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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to investigate community economic development of
village fund, satisfaction toward the administration of village fund, and economic self reliance of
member of village fund. It also compared the opinions among gender, age, marriage, educational,
occupation, income, and loan. A case study of Ban Pur Tambon Rattanaburi Amphur Rattanaburi
Surin province. The sample comprised 252 people who were members of village fund. The
research instruments were questionnaires comprising checklists and five - point Likert scale. The
statistical devices for analyzing the data were mean, standard deviation, t-test, one-way ANOVA,

and the LSD paired-comparison method.

The results of this research were found as follows:

1. The opinions toward community economic development of village fund, satisfaction
toward the administration of village fund, and economic self reliance of member of village fund
were at the high level.

2. The opinions toward community economic development of village fund when
compared by gender, age, marital status, educational, occupation, and income were found none

significantly different. When compared by loan was found significantly different. The opinions of
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loan group from village fund toward community economic development of village fund was
higher than that of not loans group.

3. The opinions toward satisfaction toward the administration of village fund when
compared by marital status, educational, occupation, and income were found none significantly
difference. When compared by gender, age, and loan were found significantly difference. The
opinion of male toward satisfaction toward the administration of village fund was higher than that
of female. The opinion of 31-40 year-old group, over 51 year-old group toward satisfaction
toward the administration of village fund were higher than that of 41-50 year-old group. The
opinion of loan group from village fund toward satisfaction toward the administration of village
fund was higher than that of not loan group.

4. The opinion toward economic self reliance of member of village fund when
compared by marital status, educational, occupation, income, and loan were found none
significantly difference. When compared by gender, and age were found significantly difference.
The opinion of male toward economic self reliance was higher than that of female. The opinion of
over S1 year-old group toward economic self reliance were higher those that of 31-40 year-old

group and 41-50 year-old group.





