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Abstract

The objectives of this research are. - 1) to study the problems in the operation of
procurement and supplies management; 2) to compare the knowledge and understanding about
the Government Procurement and Supplies Management Act B.E. 2560 and 3) to compare
efficiency of supplies management in the Division of Building and Ground of Mahasarakham
University.

The samples used in the research included high-level, middle-level, entry-level
executives, procurement workers and 266 other people. The instrument used in this research
was a questionnaire. The statistics used to analyze the data were mean and standard deviation,
and Pearson’s correlation analysis. The results showed that the level of knowledge and
understanding of the Government Procurement and Supplies Management Act B.E. 2560 was
low in all 5 aspects, while the level of Efficiency of Supplies Management of Staff was at a
moderate level. A comparison of cognitive levels of The Government Procurement and Supplies
Management Act B.E. 2560 was found to be at a low level. The Efficiency of Supplies
Management Advantage was found to be moderate and the results of a study of cognitive
relationships the Government Procurement and Supplies Management Act B.E. 2560 and the
efficiency of Supplies management. The Efficiency of Supplies Management Advantage was
found to be statistically significantly correlated at 0.01 with a correlation coefficient (r) equal to
- 0.615, This indicates that the two variables had a high level of negative inverse correlation.
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Table 1
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Jouaz 1.88 @AUR1AU (Table 1)

The number and percentage of subjects classified by the cognitive test scores.

The government procurement and supplies administration act B.E. 2560 (n=266)

Knowledge and understanding about the government Number of people Percentage
procurement and supplies administration Act B.E. 2560
Highest cognitive level (17 points ) 17 6.39
High cognitive level (15-16 points) 5 1.88
Medium cognitive level (11-14 points) 13 4.89
Low cognitive level (lower than 10 points) 232 87.22
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Table 2 Average standard deviation of efficiency level of property management supplies

division Mahasarakham University of the sample.

N= 266
Efficiency of supplies management of the building division level
% (S.D)
Demand planning 2.87 0.618 intermediate
Supply findings 3.08 0.652 intermediate
Supply control 3.11 0.734 intermediate
Maintenance 3.1 0.712 intermediate
distribution of supply 2.88 0.777 intermediate
Total 3.01 0.700 intermediate
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Table 3 The comparison of efficiency in procurement management and knowledge and

understanding about government procurement and supplies administration Act

B.E. 2560 classified by personal factors

Independent variable Statistics value Sig. result
Type of personnel F-test 38.63* 0.00 accept the hypothesis
Education F-test 42.74* 0.00 accept the hypothesis
Work experience F-test 2.74 0.07 reject the hypothesis
Work experience related to the procurement t-test -15.56* 0.00 accept the hypothesis

management process

* statistically significant level 0.05
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0.05 (Table 4)

Table 4 The comparison of efficiency levels of parcel management classified by personal

factors.
Independent variable Statistics value Sig. result
Type of personnel F-test 41.61* 0.00 accept the hypothesis
Education F-test 26.92* 0.00 accept the hypothesis
Work experience F-test 8.77* 0.00 accept the hypothesis

* statistically significant level 0.05



44 : Journal of Organizational Innovation & Culture :

Volume 14 Issue 1 January-June 2023

6. IATTRANMVFUANUTIZRI19AY
fmwvﬂ’ﬂﬁ]Lf’ﬁ"mﬁ'uwniwﬁ'zynj@mﬁ@%a
FTNUILMITUINITNEYNIAT .. 2560 MU
ﬂi”aﬂﬁmwmsmmimuwamaaﬂaamms
FOTUA WININFINIENTAN

PMNNMIANH NUINMITIATIEAUTAS
ANMNFNABTITNINIUTZENTAIWAITUIHS
muﬁamaaﬂaammsamuﬁ VAANLIRY
ummsmﬂﬂmw mmmmmmmﬂa
Aafumnse iwummmmswmamma 1Y
mm‘iwa@mmﬁ W./. 2560 A1 sig. 0.00
Fateunin 0.01 LR RUTRREVe R EETIERRNY
msmmimuwaqmaoﬂaommiamu‘n

UAINYIRVURIFITANY AANMUFTUANWTA
mwmmmmﬂmnmnuws‘viwummmmi
Sadaiuas miusmiwa@mma W.e. 2560
amwuﬂmﬂmmmmmwmu 0.01 lasiidn
Fuls NS aNaURLE (1) AL -0.615 Laas
énusssesdnnuduRusuuunnluma
auluswmum LLa(ﬂ\‘l’)’l@]’JLLﬂiﬂ‘i“’fS{“ﬂﬁﬂ’]Wﬂ’]‘i
mmimuwamaqﬂaammiamm Jau

ﬁNW%ﬁﬂUﬂ’J’]Niﬂ’J’]NLTWITﬂLﬂ HINUNIZIND

£

UEUZU@]ﬂ’]i‘ﬂ@]‘IiE]ﬁ]@]ﬁ]’]x‘lﬂ’“lﬂiﬁ W.¢. 2560 Va3

o

qﬂmﬂﬂmv@uqa %GUGN?UNNN@E"I%‘Y]@]GVL’]
(Table 5)

Table 5 The relationship between the knowledge and understanding of the government

procurement and supplies management act B.E. 2560 Mahasarakham University

Knowledge and understanding of the government procurement

Efficiency of supply management

and supplies management act B.E. 2560

Sig. Relationship level
demand planning -622" .000 High
material procurement -593" .000 Intermediate
parcel control -546" .000 Intermediate
maintenance -.549" .000 Intermediate
material disposal -.607" .000 High

Total -615" .000 High

** statistically significant level 0.01
* statistically significant level 0.05
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