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ABSTRACT

The objectives of this independent study were to survey the factors in making
decision on local major election of people in Dongling Sub-District Municipality, Kamalasai
District, Kalasin Province, to compare the factors in making decision on local mayor election,
and find some useful suggestions for the major election. The samples were three hundred
thirty eight people in Dongling Sub-District Municipality. They were selected by using
Yamane method and simple random sampling technique. The instrument was a questionnaire
with .96 reliability index. The statistics used were frequency, mean, percentage, standard
deviation and One-way ANOVA.

Results of the research were as follows:

1. The finding showed that the average level of the opinions of the people towards
tile factors in making decision on local mayor election was moderate (i =323 ;8D.=.60).
One high level of the factor was quality and personality of the candidates (X=3.76;SD.=
.69). Two moderate levels of the factors were election campaign (X=3.38;S.D.=.70) and
election corruption campaign (X=2.56;S.D.=1.06). )

2. The finding showed that the average opinion of the voters towards the factors in
making decision on the mayor election regarding their educational background was not
significantly different at the .05 level. However, the opinion of the villagers towards the
qualities and personality of the candidates regarding the different educational background
was significantly different at the .05 level, and the opinion of the villagers towards the

factors regarding the incomes was significantly different at the .05 level,



3. Inregard to the suggestion, it is concluded that the public hearing should be
organized for the candidates to show their vision, mission and also policy through various
channels. Voters should realize the rights in politics including the knowledge and leadership

of the candidates. The candidates should be a responsible, sincere and kind person,



