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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to study the condition of administration in
provision of special education in core schools by using SEAT Framework under Trat
Primary Educational Service Area Office. They are classified by position, experience and
school size. The samples consisted of 328 persons : 31 school administrators and 297 teachers.
The research instrument was 5 rating scale questionnaires of 39 items which had reliability
coefficients at 0.92. The statistics used are, percentage, mean standard deviation, t-test and
One way ANOVA.

The results of the study were as follows ;1) The condition of administration in
provision of special education in core schools by using SEAT Framework under Trat Primary
Education Service Area Office was a moderate level. 2) The condition of administration in
provision of special education in core schools by using SEAT Framework under Trat
Primary Educational Service Area Office in opinions regarding position was not significant
difference, however, at the level of .05 in their opinion regarding environment 3) The condition of
the administration in provision of special education in core schools by using SEAT Framework
under Trat Primary Educational Service Area Office. The aspect of experience was no significant.
4) The condition of administration in provision of special education in core schools by using
SEAT Framework under Trat Primary Education Service Area Office in aspect different
school size was significant at .01 levels. The medium-size schools have problem in the administration

management more than small-sized schools.





