94 0.49 Very suit abled Passed

Remarks: 4.51-5.00 = Extremely suit abled, 3.51 — 4.50 = Very suit abled, 2.51 - 3.50 = Moderately
suit abled, 1.51 — 2.50 = Slightly suit abled, 1.00 — 1.51 = The most slightly suit abled
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Table 5. Evaluation of Suitability for the Project on School-Community Relationship: A Case Study

of a Small-Sized School: A process evaluation

Issue Mean S.D. Level of suitable Result
Planning 4.14 0.56 Very suit abled Passed
Implementation 4.12 0.45 Very suit abled Passed
Monitoring 4.15 0.50 Very suit abled Passed
Feedback and adjustment 4.05 0.56 Very suit abled Passed
Overall 4.12 0.42 Very suit abled Passed

Remarks: 4.51-5.00 = Extremely suit abled, 3.51 — 4.50 = Very suit abled, 2.51 - 3.50 = Moderately
suit abled, 1.51 — 2.50 = Slightly suit abled, 1.00 — 1.51 = The most slightly suit abled
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Table 6. Evaluation of Suitability for the Project on School-Community Relationship: A Case Study

of a Small-Sized School: A product evaluation

Issue Mean S.D. Level of suitable Result
Participation of the community 4.28 0.52 Very suit abled Passed
in educational
Educational management 4.29 0.52 Very suit abled Passed
Satisfied of educational 4.15 0.49 Very suit abled Passed
management
Overall 4.05 0.39 Very suit abled Passed

Remarks: 4.51-5.00 = Extremely suit abled, 3.51 — 4.50 = Very suit abled, 2.51 - 3.50 = Moderately
suit abled, 1.51 — 2.50 = Slightly suit abled, 1.00 — 1.51 = The most slightly suit abled
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