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ABSTRACT

The researclh was intended to investigate the
extents of factors affecting teachers’ efficiency in
community working as perceived hy teachers under the
Educational Project fur Rural Development {(EPRD) under
the Office of Primary Education, Changwat Nakhon Si
Thammarat. Through a purposive sampling method, a total
population of 228 teachers worked in schools under the
EPRD projecl in the academic year 1001 in Changwat Nakhon
Si Thammarat. Data were collected from the population
by means of the self-administering <f questionnaire.
Data obtained were, then, analyzed by the SPSS/PCT computer
programme using basic statistics, factor analysis and

stepwise multiple regression analysis.



The findings were as follows:

1. Teachers’ knowledge of EPRD principles was at
a moderate level.

2. Teachers’ gatisfaction in community work for
rural develeopment principles was at a moderate level.

3. Teachers’ efficiency in community work for rural
developmet was at a moderate level,

4, Following the re-grouping of all factors
affecting teachers’ efficiency in community work for rural
development, five-factor groups were formed, thus:

{1} Factors related to satisfaction and knowledge
of EPRD principles as subvariablcs included various aspects
of satisfaction: satisfaction attributable to interpersonal
relations to peers and supervisors, that attributable tao
characteristics and status of work, that atrributabhle to
social recognition, that attributable to policy and
administration, that =attributable to salary rising and
job promotion; and knowledge of EPRD management by objectives
(MBO), and that of EPRD principles.

(2) Factors related to socic-economic status
as subvariables included residence, teaching load, extra
income, training experience, and educational attainment.

(3) Factors related to personal status and number
of offsprings as subvariahles included work experience,
age, marital status, and family size,

(4) Factors reiated to education included only

the major specialized field of training.

(5)



(5) Factors related to physical status included
- only sex.

5. The relationships between subvaribles resulting
from the regrouping of factors affecting teachers’
efficiency in rural community work were the following:

(1) Those subvariables that were positively
related to teachers’ efficicney in rural community development
included various agpects of satizfactlion: satisfaction
attributable to interpersonal rzlations to peers and
supervisors, that attributable to charscteristics and status
of work, that attributable to sccial recognition, that
attributable to pol{cy and administration, that attributable
to salary rising and job promoticn; and knowledge of EPRD
managemnent by objectives (MBGO) and EPRD principles; job
training, educational attainment. work experience, marital
status, Tfamily Size; major specialized field of training,

and sex.

(2) Three subvariablesz that were negatively
related to teachers’ efficiency in rural community development
were residence, teaching load, and extra inconme,

6. Good predictors in predicting of teachers’
efficiency of rural community development under the EPRD
program at .001 level were:

(1) those variables relatcd to satisfaction and

knowledge, and



(2) those variables related to education.
Their correlation coefficient was as high as .55 (R =.55),
with a 30 percent (R = .30) of decision-making index.
The equation of unstandardized scores may be depicted,

thus:

Y = 3.289 + .522({XF) - .160(XS)

where Y stands for teachers’ efficiency in rural
community developnent under the EPRD program;
3.289 stands for a constant valus;
XP stands for variables related to satisfaction
and knowledge;

XS stands for variables related to education.

(7)



