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The purposes of this research were to study and develop
emotional intelligence and moral reasoning of educational students of Faculty of
Education of Srinakharinwirot University . The samples were 340 educational
students majoring in 120 guidance , 120 elementary and 100 educational
technology of 1,2,3 and 4 undergraduate students at Faculty of Education in academic
year 2004-2005.  The studying variables were gender, educational level and their
major subjects . The instruments were' emotional intelligence evaluations, moral

reasoning questionnaires and emotional intelligence and moral  reasonin
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developing program by group dynamics. The data was analyzed by One Way Analysis
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of Variance and t-—test.

The results were as follows :

1. There were appropriated the whole emotional intelligence of
educational students ,Faculty of Education, Srinakharinwirot University .

There were inappropriated emotional intelligence in aspect of
good(higher) but there were appropriated one in both aspect of smart and
happiness.

2. There were moderate or developing moral reasoning :
responsibility of educational students ,Faculty of Education, Srinakharinwirot
University .

3. There were significantly difference of educational students’ the
whole emotional intelligence  between males and females at .01 level.

4. There were no significantly difference of educational students’
moral reasoning between males and females .

5. Theré were significantly difference of educational students’ the
whole emotional intelligence among different educational level at .01 level.

6. There were significantly difference of educational students’

moral reasoning among different educational level at .05 level.
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7. There were significantly difference of educational students’ the
whole emotional infelligence among different major subjects at .01 level.

8. There were significantly difference of educational students ’
moral reasoning among different major subjects at .01 level.

9. The educational students (guidance experimental group) that
were exposed to emotional intelligence developing program by group dynamics
got increased appropriated as the whole and aspect of emotional intelligence
before the experiment at.01 level.

10. The educational students (guidance experimental group) that
‘were exposed to emotional intelligence developing program by group dynamics
got more increased appropriated as the whole and aspect of emotional
. intelligence than the others educational students (guidance control group )} that
were not exposed to emotional intelligence  developing program by group
dynamics at .01 level.

11. The educational students (guidance experimental group) that
were exposed to moral reasoning developing program by group dynamics got
increased moral reasoning before the experiment at 01 level

12. The educational students (guidance experimental group} that
were exposed to moral reasoning developing program by group dynamics got
more increased moral reasoning than the others educational students (guidance
control group ) that were not exposed to moral reasoning developing program

by group dynamics at .01 level.





