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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were to investigate actual performance
and problems of district educational administrator as a District Primary
Education Commission Committee and to compare perception of district
sheriffs, heads of district primary education offices and teacher represen-
tatives toward district educational administrators’ actual performance.
The sample.was comprised of 64 district sheriffs, 71 district educa-
tional adminisrators, 65 heads of district primary education offices,
and 213 teacher representatives. A set of questionnaires was developed for
data collection. The responsed data were analyzed by a computer progran
to compute percentage, arithmetic mean, standard deviation, F-test and

t-test.



Findings =

The respondents perceived that district educational adwinistrators
mostly performed annual promotion of educational civilians, suggestions
on school administrator deligation, whereas, performance on school co-
ordination was performed at the "under average" level. District educational
administrators rarely had problems on work performance.

The comparison of the respondents perception showed that heads of
district primary education offices and teacher representatives’ perception
were not significantly different, whereas district sheriffs differently

perceived.



