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TR 162441

This research was intended to synthesize results of Chiang Mai Province basic education
institutions’ educational quality assessment and their analysis. Altogether, 41 basic education
institutions in Chiang Mai Province which had undergone external evaluation undertaken by the
office for National Education Standards and Quality Assessment comprised the study population.

As regard students it was found that overall those basic education institutions were at the
“good” level as for as standards 1 and 10 were concerned. As for standard 4, they were at a
“Fair to in-need-of-improvement” level. As regards teachers most were found é “good” level as
for as standard 24 was concerned while as for standard 22 they were at a “Fair to in-need-of-
improvement” level. Regarding administrators, and concerning standards 13,20 and 25, they
were rated at a “good” level while at a “Fair to in-need-of-improvement” one as far as standard
18 was concerned.

As regards institutional analysis it was found that the most outstanding points about
students were discipline, morality, ethics and desirable ' values while the weaknesses and
improvement guidelines were in the areas of analytical and critical thinking skills, constructive
and creative thinking and self-search for knowledge. As regards teachers the most outstanding
points were the match between their expertise and work assignment. On the other hand, the weak
point in need of improvement was measurement and evaluation ski{l. Administrators’
outstanding points were peer and community retionships and clearly established administrative
structure. |

The weak points in need of improvement were the information system and leaming

atmosphere building.



