. ¥ J
1399712
¥y v ] ]
msadensiiiiiagiszasdiie (1) Amndnvazlsemnsvesiosuiidady

o o ~ - =t o Y y A
ﬁ$ﬂ5Tﬂiﬂﬂuuﬂ%ﬂWﬁ]@lﬂiﬁJﬂ'ﬁlﬁﬂu!lﬂﬂﬂ'\ﬂﬁ&'ﬂiT'Vliﬂﬁuﬂ’luﬂ']\i 9 (2) o

o da

k4
Anyuilemunasns Insvimd UNINATSUAAIYDIATSIATAT Insisninogu

H
i

Aeunuy uoznszuaiisumsidasusuazas InsviemivesnduSoguiiinade

Q@

¥ v R

H ¥ v
WOANSSUMIAEULLY nguded i lFluanifunsadl Ae Sejuiimidedinm

9

A3

¥

F'
Fudsendny Tsasouludesa ﬁﬂmmﬂmzﬂswmsmsﬁﬂyﬁuﬁugm e

a o A A Agq v g 9 &
VNN AFANKUHIUAT $1HIU 390 AU mimuaw“lﬂﬂumimm'msmﬂumga o

aada v a 9 Y 3 sy '

uuudevn atan 1y lumsinsizideyalaus msusnuennud fovas
mae Audsauunesgd nadeuaunAgiu laemsinsedanunsdsume-
{71 (One-way ANOVA) lunstifinudfimmuandned e dymaenan 14
MsifSeuiFadous1og (multiple comparison) Y09 Scheffé

NAN1SIIWLN

4
1. anbulseIng Mume 01y seRUFUMsAnu o1Fniamise uaz

Tuniessy Insviemd Inadems@ounuyliuand1efy uanuhaoudau

' a P v @ oA a A 1 v ' A
ATADMTIROULUUNUSNAN NOU lﬂJﬂlﬂiUUWIU]JSTUf’Jﬂ'JnJHﬂﬂﬂ‘lqmﬂ\iﬂ’llﬂaﬂﬂ'ﬁ



= =< Y L} a o v o = —_— =
@euuuy MuaeuAnuIngudlediithminsoulseSsumnaan (X=2.77) 1
msdsunuugInINinGoulsasouunngdl (X=2.22) sundodiamiu .55 uay
S = v A P= ot @ =K -_ ¥ d' [
umsmsunuuganIninGoulsaouiseuialanesrans (X = 2.31) Aundodis
MNY 46

= ¥

3

2. emunazas Insvimivanaiaiy wzlnasems@ounuuvesiogu
@190 U 1959 WS suRoUaNULANA VB IR RIS OULUUA UM BUAZAT

P YA A @ a i A g ' — a
nﬂummﬂugmmuau unissunsuazasiialunuyedne (X=2.91) 1ims

[ Y H g [ a — U H *
ReunvuganinGeunsuweilulszaumsaldia (X = 2.43) Taundos
MNY .48 aauinSsunauladsnyuasasns A NUaIY/Yas aa1nsuaag
(X =2.78) IMsA0ULUUAITIAAT INTHAA 10N NS BUBNAZASING1Z A1
¥ ¥ 3 ¥ ¥

(5999 §19 15097 ilaTeensla (X=2.30) Haundesranify 48

3. umn'nmmﬂﬂwmmi1azﬂsTmﬁ’ﬂﬁﬁmmﬁ’uﬁufﬁquﬁﬂssnms
=t @ 1 Y A o @ & Y A v o A -
eunpuYeIoTU veiliaNuduNusAsudNge Ae nsdadulasesmsni
TsaSoumustianasmansluazas Insviend Jaunidu 491 sesaundie vy
a v =1 1 ¢ 7 s Y] =] v Qs 9 z:id
IUAUIMINBIINUN AN SR IaZATIEN U ININAY UAUIAY 467 Fonil

@ w Y - A [ Ao Y = Y] Ay [ Y
ANuTuRUTUsENgane waladrazashllanvas Indifveiuau Tawidy 296
o = Y} Y 7] o ¢ o

4. pszuadoumsilasuazas Insnmiianudunus fumsEounUUYeg
Y ] g d‘d v @ du 9/ ~ ¥ 9} 9 Y] w o
03U YenlianuFuuEABUYNge Ae udsamsdeyavedlazas luInsviem
AUMIAY .567 589091178 NMUABINMITAZTOUIBNANYIVBIR UDINIUNIALAS

Y] I'd 1 [ [ $ [9) 9] H 1

Insviend UAumiy 494 daudenlinnuduiuiisoiigadie niiuruasns

Tnsvedmsiz ludea 19910 Sauvidy 287



199712

This thesis investigates the demographic characteristics of Bangkok teenagers
who imitate the behavior of performers in television dramas. Also considered are the
contents of these dramas, the roles played by performers in the dramas and the
viewing preferences of these Bangkok teenagers insofar as their imitative behaviors
are affected. -

The research population consisted of 390 teenagers studying at the high
school level in schools under the supervision of the Office of the Basic Education
Commission, Bang Kapi District, Bangkok Metropolis. The research tool was a
questionnaire. The statistical techniques used in data analysis were frequency,
percentage, mean, and standard deviation. The data were tested by applications of the
methods of one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) in cases of differences found to
be at a statistically significant level, and Scheffé’s multiple comparison method.

The findings are as follows:

1. The demographic characteristics of gender, age, level of education, parents’

occupation, and number of televisions were not correlated with differences in
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imitative behaviors. However, the academic institution attended resulted in
differences in imitative behaviors. The paired comparison of the differences in the
means of imitative behaviors in the sampled educational institutions indicates that
students from Thepleela School (X = 2.77) had a higher level of imitative behaviors
than those in Bang Kapi School (X = 2.22), the difference in means being 0.55, and
also higher than students in Matthayom Wat Bung Thonglang ( X = 2.31), the
differences in means being 0.46.

2. Differences in the contents of television dramas were correlated with
differences in the imitative behaviors of the teenagers under examination. The
comparisons of the differences in the means of imitative behaviors vis-a-vis using the
contents of the dramas to learn about the lives of others showed that students viewing
the dramas for purposes of having varied role models portrayed for them (X =2.91)
had a higher level of imitative behaviors than those viewing these dramas as
reflections of life experiences (X = 2.43), the differences of means being 0.48.
Students viewing these dramas because the performers are beautiful or handsome and
to witness various styles of acting (i= 2.78) concurrently evinced differences in
imitative behaviors in comparison to those who viewed the dramas because they were
well directed, the plots were well planned, and the content matched their likings (X =
2.30), the differences in means being 0.48.

3. The acting roles of the television drama performers correlated with the
imitative behaviors of the teenagers being investigated. An item that correlated at a
high level was that students played truant from schools in the imitation of
performers’ behaviors in television dramas (0.491). Next in descending order was to
imagine that they would look as smart as the principal characters in the dramas
(0.467). The item correlated at the lowest level was the satisfaction in characters
having characteristics close to theirs (0.296).

4. Preferences in viewing television dramas correlated with the teenagers’
imitative behaviors. The item correlating at a high level was the need to determine
information about characters in television dramas (0.567). Next in descending order

‘was the reflection of one’s own image through television dramas (0.494). Finally, the
item that least correlated with teenagers’ imitative behaviors was that viewing of

television drama was cost free (0.287).





