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Abstract

This research was survey research. The purpose of this research
was to compare self-concept and rearing practices as perceived by
aggressive and non-aggressive students.

Subjects were 180 (90 were aggressive students and 90 were non-
aggressive students) M.S.III students of the first semester, 1994
academic year from Phetchabun public primary school. The sampling
method was multi-stage sampling technique. Three types of instrument
of this study included (1) self-concept questionnaires which adapted
from Jurirat Pramastian, (2) rearing practices questionnaires which
adapted from Tan Pairphetch and (3) classifying manual of aggressive
and non-aggressive students which adapted from Sanit Rattanyoo. Data
were analyzed by using the Mean, Standard Deviation, t-test, Chi-Square
Test, Z-test, One-Way Analysis of Variance (One-Way ANOVA) and
difference testing of Scheffe’ Method.

The results revealed that:

1. There was significant difference at the .05 level of self-

concept between aggressive and non-aggressive students in behavior,



intellectual and school status, anxiety, popularity and total number
of scores, while there was no significant difference of seif-concept
in appearance and attributes and happiness and satisfaction.

2. There was no relationship between rearing practices and
aggressive behavior of students.

3. There was no significant difference of rearing practices
between aggressive and non-aggressive students.

4. There was significant difference at the .05 level of self-
concept among aggressive students who perceive different kind of
rearing practices in the dimension of behavior, happiness and satis-—
faction and total number of scores, while there was no significant
difference of self-concept in intellectual and school status, appea-
rance and attributes, anxiety and popularity.

5. There was significant difference at the .05 level of self-
concept among non-aggressive students who perceive different kind of
rearing practices in the dimension of behavior, intellectual and school
status, anxiety, popularity and total number of scores, while there
was no significant difference of self-concept in appearance and

attributes and happiness and satisfaction.



