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ABSTRACT 2 1 4 5 6 3

This research aims to 1) study the factors that affect the usage behavior of
network conversation programmes for fourth level-secondary education students grades
4-6, Ang Thong Province, and 2) compare the aforementioned factors as classified by
sex, age, level of education, location of network conversation, expense of the network
conversation per session, the time of the network conversation, length of the network
conversation, and the people they got to know from said network conversations. The
364 samples selected from 4050 students in Ang Thong Province during the 2007
academic year from 25 July 2007 to 10 August 2007.

The content of the instrument used was approved by 5 experts with a
reliability value of 0.921 was a questionnaire divided into two sections: a check list and
a five level rating scale. The factors were classified into 5 aspects, namely:
1) requirement 2) attitude 3) purpose 4) value and 5) application. The data was then
analyzed by a ready-made program to calculate percentage, mean (i), standard
deviation (S.D.), t-test, one way ANOVA, and Fisher's Least Significant Difference :
LSD.

The results showed that:

1. the factors that affect the usage behaviour of network conversation
programmes internet chat of said students overall and in 5 individual aspect were rated
at a moderate level ranging in descending order as follows: 1) application
2) requirement 3 purpose 4 value and 5) attitude.

2. regarding the comparison of the factors affecting said behavior, it was
found to have significant difference at a level of .01. When classified according to the
time of network conversation, difference in sex and the number of people known, it was
found to have significant difference at a .05 level. But there were no differences when
classified by age, level of education, place of network conversation, the expense of

each conversation, and the length of conversation.





