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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to study the levels.of educational institutions’
performance according to the education guality standards issued by Onesga
(the Offering education in ranges 3 and 4 under the Office of Kalasin
Education Service Area ZOne 2 in academic year 2003. The population
consisted of 557 teachers from schools of different sizes. The sample consisted
of 230 teachers obtained by stratified random sampling technique and Krejcie
and Morgan's table. The tooi used for data collecting was a rating scaie
questionnaire with 91 items. The reliability value was 0.93. The analysis
err;ployed percentage, the mean, standard deviation, one — way ANOVA and
Duncan's new multiple range test.

Findings of the study were as follow :

1. The overall performance of educationai instifutions on education
quality assurance for external evaluation among basic educational institutions was
founa at the high level.

Similarly, when individual Standard Performance Indicators (SPI)

were considered, it was found that the education quality assurance implementation



was at the high level except Standard Performance Indicators {SPI) 4, 5, 6 and 24
which were at the moderate level.

The overall impiementation of education quality assurance and
individual Standard Performance Indicators (SPI) were considered among large-sized
basic educational institutions, it was found that the education guality assurance
implementation was at the high level.

The overall implementation of education quality assurance for
external evaluation among medium-sized basic educational institutions was at the
high level, similarly, when individual Standard Performance Indicators (SPI) were
considered, it was found that the education quality assurance implementation was &t
the high level except Standard Performance Indicators (SPi} 4, 5, 6 and 8 which
were at the moderate level.

The overall implementation of education quality assurance for
external evaluation among small-sized basic educational institutions was at the high
level, simitarly, when individual Standard Performance Indicators (SPI) were
considered, it was found that the education quality assurance impiementation was at
the high level except Standard Performance Indicators (SPI) 4, 5, 6 and 24 which
were at the moderate level.

2. In comparison in different sized school, it was found that;

2.1 There was no statistical difference in the overall impiementation
practices of basic educational institutions level 3-4.

2.2 When individual Stand Perfermance Indicators (SP1) was
studied, it was found that there was a significant difference in implementation practice
of educational quality assurance of different sizes in 14 Standard Performance
Indicators (SPI) which were -—- SPI 4, 5,6, 8,12, 14,15, 16, 17,19, 20, 23, 24
and 27.

Furthermore, the study revealed that;
The educational quality assurance implementation in large-sized basic

educational institutions was significantly different from that of medium-sized basic



educational institutions and small-sized school in 4 Standard Performance Indicators
{SPI) --- SPI1 4, 5,6, 8 and 12.

The educational guality assurance implementation in medium-sized
schools was significantly different from that of large-sized basic educational
institutions and small-sized basic educational institutions in 5 Standard Perfoermance
Indicators (SPI) which were --- SP1 14,16, 17, 19 and 20.

The educational quality assurance implementation in small-sized schools
was significantly different from that of large-sized basic educational institutions and
médium-sized basic educational institutions in 4 Standard Performance Indicatoers
(SPI) which were --- SPI 15, 23, 24 and 2/ . But there was no significant difference

regarding the other Standard Perormance Indicaters.



