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Ploysuwan, Dr. Chidchai Sanunseang.

The purposes of this research were to study the readiness of internal quality evaluation.
and to study the problems and search the tendency to solve the problems of the readiness of
internal quality evaluation of the secondary school under the jurisdiction of Department of General
Education in Phranakhon Si Ayutthaya Province. The five aspects of the stage for preparing to
examine and review of Department of General Education; (1) naming the committee of the
evaluation, (2) conference planing to the tendency for examining and reviewing, (3) producing the
handbook for collecting and analyzing the data, (4) setting up the schedule for examining and
reviewing and (5) explaining to the staffs before evaluation, were refered. The population consisted
of 29 secondary school administrators. The survey method, rating scales, were used in this study.
The statistical procedures employed were percentage, mean and standard deviation. The data was
gathered between September and October 2000.

The research findings were as follow :

1. The school administrators had the opinions that the secondary school had the readiness
for the internal quality evaluation in every theme.

2. The school administrators had the opinions that the secondary school had less
problems and there were the lack of staffs who know well about the internal quality evaluation. It
was not balance between the staffs and the tasks and all the committee have not enough time to
have a planning conference.

3. The school administrators had the opinions that the tendencies to solve the problems

should have done very much in every theme.
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