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NATTAKARN PHECHSRI : FAMILY STRENGTH OF THE JUNIOR SECONDARY SCHOOL
STUDENTS : A CASE STUDY IN DISTRICT OF MUEANG, NAKHON PATHOM PROVINCE. THESIS
ADVISORS : ASST. PROF. NUANCHAVEE PRASERTSUK, Ph.D., ASSOC. PROF. LIKHIT
KARNCHANAPORN, AND ASST. PROF. SOMSAP SOOKANAN, Ph.D. 168 pp. ISBN- 974-464-746-9

The purposes of this research study were 1) to investigate family strength of the junior secondary
school students in district of Mueang, Nakhon Pathom province. 2) to compare family strength when age,
education level, age difference from spouse, occupation and family background of the mothers were the
independent variables. Also to compare the family strength when family income, type of the family and
number of children were the independent variables. 3) to compare family strength and family dysfunction of
five families that had the highest score of family strength and five families that had the lowest score of family
strength. The samples of this study were 383 mothers of the junior secondary school students in district of
Mueang, Nakhon Pathom province, derived from a stratified random sampling technique. The instruments used
were questionnaires and interview questionnaires which constructed by the researcher. The data were analyzed
by percentage, mean, standard deviation, One - way ANOVA, t-test and Content Analysis.

The results of the research were : 1) The samples’ family strength was at a high level. 2) Family
strength between mothers of different age groups, categories of age difference from spouse, types of family and
numbers of children were not significantly different. 3) Family strength between mothers of different
education levels, occupations, family income and family background were signiﬁcéntly different, at a .05 level.
4) Families which obtained high score on family strength possesed all of six characteristics of the family
strength; family activity and time sharing, family cohesion, family’s role performance and responsibility, moral
and ethical cultivation, communication, and problem solving among the family members. Dysfunctional family
characteristics were not found in these families. The families which obtained low score on family strength
possesed some of the six characteristics of family strength or did not have those characteristics at all.

In addition, each of them displayed the dysfunctional family characteristics.





