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ABSTRACT

This research was intended to study the participation in the
operation of the members of Marketing Operation Center whose status
is different. The independent variables were sex, age, level of
education, annual income, the status of leadership, the understanding
of principles, the aime and operation process of the Center, the
relation with authorities and the attitude towards the Center. The
dependent variable was the participation in the operation process of
the Center,

The sampling groups used in this study were 259 members of
the Marketing Operation Center in Pattani. The questionnaires
of Likert Scale system were used as instruments in collecting data.

It was used to draw the attitude towards the Center, Its participating
process. The evaluating test to understand the principles, the aims
and the operation procese of the Center was alsoe employad. In
collecting data, the researcher used the questionnaires through
which the simpling groups gave the responses. The research
assistants were the teachers and development officials from the area
in which the Center is located. The collected data then were

analyzed on a "One-way ANOVA" and on "Multiple Comparison Test of
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"Tukey's HSD".

.The outcomes of the research indicated that:

1. Members of the Marketing Operation Center of different
leadership had different partiicipating degree in the operation
process of the Center and it was statistically shown as( P = ,0084.
That is to say, the members of 'the. Center who were in the position
of leadership highly participated in the operation process of the
Center than those of not.

2. Members of the Center whose attitudes towards the
Center were different had different participation in the process of
the Center and it was statistically shown as P = 0000, That is to
say, the members of the Center whose attitude towards the Center .
was low had higher participation in the operation process of the
Canter than those whose attitude was high.

3. Members of the Center whose educational lavels were
different had different participation in the operation process of the
Center and it was statistically shown as P = .0000. That is to
say, the members of the Center whose educational levels were
higher than elementary and those of elementary had jointly
participated in the process of the Center better than those of not
and it was statistica'lly' shown as P < .01, Among the members of
the Center who received elementary education and those that had
education higher than elementary, there was no difference in their
participation.

4, Members of the Center who had different understanding

had different participation in the operation process of the Center,



and it was statistically shown as P = .0013, That is to say, the
members of the Center who had high and low understanding worked
mona_eff_ectively than those that had a medium one; and it was
statistically shown as P <.0l. But among the members of the
Center whose understanding was low and high, there wa/s no
difference in participation.

5. Members of the Center of different status in sex, age,

annual income as well as the relatiomship with the authorities had

no different participation in the operation process of the Center,



