dri d'i = o oy 4 1 3 = ar ar

¥o1589  anuAaiuvesfuimseadinslansesdrudiosduludmiauas
dontIRuNURILALgIMan MIREnNermIuS I dausinda
UATHUY

A0¥1  suenuisn fidamn USaan s
Uiu LT V)

ded (2 oo A aa
p113NInM  wdine wiyAs
N INNDETTAYUMANIANY 2554

Unfinto

msdnnndaiiiinquszmdifednuunsafoudivussdunnuiadiures
fuimsesinsdnasesdiudosiulumiauasmuy domsduiuauan
gusmaaimatamnesmsusmsddiniauasmus ndudaediefi g lumsinm
nfail 18ud wonmaun? wenesdmsyinrdaudiun Ydameta ddnosdas
uSmadauda $wau 206 au Taeldnduinetiatmun  mieseflflumsinm
Aoureumumelatazdae@asvuinasdiutdssinusm s sedu idann
doifuwhiy 96 addildlumsBinsizidoyn 18ud msuenusenud sidovay
fiunﬁvfhmﬁﬂqmummgm uazdns iyl ume@ion Fest (One-Way
ANOVA) Tgthmuntioddymaendafissdy 05

HAMIANYIHUT
Lanaaiueesfudmassdninnsesdiudesdulusiniaunimde

mafudunumEigmsiandesinsvTnsdndmiaunsnuy Tavsaedluszdy
thunae (u=3.04) dedumnduned wuh eglussdutunas 6 d Foadidy
nnnnlaluios As grsemaasmaianndmmadlosnsums (4 =3.19) ynsmaas
drumsfannduursugie (, =3,15) qmmﬁm{msﬁ’muﬁmTﬂsaa‘?nﬁ';ugm(“ =3.10)
gnamansmaianndudns (, =3,08) gnseanimasanndmmsiomn ( —2.92)

sazgnsenans nIendumisonTsIsunAuazfunadon (4 =2.79)



2. amdadiuvesfunisesdnsnnsosdaudiestiuludmauns
daMIAuTUOAIEENEaR BIAmMIUTH I dIS I Sauasnuy Suiunay
dumis nud arwdaiuTassa biuandudumeadafisedy 05 doRvaniy
sedwnuhiianufafiuiendieiy 2 fu e Awmsfanedles-msuTng uag
Zdanminens sssumnAuasfunadey uasdledumnmuiifisunewyhi
anufaiuuanmatumsadansedy 05

3. fomususifvrfuygnomand

3.1 fumaiauursugts nqudzedsiifemuenuginasdaeiy
Wlszapuliswldfidety wu duaunmlgndin menst uasduaSusdiedoiies

3.2 dmsiannTnssadrefiug nqudledailiderueuns sy
walyiihlfinadiuasaseuaquiteimda

3.3 Sumswenndeay  nqudedidideausuuzdl avsduasuaiu
msfnuetiedat

3.4 umsiannmades-msuims aqudtetnideiauenug
asduaiudnmansIsnAviaduinnisies

3.5 dwumswennnisinm nqudredialideamusuuzd aasiann
msrmndudszaudndndiudy lfediunsdgnilinamfaduesi ligmsfaua

3.6 Srumsiananinenssssusiuasdunadey nqudaedd

foiananuzhnasdaszvuiidavesyadesuasfalggalunmsnmesiuia



Title : The opinions of local government administration in the province
of Nakhon Phanom. Implementation of development strategic plan

Phanom Provincial Administration.
Auther : Po.1 Jaruk Sripunya Degree : M.P.A

Advisor : Mr. Witaya Charonsiri

RAJABHAT MAHASARAKHAM UNIVERSITY, 2011

ABSTRACT

This study aims to examine and compare the level of the managers' opinions of local
government in Nakhon Phanom province. To the implementation of the strategic plan
developed Phanom Provincial Administration. The sample used in this study include the
Mayor, President of District Administration Organization Municipal Clerk Secretary Tambon
Administration Organization 206 people using the total sample. Tools used in this study were
closed, and open a five-level scale to estimate the reliability was .96 and the statistical data
were used to analyze the frequency (Frequency. Distribution), percentage (Percentage)
Average (Mean), standard deviation (Standard, Deviation) and Analysis. ANOVA F-test
(One-Way ANOVA) with statistical significance set at .05
The results showed that

1. Reviews of the managers of local government in Nakhon Phanom provinge.
To the implementation of the strategic plan Phanom Provincial Administration, The overall
level of comments in the medium (= 3.04) when the classification of each side were ata
moderate level 6 in order of descending the development strategy in politics - Managing
(p=3.19) strategies. economic development (u = 3.15) in infrastructure development strategy
(n = 3.10), social development strategy (u= 3.08). Strategic Educational Development
(p = 2.92) and resource development strategy. Nature and Environment (n = 2.79)

2. Opinions of local government administration in Nakhon Phanom province,

To the implementation of the strategic plan Phanom Provincial Administration. By location



comments overall were not signiticantly different statistically at the .05 level when
considered. Aspects were found to be statistically different in two aspects of political
development - Management. And resource development. Nature and environment When
classified by district were found to be statistically different statistical significant at the .05
level.

3. Recommendations on strategy

3.1 Economic Development. There were suggestions that it should encourage
people Income, such as promoting sustainable growing rice, rubber, and promote continuing,

3.2 Infrastructute Devélopment. There were suggestions that the electric field
should be expanded to cover more an& more the province.

3.3 Social Development. There were suggestions that Should promote
education. Sustainable,

3.4 Political Development - Management, There were suggestions that should
be promoted. The principles of good governance to politicians.

3.5 The Educational Development. There were suggestions that Should
develop educational levels, etc. to children in order to instill the idea that will lead to human
development.

3.6 Development of Natura! Resources and Environment. There were

suggestions that should provide solid waste disposal system and waste the whole province.



