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ABSTRACT 
 

The objectives of this study were to evaluate the effect of helmet use by motorcycle 
riders and passengers after the end of helmet use promoting campaign, and to evaluate the 
differences between pre-intervention mean score and post-intervention mean score under the 
“Safe City Every Day with 100% Helmet Use of Drivers and Passengers” measure, implemented 
by Nakorn Sri Thammarat under the Cabinet’s resolution. 23 districts of Nakorn Sri Thammarat 
were selected to survey the ratio of helmet use. The results of this study showed that after 
implementing such measure, the drivers in sample areas had higher rate of helmet use than pre-
intervention at a confidence level of 95%. In contrast, the passengers in the sample areas had 
lower rate of helmet use than pre-intervention at a confidence level of 95%. To provide safe 
drive for motorcycle riders and passengers, the authorities need to raise the public consciousness 
on the safety of helmet use in sustainable term and should consistently implement the helmet 
use rules. 
 
Keywords : helmet use, motorcyclists 
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