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ABSTRACT

The objective of this independent study were to investigate the opinions of people
toward the garbage management of Nachueak Sub -District Municipality, Nachueak District,
Maha Sarakham Province, to compare the opinion of people toward the garbage management
classifie by villages, and to suggestions for the garbage management of Nachueak Sub -
District Municipality, Nachueak District, Maha Sarakham Province. The samples were used
308 family leaders from five communities in Nachueak Sub - District Municipality,
Nachueak District, Maha Sarakham Province. The instrument was a questionnaire with a
.938 reliability . The data analyzed by percentage, frequency, mean, standard deviation and
analysis of variance the F-test (One-way ANOVA).

Results showed :

1. The overall opinions of people toward the garbage management of
Nachueak Sub-District Manicipality, Nachueak District, Maha Sarakham Province as high
levels (X =4.05, $.D. = .49). The four high rated items of the garbage management were
decreasing the garbage amount (X =4.29,8.D.= 910) , garbage disposal (X =4.01,
S.D. =.73), garbage transportation (X =3.97, 8.D. = .87), recycle of waste materials
(X =3.96,8.D.=.59). '

2. The people opinions compare toward the garbage management regarding
the different villages was different at the .05 level of the statistical significance. The opinions

of people toward decreasing the garbage amount and recycle of waste materials were



different at the .05 level of the statistical significance. Conversely, the opinion of people
toward garbage transportation not different.

3. The suggestions of garbage management were , the five most frequent
suggestions arc campaign of knowledge of garbage and recycle of waste materials (£=28),
number of garbage collectors and bins (f = 27), campaign of using cloth bags and garbage
classification (f = 24), establishing a garbage center and recycle of waste materials center

(f = 20) and setting exact time and date of garbage collection (f= 19).




