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The objectives of the survey were TE 135994

1.to find out the actuarl role and the expected role of the urban community
fund committee in the eye of Bangkok people ;

2. to identify the factors related to Bangkok pecple’s attitude toward the role of
the urban comminity commiitee;

3. to use the survey results in improving the administration of the urban
community fund commitiee in the future.

A questionnaire was used to gather the data from 124 persons in 21
communities in Bangkok. Mean and standard deviation were employed tio describe the data,
and t-test and F- test to compare the mean of the actual role- and that of the expected role at
the 0.05 significance level.

The findings were briefly stated as follows :

1. Most of the samples were female. Their ages were 31 —50. They completed
primary school and were married. Thev were engaged in small trades or had a small
business of their own. They earned an income o_f 4,501-9,0600 baht a month. They had lived
in the communities for 10 years or more. They received information about the utban
community fund ata moderate levei. Only a few were members of social around. They
participated in electing the urban community fund committee members.

2. The actual role of the urban community fund committee was found to be
different from the expected role. The actual role was foutid to be moderate. The samples
gave an opinion that the fund committee should play a better role than at present.

3. The fund committee’s role which met the expectation most was data
collection and that which met the expectation least was project implementation, determining
the target group, coordination and following up the results.

4. The factors affecting the urban community fund committee’s actual role was
income and access to related information. On the contrary, sex, age, marital status,
education, occupation, member of residential yearsin the community, membership of a social
group, and participation in the election of the ﬁrban community fund committce members were
found to have no impact on their actual role.

5. The factor found to affect the urban community fund committee’s expected
role was membership of a social group. On the other hand, sex, age, marital status, education,
occupation, income, member of residential years in the community, access to  related
information and participation in the election of the urban community fund committee members

were found to have no effect on the expected role.





