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Abstract

There have been many recent changes in the world in a number of aspects, including
economics, education, and society etc. Education curriculum is considered as one of the most
important parts of education since it is determined in relation to the development of making qualified
learning for students. Curriculum evaluators should consider factors such as appropriateness,
quality and the state of the arts of the curriculum evaluation. Normally, how to use a certain type
of curricula models, such as the Stake Model, the CIPP Model, the Tyler Model, the Puissance
Technique or the Hammond Model. However, the used model for decision-making was created by
Daniel L. Stufflebeam. This evaluation model can be divided into four aspects; Context Evaluation,
Input Evaluation, Process Evaluation, and Product Evaluation. Therefore, the results obtained from
the CIPP evaluation model are part of an organized system and can provide enough details to
help curriculum evaluators in terms of decision-making. As a result, since learning curricula in the
21* century are complicated, many evaluation models have been stemmed and developed from
the CIPP Model. The author will introduce some new evaluation models, discuss their concepts

and tell the readers how to use them for curriculum evaluation.
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Tyallel ﬁaﬁ?umsﬂ%’wgqLLf’ﬂfzm%amsmﬁauuﬂaﬂﬂamﬂuﬁﬁwL%ﬁﬂﬁ%%é’ﬂg@i (qzyL?:qu NUNBY, 2554)
Fefanudndudosdinmsusadundnganielimnzantugaats fdunisussfiundngnsieion
Hudedday %ﬂﬁmsﬂsmﬁwé’ﬂqmmmLLmﬁmaq Stufflebeam (2003 8199lu Sowell, 2005)
Fudunszuiumslummseaeuiiszuu Welitinamdelusunsuiidne lnsiamzidunszuaunisivag
Ufudsiusunsuiimlsadeudatulaeriunsinussdiudeyaifentundngsliiame uaznmsUsadu
Prefinisinaule uarduasuaudlavemdngmsliaty
Tuthgtiuguuuulssiliundngnsiivaneguuuudildfuogisunsuans 1wy sUsUUNSUsEIEY Stake
suluunsUsuidiu CIPP Model sUnuunsuseidiu Tyler gUuuunsuseidiu Puissance Technique Wag
sULuUNsUsEEiY Hammond Tneguiuunsussiiu CIPP Model Aeliindudnguuuuni fildsunmdes
iauslag Stufflebeam FiivhumuAnlnemsusziliunaveamsiasesi e lildtoyaiduuselonily
nsdnaulalunsdonuuInigeeg 4 iu fis n1susziliuaninwindeu (Context Evaluation) n15UszLiiy
Uadeiud (Input Evaluation) n15UszliiunszuIunis (Process Evaluation) hazn1sussliunanae
(Product Evaluation) 97nuufnues Stubfflebeam Tnenisusziliundunszuiunsveinsingzinan
fio JULUUMSUsEIEIL CIPP Model mnefis nszuiumislunisiunaznsindeyadifiusslow ieusyiiu
mysindulaludeyasiieg Msussdiulagldsuuuunisusadiv CIPP Model Hunsuseuiidaaamngay
wazauiismsdludeyavevdngns ieliidndule fums a3 {imuaulourelusefuuims wawii
\Aedosedesfingsing (Tokmak, Baturay, & Fadde, 2013) Tuvtheausineg Tanunsavilusunsule
NNNsBeuiInseularILdwesgULuUMsUsEEuRgTln annuuIAnves Stufflebeam (2005 §19fis
Tu Akpur, Alci, & Karatas, 2015 ) n1sUseiiiulagldsunuunisuseidiu CIPP Model sztredustunly
dnanudladmsunmsusaidiusazdusumidunisysulsmanans
feganuAfeivhnisUssdundngmslasldsuuuunmsussdiu CPP Model ¥s 4 du fe
nM3Usuliuaninuwinden (Context Evaluation) Uszneuldsine nisUszifiupnnudenis audndu
Jymaeldvoddunndey nsdmaussrviluiiuilinuddyuarideusude Tunissniuau
Aumsliiauddgyvsesuinsaniunu (Quinn, 2514; @4UNSE §00,2557; 9AN 8ANINNT, 2560) N3
Usziuladeinigi (input Evaluation) Usenaulusisnisiaunusaznagnslunisufuiminu nsesiadeu
NINEINTH9 SUUTELIN Uz yAaINTTaLATINIT MIUTHHUNMTIUNLNY JUUTEIM MaNgnsHnausy
AaudRvedingIns uagniwensatiuayu (Quinn, 2514; To, 2017; 859UsA NnTumnS, 2555) N3UsEly
nN3¥UIUNTS (Process Evaluation) Usznaumey msdananssulunsufifnu n1sdesiiiunisineusy
msfldusauvesiidnsunseusy wasn1sigieuduaudniaseus (To, 2017; o0usd WNfuns, 2555)
waznsUsEdiuRanan (Product Evaluation) Usenaumenisussiliunanisinawibiiinainudilaly
NSABINTVRIMENGNT UWagimuInagnsn1sIunuvesivinenandataudio wazidniianuinalase
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TulsmenunaduaiugunmiualuaouusznounsiusandusigunindldFunisnsariunanusii
fivun (To, 2017; 35581 AIE WaEAMY., 2553; BFBUIA UINTUNS, 2555; @AY §ANINNT, 2560)
usnaNFegamanTUszIiuregUuuuNIUsEEL CIPP Model finanisndnesiu Saflinuide
WRenfuusziiundngasildguuuunsussidiu CIPP Model Tuldlunudug 16un msusziliunandngnsin
ndanguineialagldiuuiiaesduresindnwm 3 nguiv) unTinedumalulagsvuenanssuns (@umse
a0, 2557) MsUssdiunsandunuauaseusinanundadunauamlulsimeunadaaSuaunmeiua
JaninUnusnil (@au drmunens, 2560) MIUsElunangnsan uAnYINgNasENSISoUIIMeEransnIs
SeuimermanslsaseudseyueyasallagldCIPP Model (uusia yaynde, 2553) nsusskiiulusunsy
nsRneulagldzunuun1susediu CIPP Model a4 Stufflebeam (To, 2017) MsUsiiulusunsuves
nansEyugULUUMIeiteFouslussFuLEXILE uagnadugvsnseuvestinFeuseiusisenfng (Quinn,
2514) wagnsWmuAIderiu uara L isanssessefuduziLuunsUssdiu QPP Model ( Hakan &
Seval, 2011) MNHANWITAINATINUIEINsaALTUNSUSEludnansiaegsimesUluunIsUSEIiy
CIPP Model Tneffideldasausznouasuit 4 dwu Ao msUssfiuanimuwindon (Context Evaluation)
nsUszLiiutladeue (Input Evaluation) n15Usziliunszuiunis (Process Evaluation) wazn1suseidiy
NaWds (Product Evaluation)
Tugatagdunisimudundngnsuaznisdounisasuiiinududouniniu 1desain
fiuinnssulug uaznsudsunUassudany s iARgUWUUNSUsEEUsnge ﬁﬁ’wmmmﬂgmmu
nsUsziiu CIPP Model islvifimnanmngansonisiasunlasinag waglvinsanuingussasAlunis
Uszilududdry uaﬂmﬂﬁgmmumiﬂmﬁu CIPP Modellsifupufleanduagnaunn GqugULmeiUszLﬁu
CIPP Model wdau 4 d1u fle nisussiliuanimuanden (Context Evaluation) n1suszifiutade
101 (Input Evaluation) n13Usgiliunszuiunis (Process Evaluation) haznisusziiunanan (Product
Evaluation) tielimsdssidiulvinsouaqulasins fdufussidusndudeaiuosddsznouiiddnyuos
suluunsUsELiU CIPP Model i liivsnzansensiABuLUAIweY TneannuazUszendldsunuunis
Usziiiunelifoves sunuuUszdiuiiunnsnefiu 1y sUkuunsUszdiu CIPPI Model JUluUmsUswisiu
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Oliver (2009) lalsianuvsnensUszdiuinduitidlermuneylsthsifianudndulunisusulse
LLazmsf‘\’]’mﬁugmém%waﬁlﬁmﬂmiﬂsmﬁwé’ﬂqm Hakan & Seval (2011) lalvinnamsnginnisuseidiu
Aouluimiiuszneusonadenteya msliiu msiesest nsanelowiteltlunisdadulalilivdngns
fiflnaunm d1u Parkay, Ancil & Hass (2010) Ileumnemsuseidiu Ae Wunisussiiueghadussuy
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nsUselunangesiagldnuuufnves Stuflebeam laeisendt UkuunsUsHIEL CIPP Model
Feuszneussmsuseidiuanimwandes (Context Evaluation: C) MAsdasfuuiunvasnisifoumsany
wu Yeynazmueein15vedlaTinig Mnntudunsussdubednddn (Input Evaluation: I) iigndasiu
Hafostne 1y vdngns o faeu fidsu Jangunsalrne s drunisusuidunssuiunis (Process
Evaluation: P) IngiiansanisnszuaumsiBeunisaeulaedalifiSou mslddonisasunaznisléivadams
aouusiy wazaevefio n1sUssdiunanan (Product Evaluation: P) ifuntsfinsanimadniiiatuves
Tasamaifiedndulalunisusudss videsnian

INAVUNIEYBIFULUUNTUsELU CIPP Model dhadiuasuladn suiuunisuseisiu CIPP Model
yanefia osdUsznouvesnsUssliusi 4 suidussidudediamnuddydieldlunmsdidurumedasinis
mnmafuteganurmiaiinussaunmliaenadoissifusosy vesesusznavvesnisUssiu
71 4 g lumsstadulavedasamyhususvidosnian
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1. msUszlulaseanisneuntsaniiueu (Pre-evaluation) \unisuszdiuinfinnudndunas
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ausBulUle (Feasibility Study) wiansuszidiuanudasnisiisndu (Need Assessment)
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2. MsUsziiulasin1svaeaLiiuiu (On-going Evaluation) Junsusadiulassnsifiefany
AMNAINTNTDINTANLTUU (Monitoring) Lag SN WeINTHIee)
3. m?di:ﬁLﬁu‘lmaﬂmﬁa?:uqmmsﬁ’]Lﬁumu (Post-evaluation) 1un15Uszifiuin navesns
sdusdu Julumuinguszasdvedasamsiindliviold
4. Usziflunansenuainsailulasanis (Impact Evaluation) 1unsuseidiulasens Mevdaann
msfuganisiiulasans wieununu Taedfagusvasd enseaeunanmssidunuiiietu So1e
wlgsusvanannnsillasinsvieteduaug uenanil Stuffiebeam Idiausyssamvasmsindula
flanadoatutssiuiivssdu fod
1. msddulatiiensanauiu (Planning Decisions) Wumssindulaitlidoyannsussidiu
anmwndondilsthluldlunsimungeUsrasduedlasinis Iiaenndeafuusunssufiuay
2. mssnaulafiermuslaseadnavedlasenis (Structuring Decisions) Wunssnduladild
foyaantadeiudndlldiluldlumstmuslasiadsoununu uartunouresnisdiiunisvedesinis
3. msdndulatiievlasanslUuFod (implementation Decisions) Wunssindulaitlidoya
nMsUsziunszuIumg WeRnsanmuaunsidunsimdulunuum wagdfusudlunsdniu
nslyiiseavBanmanndige
4. mssnauladienuniulasinis (Recycling Decisions) 1 msﬁm%ﬂﬁuﬁa‘bﬁﬁﬁagamﬂms
Ussiliunandn (Output) Tiintu Wefansanniseiduan wievenelasamsfesiluldlulenasely

Yngavanen1susaiunangasiagldsuuuunisuseisiu CIPP Model

Ingluumanlszasanisussdiundnansiagldsuuuumsussidiu CIPP Model danudnfaysie
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a ' 2, 4 Xo a o a P Y a wa o a A a a
Aanssusinag wmsslundasdiiemsvenisailiuviu WwelilfiRnuaiiduluegisivszdnsam &
UszaAnsUsliumangastagldsuuuunsusediu CPP Model laA msdssdiuaninwinda (Context
Evaluation) tiensunulunisangulaniiinannvinleniauaziileyminisg Aeliifnaudesnisiaznsly
Tonaiue) n1suszidiuadeinign (Input Evaluation) iaadlassasnanisandulunisvilassnulaznig
AATILRNITONLUUTENTU TR drunsuseiunszuiunis (Process Evaluation) tedndulalunis
o aa a wa Y oA a a . dll
hulaeauauIsnsuifnuveddassu wasanvhefensusediunandn (Product Evaluation) Live
numunsanduls ussganuingussasdnnmvual wagldsuannadnsveslasanis (Tokmak, Baturay,
& Fadde, 2013)

sUwuunsUszaiu CIPP Model

NwIAAYDY Stuflebeam WJuguuuun1sinsieyt Oliver (2009) nanvin guwuuNIsUsELTTY
CIPP Model wiseanifiu 4 s Ao msusziliuanimuindon (Context Evaluation) InefigauseasdLiio
dn1s wmnazmalunisivualilugausyasd wastisUssiiuanimuindon 39 Borg way Gall (1979
819k Hurmaini & Abillah, 2015) na1in miﬂssLﬁuamwmﬂé’amﬁm%ﬂﬁ’umﬁmiwﬁﬂiymuaz



NIAIFNWIAERS IiInendeysni TN 33 aduil 1 UnT1Ax - Wwew 2565 | 7

1

ANUABINITNINSANYY daunisussiiudadedidinput Evaluation) figauszasAiiedadeyadimsy

o

MsfmuanineInsene ansnsaledislafioliussg nguszasdveslassnuiidmuald 9 Borg uag Gall
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nagmsena mugauszasivestusunsuiiivunly SsnsUszifiunszuiuns (Process Evaluation) v
89 MsUsElUNSIANIS N1siSeunsaeu Omstien (1979, 819819lu Hurmaini & Abillah, 2015) na12
msUszdiunszuaunsdimunaiomss Tuseninan1snaunuLasRanssLog 1w wAZgnYINEAD
nsUsEiURARGR (Product Evaluation) visngia miﬂizLﬁiJﬁLﬁ@%ﬁﬁ]ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁi’fﬂﬁﬂ@@li Omstien (1979,
8190411 Hurmaini & Abillah, 2015) na131nsUseIiuNanan mmiﬂ%ﬁ’faaﬂaLﬁlmﬁuwawﬁmﬁm%’ﬂums

@

sndulaveslusunsy

ANEIAYUaLsULUUN1TUsEIETY CIPP Model

Lﬁaﬂf\mmmwwmmmgﬂqumiﬂszLﬁu cipp ModeL%IﬁLﬁudwgﬂufuumsﬂimﬁu CIPP
Modelfumnmsfiddnlunsuszsiiuvdngasdmiunsuivmsdnnslasenis iWesmnguuuunsusdiy
CIPP Model thelinsusziiuinunmlumsdnaulalassns Seagulswsd

PelifiAsesnmsussiiulassmssudunuldedisaznn waziduszuy

Pelilddeyaiefulnsnis wethlulilumsdndulaveslassnsiasuiuuy snidnvide
Atlusily

PelifiAgadesmsusziiilasinslifiansanuazUsziiunse unud MmN URLLAZ NS
Aliunuvedlasinig

Peliiidninilumsvhauaiverusivle iliAaussqranaiidionis

wanalun1sldguuuunisuseidiu CIPP Modeldwisunisussisiundngns

luAndssen 21 MstmuudnansiarNsiseuNsaeuniaNutude Ny leaniiuinng
' a P o 2 v & 0§ Va a a | A v

sulnie wagnisiasunUasanudiny LUuAu ﬂ%wﬂmﬂmugmmm'ﬁﬂizL@Jumﬂ6] NWUINIINFULUY
nsUseidiu CIPP Model witelimsnzausenisilfsuniawsingg dadusuuuunisusediu CIPP Model 1
Idfiuegaunsnane ieasnnduguuuuivssdunmsailivnulasinis ldaseuagulunnuseiiuns 4 fu
a a v . P Y o o &
Ao NsUsziliuanInwInged (Context Evaluation) nsusziliuifeadiuannumeinis Anuandu wazUg
vaalasen1s lumsmsendeyaiugulunsimuadvaneg dunisussiiutadeidnd (input Evaluation)
WumswIeuninensane waznisesnuuuisnsufiRnulasinis uazn1suszidfiunssuiuns (Process
Evaluation) iJun1suseidiunsufiiauredasens wu sunisiseunsaeu n1slddenisaeuwazaunsnl
waganvnefen1sUseiunanan (Product Evaluation) Wunsuszdiudunandsvadlasinistunisandula
NavBIN1sUsETLUedlATINg HesangukuunsUsediu CIPP Model Wunisussfiuvegnadussuy way
TeeAuseneundfguaziianuduiusegisdaitiowiliasounguiiinisussdiy Freusendanailunis

Uszdlunarisnisiiusivnindeyanadelsinamazamnin Wuwuuirewazagain Jadunisussfiung
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Ustloviuazduen dailunislésuuuunisusadiu QPP Model asthelivsmumanisUssdiulassmst
anusadndulalunisuiulye giviesiduseluwasimuilassnistulmimudeiausuuy uanaini
sUuuUMsUsEiY CIPP Model 3sldfsumsiannliiivaresuuuuiiteldlfesamnz auseqnusyasduas
Uunedlasans wagiiteansnsnthnansuseiiundngnsluldlaess

nLALLAzIARasYasFULUUN1TUSEIEIL CIPP Model

ATeuldAnwienans i vilsdouazuvaidoyarien Neafugaiiulazgafestes JULUUNS

Useiiiu CIPP Model agﬂé’f&ﬁ

ALAureIgUUUNITUSZIEIY CIPP Model AaiUssiiluguuuuanunsansiaaeuluuiyumigg
yodlusunsu Fsduiunisausumsyseidiu fnsussdiufivainuans Wy msiesesidesya msdisan ns
dunwalifuifeadedunsiduls insussdiudanuiiswsaiesnmsduiunildBnsidououna
wanu fnsUssdiuduidtheiadussuulumadndmeshoufiduiusiinyssdiutugifvadadlunis
dnAulausrdidunsUssduiunduduauatlasimis msvssduiidiumsaussdeyadefnidiuiitaglu
mssinaula uennidadunseusuiitin msvssdiuiaiunns (Formative Evaluation) way nsUssidiu
a3U57% (Summative Evaluation) ¥adlasa97 TUsuNTu yara nansiael aandulasseuu (Stufflebeam,
2007 ; Stufflebeam, 2003, 2010 19819l Royce, 2015; Zhang et al., 2011 e19819lu To, 2017; Stufflebeam,
2003 919091u Rodgers, 2016) luraisfianasse 21 drnuasunlawainvaneiia yilidesdinisusediu
véngaslriaenndesiuuium lummssy 21 9ngauiuvesgUuuunsUsziliu CIPP Model fafinanadnasy
ﬁﬂﬁugULLUUﬂﬁU'ﬁzLﬁu CIPP Model 5@1@1’dﬁﬁmmmmxaummﬂdﬂgﬂLLUUﬂﬁUisLﬁuﬁuﬁ Lﬁmﬁnﬂgmmu
nsUsEIIY CIPP Model luguuuunisussdiuiifuszuuiinnuserdesiulunsussiiusgisasuisas i
fuztuuunisUssdiu CPP Model al@sunsiaunlivanssuuuy deldldesnamnyaufundngnsnis
Boumsaeuiifinnududounniu uaniioansntiansUssiiundngnsiuldldess

aevesgULUUNTUsHIiU CIPP Model Aotinuszifiulianunsaneudansluunaided
ddld esnnnmInusuresnsUssdinlunsufiieu dnussfiudndudesiansanduninens
waznaniinmunll wiiRetymdedinsneinsuarnannnniiy siliinanssnudelasins dedudn
Usziilumsnszuiindamsiansandunineinsuasnanegnads wagmniinussidulithsilunsien
AuanTnegslnate agvinlmandginisiunisinvinlasinis (Worthem, Sanders, & Fitzpatrick, 1997
91901914 Hakan, & Seval, 2011 ; Gall et al , 2009, 91989bu Royce, 2015; Imansari & Sutadji, 2017) 210
wdosfanaviliietoinsussiiiuneafiugadosvesguuuunsussidiu CIPP Model awnsathen
Unandevosmstsaiiuluguuuudung wiellasenisiivssavsamandaty

a Y

nsusziiunangnsluanissen 21 lagddduq Mimunsnanguiuun1susadiu CIPP Model

fisuuunsUszdiulvalg Mimuinisunainguiuun1suszidiu CIPP model 19U sUkuUNsUToLY

CIPPI model gUuuumIusziiiu CIPPO model guuuumsuseiiiu CIPP__ model uag guluuntsdsuiiiu
CIPPE Model sisielui]
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1. gUuuuMsUsziiu CIPPI Model Ao duufurengveanisuseifiuguuuu CIPP Model A8
nsUsziliuanInmngaey (Context Evaluation) nsusziiiutladeunidn (Input Evaluation) nsuseidiu
N3¥UIUN1S (Process Evaluation) wagn1suszidiunanan (Product Evaluation) Ineifiunisussifiunansy
U (Impact Evaluation) msUszifiunanansingldguuuunisuszidiu CIPPI Model iunisuseidiulasens
wWiethaauldlunsusuuss uflues sglimsnlassnsimnudnse wdnhandudeyalunisnauny
Usudgauasiaulasenslifitety dasediulasinslsuuvaeuaueiudaudiu uwuduniuainufn
WiunarUssidiuaumuings Wus FaTisnsdnamaeamss (Content Validity) msmandiiaan
#9nAR0Y (Index of Item-Objective Congruence : 10C) Aade () LLazmmwmﬁmmummgm (SD)
Jusiu siamﬂﬁ?uﬁwmsasqﬂL‘f]uizﬁummﬁmﬁu LU mnﬁqm 11N U1unans dee wazmsusuuse s

Pofveguiuunsusziiu CIPPI Model Ag Usyyu senuseiasy (2547 oiidly \esised Tuen,
2554) nanai Tumsussidiulasanmsiiazdoadunszuaunsiifussuunasiinmsysanmsynuuudngne iy
dielsinsussiiunalassmsesudou uasdiululdEsfifemiuiug Afetundmndugansdidulasnis
uwdluszeenils esmnisdanansenunlasmsivesauanuaguany vennieusendana
wazauUszanas udu lnefiBnsdunavainvaieds wezdwn ldein uadeidende ainnswaduass
msfidusiuvesyeansineluiasaneueniieny widey davus uazae, 2560)

2. 3UuuunsUseiiiy CIPPO Model Aa diuuiuvengvesgiuuunisuseidiy CIPP Model
Usznoume Ae NsUsziliuanIniindau (Context Evaluation Evaluation) n1suseidiutladeugn (Input
Evaluation) n13UsesliunssuIuns (Process Evaluation) N1suseiliunands (Product Evaluation) lag
Wiun1sUssifiunadis (Outcomes Evaluation) iunadwsiiinannisiasadunesiasenis fsesduszney
nneiianuduiusdendngnsineaunsausziulagldguiuunisusediu CIPPO model wagiinauselev
fimuanlunends Ssoraiiiamauinuagaaau fyndszasd uieldnsddulafiuguresmsssdulasinis
Tumslinsizsinmsnausuiiuasuuiasine iauysal

(Imansari, 2017 & Sutadiji, 2017) uenaninsuszdiudilesuannsathluldifionsinduussavsna
godtasansuanihluld dWewmwinisdnfanssuludhudug sely

fofvasguuuuiife madavinueseg Waenrdostuanudesnisvaslanlugatiagtu naindu
TaAertunisduiulasins luusagduneunisujifviedmuamadonfimnzan wosdumaauniu
(Strength) ‘\mﬁaﬂ (Weakness) lona (Opportunity) wazAnAY (Threat) 294lA59713 (Imansari & Sutadji,
2017; g $ndla, 2553) uddoideffio maUssiiunadnsiuegiuameiioglunandn vnuandniils
Sliifnuefagilinadnslid wazvinmnunderveadming wazarmsniovesmheruiifstes
(Imansari & Sutadiji, 2017)

3. guuvumIUsziEiu CPP__ Model druuFuvegvesgliuunsuseiiy CIPP Model lagusu
YeensUTEIuNanan (Product Evaluation) eenidunisussiiunansenu (Impact Evaluation : I) N3
Usziliulse@vdua (Effectiveness Evaluation: E) n1sUsgiliuaudsdu (Sustainability Evaluation: S)
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wazN1TUsziunIsaenendsse (Transportability Evaluation: T) weilalmumnensUssdiudiiy feil
Stufflebeam (2007 &19819l1 Sams, 2016) N5UsELTURANTENU (Impact Evaluation: ) 1unsuseiiuii
Tassnmsanunsaussainguszasiviely UssdnSna (Effectiveness Evaluation: E) 1unisuszidiupanim
yosradnslulasenis msuszdiumnudsdu (Sustainability Evaluation: S) fumsusadiulasenisluld
TUszaunadiSanazanusaios Tunsiilasinis waznsusedunsaienendesie (Transportability

LY

Evaluation: T) {ussdusyneumadenduasaanysallaefdnduleanunsadenssdussnevilludszandld

lunusu Faisziiuldgluuunsusadiu PP model illssnnaseunquiisdnenimuesgnusuidus
i

ee

anunseassiazUszaumsal imafiadeyanannvansaenadesfuyssiiugesiidesusziiiuluusia
33Nﬂ3ﬂ1‘i’fﬁagaﬁ’\‘lL%QU%MW[‘MLL@ZL%\‘iﬂmﬂ’lw ($wuy (7aus, 2556; 10a AURY, 2552)
fofvasguuuuiife Wunsusadunou sewri wasndimssdulessmsuldlunsUssdudie
Tnsudsnslimsnenslidun nsuieded Jymiguassa uwmadly uazaseuaquisdnenines
fanusziiusannsathanuiuasUssaunisalfildsumsiaunmbsnuvesmlsitinuam wideideiie
o1linzauiuszognauazsulszinaildsu wasmninussfiulivssfiuimunnisdusses g uas
Usziluagusiasinlildussainguseasd (WS dawus wazane, 2556)

4. myvszifiunandngaslagldguiuumsusadiu CIPPE Model iuwnfniivhunldlag g
anuadud 1l 2561 (i gnuadud, 2561) sensifiunsfnyiiEessuinvesta (Effect Size) MAnaN
nslimdngasmauuaAnues Cohen (1afislu Baker, 2000) Falssunsiannuazonsufustisnianduy
ﬂﬁﬁgﬁuﬁmsﬂszLﬁuwasmﬁymwﬁf{’]’ﬂiﬁmmﬁwﬁzyé’mmmﬁﬁfaﬁﬁzywmﬂﬁﬁ’a (Practical Significance) 170
%uﬂ’iﬂm’mﬁﬁﬂﬁ'lﬁiymﬂaﬁa (Statistical Significance) 9un52913 APA (American Phonetics Association)
IsmunlfludiioBnsdouenansdsdatoun 2001 TenAdelafidesnislésumsifuilunsasea
Uszmanidoidesmsdosnsnumuunmes nasensussiiundngnslaeguiuunsuseidiu CIPPE Model
\WumsUssiiufifnuuunnvestavemdngasilldninnisiiouiisunamsasuneunslivéngnsriudunys
navesvdngasTionalsinnisnadeuntends vienisaeuawgiSeufannunelauaznadugrsilatu vie
wiwsmuduitusvedaiiintureunasndimislivingns Bmsdmnumauinvemainas s uaedvd
TumsewamnAivainans LLﬁiﬁQqﬁ’uﬁﬁiﬂiLLﬂimﬁwqugﬂﬁdaﬂiuﬂwsﬁwuamwwﬁﬂmaqmamﬂmﬁmwﬁ
YoafivanuansdB 19U G*Power Program Wag Online Effect Size Calculator $1uausnn iusiu uén
AogaTUNaIMangasiiusEavEnmuwIale 1wy deeun (trivial) Wee (small) Urunas (medium) 110
(large) wazlvajunn (huge) Wudu

TofveegukuUNITUsEIIU CIPPE Model Aplin1sAuiaimuuinvedna (Effect Size) Y8avangns
Lﬁaﬂizﬂ@‘uﬂWiﬁﬂﬁsmﬁwizﬁm%mamawé’ﬂqm wazanansalglannunsusziliulasenisvunnange lasme
Pnuansaiiunuludnuaesie Wesinavuiarewaiisnisdnnalivainnaieds uidedefnods
MsAmnasnanuddaiuaalmifiussdusasdldnanisussidudnaunn Ssliduae

MAANTTTULUUNTUSZEI CIPP Model 4 ¢u fie MsuUszifiuanimuandes (Context Evaluation)
nsUsziiudadeunga (Input Evaluation) n1sUsziliunszuaunis (Process Evaluation) wagni1suseidiu
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WAWAm (Product Evaluation) Tumsuszifiundngasluusagiuveslaseniseenilinseunay lesan
gefifimaBsuuasingg uasiiolfmnzauduaufesnmsfussdu faufufussiiuiuiudouiuosd
Usgneufidfayues CIPP Model Téun suluuUsediu CIPPI Model gUuuunsuseidiu CIPPO Model U
wuumsUsadiu CIPP__ Model uagguuuunnsusaidiu CIPPE Model 1dugiu Lﬁ@lﬁmmzamﬁuﬁyw
F1edyeine) lun1suseiliu 1wy dundngns smun1siseunisdeu wazsun1sdnnns Wusu uenanisy
wuumsUszidiuiiannnanguuuumsussidiu CIPP Modelsineg denalviAnnsdnnszuiumsiiiussuy
wazfinsyYsANMIYNLUY M3t muamadondivsnzan MIruvgaLeu (Strength) 9ases (Weakness)
lana (Opportunity) UagAnA1Y (Threat) unlunidudineliiamsudlovedases nsiifiansanis
UszAndnavemangns wavnisussifiulasinisawinsineg Jusu

d3d

9

TumsdansAnuinisuseifiundngasiianuddyedrannieinduniedelddmiuniuau
A gRununlumsuszdiumsvianudlavssiudfguosmsussidiundngaslummsseil 21
iloanansanaununsUsziiundngasiviaenndosiutnmnenisyssidiundngnsdiimunliitena
msUssdiundngesluld ogndlsfinm deunisUssdiundngnsasdosiifatmdngns daudadomdngns
visegiiAeesannsaidonldguiuusineg Mimuiainguuuunsysdiu CPP Model wagthluldlvngs

[

Fonuszasdlumsvssdiududd LifleastiimingnashduiiFesinnsan lusuvesaeumsnsniin
famsthianssunsisunisaousngg Salsfidouiilunaruendutou sgslsfimusuuuumsdsaidy
CIPP Model 91afinansenusiorldlunisussdiiundngns esnaseungu msussiliuame 4 su fio
nsUsziliugnInmingasy (Context Evaluation) nsuszidiutladenidn (Input Evaluation) nsuseidiu
n3gUIUNT3 (Process Evaluation) Wagn1suseiliunanan (Product Evaluation) ﬁqﬁuﬁﬂsuﬁuﬁmﬂuﬁaa
WiseadUsznauidfayves CIPP Model iilelimnganfiunsiasuutasestanlutlagu Seldfimeiaun

wazthluussenaldluguuuunmsusaiueieg wu sUuwuuUsediu CIPPI Model sukuunisusediu CIPPO

Model gukuunsusgiiiu CIPP __ Model LLazgﬂLmesUjmﬁu CIPPE Model Lﬁuéfu GNIRINIRUPDR
Wlgnsiauguuuun1suszdiuciPP Modeluwuusingg ivelimvsngauiunisilfsuwiawsingy wagt
UgnadSavedlasenis uenaniferuansnsadiuyuauslvinndsduanunasioyaioatuguuuunis
Usziiu CIPP Model tawmunluguuuunisuseifiuingn wu vilade 6131 vTon1sAumanumaieg il
thiauelushdei uazgfeuasasaniUAsutnansteyatunguyanaiaulasumedesinag Faduiinig

U

Wawgukuun1sUseidiu CIPP Model Wuuseleminedeu ieimuniinvsanuiiiunniugau
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