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CHAPTER IV

DESCRIPTION OF THE SITES FOR THE STUDY

As briefly described in Chapter III this study was
carried out in two desas (villages) in West Java Province,
Indonesia. The two desas were selected from two different
kecamatans (subdistricts) in Kabupaten (District) Purwakarta.
This section describes some important features about the
province, the kabupaten, the two kecamatans where the two

desas were located, and the two desas themselves.

The Province -- West Java

West Java 1is one of the 27 provinces of Indonesia.
Its area is 46,300 square kilometers, which is only 2.4%
of Indonesia (i.e., 1,904,569 sqguare kilometers).l The
population, however, is 17.5% of the total Indonesian popu-
lation. In 1975 the Indonesian population was estimated
as 127.5 million people, and West Java was estimated as
having 22.8 million people.2 The density was 67 people
per square kilometer for the average of Indonesia, and 492
people per square kilometer for West Java province. This

figure indicates how unbalanced the spread of population

lBiro Pusat Statistik, Statistical Pocketbook of Indo-
nesia 1977 (Jakarta: B.P.S., 1977), Table I.

2

Ibid., Table II.1l.2
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is in Indonesia and the density of population in West Java.
This density is shared by the other three provinces in
Java which together account for 60% of the total population
of Indonesia. The crowding of such a large proportion of
the population into only 6.7 percent of the land area
results in some of the highest population densities in
Southeast Asia.

Administratively, West Java Province is divided into
20 kabupatens and four municipalities, which are further
subdivided into 390 kecamatans (subdistricts), and 4039
desas (villages).3 Nationally, West Java is not only
important because it is the seat of the central government
but also because it is the center for educational institu-
tions and political aspirations.

The majority of the West Java population are Sundanese.
The Sundanese make up about 10% of the total Indonesian
population. Bahasa Sunda (Sundanese language) 1is used in
everyday life, except in offices in the cities which use
the official national language -- Bahasa Indonesia. The
Sundanese language has status style dialects. These dia-
lects include halus (polite style) which is used between
persons of equally high rank and by a person of low rank
(in terms of age, kinship or social status) in speaking to
a person of high rank, and the kasar (informal or rude

style) which is used between persons of low ranks and by a

31pbid., Table II.1.1
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person of a higher rank to a lower rank. There are other
in-between variations which also vary between localities
in West Java. There are also varieties in customs and
traditions among localities which is fading away as commu-
nication systems are increasing and improving.

The majority (90%) of the West Java population are
moslems. When compared to the Javanese people (from
Central and Eastern Java) the Sundanese are the more
devoutly moslem.4 Religion in rural areas is an important
community function, which as the history of the revolution
of 1945 revealed was one of the most important motivating
and unifying factors in West Java. It was in this pro-
vince that the DI/TII5 organization proclaimed the "Indo-
nesia Islamic State" in 1946 against the newly born
Republic of Indonesia. Due to a wide group of sympathizers
among the rural people, it was only after 17 years of civil
war that the organization was dismantled. The effects of
this 17 year "civil" war are many. Among them was the urbani-
zation problem. A lot of the people migrated to big cities
such as Bandung which created severe overcrowding. It
would be a different story today for West Java rural life

if there was not such a war.

4Nena Vreeland, et. al., Area Handbook for Indonesia,
Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office, 1975, p. 88.

5"DI/TII" is the abbreviation for "Darul Islam/Tentara
Islam Indonesia" meaning "Islam State/Indonesian Islam Army,"
an illegal organization to establish an Islam State in Indo-
nesia under the leadership of Kartosoewirjo.
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Bandung is the provincial capital of West Java.

It is 180 kilometers Southeast of the capital city of
Jakarta. It is one of the five largest cities in Indo-
nesia. Beside functioning as the seat of provincial
administration, Bandung is also the center for higher
education institutions, culture and economic development.
There are three state universities and about 10 private
universities in Bandung alone. The Technological Insti-
tue of Bandung (ITB) is as famous in Indonesia as M.I.T.
is in the U.S.A.

In terms of population, Bandung has an even higher
density than Jakarta. It is estimated that about 3.5 million
people live in Bandung as compared to about 4.5 million
people in Jakarta with the size of Bandung being half
the size of Jakarta.

By and large, rural life in West Java 1s better than
in the other provinces in Indonesia. But this does not
mean it is good enough. People in the rural areas are
still living under a subsistance economy. The increasing
modern technology entering the villages such as television
have increased the people's awareness of how low their
condition of life is compared to others as shown on the
television. This has increased their motivation to achieve
more but in the same time their needs have also changed
or increased in number. The central government is aware
of the rural problems and aspirations and has been trying

to accommodate and help the people in ways as viewed by
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the leaders. However, ways to help from the view of the
rural people seems to be missing but waiting to emerge
as a powerful development force if government could more
fully involve villagers in decision making.

It was through the idea of accommodating people
through self-help development that the RK/RT community
organization was formulated in 1950s and first started

by the government in West Java.6’7

This RK/RT organization
has now spread to other Indonesian provinces but not all

of the provinces have fully implemented it. All desas in
West Java are organized in the RK/RT organization. Unfor-
tunately, this organization is increasingly becoming an

arm of the central government instead of community organi-

zation.

The Kabupaten (District) -- Purwakarta

Kabupaten Purwakarta is named after its capital city,
Purwakarta. The city is located 114 kilometers South-East
of Jakarta and 68 kilometers North-West of Bandung. It is
connected by a railroad and a province road. The city has
approximately 6 square kilometers with a population of

about 60 thousand people.

6Sumber Saparin, Tinjauan Tentang Masalah Pembangunan
Masyarakat Desa (Jakarta: Nimu Laut, 1976), p. 2.

7Soedardji, Masyarakat Adil dan Makmur Berlandaskan
Masyarakat Desa (Surabaya: Grip, 1961), p. 8.
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The area of the kabupaten is 97,509 hectare58 with
only 17% of it used for paddy. This has made the kabupaten
dependent on its surrounding kabupatens for food production.
Five percent of the area is reservoir (8,866.5 hectares)
which includes Jatiluhur Dam which is the biggest man-
made dam in South-East Asia (See Appendix C, Table I).

A ground satellite communication station and the biggest
hydro-electric power plant in Indonesia are located at
Jatiluhur. Unfortunately, however, this kabupaten has not
benefited yet from the dam for its water nor for its elec-
tricity. The land level is higher than the irrigation
canals, and electricity from Jatiluhur Power Plant is
absarbed mainly by large cities (e.g. Jakarta and Bandung).
Tourism and textile industries which have come to the
Jatiluhur area are the only benefits so far earned by

this kabupaten (See Kabupaten map - Figure 8).

In 1978 the kabupaten had a population of 414,000 (See
Appendix C, Table 2). Among the 210,000 peorle who were
working, 54% were in the agricultural area, 27.5% laborers,
6% traders, and 12% semi-skilled and skilled workers (Appendix
C, Table 3). About 99% of the population are Sundanese and
speak Bahasa Sunda. Ninety percent of them are moslems.

In terms of education, 42% of the population have
completed at least primary school. There are 277 primary

schools with 1143 classrooms, 1784 teachers and 58,000 pupils

80ne hectare is equal to 2% acres.
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in the kabupaten. Twelve junior high schools (4 were
private) and two private higher education institutions
were available in the kabupaten. However, eight of the
junior high schools, five of the senior high schools and
both o0f the two higher education institutions are located
in Purwakarta city. This makes the city the center of
the educational enterprise. In addition, there are also
149 religious primary schools (Madrasah Ibtidaiyah) and
six religious high schools in the kabupaten. Two of the
high schools are located in Purwakarta city and four are
spread in four kecamatans. See Appendix C, Table 4, and
Table 5 for more details.

Purwakarta City is not only the center for education
but also the center for economic activities, entertainment,
and of course governmental administration for all its
kecamatans. Even though there are small market places in
each kecamatan, the three market places in the city are
the key markets for the whole kabupaten. One of the
markets is a livestock market and is open every Monday
and is thereby named the "Monday Market." The two other
markets are mostly centers for agricultural products, one
in the South and one in the North of the city. Although
both are open daily, the market day of the North is Friday,
and the market day of the South is Wednesday -- hence,
"Friday Market" and "Wednesday Market."

This kabupaten has 102 desas: 32 preparatory or
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swadaya desas, 52 swakarya desas, and 18 swasembada desas.
They are organized in seven kecamatans as shown in Table 4.
TABLE 4

NUMBER OF DESAS BY KECAMATAN
IN KABUPATEN PURWAKARTA*

SWADAYA/

KECAMATAN PREPARATORY SWAKARYA SWASEMBADA TOTAL
Purwakarta 2 3 5 15
Pasawahan 6 9 1 16
Jatiluhur 3 6 1 10
Darangdan 6 5 4 15
Plered 6 9 2 17
Wanayasa 5 7 3 15
Campaka_ 4 _8 2 14

TOTAL 32 52 18 102

*Data from Kabupaten Office, 1978.

Kecamatan Purwakarta is the only kecamatan which can
be classified as an "urban" kecamatan in Kabupaten Purwa-
karta. Only four of its desas, however, are within the
Purwakarta city boundary. A rural desa in Kecamatan Pur-
wakarta was selected as a try-out site for this study.
Kecamatan Pasawahan and Kecamatan Campaka were the two

kecamatans selected for the study.

The Two Kecamatans

As revealed in Figure 8, the two kecamatans from which

the desa samples were selected, are side by side in the North-
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East part of the kabupaten.

Kecamatan I: Pasawahan

Kecamatan Pasawahan has 16 desas, six of which are
preparatory desas. Of the other ten desas, nine are
classified as swakarya and one as swasembada. Desa I
was selected from the ten desas as shown in Table 4.2.
A map of the kecamatan is displayed in Figure 9.

TABLE 5
RANKING OF DESAS IN KECAMATAN PASAWAHANY*

NAME OF DESA CLASSIFICATION RANK
Pasawahan Swasembada 1
Parakan Salam Swakarya 2
Ciherang Swakarya 3
Sawah Kulon Swakarya 4
Tanjungsari Swakarva 5
S itau Swakarya 6
Selaawi Swakarya 7
CIHUNI (DESA 1I) Swakarya 8
Pondok Bungur Swakarya 9
Salemn Swakarvya 10

*Data from Kecamatan Office.
Six preparatory desas are not included

The area of Pasawahan is 6,663.5 hectares of which

26

oo

is paddi-field. There was a population of 36,175 in

the area in 1978. Among the 23,518 people who are working,

X

35

ow

are farmers, 45% laborers, 4% traders, and 16% others.

Forty nine percent of the population are under 20 years of

age.

Income per capita of Pasawahan in 1977 was Rp 25,000 -

(about US $60). Desa I income per capita in that year was
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Us $56.9 The main agriculture products are rice and

seasonal fruits. Sheep, goats, water buffalo and cows
are popular livestock. The kecamatan was also supplier
of fishery stock.

There are 18 primary schools, one junior high school,
and 15 religious primary schools in the Pasawahan area.
Nonformal education programs carried out in Pasawahan
include a radio servicing course, home economics, and
religious education for adults.

According to the Head of the kecamatan, development
problems faced by the kecamatan are lack of citizen partici-
pation in development programs, lack of transportation
from desa to desa due to the bad condition of the roads,
lack of an irrigation system (70% of the paddy fields
depend on rain water), and lack of trained personnel to

carry out vocational training.

Kecamatan II: Campaka

The second kecamatan selected was Campaka. The center
of this kecamatan is located about 18 kilometers from the
city. The area is 18,591 hectares, almost three times
the Pasawahan area. It is comprised of 36% paddy-field,
36% dry land, and 28% forest, mountain, plantation, and
reservoir. The population was 52,928 in 1978. Forty five

percent of the population are under 20 years of age. Among

9Source: Kabupaten Purwakarta Office.
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the 28,000 people who are working, 57% are farmers, 26%
unskilled laborers, 5% traders, and 12% were artisans,
civil servants and others.

There were 14 desas in Kecamatan II, four were
preparatory/swadaya desas. The other ten desas from which
Desa II was selected are listed in rank order in Table 6.
Figure 10 shows a map of the kecamatan.

TABLE 6
RANKING OF DESAS IN KECAMATAN CAMPAKA*

NAME OF DESA CLASSIFICATION RANK
Cibening Swasembada 1
Cikopo Swasembada 2
Campaka Swakarya 3
Cibatu Swakarya 4
Cikadu Swakarya 5
Cibungur Swakarya 6
Cimahi Swakarya 7
Cirende Swakarya 8
CILANDAK Swakarya 9
Cibukamanah Swakarya 10
*Source: Kecamatan Office

Four preparatory desas are not included

The main agriculture products of the kecamatan are
rice, corn and watermelon. Country chicken, sheep, goats,
cows and ducks were among their popular livestock. Campaka
is a producer of bricks for its surrounding kecanatans and
cities.

In 1977 the per capita income of the kecamatan was
US $70. In the same year, Desa II income per capita was

US $55 (one dollar equals Rp. 415).
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In terms of education, 42% of the population have
completed at least primary school. There are 31 primary
schools with 125 teachers and 5,102 pupils. There are
also two junior high schools, one of which is a religious
school, and 13 religious primary schools. Among nonfor-
mal education programs carried out in the kecamatan are
home economic courses, womens farmer training, a massage
course, carpentry, and religious education for adults.

Development problems encountered by the Head of the
kecamatan are similar to problems identified in Pasawahan.
Lack of citizen participation, irrigation, and transporta-

tion were among the greatest felt handicaps.

The Two Desas

Table 7 illustrates and compares the demographic and
physical background of the two desas. Desa I area was
almost half that of Desa II, 511 hectares and 1,026 hectares
respectively. Paddy-field in Desa II was 8 times that of
Desa I. Rice production in 1977, however, indicated that
Desa I yielded over twice as much per hectare as Desa II.

In Desa I the production was 4.8 tons per hectare while

in Desa II only 2.2 tons. This was because in Desa I rice
can be planted twice a year. In Desa II only once, due to
a dependence on rain.

The population was 3,361 in Desa I and 4,062 in Desa II
in 1978. The density was 6.4 in Desa I and 4 in Desa II per

hectare. In Desa I 18% of the population were under 20 years
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TABLE 7

DEMOGRAPHIC AND PHYSICAL BACKGROUND OF DESAS*

BACKGROUND DESA I DESA II
A REA 511.1 ha 1026.4 ha
Paddy field (7%) (54%)
POPULATION 3361 4062
Under 20 yrs age (18%) (48%)
Working: 1259 1375
Farming (33%) (71.5%)
Laborer (20.6%) (15%)
Trader (28%) ( 3%)
RICE PRODUCTION (1977) 4.8 tons/ha 2.2 tons/ha
INCOME PER CAPITA (1977) US $ 56 Us $ 55
SCHOOLS: Primary 2 2
Religious/Primary 1 2% %
TEACHERS/PUPILS: Primary 11/499 13/502
Religious 3/101 6/342%*%
COMMUNITY UNITS: RK 4 5
RT 12 21
Language Bahasa Sunda Bahasa Sunda
Religion Islam (99.9%) Islam (99.9%)
Location: From City 16 km 3 km
From Kecamatan 2 km 2 km
NATURAL RESOURCE Rock "Atras" sand
CODING: *Source: Desa Offices
ha = hectare km = kilometer

**Tn 1977 there were 4 scho
It dropped to 2 schools w
because two schools were
teachers.
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of age. 1In Desa II there were 48% under 20 years of age.

Both desas are connected by a kabupaten road to
Purwakarta city. (See Figuresll and 12) Desa I is only
3 kilometers away from the city while Desa II is 16 kilo-
meters from the city. The "Wednesday Market" is nearest
to Desa I and the "Friday Market" is nearest to Desa II.

In terms of culture, both Desa I and Desa II are
alike. There are indications, however, that Desa II is
still more traditional in terms of their old customs --
e.g., harvest fiesta at the beginning of harvest time
was still carried out in Desa II but no longer in Desa I.
Both desas are predominantly Sundanese speaking desas.

The population is predominantly moslem by religion. A
lot more religious activities in Desa II than in Desa I
were observed during the week of fieldwork.

Although water for farming is also a problem in Desa I
it is more severe in Desa II. During the dry season there
is no surface water and during the rainy season floods
are a problem. A drinking water supply problem is encoun-
tered by both desas. Several water pumps, subsidized by
the government through their development program, were idle
in Desa I because the pipes were not deep enough to reach
the ground water. If the irrigation problem can be solved,
Desa II has a better potential than Desa I in terms of rice
production.

Transportation from desa to desa is not as much a prob-

lem as transportation within Desa I or Desa II due to poor
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road conditions. Motor-cycle taxis run by unlicensed
individuals is mushrooming in both desas, and in many desas
in West Java, as a fast form of transportation from village
to village. 1In Desa I, however, this was limited due to
the few roads that can be reached by motor-cycle.

Electricity was available in the center of Desa I
along the kabupaten road. Electric transmission lines pass
through Desa II but no one has yet benefited from it.

In both desas there are no well organized citizen
organizations for the betterment of the community. Recently
however, in Desa I a "Mitra Cai" (water user organization)
has begun to emerge and under the leadership of a retired
school superintendent has just reached their first objective --
irrigation rehabilitation. It was during this process
that the "Mitra Cai" leader of this desa was elected as
president of "Mitra Cai" of the entire Kabupaten Purwakarta.
It is being considered by the central government to build
another dam in Kecamatan Pasawahan which can supply water
to Kabupaten Purwakarta as a compensation for not being
able to use Jatiluhur dam, which is ironically located in
the kabupaten.

These are some of the important features of the two
desas as an illustrative background to this study. Detailed
data on the demographic background of the two desas and its

kecamatans are presented in Appendix C, Tables 1 to 5.
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CHAPTER V

RESULTS OF STUDY

Data collected in this study and analyzed according to

the procedures described in Chapter III are presented in
seven sections of this chapter. The first section presents
the demographic characteristics of the subjects. In the
other six sections are presented data and analyses which
are organized according to the six foci of this study.
The six foci can be abbreviated as: interview approach
versus group approach; effects of interview approach and
interview approach on leaders/nonleaders; leaders versus
nonleaders; Desa I versus Desa II; males versus females;
and more-educated versus less-educated.

As described in Chapter I the hypotheses of this study
were stated in a directional manner with some predictions
of no difference in outcome. For the purpose of statistical
analysis, however, the hypotheses were stated in the null
form. The directional hypotheses were treated here as the
alternative hypotheses.

Statistical analyses examined whether a null-hypothesis
could be rejected or retained. 1If it was rejected, the
respective directional/alternative hypothesis could instead

be accepted. In a case where the directional hypothesis was

134
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the same as the null-hypothesis, the retaining of the
null-hypothesis also meant the retaining of the directional
hypothesis.

The analyses of data are presented in this chapter
according to each null-hypothesis. The results are then
used to examine the respective directional hypothesis.

Data and analyses are presented according to the hypo-
thesis being tested. There are 23 hypotheses which are
presented in null-hypothesis form. Each null-hypothesis
is presented first followed by data, analyses, and a decision
regarding the retaining or rejection of the null-hypothesis.
A brief summary is presented at the end of each section.

An overall summary of the findings is also made at the

closing of this chapter.

Section 1. Demographic Characteristics

of Subjects

A general description of the subjects' characteristics
is useful as a referent in understanding the results of this
study. Seven of the subjects' characteristics were recor-
ded. These are: leader/nonleader status, sex, age, marital
status, highest level of (formal) education, occupation, and
number of children.

As indicated in Table 8, 50 of the 95 subjects (or 53%)
were nonleaders and 45 were leaders. Of the 45 leaders,
seven were desa leaders, 13 RK leaders and 25 RT leaders.

The analyses compares leaders and nonleaders without any
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NUMBER OF SUBJECTS BY SEX?AEEEDESA AND BY LEADER/NONLEADER
DESA I DESA II DESA I + DESA II
SEX L NL T L NL T L NL TOTAL
MALE 22 13 35 23 13 36 45 26 81 ( 75%)
FEMALE 0 12 12 0 12 12 0 24 24 ( 25%)
TOTAL 22 25 47 23 25 48 45 50 95 (100%)

Coding: L = Leader; NL = Nonleader; T = Total
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attempt to compare among leaders. The leader subjects of
the three levels of community leadership were lumped into
one category of leader and are presented in the tables

as a leader and nonleader dichotomy.

In terms of sex, only 25% of the subjects were females.
They came from the nonleader samples only. All community
leaders in the two desas were males. The proportion of
leader/nonleader and male/female subjects in Desa I and
Desa II were very similar.

Eighteen percent of the subjects were 46 years of age
and over. All of them were leaders. There were no non-
leaders over 45 years of age because this study restricted
itself to nonleaders between 18 and 45 years of age.

There was no age restriction for leader subjects. As revealed
in Table 9, there was only a single leader who was lower

than 26 years of age. He was from Desa II. O0Of the total
subjects, 16.8% were between 20 and 25 years of age; 30.6%
between 26 and 35 years, and 35.8% between 36 and 45 years of
age. The proportion in terms of age was approximately the
same in both desas.

Table 10 reveals the distribution of subjects in terms
of their educational background on the basis of number of
years in school. Only 18% of the subjects had completed
at least junior high school level. Fifty two percent had
less than six years of primary school. The leaders were
slightly higher than the nonleaders in education. Eleven

of the 17 junior high graduates or higher were leaders. But
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NUMBER OF SUBJECTS BY AGE,ngLgEgA AND BY LEADER/NONLEADER

AGE DESA I DESA II D%SA I q_pESA II
(IN YEARS) L NL T L NL T L NL TOTAL
20 - 25 0 6 6 1 9 10 1 15 16 (16.8%)
26 - 35 8 7 15 6 8 14 14 15 29 (30.6%)
36 - 45 5 12 17 9 8 17 14 20 34 (35.8%)
46 - 69 9 0 9 7 0 7 16 0 16 (16.8%)
TOTAL 22 25 47 23 25 48 45 50 95 (100%)

Coding: L = Leader; NL = Nonleader; T = Total

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka

8ET



Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

NUMBER OF SUBJECTS BY EDUCAT?SE?EB;ODESA AND BY LEADER/NONLEADER
EDUCATION DESA I DESA II DESA I + DESA II
(IN YEARS) L NL T L NL T L NL TOTAL
NONE 3 6 9 5 3 8 8 9 17 (18%)

1 -5 5 7 12 7 14 21 12 21 33 (34.7%)
6 - 8 7 7 14 7 7 14 14 14 28 (29.9%)
9 - 11 6 3 9 4 0 4 10 3 13 (13.7%)
MORE THAN 11 1 2 3 0 1 1 1 3 4 (4.2%)
TOTAL 22 28 47 23 25 48 45 50 95 (100%)

Coding: L = Leader; NL = Nonleader; T = Total
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among the four who completed high school three were non-
leaders.

Desa I subjects had a relatively higher educational
average. Twelve of 47 subjects (25.5%) in Desa I had
completed at least junior high level (9 years of schooling
and over). In Desa II only 5 out of 48 subjects (10.4%)
had completed at least junior high level. 1In other words,
74.5% of the subjects in Desa I and 89.6% of the subjects
in Desa II had less than nine years of schooling. The
percentage of subjects with no schooling at all were 19%
in Desa I and 16.6% in Desa II.

In terms of their occupation, 30.5% of the subjects
were farmers, 23.2% homemakers (housewives and not working),
16% civil servants (most of them desqg officials), 11.6%
unskilled laborers, and the remaining were traders, arti-
sans and others. It was difficult to precisely classify
their occupation because many of them had more than one
occupation. The "Farmer & Trader" group as revealed in
Table 11 is an example of this. In this case, the subjects
thought that they spent the same amount of time and/or had
the same income from the two kinds of jobs. It is interes-
ting to note that 21 out of the 29 farmers were leaders.
Seven out of 11 laborers were also leaders.

In Desa I there were more subjects working as civil
servants and as laborers than in Desa II. The "Farmers"

category was greater in Desa II than in Desa I. The pro-
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TABLE 11
NUMBER OF SUBJECTS BY OCCUPATION, BY DESA AND BY LEADER/NONLEADER

DESA I DESA II DESA I + DESA II
OCCUPATION L NL T L NL T L NL TOTAL
FARMER 7 1 8 14 7 21 21 8 29 (30.5%7
TRADER 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 3 3 (3.19)
FARMER & TRADER 1 1 2 2 2 4 3 3 6 (6.2%)

CIVIL SERVANT/

AIR FORCES 8 2 10 4 1 5 12 3 15 (16.8%)
LABORER 6 3 9 1 1 2 7 4 11 (11.6%)
HOME MAKER 0 10 10 0 12 12 0 22 22 (23.2%)
CARPENTRY 0 4 4 0 2 2 0 6 6 (6.2%)
OTHER 0 1 1 2 0 2 2 1 3 (3.1%)
TOTAL 22 25 47 23 25 48 45 50 95 (100%)

Coding: L = Leader; NL = Nonleader; T = Total
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portion of working adults in Desa II who were farmers
was greater than in Desa I.

The size of family in terms of the number of children
the subjects had at the time of the study varied from
none at all to nine children. Table 12 reveals that 44%
of the subjects had three children or less; 41% had 4 to
6 children, and 15% had 7 to 9 children. Leaders had less
children than the nonleaders. In Desa I, 55% of the sub-
jects had three children or less, in Desa II 52% of the
subjects had 4 to 6 children.

In summary it can be concluded that the subjects were
predominantly males (75%), 47% were community leaders,
they varied in their occupation, 52% had less than six years
of schooling, their age ranged between 20 and 69 years,

and 85% had six children or less.

Section 2. Interview Approach

versus Group Approach

The Quantity Variable

Null-Hypothesis (Ho) #1. There will be no difference between
the number of community needs
derived from a group approach and
the number of community needs deri-
ved from an interview approach

(quantity variable).

Data and analysis as presented in Tables 13, 14 and 15,
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NUMBER OF SUBJECTS BY NUMBER OF gg?igRég, BY DESA, BY LEADER/NONLEADER
NUMBER OF DESA I DESA II DESA I + DESA II
CHILDREN L NL T L NL T L NL TOTAL
0 - 3 12 14 26 4 12 16 16 26 42 (44.2%)
4 - 6 6 8 14 15 10 25 21 18 39 (41%)

7 -9 4 3 7 4 3 7 0 6 14 (15%)
TOTAL 22 25 47 23 25 48 45 50 95 (100%)

Coding: L = Leader; NL Nonleader; T = Total
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yield information that there is a highly significant
interaction between the approach variable and the number
of responses to Questions #1, #2, and #1 and #2 combined.
As displayed in Table 13, the number of responses generated
by the two approaches (interview approach and group approach)
differ significantly at greater than the .05 level of
confidence, in which the group approach is higher than
interview approach.

TABLE 13

ONE-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSE
TO QUESTION #1, BY APPROACH VARIABLE

SOURCE SuUM SIGNIFI-
OF OF d.f. MEAN F CANCE OF
'VARIATION SQUARES SQUARE F
Between 44.704 1 44.704
4.102 .046
Within 959.085 88 10.899
Total L 1003.789 89 11.279
Variable/
Category N MEAN
Interview]| 33 5.48 ETAa = .21
Group| 57 6.95 Multiple R® = .04

As the table also reveals, the group approach has 6.95
average responses per subject as compared to 5.48 average
responses for the interview approach. The Eta value (.21),
however, indicates that the correlation is not high. In

. 2
other words, as indicated by the value of Multiple R™, only
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4.4% of the variance can be accounted for by the approach
variable.

Table 14 reveals that in Question #2 the difference
is significant at greater than the .01 level of confidence.
Again, the average number of responses of the group approach
is higher; 4.65 as compared to 3.3 for the interview
approach. Even though the difference is smaller than in
Question #1, the correlation is a little higher. 1In Ques-
tion #2, 7.9% of the variance can be explained by the
approach variable. It is almost double that of Question #1.

TABLE 14

ONE-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSE
TO QUESTION #2, BY APPROACH VARIABLE

SOURCE SUM SIGNIFI-
OF OF MEAN CANCE OF
VARTATION SQUARES d.f. SQUARE F F
Between 37.870 1 37.870 7.575 007
Within 439.952 88 4.999
Total § 477.822 89 5.369
Variable/
Category N MEAN
Interview 33 3.41 ETA = .28
Group | 57 4.65 Multiple R® = .079
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Table 15 shows similar data when the responses to

Question #1 and Question #2 are combined and duplicated

responses are only counted a single time

responses).

than the

variable

(non-overlapping
There is significant interaction at greater
.02 level of confidence between the dependent

(quantity) and the independent variable (approach).

The averages are 11.07 and 8.7 for the group and the inter-

view approach respectively.

(6.4%)

can be accounted for by the

TABLE 15
ONE-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY

TO QUESTION #1 & #2 COMBINED,

Six and four tenths percent

approach variable.

OF RESPONSE

APPROACH VARIABLE

SOURCE SUM SIGNIFI-
OF OF MEAN CANCE OF
[VARIATION SQUARES d.f SQUARE F P
Between 117.711 1 117.711 6.020 016
Within 1720.689 88 19.553
Total 1838.400 89 20.656
Variable/
Category N MEAN
Interview 33 8.70 ETA = .25
Group 57 11.07 Multiple R2 = .064

Data and analyses of Tables 13,

14 and 15 indicate that

in terms of number of responses to Question #1, Question #2,

and Questions #1 and #2 combined,

make a difference,
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greater number of responses about community needs than the
interview approach. This means that there is no basis

to accept the null-hypothesis #1. The probability is 5%
or less that the differences were due to chance.

Two-way analyses of variance was carried out to see
the effect of the desa variable. This further analysis
was carried out to see if the difference was in any way
influenced by the differences in the two desags. Tables 16,
17 and 18 reveal the analyses. For Question #1 as shown
in Table 16, there is significant interaction only between
the approach variable. There is no significant interaction
between desas or two-way interaction of approach and desa
variables.

The comparison among means of the four sub-samples shows
that the 6.51 response average for Desa I is not significantly
different from the 6.32 response average for Desa II. How-
ever, the 5.48 response average for the interview approach
is significantly different from the 6.95 response average
for the group approach. The probability is only five out
of a hundred that the differences are caused by chance. This
result is considered appropriate because the condition of
statistical independence was met through random assignment
of subjects to the treatment groups. The concern that the
particular desas used in this study biased the results
is unfounded.

For Question #2, on the other hand, there are significant
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differences between desas as well as between approaches,
at greater than the .01 level of confidence. But, again,
there is no significant two-way interaction between desa
and approach variables as indicated in Table 17.

TABLE 16

TWO-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSES
TO QUESTION #1, BY DESA AND BY APPROACH VARIABLES

SOURCE SUM DEGREES SIGNIFI-
OF OF 0)3 MEAN CANCE OF
VARIATION SQUARES FREEDOM SQUARE F F
Desa .4571 .457 .041 .041 (n.s.)
Approach 44,329 1 44,329 3.933 .049
Approach X
Desa 3.794 1 3.794 .342 (n.s.)
Within 954,834 86 11.103
Total 1003.789 89 11.279
Variable/
Category Desa I Desa II Total
Interview 5.27 5.67 5.48 Eta Approach = .21
Group 7.18 6.72 6.95 Eta Desa - .02
Total 6.51 6.32 6.41 Multiple R2 - 045
n.s. = not significant

Eighteen and three tenths percent (18.3%) of the variance
can be accounted for by the approach and desa variables, for
which a greater proportion (10%) can be accounted for by the
desa variable than the approach varaible (7.3%). This lack

of two way interaction further supports the findings from
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Question #1.

TABLE 17
TWO-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSES
TO QUESTION #2 BY DESA AND BY APPROACH VARIABLES

SOURCE SUM DEGREES SIGNIFI-
OF OF OF MEAN CANCE OF
WVARIATION SQUARES FREEDOM SQUARE F F
Desa 49,381 1 49.381 {11.049 .001
Approach 34.826 1 34.826 7.792 .006
Approach X
Desa 6.221 1 6.221 1.392 (n.s.)
Within 384.349 86 4.469
Total 477.822 89 5.369
Variable/
Category Desa I Desa II
Interview 3.73 2.95 3.31 Eta Approach = .27
Group 6.20 3.73 4.65 Eta Desa = .33
4.96 3.43 Multiple R2 = ,183
1
n.s. = not significant

In Question #1 and Question #2 combined, the analysis
shows a similar conclusion as for Question #1. As displayed
in Table 18 significant interaction is detected only between
approaches at greater than the .05 level of confidence. No
significant interaction was found between desas, nor two-
way interaction of desa and approach variables.

The two-way analysis of variance between desa and

approach variables indicates that the desa variable can account
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for 10% of the variance on quantity of responses to
Question #2 (as compared to 8% accounted for by the approach
variable). There was no significant interaction on Ques-
tion #1 or Questions #1 and #2 combined for the desa variable.
TABLE 18
TWO-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSES

TO QUESTION #1 & #2 COMBINED, BY DESA
AND BY APPROACH VARIABLES

SOURCE SUM DEGREES SIGNIFI-
OF OF OF MEAN CANCE OF
VARIATION SQUARES FREEDOM SQUARE F F
Desa 39.015 1 39.015} 2.015 (n.s.)
Approach 112.819 1 112.819} 5.826 .018
Approach x
Desa 16.449 1 16.449 .850 (n.s.)
Within 1665.225 86 19.363
Total 1838.400 89 20.656
Variable/
Category Desa I Desa II
Interview 8.80 8.61 8.70 Eta (Desa) = .15
Group| 13.06 10.10 |11.07 Eta (Group)= .25
10.93 9.53 Multiple R®= .085
n.s. = not significant

When the approach variable is considered, there is signifi-
cant difference for all questions. However, Question #1,
Question #2, and Questions #1 and #2 combined show no sig-

nificant two-way interaction between the desa and approach
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variables. Based on these findings, the earlier conclusion
that Null-Hypothesis #1 can be rejected is further strengthened.
Its alternative hypothesis that the group approach yields

a greater quantity of responses than the interview approach

in assessing community needs, then, can be retained.

The Specificity Variable

Null-Hypothesis #2. There will be no difference between
the specificity of needs derived from
a group approach and the specificity
of needs derived from an interview
approach (specificity variable).

To test Null-Hypothesis #2, chi-square analyses were
conducted on all four questions used in the study instru-
ments. Beside raw chi-squares and their level of significance
which indicates relationships between dependent and inde-
pendent variables, there is also presented Gamma statistics
in the analysis, which shows the strength of the relation-
ship.

The chi-square analyses on specificity of responses
to Question #1, #2, #3, and #4 are presented in Table 19.
The analyses reveal information that there is a signifi-
cant relationship between the independent variable (approach)
and the dependent variable (specificity) on all questions
except #3.

The Gamma value for Question #3 (-.603) is shown as

higher than the value for Question #4 (-.400). 1In Question
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CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON SPECIFICITY OF RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS #1 TO #4

BY APPROACH VARIABLE

LEVEL QUESTION #1 QUESTION #2 QUESTION #3 QUESTION #4
OF IA GA T IA GA T IA GA T IA GA T
SPECIFICITY| n=37 n=57 n=94 n=34 n=57 n=91 n=38 [ n=57 [ n=95 | n=38| n=57 [ n=95
1 (LOW) 10.8 49.1 34.0 14.7 50.9 37.4 23.7 | 36.8| 31.6| 42.1| 66.7 | 56.8
2 48.6 40.4 43.6 52.9 40.4 45.1 63.2 | 52.6| 56.8| 50.0| 26.3 | 35.8
3 32.4 5.3 16.0 17.6 3.5 8.8 10.5 8.8 9.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
4 5.4 5.3 5.3 8.8 3.5 5.5 2.6 1.8 2.1 1.6 5.3 4.2
5 (HIGH) 2.7 0.0 1.1 5.9 1.8 3.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 5.3 1.8 3.2
TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Coding: IA = Interview Approach; GA = Group Approach;
T = Total; n = Subjects; % = Percentage, calculated
from each column n.
Chi-Square Analysis: Question # x2 d.f. Significance; Gamma
1 21.948 4 .0002 -.662
2 15.245 4 .004 -.631
3 1.851 3 (n.s) -.603
4 7.257 3 .064 -.400
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#1 and Question #2 the Gamma values are -.662 and -.631
respectively. This shows that the relationship found on
Question #1 and Question #2 on the specificity variable is
strong. The relationship found on Question #4 is not as
strong but still meaningful.

It is interesting to note that Question #1 and Question
#2 asked for responses in an open ended fashion whereas
Question #3 asked for the three highest priority needs from
those already identified, and Question #4 asked for only
a single response in terms of an individual (not community).
It can be argued that the limiting effect of Question #3
(only three community needs could be identified) tended to
make these needs more general in nature and consequently
the type of question asked had a powerful effect on the
specificity variable.

It can be concluded with 90% confidence that, based on
Question #1 and Question #2, there is a strong relationship
between the interview approach and a higher level of specifi-
city, and a strong relationship between the group approach
and a lower level of specificity. This is further sub-
stantiated, though not as strongly, by Question #4. These
data do not support Null-Hypothesis #2. This means that
its alternative hypothesis, that the interview approach
generates a higher level of specificity of responses (needs),

can be accepted.
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The Means/Nonmeans Orientation Variable

Null-Hypothesis #3. There will be no difference between
the means/nonmeans orientation of
needs derived from a group approach
and the means/nonmeans orientation
of needs derived from an interview
approach (means/nonmeans orientation

variable).

Data and analyses to test this hypothesis are presented
briefly in Table 20 (See Appendix D, Tables 6, 7, and 8
for the ANOVA results). There is no analysis for Question
#2 because all responses to the gquestion were categorized
as means-oriented since Question #2 asked for educational
needs which, for this study are classified as means-oriented
needs. For the other three guestions the analyses reveal
no significant interaction between the approach variable
and the means/nonmeans orientation variable.

TABLE 20

A COMPARISON OF AVERAGES OF MEANS/NONMEANS ORIENTATION
CATEGORY OF RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS #1, #3, AND #4.

Variable & Category N Average* Eta
Question #1 é;gigview g; i:gg .00
Question #3 éggigview g; i:%g .06
Question #4 é?gi;View g; i:zg .12

*]1 = Nonmeans Oriented 2 = Means-Oriented
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As is shown in Table 20, there are no differences
between the interview approach and the group approach
for Question #1, and only small differences for Question
#3 and #4. It is interesting to note that there are
increases from question to question toward a more means-
orientation. However, all of the guestion yielded non-
means-oriented needs. These data indicate that there is
no difference between the group approach and the interview
approach in terms of the means/nonmeans orientation of

needs.‘ In other words, the Null-Hypotheses #3 is retained.

The Type (of Need) Variable

Null-Hypothesis #4. There will be no difference between
the genre of needs derived from a
group approach and the genre of needs
derived from an interview approach

(type variable).

The responses in terms of their genre (i.e., types of
needs) were classified in two ways. First, they were
classified by community functions categories using the
Axinn Model as described in Chapter II. Second, they were
classified according to categories which are more meaning-
ful to the different government ministries in terms of
possible future implementation. While the Axinn Model
could be useful for integrative planning, the second classi-
fication would be more practical for distribution of res-

ponsibilities among different ministries.
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Since data were of a nominal type, the Lamda statistics
were chosen as a parameter to see the strength of relation-

ship in addition to the chi-square statistics.

Type of Needs by Community Functions (Axinn Model).

Data and analyses for this classification procedure
are presented in Table 21 and Table 22. Percentages pre-
sented are based on the total number of responses (fre-
guencies and not subjects) of each sub-sample. As indica-
ted in Table 21 there is no significant relationship between
approach variable and type variable except for Question #2.
However, the Lamda statistics for Question #2 are small
thereby indicating that it has no predictive value. The
four types of needs most frequently mentioned by both the
group and interview approaches in answering Question #1
(general community needs), are almost the same. They are:
supply, governance, linkages, and religious function types
(from higher to lower percentages). The four types of
needs most frequently mentioned in answering Question #2
(community educational needs) were slightly different be-
tween the two approaches. In the interview approach, they
are: production, education, larger system and religious
function types. In the group approach, they are: produc-
tion, larger system, cultural, and education types. It
should be noted that though Question #2 asked the subjects
to identify educational needs, these needs were categorized

according to their function (e.g. "Learning how to graft
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TABLE 21
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON GENERAL COMMUNITY NEEDS
(QUESTION #1), AND EDUCATION NEEDS (QUESTION #2)
BY FUNCTION, AND BY APPROACH

COMMUNITY NEED QUESTION #1 QUESTION #2
BY IA GA TOTAL IA GA TOTAL
FUNCTION n=197 | n=397| n=594 | n=110 | n=265 | n=375
1
SUPPLY 22.3 21.4 21.7 2.7 3.8 3.4
PRODUCTION 2 2.5 3.5 3.2 55.5 47.2 49.6
MARKETING 3 1.0 1.5 1.3 0.9 2.6 2.1
PERSONAL 4
MAINTENANCE 9.1 8.6 8.7 0 0 0
HEALTH CARE 5
DELIVERY 4.1 2.0 2.7 1.8 1.9 1.9
GOVERNANCE 6 118.8 {14.9 | 16.1 .4 3.0 4.0
EDUCATION 7 4.6 5.0 4.9 | 12.7 7.2 8.8
RELIGIOUS 8 112.7 l12.1 | 12.3 9.1 6.8 7.5
CULTURAL 9 1.5 3.3 2.7 0.9 7.9 5.9
LINKAGE: 10
Inward 17.3 17.4 17.3 0 0 0
LINKAGE: 11
Outward 1.5 0.5 1.0 0 0 0
LARGER 12
SYSTEM 4.6 9.8 8.0 10.0 19.6 16.8
TOTAL % 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
CODING: n = number of responses (not subjects)
% = percentages are calculated from each column n

IA = Interview Approach

GA = Group Approach

T = Total
STATISTICS: §E d.f. Significance; Lamda
Question #1 11.765 11 (n.s.) .001
Question #2 18.674 8 .017 0.00
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TABLE 22
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON COMMUNITY PRIORITY NEEDS
(QUESTION #3), AND INDIVIDUAL NEEDS (QUESTION #4)
BY FUNCTION AND BY APPROACH

COMMUNITY QUESTION #3 QUESTION #4
NEED
BY IA GA T IA GA T
FUNCTION n=112 n=168 n=280 n=38 n=57 n=95
SUPPLY 1. 20.5 13.1 16.1 39.5 42.1 41.1
PRODUCT ION 2. 8.0 12.5 10.7 7.9 8.8 8.4
MARKETING 3. .9 3.6 2.5 0.0 1.8 1.0
PERSONAL
MAINTENANCE 4. 10.7 7.1 8.6 36.8 22.8 28.5
HEALTH CARE
DELIVERY 5. 1.8 .6 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
GOVERNANCE 6. 15.2 10.7 12.5 10.5 1.8 5.3
EDUCATION 7. 8.0 4.2 5.7 0.0 5.3 3.1
RELIGIOUS 8. 11.6 16.7 14.6 0.0 3.5 2.1
CULTURAL 9. 1.8 .6 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
LINKAGE:
Inward 10. 15.2 22.0 19.3 0.0 3.5 2.1
LINKAGE:
Outward 11. .9 .6 .7 0.0 0.0 0.0
LARGER
SYSTEM 12. 5.4 8.3 7.1 5.3 10.5 8.4
TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 100 100
Coding: IA = Interview Approach; GA = Group Approach;
T = Total; n = number of responses (not subjects);
% = percentages are calculated from each column n
STATISTICS: x2 d.f. Significance; Lambda
Question #3 14.827 11 (n.s.) .032
Question #4 11.056 8 (n.s.) .042
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mango tree" was categorized as "Supply"; "Koranic study"
as "Religious").

Comparing data for Question #1 and Question #2 it is
interesting to note that the "Production" function needs,
which were rarely mentioned in Question #1, were overwhelm-
ingly mentioned in Question #2.

Question #3 asked the subjects to choose the three most
important community needs from those mentioned in answering
Questions #1 and #2. Table 22 displays the data and re-
sults of the analyses. It also contains the data and results
of analysis from Question #4, which asked for the one most
important need of the subjects themselves instead of their
community's needs. Chi-square analyses on both questions
show no significant relationship between type variable and
approach variable.

Since the tables show no significant relationship
between independent variable (approach) and dependent vari-
able (type), it can be concluded that the two approaches
did not make any significant difference. There is no basis
to reject Null-Hypothesis #4.

A summary of the two tables ranked for each sub-sample
as indicated in Table 23, however, provides interesting
information. First, the "Supply" function seems to be the
most important one as perceived by the majority of subjects.
Second, the "Supply" function was the most frequently men-
tioned in Question #1 and was also the most frequently men-

tioned in Question #4. In other words, the most important
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TABLE 23

RANKING OF TYPE OF NEEDS BY FUNCTION,

QUESTION AND APPROACH

COMMUNITY NEED RANKING
BY Question|Question | Question|Question
$1 2 #3 #4
FUNCTION IA GA IA GA IA GA |IA GA
1
SUPPLY 1 1 6 6 1 3 1 1
2
PRODUCTION 8 1 1 6.5 4 4 4
RKETING 3 12 11 .5 11.5 9 - 8.5
PERSONAL
MATINTENANCE 5 o - - 5 7 2 2
HEALTH CARE 5
DELIVERY 8 10 7 9 9.5 11 - -
GOVERNANCE 6 2 3 5 7 2.5 3 8.5
EDUCAT ION 7 6.5 7 2 4 6.5 8 - 5
RELIGIOUS 8 4 4 4 5 4 - 6.5
CULTURAL 9 10.5 9 8.5 3 9.5 11 -~ -
LINKAGE: 10
Inward 3 2 - - 2.5 1 - 6.5
LINKAGE: Il
Outward 10.5 12 - - 11.5 11 - -
LARGER 12
SYSTEM 6.5 5 3 2 8 6 5 3
CODING: IA = Interview Approach
GA = Group Approach

Rank 1 = Highest, 12 = Lowest

-(Blanks) are for no responses; they are
not assigned rank to show differences in
distribution among subgroups.
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self-need (Question #4) was the same as the most fre-
quently mentioned community need (Question #1). Third,
responses were more varied when asked about community
needs, then when asked about their own self-need.

Fourth, "Religious" function needs had fairly consistent
and high rankings in the first three questions (community

focus) but not for the fourth guestion (individual focus).

Type (of Needs) by General Area

Data and analyses of type based on a general area classi-
fication are summarized in Table 24 for Questions #1, #3 and
#4. Question #2 is displayed separately in Table 25 to
allow further detail within the "Education" category. If
Question #2 was classified according to the classification
used in the first Table, it would be lumped in the "Educa-
tion" category.

Table 24 reveals that there is a significant relation-
ship between approach variable and type (by general area)
variable for Question #1 and Question #4. For Question #3,
no significant relationship was found. However, due to
the small size of the Lamda value it can be concluded that
the relationship found in Question #1 and Question #4
has very weak predictive ability.

The area most frequently mentioned by all subjects to
Question #1 and Question #3 was "Infrastructure." Inter-
estingly, "Infrastructure" received small response on

Question #4 (individual focus) and "Health and Welfare"
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TABLE 24
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON GENERAL COMMUNITY NEEDS
(QUESTION #1), PRIORITY NEEDS (QUESTION #3),
AND INDIVIDUAL NEEDS (QUESTION #4) BY FUNCTION AND APPROACH

COMMUNITY NEEDS QUESTION #1 | QUESTION #3 | QUESTION #4
BY A GA A CA 1A GA

AREA OF NEEDS n=198 n=397 ({ n=112 n=168 | n=38 n=57

INFRASTRUCTURES T| 29.8 25.4 | 28.6 26.8 0 5.3

PUBLIC BUILDINGS?| 17.7 16.9 | 14.3  18.5 0 3.5

AGRICULTURAL 3] 8.1 6.0 2.7 2.4 2.6 0

COMMUNTITY 1

DEV'T ORGAN. 4.5 5.3 2.7 2.4 0 0

ECONOMIC 51 4.0 7.8 6.3 4.2 1 34.2  42.1

UTILITIES 61 4.0 5.0 4.5 2.4 0 0

HEALTH AND 5

WELFARE 12.6 10.1 | 11.6 7.7 | 36.8 24.6

TRAINED 8

Personnels 9.1 3.0 6.3 .6 10.5 0

EDUCATIONAL 9% 6.1 11.3 | 19.6 28.0 5.3 14.0

DEVELOPMENT 10

IN GENERAL 4.0 9.3 3.6 7.1] 10.5 10.5
TOTAL % 1003  100% | 100%  100% | 100% 100%
CODING: n = number of responses (not subjects)

oo
|

= percentages are calculated from each column n
2

STATISTICS: X~ d.f. Significance Lamda
Question #1 23.913 10 .004 .010
Question #3 14.309 10 (n.s.) .028
Question #4 14.031 8 .050 .062
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and "Economic" were the highest.

The
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"Education" area

received a large number of responses on Question #3 and

the group approach showed a larger number of "Education"

Table 25 displays a detailed breakdown of the educa-

TAB

LE 25

tional category which was the focus of Question #2.

CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON COMMUNITY
S (QUESTION #2)
BY GENERAL AREA AND APPROACH

EDUCATIONAL NEED

Community Educational IA GA Total
Needs
By General Area (n-110) (n=265) (n=375)
Basic Education 18.2 11.3 13.3
Cultural Education .9 7.9 5.9
Health & Home Economics| 39.1 23.4 . 28.0
Vocational Skills Educ. 15.5 16.6 16.3
Agricultural Education 13.6 29.8 25.1
Business & Industrial
Education 3.6 4.9 4.5
Others (General) 9.1 6.0 6.9
Total % 100% 100% 100%
Coding: number of responses (not subjects)

column n

STATISTICS: X“  df.

Significance

percentages are calculated from each

Lamda

25.602 6
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Table 25 shows significant relationship between the
approach variable and the different types of educational
areas. Again, however, the predictive ability is weak
due to the low value of Lamda.

Though there are more significant relationships between
the approach variable and the type variable on the general
area classification rather than the Axinn Model classifi-
cation, the weakness of the relationship further confirms

Null-Hypothesis #4.

The Time Variable

Null-Hypothesis #5. There will be no difference in the
time needed to conduct a group approach
and the time needed to conduct an

interview approach (time variable).

Man-hours per capita needed to conduct the study
using an interview approach and a group approach is used
as a measure for comparing the efficiency of the two
approaches. Table 27 shows the total time (minutes) for
each sub-group in the two desas. To test Null-Hypothesis
#5, the total time allocated for interview approach and
group approach is divided by the number of subjects for
each group to get the time per capita value for each group.
The results are presented in Table 26.

The table indicates that the group approach needed less
time for preparation and execution than the interview

approach. The time needed for the interview approach per-
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subject is more than twice the group approach. A total
of 50.8 minutes for the interview approach as compared
to 20.2 minutes for the group approach. This means that
Null-Hypothesis #5 is rejected.

TABLE 26

AVERAGE TIME PER SUBJECT
FOR EACH APPROACH

Preparation Execution Total
Approach Time Time Time
(in minutes) (in minutes) (in minutes)
Interview 20.92 29.9 50.8
Group 6.45 13.77 20.22

In summary, of the five null-hypotheses tested in this
section three were rejected and two were retained. The
approach variable did account for differences on quantity,
specificity, and time variables.

On the quantity of response, the group approach yielded
a greater number of responses than the interview approach.
On specificity, however, the interview approach yielded
a higher level of specificity of needs than the group
approach. The total time average per-subject needed to
conduct the assessment through the group approach was
half the time used through the interview approach.

On the means/nonmeans orientation and type of needs both
the group approach and the interview approach yielded very

similar results. Nonmeans-oriented needs are yielded from
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TABLE 27
ACTUAL TIME NEEDED FOR EACH APPROACH¥*

DESA I DESA II DESA I + DESA II
(n) PT ET TT (n) PT ET TT (n) PT ET TT
Leader Interview (10) 215 320 535] ( 9) 180 262 442 | (19) 395 582 977

Nonleader Interview | ( 9) 195 270 4651 (10) 205 284 4891 (19) 400 554 954

SUB-TOTAL I
(INTERVIEW APPROACH)| (19) 410 590 1000} (19) 385 546 931 | (38) 795 1136 1931

Leader

Group Approach ( 7) 45 120 165 ( 9) 58 120 170} (16) 103 240 343
Nonleader

Group Approach (11) 70 150 220} (10) 65 120 185 | (21) 135 270 405
Leader/Nonleader

Group Approach (10) 65 135 200] (10) 65 140 105 (20) 130 275 405

SUB-TOTAL II

* %
{(GROUP APPROACH) (28) 1 405 585) (29) 188 380 560} (57) 368 785 1153

Q *
O*

TOTAL (I + II) (47) 590 995 1585| (48) 573 926 1491 (95) 1163 1921 3084

Coding: n = number of subjects; PT = Preparation Time;
ET = Execution Time; TT = Total Time

* All times shown in minutes

**This is the total time known for the three groups in both desas.
The "PT" time for each subgroup is adjusted from this total by
multiplying the (n) in each cell with the average time per
capita (180/28 = 6.4).
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the two approaches.

Further analysis indicated that those differences in
the quantity variable were not influenced by the desa
variable. There was no two-way interaction of approach

and desa variable on the quantity variable.

Discussion and Summary of Findings

Discussion

When comparing these findings with the predictions as
stated in directional hypotheses #1 to #5 in Chapter One,
only the prediction on the type variable is not supported
by the findings. Although it was not significant, data
indicates an inclination toward the prediction. It can
be argued that the weakness of relationship between the
approach variable and the type of need variable was due
to the classification system used in the analysis and
that differences which exist were lost because of the
classification system.

The effectiveness of the group approach seems to vary
according to the focus of the question asked in the assess-
ment when open-ended questions are used. This is shown by
the fewer number of responses to Question #2 and the greater
number of responses to Question #1. The data indicates also,
however, that the number of responses to Question #2 for the
group approach and the interview approach were similarly
less as compared to the number of responses to Question #1.

Despite the decline, the differences between the interview
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approach and group approach is significant. It can be
argued, then, that the decline in the number of responses

to Question #2 does not mean that the group approach

has less effect in Question #2 than in Question #l1. As a
matter of fact, the Eta value for Question #2 is greater
than the Eta value for Question #1. Therefore, it is cer-
tain that the differences in the focus of the question

does influence the number of responses to the question,

but it does not minimize the effect of the approach variable
on the quantity of responses. In other words, whether the
guestion asks about community needs in general or educational
needs, the group approach will yield a greater number of
responses than the interview approach.

The decline in number of responses to Question #2 can
be explained in different ways. First, possibly because
subjects lost their interest in providing more answers
after Question #1 was asked and answered, thus influencing
the number of responses. Second, possibly because subjects
were more concerned about their general community needs
rather than educational needs. Observation in the field
and analyses of Question #1, which showed few educational
needs, seems to support this explanation.

The similar effect of the group approach and the inter-
view approach on the means/nonmeans orientation of the
responses was expected. It is possible, however, that

this was because there was no attempt made to further probe
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the answers to allow the subjects to provide further infor-
mation. Until further research indicates, the finding

of no effect of the group approach on the means/nonmeans
orientation variable further strengthens the notion that

villagers are nonmeans-oriented.

Summary of Findings

So far as these data indicate, the examination of

Focus #1 can be summarized in four findings:

Finding #1l. As a method of collecting villagers opinions

concerning their community needs, the group approach is
more effective than the interview approach on the basis
of the quantity of community needs elicited through it,
and more efficient on the basis of man-hours needed to

carry out the need assessment.

Finding #2. An interview approach elicits a higher level

of specificity of needs than the group approach, though

all subjects tend to mention needs in nonspecific terms.

Finding #3. There is no significant effect of the approach

variable on the means/nonmeans orientation of the needs.
Community needs are identified by all subjects in a non-

means-oriented manner.

Finding #4. Despite the significant effect of the approach

variable on the quantity and specificity variable, it does

not have a significant effect on the types of needs.
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Section 3. The Effect of Approach Variables

On Leaders, and On Nonleaders

Quantity Variable (Among Leaders)

Null-Hypothesis #6 There will be no difference in the
number of community needs derived
from leaders who participate in a
leader-only group approach, an inter-
view approach, and a mixed leader/
nonleader group approach (guantity

variable).

To test Null-Hypothesis #6, leader subjects were classi-
fied into Leader Interview (LI), Leader Group (LG) and Mixed
Leader-Non-leader Group approach (LNG). For the mixed group
(LNG), only the leader responses were examined. Analyses
of variance revealed significant interaction only on Ques-
tion #1, as summarized in Figure 13. T-Test analyses
show significant differences between LG and LNG in Question
#1, and between LI and LG in Question #2 and Questions #1
and #2 combined. Analysis also indicates significant
differences between LI and LNG in Question #1, Question #2,
and Questions #1 and #2 combined. By examining the mean-
averages in Question #1, the only question with significant
interaction, it can be concluded, with 95% confidence, that
leaders in LNG had a greater number of responses than lea-
ders in LI, and with 90% confidence that leaders in LNG

were also greater than the leaders in LG. No significant
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FIGURE 13
AVERAGE QUANTITY
RESPONSES FOR LEADER SUBGROUPS
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differences, however, were found between leaders in LI

and LG. This indicates that leaders assigned to a mixed
leader-nonleader group approach gave significantly more
responses than leaders assigned to a leader (only) group
approach, and also significantly more responses than those
who are assigned to the interview approach. 1In other
words, for Question #1, leaders in the mixed leader-non-
leader group approach yield significantly more responses
than leaders in either of the other two approaches. Also,
the interview and group approaches (leaders only) do not
yield significantly different quantities of responses.

Though Question #2 and Question #1 and #2 combined
were not found to have a significant interaction, it can
be seen from Figure 4.6 that they tend to support the
findings from Question #1.

These analyses partially reject the Null-Hypotheses #6
(LNG » LI, LNG) LG) and partially support the null-hypothe-
sis (LG = LI). This partial rejection of the null-hypothesis,
however, is very useful in that it suggests that a mixed
leader-nonleader group approach is, on the basis of quantity
of responses, a more effective approach for leader subjects

than either of the others (LI and LG).

Quantity Variable (Among Nonleaders)

Null-Hypothesis #7. There will be no difference in the
number of community needs derived

from nonleaders who participate in
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a nonleader-only group approach, an
interview approach, and a mixed
leader/nonleader group approach

(quantity variable).

Data and analyses of variance as summarized in Figure
14 yield information that there is significant interaction
between the nonleader subgrouping and gquantity of responses
for all gquestions. The probability is as high as 90% in
Question #1, 95% in Question #2, and 96% in Questions #1
and #2 combined. The data show the largest gquantity
for nonleaders in the NG sample. Further T-Test analyses
indicate significant differences between the nonleaders
in NI and the nonleaders in NG for all questions. There
are no significant differences between NI and LNG, nor
between NG and LNG in any of the questions. This means
that the Null-Hypothesis #7 is partially rejected. The
data indicate that nonleaders were more effective, on
the basis of guantity of responses, in the group approach
consisting solely of nonleaders (NG) rather than in either
interview approach (NI) or the mixed leader-nonleader
group approach (LNG).

Additional analyses were conducted to compare leaders
in LI and LG, and nonleaders in NI and NG. For this pur-
pose, subjects in LNG were excluded from the analyses.
These further analyses were carried out to examine specifi-

cally the effect of the group approach and interview
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FIGURE 14
AVERAGE QUANTITY OF RESPONSES
FOR NONLEADER SUBGROUPS
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approach in a "pure" form without the mixed group. A
two-way analysis of variance was used to examine whether
or not there is two-way interaction between the leader-
nonleader variable and the approach variable on differences
in the guantity variable. This is shown in Tables 28,
29, and 30.
TABLE 238
TWO-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSES

TO QUESTION #1, BY LEADER/NONLEADER
AND BY APPROACH

Source Degree Signifi-
of Sum of of Mean cance of
Variation Squares Freedom Square F F
Leader/
Nonleader 50.882 1 50.882 5.244 .025
Approach 104.571 1 104.572 {10.777 .002
LNLX App. .544 1 .544 .056 {n.s.)
Within 659.851 638 9.704
Total 815.849 71 11.491
Variable/
Category 1.ider Nonleader Total
‘Interview 6.26 4.39 5.32
Eta (Approach) = .27
Group 7.06 6.09 6.59
Eta (Leader/
nonleader) = ,34
Total 6.63 5.17 5.45 5
Multiple R = .,189
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Table 20 indicates that for Question #1 there is signifi-
cant interaction between approaches and also significant
interaction between the leader-non leader variable. There
was, however, no two-way interaction between these two
independent variables (approach and leader-nonleader variables).
Comparisons of means in each cell shows that both leaders
and nonleaders had a great average number of responses in
the group approach. The leaders were higher in both approaches
than the nonleaders.

The eta values show that the leader-nonleader variable
accounted for a greater portion of the variance than accoun-
ted for by the approach variable. The combination of both
variables, as can be seen from the multiple R squared value,
gives a higher predictive value. In this case, 19% of the
variance can be accounted for by the combination of both
variables. This suggests that a better prediction of indi-
vidual responses can be made when both independent variables
are known. However, the predictive power of the independent
variables alone and together can be considered low.

Table 29 displays analysis for Question #2 which also
shows significant interaction between approaches, and be-
tween leader-nonleader variables, but again no two-way
interaction is detected.

Comparison among means, as also revealed in Table 29,
shows that the conclusion for Question #1 is also appro-
priate for Question #2, with the exception that the means

are lower in each cell than in Question #1, and both leaders
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and nonleaders showed approximately similar differences
in means between the interview approach and the group
approach.
TABLE 29
TWO-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSES

TO QUESTION #2 BY LEADER/NONLEADER
(EXCLUDE LNG) AND BY APPROACH

Source Degree Signifi-
of Sum of of Mean cance of
Variation Squares Freedom Square F F
Leader/
Nonleader 18.801 1 18.801 4.566 .036
Approach 44.705 1 44,705 10.872 .002
LNL X Appr. 1.430 1 1.430 . 347 (n.s.)
Within 279.969 68 4,117
Total 344.263 71 4.809
Variable/
Category Leader Nonleader Total
Interview| 3.69 2.83 3.26 Eta (Approach) = .26
Eta (Leader/
Group 5.19 4.33 4.76 Nonleader - .27
Total 4.44 3.58 4,01 Multiple R2 - 141

Data on quantity of responses for Question #1 and #2 com -
bined also indicate significant interaction with either
the approach or leader-nonleader variables, but no signifi-
cant two-way interaction between these two variables on the
dependent variable (quantity). Table 30 shows the results

of this analysis.
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TABLE 30

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

TO QUESTIONS #1 & #2 COMBINED
BY LEADER/NONLEADER AND BY APPROACH

Source Degrees Signifi-
of Sum of of cance of
Variation Squares Freedom Square F
Leader/
Nonleader 96.992 1 96.992 .66 .015
Approach 213.334 1 213.334 113.562 .001
LNLX App. 1.624 1 1.624 .103 (n.s.)
Within 1090.81 71 15.363
Total 1402.76 73 19.216
Variable/
Category Leader Nonleader Total
Interview 9.21 6.84 8.02
Eta (Approach) = .36
Group 12.00 10.00 11.0
Eta (Leader,
Total 10.60 8.42 9.51 Nonleader = .28
Multiple R® = .18

Comparison among means indicates that the conclusion for

the two questions separately is also the same as when they

are combined.

Based on these analyses it is reasonable to conclude

that the approach variable did make a difference on the

guantity of responses as did the leader-nonleader variable.

The lack of significance of the two-way interaction be-

tween the approach variable and the leader-nonleader vari-

able further supports the confirmation of the alternative
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hypothesis that the group approach yields a greater number

of responses in both leaders and nonleaders.

Discussion

It was predicted that LI { LNG » LG, and that NI { NG » LNG.
The results of this study indicated that the prediction
is only partially supported by the data. Though there was
an inclination of increased number of responses for LI,
LG, and LNG, and for NI, LNG, and NG, the significant
differences were only between LNG and LI, and NG and NI --
i.e., LNG)»LI, and NG )» NI. Although partial, the findings
strengthened the argument that leaders will be more moti-
vated to produce (in this case number of responses) when
they are working with their followers while nonleaders
will be more motivated to produce more when they are working
with other nonleaders. Psychological and cultural explana-
tions are both appropriate for the phenomena. In terms
of group dynamics, a leader can only function and exercises
his leadership when there are followers. The leader is
also associated with more knowledge than the nonleaders.
When the nonleaders are around, the leader may be motivated
to show that the status belongs to him/her. 1In this case
the leader may try to identify more responses than the
nonleaders.

On the other hand, nonleaders, especially in rural
Indonesian communities, may be reluctant to express their
opinion when their leaders are around. Otherwise, they

will be motivated to exercise their leadership among the
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nonleaders by showing off their knowledge about their
community needs.

As indicated, however, this explanation did not show
a linear increase as expected. Possibly because the sample
was small, or because the leaders in this study were limi-

ted to formal leaders.

Summary of Findings

As the data and analyses indicated, the finding can
be summarized as follows.

Finding. Leaders yield more responses in a group
approach in which both leaders and nonleaders are partici-
pating, but nonleaders yield more responses in a group

approach in which the participants are all nonleaders.

Section 4. Leader Versus Nonleader

The Quantity Variable

Null-Hypothesis #8. There will be no difference in the
number of community needs derived
from leaders and the number of
community needs derived from non-
leaders regardless of the approach

used to elicit the needs.

To test the hypothesis, the total sample of this study
was divided into a leader sub-sample and a nonleader sub-
sample. Analysis of variance was conducted and the results

are presented in Tables 31, 32 and 33.
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there was a highly significant

(leader-non-

leader) and the gquantity of responses to Question #1.

TABLE 31

ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSE

TO QUESTION #1 BY LEADER/NONLEADER

Source Degrees Signifi-
of Sum of of Mean cance of
bariation Squares Freedom Square F F
Between 114.905 1 114.905 11.376 001
Within 888.884 88 10.101
Total 1003.789 89 11.279
Variable/
Category N MEAN
Leader 42 7.62 ETA = .34
Nonleaders| 48 5.35 Multiple R2 = ,114
A

The Table shows that leaders gave a greater number of
responses than did the nonleaders. The averages were 7.62
and 5.35 respectively. The Multiple R squared value indi-
cates that the leader-nonleader variable accounts for 11.4%
of the variance.

There is also significant interaction found on Question
#2 as indicated in Table 32. Although both leaders and
nonleaders gave less responses to Question #2 than their
responses to Question #1, the leaders still yielded a higher

quantity of responses than the nonleaders. The averages

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka



-182

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

are 4.74 and 3.65 for leaders and nonleaders respectively.

The R squared value was lower than Question #1.

tion #2,

the leader-nonleader variable.

TABLE 32

In Ques-

only 5.6% of the difference can be attributed to

ONE-~-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSE

TO QUESTION #2 BY LEADER/NONLEADER

Source Degrees Signifi-
of Sum of of Mean cance of
Variation Squares Freedom Square F F
Between 26.724 1 26.724
Within 451.098 88 5.126 | 2-213[  -025
Total 477.822 89 5.369
variable/
Category N MEAN
Leaders 42 4,74 ETA = .24
Nonleaders 48 3.65 Multiple R% = .056

The quantity of responses to Question #1 and #2 combined,
counting duplicated responses only a single time (non-over-
lapping) was also analyzed and is presented in Table 33. It
shows a significant interaction between the leader-nonleader
variable and the combined quantity of responses. The lea-
ders were greater than the nonleaders with the averages
being 11.83 and 8.77 respectively. The R squared value
was the same as Question #1. This means that 11.4% of

the differences can be accounted for by the leader-nonleader
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ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSE
TO QUESTIONS #1 AND #2 COMBINED BY LEADER/NONLEADER

Source Degrees Signifi-
of Sum of or Mean cance of
Variation Squares Freedom Square F F
Between 210.088 1 210.088
11.354 .001
Within 1628.313 88 10.504
Total 1838.400 89 20.504
Variable/
Category N MEAN
Leaders 42 11.83 ETA = .34
Nonleaders |40 | 8.77 Multiple R® = .114

These data and analysis indicate a significant inter-
action between the leader-nonleader variable and the quantity
variable, which shows a higher quantity of responses for
leaders as compared to nonleaders.

It can be concluded,

then, that the Null-Hypothesis #8 is rejected. In other
words, its alternative hypothesis that leaders can identify
more community needs than the nonleaders is supported by

the data.

The Specificity Variable

Null-Hypothesis #9. There will be no difference in the

specificity of needs derived from

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka



Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

184

leaders and the specificity of needs
derived from nonleaders regardless
of the approach used to elicit the

needs.

Data and chi-square analyses of specificity of respon-
ses to the questions showed significant relationship with
the leader-nonleader variable for Question #1 and Question
#2 as is shown in Table 34. There is shown no significant
relationship for Question #3 and Question #4. However, the
Gamma values are very weak for Question #1 and Question #2
which suggests low predictive power though a significant
relationship as been shown.

Interestingly, the percentage of leaders who responded
at the two lowest levels of specificity is very high for
all questions. These percentages range from 68.9% to
96%. This indicates that though there is a difference
between leaders and nonleaders for Question #1 and Question
#2 in favor of leaders being more specific, all respondents
provided extremely general rather than specific responses.
These data support Null-Hypothesis #9 that there is no
difference between leaders and nonleaders on the basis of

specificity.

The Means/Nonmeans Orientation Variable

Null-Hypothesis #10. There will be no difference in the

means/nonmeans orientation of needs
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TABLE 34
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON SPECIFICITY OF RESPONSES TO QUESTIONS #1 TO #4
BY LEADERS/NONLEADERS

LEVEL QUESTION #1 QUESTION #2 QUESTION #3 QUESTION #4

OF L NL T L NL T L NL T L NL T
SPECIFICITY n=45 n=49 n=94 n=42 n=49 n=91 n=45 | n=50| n=95| n=45 | n=50|n=95
1 (LOW) 26.7 40.8 34 43.0 32.7 37.4 31.1 32 31.6| 62.2 52 57
2 42.2 44.9 43.6 33.3 55.1 45.1 53.3 60 56.8| 26.7 44 36
3 26.7 6.1 16 14.3 4.1 8.8 11.1 8 9.5 0.0 0 0
4 4.4 6.1 5.3 2.4 8.2 5.5 4.4 0 2.1 6.7 2 4
5 (HIGH) 0.0 2.0 1.1 7.0 0.0 3.3 0.0 0 0.0 4.4 2 3
TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 | 100 100 100 100§ 100

Coding: L Leaders; NL = Nonleaders; T = Total; n = Subjects;

[

S Percentage, calculated from each column n.
Chi-Square Analysis: Question # x2 d.f. Significance; Gamma
1 8.665 4 .07 -.294
2 10.564 4 .03 .020
3 2.655 3 (n.s) -.110
4 4.097 3 (n.s) .116
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derived from leaders and the means/
nonmeans orientation of needs derived
from nonleaders regardless of the

approach used to elicit the needs.

Analysis of variance was used to test the hypothesis.
The results are presented in Table 35. This table shows
that there is no significant interaction between the lea-
der-nonleader variable and the means/nonmeans orientation
of their responses for the three questions. A comparison
of means shows small differences for each question. It is
interesting to note the increases toward means-oriented
responses in both leaders and nonleaders from question to
question. Question #1 is very heavily nonmeans-oriented;
Question #3 is beginning to show some means-oriented
needs, and Question #4 is almost split between means-orien-
ted and nonmeans-oriented needs. With this in mind, it
can be concluded that Null-Hypothesis #10 cannot be rejec-
ted. In other words, there is no difference between
leaders and nonleaders on the basis of a means/nonmeans

orientation of their responses.

The Type (of Need) Variable

Null-Hypothesis #11. There will be no difference in the
genre of needs derived from leaders
and the genre of needs derived from
nonleaders regardless of the approach

used to elicit the needs.
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TABLE 35
COMPARISON OF AVERAGE MEANS/NONMEANS ORIENTATION SCORES
TO QUESTIONS #1, #3, & #4 BY LEADER/NONLEADER

AVERAGE SCORE
FOR
QUESTION MEANS/NONMEANS MULTIPLE
# SUBJECT ORIENTATION ETA | R SQUARED
Leaders 1.02
! Nonleaders 1.08 .13 017
Leaders 1.23
3 Nonleaders 1.31 -09 -009
Leaders 1.43
: . Nonleaders 1.43 ‘O} -001

Type (of Need) by Community Functions

Data and chi-square analyses of the genre (type) of
needs reveal a non-significant relationship on the first
three questions when classified according to the 12
community functions (Axinn Model). On Question #4 the
relationship is significant at the .03 level. The rela-
tionship is not strong (Lamda = .099).

Since Question #4 was concerned with self needs and
not community needs, it is possible to treat the analysis
of Question #1, #2 and #3 differently than Question #4.
The non-significance of Question #1, #2 and #3 suggest
that the Null-Hypothesis #11 has been partially proven.
This means that there is no difference between leaders
and nonleaders on the basis of general community and
educational needs. However, the significant relationship
on Question #4 indicates a difference between leaders and

nonleaders on the basis of their self needs and consequently
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partially supports a rejection of the Null-Hypothesis #11.
Table 36 displays a rank ordering of the responses for
the four questions according to the twelve community func-
tions.
Data on the ranking of community needs indicates a

similar distribution of perception between leaders and

nonleaders. The three most popular general community needs
as seen by both leaders and nonleaders are "Supply," "Gover-
nance," and "Inward Linkage" needs (Question #1). Question

#2, educational needs, shows "Production", "Education in
Larger Context", and "Education (Basic)" as the three
highest ranking needs. The three highest ranking answers
to Question #3 indicate slight differences with the three
mentioned in Question #1. "Religious" needs are seen as
one of the top three priorities for Question #3 along with
"Supply" and "Inward Linkage". Question #4 indicates "Supply"
as first followed by "Personal Maintenance." There was
no agreement between leaders and nonleaders as to the third
highest ranking for Question #4.

Among the non-popular needs, "Outward Linkage" was
commonly viewed as the least needed, followed by "Health

Care Delivery" and "Marketing" needs.

Type (of Need) by General Area

Analysis on the basis of the types of needs as classi-
fied by the general area classification indicates a highly

significant relationship between the leader-nonleader variable
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TABLE 36
RANKING AND CHI-SQUARE ANALYSES
OF TYPES OF NEEDS
BY FUNCTION, BY QUESTION, AND BY LEADER/NONLEADER

COMMUNITY NEED Question| Questionl Question] Question
BY #1 #2 #3 $4*
FUNCTION L NL L NL L NL L NL
SUPPLY 1 1 7.5 6 2 3 1 1
IPRODUCTION 8 11 1 1 5 4.5 7 3
MARKETING 12 10 9 7.5 9 9 9 6.5
PERSONAL
MAINTENANCE 6 5 - - 6 6 2 2
HEALTH CARE
DELIVERY 9 9 7.5 9 11.5 11 - -
GOVERNANCE 2 3 5 7.5 514.5 4
FEDUCATION 7 7.5 3 3 7.5 7 5
RELIGIQUS 4 4 4 5 .51{4.5 8.5
CULTURAL 10 7.5 15.5 4 {11.5 10 - -
LINKAGE:
Inward 3 2 - - 1 1.5}7 6.5
L INKAGE :
Outward 11 12 - - 110 12 - -
LARGER
SYSTEM 5 6 2 2 7.5 7 3 8.5
CODING: L = Leaders
NL = Nonleaders
1 = Highest rank
12 = Lowest rank

* Chi-square = 16.768
significant at .03
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and the type variable for Question #2, #3, and #4. There
is no significant relationship for Question #1.

As revealed in Table 37 and Table 38, the relationships
(Lamda) are weak. This means that even though there is
a relationship between the leader-nonleader and type (area)
variables, the strength of the relationship is not meaning-
ful to be used as a prediction measure for Question #1 and
#2. The difference between leaders and nonleaders, then,
seems to lie on the ordering of their community needs priori-
ties (Question #3) and their self-needs (Question #4).

The three responses ranked highest on Question #3
are the same for leaders and nonleaders. They are "Infra-
structure," "Public Buildings," and "Community Development
in General." Note, though, that the first priority men-

tioned by the leaders is mentioned as second by the non-

leaders. The least frequently mentioned are "Community
Development Organization," "Trained Personnel," and "Agri-
cultural" needs. It is interesting to note the low

priority for "Agricultural" needs which could have been
expected to be high in a rural environment.

In terms of their self-needs (Question #4), leaders
and nonleaders agree on their first two priority needs
(i.e., "Economic" and "Health & Welfare"), but disagree
on the third priority. Nonleaders indicate "Educational"
as the third priority while leaders indicate "Development

in General."
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TABLE 37
RANKING AND CHI-SQUARE ANALYSES OF TYPES OF NEEDS
BY GENERAL AREA, BY QUESTION, AND BY LEADER/NONLEADER

COMMUNITY NEEDS Question Question Question
BY #1 $#3 %4

AREA OF NEEDS L NL L NL L NL

INFRASTRUCTURES 1 1 2 4.5 6.5

PUBLIC BUILDINGS 2 2 4.5 -

AGRICULTURAL 5 9 6 10 8 6.5

COMMUNITY

DEV'T ORGAN. 9 7.5 {10 7 - -

ECONOMIC 7.5 6 5 6 1 1.5

UTILITIES 10 7.5 9 - -

HEALTH AND

WELFARE 3 3 4 4 2 1.5

TRAINED

Personnels 7.5 10 8 8 6.5

EDUCATIONAL 4 4 3 1 6.5

DEVELOPMENT

IN GENERAL © 5 9 5 3 4
CODING: L = Leader; NL = Nonleader

1 = Highest rank/ 10 + Lowest rank

2

STATISTICS: X~ da.f. Significance Lamda
Question #1 9.044 9 (n.s.) .009
Question #2 21.568 9 .01 .122
Question #4 12.151 7 .09 .097

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka



Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

192

TABLE 38
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON EDUCATIONAL NEEDS (QUESTION #2),
AS CLASSIFIED BY GENERAL AREA CLASSIFICATION:
LEADER VS. NONLEADER (IN RANKING)

COMMUNITY EDUCATIONAL QUESTION #2

NEEDS

BY AREA OF NEEDS L NL
BASIC EDUCATION 1. 4 3
CULTURAL EDUCATION 2. 3 1
HEALTH & HOME ECONOMICS
EDUCATION 3. 1.5 4
VOCATIONAL/SKILLS
EDUCATION 4. 1.5 2
AGRICULTURAL EDUCATION 5. 6 6
PRISONERS AND INDUSTRIAL
EDUCATION 6. 5 5
OTHERS (GENERAL) 7. 7 7

X2 = 22.443 d.f. =5 Significance = .0004

Lambda = .060
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These data and analyses yield information that support
Null-Hypothesis #11 on the basis of general community needs
(Question #1) and educational needs (Question #2) and also
reject the null-hypothesis on the basis of priority of
community needs (Question #3) and self-need (Question #4).

When the examination of genre of need according to
the community function (Axinn Model) is combined with the
genre of need according to the general area classification,
it seems that only responses to Question #4 support the
rejection of Hypothesis #11l. The responses to Question #1,
#2, and #3 support the retention of the null-hypothesis.

In other words, a difference between leaders and nonleaders
exists when self needs are elicited. ©No difference exists

when community needs are elcitied.

Discussion and Summary of Finding

Discussion

Regardless of the approach used to elicit the needs,
it was predicted that leaders will identify more needs,
be less specific, be nonmeans-oriented, and identify dif-
ferent types of needs than nonleaders. The findings, how-
ever, support only the prediction on the quantity wvariable.
The notion that leaders have different perceptions of
their community needs than nonleaders is not supported by
the findings. 1In other words, there does not appear to
be a gap between leaders and nonleaders on their community

needs.
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Summary of Findings

So far as the analyses indicated, the results can be
summarized as three findings as follows:

Finding #1. Leaders identify more needs regarding their

community than nonleaders, but both leaders and nonleaders
similarly perceive their community needs in terms of goals
to be achieved rather than as ways to achieve the goals.

Finding #2. Both leaders and nonleaders are nonspecific

in the needs they identified.

Finding #3. Leaders and nonleaders have similar per-

ception about their community needs but they are different

in how they rank their priority self-need.

Section 5. Desa I Versus Desa II

Analyses were conducted to examine data in terms of
the desa variable used to elicit the needs. Four hypotheses

are tested and presented in this section.

The Quantity Variable

Null-Hypothesis #12. There will be no difference in the
number of community needs derived
from Desa I and the number of community
needs derived from Desa II regardless
of the approach used to elicit the

needs.

Data and analyses as shown in Table 39 indicate sig-

nificant differences only on Question #2, in which Desa I
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showed a greater quantity of responses than Desa II (4.96
as compared to 3.43). The difference is significant at
the .01 level. On the basis of Question 1 and Questions
#1 and #2 combined, the Null-Hypothesis #12 can be retained,
but on the basis of Question #2 the hypothesis is rejected.
TABLE 39
COMPARISON OF MEAN-AVERAGES DESA I AND DESA II

ON THE QUANTITY OF RESPONSES TO QUESTION #1,#2,
AND #1 AND #2 COMBINED

QUESTION DESA I DESA II
(n-43) (n=47)
#1 * 6.51 6.32
#2 ** 4.96 3.43
#1 & #2
combined *** 10.93 = 9.53
* p .10 (Eta = .03)
** p  ,001 (Eta = .33)
*** p 10 (Eta = .15)

The Specificity Variable

Null-Hypothesis #13. There will be no difference in the
specificity of needs derived from
Desa I and the specificity of needs
derived from Desa II regardless of
the approach used to elicit the

needs.

Analyses on specificity indicate a significant rela-
tionship only on Question #3. As displayed in Table 40,

the relationship for Question #3 is significant at the .0l
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level, and the Gamma value of .564 indicates a strong rela-

tionship in which Desa II showed a higher level of specifi-

city.
TABLE 40
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS* ON SPECIFICITY OF
RESPONSES TO QUESTION #3: DESA I VS DESA II
Level of DESA I DESA II TOTAL
Specificity (n-47) (n=48) (n=95)
1. (Low) 46.8% 16.7% 31.6%
2 46.8 66.7 56.8
3 6.4 12.5 9.5
4 0 4.2 2.1
5 (High) 0 0 0
TOTAL 100% 100¢% 100%
*Significant at .01l; Gamma = .564

Null-Hypothesis #13, then, can be retained on the basis
of Question #1, #2, and #4, and rejected on the basis of

Question #3.

The Means/Nonmeans Orientation Variable

Null-Hypothesis #14. There will be no difference in the
means/nonmeans orientation of needs
derived from Desa I and the means/
nonmeans orientation of needs deri-

ved from Desa II regardless of the

approach used to elicit the needs.
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Data and analyses to test the hypothesis again indicate
a single significant finding on Question #3, in which Desa I
showed a higher average of means/nonmeans oriented needs
than Desa II (1.42 and 1.13 respectively), as shown in
Table 41. There is no significant differences on Question
#1, and #4. It can be concluded that Null-Hypothesis #14
can be retained on the basis of Questions #1 and #4, and
rejected on the basis of Question #3.

TABLE 41
COMPARISON ON MEANS/NONMEANS ORIENTATION

OF RESPONSES TO QUESTION #1, #3 and #4:
DESA T VS. DESA IT

QUESTION DESA T DESA TIT
#1 1.08 1.05
#3* 1.42 1.13
#4 1.37 1.48

*p .01 (Eta = .33)

The Type {(of Need) Variable

Null-Hypothesis #15. There will be no difference in the
genre of needs derived from Desa I
and the genre of needs derived from
Desa II regardless of the approach

used to elicit the needs.

Type (of Need) by Community Functions

Data and analyses on type of needs as classified by

community function classification are presented in Table 42.
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TABLE 42
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON TYPES OF NEEDS (QUESTIONS #1 TO #4)
AS CLASSIFTED BY COMMUNITY FUNCTIONS: DESA I VS. DESA II

COMMUNITY QUESTION #1 QUESTION E o Q:JEST TON ﬂi" QUESTION #4 )

AND SELF NEEDS DI D II TOTAI DI D 11 TOTAL b1 DII TOTAL DI D II TOTAY

BY FUNCTION n=291 n=303 n=594 n=214 n=161 n=375 n—139 n=141 n=280 n=47 n=48 n=95
SUPPLY 1. 15.1 28.1 21.7 4.7 1.9 3.5 12.2 19.9 16.1 17.0 64.6 41.1
PRODUCTION 2. 4.5 2.0 3.2 46 .3 54.0 49.6 15.8 5.7 10.7 12.8 4.2 8.4
MARKETING 3. 2.7 0.0 1.3 3.3 .6 2.1 5.0 0.0 2.5 2.1 0.0 1.1
PERSONAL
MAINTENANCE 4. 9.6 7.9 8.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 11.5 5.7 8.6 40.4 16.7 28.4
HEALTH CARE
DELIVERY 5. 3.1 2.3 2.7 2.8 .6 1.9 1.4 .7 1.1J 0.0 0.0 0.0
GOVERNANCE 6. 18.6 13.9 16.2 4.2 3.7 4.0 12.2 12.8 12.5 8.5 2.1 5.3
EDUCATION 7. 5.8 4.0 4.9 8.4 9.3 8.8 6.5 5.0 5.7 6.4 0.0 3.2
RELIGIOUS 8. 7.6 16.8 12.3 9.3 5.0 7.5 7.9 21.3 14.6 0.0 4.2 2.1
CULTURAL 9. 3.8 1.7 2.7 2.8 9.9 5.9 0.0 2.1 1.1 0.0 0.0 0.0
LINKAGE:

Inward 10. 16.8 17.8 17.3 0.0 0.0 0.0 16.5 22.0 19.3 2.1 2.1 2.1

) SNSRI SR NN S—— . 1

LINKAGE:

Outward 11. 1.4 .3 .8 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.4 0.0 .7 0.0 0.0 0.0
LARGER
SYSTEMS 12. 11.0 5.3 8.1 18.2 14.9 16.8 | . 9.4 5.0 7.1 10.6 6.3 8.4

TOTAL % 100 100j 100‘ﬂ 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Coding: n = Number of responses (not subijects);
% = percentages are calculated from each column n

STATISTICS: x> a.f.  Significance:  Lambda
Question #1 47.453 11 .000 .101
Question #2 19.649 8 .012 .014
Question #3 36.278 11 .0002 .066
Question #4 28.338 8 .0004 .320
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In all four questions there is a significant relationship
between the desa variable and the type variable with at
least a 99% probability. The Lamda values are small, which
show a weak relationship, except for Question #4 which
shows a fairly strong relationship (Lamda = .320). This

analysis therefore rejects Null-Hypothesis #15.

Type (of Needs) by General Areas

Data and analyses on type of needs as classified by
general area are presented in Table 43 and Table 44. A
significant relationship is found in all four questions,
with a greater strength than was found in the community
function classification. This, therefore, supports the
conclusion that there is no basis to retain Null-Hypothe-
sis #15 as suggested by the earlier analysis on type by

community function classification.

Discussion and Summary of Finding

In comparing Desa I and Desa II the findings can be
summarized as follows. First, in terms of the quantity
variable, Desa I showed a greater number of educational
needs than Desa II but showed a similar number of general
community needs. Second, in terms of specificity of needs,
Desa II showed a higher level of specificity for the top
three community needs (Question #3), but showed a similar
level of specificity on general community needs (Question #1),
educational needs (Question #2), and self-needs (Question

#4), Third, Desa I shows more means-oriented responses
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TABLE 43
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON TYPES OF NEEDS
BY GENERAL AREA, BY OUESTION AND BY DESA

COMMIN ITY QUESTION #1 QUESTION -'3 N - QUESTION #4

AND SELF NFFDS DESA T DESA Il TOTAL DESA T DESA 11 TOTAL DESA 1 DESA 11 TOTAL
BY GENERAL AREA n=292 n=303 n=595 n=139 n=14] n-=280 n=47 n=48 n=9%
INFRA
STRUCTURES 1. 24.7 29.0 26.9 23.7 31.2 27.5 2.1 4,2 3.2
PUBLIC
BUILDINGS 2. 9.9 24.1 17.1 5.8 27.7 16.0 0.0 4.2 2.1
AGRICULTURAL 3. 5.5 7.9 6.7 8.2 2.8 2.5 2.1 0.0 1.1
COMMUNITY
DEV'T. ORGAN. 4. 6.0 3.3 5.0 1.4 3.5 2.5 0.0 0.0 0.0
ECONOMIC 5. 8.6 4.3 6.4 5.8 4.3 5.0 25.5 52.1 31.9
UTILITIES 6. 3.4 5.9 4.7 2.2 4.3 3.2 0.0 0.0 0.0

—
HEALTH AND
WELFARE 7. 14.7 7.3 10.9 15.1 3.5 9.3 42.6 16.7 29.5
TRAINED
PERSONNEL 8. 6.2 4.0 5.0 5.8 0.0 2.9 6.4 2.1 4.2
EDUCATIONAL 9. 13.0 6.3 9.6 33.8 15.6 24.6 17.0 4.2 10.5
DEVELOPMENT
IN GENERAL 10. 7.2 7.9 7.6 4.3 7.1 5.7 4.3 16.7 10.5
TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Coding: n = Number of responscs (not subjects);
% - Percentages are calculated from each column n
2 R P

STATISTICS: X d.f. Significance; Lambda
Question #1 45.919 9 .0001 . 130
Question #3 52.625 9 .0000 . 255
Question #4 31.235 7 .003 .219
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TABLE 44
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON TYPE OF RESPONSES
TO QUESTION #2, AS CLASSIFIED BY GENERAL
AREA: DESA I VS. DESA II

EDUCATIONAL
NEEDS BY DESA I DESA II | TOTAL

"AREA" n=214 n=154 n=368
Basic and Cultural 17.3% 18.2% 17.7%
Health and Home '

Economics 24.3 34.4 28.5
Vocational/Skills 16.8 16.2 16.6
Agricultural 28.0 22.1 25.5
Business and

Industrial 7.0 1.3 7.1
Others

(General) 6.5 7.8 7.1

TOTAL 1008 100% 100%
1
CODING: n = number of responses (not subjects)
% = percentages are calculated from each
column n
STATISTICS: X% = 11.036; d.f. = 5;
significance = .05; Lamda = .107
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concerning the top three community needs (Question #3)
than Desa II, but the same nonmeans-oriented responses
on general and educational community needs as well as
on self-needs. In terms of type of needs as classified
by community function or by general area, however, there

is an indication that Desa I and Desa II are slightly

different.

Discussion

Since the desas are of similar level, and random
sampling was used to select the subjects of this study from
each desa, it was predicted that there will be no difference
between Desa I and Desa II on quantity, specificity, and
mean/nonmeans orientation. It was predicted, however, that
differences will occur on the types of needs identified
by the two desas. The findings support the predictions.
It was on educational needs that the two desas were different.
Probably the educational background of the two desas’ subjects
has influence on the differences. As indicated in the demo-
graphic background of the subjects, Desa I has a greater
percentage than Desa II subjects who have 9 or more years

of schooling.

Finding. The two desas appear to be different in the
educational needs that they identify, yet they appear to

be similar in other community needs.
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Section 6. Comparison Between Sexes

As described in Section 2 the sample for this study
was predominantly males due to the fact that the leaders
were all males. To avoid the possibility of a leader-
male bias in comparing males and females on the four
dependent variables, the investigator excluded the lea-
ders in the computation. The comparisons of males and
females described in this section, therefore, should be
considered a comparison between male and female non-

leaders.

Comparison on Quantity Variable

Null-Hypothesis #16. There will be no difference in the
number of needs derived from males
and the number of needs derived
from females regardless of the

approach used to elicit the needs.

The results of analyses of variance to test the hypo-
thesis are presented in Tables 45, 46, and 47. Among three
comparisons, two were revealed as significant.

Table 45 reveals a significant interaction on Question
#1, at the .005 level of confidence. This means that the
average 6.24 responses for males and 4.39 responses for
females differ significantly. As indicated by the value
of Multiple R2, 16% of the variance on Question #1 can be

explained by the sex variable.
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TABLE 45
ONE-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSE
TO QUESTION #1 BY SEX VARIANCE

Source Degrees Signifi-
of Sum of of Mean cance of
Variation Squares Freedom Square F F
Between 40,941 1 40,941
0.637 .005
Within 218.038 46 4.740
Total 258.979 47 5.510
Variable/
Category N MEAN
Male 25 6.24 ETA = .40
Female | 23 L 4.39 | Multiple R2 = .16

The difference of .35 average responses between males
and females on Question #2 is not significant as shown
in Table 46. But if responses to both Questions #1 and
#2 are combined, the average number of male responses was
significantly higher than the average of female responses.
As displayed in Table 47, the chance is only 1.5% that
the difference is due to chance error. On the combined
guantity, the sex variable only explains 12.2% of the
variance.

These analyses yield information that nonleader-males
and females did differ in the quantity of responses to
Question #1 but did not differ on Question #2. Since the

first question asked about community needs in general, and
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TABLE 46
ONE-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY OF RESPONSE
TO QUESTION #2 BY SEX VARIABLE

SOURCE ‘ DEGREES SIGNIFI-
OF SUM OF OF MEAN CANCE OF
VARIATION SQUARES FREEDOM SQUARE F F
Between 1.240 1 1.240
Within 155.739 46 3.386 .366 (n.s.)
Total 156.979 47 3.340 |
Variable/
Category n Mean
Male 25 3.80 ETA = .09
Female 23 3.45 Multiple R® = .008
n.s. = not significant

TABLE 47
ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE ON MEANS-NONMEANS CATEGORY
OF RESPONSE TO QUESTIONS #1 AND #2 COMBINED FOR
MALES AND FEMALES

SOURCE DEGREES SIGNIFI-
OF SUM OF OF MEAN CANCE OF
VARIATION SQUARES FREEDOM SQUARE F F
Between 59.641 1 59.641
Within 428.838 46 9.323 6.397 .015
Total 488.479 47 10.393
Variable/
Category n Mean
Male 25 9.84 ETA = .35
Female |23 | 7.61  Multiple R? = .122
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the second question asked about educational needs of the
community, it is reasonable to conclude that the difference
in the average number of responses of males and females

is dependent upon what questions are asked. If the ques-
tion is on community needs in general (Question #1), the
probability is very high that the males will give a greater
number of responses than females. But if educational

needs of the community are being asked, the probability is
high that both will give the same average number of res-
ponses. Why the two different questions yielded different
quantities of responses for males and females, however,
cannot be answered directly from this study. In refering
to Null-Hypothesis #16, however, the analysis partially

rejected the hypothesis.

Comparison on Specificity Variable

Null-Hypothesis #17. There will be no difference in the
specificity of needs derived from
males and the specificity of needs
derived from females regardless of

the approach used to elicit the needs.

Table 48 summarizes the results of analyses on specifi-
city on the four questions. As chi-square analysis statis-
tics indicate, a significant relationship was established
only on Question #2 at the .03 level of confidence, with
Gamma = .357. This means that females are associated with

a higher level of specificity than males. In Question #2,
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TABLE 48
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON SPECIFICITY OF RESPONSES
BY QUESTION, BY MALES AND FEMALES AND BY SEX VARIABLE

L0Z

LEVEL QUESTION #1 QUESTION #2 QUESTION #3 QUESTION #4
OF M F M+F M F M+F M ¥ M+F M F M+F
SPECIFICITY| n=26 n-23 n=49 n=25 n=24 n=49 n=26| n=24| n=50| n=26 | n=24| n=50
1 (LOW) 46.2 34.8 40.8 48.0 17.0 32.7 34.6| 29.2) 32.0 | 57.7| 45.8}| 52.0
2 34.6 56.5 44.9 36.0 75.0 55.1 57.7{ 62.5| 60.0| 38.5| 50.0| 44.0
3 7.7 4.3 6.1 8.0 0.0 4.1 7.7 8.3 8.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
4 7.7 4.3 6.1 8.0 8.0 8.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 4.2 2.0
5 3.8 0.0 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 3.8 0.0 2.0
TOTAL % 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Coding: n = Number of responses (not subjects)
% = percentages are calculated from each column n
STATISTICS: Chi-Square d.f. Significance; Gamma
Question #1 3.021 4 (n.s) .050
Question #2 8.983 3 .03 .357
Question #3 .170 2 (n.s) .102
Question #4 2.721 3 (n.s) .2009
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48% of the males were rated as level 1 while only 17%
of the females were so rated. At level 2, 36% of the
males as compared to 75% of the females.

In three other questions, even though differences were
not significant, the trend shows females as having higher
levels of specificity. It is also interesting to note,
that in all four questions there was no female at level 5,
while some males were at level 5. 1In Question #3, all
males and females were not higher than level 3. Possibly
the task of choosing the three most important community
needs made them choose responses that were more general
in nature so that it could include the more specific needs.

It is interesting that though Question #2 did not
discriminate between males and females on the basis of
quantity, it did on the basis of specificity. It could
be reasonable to expect that the higher the specificity
the higher the gquantity. The research, however, does not
show a relationship between quantity and specificity
on the basis of sex.

Based on this analysis it can be summarized that
except for Question #2, the Null-Hypothesis #17 can be

retained.

Comparison on Means/Nonmeans Orientation Variable

Null-Hypothesis #18. There will be no difference in the
means/nonmeans orientation of needs

derived from males and the means/
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nonmeans orientation of needs derived
from females regardless of the

approach used to elicit the needs.

Data and analyses on this dependent variable indicate
no significant differences on three of the questions. The
averages of males and females for each question are presen-
ted in Table 49. Note the increasing trend of mean-
averages from question to guestion.

TABLE 49
COMPARISON AMONG MEAN-AVERAGES OF MALES

AND FEMALES ON MEANS/NONMEANS ORIENTATION
RESPONSES TO QUESTION #1, #3, AND #4.

QUESTION MALES FEMALES TOTAL
1 1.04 1.11 1.08
#3 1.31 1.31 1.31
#4 1.50 1.35 1.43

Note: Differences between Male and Female
are not significant

Since data for these questions indicate no differences
between males and females on the means/nonmeans orienta-

tion of their responses, Hypothesis #18 cannot be rejected.

Type (of Need) Variable

Null-Hypothesis #19. There will be no difference in the
genre of needs derived from males
and the genre of needs derived from

females regardless of the approach
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used to elicit the needs.

Type by Community Function

Data and analysis on type of needs as classified accor-
ding to the 12 community functions are presented in Table
50. Chi-square analyses indicated a significant relation-
ship between the sex variable and the type variable for
Question #2, #3, and #4. No significant relationship
was found for Question #1. The Lamda values, however,
are small for the first three questions. For Question
#4 the relationship is stronger (Lamda = .315).

On Question #1, both males and females indicate a
similar distribution on the type of community needs they
identify. The three most popular types of needs are the
same for both males and females, i.e., "Supply", "Gover-
nance", and "Inward Linkage." On Question #2, 38% of
the males identified "Production" educational needs, while
65% of the females also identified the "Production" type
of educational needs. Males are more varied than females
on educational needs.

On Question #3, the males' three highest priorities
were "Supply", "Governance" and "Religious" needs, while
females indicated "Production," "Inward-Linkage," and
"Religious" needs. Thus, only on "Religious" needs did
both males and females agree on priority.

On Question #4 males again indicated "Supply" needs

(54%), and females indicated a different type of need --
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TABLE 50
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON TYPES OF NEEDS
BY COMMUNITY FUNCTIONS, BY QUESTION AND BY SEX VARIABLE

QUESTION #1 QUESTTION #2 QUESTION #3 QUESTION #4

COMMUNTITY R S R = e
AND SELF NEEDS M F M+F M F M+F M F M+F M F M+F
BY FUNCTION n=158 n=101 n=259 n=95 n=81 n=176 n=26 n=24 n=50 n=26 n=24 n=50
SUPPLY 1. 24.1 14.9 20.5 7.4 1.2 4.5 21.8 5.7 14.2 53.8 25.0 40.0
PRODUCTION 2. 1.3 5.2 1.9 37.9 63.0 49.4 3.8 22.9 12.8 3.8 25.0 14.0
MARKET ING 3. 2.5 2.0 2.3 5.3 1.2 3.4 6.4 0.0 3.4 3.8 0.0 2.0
PLRSONAL
MAINTENANCE 4. 10.1 10.9 10.4 0.0 0.0 0.0 9.0 10.0 9.5 19.2 45.0 32.0
HEALTH CARE
DELIVERY 5. 3.2 4.0 3.5 1.1 1.2 1.1 1.3 2.9 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
GOVERNANCE 6. 14.6 14.9 14.7 5.3 1.2 3.4 15.4 10.0 12.8 11.5 0.0 6.0
EDUCATION 7. 3.8 5.9 4.6 8.4 8.6 8.5 3.8 5.7 4.7 7.7 0.0 4.0
RELIGIOUS 8. 10.8 11.9 11.2 4.2 9.9 6.8 12.8 17.1 14.9 0.0 0.0 0.0
CULTURAL 9. 4.4 5.0 1.6 10.5 3.7 7.4 2.6 1.4 2.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
LINKAGE:
Inward 10. 17.1 18.8 17.8 0.0 0.0 0.0 10.3 20.0 14.9 0.0 4.2 0.0
LINKAGE : ﬂ
Outward 11. .6 i.0 .8 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.3 1.4 1.4 0.0 0.0 0.0
LARGER
SYSTEMS 12. 7.6 7.9 7.7 0.0 9.9 15.3 11.5 2.9 7.4 0.0 0.0 0.0
TOTAL % B 100 100 100 100 T 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100
Coding: n = Number of responses (not subjects);
? = Percentages are calculated from each column n
. 2 . Ce
STATISTICS: X d.f. Significance; Lambda
Question #1 4.636 11 (n.s) .016
Question #2 21.090 8 .007 112
Question #3 29.995 11 .002 .173
Question #4 15.967 6 .014 .315
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"Personal Maintenance" needs (46%). This could suggest
that females can differentiate better than males between
community needs and their own needs. Notice also the
variability of needs among males, and the more homogeneous
types of needs among females.

Further examination of Question #1 and #3 show that
one out of three of the most popular needs changed for
both the males and females. While males first indicated
"Religious" needs they changed to "Linkage-Inward" needs,
females first indicated "Supply" needs and changed to
"Production” needs.

The analysis shows differences between sexes on the
type of needs they perceive except on general community
needs (Question #1). 1In order to fully reject the Null-
Hypothesis #19, it would have to be worded in the following
way :

"There are differences between males and females on
types of educational needs, community priority needs, and
their self-needs as classified by community function, but
on general community needs there is no difference between

these groups."

Type by General Area

Data and analysis on type of needs as classified by
general area indicated a single significant relationship
between the sex variable and the type variable on Question

#2. Table 51 shows the analysis on Question #2 (Community
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Educational needs). As revealed in the Table, the relation-
ship is fairly strong (Lamda = .327). There was no signifi-
cant relationship found on the other three questions.

TABLE 51

CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON TYPE OF NEED FOR QUESTION #2
BY GENERAL AREA, BY SEX

Educational ]
Need Male Female E Total
By General (n=90) (n=80) (n=170)
Area S % %
Basic &
Cultural 14.4 18.8 16.5
Health &
Home Economics 14.4 62.5 37.1
Vocational/
Skills 13.3 2.5 8.2
Agricultural 41.1 12.5 27.6
Business &
Industrial 6.7 1.2 4.1
Others (General) 10.0 2.5 6.5
Total 100% 100% 100%
CODING: n number of responses (not subjects)

% percentages are calculated from
each column n
STATISTICS: X2 = 52.145 d.f. = 5; significance = .0000

Lamda = .337

On educational needs, males and females indicated dif-
ferent general areas of needs. Females identified educa-
tional needs in the area of "Health and Home Economics"

as needed by their community, while males identified "Agri-
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culture" as their community needs.
On the basis of Question #2, Null-Hypothesis #19 is

partially rejected.

Discussion and Summary of Finding

As a summary to this section on sex differences, it can
be concluded that except in the Means/Nonmeans Orientation
of responses (Null-Hypothesis #18) data and analyses indi-
cate that in one way or another there are differences
between males and females on quantity, specificity, and
types of needs. It does not mean, however, that all three
of the other hypotheses (Hypothesis #16, #17, and #19) are
fully rejected. The findings show that males gave more
responses to Question #1 {(general community needs), but
did not differ from females on Question #2; females showed
a higher level of specificity on Question #2, but did not
differ from males on three other questions; both males
and females had similar perceptions of what are the general
community needs, but they had different perceptions of
educational needs, community priority needs, and their own
self needs; and both males and females perceived needs in
terms of an outcome instead of in terms of a means to achieve
an outcome.

Discussion

The hypothesis that differences of sex roles in a rural
village biases the perception of males and females on

their community needs is challenged by the findings. There
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is no difference between males and females on the type of
general community needs or on the type of educational
needs they identify.

However, it is interesting to note that in terms of
quantity of responses there is a significant difference
in favor of males on Question #1 but no difference on
Question #2. It was hypothesized that differences would
exist due to the role differences in sexes and the tradi-
tional Indonesian woman's role which is rather inhibited.
It is possible that the women respondents became more
willing to respond as the process (group or interview)
continued. This might be a reason for the lack of sex
differences on Question #2.

The idea that since females tend to be less talkative
than males it will make their responses more general than
males is not supported by the findings. Not only did
males and females indicate nonspecific responses to
Question #1, but opposite to the prediction, it turned
out that females were more specific than males on educa-
tional needs. This finding indicates that quantity
of response and specificity does not necessarily corre-

late.

Summary of Finding

Finding. Male nonleaders identify more community needs
than female nonleaders, yet females appear to be more

specific on educational needs than males.
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Section 7. Educational Differences

This section presents data and analyses on the exami-
nation of educational background (years of schooling) of the
subjects in relation to the four dependent variables of
this study. Four hypotheses are stated to examine this

relationship.

Quantity Variable

Null-Hypothesis #20. There will be no difference in the
number of needs derived from less-
educated subjects and the number of
needs derived from more-educated
subjects, regardless of the approach

used to elicit the needs.

Tables 52, 53 and 54 reveal data and analyses to test
Null-Hypothesis #20. In all Tables, data indicate signifi-
cant interaction between the educational variable and the
guantity variable at greater than the .01 level of confi-
dence for all questions.

As Table 52 reveals, the average number of responses
seem to be positively correlated with the educational
background of the subjects. There is a trend toward a
linear increase in the number of responses as the education
level moves higher.

On Question #2, as shown in Table 53, there is not a
similar trend as for Question #1, nor is there for Question

#1 and #2 combined (Table 54). What is interesting is that
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the highest educational level did not always yield the
highest quantity of responses. The subjects with more

than 11 years of education, for example, identified a fewer
number of community educational needs than those who had

6 years of education. However, those with six years of
education and over always yielded a greater quantity of
responses than those with less than six years of education.

TABLE 52

ONE-WAY ANOVA ON QUANTITY
OF RESPONSES TO QUESTION #1, BY EDUCATION LEVEL

Source Degrees Signifi-
of Sum of of Mean cance of
Variation Squares Freedom Square F F
Between 139.557 4 34.889 3.431 012
Within 864,232 85 10.167
Total 1003.789 89 11.279
Variable/
Category n Mean
None 16 5.25 _
1-5 years {30 5.17 Eta = .37
6-8 years |27 7.63 . 2
9-11 years |13 7.69] Multiple R° = .139
211 years | 4 8.0

Further analysis of the means indicates no significant
differences among means for all questions, except between
the ™ ) 11 years™ and the "less than 6 years" categories in
Question #1, and between the "9-11 years" and the "1-5

years" categories in Question #2.
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TABLE 53
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ONE~-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE ON QUANTITY
EDUCATION LEVEL

OF RESPONSES TO QUESTION #2:

SOURCE DEGREES SIGNIFI-
OF SUM OF OF MEAN CANCE OF
VARIATION SQUARES FREEDOM SQUARE F F
Between 130.206 4 32.552
Within 347.616 85 4.090 | 7-960 .001
Total 477.822 89 5.369
Variable/
Category N Mean
None 16 3.63
1- 5 years |30 2.90
6- 8 years |27 4.75 ETA = .52
9-11 years |13 6.47 Multiple R squared = .272
11 yearsj 4 4 .25
TABLE 54
ONE-WAY ANALYSIS OF VARIANCE ON QUANTITY
OF RESPONSES TO QUESTION #1 AND #2 COMBINED:
EDUCATION LEVEL
SOURCE DEGREES SIGNIFI-
OF SUM OF OF MEAN CANCE OF
VARIATION SQUARE FREEDOM SQUARE F F
Between 414.362 4 103.590
Within 1424.,038 85 16.753 6.183 .001
Total 1838.400 89 20.656
Variable/
Category N Mean
None 16 9.69
1- 5 years|30 7.90
6- 8 years|27 11.81 ETA = .47
9-11 years}|l3 13.38 Multiple R squared = .225
11 years| 4 12.25
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From the Multiple R squared in the three tables it
can be concluded that the education variable did account
for 14% of the variance in Question #1, 27.2% in Question
#2, and 22.5% in Question #1 and #2 combined. These are
greater than the proportion of variance accounted for by
the approach, desa, or leader-nonleader variables.

These analyses indicate that though there is a sig-
nificant correlation between quantity of responses and
educational level, there are no significant differences
among means that indicate a linear increase. This means

that Null-Hypothesis #20 is only partially rejected.

Specificity Variable

Null-Hypothesis #21. There will be no difference in the
specificity of needs derived from
less-educated subjects and the
specificity of needs derived from
more-educated subjects regardless
of the approach used to elicit the

needs.

Data and analyses on specificity of responses indicate
no significant finding except for Question #4 which is
significant, at the .04 level. However, since the measure
of relationship (in this case, Lamda value) is small and
not significant, it can be concluded that Null-Hypothesis
#21 is supported by the findings. 1In other words, Null-

Hypothesis #21 cannot be rejected.
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Means/Nonmeans Orientation Variable

Null-Hypothesis #22. There will be no difference in the
means/nonmeans orientation of needs
derived from less-educated subjects
and the means/nonmeans orientation
of needs derived from more-educated
subjects regardless of the approach

used to elicit the needs.

Table 55 shows data and analyses on the means/non-
means orientation of the responses. There is no significant
interaction between level of education and the means/
nonmeans orientation variable in all gquestions. There is

no basis to reject Null-Hypothesis #22.

Type (of Needs) Variable

Null-Hypothesis #23. There will be no difference in the
genre of needs derived from less-
educated subjects and the genre
of needs derived from more-educated
subjects regardless of the approach

used to elicit the needs.

Data and analysis on type of needs as classified by
community function reveal significant relationships on
Question #1, #2, and #4, but no significant relationship
on Question #3. The Lamda values, however, are all very
small, which indicate a very weak relationship between the

education variable and the type (by function) variable.
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TABLE 55
COMPARISON ON MEANS/NONMEANS ORIENTATION
RESPONSES TO QUESTION #1, #3, and #4:
BY EDUCATION LEVEL

AVERAGE MEANS-ORIENTATION
EDUCATION LEVEL N Q#1 Q#3 Q#4
None 17 1.0 1.24 1.42
1-5 vyears 32 1.03 1.16 1.35
6-8 vyears 28 1.10 1.29 1.58
9-11 vears 13 1.07 1.47 1.39
) 11 vears 4 1.0 1.50 1.15
Eta .19 .25 .20
Multiple R Squared .035 .061 .042
CODING: N = Number of subjects
Q = Question
1 = Nonmeans-Oriented
2 = Means-Oriented
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(Chi-square analyses data are presented in Appendix C,
Table 9 to 12). These findings support the Null-Hypothesis
#23.

Comparison among sub-samples on the type of needs
most frequently identified in answering the four questions
are presented in Table 56. As the Table reveals, the "supply"
and education for "production" needs seem to be the most
popular needs in the two desas and are similarly viewed
by all subjects across education levels. (Question #1 and
#2). Note, however, when they are asked about the top
priority needs in the community (Question #3), the needs
most frequently identified are "Inward-Linkage Needs.'" There
is an indication that the subjects with an educational back-
ground over 11l years of schooling are more concerned with

"Governance" rather than "Production" needs.

Type (of Needs) by General Area

Data and analyses on type of needs as classified
by the general area show significant relationship on all
four questions. Again, the Lamda values are small and
suggest a weak relationship in the four guestions and are
too weak to be meaningful as predictors. Therefore, it
further supports the retention of Null-Hypothesis #23.
Data and alayses are presented in Appendix C, Tables 13 to
16.

Comparison among the three most frequently identified

general areas of needs for all of the four questions are shown
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TABLE 56

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

THE THREE MOST FREQUENTLY IDENTIFIED TYPE

OF NEEDS (BY FUNCTION) FOR QUESTION #1, #2, #3, #4.
EDUCATION
LEVEL
(Years of QUES-
school) TION RANK 1 RANK 2 RANK 3
NONE #1 Inward-Link Supply Religious
1- 5 Supply Inward-Link Relig./Gov.
6- 8 Supply Governance Inward-Linkage
9-11 Governance Supply Religious
1l Supply Inward-Link Governance
____________ e e e e e e e e e e e e e e v = — - —— -]
NONE #2 Production Larger Syst Religious
1- 5 Production Larger Syst Religious
6- 8 Production Larger Syst Educ./Culture
9-11 Production Education Larger System
Y 11 Larger Syst Supply/Governance
NONE #3 Inward-Link Supply/Religious
1- Religious Inward-Link Supply
6- 8 Inward-Link Production Supply
9- 11 Inward-Link Governance/Supply
) 11 Governance Supply Larger System
NONE #4 Personal M. Supply Larger System
1- 5 Supply Personal M. Production
6— 8 Supply Personal M. Production
9-11 Larger System/Supply Product./Perso-
nal M.
>y 11 Governance Supply/Per-
sonal Maintenance
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in Table 57. The Table indicates that the needs identified
in Question #1 are similarly identified in Question #3 on
the basis of the most frequently mentioned needs (Rank 1).
Notice that while four sub-samples indicate "Infra Structure"
needs, the highest level of education () 11 years) indica-
ted different needs (i.e., "Trained Personnel"). There
is considerable variance on their self-needs (Question #3).
On educational needs (Question #2), "Health and Home
Economic" needs are identified by all of the four higher
level education groups, but "Agricultural" by the Non-=
schooled subijects.

In summary, it can be concluded that formal educational
background does not make a meaningful difference in per-
ceived needs except on the basis of quantity which accounts

for 14% to 27% of the variance.

Discussion and Summary of Finding

Discussion

Education variable has differential effect only on
the quantity of response. Probably because education level
(years of schooling) made the more-educated subjects ex-
press themselves better, orally or in writing, than the

less-educated subjects.

Finding
The more the formal educational background of the
villagers, the more likely they will identify a greater

number of community needs, and the more likely their self
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TABLE 57

COMPARISON AMONG EDUCATIONAL LEVEL ON THE
THREE MOST FREQUENTLY IDENTIFIED TYPE OF NEEDS
(BY GENERAL AREA) FOR QUESTION #1, #2, #3, AND #4

EDUCATION
LEVEL
(Years of QUES-
school) TION RANK 1 RANK 2 RANK 3
NONE #1 Infrastruct. Public Bldg Health
1- 5 Infrastruct. Public Bldg Health
6- 8 Infrastruct. Public Bldg Education
9-11 Infrastruct. Public Bldg/Education
)y 11 Trained Infrastruct. Education
Personnel
NONE #3 Infrastruct. Education Public Bldg
1- 5 Infrastruct. Public Bldg Education
6- 8 Infrastruct. Education Public Bldg
9-11 Infrastruct. Education Public Bldg
>11 Trained Economic
Personnel/Others (General)
NONE 4 Health Economic Education
1- 5 Economic Health General Dev't
6— 8 Economic Health Education
9-11 General Dev 't Economic Health/Educ.
711 Trained Economic/Health
Personnel
NONE %2 Agricultural Basic & Cult Health & Home
Econ
1- 5 Health & Agriculture Basic & Cul-
Home Econ tural
6- 8 Health & Agriculture Basic & Cul-
Home Econ tural
9-11 Health & Basic & Cultural/Vocational
Home Econ
P> 11 Health &
Home Econ/Agriculture

*Question #2 has different classification categories.
(All Educational needs)
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needs will be specific. Educational background, however,
does not differentiate the specificity and means/nonmeans

orientation of community needs.

Further Discussion

Looking at the rank ordering of independent variables
in terms of their eta values on quantity of responses on
general community needs (Question #1), from high to low,
the order is sex, education, leader/nonleader, approach,
and desa variables. This means that a prediction on quan-
tity of responses in terms of general community needs can
be made best on the basis of the sex variable. The desa
variable is the weakest basis on which to make a prediction
or to explain the variance. On the number of responses
concerning educational needs, the rank ordering is: educa-
tion, desa, approach, leader-nonleader, and sex variable.
This means that differences on the basis of educational
needs can be explained/predicted best on the basis of the
educational background of the subjects.

Second, only fifty percent of the variance can be
explained by the total combination of the five independent
variables of sex, education, approach, desa, and leader-
nonleader. The combination of desa and approach variables,
for example, explain only 18.3% of the variance for Question
#2, and only 4.5% of the variance for Question #1 and #2
respectively. The sex variable explains 16% and 1% for

Questions #1 and #2. The educational variable explains
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13.9% of the variance for Question #1 and 27.3% of the
variance for Question #2. As revealed in Figure 15,

the five variables explain only 46% and 54% of the vari-
ances for Question #1 and Question #2 respectively. If
further cross-analyzed, the effect of the independent
variables on the quantity of responses show that differences
between leaders and nonleaders are affected by their
educational background and sex differences. As data

reveal, leaders were all males and had a relatively

higher educational background.

Analyses on specificity indicate that only the
approach variable differentiates the level of specificity
of needs -- that specificity of responses are strongly
related with the interview approach. On the other hand,
no relationship exists between the five independent
variables and means/nonmeans orientation. This means that
villagers are not only homogeneously nonmeans-oriented,
but this homogenity is not affected by different approaches.
This homogenity can be explained, most likely, by the cul-
tural variable.

The fact that differences in sex, education, leadership
position, approach, and desa did not differentiate the type
of need identified by the subjects was not as expected. It
is suspected that the classification procedure for examining
the types of needs influenced the type variable in such a
way that differences which existed were lost in the process.

The analyses of types of needs on the basis of a general
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FIGURE 15
THE PROPORTION OF VARIANCE
FOR QUESTION #1 AND #2
EXPLAINED BY INDEPENDENT VARIABLES
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area classification which indicated more significant
relationships, although weak, than on the basis of a
functional classification seem to support the argument.
Another possible explanation, however, is that villagers
are homogeneous on their perceptions concerning their
community needs.

If a further comparison is made of the needs identi-
fied by the villagers and the environmentai and human
problems of the two desas as seen by the research team,
it can be concluded that the identified felt needs mirror
the real needs of the communities. The "supply," "inward-
linkage," and "governance" needs, for examples, are real
and very important issues in both desas, and most likely
also in other rural villages in Indonesia.

In Desa I, for example, the "governance" needs were
very strong. The weakness of leadership of the desa chief
could be seen very clearly by an outsider and is felt
stronglyby the villagers. This desa was an under-achiever
as compared to its potentiality in human resources as well
as natural resources. If there were not informal leaders
who came forward, there would be no sign of a development
program at all in Desa I. Villagers are waiting for a new
and creative desa leader. It can be predicted that in the
next election (1980) the desa chief will not be reelected.

About 60% of the "governance" needs were needs for
better leadership, and villagers' involvement in the village

policy and decision making processes. Although the propor-
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tion of the subjects who identified "governance" needs
were only 16%, the fact that this type of need came out

in the study is very interesting and encouraging. It is
interesting because it was assumed that villagers would

be very reluctant to give opinions that criticize their
government. It 1is encouraging, because without citizens
who have the courage to criticize their leaders or govern-
ment it is difficult to develop a democratic community.
Looking further at the percentages of "governance" needs
in the interview approach and in the group approach, there
is an indication that villagers were only slightly influenced
by their presence in a group in expressing their opinions
on "governance" needs.

On educational needs, the villagers' greatest con-
cerns was education for "production." Again, these needs
were real needs. There are a lot of things that can be
done by the villagers to increase their incomes and the
betterment of their community. Resources are there, but

the technical know-how is missing.

Summary

The findings for the six foci of this study, divided
into their 23 directional hypotheses are presented in Table
58. Detailed significant testing results can also be found
in Appendix C, Table 17. The following is a description

of Table 58.
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TABLE 58

SUMMARY OF THE ANALYSES OF DIRECTIONAL HYPOTHESES
BY FOCUS BY VARIABLE, AS INTERPRETED FROM
THE TESTING OF THE NULL-HYPOTHESES

Focus Variable Directional Hypotheses Conclusion
(Yes or No)
#1 Quantity Group Interview Yes
Specificity Group Interview Yes
Means/
Orientation Group = Interview Yes
{Nonmeans oriented)
Type of Need Group # Interview No
Time Group Interview Yes
#2 Quantity LI LNG LG Yes?l
NI NG LNG Yes?2
#3 Quantity Leaders Nonleaders Yes
Specificity Leaders Nonleaders No
Means/
Orientation Leaders Nonleaders No 3
Type of Need Leaders # Nonleaders Yes?
#4 Quantity Desa I = Desa II Yes?4
Specificity Desa I = Desa II Yes?
Means/ 6
Orientation Desa I = Desa II Yes?
Type of Need Desa I # Desa II ves?/
#5 Quantity Males Females Yes?8
Specificity Males Females Yes?
Means/
Orientation Males Females No 10
Type of Need Males Females Yes?
#6 Quantity More Less
schooling schooling Yes
Specificity More Less
schooling schooling No
Means/ More Less
Orientation schooling schooling Yes
Type of Need More Less
schooling schooling No

Coding of Table 58

LI = Leader Interview approach

LG = Leader only Group approach

LNG = Mixed Leader-Nonleader Group approach
NI = Nonleader Interview approach

NG = Nonleader-only Group approach

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka



Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

232

TABLE 58 -- CONTINUED

Coding of Table 58

1)
2)

3)

Yes LNG LI but LNG = LG. This was significant
only for Question #1.

Yes for all guestions on Community needs, but only
that NG NI and not NG LNG.

Significant only on self-need on the basis of

type by functions, and not significant on general
community needs on the basis of type by general area.
Only for education needs.

Only for community priority needs.
Only for community priority needs.

The measure of relationships are weak.
No for educational needs.

Only for self need.

Only for educational needs.
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FOCUS #1. Group Approach vs. Interview Approach.

Finding #1

Group approach is more effective than an interview
approach in terms of the quantity of community needs elicited
through it, and more efficient than the interview approach
in terms of man-hours needed to conduct the needs assess-
ment.

Finding #2

An interview approach elicited a higher level of
specificity of needs than a group approach, though villagers
tend to mention needs in nonspecific terms.

Finding #3

There is no significant effect of the approach
variable on the means/nonmeans orientation of the needs.
Villagers identify their community needs as ends to be
achieved rather than as means to achieve the ends.

Finding #4

Despite the significant effect of the approach variable
on the gquantity and specificity variables, it does not have
significant effect on the types of needs. Both interview

approach and group approach elicited similar types of needs.

FOCUS #2. Effect of Group Approach and Interview

Approach on Leaders and on Nonleaders

Finding #5

Leaders yield more responses in a group approach in

which both leaders and nonleaders are participating than in
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an interview approach or a group approach consisting of
leaders only.

Finding #6

Nonleaders yield more responses in a group approach
in which the participants are all nonleaders than in an
interview approach or in a mixed leaders-nonleaders group

approach.

FOCUS #3. Leader vs. Nonleader

Finding #7

Leaders identify more needs regarding their community
than nonleaders, but both leaders and nonleaders similarly
perceive their community needs in terms of ends to be
achieved rather than as ways to achieve the ends.

Finding #8

Both leaders and nonleaders are nonspecific in the

needs they identified.

FOCUS #4. Desa I vss. Desa II

Finding #9

Desa I appears to be different from Desa II in their
educational needs, yet they appear to be similar in other

respects.

FOCUS #5. Male vs Female

Finding #10

Male nonleaders identify more community needs than

female nonleaders. Yet, females appear to be more specific
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on educational needs than males.

FOCUS #5. Educational Differences

Finding #11

The more years of schooling background of the villagers,
the more likely they will identify a greater number of
community needs, and the more likely their self-need will
be specific. Educational background, however, does not
differentiate the specificity, means/nonmeans orientation,

and the types of community needs identified.

All in all, the analyses and finding clearly indicate
that villagers know what are their community needs. If
not better, at least as good as their leaders. Given appro-
priate guidance, the villagers could make a community needs

assessment by themselves.
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CHAPTER VI

CONCLUSION, IMPLICATION, AND RECOMMENDATION

The primary purpose of this study was to investigate
the effectiveness and the efficiency of a group approach
and an interview approach as methods for community needs
assessment. More specifically, this study examined whether
a group approach generates a greater number of responses,
a higher level of specificity, more means-oriented res-
ponses, different types of needs, and needs less time for
the administration of a group approach than an interview
approach. 1In addition, this study examined whether rela-
tionships exist between the independent variables of desa,
leader/nonleader, sex, education, and the dependent
variables of quantity, specificity, means/nonmeans orienta-
tion, and types of responses.

This chapter presents the conclusions and implications
that were drawn from the study and recommendations are made
regarding further study in the area of community needs assess-

ment.

Conclusion and Implication

Based on the analyses, findings and discussions, the
conclusions of this study and its implications can be formu-

lated as follows.

236
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Conclusion #1

A group approach as a method of community needs assess-
ment in rural desas is more preferable than an interview
approach, if effectiveness and efficiency are the criteria
used in choosing a method. If the objective of the assessment
is to collect data on a higher level of specificity of
needs, however, the interview approach is most appropriate.
Whichever method is chosen, the types of needs identified
through it will be similarly reliable. Since the two
approaches have their own advantages and disadvantages,
the combination of the two approaches in a community needs
assessment seems very useful. For example, first an inter-
view approach could be conducted to collect specific community
needs from leaders and educated individuals in the community.
A series of group approaches involving nonleaders could
then be carried out to discuss the needs identified in the
first stage, decide priorities, and probably further organize
activities to fulfill the needs. In other words, an inter-
view approach and a group approach could be used aspreliminary
strategies in organizing a community development program, in

which community education is the key process.

Implication

This conclusion, put into practice, implies that
community education workers should be trained in using both
interviewing and group meeting techniques as methods of needs

assessment as well as methods of training the villagers in
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the community education process for community development.

In order to get greater inputs from the nonleaders
it is important to conduct a group meeting for the non-
leaders without their leaders participating in it. The
results could then be presented and discussed in a mixed
leader-nonleader group meeting.

The group approach for needs assessment will be more
meaningful to the villagers and therefore will enhance
their participation if it is used as a vehicle for getting
the villagers involved in the decision making process of
their programs. This will be in accord with the Indonesian
community education philosophy that "community education

is for the people by the people.”

Conclusion #2

If it is true that there is no gap between leaders
and nonleaders on their perception of their community needs,
then community needs can be assessed from the community
leaders alone, or from nonleaders alone, through an inter-
view approach or through a group approach. If the purpose
of the assessment is to develop a community development
program that needs villager involvement, however, a group

approach involving nonleaders is strongly suggested.

Implication

Since the results of community needs assessment are
approximately similar in terms of type of needs identified

from leaders and from nonleaders, in a situation where the
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time to conduct the assessment is limited, a group approach
with community formal leaders can suffice for identifying
community needs. The minggon (weekly meeting) of community
leaders in the desa can be easily used for assessment pur-
poses. Such an "emergency" of needs assessment, however,
can show bad planning. It is worse if it is used as an
excuse on behalf of the central government or planners.
Even though the needs assessment through a leaders-only
group approach will yield valid results, the effect of such
assessment will not enhance the villagers' participation
and thus will minimize the probability to succeed. As
described in the first implication, participation of villagers
in decision making is imperative in any community education

endeavor.

Conclusion #3

Since the quantity of community needs derived from
villagers varied significantly on the basis of their years
of schooling, sex, and leader/nonleader status, the sampling
frame of a community needs assessment should take into
account these variables. In other words, a stratified ran-
dom sampling by schooling background, by sex and by leader/

nonleader is highly suggested.

Implication

Conclusion #3 has two implications. First, the
community education workers and participants, who are the

persons who would conduct the needs assessment, need to
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know how to carry out a rather complex selection of

samples -- a stratified random sampling technique. It

seems to be a difficult task for the villagers and even

for the community education agent with their low educa-
tional background to do such a task. Experience from the
field, however, indicated that a random sampling technique
such as a "lottery" system is easily understood by villagers
of low educational background. A stratified random sampling
technique is basically drawing lotteries from different
sub-groups of the villagers. Therefore, it would not be
difficult to train them, if necessary, in how to conduct
such a sampling technique. This use of an appropriate
sampling technique is considered important by the investi-
gator because the needs assessment is supposed to yield
valid results in terms of the real needs and representa-
tiveness of the community. Otherwise, it cannot be used

as a basis to make a community education program compatible
with the needs of the people in the community.

Second, a stratified random sampling technique requires
to know beforehand the specific demographic backgrounds of
the villagers, such as sex, years of schooling, leader/
nonleader status, etcetera. This means that such data
should be available in the respective desa office. Unfor-
tunately, however, such data are not always available in
the desas, especially in terms of the educational background.
It is highly recommended that a desa census be conducted in

the preliminary process of a community development program.
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Data from the census can be used for many purposes.

Conclusion #4

It is not enough to assess community learning needs by
asking only for educational needs. There are needs of a
general type that can be used to assess learning needs which
are not covered in the answers to the question on educational

needs.

Implication

The most direct implication of conclusion #4 is that
any learning needs assessment of a desa community should also
include questions about community needs in general. Villagers
are nonmeans-oriented and less aware of their learning needs.
This means that their learning needs should be analyzed
through their general needs. How such analyses could be
made cannot be recommended from this study. Further probing
of the subjects' responses is suggested to know what is
really meant by the subjects. This will increase the pre-
ciseness of the needs and hopefully will give clues of
whether their needs are learning or nonlearning oriented.
Further analysis of how to meet the nonlearning needs
will also indicate whether a training step is needed as an
instrument to achieve the goal of meeting the needs. It
is also important to note that an educational need felt
by villagers might not be a real educational need. For
example, if a need to learn how to repair motorcycles is

stated by a subject, it might be an expression of a need for
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a job. 1In other words, there are educational needs felt
by the villagers that indicate signs or symptoms of their
nonlearning needs, and there are other needs felt by the
villagers that imply the acquisition of certain knowledge
or skills - i.e. learning needs - as the first or probably
the only step to meet the need. Probing in the interview
or group meeting can unfold the real need.

The fact that the leaders are also nonmeans oriented
has a discouraging implication for community development.

It means that the leaders who are supposed to be good ex-
amples for nonleaders are in the same condition with their
followers -- occupied more by their needs in terms of
goals to be achieved rather than by the alternative ways
or means of how to achieve the goals. The awareness and
knowledge about alternative ways for achieving needs is
therefore needed to be inplanted in the villagers. It is
an important learning need, and the acquisition of it will
increase the creativeness of the villagers, which is a golden
key for development. This is an example of why there is
an importance for a community development program with
stress on human resource development.

The importance of such attributes as creativity, inno-
vativeness, achievement motivation in development and moder-
nization have been documented in a wide range of research
reports (McClelland: 1960; Hagen: 1961; Everett M. Rogers:
1969). Two studies in West Java further confirmed that such

attributes are associated with the level of economic develop-
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ment of communities.

The first one is the Sukartini study comparing econo-
mic leaders in a developed desa and a less developed desa
in West Java.l Her study indicated that the individuals
who have influence on the economic system in a developed
desa indicated a more innovative personality than those
individuals who had influence on the economic system of a
less developed desa. The study confirmed Hagen's hypo-
thesis of innovative personality. Her study also revealed
that the innovative economic leaders had a common background,
educated in a democratic family atmosphere. Similarly,
the autocratic economic leaders came from an autocratic
family atmosphere.

The second study was a comparison between library
readers in more advanced and less advanced communities in
a city and two desas conducted by Mohammad Suparman2 in
West Java. His study indicated that readers in more advan-
ced communities are significantly more associated with
reading materials of more "achievement motivation" content
and the readers in less advanced communities are more sig-

nificantly associated with reading materials of more "power

lSri Patmah Sukartini, "Tokoh-Tokoh Yang Memegang
Peranan Ekonomi di desa yang relatip maju dan di desa
vang relatip kurang berhembang" (Unpublished Master Thesis,
IKIP Bandung, 1969).

2Mohammad R. Suparman, "Buku Bacaan Yang paling

Kurang menarik para pengunjung taman bacaan rakyat di kota
dan di desa" (Unpublished Master Thesis, IKIP Bandung, 1969).
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motivation."

These two studies are highlighted here to further
support the importance of nurturing such attributes as
creativity, innovativeness and achievement motivation,
and the importance of a democratic atmosphere in community
decision making as implied by the conclusions of this

study.

Conclusion #5

It is unwise to believe that similar desas have simi-

lar educational needs.

Implication

Conclusion #5 has an implication that a nation-wide
survey (of needs assessment) as a basis for planning
community education programs at the village level is not
a good practice. There are differences of educational
needs among desas which have to be considered, beside
the similarities, to make the program compatible with the
respective village needs. In other words, needs assessment
should be decentralized at the village level, or at least
at the subdistrict level. This further implies the need
for establishing an organization-mechanism in at least the
sub-district level, (kecamatan) that will facilitate such
an endeavor. During the last four years the Ministry of
Education and Culture in Indonesia has been experimenting
with such an idea of establishing a coordinative body at

the sub-district level for nonformal (community) education
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programs. Unless coordination among government agencies
has been achieved and delegation of authority of development
planning to local communities becomes the policy and prac-
tice, such a framework is doomed to fail. A lesson from
the experiment indicates that increased awareness of prob-
lems and needs, the eagerness and creativity of the
villagers through a participatory planning process, were
dramatically killed by the fact that other sectors of the
administration system, for example banking regulations,
failed to meet the needs of the rural poor.

These are five conclusions and their implications that
can be derived from this study. All indicate clearly a
wider implication for the need and importance to reverse
the course of development from an urban biased to a rural
biased; and from a top-down approach to a grass-roots
approach of planning and development. This, of course, 1is
very difficult, if not to say impossible to do, especially
on the part of the people in power with vested interest.
It is also difficult to do even if the people in power are
honest and willing to make such a great decision. These
difficulties, however, will be meaningless if seen from
the democratic and humanistic values which are very dear
principles of Indonesia, and the prospect of better effects
of such a scheme. Probably a rural biased development
scheme will not be as fast as an urban biased development
scheme in terms of the increase in income per capital or

GNP, but high income per capita with unbalanced distribution
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of income among people is not fair, if not to say immoral.
The investigator believes that moderate increases of income
per capita with well-distributed income is a lot better
than high income per capita with only a small proportion
of the people benefiting from it.

As a suggestion to start exercising the grass-roots
approach to planning, the government can ask and supervise
how the village communities can use the annual development
subsidy to the villaces for the purpose of development pro-
grams in the villages through a participatory decision
making process. Additional subsidy and other facilities
could then be given to the villages which show reasonable
progress in their self-help development programs, and
additional supervision given to villages which show
less progress. Given the trust and adequate supervision
by the government, the investigator believes that the
villagers can organize and manage their own course of life.
If the equality of individuals is secured by the constitu-
tion of the Republic and in the constitution of One God,
it is difficult to believe that such an approach cannot be
done.

The history of mankind shows that the violations of
such human values, as democracy, were checked by human nature
through bloody fighting. It is our duty to learn from

history and try to hinder such a tragedy in the future.
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Recommendation for Further Research

So far as the investigator knows, this study comparing
an interview approach and a group approach in assessing
community needs assessment is the first of its kind and
therefore can also be seen as an exploratory study. Due
to the many intervening variables, the results of this
study are not specifically conclusive. There were many
difficulties in handling the data and presenting the results,
which were hard to comprehend in designing the study. In
other words, further studies are needed. The following
studies are among those which possibly can be handled more
easily.

First, a series of similar studies can be conducted
focusing only on a specific category of respondent at a time.
By so doing, more definitive conclusions can be made, and
the findings for each focus of study can be used to analyze
the differential effects of the approach variable for
different categories of villagers. 1In other words, the
six foci of this study can be separated into six or more
single studies. For example; the effect of an interview
approach and a group approach on male villagers; or the
effect of an interview approach and a group approach on
female nonleaders; etc.

Second, similar studies should be conducted with
instruments that provide for probing questions (i.e., ask

further information from the subjects in terms of what they
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meant by their responses). As indicated in the discussion,
it was suspected that the nonmeans-oriented nature of the
responses was probably because no attempt was made to
further pursue the meaning of the responses as seen by
the respondents.

Third, a study using both the interview approach
and the group approach can be carried out to provide fur-
ther information of the usefulness of the two methods in
assessing community needs in the context of community develop-
ment activities. In such a study, an interview approach
is first conducted and types of needs are identified and
listed. The results can then be used as discussion
material in the second stage of the study using the group
approach. The rank ordering of types of needs in the two
approaches can be compared. The sequence of the methods
used can be reversed. The subjects of the study can be
the same category of villagers in the two approaches or it
could be two different categories of villagers. The last
version, for example, can be designed as described in
Figure 16.

FIGURE 16

A STUDY DESIGN SUGGESTED
FOR THE SUCCESSIVE COMBINATION OF APPROACHES

1. Interview Approach 2. Group Approach
Leader Nonleader
Nonleader Leader
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Concluding Remark

This study reveals important and interesting results.
There are hypotheses which are supported by the findings
but there are also hypotheses which are challenged by the
findings. Further research is certainly needed. This
study has created more questions to be further examined.

The direction of the new questions, however, are more clear
and specific than before. As an exploratory study,

then, it gave functional inputs for further research

on community needs assessment methodology. For sure, another
study similar to this can learn from the mistakes made in
this study.

Keeping in mind the possible human error in the study,
the investigator believes that his bias toward the group
approach as a better method for a community needs assessment
has been supported to some extent by the findings. If there
is added the positive potential effect of a group approach
in a community needs assessment that asks for the real
involvement of villagers in the decision making process
for the betterment of their community, the investigator
is very sure that the effect will be greater than as revealed
in this study.

He is anxious to test this in practice.
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APPENDIX A: INTERVIEW GUIDE (English version)

KEYWORDS

Thank you

Introduce your
name
occupation
task and purpose

Why she/he is
selected and how.

Two methods

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka

INTERVIEW GUIDE

MESSAGE

I would like to thank you for the
allocation of time you give to talk
with me. Not to make you confused,
let me first introduce myself and
what is the purpose of visiting you
here now.

My name is (SURYANI ZAHIR), as you can
see from this letter. I am a lec-
turer at IKIP Bandung. The Office

of Education Research and Development,
Ministry of Education and Culture,
asked me to visit several villages

in this Kabupaten (District) in an
attempt to collect villagers' opinions
concerning their community needs or
problems in development. Such in-
formation would be very useful to

help Government attempt in directing
development plan in the villages, so
that development programs will be more
relevant with the village community's
needs.

In this village there are 48 persons
from whom I intend to collect their
opinions. They are men and women,
leaders and nonleader. Those 48
persons are selected randomly (through
a lottery) from the list of households
in the village office. You are one

of the 48 persons that are selected

in the lottery. Thus, we did not
select people according to their
economic status (poor or rich), nor

on their education background. The
purpose is that the 48 persons could
be seen as representative of this
village.

Half of the 48 persons I will inter-
view one by one at their house. You
are one of them. That is why I come
to you now. The other half will be
asked their opinions in group meetings.



What is expected
from respondent

Does respondent
understand?

Start the interview

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

251

I will ask you four questions and
several information about yourself.
It will take about 30 minutes. From
you I expect answers that really
come from your own opinion and
feeling. Feel free to say whatever
comes into your mind after I asked

a question. Those gquestions are

not intended to test you. There is
no wrong answer. The right answer,
however, is the honest answer from you.

Do you understand? Please, do not
hesitate to ask any question if you
have one.

(If there is no more gquestion, and
respondent seems to understand it,
start asking the First Question)

If you understand already, let us
begin with the first question.
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GROUP: L N NO.: DESA: 1 2

Date: Hour: to

FIRST QUESTION

As you already know, we are now in the era of develop-
ment. Beside development programs being carried out by the
Government, it is expected that the people themselves take
active participation in developing their own village. The
activity of village development by its own people is very
important. First of all, the Government needs citizens
help in accomplishing the purpose of National Development.
Secondly, each village has its own development needs or prob-
lems which might be different from other villages, and
only the villagers themselves who know more and can feel
about them. Thus, village development programs that are
carried out by its own people would be more relevant with
their own needs.

In the context of village development just mentioned,
your village must, of course, have development needs that
have to be accomplished. 1In your opinion, what are this
village community's needs that must be accomplished through
development attempts to make this village community more
advanced?

Please mention as many as you think or feel.

ANSWER: Those which are needed by this village community are:

SECOND QUESTION

Among those needs of this village community there
are needs that can be accomplished when there is money or
capital, but there are also needs that can be accomplished
through self-development of each villager. The meaning of
self-development is to increase one's knowledge, under-
standing, and skills in many areas.

In your opinion, what are the needs of this village
community in general that belong to this category of need?

In answering this question you can mention again those
needs which are mentioned in your answer to the first ques-
tion, if they can be classified as self-development type
of needs.
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SECOND ANSWER: The needs of this village community that
can be accomplished through development attempts that
prioritizing self-development of its villagers are:

THIRD QUESTION

Among those needs you mentioned in answering the first
and the second questions, choose three that according to your
opinion are the most important needs of this village community.

ANSWER: The three most important needs of this village
community are:

FOURTH QUESTION

Among all of those community needs you mentioned in
answering the first and second questions, which is the most
important need for yourself? Plcase mention only one need.

ANSWER: For myself, the most important need is:

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

As I told you earlier, I need several additional infor-
mation about yourself. These information are for statisti-
cal use only. I do not need to write your name and address.
The information needed are:

1. Sex : Male
Female
2. Age : Years
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You are : Married
Divorced
Not Married

Education : Illiterate/Non

i

Completed Primary School
Junior High Class:

Some Primary School (Class: )

(6 years)

(

Completed Junior High

Senior High Class:

(

(

Completed Senior High (

Higher than Senior High
(Describe:

|

Other (Describe:

Occupation

Number of Children: persons.

— e e e
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Respondent Comment?

Thank You

Permit to go.
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MESSAGE

I have no more guestions to ask. Do
you have any comment about it? You

are welcome to ask any questions if

you have. Or perhaps you would like
to add your response that just came

into your mind?

If you do not have any question or
comment, I better stop our talk up to
this time. I now have work to do, and
I have to visit some other persons.
Thank you very much for the time

and opinions you give to me.

Please permit me to go.
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APPENDIX A: INTERVIEW GUIDE ( Bahasa Sunda version)

POKO EUSI

Basa nganuhunkeun

Sebutkeun:

- ngaran

- pagawean

- tugas jeung
maksud

Sababna kapilih

Dua cara

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka

PADOMAN WAWANCARA

EUST NU DITEPIKEUN

Langkung ti payun abdi ngahaturkeun nuhun ku
sadiana Bapa/Ibu nampi abdi natamu kadieu.
Supados Bapa/Ibu henteu ragu-ragu, langkung
ti payun abdi bade ngajelaskeun saha abdi sa-
reng naon maksadna abdi dongkap ka dieu.

Sapertos diserat dina ieu katerangan, ngaran
abdi ( ). Abdi digawe di IKIP Ban-
dung. Tapi dina waktos ieu abdi keur ngaja -
lankeun tugas ti Badan Penelitian Pendidikan
dan Kebudayaan, Departemen Pendidikan dan Ke-
budayaan di Jakarta. Tugasna nyaeta ngumpul-
keun pamangih-pamanggih warga desa ngeunaan
pangabutuh masyarakat desa dina raraga pang-
wangunan/pembangunanmasyarakat desana masing-
masing. Eta pamanggih-pamanggih warga desa
teh bakal aya gunana, boh keur pamatentah
atanapi keur desana sorangan, dina nangtukeun
pembangunan desa. Misalna supaya pembangunan
di masing-masing desa bisa leuwih cocog jeung
nu dipikabutuh ku desana.

Ti desa Bapa/Ibu ieu aya 48 urang anu bakal
ditaros pamanggihna; awewe-lalaki, kaasup
warga desa biasa jeung pamuka masyarakat.

Nu 48 urang teh dipilih sacara dilotre make
daftar cacah jiwa anu aya di kantor desa.Ka-
leresan Bapa/Ibu kalebet salah saurang anu
kapilih dina eta lotre.Maksadna dilotre teh,
supaya anu 48 urang tea tiasa dianggap nga-
gambarkeun masyarakat desa ieu.

Nu 48 urang tea, satengahna ditepungan hiji-
hiji, satengahna deui ditaros pamanggihna sa-
cara rombongan dina riungan di desa. Bapa/
Ibu kelebet anu kedah ditepangan hiji-hiji,
nya ieu pisan sababna abdi dongkap ka dieu.



Naon nu diharep
ti responden

Naha responden
geus ngarti?

Mimitian Wawancara
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Ka Bapa/Ibu abdi bade naroskeun opat sual jeung
sababaraha keterangan panambah anu bakal merlu-
keun waktu kirang-langkung satengah jam. Ti Bapa/
Ibu diharepkeun jawaban anu sabebasna sareng sa-
jujurna, anu karasa atanapi kapikir ku Bapa/Ibu.
Ieu sual-sual teh sanes dimaksudkeun kanggu nguji
Bapa/Ibu. Teu aya jawaban anu lepat. Anu diharep-
keun teh mung pamanggih Bapa/Ibu anu sajujurna.

Kumaha Bapa/Ibu parantos ngartos kana maksad ieu

paguneman. Upami teu acan ngartos, atanapi bilih

aya patarosan sateuacana abdi ngawitan naroskeun

sual kahiji, mangga tong asa-asa taroskeun ka ab-
di.

(Lamun teu aya pertanyaan jeung responden kaci-
ri geus ngartieun, mimitian ku Sual Kahiji).

Upami Bapa/Ibu parantos ngartos, mangga ayeuna
urang ngawitan ku Sual Kahiji.
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SUAL KAHIJI

Saperti Bapa/Ibu geus pada terang, ayeuna urang teh keur aya dina waktu
pangwangunan,/pembangunan. Salian ti usaha-usaha pembangunan nu dijalan-
keun ku Pamarentah, diharepkeun yen masyarakatna sorangan milu aktip dina
usaha ngabangun desana masing-masing, Kaaktipan pembangunan desa ku jalan
usaha masyarakat sorangan teh kecida pentingna. KXahiji, memang Pamarentah
merlukeun bantuan rayat keur suksesna pengwanqunan. Kadua, tiap desa tang-
tuna oge boga kabutuhan-kabutuhan atawa masalah-masalah pangwangunan nu be-
da, nu ngan warga desana sorangan nu bakal leuwih nyaho jeung bisa ngarasa-
keunana. Ku kituna usaha pengwangunan ku masyarakatna sorangan teh bakal

leuwih cocog jeung kabutuhan masyarakatna sorangan.

Dina rangka pembangunan desa nu geus disebutkewn bieu, desa Bapa/Ibu ge tang-
tu boga kabutuhan-kabutuhan pembangunan nu perlu dicumponan. Nurutkeun pa-
manggin Bapa/Ibu, naon nu dibutuhkeun ku umumma warga desa ieu, nu kudu di-
cumponan ku jalan usaha pembangunan, supaya ieu masyarakat desa teh bisa

leuwih maju ?

Sebutan sing loba nu kanyahoan atawa karasa ku Bapa/Ibu.

JAWABAN : Nu dipikabutuh ku umumna masyarakat ieu desa nyaeta
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KELOMPOK NO DESA

SUAL KADUA

Diantara Xabutuhan-kabutuhan ieu masyarakat desa teh aya nu bisa dicumpanan
lamun aya modal/biaya tapi aya oge nu bisa dicumpaonan ku jalan mekarkeun diri
unggal warga desa ieu. Mekarkeun diri teh hartina nambahan atawa ningkatkeun
kanyaho, elmu jeung pangabisa diri sorangan ngeunan rupa-rupa hal. Nurut-
keun Bapa/Ibu naon kabutuhan-kabutuhan umumna masyarakat desa ieu anu kaasup
kana jenis kabutuhan ieu. Bapa/Ibu meunang nyebutkeun deui naon nu geus dise-
but tadi tiheula dina ngajawab sual kahiji lamun hal eta ceuk Bapa/Ibu kaasup

kana golongan kabutuhan mekarkeun diri.

JAWABAN : Kabutuhan-kabutuhan umumna masyarakat desa ieu anu bisa dicum-
ponan ku usaha pembangunan anu ngutamakeun make jalan mekarkeun

diri tiap warga desa ieu nyaeta

4 .

SUAL KATILU

Diantara kabutuhan-kabutuhan nu ku Bapa/Ibu geus disebutkeun dina jawaban
kahiji jeung kadua, pilih tilu nu ceuk Bapa/Ibu paling penting.

JAWABAN : Tilu pangabutuh ieu masyarakat desa nu paling penting nyaeta
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1 2

KELOMPOK : [j [:N:] No. : DESA : D D

SUAL KAOPAT

Diantara kabeh kabutuhan masyarakat desa ieu nu disebutkeun ku Bapa/Ibu dina
jawaban nu ka hiji jeung kadua, mana nu keur Bapa/Ibu sorangan pang pentingna.

Sebutkeun hiji kabutuhan wungkul.

JAWABA AN : Keur abdi sorangan mah kabutuhan nu pang pentingna teh nyaeta:

L]

KATERANGAN PANAMBAH

Saperti nu ku abdi geus dibejakeun, abdi perlu sababaraha katerangan panambah
ngeunaan Bapa/Ibu sorangan. Hal ieu ukur keur kaperluan statistik wungkul.
Ngaran jeung alamat mah teu perlu, nu perlu teh nyaeta sababaraha katerangan
ieu :

1. Rupa jasmaniah : Lalaki
Awewe

2, Umur taun

3. Tangtungan rumah tangga geus kawin
randa/duda

can kawin

4. Pendidikan buta huruf

kelas ___ sD

tamat SD

kelas ___ SLP (___ )
tamat SLP ( )

kelas SLA ( )

tamat SLA ( )

leuwwih luhur ti SLA
(sebutkeun:___ )

ERRREREEREEER

laina deui, nyaeta

5. Pagawean

5. Jumlah anak : urang.
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PAMUNGKAS

POKO EUSI EUSI NU DITEPIKEUN
Komentar ? Mung sakitu sual-sual nu ku abdi ditaroskeun

ka Bapa/Ibu. Upami Bapa/Ibu aya komentar dina
eta hal, atanapi aya hal anu bade ditambihkeun
anu tadi hilap atanapi kirang dina ngajawab
sual-sual tea, mangga sebatkeun sacekapna.

Basa ngahuhunkeun Upami teu aya deui tambihan ti Bapa/Tbu, rupina
dicekapkeun sakieu bae ieu obrelan urang teh.
Sakali deui abdi ngahaturkeun nuvhun kana bantu-

an Bapa/Ibu.

Permisi Kumargi ngabujeng waktos, abdi bade permios bae.

o00o
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APPENDIX B: GROUP APPROACH GUIDE (English Version)

KEYWORDS

Thank you for
coming

Introduce your
name

-- your task

-— what for?

Why she/he is
selected and how

Two methods

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka

GROUP APPROACH GUIDE

MESSAGE

Ladies and Gentlemen, first of all

I would like to say thank you very
much for your cooperation and come
to this meeting. As you already
knew, my name is ( ),
fieldworker from the Office of Edu-
cational Research and Development,
Ministry of Education and Culture,
Jakarta.

My task is to collect villagers'
opinions concerning village community's
needs for developing their villages.

The opinions of villagers would be
very useful to help Government
attempt in directing development
plan in the villages, so that
development programs will be more
relevant with the village community's
needs.

In this village there are 48 persons
from whom I intend to collect their
opinions. They are men and women,
leaders and nonleaders. Those 48
persons are selected randomly
(through a lottery) from the list of
households in the village office.
You are among them who are selected
in the lottery. Thus we did not
select people according to their
economic status (poor or rich), nor
on their education background.

The purpose is that the 48 persons
could be seen as representative of
this village.

Half of the 48 persons are interviewed
one by one at their house. The other
half will be asked in group meetings.
You are among those who are going to
be asked in the group meeting. That
is why we are here now.



KEYWORD

What is expected
from respondents

Discussion rules
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MESSAGE

I will ask you four questions and
several information about your-
selves. It will take approximately
two hours. Those questions are not
intended to test you. The questions
will ask only about your opinion
after group discussion is over.

This group discussion will be

arranged as follows:

1. I will distribute a four cards
questionnaire to you and a pen-
cil. You have to open one card
at a time if I told you so.

2. I will read aloud the question.
At the same time, you can also
read it silently on the card
in front of you. For you who
cannot read, just listen to me

carefully. If necessary I will
read it again to make it clear
for you.

3. Before I let you say your res-
ponse to the question, I will
ask if there is anyone among you
who does not understand the
question yet.

4. If all of you understand the
question already, I will ask your
response one by one in turn --
clockwise or counterclockwise.
While someone is taking his/her
turn and giving his/her response

orally, the others are not allowed

to interfere or give any comment.
The person who is giving his/her
response, on the other hand, is
not allowed to criticize others'
opinions given earlier. However,
if his/her opinion is similar
with the previous speaker, he/she
can say: "Idem or similar with
Mr/Mrs..... .... Opinion.



RKEYWORD

Locate who
cannot write.

Summary of
procedures

General
discussion

Confidential
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MESSAGE

5. After all of you take your turn,
I will give ten minutes for you
to discuss your answers. In this
occasion you can criticize, give
comment, give agreement or dis-
agreement with others' opinions.
You could add further argument to
your opinion. During this dis-
cussion time, I will function as
facilitator.

6. When time is up (after 10 minutes),
I will ask each of you to write your
final answer to the question.

Choose the answers that according
to you the most suitable answers
for you. You write the answers

in the space underneath the ques-
tion. If the space is not enough,
use the opposite page of the card.
If you cannot write, please memorize
your answers. I will help you
later after this meeting is over.
In this case I ask your cooperation
to stay here a little bit longer
than the others.

These are the procedures we are

going to do in this meeting for each
of the four questions. I will read
the question aloud; you speak out

your answer in turn; open discussion
for ten minutes; and closed by

writing your final answer individually.

After all gquestions are asked and
answered, there will be a general
discussion led by ( ).

It is important to know that even
though you write your answers in the
cards and I will ask several infor-
mation about your age, occupation,
education, number of children, but
your name and address will not be
recorded. So your answers will be
kept confidential. We also do not
want to ask you about any secret
thing.
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KEYWORDS MESSAGE
Permission for If you do not mind I will record
tape recording your discussion in this tape recor-
der, so that I can get a complete
record about your opinions. If

you do not allow me to do so, how-
ever, I will not insist. But then
I have to depend my recording only
on my own notes, which could be
incomplete. What do you think?
Could I use tape recorder?

Prepare the tape
if permitted.

DISTRIBUTE CARDS
AND PENCILS.

Start with EXAMPLE To make the procedure of discussion
clear for you, let us begin with
an example.
1. Please open the first card in

front of you. 1In this card there
is an example question. I will
read it aloud for you. Listen
carefully.

Read aloud 2. "In your opinion, can this village
be classified as developed or
not?"

3. Let us start answering the question
orally. Do not write your answer
yet. Please begin from Mr/Mrs...
on my left, then take turn to your
left. Please begin..

Motivate if (Do it until all get their turn.
needed Motivate respondent who reluc-
tant or shy to give his/her
response to speak)
Discussion 4., Now I will give you five minutes
to discuss your responses., Please
start. It is your floor. I will
sit here as facilitator and time
recorder.
(Let them do their own discussion.
Ask a person to speak first if
no one starts the discussion.
Ask probing question if necessary.
Stop speaker who talking irre-
levant things).
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Final Answer

Write the answer.

Check if all
understand

Open second
card

First Question
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MESSAGE

5. Time is up (for discussion). You
have heard others' responses to
the questions, and discuss their
arguments. Now you have to make
up your mind and choose your own
final answer which according to
you the most appropriate one.

Your final answer could be the
same with your answer before dis-
cussion. It could also be a new
one as a result of listening and
joining the discussion. Your
answer could be the same with
some others' responses, it could
be different. It does not matter.
What does matter is, that the res-
ponse you are going to write is
the most suitable one for your
opinion and feeling. You under-
stand?

Now, please write your response
in the space underneath the ques-
tion. Those who cannot write
please memorize the answer, be-
cause I will help you to write it
later.

These are the steps we are going to
follow in answering the four ques-
tions.

Any question about the procedure?

You understand it already?
Very good.

Now let us open the second card. It
contains the first question. Please
flip the first card and fold back
like this, so that the second card
now on the top. Listen carefully,

I will read the question aloud.

FIRST QUESTION.

(Do steps 1 to 5)



KEYWORDS

Open Third card

Second Question

Third Question

Open the last card

Fourth gquestion

Additional
Information

Lead respondents

to fill the answer.
Two other field-
worker can be asked
to help. Collect
the card if done
except those who
cannot write.

General discussion
Those who cannot
write asked to
split from the
group to another
place.

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

267

MESSAGE

Please fold this second card
like the first one. Now you are
facing the third card containing
the second and third questions.

SECOND QUESTION

(Do steps 1 to 5)

THIRD QUESTION

(Do steps 1 to 5)

Please open the last card. It
contains the fourth question and
additional information.

FOURTH QUESTION

(Do steps 1 to 5)

ADDITIONAL INFORMATION

For these additional information
will not need to be discussed in the
group. You give your answer by
giving check mark like this (V) (Give
examples on the blackboard). Or
write additional information in
the appropriate space. You only
check one for each question.

I have asked all of the four ques-
tions and you have answered them.
Now this meeting will be closed with

general discussion. Those who do not
write their answers yet, please follow
me to another room. I will help you

one by one to write your answers.
Mr. Romli will replace my place as
facilitator.
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KEYWORDS MESSAGE
Interviewer help
the special group
one by one. General
discussion for the
rest. GENERAL DISCUSSION

(Describe to the group)

l. What is the purpose of this sur-
vey and how the information will
be useful.

2. Invite the group to give their
comments or to ask questions in
connection with the questions or
survey as a whole)

Closing/ (If discussion is over or has to be
Thank you stopped because the time is up,
say thank you to the group for
their willingness to participate in
the group meeting. Let them take
the pencil as a present).

NOTES: When the discussion is in the second step (individual
response) facilitator should make accurate notes
about each individual responses. The two other
fieldworkers should do the same. It should be done
if tape recorder is not used.

Change the course of taking turn from left to right,
left to right, etc.
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RESEARCH QUESTIONNAIRES
GROUP : L N NO. : -DESA: 1
Date: Hour: to

QUESTION

In your opinion, can this village be classified as developed
or not?

ANSWER In my opinion, this village can be classified
as .

(Question #1, #2, #3, and #4 and additional
information are the same as in the Interview
Guide) .
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APPENDIX B: GROUP APPROACH GUIDE (Bahasa Sunda version)

PADOMAN DISKUSI KELOMPOK

POKO EUST EUSI NU DITEPIKEUN
Basa nganuhunkeun Langkung ti payun abdi ngahaturkeun nuhun ku
sadiana Bapa2/Ibu2 ngahadiran ieu riungan.
Sebutkeun ngaran Nami sim kuring ( ). Abdi digawe
- pagawean di IKIP Bandung. Tapi dina waktos ieu nuju
- tugas jeung ditugaskeun ku Badan Penelitan Pendidikan dan
maksud Kebudayaan,Departemen Pendidikan dan Kebuda-

yaan di Jakarta, ngempelkeun pamanggih-pamang-
gih warga desa ngeunaan kabutuhan masyarakat
desa dina raraga pangwangunan/pembangunan desa
masing-masing. Katerangan ngeunaan kabutuhan-
kabutuhan warga desa teh gede gunana, boh keur
pamarentah atawa desana masing-masing, dina
usaha pembangunan desa. Misalna supaya pemba-
ngunan desa leuwih cocog jeung kabutuhan desana
masing-masing.

Sababna kapilih Ti desa ieu aya 48 urang anu bakal ditaros pa-
manggihna, awewe-lalaki, kaasup warga desa bi-
asa jeung pemuka masyarakat. Nu 48 urang teh
dipilihna sacara dilotre make daftar cacah jiwa
anu aya di kantor desa. Bapa-bapa jeung Ibu-ibu
teh kalebet warga desa ieu anu kaleresan kapilih
dina eta lotre,

Dua cara Nu 48 urang tea satengahna ditaros pamanggihna
sacara ditepangan hiji-hiji ka bumina masing-
masing. Anu satengahna deui ku abdi ditaros
sacara rombongan/kelompok. Bapa-bapa sareng Ibu-
ibu kalebet golongan anu ditaros pamanggihna sa-
cara kelompok. Eta maksadna urang kempel dina
waktos ieu.
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EUSI NU DITEPIKEUN

Naon nu dipikaharep Ka Bapa2/Ibu2 abdi bade naroskeun opat sual
sababaraha katerangan panambah, anu bakal meryo-
gikeun waktu kirang-langkung 2% jam,

Eta sual-sual teh sanes dimaksudkeun kanggo ngu-
ji Bapa2/Ibu2. Sual-sual anu bakal ditaroskeun

ti kelompok

Aturan diskusi

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka

teh

ngan ngeunaan pamanggih Bapa?2/Ibu2 masing-

masing sabadana diskusi kelompok.

Jalana diskusi kelompok engke bakal diatur kieu:

1.

Ka Bapa2/Ibu2 bakal dibagikeun kartu-kartu
sual. Hiji-hiji eta kartu teh kedah dibuka
upami ku abdi tos dibejaan.

. Abdi rek macakeun heula sual nu kahiji.

Bapa2/Ibu2 kenging ngiring maca kartu nu aya
dipayuneun Bapa2/Ibu2 dina hate.Ka Bapa2/Ibu2
anu teu acan tiasa maca, cekap ngadangukeun
bae sing taliti. Upami peryogi, ahdi bade
macakeun eta soal sakali deui supaya jelas,

Saacana dijawab, ku abdi dipasihan kasempetan
ka Bapa2/Ibu2 bisi aya taroskeuneun upami teu
jelas.

. Ku cara giliran, abdi bade menta ka Bapa2/Ibu2

supaya ngajukeun pamanggihna masing-masing
sacara lisan. Dina waktu aya saurang anu keur
nyebutkeun pamanggihna, teu meunang aya nu
ngaganggu. Nu keur nyarios oge teu kenging
ngiritik pamanggih Bapa2/Ibu2 anu ti heula.
Tapi upami pamanggihna sami sareng anu ti pa-
yun, Bapa2/Ibu2 tiasa nyebatkeun yen pamanggih
Bapa/Ibu sarua jeung Bapa/Ibu...ANU...

Saberesna sadayana kabagian nyebatkeun pamang-
gihna masing-masing, bakal aya kasempetan
sual-jawab (diskusi) anu lamina sapuluh menit.
Dina ieu kasempetan, Bapa2/Ibu2 kenging masi-
han katerangan nguatkeun atawa ngiritik pa-
manggih Bapa/Ibu anu sejenna.



POKO EUSI

Ringkesan

Diskusi umum

Meunang direkam?

Sadiakeun alat
rekaman lamun
diidinan.
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EUST NU DITEPIKEUN

6. Saparantos beres diskusi, ku abdi bakal di-
penta jawaban ti Bapa2/Ibu2 masing-masing.
Pilih jawaban anu nurutkeun pamanggih Bapa/
Ibu sorangan paling cocog, Eta jawaban teh
kedah diseratkeun dina handapeun sual anu di-
taroskeun tea, anu tos disadiakeun kanggo eta
jawaban. Upami tempatna teu cekap tiasa di-
sambung dina kertas kosong sapalihna,

Upami Bapa/Ibu teu tiasa auyerat, jawabanana
supados diapalkeun bae heula, Engke upami
sadayana sual tos diajukeun, ku abdi bade
dibantuan nyeratkeunana.Disuhunkeun ridona
sabada diskusi Bapa/Ibu anu teu tiasa nyerat
supaya calik di dieu heula rada lami meueusan.

Tah kanggo tiap sual anu bade diajukeun bakal
dimimitian ku abdi ngabacakeun sualna. Jawaban
lisan sacara giliran diharepkeun ti Bapa2/Ibu2
masing-masing, disambung ku diskusi (sual-jawab)
sabebasna salami 10 menit., Sarengsena diskusi,
Bapa/Ibu masing-masing kedah nangtukeun jawaban?2
anu paling cocog keur Bapa/Ibu sorangan sarta
nyeratkeun eta jawaban dina kertas sualan.

Sarengsena sadaya sual tos dijawab, bakal dia-
yakeun diskusi umum anu bakal dipimpin ku Bapa

( ).

Peryogi dijelaskeun, sanaos abdi bakal nyatet
katerangan ngeunaan yuswa, padamelan, pendidikan,
sareng jumlah putra Bapa/Ibu, ari jenengan sareng
alamat Bapa? sareng Ibu2 mah moal dicatet.

Upami Bapa2/Ibu2 ngidinan, ieu diskusi teh ku
abdi bade direkam. Maksadna supaya pamanggih-
pamanggih Bapa2/Ibu2 dina diskusi teh henteu aya
anu kaliwat dicatetna ku abdi. Kumaha kinten-
kintena tiasa direkam atanapi henteu?



POKO EUSI
Bagikeun kartu sual
jeung patlot,

Mimitian ku Conto

Baca sing tarik

Bere motivasi
lamun diperlukeun.

Diskusi

Milih jawaban
sorangan
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EUSI NU DITEPIKEUN

Ieu kartu sual ulah waka dibuka sateuacan dibe-
bejaan ku abdi.

Ngarah jelas, hayu urang ngawitan ku hiji conto,
kumaha carana ieu diskusi kedah dijalankeun.

1.
2.

3.

4.

5.

Bukakeun kartu sual. Halaman kahiji aya Conto.
"Nurutkeun pamanggih Bapa/Ibu naha ieu desa
teh kaasup golongan desa nu maju atawa teu
acan?"

Urang mimiti giliran ngajukeun jawaban masing-
masing sacara lisan. Ulah waka nyerat. Mangga
ngawitan ti Bapa/Ibu palih kencaeun abdi, te-
ras nguriling ka palih kenca.

(Teruskeun giliran nepi ka beresna)

Bapa2/”bu2 ku abdi dipasihan waktu lima menit

kanggo sual-jawab (diskusi). Mangga nyanggakeun

ka sadayana. Abdi mah mung bade jadi tukang

ngukur waktu bae,

(Antep maranehna sina diskusi sabebasna, Penta
saurang ngajukeun pamanggihna ngeunaan jawa-
ban nu sejen, lamun teu aya anu wani ngamimi-
tian diskusi. Bere motivasi ku jalan nanyakeun
pamanggih saurang nu hadir anu beda jeung nu
sejena. )

Waktu diskusi tos seep. Bapa2/Ibu2 parantos
ngadangu jawaban-jawaban nu sanesna sareng
katerangan-katerangan tambahan dina diskusi.
Ayeuna Bapa2?/Ibu2 masing-masing kedah
netepkeun jawaban (2) nu dianggap ku Bapa/Ibu
paling cocog ceuk pikiran Bapa/Ibu sorangan.
Eta jawaban-jawaban teh tiasa bae sami sareng
jawaban nu ku Bapa/Ibu disebutkeun sacara
lisan, atawa tiasa oge jawaban anyar tina ha-
sil ngadangukeun diskusi, Jawaban Bapa/Ibu
mungkin bae sarua jeung jawaban Bapa/Ibu anu
sejena, tapi tiasa oge beda tinu sanes. Eta
mah moal jadi naon-naon. Anu penting mah, eta
jawaban teh kudu nu paling jitu atawa cocog
nurutkeun pamanggih Bapa/Ibu nyalira.



POKO EUST

Tuliskeun jawaban
(Pariksa nu teu
bisa nulis)

Cek geus ngarti
atawa acan?

Buka kartu kadua

Sual kahiji
(Lakukeun )
(langhah 1 - 5)

Buka kartu katilu

Sual kadua
(Lakukeun )
(langkah 1-5)

Sual katilu
‘(Lakukeun )
(langkah 1-5)
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EUSI NU DITEPIKEUN

Mangga ayeuna geura seratkeun eta jawaban Bapa/
Ibu dina tempat nu tos disayagikeun.Nu teu tiasa
nyerat, apalkeun bae heula jawabanana.

Tah kitu carana nu ku urang bakal dipigawe dina
ngajawab sual-sual anu ku abdi bakal diajukeun,
Bisi aya nu bade naroskeun tata-cara ieu sateu-
acana ngawitan ku sual anu saleresna, mangga tong
asa-asa. Kumaha parantos ngartos teu acan?

ee-+e..(Lamun dianggap geus pada ngarti, mimitian
ngajukan sual kahiji.) .......

Upami sadayana tos ngartos, hayu urang ngawitan .
Mangga buka halaman kadua.Lipetkeun bae lambaran
kahiji sacara kieu (Bere conto), Dina lambaran
kadua aya Sual Kahiji.

Dangukeun sing leres abdi rek maca sual kahiji.

SUAL KAHIJI

Ayeuna mangga buka lambaran katilu anu eusina
sual kadua sareng sual katilu,

SUAL KADUA

o o o = e e e - W m o e e = e = e S T e e e S MR e em M e



POKO EUST

Buka kartu kaopat

Sual Kaopat

(Lakukeun )
(langkah 1-3)

Katerangan
Panambah

(Bimbing responden

ngajawab hiji-hiji
katerangan panam-

bah, Bisa dibantu

ku anggota team)

Kumpulkeun kartu
sualan

Diskusi Umum
(Nu teu bisa nulis
pisahkeun)

Jalankeun diskusi
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EUSI NU DITEPIKEUN

Ayeuna mangga buka kartu kaopat,kartu paling
ahir. Eusina Sual Kaopat sareng katerangan
tambahan.

SUAL KAOPAT

- e o  m e R e e = e e e e e e e B e e e = S e = - -

KATERANGAN PANAMBAH :

Ieu katerangan panambah ngeunaan diri Bapa2/Ibu2
diperyogikeun kanggo kaperluan statistik,

Nami sareng alamat Bapa/Ibu henteu peryogi dise-
ratkeun. Jawabanana cekap ku Bapa2/Ibu2 diserat-
keun ku cara nyeratkeun tanda curek (¥) dina
tempat nu disadiakeun anu paling cocog, dihareu-
peun katerangan anu dimaksud.

Upami parantos, eta kartu-kartu sual ku abdi
bade dikempelkeun. Patlotna mah mangga bae candak
kanggo oleh-oleh.

e o - =y = . = R S e P e = R W e e e A e M e e R

Sadaya sual tos ditaroskeun sarta dijawab ku
Bapa/Ibu sadayana. Hatur nuhun.

Ayeuna kasempetan kanggo sual-jawab ngobrolkeun
hal-hal anu tadi didiskusikeun. Ka Bapa/Ibu anu
teu acan nyeratkeun jawabanana, mangga ngalih
tempatna.Tuturkeun bae abdi. Ieu diskusi teh
saterasna bade dipingpin ku ( ).

- e - e e = e e et e = e e - e = e AR e e Em B e e o e

Lamun diskusi geus anggeus atawa disetop sabab
waktuna beak, saacana dibubarkeun kudu ngucapkeun
nuhun heula ku sadiana responden hadir dina ieu
riungan sarta mikeun pamanggihna masing-masing.
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Table 1 to Table 17
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TABLE 1
LAND SIZE OF THE COMMUNITIES
BY TYPE, BY COMMUNITY
(In Hectares)

DESA DESA
KABUPATEN KECAMATAN KECAMATAN
LAND PURWAKARTA I II I 11
DRY LAND 37,242.4 3,204.9 6,640.3 475.1 559.8
RICE FIELD 16,468.8 1.731.0 6,652.0 36 466.5
PLANTATION 5,097.4 - 1,646 - -
FARM 4,938 - 137.5 - -
FOREST AND 22,526.8 1,693.9 7,030.6 - -
MOUNTAIN 22,526.8 1,693.9 7,030.6
WATER — -
RESERVOIR 8,866.5 h 46.1
ROAD 178 33.6 N
RIVER 174 / 307.1
OTHER 2,016.8 A - -
| TOTAL 97,508.7 6,663.5 18,589.7 511.1 1,026.3
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TABLE 2
POPULATION BY AGE, BY COMMUNITY
KABUPATEN KECAMATAN KECAMATAN DESA DESA

AGE PURWAKARTA I IT I II
0 - 4 49,088 4,944 5,790 154 505
5- 9 49,295 4,747 6,768 121 596
10 - 14 46,238 4,487 6,217 162 460
15 - 19 39,063 3,561 4,886 168 409
20 - 24 38,552 3,563 5,220 173 366
25 - 29 35,400 2,885 5,067 196 352
30 - 34 33,595 2,472 4,984 228 279
35 - 39 29,335 2,253 3,078 247 308
40 - 44 25,134 2,097 2,877 352 239
45 - 49 22,302 1,905 2,426 441 149
50 - 54 20,190 1,719 2,371 525 123
55 and over 25,729 1,620 3,236 594 276
TOTAL 413,941 36,175 52,928 3,361 4,062
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TABLE 3
POPULATION WHO WORK, BY OCCUPATION, BY COMMUNITY
KABUPATEN KECAMATAN KECAMATAN DESA DESA
OCCUPATION I II I II
FARMER -
LAND OWNER 64,431 6,046 8,863 215 815
FARMER -
LANDLESS 42,621 4,021 7,273 242 85
LABORER 57,791 10,491 7,260 284 192
ANIMAL HUSBANDRY/
FISHERY 7,790 573 975 75
HOME INDUSTRY 3,660 74 463 5 17 N
~1
TRADER 11,934 959 1,365 385 36 ©
CIVIL SERVANT 7,876 268 375 45 20
CARPENTER/
BRICKLAYER 3,300 210 662 30
TAILOR 1,420 74 294 14
BARBER 1,527 46 74 124 10
BLACKSMITH 86 5 3 -
MIDWIFE 254 26 41 \
OTHER SERVICES 6,907 695 392 / Jﬁ_32
TOTAL 210,103 23,518 28,083 1,375 1,259
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TABLE 4
POPULATION BY EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND, BY COMMUNITY
KECAMATAN KECAMATAN DESA DESA
EDUCATION KABUPATEN I Il I II
NOT IN SCHOOL* 179,995 16,887 30,509 1,526 2,974
COMPLETED
PRIMARY SCHOOL 175,229 17,547 17,734 1,385 784
COMPLETED
JUNIOR HIGH 44,625 11,535 3,944 391 281
[\
COMPLETED >
SENIOR HIGH 13,488 235 739 59 23
COMPLETED
ACADEMY (BA) 527 11 21 - -
COMPLETED
UNIVERSITY (MA)** 74 - 1 - -
TOTAL 413,941 36,173 52,928 3,261 4,062

* Includes persons with education less than primary school,
children in schools and children not yet in school.

** Several university graduates from these communities
were in residence in big cities.
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NUMBER OF SCHOOLS BY COMMUNITY
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KABUPATEN KECAMATAN KECAMATAN DESA DESA
SCHOOL PURWAKARTA I II I II
PRIMARY 277 57,822 18 4,761 31 6,102 2 499 2 02
1,704 106 125 11 13
JUNIOR HIGH 12 5,930 1 333 1 513 ~ A
229 11 16
SENIOR HIGH 8 3,375 _ _ _ \
123
HIGHER 2 221 _ \ _ \
36
RELIGIOUS/ 149 19,186 15 1,401 13 1,454 4 343 1 101
PRIMARY 469 36 27 6 3
RELIGIOUS/ 1 345 ~ 1 69 ~ A
SECONDARY 12 7
RELIGIOUS/ 5 456 g A ~ A
HIGHER 41
TOTAL 455 87,235 34 6,495 46 8,138 6 242 3 603
2,614 153 175 17 16
Coding:

No. of Schools ~—’£>j/////‘\\\ ](}‘\\\No. of Students
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TABLE 6
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ORIENTATION OF RESPONSES TO QUESTION #1:

INTERVIEW APPROACH VS GROUP APPROACH

Source Degrees Signifi-
of Sum of of Mean cance of
Variation Squares Freedom Square F F
Between .000 1 .000 .001 .976
(n.s.)
Within 4.734 92 .051
Total 4.734 93 .051
Variable N Mean
Interview Approach 37 1.05%
Group Apprecach 57 1.05

*1
2

nonmeans oriented
means oriented
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TABLE 7
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ONE-WAY ANOVA ON MEANS/NONMEANS
ORIENTATION OF RESPONSES TO QUESTION #3:
INTERVIEW APPROACH VS GROUP APPROACH

|
Source Degrees | Signifi-
of Sum of of Mean cance of
bariation Squares Freedom Square I F F
Between .060 1 .060 | .301 | .584
(n.s.)
Within 18.291 92 .199
Total 18.351 93 .197
Variable N Mean
Interview Approach 37 1.30 Eta = .06
Group Approach 57 1.25

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka




283

TABLE 8
ONE-WAY ANOVA ON MEANS/NONMEANS
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ORIENTATION OF RESPONSES TO QUESTION #4:
INTERVIEW APPROACH VS GROUP APPROACH

Source Degrees Signifi-
of Sum of of Mean cance of
Variation Sguare Freedom Square F F
Between .336 1 .336 1.364 .246
(n.s.)
Within 22.643 92 . 2456
Total 22.979 93 .247
Variable N Mean
Interview Approach 37 1.36 Eta = .12
Group Approach 57 1.40
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TABLE 9
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON GENERAL COMMUNITY NEEDS
(QUESTION #1) BY FUNCTION, BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

EDUCATION (in years)
COMMUNITY NONE 1-5 6-8 9-11 >11 TOTAL
NEED BY Yyrs Yyrs Yrs Yrs

FUNCTION = 87 n=164 n=210 n=101{ n=32 n=594

SUPPLY 18.4 | 24.4 | 24.3 | 16.8 | 15.6 21.7
2

PRODUCTION 1.1 1.8 4.3 4.0 6.3 3.2
3

MARKETING 1.1 0.6 1.0 3.0 3.1 1.3
PERSONAL 4

MAINTENANCE|12.6 12.2 7.6 4.0 3.1 8.8
HEALTH CARE 5

DELIVERY 2.3 1.8 4.3 2.0 0 2.7

GOVERNANCE °]10.3 13.4 15.7 20.8 | 34.4 16.2

EDUCATION | 4.6 4.9 2.9 9.9 3.1 4.9
8

RELIGIOUS 14.9 13.4 10.5 14.9 3.1 12.3
9

CULTURAL 1.1 1.2 3.3 4.0 6.3 2.7
LINKAGE: 10

Inward 31.0 18.3 13.3 12.9 15.6 17.3
LINKAGE: 11

Outward 0 1.2 0.5 2.0 0 0.8
LARGER 12

SYSTEM 2.3 6.7 12.4 5.9 9.4 8.1

TOTAL % }100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%

CODING: n = number of responses (not subjects)

o0
It

percentages are calculated from each column n

STATISTICS: X2 a.f. Significance; Lamda

73.739 44 .003 .039
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TABLE 10
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON GENERAL COMMUNITY NEEDS
(QUESTION #2), BY FUNCTION, BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

EDUCATION (in years)
COMMUNITY NONE 1-5 6-8 9-11 211 TOTAL
NEED BY yrs yrs vrs yrs
FUNCTION n-58 n=88 n=128 n=84 n=17 n=375
SUPPLY 1} 5.2 0.0 3.9 2.4 17.6 3.5
PRODUCTION2 46.6 64.8 47 .7 46.4 11.8 49.6
MARKETING 3| 8.6 2.3 0.8 0.0 0.0 | 2.1
PERSONAL 4
MAINTENANCE 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
HEALTH CARE |5
DELIVERY 0.0 0.0 2.3 2.4 11.8 1.9
6
GOVERNANCE 0.0 1.1 3.1 8.3 17.6 4.0
EDUCATION | 6.9 6.8 7.8 | 13.1 | 11.8 | 8.8
RELIGIOUS ©[10.3 8.0 5.5 9.5 0.0 7.5
CULTURAL °| 6.9 3.4 7.8 6.0 0.0 | 5.9
LINKAGE: 10
Inward 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
LINKAGE: 11
Outward 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
LARGER 12
SYSTEM 15.5 13.6 21.1 11.9 29.4 16.8
| TOTAL &% |100% 100% 100% 1008 100% 100%
CODING: n = number of responses (not subjects)
% = percentages are calculated from each column n
STATISTICS: &E d.f. Significance; Lamda
79.409 32 .0000 .027

Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka



Koleksi Perpustakaan Universitas Terbuka.pdf

286

TABLE 11
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON
COMMUNITY PRIORITY NEEDS (QUESTION #3)
AS CLASSIFIED BY FUNCTION, BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

EDUCATION (in years) |
COMMUNITY |NONE 1-5 6-8 9-11 11 | TOTAL
FUNCTION n=51 n=96 n=82 n=39 n=12 n=280
1
SUPPLY 17.6 15.6 14.6 15.4 25.0 lg.1
PRODUCTION 4 9.8 8.3 | 15.9 | 10.3 | 0.0 | 10.7
3
MARKET ING 5.9 3.1 1.2 0.0 0.0 2.5
PERSONAL 4
MAINTENANCE| 7.8 10.4 9.8 2.6 8.3 8.6
HEALTH CARE %
DELIVERY 0.0 2.1 1.2 0.0 0.0 1.1
6
GOVERNANCE 7.8 10.4 13.4 15.4 33.3 12.5
7
EDUCATION 3.9 7.3 2.4 10.3 8.3 5.7
8
RELIGIOQUS 17.6 17.7 13.4 10.3 0.0 14.6
9
CULTURAL 0.0 0.0 3.7 0.0 0.0 1.1
LINKAGE: 10
Inward 23.5 16.7 18.3 25.6 8.3 19.3
LINKAGE: 11
Outward 0.0 0.0 1.2 2.6 0.0 0.7
LARGER 12
SYSTEM 5.9 8.3 4.9 7.7 16.7 7.1
TOTAL % 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
CODING: n = number of responses (not subjects)
% = percentages are calculated from each column n
STATISTICS: §i d.£f. Significance; Lamda
41.356 44 (n.s.) .034
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TABLE 12
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON INDIVIDUAL PRIORITY NEED
(QUESTION #4) BY FUNCTION, BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

EDUCATION (in years)
COMMUNITY NONE 1-5 6-8 9-11 v 11 TOTAL
NEED BY yrs vrs yrs yrs
FUNCTION n=17 n=33 n=28 | n=13 n= 4 n=95
}
suPPLY  1/23.5 48.5 53.6 | 23.1 | 25.0 41.1
2 )
PRODUCTION 0.0 9.1 10.7 | 15.4 0.0 8.4
MARKETING > 3.6 0.0 | 0.0 1.1
PERSONAL ¢4
MAINTENANCE {47.1 33.3 17.9 15.4 25.0 28.4
HEALTH CARE
DELIVERY 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
6
GOVERNANCE 0.0 0.0 7.1 7.7 50.0 5.3
7
EDUCATION 5.9 3.0 0.0 7.7 0.0 3.2
8
RELIGIOUS 5.9 0.0 0.0 7.7 0.0 2.1
9
CULTURAL 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
LINKAGE: 10
Inward 5.9 0.0 3.6 0.0 0.0 2.1
LINKAGE: 11
Outward 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0
LARGER 12
SYSTEM 11.8 6.1 3.6 23.1 0.0 8.4
TOTAL % |100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
CODING: n = number of responses ( = subjects)

%

percentages are calculated from each column n

STATISTICS: §i d.f. Significance; Lamda

45.664 32 .05 .093
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TABLE 13
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON GENERAL COMMUNITY NEEDS
(QUESTION #1) BY GENERAL AREA, BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

COMMUNITY EDUCATION (in years)

NEEDS BY NONE 1-5 6-8 9-11 >11 TOTAL

AREA OF Vvrs vrs yrs Vrs

NEEDS N=87 n=164 n=211 n=101| n=32 n=595

INFRA 1

STRUCTURES |35.6 29.3 24,2 22.8 21.9 26.9

PUBLIC 2

BUILDINGS 24.1 20.7 15.2 12.9 6.3 17.1

AGRICUL- 3

TURAL 5.7 6.7 7.6 6.9 3.1 6.7

COMMUNITY 4

DEV'T ORG. 2.3 1.8 6.6 8.9 6.3 5.0
5

ECONOMIC 6.9 6.1 5.2 7.9 9.4 6.4
6

UTILITIES 1.1 5.5 7.1 2.0 3.1 4.7

HEALTH AND 7

WELFARE 13.8 12.8 9.5 9.9 6.3 10.9

TRAINED 8

Personnels 2.3 3.0 2.8 8.9 25.0 5.0
9

EDUCATIONAL| 5.7 6.1 11.8 12.9 12.5 9.6

DEVELOPMENT {10

IN GENERAL 2.3 7.9 10.0 6.9 6.3 7.6

TOTAL % }100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
CODING: n = number of responses (not subjects)

%

percentages are calculated from each column n

STATISTICS: X2 d.f. Significance; Lamda

75.989 36 .0001 .008
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TABLE 14
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON COMMUNITY PRIORITY NEEDS
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(QUESTION #3) BY GENERAL AREA, BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
COMMUNITY EDUCATION (in years)
NEEDS BY NONE 1-5 6-3 9-11 >11 TOTAL
AREA OF yrs Yrs Yyrs vrs
NEEDS n=51 n=96 n=8§2 n=39 n=12 n=280
INFRA 1
STRUCTURES {29.4 25.0 28.0 35.9 8.3 27.5
PUBLIC 2
BUILDINGS 21.6 20.8 17.1 5.1 0.0 16.8
AGRICUL- 3
TURAL 2.0 4,2 2.4 0.0 0.0 2.5
COMMUNITY 4
DEV'T ORG. 2.0 2.1 3.7 2.6 0.0 2.5
5
ECONOMIC 5.9 5.2 3.7 2.6 16.7 5.0
6
UTILITIES 0.0 2.1 6.1 5.1 0.0 3.2
HEALTH AND 7
WELFARE 7.8 14.6 6.1 5.1 8.3 9.3
TRAINED 8
Personnels 0.0 1.0 2.4 5.1 25.0 2.9
9
EDUCATIONAL |27.5 10.8 26.8 33.3 16.7 24.6
DEVELOPMENT
IN GENERAL 3.9 6.3 3.7 5.1 25.0 5.7
TOTAL 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
Coding: n = number of responses (not subjects)
$ = percentages are calculated from each column
STATISTICS: §i d.f. Significance; Lamda
62.578 36 .004 .031
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TABLE 15
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON COMMUNITY EDUCATIONAL NEEDS
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(QUESTION #2) BY GENERAL AREA, BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL
COMMUNITY .
EDUCATIONAL EDUCATION (in years)
NEEDS BY NONE 1-5 6-8 9-11 > 11 TOTAL
GENERAL yrs yrs yrs yrs
LEVEL n=>58 n=88 n=128 n=84 n=17 n=375
BASIC
EDUCATION 17.2 14.8 9.4 16.7 5.9 13.3
CULTURAL
EDUCATION 6.9 3.4 7.8 6.0 0 5.9
HEALTH AND
HOME ECO-
NOMIC
EDUCATION 15.5 38.6 29.7 22.6 29.4 28.0
VOCATIONAL/
SKILLS
EDUCATION 8.6 17.0 15.6 22.6 11.8 16.3
AGRICULTURAJ]
EDUCATION 39.7 20.5 27.3 15.5 29.4 25.1
BUSINESS
AND INDUS-
TRIAL
EDUCATION 10.3 4.5 2.3 4.8 0 4.5
OTHERS
(GENERAL) 1.7 1.1 7.8 11.9 23.5 6.9
TOTAL % {100% 100% 100% 100¢% 100¢% 100%
CODING: n = number of responses (not subjects)
% = percentages are calculated from each column n
STATISTICS: &i d.f. Significance; Lamda
50.815 24 .001 .031
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TABLE 16
CHI-SQUARE ANALYSIS ON INDIVIDUAL PRIORITY NEEDS
(QUESTION #4) BY GENERAL AREA, BY EDUCATIONAL LEVEL

COMMUNITY EDUCATION (in years)

NEEDS BY NONE 1-5 6-8 9-11 >11 TOTAL

AREA OF Vyrs Vvrs yrs Vyrs

NEEDS n=17 n=33 n=28 n=13 n= 4 n=95

INFRA

STRUCTURES 5.9 0.0 7.1 0.0 0.0 3.2

PUBLIC

BUILDINGS 5.9 0.0 0.0 7.7 0.0 2.1

AGRICUL~-

TURAL 0.0 3.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 1.1

COMMUNITY

DEV'T ORG. 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

ECONOMIC 29.4 42.4 50.0 23.1 25.0 38.9

UTILITIES 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.0

HEALTH AND

WELFARE 47.1 33.3 21.4 15.4 25.0 29.5

TRAINED

Personnels 0.0 0.0 3.6 7.7 50.0 4.2

EDUCATIONAL| 11.8 6.1 14.3 15.4 0.0 10.5 ]

DEVELOPMENT

IN GENERAL 0.0 15.2 3.6 30.8 0.0 10.5
TOTAL % | 100% 100% 100% 100% 100% 100%
CODING: n = number of responses (= number of subjects)

% = percentages are calculated from each column n
STATISTICS: §3 d.f. Significance; Lamda
48.991 28 .008 .100
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TABLE 17
SUMMARY OF THE FINDINGS

NULL HYPO-
THESIS AND BASIS FOR JUDGMENT (SIGNIFICANCE) DECISION
VARIABLE Q%1 Q#2 Q#lsa#2 Q#3 Q#4
#1 (Quantity .046 .007 .01s ‘- - rejected
#2 (Specificity) .0002 .004 - n.s .064 rejected
#3 (Means/Non-

means) n.s - - n.s n.s retained
$4(Type by

Function) n.s .017 - n.s n.s retained

(Type by area)| .004 .003 - n.s .05 retained*
#5(Time) rejected
_______________ e e e e e e e . ———— — = — —— — — —— = ——— —— == - —— = = ——
#6 (Quantity)/

Leader .05 n.s n.s - -~ partial
#7 (Quantity)/

Nonleader .10 .05 .01 - - partial
________________ L o e e e e e
#8 (Quantity) .001 .025 .001 - - rejected
#9 (Specificity) .07 .03 - n.s n.s retained
#10 (Means/Non-

means) n.s - - n.s n.s retained
#11 (Type~-Func-
tion) n.s n.s - n.s .03 partial

(Type-Area) n.s .0004 - .01 .09 partial
___________________________________________________ i S
#12 (Quantity) n.s .01 n.s - - partial
#13 (Specificity)|n.s n.s. - .01 n.s partial
#14 (Means/Non-

means) n.s n.s - .01 n.s partial
#15 (Type-Func-
tion) .000 .012 - .0002 .0004 reject**

(Type-Area) .0001 .005 - .0000 .003 reject**
#16 (Quantity) .005 n.s .015 - - partial
#17 (Specificity)!{n.s .03 - n.s n.s partial
#18 (Means/Non~

means) n.s - - n.s n.s retained
#19 (Type-Func-
tion) n.s .007 - .002 .014 partial

(Type-Area) n.s .000 - n.s n.s partial
#20 (Quantity) .012 .001 .001 - - partial***
#21 (Specificity){ n.s n.s - n.s .04 retained
#22 (Means/Non-

means) n.s - - n.s n.s retained
#23 (Type-Func-
tion) .003 .000 - n.s .05 retained*
(Type-Area) .001 .004 - .008 .001 retained*
CODING: Q = Question
n.s = Not significant
- = Not used to test the hypothesis
* = Relationship is very weak
** = Relationship is weak
*** = Not all means are different from each other
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Description of Table 17

Focus 1. Interview Approach Versus Group Approach

Of the five null-hypotheses, three were rejected and
two were retained. Data indicate that the interview
approach is different from the group approach on the basis
of quantity of responses, specificity of responses, and
time needed to conduct the assessment. Quantity of res-
ponse and time needed to conduct the assessment favored
the group approach. Specificity of response favored the
interview approach. The interview approach is not different
from the group approach on the basis of means/nonmeans
orientation and genre (type) of needs elicitied. Both

approaches yielded nonmeans-oriented responses.

Focus 2. Effect of Interview Approach and Group Approach

on Leaders and Nonleaders

Data and analyses for focus 2 indicate partial rejec-
tion of both of the null-hypotheses. For leaders, signifi-
cant interaction between the approach variable (leader-
only group approach, mixed leader/nonleader group approach,
and interview approach) and the quantity variable was only
shown for Question #1, and hence the null-hypothesis was
only partially rejected. For Question #1, general community
needs, the mixed leader/nonleader group approach (LNG)
yielded a significantly greater quantity of needs than
either the leader-only group approach (LG) or the interview

approach (LI). When asked about educational needs, there
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was no superiority among approaches for the leaders. For
nonleaders, significant interaction between the approach
variable and the guantity variable was shown on Question

#1, #2, and #1 and #2 combined. However, the T-test com-
paring pairs of approaches showed significant differences
only between the nonleader-interview (NI) and the nonleader-
only group approach (NG) and hence the null hypothesis was
only partially rejected. The nonleader-only group approach
yvielded a significantly greater quantity of needs than

the nonleader interview approach.

Focus 3. Comparison Between Leaders and Nonleaders

Of the four null-hypotheses, one was rejected, two
were retained and one was partially rejected. Data indicate
that the leaders generate a significantly greater quantity
of responses than nonleaders thereby rejecting null-
hypothesis #8. Leaders and nonleaders are not different
on specificity of response or means/nonmeans orientation
of response. Both leaders and nonleaders generate low
level of specificity of responses and nonmeans-oriented
responses, therefore retaining null-hypotheses #9 and #10.
Genre (type) of needs was different for leaders and non-
leaders only when asked Question #4 (self-needs). No
difference on the basis of genre of needs was found between
leaders and nonleaders for the other gquestions thereby

only partially rejecting null-hypothesis #11l.
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Focus 4. Comparison Between Desas

Of the four null-hypotheses, one was rejected and
three were partially rejected. Data indicate a signifi-
cant difference between Desa I and Desa II on the ranking
of needs according to genre. However, the rejection of
the hypothesis has weak predictive value. 1In terms of
quantity of response, specificity of response and means/
nonmeans orientation of response both desas yielded very
similar responses. However, a single question yielded
significant differences between desas for each of these
three dependent variables and hence the partial rejec-

tion of the three null-hypotheses.

Focus 5. Comparison Between Sexes

Of the four null-hypotheses, one was retained and
three were égrtially rejected. Data indicate no differ-
ence between male and female nonleaders on the basis of
means/nonmeans orientation of their responses. Both
groups yielded nonmeans-oriented responses. In terms
of quantity of responses, males yielded a greater quan-
tity on Question #1 and combined Question #1 and #2.
Males and females were not different on Question #2. 1In
terms of specificity, females yielded higher specificity
of responses on Question #2 with no difference between

males and females on the other questions. In terms of

genre of need, male and females had different rankings on
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Question #2, #3 and #4. There was no difference on Ques-

tion #1.

Focus 6. Comparison on the Basis of Educational Background

Of the four null-hypotheses, three were retained and
one was partially rejected. In terms of quantity of res-
ponse, Question #1 yielded quantities in direct relation
to level of education. Though Question #2 and combined
Questions #1 and #2 yielded differences in gquantity on the
basis on educational level it was not directly related.
However, it showed that six or more years of education
yielded a greater quantity of responses than less than six
years of education. This finding, therefore, only partially
rejects the null-hypothesis. Grouping subjects by
educational b ackground, however, yield no difference in
the specificity of response, means/nonmeans orientation
or response or genre of needs. Therefore the retention of

the three null-hypotheses.
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