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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to study and compare the problems of the
administration of early childhood schools under the Rayong Primary Education Service Area
Office 1 classified by position, education, work experience and school size. The samples
consisted of 72 school administrators and 72 chiefs of early childhood department. The research
instrument was a five rating scale questionnaire for 4 aspects: academic administration, personnel
administration, budget administration and general administration. The data were analyzed using
by mean, standard deviation, t - test and one - way ANOVA.

The results of the study were as follows: 1) the problems of the administration of
early childhood schools under the Rayong Primary Education Service Area Office 1, according
to their administrators and chiefs of early childhood department, revealed the low level of overall
and individual aspects. 2) The compared results of the data analysis of administration problems
in early childhood schools under the Rayong Primary Education Service Area Office 1, classified
by position, showed statistical significance at .01 level. The aspects of personnel administration,
general administration, and academic administration showed statistically significant difference
level of .01, .01, and .05 respectively. However, the budget administration did not show
statistically significant difference. The aspect of general administration showed statistically
significant difference level of .05. The problems in the early childhood school administration,
classified by word experience, did not show statistically significant difference. The problems in
the early childhood school administration, analyzed by school size, did not show statistically
significant difference. Nevertheless, the aspect of budget administration showed significant
difference level of .01. The compared results between small sized schools and the medium sized
schools as well as the small sized schools and the large sized schools showed statistically

significant difference level of .01.





