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Abstract

This research aimed to study and compare the status of carrying out
internal supervision in primary schools under Nongkhai District office of Primary
Education as perceived by the teacners inthe schools. The comparison was
made by the whole and by aspects individually. There were 5 aspects:
developmental need assessment; strength and weakness analysis for
identification of areas needed to be developed; finding alternatives for
development; implementation; and evatuation and improvement. The samples
were 256 teachers selected by stratified random sampling. The tool used was
a rating scale questionnaire containing 50 items. The discrimination power cf
the questionnaire was from .52 to .85 and the value of reliability was .98. The
statistics used were mean, standard deviation, percentage, and one-way
ANOVA asPrescribed by LSD, for testing hypothesis.

The results are as follows:

1. The status of carrying out internal supervision in primary schools
under Nongkhai District Office of Primary Education, Nongkhai Province, by

whole and by each aspect, was at the medium leveal.



2. The teachers from schools of different sizes under Nongkhai District
Office of Primary Education, Nongkhai Province, saw the status of carrying out
internal supervision, as a whole, with no significant difference. While in the
comparison of the aspects, 2 aspects were different with statistical significance
at 0.05. They were strength and weakness analysis, and implementation.
When further comparison was made in the aspect of strength and
weakness analysis, it was found that the opinions of teachers in small school
differed from those in mediums-size schools and small school differed from
S those in big schools with statistical significance at 0.05 In the aspect of
implantation, it was found that teacher's opinions in small schools differed from
those medium-size schools and in small schools differed from those in big
schools and teachers’ opinions in small schoofs differed from those in medium-

size schools with statistical significance at 0.05



