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The two objective of the sutdy were (1) to find out eligible people’ s opinion
on direct election of the mayor and (2) to reveal the factors related to their opinion. The
sample group consisted of 241 eligible people whose name appeared in the house
registration certificate in the Tambon Ruesao municipal area, Ruesao District, Narathiwad
Province. A questionnaire used to gather the data was composed of three parts. The first
part concerned the respondents’ bio — social information, namely, sex, age, religion,
education, occupation, income, media from which information was spread, frequency of
receiving information, and the past voting behavior. The second part measured the
respondents’ knowledge and understanding of direct election of the mayor. The third part
dealt with the respondents’ opinion on direct election of the mayor. This part covered four
aspects : opinion on election according to democracy, opinion on the mayor’s
administration, his canvass, and his popularity among local people. The hypotheses were
tested by using t—test, One —way ANOVA and Pearson Correlation.

The findings were summarized below :

1. Bio — social factors of the sample. About 55.2% of the respondents were
male. The average age was 34.0. About 51.0% were Buddhists. About 46.5% eamed a
Bachelor’s degree or equivalent. About 34.0% were government workers or state enterprise
employees. About 43.2% had a monthly income of lower than 7,000 baht. About 58.1%
received news of local politics from television. About 34.0% got access to related news or

information less than once a week. In the last election of the mayor, most of them, or
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82.2% , went to vote because they wanted to use their right and to have a good person
to develop the locality. One reason given by those who did not go vote was that their
hometown was outside the municipality and another reason was that their age did not
reach 18 years old.

2. As a whole, the respondents were found to have a moderate knowledge
and understanding about direct election of the mayor.

3. Also, the respondents had a moderately positive opinion on dirct election of
the mayor, both as a whole and in individual aspects except canvass, their opinion on
which was highly positive. When individual items of the opinion scale were considered, it
could be concluded that people wanted a mayor with the following characteristics :
sincerity, high responsibility, friendliness, and transparency.

4. The factors significantly related to the people’s opinion on direct election of
the mayor were gender, age, income, and knowledge and understanding about direct
election of the mayor. That is, male respondents had a more positive opinion on it than
female ones. Older people had a more positive opinion on it than younger ones. Those
with a higher income had a more positive opinion on it than those with a lower income.
Moreover, knowledge and understanding about direct election of the mayor significantly had
a more positive relationship with the opinion on directs election of the mayor.

The researcher made the following recommendations. (1) Government agencies,
local government organizations or local administrators should provide people, especially
female, young, and lower income ones, with important political news and information, such
as political reform, change of local government forms, especially direct election of the
mayor so that people would have a better knowledge and understanding. (2) Candidates

for the position of mayor should develop themselves to have the right qualifications

required by community people.





