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This research was the evaluation of the Project Promotion and

Outstanding Students at Upper Secondary School Level,
Ministry of Education, which aimed to

the project's product, and also study factors
Qualitative and quantitative data were

teachers and students attending the

Development for
Department of General Education,
evaluate the project's process,
affecting student's achievement.
assembled from school's administrators,
project. The results were as following:-

For .the project's process, it was found that most schools were ready
to work at high level, but few had inadequate quantity of students. A/l
students were qualified following the project's requirements. The school's
administors and the teachers had much readiness to work. A half of teachers
performed following the project's procedure. A Il schools completed the
student's admittence. A few of teachers integrated contents and ojectives.
Most teachers did not use the student center learning approach. For the
project's product, it was found that the students attending the project had
higher mean score than the other students. The Graduate Ratio met the
The Success Ratio was higher than the other students. An

criterion.
E fficiency Ratio was lower than criterion while the Wastage Ratio was higher
than criterion. The factors affecting student's achievement were the teaching

guality, the teacher's experience of instruction, the learning system, the
student's aspiration in education and the student's learning skills.
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