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Abstract

This study was designed to examine pre—primary_ educat.ion
administration issues as viewed by school administrators, teachers and
supervisors. Population of this study were 64 administrators, 102
teachers and 6 supervisors of Trat Provincial Office of Primary
Educat.ion. Questions asked in the rating scale questionnaire covered
6 areas of pre-primary education administration. They were academric,
personnel, building and plant, stﬁdent affairs, general business and
finance.

Findings could be summarized as follows : administrators and
teachers felt that tasks in all areas were performed and rated them in
the "most performed” category while supervisors did the same for every
area except academic area where they rated in the "fairly performed"”
category; |

As regards problems and obstacles involved in administefing

pre-primary education, all 3 groups of viewers reported that



instructional materials and media were lacking and lnStructlonal
activities ;ére not. congruent with instructional goals; competent and
experienced pre-primary education teachers were lacking while other
teachers in the school did not recognize the importance of the
activity and they were only a few supervisors for pre-primary
education. One interesting finding was that parents who sent their
children to pre-primary classes did not understand the intention of
pre~priﬁary educat.ion policy. They wanted their children "book
taught" rather than prepared emotionally, socially and bodily for
primary education. Thus, few parents participated in school activities.
Recommendat.ions made by the 3 groups of viewers included annual
meet ing/training of pre-primary education teachers: supervisors
regularly supervising and giving advice; recruiting more teachers with
credentials in kindergarten education and training other teachers
though not teaching pre~primary educabioﬁ classes, etc. Besides they
felt that schools should organize a. parent meeting every academic year

so that school personnel will have an opportunity to talk with parents

to reach common understandings and seek cooperation from them.



