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ABSTRACT 

The purr,csc ~ l f  tk115 study was to l r l \ ; ~ ~ t l ( j a t ~  the p r ~ : b i ~ r 7 ~ . ~  ct 11~31: - !,7ir11al 

Ecj~~~:3t~c7~i qua!,:y assuranl:? faccd by district non - formai cdur .a i~r~n s c ~ ~ c c -  ccr,~ters IF 

E::lu;.qt~fin;jl Z o i e  7 in the three aspects : learners ' students , tr~rc processes and rhe 

?.ip,crl::r-~ses cf ar lm~rl~strator of rji:;?rl~;t non - f ~ r r n a l  e d ~ ~ i = ~ t h ? n  s e r ~ x e  centss  w ~ t h  

~ ! l f f ? ' ~ ! l l  ,;I'77S 

TI-I? -;ubj?c~s were s,sty - r l ~ r ~ e  administrators of d ~ ~ t r ~ r i  N?n for;:-~~~l 

e:ju;a!iori scl-.l:tl i ~ n ! + r s  In Educatlcrlal ZO~IF :  7 in t h e  acarll::rn~r: p:::;r LZ~C'  
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I<andor--~ S , $ ~ I ~ ~ F " I , \ L ~  method , the data wer? cc7lleited hy usit?$ a qut.l~t~~:,r-s~rc ~;I!:.I 
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III;C~T~~F) InvcI , 'I wery  azpect a ? a  :he prob!urr~ 11.1 the i?+_'.er3ts of prcm_essc,': 31~:: 

far:l;r~ v,rrc> the rr)hbt 5F!IdLi? 



2 Tt:r.re iAvas no d i f fer~nce in ccnc?rnlng thc c;plnlons cf the t~z;.o 

diffcrcnt , ; r r , l l ps  r ~ f  administrator ~ v ~ l t i  lorlgPr t i~an  f ~ v e  years e x p s r i e n c c ~  :,rld I:=,: 
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2. Ihere :IV?S no difference In the opiniors r,f si jm,n~~tra:urs i : ~  three 

d~f fercnt  s i ~ e s  ( larqp , medium and s m ~ l l  of d is t r~r :  ~ r l  - formal e d u ~ a t i c ~ r ,  

set\,:,,:, c. ,,- c 11: c7r:; 




