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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to study and compare moral behaviors and behavioral
tendencies of the sample in each variables : sex , class levels , achievement . family occupation and
family incomes, with social moral bahaviors and also tendencies according to these variables. The
samples were 500 high school students who are selected by two stages cluster sampling method. The
research instruments were questionnaires of 1) demographic data and 2) social moral behavior and
behavioral tendencies of students. The statistics for data analysis were ttest,One-way Analysis of

Variance and the Multiple Comparison by Scheffe' method.

The Mai Its of thi | .

Social Moral Behavi

1. The most apparent social moral behavior of the students was honesty whereas the least
apparent behavior was generosity.

2. There were significantly differences between male and female students in equality or
impartial at the significant level of .05 .

3. There were significantly differences between class level in generosity, social dedication and
other social moral behaviors at the significant level of .05.

4. There were significantly differences between achievement in honesty, equality or impartial,

generosity and other social moral behaviors at the significant level of .05.



5. There were significantly differences between family occupation in other social moral .
behaviors at the significant level of .05 .
6. There were significantly differences between family income on all social moral behaviors at

the significant level of .05.

Social Moral Behavioral Tendenci

7. The most apparent social moral behavioral tendencies of the students was sex abuse
whereas the least apparent behavior was equality or impartial.

8. There were significantly differences between male and female students of social moral
behavioral tendencies in equality or impartial, generosity and other social moral behaviors at the -
significant level of .05 .

9. There were significantly differences between class level in other social moral behaviors at
the significant level of .05. .

10. There were significantly differences between achievement in equality or impartial,
generosity, social dedication and other social moral behaviors at the significant level of .05.

11. There were not significantly differences between family occupation at the significant level
of .05.

12. There were significantly differences between family income on all social moral behavioral

tendencies at the significant level of .05 .



