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This thesis is devoted to a study of life skills of male juvenile
delinquents who are inmates at Nakorn Sawan Juvenile Training Center in
Region 6. Life skills are compared by considering such factors as age group,
educational level, birth order rank and caregiver.

The sample population used in this research comprised 225 juvenile
delinquents being trained at the Nakom Sawan Juvenile Training Center.
Stratified random sampling was used to select the members of this sample
population.

Two kinds of questionnaires are used as research tools. One is used to
elicit personal data, whereas the other allows for evaluating the life skills of
teenagers between the ages of twelve and seventeen. Percentages, mean

scores, and standard deviation are used as statistical tools for data analysis,
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scores, and standard deviation are used as statistical tools for data
analysis, while a one-way analysis of variance (ANOVA) is used for testing
the hypothesis.

The study reveals the following:

1. Different age groups manifest a different mean score in regard to
critical thinking at a statistically significant level of .05. However, in
reference to the total life skills score, there was no difference.

2. Those at different educational levels evince different mean scores in
regard to empathy at a statistically significant level of .05. Moreover, those at
different educational levels differ in terms of their mean score in regard to
creative thinking, interpersonal relationship, and communication, at a statistically
significant level of .01. However, they differed in terms of their mean score on
self-awareness at the statistically significant level of .001. Finally, there was no
difference in this group in regard to the mean score on total life skills.

3. In regard to differences in birth order, there were no differences in
mean score on particular life skills and on total life skills.

4. As for differences in caregivers, mean scores differed in the
particular life skill areas of critical thinking, self-awareness and self-esteem at
the statistically significant level of .05. Also differing were the mean scores
on decision making and problem solving at the statistically significant level of
.01. Finally, there were differences in mean scores on creative thinking and

total life skills at the statistically significant level of .001.





