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The purposes of this research were (1) to study and analyze evaluation methods for educational
standard indicators in school internal evaluation, (2) to compare evaluation methods for educational standard
indicators that schools under each sector used for internal evaluation, and (3) to test the appropriateness of
evaluation methods for educational standard indicators that schools used for internal evaluation. Methods used in
this research were interviews, documents analysis and analysis of the appropriateness of evaluation methods. The
samples were 30 schools under 5 sectors: Department of General Education (DGE), Office of the National Primary
Education Commission (ONPEC), Office of Private Education Commission (OPEC), Department of Education
Bangkok Metropolitan Administration (DEBMA), and Bureau of Local Education Administration (BLEA).

The research findings were summarized as follows:

1. More than half of the schools conducted the internal evaluation as specific activities.
The evaluation focused on school level development more than individual student development. Its purpose was to
evaluate achievement rather than awareness and attempt to improve works. Criterion referenced evaluation was
used in the process. Data were collected through many sets of evaluation instruments in accordance with
indicators. Most data providers were evaluation committee members and stakeholders. The targets of evaluation
were total population and occurred mostly once a year. The schools employed descriptive method and statistical
analysis, using percentage in the data analysis process with equal proportion.

2. Schools under all sectors conducted evaluation with specific activities except ONPEC and OPEC,
whose evaluation was within routine work. Schools under DEBMA and BLEA conducted evaluation for individual
improvement. All sectors used criterion referenced evaluation and focused on the evaluated group as a whole.
Most sectors used evaluation instruments to collect data. All schools under OPEC and more than half of the
schools urder ONPEC used brainstorming in data collection. Most data providers were evaluation committee
members except those under DGE that focused on self-report. Schools under BLEA and some schools under
DEBMA conducted evaluation each semester. Most of them analyzed data using percentage except ONPEC and
OPEC which used descriptive method.

3. Based on the 7 criteria of the appropriateness of evaluation methods, it was found that the
schools' evaluation methods were highly appropriate in consistency and ease of use, and the rest of the criteria

were appropriate at moderate and low levels.
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