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Abstract.

This research aims at studying the models, methods, and
conditions involved in the co-operative implementation of non
formal education activities between primary school in the Education
for Village Development in Rural Poverty Area (EVDRPA) proJject
and various nonformal education agencies. The objectives bf the
study are as follows: 1> To study the models for coordination
nonformal education activitiess 2> To study and analyze the
characteristics of nonformal educaﬁion activities organized under
the EVDEPA Project. which have different levels of coordination;
3) To study factors or conditions affecting the levels of
coordination. .

This study covers every school participating in the EVDRPA
Project in Chiang Rai Province in the year 1987. Included in the

study are 28 primary schools affiliated to the Chiang Rai



Provincial Commission for Primary Education. These schools are

distributed over designed poverty poor rural areas in 11 districts
of the province. Data were collected primarily from principals,
headmasters, and EVDRPA Project officers. Afterwards, interviews
were -conducted with concerned agencies as well as other

participants of the EVDRPA ProJject in the areas where the

28 schools were located.

The findings of the study can be summarized as follows:

1. Three models of coordination with nonformal education
agencies were used in the implementation of the EVDRPA Project
in Chiang Rai. In the first model there is a coordination leader.
In the second model, all agencies concerned adjust themselves,
toward an assign core organization. In the third model, which is
most often used, zall agencies adJjusted themselves with systematic
exchange;

2. Schools participating in the EVDRPA ProJject organize all
3 catedories of nonformal education'activities, i.e., provision of
basic education, vocational training, and dissemination of news
~and information. However, 1in schools where there was no
coordination, only one category of nonformal education activity
wass organized, which is the dissemination of news and information.
In schools where there is coordination, on the contrary, all
3 categories of nonformal education activities are organized. It
. is also found that the quantity of activities organized does vary.
In schools where there is no coordination, fewer nonformal

education activities are organized than in schools where there is



coordination. On the other hand, more nonnformal_ education
activities are organized in schools where there is a high level
of coordination, than in schools where there is a low level of
coordination: |

3. Conditions correlating with level of coordination
consist of: an acknowledgement of the importance of coordination
and cooperative problem-sclvings an analysis of the limited
resources which have to be shared by various agencies; =a
systematic analysis and problem-solving among all agencies
concerneds an agreement on the goal of co-operation between the
high level of authorities and the operational level officers: a
recognition that one is working with a more important agency;
an expectation of trust and participation in prospective projects;
a perception that coordination is significant structurally and
practically; an understanding that the various agencies are
supposed to work together éoﬂoperatively; a perception that the
administrative authorities consider it is the organization’'s roles

and responsibilities.



