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Abstract
TE 16633

This research on the attitude towards agricultural occupation of Mathayom Suksa4 6
students in schools under Office of Chiang Mai Educational Service Area, Region 3 was aimed at
finding out the students’ personal features, attitudes towards agricultural occupation, and factors
affecting their attitudes. The respondents were 250 Mathayom Suksa 6 students enrolled in the
first semester of the academic year 2005 in three schools: Fang Chanupathum, Mae Eai
Witthayakhom, and Chai Prakam. The tool used to collect data was a questionnaire. The
collected data were analyzed by the SPSS for Windows.

The findings revealed that most of the respondents were females, lived in Fang
district, studied in a mathematics-science program and had average GPA 2.93, the highest and
lowest being 3.93 and 0.65.

In regard to family background, it was found that most of the respondents had
fathers as heads of the families, both parents lived together, the fathers had completed primary
education, were engaged in agricultural occupation, and had an average of 51,532.16 baht annual
income from agricultural sources. The highest and lowest income were 500,000 baht and 4,500
baht per year. Their average annual income from non-agricultural sources was 75,859.60 baht.
The highest and the lowest income were 800,000 baht and 2,000 baht per year. Their average
number of family members was 4; the highest and the lowest numbers were 11 and 2. The
average number of family members with formal education was 2; the highest and the lowest
numbers were 6 and 1 and 71.60% of family heads were land owners.

Concerning attitudes, the respondents had a moderate level of attitudes towards
agricultural occupation in the aspect of benefits and a high level in the social aspect. Regarding
the relationship between personal factors and their attitudes, gender was found to be significantly
correlated with their attitudes towards agricultural occupation in the aspect of benefits; and their
GPA and family income, with the social aspect. Their study program, family heads’ education
and occupation, number of family members with formal education, and land tenure were not

found to be significantly correlated with respondents’ attitudes.



