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ABSTRACT 

 

The Covid-19 pandemic transformed the teaching model in Indonesia. The 

phenomena forced the government to announce the implementation of the study-

from-home activity in a sudden time. This evaluation research scrutinizes the study-

from-home activity implemented in one school located in Sengkang, Wajo regency, 

South Sulawesi province during the pandemic of Covid-19 using the Context, Input, 

Process, and Product (CIPP) model. This study presents the result of study-from-

home evaluation implemented by the teachers, the students, and the students’ 

parents. A case study with qualitative and quantitative design was employed to 

gather and analyze the data. The context evaluation revealed that the learning 

materials were not based on the students' needs. There were also the communication 

gaps between the teachers and the parents. Problems found were due to the 

uncooperative parents and the working parents. The input evaluation proposed the 

training for the parents/guardians and for the students. Data from the process 

evaluation demonstrated that the teachers did not maintain active communication 

and interaction with the parents during the activity; many students did not actively 

follow the online and face-to-face sessions; the parents did not guide their children 

during the learning session. Fortunately, the product evaluation revealed that the 

program had a positive effect on the teachers' ability to use online teaching tools 

and brought a positive effect to the students' outcomes in terms of their 

understanding to the learning material explanation and their English speaking skill. 

The results of the four models suggest that the program is applicable but needs 

improvements on the input and the process aspect. 
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