] <
& 1
Tamuinus DN T UYL MHUNTRA WL RN G ﬂ778U7NL%Uﬁ@uﬂgﬂﬂﬁw
9/ <y | </ <y alay a aQ ad
UWIARADNIANTINLTUUY TENIINUNL TURVINWOGAT TNNA IW Y
</ Y alay a i a </ # </ a
uaewﬂt?uuwqumﬂﬁina%%uvuu IRTEOUIUNTHUNANEN

AOUURNTY AU LIAIVIAUIR I NDNYAUUAY
s o & </ </ ‘
?aﬁwﬁ%wuﬁﬁwuﬁ ToUINBUIR  wEAUYY

ol e a a &
ANTATINATIIVIUT A I INE TUNR D

s .

..........J....]. ......... .. UT¥sWMNTINANNY

| ¢ </
(NIWIUATAATIITH AT, VW WD)

eDe

....... §;:;:JTTTT}?TTTTT.... AYTNANY
<) & &

3¢
.
o)
faud
=
-
23
3
V)
.
2)
-
N
e
2
2
2
o2
aQo
jad]
o)
2
=€
b4
=
=)
2P

e
e ata

a </ & Q"f i/ s i N Y] ¢
ANTITHUATIY uamqﬂ7yaﬂmtwatU7UUquuuTuﬂ7wumwmu ATTAUTH
Q’f Iy <~ a 1 </ N '
Lauv% UWAYAN WU IRARDNIANTIN L THUAINAITINGAR LUK IANHA L TUR TEB3IN
</ Ql ooy a a _ad </ P~ ajay a | a o/ o Y o
UNLTUUVINWORNT TNAAIN Y uaauﬂtiuuwwwnmn77na%%uku TYRUTUNTUN
. § </ o/ 1
dAnyaandany T?ﬁlgﬂuﬂuvaLMQUWN AN NN LN ORUAY INVIAYDBUUAU
</ I </
dn19%n4n 2536 Tmuwﬁn173nuwawnnéumuauﬁnuﬂL?uw MU 640 au
o/ <) & alay a a ad Y o alay a
UTYNBURAILRN L TUHUNNNOGNTINNAINY 39%UIU 270 au WAYUN L TUHUNNNWO 6
1 </ i 9o/ [ Y N .
nﬁsua%%u%uu U 370 au ﬁi@uwnwnﬂﬂﬁéuuuuuuwﬁu (Stratified
. 4 rY) 9/ i
Random Sampling) %u077Lnu7vu71uvaﬁaﬂﬁuuu&auawuuTunwwumamu
o/
uazuuu@aunwuﬂ77au7ut%uw@vaﬂuﬂgﬁ (2533) LRYULYURDUAINAAW
@/ « a & </ N ¢’ alay
UWAARDNIANTINLTHY AINAI NGO LRUTANHA LSURIAIN L LD (2534) vNaN

z-{l g %/ </
%NU?%%WﬁHQ@WWﬂQ*@TQ%UWQlWWﬂU.go (76 URY.85 A NANGURAYVIIAIY



a & o o ' ™ a al
T1LATITRTANATAUNITUIAUINTOUAY AIUINALRAY LAY ANA A LU LYY
' .
NIOTI M AYIVedaUY (t-test) uarvn1Ivadaviadualy (Chi-square
] ay 9/ o oy o/ .

test) @aa@IWVIATT LITYU I TBUNTAN drun17 1UFuu uuEad min Tuu

] o/ g & Y

ﬁﬁm%%uﬂwué&ﬂuUUﬂﬁﬁaU?Nlﬂﬁﬂ@lU%?WBé #2un179¥ Scheffe'type
N % ) o o g

coefficient 1HHAIINAATIUANITAAANTIAIINNRUAAUANNAID TINANTT

a v

IuUTINDWARANN. -

</ < alay EN a ad
1. UA L THUNNWOEONT THNOIW

</ < aay N ' Qe
t uavunt?uwwqumn7iuagﬂu1uun
| Y N A PR % a o % J ¢ 1
NTUATNRYNEH NTUATUATHEN LAYUINUANONTNR A THAITNANAUTTERIIN
9 J </ & o/ ‘ </ ‘ </
gmma ATUATITUTUA ININDITNN uasTmué7w7auqnmﬁuumﬂmﬂwnuauwwuuu
o i )
AdamINanenTyay .01
</ ay qu N a ad </ Y] alay a ' Qe
2.  HOLTUNVNWOGNTTNNGIWEY uavunLiuuwqumn77uag%u1uu
Vo g ) ) o o  al_d & '
1@7Uﬂ17au7wtauwguanmﬁwnuTmuwnt7uuw1@7un17au7ntauaguuuﬂaau
Q{ alay a aQ ad < N ol deo A’
Uavavtaﬂuwﬁunwwqumns7uwa7uunwnn7ﬁuntiuuw1a7un1?0u7utauwg
o o ] ¥ N
LUUYT ¥ S B ey uavﬁﬂuﬁnniﬂwnt?uuﬁ197Uﬂﬁsau7N&%uwguuuﬂmaaﬁu
o N i o/ </ aaal </ | &
Quﬂsawuﬁntnuiu NNy INdnaviTvay .01 WANITOUTNLRYNG
o o </ i
RULYTYE 15U ey uaauuuﬂmaawuqumsaﬂuﬂntﬁuiﬂ NI INUA L TUUIN
EN a _ad : ( </
WORNTTNRAIULTNUANA INAY
</ e ol ey a a ad </ ] alay N 1 aJ
3. MALTHUVINWOGNTTNNAIUEL uayunttuuwqumn?7ua%%uvuu
o a 1 1 9o/ oy Y Y, a
NATINAA LMUABANNULIGADNIANTINLTUU ww%uawqumnﬁ7un3uav?muﬁ7u
o ! </ ' o) o/ aaal o/ ¢ o . af
sauqﬂmﬁu wana INAMAL INNUgGIAUNINGGaTYay .01 umﬂumwunqutwau

( ¢ </
TNUONAINAY



THESIS TITLE : A COMPARISON OF SELF CONCEPT,CHILD
REARING PRACTICES AND SCHOOL ENVIRONMENT
BETWEEN THE DISCIPLINARY PROBLEM STUDENTS
AND THE NON-DISCIPLINARY PROBLEM STUDENTS
OF THE UPPER SECONDARY SCHOOLS IN KHON KAEN
MUNICIPAL AREA.

AUTHOR : MRS. ANCHALEE NAKNAN

THESIS ADVISORY COMMITTEE :

® o ¢ 06 8 8 o o 0 s 0 0 0 o sfe e s e

A.. .fé....Chairmaﬁ

(Assistant Professor Dr.Dhep Pungah)

ooooooooooooooooooo

(Associate Professor Sampan Panpruk)

Ml s (\Ok‘/\\/\\,m%%w\ﬁ?;

-------------------------------

(Assistant Professor Mullawee Adulwatanasiri)

ABSTRACT

The purpose of the study was to compare students'
opinions on self concept, child rearing practices and
school environment between the disciplinary problem
students and the non-disciplinary problem students of
the upper secondary schools in Khon Kaen Municipal Area.
The sample consisted of 640 students who were selected
by stratified random sampling. Of the 640 respondents,
270 were disciplinary problem students and 370 were non-
disciplinary problem students. The instruments used for
collecting data were the Nongnoot's self concept questionnaire
and child rearing practices questionniare, and the Pavao's

students'opinion on school environment questionniare.



The Cronbach's alpha coefficient of these instruments
were .90, .76 and .85 respectively. Information obtained
from returned questionnaire was examined by using
percentage,arithmetic mean, standard deviation, t-test
and Chi-Square test. Multiple comparison, by means of
students' proportional comparison in pairs of the
disciplinary problem students in each rearing pattern
using Scheff's type coefficient as a critical value,

was utilized to determine the significance.

The Findings indicated that :

1. The amount of differences in the disciplinary
problem and the non-disciplinary problem students'
self concepts of academic values , interpersonal
relationships, emotional adjustment and overall aspects
was found statistically significant at .01 level of
confidence.

2. The rejectedly reared students were more
misdisciplinary than the democratively reared students:
and the former were more misdisciplinary than the
overprotectedly reared students. The difference of
misdiscipline between the rejectedly reared students and
the rest was found statistically significant at .01 level
of confidence ; the amount of misdiscipline between the
democratively reared students and the overprotectedly
reared students was not significantly different.

3. The amount of differences of the disciplinary
problem and the non-disciplinary problem students'opinions
on school environment, both in teachers' behavior and
overall aspects , was found statistically significant at
.01 level of confidence; there was no significant difference

in the opinions of the peer groups.



