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Abstract

197478

The purpose of this Survey study was studied sexual risk-behaviors,
perceptions of sexual risk-behaviors and investigated the relationship between sexual
risk and perception of sexual risk-behaviors among student in Chiang Rai Technical
College. The sample was students in the Certificate level 1, 3 and the Diploma level 2.
Three hundred and thirty-three students were divided into three groups; depend on the
level of the students by using multistage random sampling. The data was collected by
using the questionnaire. To evaluate demographic data, sexual risk-behaviors and
perceptions of sexual risk-behaviors for 4 dimensions consisted of opposite-sex
friends, having friends who had sexual risk-behaviors, consisted by use of sexually
stimulating substance and entertainment outside, and having sexual intercourse. Data
was analyzed by the descriptive statistics, the Pearson Correlation Coefficient and the
One-way ANOVA.

The results of this study were described as follows:

The mean score of sexual risk-behaviors in the sample was 1.93 and standard
deviation was 0.33. The sample groups found that the students in the Certificate level
3 had highest mean score, compared with the students in Diploma level 2 had middle
mean score and the students in Certificate level 1 had lowest mean score. By using
One-way ANOVA comparison of mean score for sexual risk-behaviors in three
groups showed a significant difference at P-Value = 0.013.

The mean score’ perception of sexual risk-behaviors, in the sample was 3.12
standard deviation was 0.32. The students in the Diploma level 2’ score had highest
mean score, compared with the students in Certificate level 1° score had middle mean
score and the students in Certificate level 3 score had lowest mean score. By using
One-way ANOVA comparison of mean score for perception of sexual risk-behaviors
in three groups showed no statistically significants at P-Value = 0.211.

By using the Pearson Correlation Coefficient, the study showed a negative
total mean of the relationship (-0.328) between sexual risk-behaviors and perceptions
of sexual rmsk-behaviors (P-value <0.01). However, there were significant
relationships between sexual risk-behaviors and perceptions of sexual risk-behaviors
in the other. Except, the relationship between sexual risk-behaviors and perception of

sexual risk-behaviors were including friends who had sexual risk-behaviors.





