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ABSTRACT

This research aimed at studying 1} public knowledge and participation in
Public Works Department's maintenance of rural roads in Kalasin province,

2) comparison of their knowledge and participation in relation to sex, ages,
educational levels and occupations, 3) forms and methods of rural roads
maintenance utilized by Public Works Department. Subjects for this study were 399
household leaders or next to leaders in Kalasin Province selected through a multi-
staged random sampling, quota random sampling, and accidental random
sampling. The instrument used for collecting data was a researcher-constructed
questionnaire with 0.87 reliabifity. Data were analyzed by using the SPSS for
Windows and the statistics used were percentage, mean, standard deviation, t-test,
and one-way ANOVA, with the significance determined at the 0.05 level.

The study revealed that public knowledge regarding maintenance of rural
roads in Kalasin under Public Works Department was at a moderate level.
Comparisons of their knowledge regarding maintenance of rural roads among
different sex, age, educational level, and occupation groups showed that different
age groups had different levels of knowtedge, with the significance determined at

the 0.05 level. However, among different sex, educational level and occupation



groups it was found that the levels of their knowledge were insignificantly different at
the 0.05 level. In terms of public participation in maintenance of rural roads,

the study found that the level of participation was at a low level. Comparisons of
public participation among different groups -— sex, age, educational ievel and
occupation — revealed that the levels of their participation were insignificantly
different at the 0.05 level.

Regarding forms and methods of rural road maintenance, subjects
suggested that government support should be provided in terms of budget
allotments, and that local administrative organizations should be in charge of
maintenance of asphalt roads, while concerned government agencies provide
necessary materials to be utilized by the public. it was also suggested that local
centers be set up to control utilization of asphalt roads. The public and concerned
government agencies should work co-operatively in the maintenance of asphalt

roads.



