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Abstract

This project evaluation was conducted using the CIPP Model. The objectives
of this project were 1) Context Evaluation 2) Input Evaluation 3) Process Evaluation
4) Product Evaluation The population used in this evaluation were teachers, school
council, and students' parents and students, totaling 523 people. The tools used in
this project evaluation were 12 evaluation forms. Statistics used for data analysis,
percentage, an average of the population and population standard deviation.

The evaluation results found that

1. Environment The overall internal supervision project with participative
averages was at a high level.

2. Input The overall internal supervision project with participative averages
was at a high level.

3. Process The implementation of participative internal supervision projects
had the highest overall average level.

4. Product

4.1 Evaluation results evaluated by teachers The school council and the
students' parents and students overall had the highest average level.

4.2 Teacher satisfaction evaluation results school council and students'
parents and the students towards the overall participation in the internal supervision

project had the highest mean.



