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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this study were (1) to compare student’s
self-concept, child rearing practice, and school environment between
the disciplinary problem student and the non-disciplinary problem
student (2) to study relationship between the behavior regarding
to discipline and self-concept, child rearing practice, and school
environment, and (3) to find out the predictive power of the behavior
regarding to discipline of student in the lower secondary school, Maung
District, Nakhorn Rajasima Province in 1995, The sample were 390
students selected by Stratified Random Sampling. There were 19§

disciplinary problea student and 195 non-disciplinary problea



student. The instruments were : (1) the self-concept questionnaire
which adapted from the Nongnoot and Payao’ (2) the child rearing
practice questionnaire (3) the school environment questionnaire,
and (4) the misconduct discipline questionnaire which adapted from
the Payao’s. The Cronbach’s Alpha Coefficient of these instruments
were .83, .79, .78 and .93 respectively. Data were analyzed by
using Percentage, Arithmetic Mean, Standard Deviation, t-test,

chi-Square Test and Stepwise Multiple Regression Analysis.

The results of the study were as follows :

1. There were significantly differences in self- concept of
academic value, interpersonal relationship and overall between the
disciplinary problem student and the non-disciplinary problea student
at .05 level.

9. There were no significantly differences in child rearing
practice between the disciplinary problem student and the
non-disciplinary problem student at .05 level.

3. There were significantly differences in school environment of
teachers’ behavior, teaching method and overall between the disciplinary
problem student and the non-disciplinary problem student at .05 level.

4. There were relationship of disciplinary behavior and
self-concept, child rearing practice and school environment. The four
predictors were (1) laissez-faires child rearing practice
(2) self-concepts of academic value (3) democracy child rearing practice
and (4) school environment regarding to teachers’ behavior respectively.

The correlation between four variables could predict disciplinary

behavior 31.11 percent. (R* = 0.3111)



