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ABSTRACT

The irrigation management for agricultures project in Hua Dong Sub-district
Administration Organization (SAO), Muang District, Phichit Province has been transfer
power from the Ministry of Sciences. SAO manages the project by having people to be a
part of it. The outcome is satisfied as SAO was awarded from Phra Pok Khlao Institute in
the year 2008. This study aims to investigate the relationship between social capital and
public participation in irrigation management in Hua Dong SAQ. Social capital is divided
into 3 aspects which are 1) Community network 2) Norms of reciprocity and 3) Trust.
The public participation of member in irrigation management is divided into 4 aspects
which are 1) Making decision 2) Processing 3) Benefit receiving and 4) Evaluation and
Examining, respectively. This research employs both gquantitative and qualitative
methods. The instrument used in this research is the questionnaire and interviews by
having project members as sample groups. The results of quantitative method are
analyzed by a descriptive statistics method, and inferential statistics method for finding
the different value by using Z-test, and One-way ANOVA. As regard to qualitative

method, information from the interviews are categorized and analyzed to support the



findings from the questionnaire to explain deeper about the relationship between the two
concepts.

The study finds that social capital, norm of reciprocity, and trust of the
respondents are shown in the high level. However, as regards to the respondents’
community network, it is shown in the middle level. The project’s public participation of
members in every aspect is high. By focusing on the relationship between social capital
and public participation, it is found that 1) the community network does not relate to the
public participation in any aspect, 2) norms of reciprocity relate to the public
participation in the opposite direction in every aspects except the benefit receiving which
shown in the same direction, 3) trust relates the same direction to the public participation
in every aspect. Moreover, it is discovered that the public participation in evaluation and
examining aspects are shown in the lowest level. Therefore, the opportunity should be
open by SAO for the public in evaluate and examine the project. It is hoped that by
having public participation in project’s transparency and sustainability could be

enhanced.



