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Abstract

This study investigated self assessment of schools attached to the Office of Doi Lo
Minor District Primary Education, Chiang Mai Province. Population under study consisted of
127 school administrators and teachers who were in active duty in schools attached to the
forementioned office during the 2002 academic year. Instrument used was a questionnaire
comprising items with essential of the topic. Collected data were analyzed through applications
of frequency and percentage.

The findings revealed that most respondents agreed on performance of each activity
for learners, proceés and essential factors with respect to school self assessment. The problems
found in the study were : schools’ lack of up to date instructional materials and aids, irresponsible
students, schools’ lack of budget for institutional development, students” individual differences,
lack of personnel with knowledge and ability in the specific field, and teachers worked more on

other tasks than that of teaching.



