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ABSTRACT

This research aims to study the Sufficiency Economy philosophy for teachers
in Tha Tum Network 4 under Surin Primary Educational Service Area Office 2 and how
teachers live their lives according to the Sufficiency Economy philosophy in the Tha
Tum Network 4 under the Surin Primary Educational Service Area Office 2, and lastly
to compare the sufficiency economy philosophy for teachers in the Tha Tum Network
4 under the Surin Primary Educational Service Area Office 2. Sample groups include
123 Tha Tum Network 4 teachers under the Surin Primary Educational Service Area
Office Area 2. The instrument used was a 5-level rating scale questionnaire with a
confidence value for the entire document equal to .97. The statistics used were data
analysis, including percentage, mean (X ), and standard deviation (S.D.). Statistics used
to test hypotheses include t-tests and F-tests by one-way analysis of variance (one-
way ANOVA). When differences were found, pairwise tests were performed using
Scheffe's method.

The research results found that. 1) Lifestyle conditions found that most
respondents agreed that making a career with honesty and honesty is one way of
living according to the principles of a sufficiency economy. Furthermore, most
respondents agreed that saving money can help with emergencies. 2) Lifestyle found
that most respondents agreed with cooking meals for the family. It made it easier to
reduce costs than eating out. Additionally, most respondents agreed with living

according to the principles of sufficiency economy of the people in the community. It



will cause environmental preservation in the community. 3) Comparative results of
living according to the principles of sufficiency economy overall and each aspect of
Teachers in the Tha Tum 4 network under the Surin Primary Educational Service Area
Office Area 2, classified according to the educational level of the respondents.
Overall, each aspect was not significantly different at the .05 level and was classified
according to the age of the respondents. Overall, they were significantly different at
the .05 level. When considering each aspect, they differed significantly at the .05 level

in 4 areas. A pairwise test was performed using Scheffe’s method when there were

differences.



