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ABSTRACT
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The purposes of this research were to study and compare teachers’
opinions on the models and methods in developing student's ethics of catholic
schools under Bangkok Archdiocese, Zone 6. This was considered especially in their
age and experience in teaching. The sample of the study consisted of the 215
teachers from 7 catholic schools under Bangkok Archdioceses, Zone 6. The
questionnaires with the forms of checklist and rating scale of 5 levels were given out
in the academic year 2004 and 100 percents of the completed questionnaires were
returned and then analyzed by the statistical package for social sciences to calculate
percentage, mean, standard deviation, Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) and Scheffe's
test method were used to test the hypotheses.

The result of the research showed that the teachers strongly agreed with
the ten development models. Atmosphere creation for ethics training and practicing
was the first choice to be used while summary of behavioral model from examples
was the last choice.

Finding in this research indicates :

1) The teachers agreed very much to use the 20 developmental methods.
Field trip was the first method preferred by teachers and the lecture method was the
last.

2) The result of the comparison of models in developing students’ ethics
according to age showed that teachers with different ages had different opinions at
.05 level of statistical significance on discussion model about the behavioral samples

in society, the development on how to think-how to do-how to solve the problems
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(kid phen-tham phen-kae panha phen), and the process of group dynamic. Whereas
the comparison of the methods in developing ethics was done according to the age
of the sample group, the study showed that the teachers’ opinions on the methods of
development had no statistical insignificant difference in every method of
development.

3) - The comparative result of models and methods in developing students’
ethics based on teaching experience showed that the teachers with different
teaching experience had different opinions on the models with a .05 level of
statistical significance.

4) The result of the study in using models and methods in developing
students’ ethics showed that 49.30% of teachers from the sample group aged 30-40.
The 59.54% of teachers had teaching experience of 5-15 years and most of them
(92.6) used to practice the ten models of developing ethics. The most popular model
was the process of group dynamic, followed by developing on how to think, how to
do and how to solve the problem. The model of habitual training was less used.
Lastly the study about the teachers’ pleasure in using models in development also
showed that teachers were very pleased with every models in developing students’
ethics at a high level in the following order of priority: the discussion about samples
of behavior in society, process of group dynamic, environment creation for ethics

training, and habitual training respectively.





