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The purpose of this study was to examine and to compare the structural relationship
model of the causal factors affecting perception of campus image and participative behavior with
university social responsibility of nine hundred and seventy two students in Rajabhat University,
Rattanakosin sector. The sample group was derived from simple random sampling were four
hundred and seventy eight volunteer club members, and four hundred and ninety four non-
volunteer club members. The data collected by a set of questionnaires with eight sections. The
Cronbach's Alpha coefficient of the measures ranged from .95 to .97. The hypothesized models
were examined by LISREL.

The research results were as follows: 1) The hypothesized structural equation model of
the causal factors affecting perception of campus image and the participative behavior with
university social responsibility was adjusted, resulting the level of goodness of fit indices with ¥ ? =
422.66, df = 165 (p = .00), X% 1df = 2.562, CFl = 1.00, SRMR = 0.037, and RMSEA = 0.040. The
perception of campus image was found to be the highest direct predictor of participative behavior
with university social responsibility (£ = .72), all causal variables could accounted for sixty
percent of the variance of participative behavior with university social responsibility. The
perception of university support was found to be the highest direct predictor of perception of
campus image ([ = .45), all causal variables could account for sixty two percent of the variance
of perception of campus image. 2) There was a difference between the structural relationship
model of the causal factors affecting perception of campus image and participative behavior with
university social responsibility between volunteer club members and non-volunteer club members.
The direct effect of religious affiliation on perception of campus image revealed differences,
indicating that the effects of the volunteer club members group were higher. However, the latent
means of religious affiliation and public consciousness among the group of non-volunteer club

members were higher than those of volunteer club members.



