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This study aimed at analyzing contents, writers, and sources of
reference of articles in cultural periodicals, 1979-1986. The three hyp®theses
were : 1) the content presented mostly in institution 2) the writers mostly
were authorities 3) sources of reference mostly were primary sources.
Population of the research were 1951 articles in 3 cultural periodicals named
W athanatham-Thai, Muang Boran, and Sinlapa-Wathanatham.

The results of this study were that Wathanatham-Thai presented the
content mostly in the institution which relevant- to the first hypothesis.
Muang Boran presented the content mostly in art; cultural history; cultural
creation successively. Sinlapa-W athanatham presented the content mostly in
history and archaeology; language and literature; psychology successively.
In dividing the content of articles by year, it was found that in 1979-1986,
the content was mostly in art; in 1982-1985, the contents were mostly in history
and archaeology; and in 1986 was cultural development. Most of the writers were
authorities which relevant tO the second hypothesis. The writers graduated from
bachelor degree to doctoral degree. The position of the writers were teachers,
government officials, researchers, writers and editors, cultural personnels,
and others. Moreover, ohe sources of reference were secondary sources, mostly
in books, articles, reports on archaeological excavation, which irrelevant tO

the third hypothesis.
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