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ABSTRACT

The objectives of the research were to survey the participation of people 1t the
administration of Ban Due Sub-District Municipality, Muang District, Maha Sarakbam
Province, o investigate the factors affecting the public participation in the administration,
and to find some useful suggestions for the public participation in the administration. The
samples were three hundred and ceventy three villagers in Ban Due Qyub-District Municipality
who had a voting right. Taro Yamane method was employed for the sample size, and the
T samples were selected by gystematic sampling technique. The instrument was 2 questionnaire

with .82 seliability index. The statistics used were frequency, percentage, meatl, standard

deviation, and hypothesis testing with multiple linear regression analysis.

Results of the research were a8 follows;

1. The finding showed that the average level of the public participation in the
administration was moderate. Four moderate- level- items of the participaﬁon were public
intevest, administration, making decision, and evaluation respectively.

9. The findings showed that the education, social status and public relations
signiﬁcanﬂy affected the public participation ai the .05 jevel. The index of the coefficient was
118, .060 and 09 respectively. The index of the regression coefficient Was 018, .191 and
137 respectively- The study showed that the percentage of the variance in the public

participaﬁon was signiﬁcanﬂy 32% at the 01 level R = 323, F= 8.187).



3. Regarding the suggestions, they are concluded that peopte should be provided
an opportunity to evaluate all projects of the sub-district municipality, to check the
transparency of the administration and to participate in solving problems, planning focal
development,. The professional training courses should be regularly organized for people in

community especially the importance of public participation.



