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Abstract 

The aim of the study is to investigate the family participation dimension of the activity plans prepared 

the Ministry of National Education 2013 Preschool Education Program.The data were collected through 
interview data of 8 prospective teachers and 668 activity plans of 42 prospective teachers. The data were 
analyzed by thematic analysis. As a result of the research, it was determined that most of the prospective 
teachers did not include the dimension of family participation in their activity plans. The reasons for not 
including family participation in the activity plans were that they felt inadequate in planning and implementing 
family participation activities, that the school administration did not want families and teacher candidates to 
establish one-to-one communication and that lecturer did not want to participate in family participation studies. 
In the activity plans, it was seen that the activity proposal aimed at reinforcing the targeted gains in the school 
was the most and the family participation was mostly included in the integrated activities. Prospective teachers 
stated that the duration of teaching practice was insufficient in terms of implementation and follow-up of the 
activity. 
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