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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to study and compare the public opinion toward the
operating of the Borabue Municipality, Borabue district, Mahasarakham province classified
by their education and village including their suggestion about operating of the Borabue
Municipality. The sample in this study was the people eligible voters whose names appeared
in the registration at the Borabue Municipality, Borabue district area consist of 303 persons;
they were selected by the simple random sampling.. The instrument used for collecting data
was the five ratting scale questionnaire with reliability at .96 levels. The statistics for analysis
were Frequency distribution, Percentage, Mean and Standard Deviation. Testing the
hypothesis by F-test (One-Way ANOVA), if it found difference, it’1l be test by the LSD
(Least Significant Difference) method with statistical significant at .05 levels.

The research results were found as fellows;

1. The public opinion toward the operating of the Borabue Municipality,
Borabue district, Mahasarakham province as a whole was in the fairly levels, considering
each aspect found that there were in the good levels for 2 aspects, in the fairly levels for 2 and
in the overhaul for 2 as well, sorting the arithmetic mean from highest to lowest; the
infrastructure development, the water resource development, the human and social
development, the economic development, the politic and administration development and the
environment and natural resource respectively.

2. The comparison result of the public opinion toward the operating of the

Borabue Municipality, Borabue district, Mahasarakham province; classified by their



education found that a whole and the aspect of the human and social development, the
economic development, the infrastructure development, the water resource development and
the environment and natural resource were differently with statistical significant at .05 levels.

3. Classified by their village found that as a whole and the aspect of the
infrastructure development and the water resource development were differently with
statistical significant at .05 levels,

4. The suggestion was found that; should add school supplies to children, should
establish community store, should solve the flooding problems in some areas, should salt
solution, should focus on public service more quickly, and water resources should be

developed as a tourist attraction.



