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The objectives of this research are as follow: 1) A Study of the Expectation of Buddhists that
affects the roles and performance of monks in Nakhon Pathom Province 2) To compare the Expectation of
Buddhists that affects the roles and performance of monks in Nakhon Pathom Province. The samples were 400
Buddhists in Nakhon Pathom Province, derired by a Multi-stage Random Sampling technique. The data was
collected during November 2009 to December 2009 Instruments used in this were questionnaires constructed by the
Rating Scale. The data were analyzed by percentage, mean, standard deviation, t-test, One — way ANOVA, and

the Multiple Comparison Analysis, and the LSD

The findings were as follows:

1. The Expectation of Buddhists that affects the roles and performance of monks for the role of
ruling were in average to high level(A_’ =4.11,S.D. =.661), For The role of Dhamma education were in average
to high level ()?=4.03, S.D. =.653), For The role of welfare education were in average to high level ()?=4.14,
S.D. =.678), For The role of Dhamma lecturing were in average to high level ()?=4.17, S.D.=.622), For The
role of public aid were in average to high level ()? =3.99, S.D. =.635), For The role of public welfare were
in average to high level (X =4.00, S.D. = .667)

2. To compare The Expectation of income/The Meditation Education’s Roles were different for the
role of ruling significantly different at .05, The Expectation of Buddhists Dhamma Education’s Roles were
different for the role of Dhamma education significantly different at .05, The Expectation of income for the
role of welfare Education were different significantly different at .05, The Expectation of income for the role of
Dhamma lecturing were different significantly different at .05, The Expectation of Buddhists for public aid were
different age, Education, career, income, Meditation, for the role of public aid were different significantly different
at .05, The Expectation of Buddhists for the role of public welfare were different age, income, For The role of

public welfare were different significantly different at .05
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