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Abstract

The main objective of this study is to investigate the relationships among modernization, cognitive engagement and social capital
and people’s political participation on making self-management charter in Nor-Or Sub-district, Si Satchanalai District, Sukhothai
Province. As a quantitative study, a face-to-face survey and a questionnaire were utilized as the main tools for the investigation in this
study. The selection of respondents for the survey was restricted to people of voting age (18 years old and older) who were registered
in Nor-Or Sub-district. The 377 samples were selected by employing multi-stage sampling. Statistical Package for the Social Sciences
was utilized for data analysis. It is discovered that modernization and cognitive engagement do not have any relationship with people’s
political participation. In contrast, the findings suggest a strong evidence of a link between social capital and people’s political
participation on making self-management charter. Additionally, the study revealed that, trust in incumbent and interpersonal trust, as
components of social capital, played the strongest role on promoting people’s political participation on making self-management
charter. The results of this study could be used to provide some practical strategies for making Thai public policy. It can be suggested
that all levels of government must demonstrate an innovation or mechanism in checking performance of all incumbents. In addition,
social safety networks must be created by all members of society. This will allow people to present higher level of trust in incumbent

and interpersonal trust, which in turn, may encourage them to participate more in all levels of politics.
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BneuaInguaag ez il N = 6,336 /1 + 6,336
(0.05)%= 376.24 %38 377 AU (ﬁmﬂu%’aﬂax 5.95
2p9Useng viseUsanuioas 6 ﬂmﬂi:mnsﬁmm)
Fanannmsgudaduuylaslivarasuaau dail
swazdaadaluil

Bumauil 1 ﬂ’]’iéjﬁ\lLLUULLﬂQ%UQﬁWWNﬁﬂE‘hu
(Proportionate Stratified Sampling) lagg33eladmnue
T landnudssmnseesudasuytou las
fvua linnvdihusisaungualsdiunnuiseas
6 289 IUNGUGIBENTIVNG

Bupond 2 maguaegNuuLland (Quota Sampling)
iivadaniwrnauazwandiielilddayailiionu
andnoiennwATaINgudIai Tasiingasdan
muman eeluil

manii 1 Snunguisdluudasnithuresessdmsuimsduduanuesda

o 4 .1 Mmnulszang Innungucian
WQJ‘VI wamdmu = =

INAZIY LNABEN N WA LNAKN NN
1 thuthens 422 386 808 25 24 49
2 thuaaasthnin 365 400 765 22 24 46
3 thumuaeds (v 3) 238 259 542 17 16 33
4 thumuaeds (v 4) 426 492 918 26 29 55
5 thumeiiae (WY 5) 464 457 921 28 27 55
6 thumeiiae (W 6) 414 468 882 26 27 53
7 TUAENS 382 338 720 21 25 43
8 thuthedu 154 168 322 9 10 19
9 fhinhuigWenn 215 243 458 13 14 27
T 2,658 2,811 3,663 185 195 380
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wumauil 3 MIguFIBINUULIAIZIY (Purposive
Sampling) HIFBLdRNMLHUMSEDNGIUNUATIGEY
wsnzaudazdnauunaeluudaznity Taguis
sausnlaslyiinasiniEeu 5 nausn (Fedinamn
il 5 thumedesifisnulssnnsnniige i
UG aUIAY 256 ATIEeu Aally 4.6 N
wialszan 5 whassngudageiidasns) ald
ASI50U 5 BAIUINUAINNNMIMUUATHEASIS DY
wazhmssuamni@anaGauvawsniiaiiueiiGeu
Whnang nuwandeuazinaneianinsad
dunuesndouiignidanasldiumaieseliney
UUUFDUDIN mﬂqﬂﬂaﬁv’uﬂﬁtaﬁﬁaﬂﬁmm%wﬁa
w’%alu'mminmauﬁmmlé’tﬂ%aéuhﬁwsﬁmmqwa
Tofony sndnluaiFousiu g Adhuwedefuiu
yanarhutiuuazfgamnidmuiigiseldmvunlias
gnieowaliiilugasuuuusaumuuny wazmnlaififle
fiflnaaniadmnangiteadanfudayennyaaasy
TunsiBausaly isgeumuandnyasaiiEeuusn
ufdnsseesiSauludn 5 wé’mﬁa‘lﬁlﬁﬂéuﬁmﬂw
audall uaznssruuiidalauldinnungudasi

ey
ASUMNNABINS
MIATEHHANITINE

6398 la 1FlUsunsuds5agy Statistical Package for

u

the Social Sciences (SPSS) lagl#adanssauninams

aiﬂmwsamauﬁmﬁu 1oéun A1 Sae@y (Percentage)
wasmM3Iauulingarunaiy (Descriptive Statistics)
uaﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁaumu (Inferential Statistics) Lﬁﬂimuﬂ’li
NAFUFNNAFY FesnanlFlausmsnaaauan (f-test)
waz MANLANIMs0nnae (Regression Analysis)

HANISANE

pamadauanndgIui 1 anuaialmiiang
duiusiumsiidusneslssnmulumsiavhsssnyay
MIANNITOULDIVBN DU WUBNDD DIUNDAITTUINE
Rndaglane

dwdsaase laun anvadalmigeiiasdlsznau
loun seaumsanmn (Highest Educational Attainment:
Education) N15%114 (Hours Worked in Average Week:
Work) 518/l@ (Income) UazgIuzmMIaany (Subjective
Social Status: Social Status)

udsmu lown msiausnvesdszanzulums
AOVNFITNYYMIIANIOULBIYBN BUA.NUBIDD BILND
A3dnas S9ndaglanie (Participation)

FUNAFIUNNFDH

@ = '

H,: anuanglallifenuduwusnumsiidiusiuy

~

H,: anwassIvaidanudunusnumsiaiusin

i Y s £ w o ' o o '
M9 2 ﬂ']ﬁ&lﬂi&’,ﬂ‘ﬂﬁﬂ“ﬂﬁNWHﬁ%ZW'ﬂQBQFﬁJSZﬂaU‘UaGGI'JLLﬂiﬂ'J']NHNEIGLWN

numsiidsnlumsiarsssuyagmsiamsautes

Participation Education Work Income Social Status
Participation 1
Education 197 1
Work 114 .204 1
Income .234** .276* .401** 1
Social Status .304** .267* .259* .298 1

** Correlation is significant at the 0.01 level (2-tailed)

* Correlation is significant at the 0.05 level (2-tailed)

NNMTNA 2 WU edalsE N anduwuEsEng
padUsenavzasmulsanuaneluinunsiidiusin
Tumsdarhassuyynisiamsaues da1agssning
~114 §4.401 Fdaneiiaeuhaias Tnadausaada

LY

fianudunusnunaaNitsdAyneadanszau

.01 uaziidulsananudiianuduwusiissau .05
u,axtﬁaﬁwmﬁLﬂswﬁmsamaaﬂwnﬂm (Multiple
Regression Analysis) loald@auilsdase 4 a1 wausng
Fauaaslumsn daluil
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mMINd 3 ManadpuaNNFNRUsszineNNaNelnifumsiidwslumsiarhsssuyymsiamsaues

ANOVA
Model
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 121.235 4 28.251 1.112 .099
Residual 4125.321 396 9.221
Total 3252.231 399

NI 3 Faudeeramdensdamuulsusiu
wuh fudsdasena 4 ¢ 1un sedumsiinen mavonu
el wozgruzmedean wuh ldfienudunusnums
fighunulumstansssnyymsIanMIauee o8Nl
DEGALLIVGNGHL

aiﬂnﬁwmaauamagmﬁ 1 gansu H, laenn
wuh envasielnddedasdusznau laud szaums
dnw 0dw szauselauazgiuzmediaunlafianu
duusnumsidusnwansansulumsiamessuyn
MITANITAULBNYDY DUN. NUBNDD BILNDAIFIUIREY
Jndaglany adniivadagmeada

NSNAFAUANNAFIUN 2 NTEUIUMIFUIHANN

dunusnumsiiausianlsanzulumsiamessnya

MIANNTAULDIYBY BUMN. BUBIDD BINBAITAUINE
Rniaglane

dudsdase 1dud nazunumsiuiiiesdusznau
laun nszuiunssus Ae szaunmsd@ny) (Highest
Educational Attainment: Education) Msuslnezas
N9NI5LA89 (Media Consumption of Politic: Media)
ANuFUlanamMsLiiea (Interest in Politics: Interest) Wag
MIFUMNIMSLE DY (Discussion of Politics: Discussion )

FUNOFIUN TR

Hy: n3zuiunssulafianuduwusiunisd
FIUTINY

H,: nsstnumssuiienuduiusnumsiiainsing

. s o
13NN 4 mauﬂisaﬂﬁawauwus‘%xmwaﬁﬂwnauwaqmuﬂiﬂismumisug

numsiidusalumsiarhsssuyaymsiamsauas

Participation Education Media Interest Discussion
Participation 1
Education .223 1
Media -.298 -.443 1
Interest .364** -.235* .309%* 1
Discussion -125* -112%* .432%* .327%* 1

** fifash@maatanseeu .01
* figdANadanszau .05
= o s £ v e '
NI 4 Wud AFNUsEANTIANNUEIENIN
avAUsznavraImudsnsELIUMsSuIAUMsiiaus v

Tumsdarsssnyymsiamanuias da1agssnin

-.443 §9 .432 {RMIMINATILRNTON0DENTAM
HaUINAAIINTN Aalil

MING 5 HAMIMAFRUANNTNRUSTEHINNITIIUMSSUIn UM i UM asTILYNMSIANINUBY

ANOVA
Model
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.
Regression 90.205 4 22.551 1.518 171
Residual 3537.755 395 8.956
Total 3627.960 399
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NMTIT 5 FausasamdendanuulsUsiu
Wuh daudsdaszng 4 2 laun sedunsdnen ms
uslaadnasmensiiies anuaulamemsiiias was
MsauUNNMIMsiiies wud ldfienuduwusnumsi
dru5nlunMsI0MsIINYYNITINNTAULBIEINE
Head AN NaD6

a?,ﬂmwmaauawagmﬁ 2 #ou3u H, tiasnn
WU NIEUIUNMTIU3 FefasdUsznau laun seeu
Msdnw Msuslnagmasmemsiiias anuaulams
Msuiasuazmsaunnmemsiiiasbianuduwus
numsiidrusineasdssmnaulumsinmsssuyyms
AAMIAUDIYDN DU KU D BILNDAIFTUINY IR
dluviey agneiiveshagymeada

MINAFBUANNGIIUN 3 NUTNSIANHANNTINUS
numsiiduineaslszazulunsiarhsssuyyms

AAMIAUDIYDN DU KU D BILNDAIFTUINY 1IN
glavie

fusdase laun numedean Faiimadisznau laun
anulinglag aqﬂﬂaﬁ"ﬂﬂ (Interpersonal Trust) AN
Pnsladadoniumsiias (Trust in Government) wag
e Bnaladardwhiimemsiiias (Trust in Incumbent)
ussiagIuMaians (AnuEaidasanumeimialy
§9@1) (The Helpfulness of Society) N3HASNEIUDI
§9AN (Faithfulness of Society) u,azmmqaﬁsswm
d9@u (Fairness of Society) WazlA3azNaMINEIUTIN
2BIWaLAD9 (Voluntary Organizational Activity)

FUNAFIUNFDR

H,: numadaanlifenudnwusiumsiidausing

H,: umedanianudunusiumsiiaingia

i L4 o
613NN 6 mEmﬂsxamﬁawauwuﬁ"swawmﬁﬂsxnauwaqmuﬂim:mumisug

numsiidsnlumsiarsssuyaymsIamsautes

1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8
1. Participation 1
2. Interpersonal Trust .528** 1
3. Trust in Government -.128** -.059** 1
4. Trust in Incumbent .459** .508** -.138* 1
5. Helpfulness of Society 157%* .257%* .058** .220%* 1
6. Faithfulness of Society .051** .435%* -.021* .133** .358** 1
7. Fairness of Society .350 .235%* .014* .235** .365%* | 145%* 1
8. Voluntary Organizational Activity .236** .320** .410** -.015* .247**  .365%*  .205** 1

“ JladAMNEdANIZAY .01
* Jrlash A Nadanszau .05

1 <
DNINTNN 6 WU ﬂ?ﬂuﬂ'ﬁzﬂ'ﬂﬁﬂﬂﬂﬂwu’g’izﬂ’ﬂﬂ

69 .528 WaMmMaANzimsannenian Kalsng

¢ L, A1 Ny o T
ENﬂﬂﬁxﬂ?JU’ZJ?NGI’JLLIH'VJH‘VI'NHQﬂNﬂUﬂWiNa’Jui')NsLu ﬂ\ﬂﬂ"li"l\i(ﬂﬂlﬂu
MIAANBITNYLMITAAM AL HAIBETENIN -.021
MNT 7 WeANSTIINMFIATIHMIna0asLUUdLa TN oL
ANOVA
Model
Sum of Squares df Mean Square F Sig.

Regression 186.337 7 20.704 122.346 .004%*

Residual 3441.623 390 8.825

Total 3627.960 399
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NAINTNR 7 udwamFIitazianuulsUsu
wuh dudsdassna 5 @ 1dun analindadeyana
Ml enwlB3nsladagaiumsiiiss uazenulineda
daLuThimansiiies mnudedatenuiiamie
ludean msfiasnoluzasdianuazanuegfisssuwes

FANLTLATDAIENISHEIUTINYDINALN DY Haw

FuWusnuBuduasanuamudsany (msiaiusianly
MFAANBITNYYMTIAMIAUDN) BENAtEdIANa
adafissdy .01 Falu fisedeinumedinissing
anduiuswyan enhuinenuddyuazsuduung
andwarassulsdassnndafiidadiuds Iduadns
Fai

o

§ o L v oW e o v o a a o a P
MmN 8 Mmdulssandandunusnyan enhminanuhayuazduauradnswazasinlsdasEnnmniidefiulsm

v

shudsena shuilsdasy Std. Error Beta uey
Interpersonal trust 43** .005 .036 2
Trust in government .19* .016 .123 3
Trust in incumbent .55%* .030 .002 1
Participation
Belief in helpfulness of society .002 .056 7
Belief in faithfulness of society 017 112 5
Belief in fairness of society J13** .013 .006 6
Voluntary organizational activity 19** .014 .001 4

Goodness of fit statistics

a=1.423, R =.798, R®=.399, SE_ = .2210, F = 122.3486, Sig. = .004

* s N NEdRNTEaU .01

* s A NadaNIzaY .05

aﬂmswmaauawﬁgmﬁ 3 Ufjias H, wazaaniu
H, ilpsnnuadnsnnmsed 8 wuh NUNNTIAY
Faiiasdusznau laun anwlinda (Giaqﬂﬂaﬁ'ﬂﬂ @8
gntumsiies wardadmihitmamatiias) ussiagu
m‘su%lagau,asLﬂ%mhﬂmiﬁdauﬁhmmwaLﬁmﬁmm
dunusnumsiausiwansanmlumsiamessuya
MIIANITAULBNYDY BUN. NUBNDD DILNBAITIUINE
Jndaglane adniidadagneada

wanNiaInmMsd 8 fawuh Jaseiiianswa
gugadamssndsunsiauINalssmzulums
Johsssnyamsiamsautasioanulila sasasun
A LATTNEMINEIUTINYBINALINDI UATUTINOFIY
milﬁagammﬁwﬁu wazilafinsanluasdisenavdas
yasiaulsenal3laud wuh enwlindladadwiii
MNAFEEBY (Trust in Incumbent) NBNFWagIFn (.55)
sava9n léun analindladayaaamly (nterpersonal
Trust) (.43)

= ==
anunauanIs@Ane

NNUIM I Wuh anuadelnivaznssuIums
Suslaifianudunusiunmsiidiusineslszmasuly

MIINNFITNYYNTINNITAULDY WANUNNEIANE
ANNFNNUsSHUMsHaIuTINeIUsEmTU UM SIRTH
SITNYYMTINMINULBN FesnansoaRUnenamsIne
ausaulasadaliil

Usziiuiinita mslufanuduiussznieeny
anglwinumsiianusisaalssnmlumsiovsssnya
MIIAMIAUD DAKAMTINY WU MIWAHAY
wsugialadfienudunusnumsiisusinmemsiiiog
Fedadunuil Faudeiudauaresindnmnansa
(% Przeworski & Limongi (1997), Przeworski, Alvarez,
Cheibub, & Limongi (2000) and Kennedy (2010) Tog
UNIMINITAINGD LFUBIT MINFIUTINNNMSLE DY
Humannmaiiusanaiimswannduassghaesly
Faeuitlssnauiimafnniigeau Femswanndanan
liUszmauiionudssmsiazfivngualsslosiuas
auaILazaziianunsEiataduinzdhinfanssuma
mstilasegnaudieiy Fvnniheueluudluasuduh
DnsemsTReiEiarnu ey (Human
Achievement Index) 284 United Nations Development
Programme (2014) WU ardemumsens erums
Srenuuasiunsldvasiiniagluiseglududui

ADUTNEN AaNY WanNnsandslsuduEasenNaNe v
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Feoadululeh UssmuanlienuddyiuiEes
msUsenauminaasauannnmsiidiunulufanssy
MIMsiias MIANE2BY LoGerfo (1996) anadiunse
danesueunngmsali i laldinndy Tawal
aswneh Jaspahdaiilssenmuiiondelusedania
assdszndlng ldenuaulasamsiliasuazmsnaun
Uszndulasipanidssmsulungaumwumues da
TasaEesenudluiias (Urbaness) msane Tasaad
dhuanin nelduazammmeiaussa flawa Tl
datauauus mslulasiinnudAnadeannda
mswanniiauadlsznsilos Sasnasuandoeglu
Hunistenududionisanils faziein ﬂuﬂaﬁaﬁuagu
Uszndulasdidasasshiiy yanani msdnwaes
Young (1968) falduansdaiauaiingrandaiulag
wue Uszmuluwesuumeslsamndlne dndividued
wazwgAnssuaulszasUlasiseunauaziinisi
druhumamadiasluszaush awvadhany fa anu
@aih msidsmmamsiiieadudeilisiduuas
T ldernuSufionaianssmiu nnaussufiaseuming
ypnupdadiag laesguainiidmuuaulemetiie
wmstsznzu uasssauinihiingeadewsguna
wanaNnil MnsAEnIEea Young (1968) &4la
aswatiNdN Ussnzudnlnafludsassuunidat
madias fa Aveguanmiiananssuiiasrnd il
wazmsiiiaaiulanzesaudiisng (“The world of
people who have power”) (%11 875) Fau N
msdnen Fawuth sswisenuasialual i enadaniug
numsiiduueaslszmzulumsiamnsssuyyns
$ANSAULEY D199LH BININNANNIWADNEIAIY
Tassadumadseghaiidanadiuldadedanludny
Fuun sty Ussnanidslienusdnsatauasegia
NNATIAIUFIAN u,asmnmsﬁﬂszmﬁuhﬂﬁagﬂu
vSunzasanuuiios LiivAueduasng@nssuey
Usznsulasidauisseanarlssznsulinsewin
ﬁqmméwﬁ@wmmiﬁéauémmqmsLﬁaqﬁgﬂuszﬁu
MiuarsTRURanY

Usaiiuiigas msliflenuduiussswinnszuums
Funumsiishunaeesdssmsulumsdnrsssnyey
MsTansauLas Tadunuisaudiuiaiduaas
Dalton (2007); Norris (1999) fitauai1 msiiduiom

Tufanssumansiiiswasfarnyaaadumaanany
anso wasenulddludayadnasmemsiiissuas
§9@3 (Dalton, 2007; Norris, 1999) 31nNUIToil
wudh fwihgeauwuusaumuddlvg (Fewaz 65)
naud aulaanmuinasmensisadudszd
LAMSAAMNTNIFITHINENIN LTiNadamsHaIuTIN
Tufanssumemsiiias Fadunuilsenadasiumise
284 Whiteley (2011) Awuh msfamausnansmams
Wl AN NFNNUSLEIRUAUMIITNTINAINTTHNNMS
s Fedululgnmsiamudnasmemsiiiamsa
mstinnelumaimnndinsaiunngmsaimemsiiias
lilddduarvayulivssnsudsamsiidausinmns
diasudagele msanwaasindmmsiauladnm
neANIINMIMsiasaslsenaulnganarhinasue
Unngmsaliilidiuldaseazdeninniu Fsmnms
NUMUITIUNTIH Wuh Usemzusmnadiulvelaid
ANNIMUMILIBIDENLNEINE MIANEIYBI LoGerfo
(1996) and Nathan (2007) aSunal@atgdannand
) Usemzulnediulvafienudnla uazlvinnsg
aivayulsznsulesaehnauaslilaienudan
fundnmsvesdsznsulasfisdn Wy winmsiaes
ANNINTENAUNINIED MINTINTDU UazdNaa
HU7 wazlEIMneIUsEmYY

il Asitldnnmsdumwaliiiadugaavuuy
SOUMNT ANNTDAE BT BLEUBIBT AN ANTIIFRS
Toanwud gesuwuuaaunnanlvgidansunnudays
SssEaunmduran lagmsaaauaninsnead
waAIngilunan FMsTunnuImanes sUN. MBS
thashumaviansznedesuazgimvajtnu Fadulvaj
UsedNNUE N lATINISUALNANTSNYBY BUA. LAY
azflumsiBumulusinianssauuas aue. wu Hanssuy
meman Ussndiuasiausssn Usaifudaniinu
Ao Us:mﬁumqshummL%aqnWié”ﬂﬁWﬁssugmuﬂwi
Jamsauias wazdnlafidrusalunszuiumsiam
Tagwizmsnavdamonuas lusindszsyuanzn
Uszrau uaRlilglianushansumsimsaniiam
UDITTINYTY Li”immnﬁmwmnﬁaqﬁuwaqmuﬁﬁisugcy
sanamauuazUsznmumlazlgusslond Gy 3914

mssiuayuue W laimsiidunuegnesadauazuriade
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Usziduiiana anuduwusseninanumadiauiy
msfidusneaalsznaulumsiaessuyymsiams
AULDY FadunUiaaaad et uTatEuaraninimns
wneyhuisisaauaifiuwesiunesdUsznaunians
oaumesiandudiudsdhaglumsaiadiinons
Hdwsmmemstiiay (Foley & Edwards, 1999; Mayer,
2001, 2004; Putnam, 1993, 1994, 1995a, 1995b,
2000) athalshony Ussidufimsisedunuindunn
FDLEUBYBINNIZINIGAINEGN AB MIAUNUI ANY
Bmsladardmhiimenisiiias (Trust in Incumbent)
uazmmﬁawﬁlwiaqﬂﬂa'ﬁ"ﬂﬂ (Interpersonal Trust) &
andwagunnlumsasuadmsiidwsnlumsian
SITHYYIANIAULEN mouihaulaiionssziinsuld
dn anulhneladsnandsezls uasimaledeainse
arvayulilsemnguiimaiidiusinlufanssumams

¥
=~

Wasiwauld Fenuideiazldnaudiaindana
Fanalyil

1. enuBndadadminfimamsiiios da anuide
spslssnzuitiidavmihimsderhuidanhiiues
SuderaulumsynauzesauaaiNANNEIN5D
sasenEei ulnouasianuasRaIna T
azmansaausslemilinudseansulosdiusivla
(Anderson & Lotempio, 2002; Damico et al., 2000;
Li, 2004; Mishler & Rose, 2001; Shi, 2001) ﬁﬁﬁ
dwihitmsmadiasludiininsemunuaaudguims
il'wswmsmaamuL%’Wﬁwﬁnnﬂuiu DUM.MUDIDD
mmsinaiu Weaeuet anuBnsadedwihi
mMansiiasanseaseliiansiaIusIumens
diaald dissnenulindagenansmansadonls
AnNFNwuSs W aUssnruLez i T Imem s ag
ialiiAaanudniladefuuaz i wasatuayulv
$N50vOUsNAULG (Damico et al., 2000; Hetherington,
1998; Mishler & Rose, 2001; Seligson, 1980) 1A NS
Fumwalifisdnnngaeunuudaumy wud gaau
wuusauamdulngSnuatiumngn aun.MuBeEe
DENNIN Lﬁuin‘ﬂuﬂuﬁqmw sautiandanay mila
o Juiieliunussnsulduasiidrda do Huau
thdieniu dai e aue. dasmsliaulushiiu
Uszgunsauaasanuaaiuszlsnazlianusouiie

agNanEND eatuaziulad mnlssruruiianny

dolah hwmthiimadias flGnusiajumfas 1
mmi"mﬁauaxaﬁfuagu“lumiﬁwmLﬁazhusm
weaealsimudtinInmsuermulvdaausl’
agathaula’n Tuvensal msladlilamenisidiag
(Political Distrust) fUselaminamsnanysznsulae
wuiy dasmnsansasnamsnaufiduemawhdios
fu enulusslawazasiagavldliiianudwihiives
55 (Shi, 2001) wannntiu dagaeliuszenaui Ui
enusiulalumsasmmuitenssaaumsrinuuay
ﬂsztﬁuwaqmwm%’gmalﬁ (Maloney, Smith, & Stoker,
2000) uazdanszqulissmpududiiasiidudm
mMemsiileufinanndy (Kaase, 1999) wdannmsans
ﬂ%ﬁ“ﬁlﬁwuﬂ’i'}ﬂ{]miﬂ’i’] msbinslanemsiiioazds
wafidgamatduumanlsnmilumsiamsssayy
AAMIAULDIYBN BUG. ¥UBIDD UHdENle J9oanam
T mndsznmlifenal3nsdadadminimems
e mihiidenameaufiawhildeamuenndnn
Ltasmnagluanwasﬁnﬂﬁu Feoadanaliniswaun
Usendulaglasunansenumaauae (Soithong, 2011)
2. mmﬁ'ﬂﬂf\)@iaqﬂﬂaﬁﬂﬂ (Generalized Trust)
HuanuBilaiieduludinuitsandniiansasiug
Auaneanu mml"ﬂmmu“ﬁﬂﬂL?Jumwm%aﬁagimﬁa
ﬂaummuauﬁummmuwawwuﬁﬁmmiﬂﬁ%mﬁu
(Close-Knit Communities) wazmMIiUfaunusuuy
Tnagauuuainaaa (Face-to-Face Daily Interaction)
winaznanldanatheniiei anulilawvumly de
mmﬁu’laimﬂﬂa5u*’z’%qsmﬁmuuﬂaﬂwﬁwmmin
Blala (Bjernskov, 2007; Fukuyama, 1995; Uslaner,
2000, Uslaner & Conley, 2003) %qmmu,mﬂﬁhqﬁm
é’nwmsvg\iugmmq q B WA B OTE TUETIH Ay
nansazmdanwazmsiiaazliladugassaly
mswannanu3lauseanii (Soithong, 2011) A
1‘3’;1{1@@aqﬂﬂaﬁ"ﬂﬂﬁmmindua%ﬂﬁﬂaLaﬂqﬂﬂa
ENINNAINTINMNFIANLAEMTEIBY wazlianusIniia
ﬁ"uqﬂﬂauﬂaﬂwﬁﬁﬁmmmﬁﬂa (Bradbury, Branch,
& Focht, 1999; Uslaner & Conley, 2003) l,f'!aﬁl’lﬂ
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FunalgdeannlTlafivszmzuly sua.vuasda il
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manaummsLazazasawli Saudieslaldianiu
ey wannnil Sndnmsuerhudsldauet e
Bnsladayaaaihlil snsatlastungdnssusulal
WUseadunmInase mwm?{'amazmmqmmiu
deaula (Bjernskov, 2007; Kasperson, Golding, &
Kasperson, 1999; Lederman, Loayza, & Menéndez,

2002)
ﬂ?ﬂ e uazﬁamua (1§ 7}

AT wuh dededhdaisdueasumsidiusiy
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