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- Abstract

The principal objective of the study of the Senate election behaviors of B.E. 2551 (2008
A.D.): Trang Province was to study the general atmosphere, the knowledge and understanding of
behavioral patterns, and the movement of various sectors concerned with the Scnate election of
Trang Province on March 2, B.E. 2551, so that the findings of the study can be used to suggest an
approach to further adjustment of the election process and the selection of senators. The
researcher employed for data collection the methods of documentary study, on-site observation,
interview, and photographic recording. The data so obtained were compiled and analyzed, and
were presented by means of descriptive analysis.

The principal findings were as follows. Although the Constitution decrees that a candidate
for the Senate is forbidden involvement in politics, the vote base of the political party that a
candidate had once belonged to was still the major factor to help the candidate win in an election.
The atmosphere of the Senate election of Trang Province as a whole was rather subdued for
several reasons, for example, the public’s disenchantment with politics, with politicians, and with
the Government, the lackluster qualifications of the candidates, absence of novelty of vote-petting
tactics, plus the fact that the public relations tactic and the election campaigning adopted by the
Election Commission ran into problems and failed to attract participation. The election policy of
the Government played an important role in awakening interest and bringing forth cooperation in
public relations and campaigning for the eclection by various sectors, thus affecting the
atmosphere of the election. Nevertheless, most voters reported that they had exercised their
voting right mainly out of a sense of duty and because of their right as citizens. In the
implementation of this election, there were young people from some schools taking part as scouts
attached to the Election Commission as well as a network of radio stations to report on the
atmosphere of election units near home. This was a good opportunity for our future citizens to
gain experience and cultivate a positive sense of democracy. For the selection of senators, it was
found that no ene was elected, principally because the candidates’ reputations and records were
neither known nor accepted widely at the national level, and because the securing of names for
the selection in some organizations was not subjected to a systematic screening process. Several
organizations took some names for senatorial candidates as favors done because those nominating

them either knew or could contact someone who knew the head of such an organization.






