Yoi3oq msfnnsauivauuas dgmmslszduguawasiom
NS IURUMINIsANE Auduims auanudaiy
veaduSmsuazazfaenluanndnniisansinugduil 12
'c"h't'fﬂﬂmwﬁyuﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂmmwﬁuf e 2

94 ar = < as -
{398 wiwtsznad Teddens  PSaan A @suimsmsinu)

pIsuMsIYSnM  maatann madmoagassu Uszrunssums
91150AUAT gaud ASSUATS

o o o
1NTUTUN wuﬁﬁ%l 133UNTT

UM INNAUNFAGUMANIMN 2550

UNAALID

¥y ¥
W e oo

mseniefiidnglszmdite dnmnssuiunuuesilygmnsdssiugann
Ansfinyt MuanasguEnmmsANAGUIns Tuann@nniisansfnsseiui
1-2 f‘r’aﬁ'ﬂfhﬁﬂﬂuwmﬁfuﬁmiﬁnmmwﬁuf A 2 ﬂtjnﬁaadnﬁ‘h’s"lumﬁﬁ'tm%qﬁy
"lﬁ'm'[ﬂumiefuuuuwmm?"umau (Multi stage Random Sampling) '1AND UM
ﬁmuﬁﬂymazﬂgé’ﬁau‘!u?fmuﬁﬂmﬁﬁﬂmsﬁnmﬁhs%uﬁ 12 dadndrinavaiini
asfnMWAN] wa 2 Tmsfng 2548 S1mu 445 A dluduimsaoiudnm
123 AU waeagdaeu 322 au miosiiofildlumsisuduuuaouom uwunasidm
Usranumani3smsveafiisn (Likert Rating Scale) adan1¥lunmsinsterdoyo
18us Ao Jevar Aunde uazmdnuiisauuinasgm nadevauuig Tasld
aDANATOUN (t - test) WANITVY WU

S

1. MsAuiiuaumsyseiugunnnsfnyIAINAs FIUANAINA TN
¥ 1

Audusnis wun fielaesmiasswdunduegluszauuin SuadiAunnaunte
vinun lvides 3 suduusn TAun Adusnisiinnzdiuazlinnuausaly

< o - =T el o Yo 9 a
Msvinsdans sesnanfe MurmudnuilivdngasfimmneauiudGouinsieady
a4 = o dy 1 = = ) o 4 4
fidemsSoumsaoufubodentsisoul uashmmandnniimsiaens Tassad

llﬁ%ﬂ'ﬁ‘ﬂ?‘ﬂﬁQ1uﬂfj1\11ﬂu53U1Jﬂ51J’J\ﬁli



2. flgmianduivaumstseiuguammsfinenunas§IugaMN
Fy ¥ = ' n’: ﬁ 9/ t Qs

nsfiny Muduims wuh Hadassmeeemunndiey iussduiunan
Fosdwunnaundsanlyundos 3 duduusa Mun Suaowdnuilindngas
] o e ¥y A o 44 o o
fmnzaududSounzfosduiifomsGeumsasuiibodomsifeni sewnte
FuandnnimsdafsnsnumemsounsasuiiniudSouiiud ey Auaondn
fimsinesnng Inssadruaemausmsnueiudiuszuuasusesuazdmiguing
= ¥ o . = [ = 1 o [ Y
finnefihuazlinnuannialumsuimsiams ausforiny

3. asnBoudsunsdutivaumalssiuguamnisAnymuasgy
msniduduimsvesduimsanufnyunzagiaou wui Tassauuandieiu

] 3 ¥

stihlsdhdamuadaiszdu 0.1 Tavsundeds 5 AuvesduSmsaoudnuigand
Azdaou

4. manfuudoulgmmsduiuaumsilseiuguaiwnmsfinyin
nasgIunsAnduUTmsvesduimsanufnyunzagdaeu woud lagsay
liiuanaedu dioRsansioam wuh uananfussniivdRyneadanzay 05
=l b = ¥ 1 - o w o ] A e
Wise 1 & Ao AuamuAndaaTuauduiu sazanuuleduguyulums

L4 [

Wamsfne wazdn 4 Anunfuliuanddu Tesdwmfsvosngdaougeniduing

- Y
AOTUAREINAATU



TITLE

AUTHOR
ADVISOR

A study of Performance and Problems in Quality Assurance According to
Educational Standard of School Administrators aspect in accordance with the
Opinions of school Administrators and teachers in Schools offering Education
in Range 1 and Range 2 Under the office of Kalasin Educational Service Area

Zone 11

Mr. Theeraphong chotchamlong DEGREE M.Ed. (Educational Administration)

Asst. Prof. Pattana Laowisansuwan Chairman
Mr. Khambhee Sudtae Committee Member
Mr. Thanabhon Phansri Committee Member

RAJABHAT MAHA SARAKHAM UNIVERSITY, 2007

ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to study and compare performance and problems in

quality assurance of schools offering education in range 1 and range 2 under the office of

Kalasin Educational Service Area Zone 2. The research samples were 445 persons as follow :

123 schools administrators and 322 teachers obtained by Multi - Stage Random Sampling.

The research instrument was a Likert rating scale questionnaire. The statistics used to

analyze data were descriptive statistic, frequency, Percentage, mean, Standard Deviation and

the hypotheses were tested by t — test.

The research findings were as follows:

1. The overall performances of quality assurance according to Educational

Standard were at high level in Consideration of each aspect, it offers as follow: leadership

and manageable competency of school administrators, School curriculum suit for students

and local, and school Organization System.

2. The overall performance problems of quality assurance according to

educational standard of school administrator aspect were at moderate level



3. The overall implementative comparative problems in quality assurance of
school administrators and teacher were significantly difference at 0.01 thus : School
organization system, child center activity of school, leadership and manageable competency
of school administrators.

4. The overall comparative of performance problems in quality assurance of
school administrators an teacher was not difference when individual aspect were considered.
It was found that the relative implementation and participating of community for school

development was significantly difference.



