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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to study and compare levels of implementation of quality
assurance in state schools operating basic education levelsI and II under the Area Office
of Mahasarakham Education ZoneI as a whole and each item according to school sizes.
Research samples were 324 ‘administrators “and teachers responsible for quality assurance
from 162 schools operating basic education levels ] and Il in the 2003 academic year. Inso
doing, sizes of schools were studied : 23 large sized schools ; 77 medium sized-schools |
and 62 small sized-schools. Samples were 324 stratified and putposively randomed those
administrators and teachers. Research instrument was the rating scale questionnaire with
total reliability power of .9143. The collected data were analyzed by SPSS for Windows
searching for percentage, mean, standard deviation, and F-test (One Way ANOVA) for
hypothesis testing. Pair testing was done by Scheffe method when finding statistical
significance.

Research findings were as follows :

1. Levels of implementation of quality assurance in state schools operating
basic education levels I and Il under the Area Office of Mahasarakham Fducation Zone |
met the “much” level both as a whole and each item.

2. When comparing school sizes in implementation of quality assurance in

state schools operating basic education levels I and Il under the Area Office of Mahasarakham



Education Zone I, it was found that they met the level of .05 statistical significance,
When considering each item, it was found that the following items met the level of .05
statistical significance : management of administrative system and information ; education
standard development ; management of education quality development performance of
education quality ; following —up education quality ; education quality evaluation ; annual

education quality report ; and maintenance of education quality assurance.



