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ABSTRACT

The objectives of the independent study were to survey the voting behavior of people
of mayor election in Pornsawan Sub-District Administration Organization, Selaphum
District, Roi-Et Province and to analyze the factors affecting their decision in the election.
The sample subjects were 329 villagers who had political election right in Pornsawan
Sub-District Administration Organization, Selaphum District, Roi-Et Province. The research
instrument was a rating-scale questionnaires. The data were analyzed by the computer
program. The research statistics used were percentage, mean, standard deviation, Pearson

correlation Coefficiency, Cronbach’s Alpha coefficient and Chi-square.

The results found are as follows:

1. According to the data, it was found that people made a final decision in election
of their favorite candidate immediately when they knew the name of political candidates.
They always voted for their favorite candidate who worked efficiently for them as a member
of the administrative committee. The people usually knew the political news from public
relations board and handbill.

2. The research finding indicated that the average opinion of the people towards the

factors affecting the decision was moderate (32 = 3,39). The highest-level opinion was the



quality of candidates (i = 3.94), election campaign (i = 3,54), public relations (_)E = 3.31),
smhlmhﬁm(i=2ﬁ&.

3. The finding indicated that the period of the decision significantly related to the
campaign, the public relation and the social relation at the .05 level. Whereas, the decision
did not significantly related to the quality of the candidates. The change of the decision
significantly related to the campaign, the public relation and the social relation at the.05 level.
Whereas, the change did not significantly relate to the quality of the candidates at the .05

level,



