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ABSTRACT

This research was survey research. The purposes of this
research were 1) to study students’ assertive behavior 2) to study
the relationship of personal factors and students’ assertive
behavior, and 3) to find out factors affecting assertive behavior
of undergraduate students, Khon Kaen University. The sample were
455 undergraduate students from the first year through the fourth
vear students currently enrolled during the first semester of 1996
academic year. They were chosen by Stratified Random Sampling
Technique.

Instruments in the study were the Dbaseline questionnaire
specially developed by the researcher, child rearing practice
questionnaire modified from Supaporn Weeradawinyvu (1995) and the
Assertion Inventory by Gambrill & Richey (19753) as translated by

La-ead Chuprayron (1978). Statistical Analysis were Percentage,



Mean, Standard Deviation, t-test, One-Way ANOVA, Correlation
Coefficient and Multiple Regression Analysis.

The results of the study were as follows :

1. For child rearing practice, the majority was in democratic,
(X =3.74) in strictly (¥ = 2.36) and in Laissez-faire (X =1.58) styles
of rearing. Gender difference in child rearing style between male
and female students was at .05 level of statistical significance.
The other factors, study were not significantly related to child
rearing stlye, i.e.,year of study, grade point average and field.

2. For assertive behavior, most of students showed assertive
behavior in moderate level. There were no significant differences
in assertive behavior between students with different gender, field
of study mother’s educational backgroun&, parents’ occupation and
total income at the significant level .05. There were significant
difference in assertive behavior between students with different
class, and academic achievement at the .05 level.

3. For the most thfee specific assertive behavior which
needed to be improved were . 1)} telling other people in public not to
annoy them 2) telling friends that their behaviors bothered them
3) starting conversation with strangers.

4. The Relationship of personal factors, assertive behavior,
anxiety and child rearing practice were in low level whereas year of
study and anxiety showed reversed relationship with assertive
behaviors (p < .05) respectively. Mothers' occupation showed reverse
relationship with child rearing practice. {(p < .05)

5. Personal factors, i.e., year of study, mothers’ education
and occupation could be significant predictors of students’ assertive

behavior.



