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The purposes of this research aimed to 1) study the rediness in external
quality acssessment (second round) of schools under Sing Buri Educational Service
Area Office, and 2) compare the readiness by aspects.

The 435 samples, obtained by simple random sampling, consisted of school
administrators and school teachers under Sing Buri Educational Service Area Office.
The instrument used was a questionnaire with .97 reliability. All questionnaires were
retuned and the data was analyzed to calculate percentage, mean (Y) , standard
deviation (S.D.), t-test, and F-test.

The findings were as follows :

1. the readiness in external quality assessment (second round) of schools
under Sing Buri Educational Service Area Office in 3 aspects: 1.) students 2) teachers,
and 3) administrators was rated at a high level, except the student aspect of the fourth
and fifth standards and the teacher aspects of the ninth standard which were rated at a
moderate level.

2. the comparison of readiness in external quality assessment of the
schools, 1) classified by positions overall and by each aspect showed that the
standards and teacher indicators differed significantly at .05 level, teachers had less
readiness in external quality assessment (second round) than administrators. 2)
classified by sex it was shown that the teacher standards differed significantly at. .06
level; females had less readiness in external quality assessment (second round) than
males, 3) classified by educational qualification overall and by each aspect, there was
no difference, and 4) classified by work experience in current position there was no

significant difference at .05 level.





