¥y ¥

L. 190212

a o o A s a
msIvonssiiiinglszasnmeniussoimaluaseuniasngans sy
& Qs s ’ 4 =} 1 o
MIAINUBIUVBINISoUTOTU MBITOUNEUANVUANANVBINGANTTUMS
& @ A @ 1 o Yo LY [ o’j A
WQWH!BQ‘UEN‘NN?EJ‘U’)UE‘NVI"lﬂi‘l_l‘ﬂiiﬂ’lmﬂtl‘LIﬂi'fJ"Uﬂi’JﬂNﬂu TIUHINDON
v o d 3 @ o a $ @
ﬂ’)'llJﬁllWUﬁiZ?i']N‘lJi5UTﬂ1ﬁ1Hﬂ58Uﬂ5’)ﬂUWQﬂﬂiiiJﬂ'Ii‘ﬁQﬂ‘LlLEN‘UBQuﬂSUN

Jogu
3 dy ’ 3 s 8 o q’:

' @ ' Aq a o Y 1 e A o = o '
ﬂQiJGl’JE)UNTﬂ‘BﬁluﬂWS’JﬂUﬂSQu vlﬂuﬂ HUALTIUIYTUNIIIANYIBYICAVBUY

9

P

Fronfnuiili 6 maSoud 2 Imsfnu 2548 1inTsaSousysninnds TsaSou
nuseilnoyna Loz 155 0UMFTUNSINGIYNA T1UIU 682 AU ineailef iy
wurevamdeyanaly uuvaeuawussmmalunseunia uazuuydeuaw
ngAnssuMsRaAUtes M3 nseHdeyaldmsmfevas Aundo Audoauu
AT MIAATIZHAIMNIUUUUSIUUY One-way ANOVA LAz MINIAT-
FulszanTanduiusiuuiiosdu

HAN1SIUNYN

1. B oudsiuannsoiuiteussomealuaseunian veuilinsiduag
Tudnuaeildanusnaiuayuluszdmnniiae Hmanaluszauinniiqa 1ms
aunuluszavinn dassdazaziagluseauthuna anuduaseanniu
lusgduinn uasiinBouiosuiinganssumsneaueslussdun

2. findeuiuiui 18 uussomalunseuadianfulingdnssums
faaes nandafusgeiiudiamandanissdy 05 TaninGouioguitldsy
yssomealunseunsuuldimana ﬁwqﬁns5:JmiﬁmuLmqaﬂﬁwﬁﬂﬁﬂuiﬂiuﬁ
1&3uussmmalunseuaduuunluan uuuldestazazias uazuuulinm
quasounmifivy

3. yssmaluaseuasuvusnmivauiinnuduiuineuinty
WANTTY MIAIAUIBS agnathfoddyneadaniszdy 01 (r = 382) ussemely
ﬂsamﬁ"mmn“l‘i?mqwaﬁmmﬁuﬁuﬁmNmﬂﬁanﬁﬂssumsﬁmum GIAREY
Yuddmeadanszau 01 (r = 361) vssmmaluaseuniuuuildenlazazias
ﬁmmﬁuﬁuﬁmqanﬁuwqﬁﬂssumsﬁmum atiwﬁﬁ'uﬁﬁmumaﬁﬁﬁﬁszﬁu 01
(r = -267) v3smealuaseuniuuumUaNIaz I wduaseannfull il

ANUFUNUTAUNGANTTUAITAIAUIBA



190212

The purpose of this thesis is to study the relationship between the home
environment and independent behavior on the part of the adolescent students
under study. Differences in independent behavior are compared in relation to
varying home environments in order to determine the effects of home
environment on independent behavior.

The sample population for this research consisted of 682 adolescent
students studying in Matthayom Sueksa six, in the second semester, of the
academic year 2005 in Ayutthaya Witthayalai School, Tharua Nittayanukul

School, and Phachi Suntron Witthayanukul School. Questionnaires were used
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as the tool of research. One questionnaire concerned general information. A
second questionnaire asked about the home environment. Finally, a third
questionnaire asked about independent behavior. The statistical techniques
used for data analysis were in the form of percentages, mean scores, standard
deviation, one-way ANOVA, and Pearson’s product-moment coefficient
correlation.

The findings were as follows.

1. Regarding the home environment, adolescent students were aware at
a highest level that their parents took care of them by giving them love. Also
at a highest level were those students who had a home environment in which
parents used reasoning in dealing with them. At a high level were those who
were controlled by their parents as well as those who felt overprotected.
Finally, at an intermediate level were those students who felt they were
ignored by their parents. All of these students exhibited independent behavior
at a high level.

2. Adolescent students with different home environments had different
patterns of independent behavior at a statistically significant level of .05.
Adolescent students whose parents used reasoning had a higher level of
independent behavior than adolescent students whose parents controlled,
ignored and overprotected them.

3. Home environments providing love and support had a closer
relationship with independent behavior at a statistically significant level of .01

(r = .382). Home environments using reasoning had a positive relationship

with independent behavior at a statistically significant level of .01 (r = .361).
Home environments using an ignoring strategy had a negative relationship
with independent behavior at a statistically significant level of .01 (r = .267).
Home environments using control and overprotection strategies bore no

relationship with independent behavior.





