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ABSTRACT

The field trials evaluation for knowledde of accident
prevention betwean the groups publicizing (experiment group) and
non-publicizing (control Sroup) were carried out in two purposively
selacted cantons of Amphur Yansgtalard, Kaiasin Province Huring
January 1989 throush December 1930, Sample in each group, exy3riment
and control, was comprised of 150 households from 2 villages ‘of gach
canton i.e., Tambon Ummou and Tambon Yangtalard, respectively. The
experiment group was publicized for acc{danb prevention by us{ng

" medias such as leaflets, posters, radioc record and song promoting
accident pfevention.

Between the Lwo groups,‘thé mean scare knowleddge on road

traffic accident and electric accident prevention showed statistically



significance difference (p=0.001 anle.OlB. respectively). The mean
score knowledge on insecticide /pestigida accident prevention was not
statistically significance (p=0.300),. ‘

In the comparison of accident ‘occurrence between expérimanb
-and contral sroup, the results indicated that there were wo
significance difference in Lhe 6ccurrance of accidents due to road
‘tfaffic and electric shock (p=0,5028, 0.3978 respectively). Moreover,
insecticide /pesﬁicide accident occurrence of the experimental group
on pretestin¥ showed incidence rate 1.53 /1000 population 'and on
posttesting showed 4.53/1000 population. In control dgroup on
prebestins showea incideﬁce rate 3.73/1000 population but on
posttesting the accident was not éccured. The stétistical undef inded
for bath sroﬁps. In addition, there were combinded variablgs between
electric shock and insecticide /pesticide. The results indicated
that there were no significance gifference in the gccurrence
of accidént (p=0.1277).

According ‘to‘ the research finding indicated that the
" sample sgroups had na difference of knowledged on insecticide /
pesticide accident prevention, moreo%er, they had no difference on
Lhree tUypes of‘accident occurence. [t is sugygest that the health
officers ousht to have publiciziﬁg phat and should be a continuirg
process. But this activity needs co-cperationms, participation of
‘Comaunity and stimulations from the health officers. However the
publicizing should distribute information and appropriéte to the

other group for all people in general as well,



