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Abstract

This research aims of study. 1) The level of knowledge about solid waste of people in
the Chalung Municipality. 2) The level of attitudes about solid waste of people in the Chalung
Municipality. 3) The level of solid waste management behavior of people in Chalung Municipality.
4) The relationship between personal factors such as gender, age, educational level, occupation,
income and social status, duration stay and types of residential housing solid waste management
behavior of people in Chalung Municipality. 5) The relationship between knowledge in solid
waste management behavior of people in Chalung Municipality. 6) The relationship between
attitudes about solid waste to solid waste management behavior of people to Chalung Municipality.
7) Solutions problem of solid waste management behavior of people in Chalung Municipality.
From the quantitative descriptive study. Sample size live in the Chalung Municipality. Muang
district, Satun province, aged more than 12 years old with 400 peoples. Qualitative research
were used. The researcher would indepth interview repeatly until the answer was stopped the
interview. Analysis of the data were analyzed using frequencies, percentage , mean, standard
deviation, Chi-square , Pearson's Correlation Coefficient and indepth interviews data by interpretation
in the terms of content analysis. The results showed that solid knowledge of people the level of
average was mediam (mean score 26.08). Attitudes of solid waste the average was good (mean
2.57) and the solid waste management behavior the average was good (mean 2.59).

Age, occupation, duration of stay, types of housing and attitudes of solid waste associated
with waste management behavior. The statistical significance level of 0.05. Except sex, education,
average income per month, social status and knowledge of solid waste were not correlate in solid

waste management behavior.



“4)

Municipalities and families created awareness .Raising the awareness to the public participate
in the ownership of the community. Using all forms of public relationship. Consistently and frequently
enough publicity by the media as the radio voice call. Tag release the leader in community samples
of learning. Including the question by using the rules of social co-existence. Driven to change the

solid waste manage behavior of the people properly.



