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The study of “The Opinion of Community Development Official toward Village
and Urban Community Fund Project: A Case Study in Ubonratchathani Province’ had
the objectives as foliow :

1. to study the level of knowledge and understanding of community
development official toward Village and Urban Community Fund Project,

2. to study the opinion level of community development official toward
Village and Urban Community Fund Project,

3. to study factors affecting the opinion level toward Village and Urban
Community Fund Project,

4. to find out problems and obstacie of community developrnent official
in supporting the operation of Village and Urban Community Fund Project.

The data was gathering by using questionnaires. The sample consisted of 150
community development officials in Ubonratchathani Province. The data was analyzed

by using percentage and mean. The hypothesis was tested by using Chi-square.

Results

1. Most of them were female, age between 36-50 years, completed
bachelor degree, working experience in other fund projects between 1-10 years,
working period between 1-10 years, their income more than 15,000 baht and marita!

staius.

2. Inoverall, their knowledge and understanding toward Village and Urban
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Community Fund Project was at a low level. However, their opinion toward Village and
Urban Community Fund Project was at a high level. When considering in each part, it
was found that their opinion toward the community preparation, monitoring and
evaluating was at a high level. But the successful occupation analysis and fund
integration were at a low level.

3. The hypothesis testing was found that the variables including work
experience with other fund projects, income and management supporting to  Village
and Urban Community Fund Project by the community development officials had a
significant relationship with the opinion toward Village and Urban Community Fund
Project at a .05 level. However, other variables including sex, age, education level,
working period, marital status, knowledge, understanding and supporting of the
community development officials had no significant relationship with the opinion toward
Village and Urban Community Fund Project.

Suggestions

1. The seminar should be hold to improve their knowledge and
understanding clearly and continuously.

2. The budget should be set up for monitoring and evaluating.

3. The Basic Minimum Need indicator should be employed to approve loan for
members. The network of Village and Urban Community Fund Project should be set
up.

4. The amount of Village and Urban Community Fund shouid be increase

especially for large village and urban community.



