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Abstract

This study attempted to identify indicators demonstrating the Office of
National = Primary Education Commission’s efforts from 1999 to 2002 in
decentralizing educational administration and management authority to schools
under its supervision. To realize the objective, ONPEC’S official documents, letters
of  directives, policy statements, operational measures and  guidelines,
announcements, rules and regulations, etc., issued during the 3 - year period,
were reviewed ~and scrutinized for concrete decentralization clues. As a
consequence, it was found that ONPEC not only did not actually decentralize its
authority, but it did not even prepare any tangible measures for it as well. Any
traces of any decentralization undertakings were either those in place prior to the
studied period or those not related to the contents and intention of Article 39 of
the National Education Act, 1999.

The findings indicated that ONPEC apparently did not attach much
importance to the decentralization issue during that period despite the fact that
it essentially represented one of the major administrative and managerial
innovations designed for the school — reform age. ONPEC, moreover, should have

taken any available opportunities educating its school personnel and preparing



them for the new role so that when the time actually comes, they will be
somewhat well prepared and capable of effectively handling school affairs with

decentralized authority.
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