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ABSTRACT

This study aimed at investigating states, problems and achievements of the
application on the internal assurance application.in schools under the Office of Mukdahan
Primary Educational Service Area. The population included school administrators, teachers
in charge, teachers and chairs of school boards using multi-stage random sampling
through Krejcie and Morgan’s table. The samples consisted of 83 schools administrators,
83 teachers in charge,83 teachers and 83 chairs of school boards.A tool used was a
rating scale questionnaire concerning states, problems and achievements of the school
internal assurance implementation with a discrimination of .37-.82 and reliability of .97. To
analyze data, percentage, mean, standard deviation, reliability, Pearson’s Product Moment
Correlation, Cronbach’sAlpha Coefficient, F-test (One-Way ANOVA), and Scheffe’smethod
or LSD were employed.

The findings were as follows:

1. The perception of the school administrators, teachers in charge, teachers
and chairs of school boards toward the states of the school internal assurance application
in the schools, as a whole, was at the highlevel. The overall problems on the school
internal assurance were at the moderate level in general. The opinions of them toward the
achievements of the school internal assurance application were at the high levelin general
and in particular.

2. The opinions of the school administrators, teachers in charge, teachers



and chairs of school committees toward the school internal assurance implementation, as a
whole, showed no significant differences. The overall problems were different at the .01
level of significance. When each aspect was considered, it was found that the perception
toward the states of the school internal assurance application based on plans of school
educational development, monitoring and testing of educational quality, evaluation of
educational internal assurance applicationbased on school standards, annual report
application as the internal quality assurance were significantly different at the .01 level.
The system management of administration and information, and the application on
continuous educational development were different at the .05 level of significance. There
were no significant differences toward the achievements of the school internal assurance
implementation in general and in particular.

3. The perception of the school administrators, teachers in charge, teachers
and chairs of school boards in the schools of different size toward the school internal
assurance application, as a whole and in each aspect, showed no significant differences.
The problems significantly differed at the .01 level. When separately considered, it was
determined that the aspects on the designation of the school educational standards ,
application on the making plans.of the school toward quality based on school standards
were significantly different at the .01 level. The achievements of the school internal
assurance implementation, in general and in particular, showed no significant differences.

4. There was a significant difference on the perception toward the school
internal assurance application among the school administrators, teachers in charge,
teachers and chairs of school boards in the schools of different district of school location at
the .01 level. When separately considered, it was determined that designation of
educational standards ,making plans on educational management, administration and
management and information, application based on education, monitoring and testing of
educational standards, evaluation of internal assurance based on educational standards,
annual reports as well as continuous educational quality development were significantly
different at the .01 level. The problems, in general and in particular, significantly differed
at the .01 level. There were no significant differences on the achievements as a whole and

in each aspect.
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