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Abstract

This research was inteaded: (1) to investigate the
relationships bekween the factors affecting the rural
villagers to have a labtrine for every household and
household heads? opinions toward rural villages in Pattani
Province of having a latkrine for every household; (2) to
find the good predictors of opinions toward every rural
village household to have a latrine; (3) to construct a
good predictive equation of household heads? opinions
toward a rural village of having a lakrine; (4) to
investigate the average construction cost of a latrine;
and (5) to investigate problems of latrine construction
in village household.

Through a proporbional stratified random sampling
method, the subjects were drawn From household heads in 239
rural villages oukside bthe municipality of Muang District
and in the sub-district municipalities in Pattani Province.

The instrument for the data collection was an interview

{5



questionnaire with fixed alternatives. Data were analvzed
Lhrough spss/ec’ computer programne using percentage,
arithmetic mean, standard deviation, Pearson Preduct-
Moment Correlation Coefficient, and Stepwise Multiple

Regression Analysis.

The results indicafed that:

1. The highest educational attainmeal of the
household heads (X ), frequency of travelling to other
villages (x,’, family characteristics (X,), health
education (X,), and controlling messure (X ) were not
significantly related to the household heads’ opinions
towards having a latrine in every household (Y».

2. The revolving funds for sanitation purposes
(x,) were the main factor negatively related to the
household heads® opinions toward having a latrine in every
household (Y.

3. The revolving funds for sanitation purposes
(x,> was the best predictor in predicting the household
heads® opinions toward having a latrine in every househkold.

4, The predictive of the household heads® opinions
tovard having a Iakrine in every household, equations as
unstandardized scores, were:

~

Y

il

2.5482 - 0.1197 {Xo)
and Z = - 0.1745 (X
5. The average consbtruction cost of a labrine

was 3,441.58 baht.
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6., Five important problems reported by the subjects
for not having a latrine in the household included : Lack
of monetary fund (55.7%) seasonal floods (13.1%), waiting
for a loan fund (11.5%), lack of water (8.2%), and waiting
to build a good house as well as having uncertain right

over the land (5%).



