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Abstract

The objectives of this research were: 1) to study the condition of implementation
based on system of internal quality assurance in schools under jurisdiction of Mahasarakam
Educational Service Area 1, both the overall and each aspect, and 2) to compare the opinion
of school administrators, academic teachers or teachers who had responsibility in internal
quality assurance, and the president of Basic Educational Committee toward implementation
based on system of internal quality assurance in schools. The samples were school
administrators, academic teachers or teachers who had responsibility in educational quality
assurance. The sample sized was determined by Stratified Sampling and Purposive Sampling
from school administrators, academic teachers or teachers who had responsibility in internal
quality assurance, and the president of Basic Educational Committee of schools, total of 516
persons, The research instrument was rating scale with reliability of total issue of
questionnaire as (.842. Data were analyzed by using SPSS for Windows Computer Program
to calculate the Percentage, Mean, Standard Deviation. The hypothesis was tested by using
F-test (One Way ANOVA). In case of finding significant difference was found, paired

comparison would be tested by using Scheffe” Method.



The research findings found that:

1. For the condition of implementation based on educational quality assurance,
the school administrators, academic teachers or teachers who had responsibility in
educational quality assurance, and the president of Basic Educational Committee showed the
overall opinion toward implementation based on system of educational quality assurance in
“High” level. Considering each aspect, every aspect was in “High” level ranking average
value from high to low for 3 orders: the report of annual educational quality, organization of
developmental plan of educational quality, and management of administration and
information systems. Ranking from the lowest average value to high for the first 3 orders
were; the investigation and review of educational quality, educational standard development,
and educational quality assessment with maintenance of system of educational quality
assurance. Considering the status, found that the administrators, teachers or teachers who had
responsibility in educational quality assurance, and president of Basic Educational
Committee’ overall opinion in “High” level.

2. For the comparison findings of school administrators, teachers or teachers
who had responsibility in educational quality assurance, and president of Basic Educational
Committee’ opinion toward implementation based on educational quality assurance both
overall and each aspect, found that there were no significant differences in their opinion at

.05 level.



