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ABSTRACT

The purposes of’)this research were to study the
level of cooperation among the government offices from the
six main ministries and the degree of efficiency in making
the gnnual provincial rural developmeﬂt plans and to study
the coofelation “between cooperation amongst officials
involved and provincial'gé@ernment units and the efficiancy
of plans making.

The subjects of this study were 360 government
officials whose Jjobs were directly related to rural
development. Such officials were from six main ministries
and they worked for various provincial government officials
in 20 provinces.

The questionaire c;nstructed by the researcher was
used as the research instrument for data collection. The

questionaire was in the forms of check - list and rating

scale. Data were collected during the months of November and



December 1991. The,fdata obtained were‘then analyzed by using
thé spss/pct, dés;riptive statistics such as frequency,
percentage, arithmgtic mean, standard diviation, standard
error, and correlation co—effcient were used. '

The}:esults ogythehreseaych‘were as follows :

lf-Tﬁe subjgcts of the researgh were the government
officiéls vworking on rural‘ deyglopment frqm various |
provincia;_g?vernmentaoffice; sughras the provincia; office
of educgp}on,‘ the provincial office of primary education,
the provincial Affice of'nonfformal‘educatién, the provincial

office qf community devei@pment, the provincial office of
public health, thé provincial office of commerce,

the provincial office of indQstry, and the provincial office
of agriculture. The officials involved of various levels of
rank;ng -rangipg from deputy governor to heads of provincial
government offices, and £from heads of planning offices to
provincial government offices experts.

2., The roles played by the government officials and
the scope of their responsibilities in co-operating in
making plans for provincial rural development were in
accordance with the,Order of the Office of the Prime Minister
on the Management of Rural Dévelopment 1981 and the
government officials from the six main ministries were
appointed members of joint committees working an provincial

rural development. This means that every provincial

government office takes part in developing rural areas and



personnels f;om every provincial government office were
appointed members of committees and~sub-committees for rural
development.

The government officiels involved in. rural -
»development proaects thought that there was stlll a need for
Vbetter co- operatlon between prov1n01al government offlces
and offlclals.respon51ble for maklng rural development plans.
The approaoh of 4.br1nglng about co—operatlon amongst
'officialé'involved in rural deveiopment was'a combination of
{personal and offlclal _one. The weakness in this procedure is
that the; committee” )members representlng the1r various
offices were not’ given the power of decision making. The
committee members representing their offices needed their
superiorsbapproval before they could decide on an issue.

3. The degree of efficiency of co-operation in
constructing the anndel rural development plans among the
government officials from the six main ministries both in
terms of the prooess of co-operation and factors affecting

the degree of co-operation was at a moderate level.

4. As for the»efficiency in constructing the annual
provincial rural development plans by the government
officials from the six main ministries which resulted from
the knowledge of plans‘ making, the efficiency in following
steps in making plans, and the efficiency in taking part in

making annual provincial rural development plans, it can be

concluded that the level of knowledge of plans making, and



the efficiency‘in following steps in making plans erArural
development w;g at a moderate 1level. However, the level
participation: in activities rerated to the maging of yearly
plans of rural aevglopment plans‘was low.

5. The cgprelation between the degree of co-
@peration and the efficiehcy_in making the annual plans for
 frural deveiopment was rather low.

6.‘ The prOSQems and obstacles faced by the
officials in the process of making plané for rural
develop@g;t resulted -from the fact that the officials
involved lacked the Egpwledge of plans makiﬁg, some facts
and data that wusually were“not included in the plans, and
the communication system amongst organizations and people

involved in the ©process of planing rural development step

inefficient followed the traditional official and ways.,



