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Several studies have identified the importance of values as a framework for

tunderstanding human behavior. Positi,e values, for example, are believed to facilitate

positive and desirable actions. This snrdy aims at identiffing the link between youth

values and demographic and family factors. Spccial emphasis will be placed on the

influence of the A-ity variables on basic, personal and social values of youth in the

sample.

The analysis &'aws upon secondary data from the nationally representative

sample survey, the Family and Youth Survey (FAYS), conducted n 1994 by the

Institute for Population and Socral Researc[ Matridol University' Demographic and

family variables in the analysis inciude sex, ,qducation, residential areas, family size,

and ietationship '.vith other family members, pattern of child-rearing and care

provider.

T'tre resglts reveal that youth in the sampte generally hold positive values

with regards to most value items included in the questions. A signiticant minoritl',
however, seem to "deviate" from the nonn. Although results indicate importance of
both demographic and farnily factors, only some of them" i.e., so<, residenti'al areas,

relationshit witir other family members and pattern of ctuld rearing, show statistical

significanci. Tne results lead to the conclusion that youth wlro are female, who live

in rural are4 who have good relationship with other frmily members, and who grew

up in a frmily environment with adequate freedom to make their own ciecisions have

rnore positive basic, personal and social values than Thai male counterparts.

Among the frmily factors, however, the analysis reveals that the care

provider is less important than the "style" of childcare. In other words, it does not

matter much who takes care of the chil4 it is the way the ohild is cared for that is

more important.
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CHAPTER ONE

INrRODUCTION

Rationale

Globalization has played a major role in the change of cultres and social

values in Thailand. The operuress policy of the Thai government towards foreign

euttures and in-testment enco'rrages the in-flow of foreign crrltures and values, which

have in{luenced the Thai society in both positive and negative ways. The cultural and

social,.a!uos changes that have occurred in Thailand today have alfected the structure

of community relationships. they have lessened the importanc.e of fumily values in

the community and in some cases, caused many social problems such as divorces,

dnrg abuse and violent crimes.

It is believed that values are a significant frctor in hunran life and can be used

to predict humanbehavior (Komiq s. & samakarru S. 1979: 2)by the frct that values

have played an important role in how people live their lives (National Culture

Cornmittee, 1986: 8-9). Values have infltrences, Le, people act fhe way they do

because they tqink in c€rtain ways and because they hold certain beliefs and values.

This is tnre for individuals as well as for a society and culture. Therefore, people use

values as standards for their behavior, not only as a terylate for making decisions, but

also as a rnotive for their behavior.
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The effects of values on social practices and behaviors have changed some

trends in society (Wannaprase rt, C. lg1g: 40; Songprasert, J. & Sujaritkul, P. 1988:

l1). In short, it can be said that values create changes in society and these changes

create new values (Chan-airL S. nd.: 16; TuwathanU W. 1982: 2). The emergence of

ne*' social values or components that form new social values can be the result of

different circumstances influenced by such things as Aiends, cornnrunities,

environment, government and one of the most important things, family (Siriwanbut,

P. 1993: 151). The family plays an important role in shaping the moral character of a

person. In families where parents have a high educational background, love,

understa"r<ftng, strong family stability, and'a readiness to raise childreru there Ls a

stronger potential that the children rvill grow up to be of good character, even within a

less desirable environment. On the basis of a stable and loving frmily, children tend

to grour up to have goocl iudgement and a good understanding of what is right or

wroug.

Research on personal deralopment shows that the frmily always has a

signfficant influence on the social values, morals, and ethical attitudes of a child.

Several studies also illustrate that the experiences of a person as a child and an

adolescent have a deep impact on his social attitudes and values. The frmily is, thus,

regarded as the most imltortant institution in straping up the life of a child. It has been

said that 'Child is a father of man". (Soratatt S. 1967: I cited by Sonranaphant, N.

1982: l; Hurlock, 1978:25-26;Fo* 1988: 1-2; DecharirL P. 1986:921). The same

findings are also reported in Sears (Sears, et aL 1976:466) who has conducted many

studies on child rearing. He concluded that the child rearing process is a long-tetm

process that will effect the present behavior and furxc potentials of a child. All ofthe
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findings can be summed up by saying that the way a person behaves is the result of

the way he was raised when he was a child. This is so bcause, the family is the first

social environment for the chrld. It is the family which teaches the values that are

necessary for building desirable or undesirable characters, strong or weak frmilies,

and a harmonious or disharmonious society.

The influence of values is often recognized and referred to in sociology as the

basis of many social problems. In the event there is a value conflict, this would lead

to a fighting behavior or collision (Komia S. & Samakarn, S. 1979: l). The incidents

in Thailand on October 14, 1973 and October 6, 1976 that caused political changes

are excellent examples. The strong reactions been in these incidents we.re thc result cf

some of the values of Thai people having been challenged and a conflict of interest

occurring. The key point is that the values of the masses had been considered and

tlreir needs and beliefs rvere underestimated, resulting :.:r violence that could not 'be

controlled by the govenrment (Winichakul, T. 7995, l8l-194, Eamjai, K. 1998' 95-

96). The rapid changes in values can result in anomalies in society. They lead to

social changes and problems that affect individuals and society.

There are many kinds of behavior fui Tipi society that are challenging. The

answers can be obtained through a survey of the Thai people's values, particularly

Thai youths who account for the largest percentage of the count4r's population In a

time of changes, they are both physically and mentally in a state of confusiorl

disorder and conflict. They are in a diffrcult period cf their lives, between childhood

and aduhhoo4 and as such they have to adjust themselves to the environment

surrounding thenu as well as prepare themselves for adulthood (Thornburg,l9Tl :3 ;

Allat, 1993: 
"71-142: 

Brub:ker, 1993 : 1l','-l!9). The aforementioned incidents of
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October 14, 1973 and October 6, 1976 provided good examples of the results of

actions taken by youths who were significant catalysts with stuong desires. Therefore,

the study of values, by looking at the .trends of personal and social values and by

emphasizing the interest in the background of the families such as: child rearing style,

persons who are involved directly and indirectly in child rearing, and the relationship

within the family, would be useful in understanding a person's behavior to a certain

degree. The study of influence of the frmily on values, therefore, is important in that

it can help us understand youths' behavior.

Realizing the importance of the family in guiding and, in some cases,

determrning youth behavior, the present study proposes to identiff and demonstrate

how yotrth's values are related to various firnily factors. It is hoped that the outcome

will provide a basis upon which appropnate policy many he formulated for further

strengthening of the family institution.

0bjectives of the study:

Tlre overall objective sf this study is to understand youth's values and their

relationships with the frmily. Specific objectives are:

l. To identiry ttre values of Thai youths.

2.To amlyzn relationships between frmily factors and youth's values.

3. To analyze the influence of frmily factors on youth's values.

Scope and limitation of the study:

This research aims at shrdying the values of youths and the related family

variables. It focuses on male and fernale youths betw'een the eges of r5 and 24 v'ho
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are living with their families in different regions throughout Thailand. It uses the

secondary data from a survey that was originally designed to investigate and collect

general information about Thai youths. Th€ survey was not sp--'cifically intended to

investigate youth's values, but rnany questions generated data tbat allow an analysis

of youth's values. As s'-rch, the data is limited- Another limitation stems fromthe fact

that values are a multi-dimensional concept involving several aspects of human life.

Presented in this study are some, but not all values. For analytical purposes, values

are categcrized into personal valueq social values and basic values.

Expected benefits of the stud;.

Despite the limitations nrentioned above, it is hoped that this analysis will

iliuminate the basic. social and personal values of Thai youths, especially with regard

to the relationship of such vaLues to frmily factors. Moreover, it will help to

determine which family factors are more important and relevant to developurg the

values toward oneself and society.
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C… RTWO

LITERATIM REVIEW

This chapter examines the influence of frrnily factors on values of youth as

docurnented in previous studies. P:esented below is a summary of the literature

review that is organized in five related issues:

1. The concept,.rfvalue.

2. Theory of ideology and types of "alues.

3. Transfer ofvalues withinthe family.

4. Factors a.trecting values.

5. Conceptual fiamework and hlpothcsis.

The Concept of Value

Various scholars, including those in the fields of psychology, sociology,

humanities, education and economic$ have studied values. The meaning of the

conc€pt of value, therefore, varies in accordance with each field of study, as well as

with each school of thought. Vatues may be used to describe both social character

and personal cbaracter. Social character can be described as a standard ofbehavior

that is required for cach member of society to learn how to ac't and to live together in

order to be accepted in that society. Personal character can be described in terms of

interests, wishes, desires, thoughts, lpliefs, etc. Whatever the tnre meaning is, most
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scholars agree tlat values are essential factors in explaining human behavior. Values

are guidelines for the people's behavior. It is something to hold on to in order to

achieve their goals in an acceptable manner.

There are many aspects to the meaning of values, depending on the definitions

used by groups ofscholarq such as philosophers, sociologists, or pragrnatists. Values

are the attitudes of people towards something with the feeling of pleasure ard needs,

i.e., the attitude that t}ey are ready io express their beliefs and that they are ready to

fight or object to those people who oppose their values. Values are the source of

behavior, both positive and negative @rajonpajanuek, P. & Sodrnanee, 0.1986 : 14).

According to a Thai scholar, Pattaya'Saihoo, values are tlre beliefs tl"t p€ople

use as a srurce ofreason to make clroices. People use their beliefs as a stardard for

making decisions They have consider values when they take certain actions,

otherwise tley would not want to take those actiotrs. As a human being, anythrng vou

do, you m'.rst bave a sandard for your action (Saihoo, P. 1973: 52-53).

In psycirological terms, as described by Bhanthumnavi& D. (1980: 3l), values

are sorrthing thar he$ people to live togethr in a society. They are tlre regulatbns,

standards ard traditions within each society. Pec,ple born imo a society have to learrl

accqt and follow its values in order to survive in that society.

Values, from another perspective, meatr thoughts, behaviors or things tlat

people view as valuable and accept as standards of practice for sorne period of dme.

They can be changed in time and in accordance with opinions of tle peoph in the

society (Sawadipsnich, IC 1975: ,1G58).

Put sirryly, values are that irdividuals and/or society consider

important, gooJ" desirable o; acceptable. \'alues are based on knowledge, opinionq
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attitudes, beliefs, customs and social environrnent within which individuals exits.

They are the standards thar people keep as part oftheir reason for making decisions to

do or not to do something. Such standards are usually acceptable for the generai

public. Therefor:, values can be viewed as rules of society that have an influence on

people's behavior and their way of living.

Theory of Ideologr and Type of Values

According to the Rokeach Theory (Rokeac[ 1968 cited by Komiru S. &

Samakarq S. 1979:13), values are ideals based on assumptions that can be classified.

Thc larues of human nature can be broken d'dwr, into the fotlowing five categories:

l. Sinc€ individuals do not hare rnany types of values in their minds,

they can be frirly easily countcd ard grouped for study.

2. Tbe diference in values is e:rpressed in degrees of helief.

3. Vahrcs can be ananged irao a systern

4. Values are ked on traditions, society, social institutions, as well as

character. These are considered the origin ofvalues.

5. As a resrlt" rralues can be expressed through aU kinds of human

attitudes and behaviors. This aspect is wtat interests psychologists to study therr

According to the Rokeach Tbeory, values are classified into two groups:

l. Terminal Values, which are subdivided into:

1.1 Personal values. These are the values that focus on

individuals. They are vierred as selfcentered valueq or standards of individual

behavior such as tle need for neace of mind, the need fo' a gocd life, etc.
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1.2 Social Values. These are the values held among groups of

people or "society-centered", such as a sense to help the coinmunity or national

security, etc.

2. ln*nrmental Values, which are subdivided into:

2-l Moral Values. These values are centered on interpersonal

relationships. If anyone violates these values, the person will consciously feel they

are dorng something lvrong or they will feel retrnrse.

2.2 Competence Values. These are the values of self-

acfialization, which are not related to rnorality. Violation ofthese values will create a

shameful feeling in a person

According to the Rokeach Theory an individual's personal and social values

can be measured. The theory also suggests that moral values seem to be similar to

socia! values, rvhiie competence values have a closer relationship to personal values.

In the Hall Theory (cited by Tuwatlranl W. 1982 : 7), primary' values are

classffied into the following two types:

t. Self Values: the ability to accept oneself as worthwhile as others do.

2. Other Vahres: the abilityto accep others as worthwhile as oneself.

These findings are similar to the research by ChurnnuctL C. (1995: 34) who

studied senual values and the behavior of Thai youths and classified the motives of

these values into the following two frctors:

l. Social factors: Social nalues consist of cultural standards of order,

morality, and regulations by having social in$inrtions such as families, schools and

religion to educate and train the npmbers on the society.
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2. Personal factors: Sexual values also depend on the individual

knowledge and pleasure that each individual learns and absorbs from other pmple

around him.

The designation of values as to what is appropriate to social conditions, the

creation of appreciation of required valu:s and to use these as the guidelines to control

the behavior as well as to block and correct unwanted values has been performed

since the end of 1979 by the National Culture Committee- In 1980 the committee

identified 20 values that were considered common for Thai society and individuals. A

handbook for teaching the nine most important and necessary values was also

prepared. Finally, the following five basii'valucs were suggested to Thai people

(National Cuhure Committee. 1986: 14-19):

1. Self support, diligence and responsibility.

2. Savings and tiriftiness.

3. Discipline and lawfulness.

4. Acting in accordance with religious rmral conduct.

5. Loyalty to the country, religion ard rnonarchy.

These five principles of behavior are recornmended to Thai people by His

majesty the King. They are negarded as the *hsic values for Thai life".

Suphanarat, S. (1995: 17-19) identified two t)?es of values:

1. Values that benefit the society directly, which are:

l.l Belief L:r truh and the courage to alt according to tbe truth-

1.2 Love of nature and a good environment.

1.3 Self responsibility and resl-ct for others' rights and opinions.

1.4 io Le responsible to society and the community.
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1.5 To realiz.e the importance of cooperation with each other by

creating harmony in the society. To know when to wiru lose or forgive.

1.6 To rcalize the importance of the family, which is important in

developing youth and the society.

1.7 To preserve justice, fairness, freedom and fratemalism in the

society.

1.8 To realize the importance of developing the quality of life and

society in terms of morals, tradition and culture.

1.9 To preserve the nation's independence, pride, and Thai nationalisrn

To be wi[ing to sacrifice one's litb for the *tioo', interest.

1.10 To believe in integrity.

t.l I To believe in democracy. I

l.l2 To be loyal to the King as the head of the cormtry and the focu-s I

of Thai people.

l.t3 To strictly respect the laws, nrles and regulations that help

maintain peacefulness in the society.

l.l4 To hetp maintain and preserve public ass€ts and the cuttural

heritage of the colmtry.

I.15 To honor those ufro do good and oppose those who do harmful

things.

1.16 To be disciplined and law abiding.

1.17 To follow religious rnorals.

l.l8 To be loyal to the country, religion and the rmonarchy.
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2. Values that benefit individuals are:

2.1 To be independent, diligent and responsible.

2.2 To lead a simple life by saving and being thrifty.

2.3 To realize Olat work is important and to work hard.

2.4 To have sel f-respect.

2.5 To continue to study and improve the quality ofone's life.

2.6 To be cuhivated with sanitary habits and to improve the health of

one's life, frmilv ard society.

The values listed above indicate that tlre values themselves are rnore important

to the society than to the individuals wrc foiir the society.

Another scholar, Buasri, W. (1979:25), oglained that values are attitudes and

beliefs that have been buried deeply inside individuals and that have sonp affect on

humaa bebavior. Values can be transferred Aom parents, teachers ard sometimes

tom the environment. Sbe classified the ralues into the following six categories:

l. Materialistic r"alues

2. Social values.

3. lvtroral and religious values"

4. Ethical values.

5. Value of beauty.

6. Factual values.

Wannaprasert, C. (1979: 42-sD groups the values of Thai people as follows:

l. Loyafty to the rronarchy.

2. I-oyafu to money. Panplc who have money are always widely

accep€d.
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3. Loyalty to power.

4. Donations as influenceC by religion.

5. The love of fun.

6. The love of foods.

l. Pzhef. rn astrology, to lead their lives.

8. The love of conspicuous consumption and to show off their social

status.

9. The love of luxury.

10. Pride in being Thai.

11. Seifishness, which;an bi'seen when the econoi,ry is in trouble.

12. l-ove ofgambling.

13. Lack of discipline.

14. To .natch tragic incidents such as traffic accidents anti fires.

15. Generosity. e.g . liking to rvelcome guests.

16. Belief in education Thais hope that hrgher education will bring

prosperity to their children.

17. Belief in seniority. Thais often address elderly people with

kinship terms such as uncle, or b,rother, though they are not really relatives.

18. Nationalisrn Pride in bcing Thai" but not e:rtneme. Sornetimes

Thai people do things that damage the counfiy because of their selfishness.

The values as descrilrcd a'oove rnay b more apprcpriately referred to as'oThai

behavior'. They should not be labeled as "values". The basic values of Thai people

should incltrde only those that can be standardized as social rules and will benefit the

people in the society. For example, caring about society, love of natur€ and
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environment, tlle belief in justice and fairness, are attitudes that should be considered

as social lalues.

Theabovediscussiononconcepts,theoriesandclassificationsofvaluesleads

to a conclusion that the general values or basic values ofThai society can be classified

into tw.o categories: 
I ttrose that are related to oneself (persona! values) and those that

are related to other people and society (social values)' These two kinds of values are

defined as follows:

Personalvaluesreferrowhatisconsideredbyindividuasasimportant

and worthwhile. They may be treated as per"onal sandards t}at one uses as criteria to

evaluate the worthiness of behavior. In terrns of the data available for the present

study, these include:

1. Freedorn

2. F'un and eujoYment

3. Living a goal'oriented life'

4. Friends and friendshiP.

5. Self<onhol.

6. Self-content.

7. Marriage and children

Social vahres refer to what is considercd socially acceptable or

desirable. They ray be sirrply regarded as social standards. In terrlls of the dara

available for the p,resent studn these include:

' Classificaticr of valucs in 6€se two cat€gni€s was assisted by qua[fied people, i.e., Professa

Dr.Dusngdusn Bhsrthunnavin of Instihtte of Devclopmqrt and A&r:histrati'.,n and Mr. wasin

Ind.a:ara oiMahamakut Buddrist Univerrity.
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l. Honesty to oneself and others.

2. Retgion and morality.

3. Fairness arrrl justice

4. Public interest over self interest.

5. Equality of men and women.

6. Family over self.

7. Environment.

8. Participating in public affairs.

Transfer of Yalues witnin the Famity

The frmily is the institution designated by society to rncet the needs of its

offspring. A couple with no children is not called a frmily, but only two spouses.

The fimily, especially the father and mother pLay an important role in teaching values,

giving iove and urarmt[ as well as rnental security to their children. For a child,

pething can influence him r:rore than his frmily. A good part of personality,

charact€r, ideas, beliefs, attitudes and valrres in an individual is transferred from his

family. The transfer of qualities or perscralities from one generation to tlre next in

the frmily constihrtes a signfficant developrent in society (kman, 1998: 24-25;

Pnnrop, B. nd.: 186; Wallace, 1972: 178; cited by Kasemnukultoj, K l99l: 26;

Khaeirarre, T. 1990: 22; Sawds€ranee, T.1979).

Within the frmily, values can be traosferred by various means, such as by

rewards or punistunent. Children are conditioned to behave the way their parents

want tbm to behave. This is ia line with the theory of psychology proposeC by B.F.
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Skirurer who described the direct child rearing npthod, in which parents inlluence

particular behaviors among their children" According to thb theory ofpsychoanalysis,

it is believed tbat th: cLrse ielationships between children and those who are major

care providers have a significant influence on the children's behaviors. This is also in

line with Sigmund Freud's theory tlat contends that the ciaracteristics and basic

struchre ofchildren's personalities are for^ned .luring their early years while they are

babies and infrnts" The basic characterisics of children are believed to develop and

shape up by the age of 5. (Supaphol, N. 1984: 40; Khaemanee, T.1990:22-23;

TheerawakirL N. l99l:, 92).

Factors Affecting Values

There are many frctors that are ooncerned with youth's values such as Aierds,

teacbers ard various media h the society. However, the rrain objective of this

re.search will be to aoalyze only tbe major frctors which are divided irto two qpes:

l. Demographic fictors, suc,h as se6 education leve\ residential areas,

2. Family frctorg such 6 family size, fnmily relationshipg pattein of

child rearing and c8r€ provider.

The discussbn below draws upon information from various studies.

l. Derrograph ic Factors

1.1 Ser There have been various studies on the relarionship between

sex and values. When it coiDes tr ihe measur€ment of values many st':dies found
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mixed results that sorrretimes are different and sonretimes similar (Wongsit, M.1992;

8; Bootkaew, K. 1972: Abstract). This is believed to be related r-o the change in

society that allows more equality and freedom of males and females. According to

Fledman and Fledman (Fledman and Feldmaru 1976 clted by Chaleekhrua S. 1980:

26) therc are no differences in values of ho^resty between bo1's and girls at the age of

12. This is consistent with the findings by Choosing, P. (1975; I cited by

Chaleekhnra S. 1980: 15) who studied the social values of secondary school students,

and by Viriya, K. (1983: cited by Luerkosol C. 1988: 4344) who studied the basic

values of concept of self:dependence and diligence. She also found that males were

more concerned than the females about the ialues of selr:dependence, education and

the economy, which is thc same results seen in the research by Prasarn Malakul - Na

Ayuthdaya ( I 98C : abstract).

1.2 Education Level Educetion is an important factor which

encourages individuals to learn and understanci more on varlous subjects. lAis can be

seen from ttrc Ministry of Education's changing of basic education requirement from

Prathom 6 to Prirnary ldattayom Suksa because it considers the importance of

education at tlre highff icvei as the source of knowledge and understanding to develop

individuals and society along with the country development. In additio& it also found

that people who obtain higher education have a better opportunity to be successful

than those who have less education This is reflected in the frct that the present

society places a high value on education and more highly respects those with higher

education. Thus, people with different levels of education will have different levels

of values. In her study of the values of under graduate students Chutinard

Rattanajora;^a (1984: Abst^act) found that students with a higher level of e4ucation
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have higher degrees of social values compared to those who have lower levels of

education Similar results were found in the study by Mayuree Charoensarp (1990:

Abstract) where people with different educational backgrounds had different degrees

of basic values. However, not all investigators agree. One researcher on this subject

found thal there is no effect of education on l6 categories of basic values.

1.3 Residential area. Values arc related to residential area. As shown

in the study of Malakul Na-Ayudhaya" P. (1980: Abstract), Samuttawanicta C. (1979:

25-26) and Buasri, W. (1979: 25), youths who live in an urban area have the ability to

perceive the values more clearly than those who live in a r.ral area because an urban

area offers moie opportunities and thry are exposed to moie education,

communicatioq and mass media.

2. Fanily Factoru

2.1 Farnily Relauonship. The most impofiant frctor in srudying tbe

frmily is the relationship umrong the frmily members. It may be said tbat family is

a unit of individual's basic relationship. Such a relationship is the origin of a

healthy min4 attitudes, and values, cs well as frmily problems. When there is a

smooth relationship in a frmily, family members are happy (Astone and

Washingtou1994:574-576; Luerkosol, C. 1988: 76-77: Bruhaker, 1993:ll7). If

there is a goodrelationship within a family, the degree of social values is high and

the degree ofpersonal values is low. The following family relationships should be

mentioned because of their importance:

2.1.1 The relationship between a husband and wife, or a frther and

motner, is regarded as the beginning and the most important in the family. It tras a
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great inlluenoe ov€r the family's equilibrium. Ifa couple has a good relationship, the

roles of ftther and rnother are very easy to play and result in warmth and confidence

within the frmily. On the other hand, if a couple's relationship is not going $nootl y,

it rnay result in the frmily's ma!furrction and tle degrees cf values can be different.

(Mahawat, P. 197 6: 23-24 ).

2.1.2 T}r,, relationship between parents and children develops from

th relationship of the parsnts. The bond berween the fathr, rnother and children

must be inseparable for the sake ofthe frmily's security (Kochapakdee, N. 1994: I l8;

Nontapatarnadool, I( 1986:27; Umsuthi L. 1996:137).

2.1.3 The relationship amo'rig srolmgs. Ihis also depeds upon the

relationship between the fither and mother. If the parents teat their children firly,

there will be no nalx problems amng siblings (Nontapdamadool,,K 1936:27).

2.1.4 The relationship among the ftmily's other membe,rs. In the case

of a single frmily, th relatbnship would involve oaly a fattrer, a mother and children,

uho bave a close aDd &ce to &ce relationship. Ll the case of an eEended frmily, the

relationship of fimily members can be more corrylex since it involves many

members. Each member plays different rcles in the family. (Nontapdamadool, K

1986: 27-28; Tinmkul, N. l98l: 109; Khaemanee, T.l99O:.2).

The study by Furstenberg Gurstenterg, 1976 cined by Indrarasukbum,

A. 1994: 26) fourd that the child who has a good relationship with his parents has the

opportrmity to develcp his knowledge and ideas mone quickly. The study of youth's

problern in Thailand found that children who bave good behaviors often have good

relationships with theh parents. Their siblings who do not behane well are those who
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lack a good relationship with their parents (The Education and Occupation Guidance

Committee, Ministry of Education 1964: 26, cited by Somanaphant, N. 1982: l4).

On the other hand, Sethaput's stndy {Sethaput, C. 1993; 170-182) of

the relationships between familial and ncn-familial factors of fenrale youtls in

Buriram prcvince found that the non-frmilial factors have rnore influence on the

sexual values of youths than familial frctors. These findings contrast with the results

from other findings conceming the family's influence on youth values.

2.2. Pattern ofchild rearing. From tlre various aspects of development of

children's personalities in relation ro tne re,illionshins within the family, as meirtioned

above, it is shown that the pattem ofchild rearfuE has a great influence, both dhectly

and indirectly, on the children's development oftlreir attitudes (Suwannatat, J. l98l:

61; Chaijirachayahrl, T. 1986: 35) as well as to the process of values transfer by

wirich the children will iniute tte hehavior of the person who looks after them

(Kochapakdee, N. 1994: i,i; Srtthisakorn, U. 1986: 13). Different styles ofchild

rearing; tb€r€fore, will resuh in the diffeletr personalities of children Baurrin4

(Baumin4 1972 citrd by Indarasukhum, A. 194:28) and Roger (Roger, 1972 cited

by Karikarn, S. 1998:45-48) ufro observed similar results. As discussed below, three

types of ctild rearing rnay be identified:

2.2.1 Dewqatic child rearing . In ihis style of rearing children,

children receive frir treatrrent, with love, v/artnth, as well as acceptance from their

parerlts. This gives thcm the confdence to erer€ss theh opinions and to make

decisions on tleir own ln additiotr, this style of child rearing helps the children

develop their serNe of rcsponsibility, self-confidence and caring for other people, as

well as .o communicate and e:press tbeir beliefs aod values appropriately (Baldwitl
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1948:291-328, cited by Luerkosol, C. 1988: 88-91; 'L/atson, 1957 cited by Lekswat,

P. 1974:24; Thanakoiu T. 1981: I 15; Chamnuch, C. 1995: 109).

. 2.2.2 Over-protective child rearmg. This form of child rearing, as

suggested by Baumrind or the strict rearing study by Roger, makes children feel that

they do not receive as high a degree of freedom as they need and that tl,ry r'.ust be

disciplined and are under orders of their parents rnost of the time. If the parents are

over-protective, it causes stress on the children. They will become overly dependent

upon their parents, lack self-confidence, shy, have low initiative, low pride in

themselves and have few friends (Suthawas, P. citcd by Luerkosol, C.1988: 92;

Thayarnsilpa S. 1998: 76; Choopikulchai Sl, tqgt:41-42; Thanakorn, T.1981: l13;

Sutthisakor.l U. I 986: I 3).

2.2.3 Liberarl child rearing. This is a kind of rearing method where

the children often feel that they are rgnored and abandoned. They feel that the parents

neglect them and give them too much fieedom The childrerr also: hav.e stress, feel

lonely, aggressive, do not like to associate with other people and do not understand

the difference between right and wrong. They grow up with anti,society fsslings and

tend to violate the laws. The result can lead to juveniie delinquency problems

(Kempe & Kempe, 1980 cited by Indrara$*hunr, A. llt: 37; Choopikulchai, S.

l98l:  2;Khaemanee, T. 1990.: I l2).

2.3 Care providers are considered as important to the establishment or

transfer of the youth's vaiues. These persons give ttre youth's education and closely

look after thern They are the role nodels for the youths. As a result, children who

grow up under a frther and mother's care seem to have better personal, social ard

basic values than those who were bnought up by a single parent or by sorneone else
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(Grist and Fav2 1968:365‐366 cited by Luerkosol,C_1988:78;Tantiphalacheewa9

K。 1994:218;Kochapakdee,N。 1994:118;Isiam's Commitee,o飯 ce,Songkhla。

1992:60;Siriwanbut,P.1993:62-70)。

This review ofthe literature reveaied that sex,education level,rcsidential area9

farp_ily relatbnships,patteFn OfChild‐ rearing and the care pЮ vider seettd to have an

influence over the values llsed in daily hfe,which in this case are classifled as youth's

personaL soCial and basic values.Ho、 ever,おm the researcher:s pont of view,the

family size is also likely to have an innuence on such values,even though tt was not

addressed h ti past resett Only Sears et alo and Utamrt(SearS&Maccoby&

LeviL 1976:432,lltamrt,W。 1981:146)lomd tht thc number of siblings in a

fa_7nily should not arect the values towards― lage.In this ttuむ,therefore,this

vanable is taken mto considemtion

Conceptual Fremework and Hypothesis

Drawing upon tbe knowledge gained from previous studies, the present

analysis anticipates youth values to be closely related to and influenced by two sets of

factors, demographic and frmily. Important demographic variables include sex,

education and residential area Among the fimily variables, the present cnalysis

anticipates frmily size, frmily relationship, i.e., the relationship of tire youth with

other frmily memberg the pattern of child rearing ard the care provider, to have a

relationship to and an influence on the nalues of youths. The conceptual framework

describe above may be simply illustrated in the diagram below:
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Demographic Factors

1. Sex

2. Education level

3. Residential area

Hypothesis

For analytical purposes, the followiag hlpotbeses are formulatod:

l. lvlales have ahigher degw ofbasic, personal and social values than

females.

2. Yorfihs wlro have a higher degree of education have a higher level

ofbasic, personal and social values than yotrths with a lower level of education

3. Youths who live in an urban area have a higher degree of basic,

per:rnal and social values than those ufuo live in a nrral area

4. Youths uiho live in a frrnily with 3 or more siblings have a higher

degree of basic. personal and social values than youths who live in a family with

fewer than 3 siblings.

Basic V::lues

- Personal Values

- Social ValuesX'amily Factors

l. Family size

2. Family reiationship

3. Pattern of child rearrng

4. Care provider

+

+
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5. Youths who have good relationships with other family members

have a higher degree ofbasic, personal and social values than those who do not have a

good relationsFrip.

6. Youths with more freedom to make decisions have a higher degree

of basic, personal and social values t-harr youths 'nho have been given little or no

freedom to make decisions.

7. Youths who live with their mothers and frthers (as care providers)

have a higher degree of basic, personal and social values than yotrths who live with

someone othcr rhan their mothers or ftlhers.

Definition of ferms and concepts:

Youth: rnale or female who is between 15 -24 years old.

F'amily relationship: the relationship between a youth and his father,.mother

and siblings.

Patte.rn of child rearing: the style of raising a child (decision ntaking), e.9.,

denmcratic, dependent, independent.

Care provider: the person u&o provided care and looked after children in the

fanrily. This could be a frther, mother or another member ofthe frmily.

Values: ideology, philosophy, attitude and beliefs that people have. They are

what people keep as part of the rearnn in their mind when they decide to do

something. It must be acceptable to the general public.

Basic values in this analysis are constructed from questions on the 15 iszues

given below:
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1. Freedom.

2. Honesty to ones self and other.

3. Fun and enjoyment.

4. Religion and morality.

5. Fairness and justice.

6. Living a goal-oriented life.

7. Friends and friendship.

8. Public interest over self interest.

9. Equality of men and women

10. Self-control.

I l. Self-content.

12. Family over self.

13. Marriage and children.

14. Envirorunent.

15. Participating in public affairs.

These values are classified into the following two distinct categories:

1. Personal valueq constructed from questions on 7 issues reiaied io

individuals given below:

l.l. Freedorn

1.2. Fun and enjoyment.

1.3. Living a goal-oriented life.

1.4. Friends and friendship.

1.5. Seltcontrol.

1.6. Selflcontent.

1.7 lManiage and childrer,.
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2. Social values are constructed from 8 questions on issues pertaining to

society as given below:

2.1. Honesty to oneself and others.

2.2. Religion and morality.

2.3. Fairness and justice.

2.4. Public interest over self-interest.

2.5. Equality of men and women.

2.6. Family over self,

2.7. Environment.

2.8. Participatirg in public affairs.
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CHAPHR THREE

METHODOLOGY

Data Source

This analysis draws secondary data from the Family and Youth Survey

(FAYS) 1994. The strvey was conducted by the Institute for Population and Social

Researctr, IMatridol University, with fuqding s'rpport from the United Nations

Population Fund (tiNFPA). The main'objective of FAYS was to gain an

understanding of youth in contemporary Thai Society. Special reference was made to

certain key aspects in the lives of ycuths. The data was collected by using

questionnaires to intcrview a sarqrle populatiorr of 5,ouths bett'een the ages of 15 and

24 wtto lived in the Norther4 ){ortheastein, Southem and Central Regions of

Thailand including the Bangkok Metnopolitan area (Podhisita, C. & PattraravanicbU.

1e9s).

The FAYS questionnaire included the following 10 parts:

Palt l

Part 2

Part 3

Part 4

P前 5

P壼 6

Background of the responde,nt

Farrily and relationships in the Ami[

Education, worh income and expenses

C-ontributions to and fromthe family

Self-image, values and attitudes

Family forrnation
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Part 7 :Hobbies,■ icⅨis and networks Outside family

Palt 8 :Health

Part 9 :Respondent's household infomation

Part 10: Sexllal experiences

Method of sample selection

The Family and Youth Survey (FAYS) employed a stratified sample method

which follvwed the following steps (Podhisrtq C. & PattraravanictU U. 1995: 7):

l. Thailand is divided into 5 regicns: Northern, Northeastern,

Southerru Central and Bangkok.

2. Three provinces (changwats) are selected from each of the

Northeni Northeastern and Cenual regious. From the Southern region, only 2

changwats were selected to take samples.

3. From each of the selected changwats, 2 districts (amphurs) were

selected, except from Bangkok wtrere 19 anrphurs were selected to take samples.

4. In each amphur (except in Bangkok), sanrple areas were divided

into urinn anti rural Three urban blocks were taken from each urban area and t]uee

villages from each rural area. Supplementary areasi were also randomly taken fiorn

each amphur, in case the target nrunber of interviews from the selected sites was not

met.

The process described in steps l-4 above was aocomplished with the herp of

National Statistics Office (NSO).
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Table 3.l DinibutiOn OfSample Population h Uiballl and Rural Areas urlder Study

of FAYS(1994)

Source; psdhisita, C. & Pattravanich, U. 1995

As it was not possible to compile a listing of households in each sarnple

community, households for youth intervie'*s were selected by a convenient sample

technique. Interviewers were dispatched from the center of each community to

approach each and every housebold on their ways to identifr eligible youtlr- While

doing this the interviewers also collected basic information about each household.

Interviews were conducted where eligible youth were identified. This process

continued until tlrc target number of inten iews was olrtained. Note thzrt this technique

deviated from the conventional/random sampling method in a significant way. This

methodological weakness w'as later remedied by carefully weightrng parameters.

Of the 15,196 households in the sample communities, the interviewers

contacted 7,184 households. Only 2,985 of all the contacted households had youths

Region Prcvince Dist面ct Urban Village

Bangkok

Central

North

Northeast

South

1

3

3

3

2

19

7

6

6

4

24

7

6

6

5

19

19

18

12

Total 12 42 48 68
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between the ages of 15 and 24. Interviews were conducted with 2,243 youths. As

scme ofthe interviews were not complete, only 2,180 c.ases were good for analysis.

The sample was adjusted by a weighting method so that distribution of yot ths

in the sample is similar to tbat in the 1993 Census which is nearest to the tirne of the

survey. Results were compared to the distribution of the Census population as shown

in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2 Distribution ofyouths inthe FAYS sanrple compared withttrc distribution

in the 1993 Census

Region/Age Urban Rural Total

MLle FeEnale Male Female

騎 ℃ 1993 Fays 1993 Fays 1993 Fays 1993 Fays 1993

Banょ測 15‐ 19

2024

3.1

4.1

2.7

3.3

31

3.1

3.2

-3.7

6.2

7.2

5.9

7.0

Cmtta1/15‐ 19

20…24

0.7

0.7

0.6

0。7

0。7

0.5

0.7

0。7

3.5

5.9

4.8

4.8

6.1

3.7

4.8

4.8

11.1

10。7

10.9

11。 1

Non′  15‐19

20‐24

0.4

0.1

0.4

0.4

５

　
　
３

０

　

０

４
　
　
・
４

０

　

０

5.1

4.4

4 .2

4。2

3_9

3.3

4.0

4.0

9.8

8.2

9.0

9.0

Nonear15¨ 19

20-24

８

　
　
６

０

　

０

６

　
　
５

０

　
　
０

0.4

0.5

６

　

５

０

　

０

7.9

5.8

8.7

7.6

7.9

10.0

8.2

7.5

17.0

16.9

18.1

16.8

South/  15-19

20-24

５

　
　
２

０

　

０

４

　

４

０

　
　
０

04

0.5

0.5

0.5

3_2

2.8

０

　

６

３

　

２

2.4

2.9

０

　

６

３

　
　
２

6.6

6.4

6.8

6.0

Total （
ヱ 10.0 9_9 38.8 40.0 40.2 39.0 100.0 100.0

Solllrce:Po凸お]嘔 C.&PamvamcL u。 1995



Characteristics of the sample youths in this study were divided into two types;

demographic and familial type, as shown in Table 3.3.

Table 3.3 Percentage Distribution of Youth by Demographic and Family

Characteristics

Fac. ofGrad Studieq Mahidol Univ.

Characteristics of the sample youths

Education
Primary School

Secondary Schoo!

High School

University

Total

Residential Area

Urban

Rural

Total

Sin ofFaEШ ly

Small(1-2 children)

LaFge(3 childr●‐n or m∝)

Total

Pattern of Child Rearing

Dependent

Democratic

Independent

Total
Care Provider

Father and Mother

Others

Total

M.A(PopulatiOn and Social Rscarch)′ 31

36.8(800)

18.2o96)

29。3c648)

15.2(327)

100,Oo,171)

48.9

51.1

100.0

48.5

51.5

100.0

48.7(lp62)

51.3(1,118)

100.Oo,180)

27.4

72.6

100,0

59.0

41.0

100.0

24.2

75。8

100.0

25.6(559)

74.4(1.621)

100.Oo,18o

18.3“Oo
60.8(1,32o

20。9“54)

1∞ Q18o

55.1(H92)

44.9o88)

100.Oo,180)

33.6

19.7

32.0

14.7

100.0

39.5

17.1

28.0

15。4

100.0

Famョly Rehmtthip

P∞r

Fair

Gooo

Tou

9.3

62.1

28.6

100.0

27.2●93)

63.5(1,384)

9.3c203)

100.Oo18o

13.3

60。2

26.5

100.0

Sorrce: Adopted fromPodhisitq C. & Pattravanic[ U.1995

Characteristics Male Female Total

9.3

64.7

26.0

100.0

22.5

61.3

16.2

100.0

51.1

48.9

100.0
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Veriflcation ofReliability ofthe QuestiOnnaire used in Collecting Data

To ventt the quality ofthe information on values in the FAYS questiomares

a reliabil■y teJwas perfornled before the present analysis_The FAYS quettiollnalres

on values were used wih 40 youths ttom a public high school.This sample was

divided into● wo groups;20 students who were believed to have higher basic values

and another 20 students who were believed to have bwer basic valucs.This was

acoomplished with the help of a∞ unseling teacher.The Alpha Coe亜 ctnt of the

resu■s reveals the value of.69,which indicates that infomation obtained through the

FAYS Questblmalre is faむ ly highly reliable。 (See Append破 B)。

Measurcment of Dependent Variables

In this analysis the dependent variables are the youth's .ra!':es which are

considered in term of basic, personal and social values. These values are consi;ucted

on the bsis of the 1'ouths' responses to 15 questions Cesigned to collect information

about their values. In the questionnaire, the questions a:e given in the fonn of

statements. Respondents are asked how important each statement is to therr- (See

otrestions in Appendix A). A four pcint scale with pre-coded answers were prepared

on cards from which respondents nrade their choices - not important, less important,

important, or very important. Answers to each statenrcnt were assigned appropriate

scores. Scores of 14 were assigned to the answers as shown below.

- Not important

- Less important

- Important

- Most important

=l point

=2 pomts

=3 pomts

=4 FЮmts
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The scores for the answers to two negative statements (freedom and fun and

enjoyment) are reversed, i.e., I for most important and 4 for not important. As such,

the values scores range from the minimum of 15 to a maxi,num of 60 for the basic

values (which is based on armwers to all 15 statements ir the questionnaire), 7-28 for

personal values (which is based on answers to 7 statements), and 8-32 for social

values (wtrich is based on answers to 8 statements).

On the basis of the scores described above, it is possible to view the youth

sample as a wtrole in terms of each tlpe of values, i.e., basic, social, and personal.

This is srmply done by first summing up scores on each type of the values and using

other statistical methods for determining reldtronships ofthe variables.

Using the mean as a reference, the whole youth sample can then be

categoizd into groups with low, moderate and high values. In this analysis, a 'low

goup' rrcails the respondent had a scone that was lower thao the value of mean - I

S.D. A'moderate goup' ilreans the respondent had a score that was betrueen the

meao - I S.D. aod the nrean +1 S.D. A 'high group' rle4ns the respondent had a

score that was great€r tban mean + I S.D. The resuhs of the above procedure are

presented in Table 3.4

Table 3.4 Selected Values by Value Type

Type of values Maximum Minimum Mean S.D.

Basic values 60.00 27.00 49.24 5。78

Personal values 28.00 12.00 22.38 3.01

Social vatues 32.00 12.00 26.85 3.05

311384 1 12Sじ 4 2LP六
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Operationaレ戴lo■ oflndependent V8nableS

IndepeDdent variebles and their rneasurements for the present analysis are

describe below:

I Sex is classified into rmle and female.

2. Education level is measured in terms of the Nghest level of

education conrpleted.

3. Residential area is divided into rural ard wban catcgories.

4. Family size is measured in terms of the number of surviving

children The frmily size is *large" if ttre member of children is greater than 2,

d騰口亀Ю it is sttnl.

5. Family relationship: A conposite vzriable taking into accouttt the

relationship between tlre youth and the pa!€d, as well as tlre relertiorship with his

siblings. This .rariable is cc:rsiructed Aom answers to thee questions in the

questionnairc; all nf which rlear ne impor&nt aspects of the relafionship between

youtls and other members in the fimily.

Appropriate scor€s 8re assigned to each answer, tbe sum of which represents

tbe level of 'hmily relationship" for each respondent. A bw score indicales a poor

relaionship, a rredium score indicates a frir relationship and a high score indicotes a

good relationship with otber rimily members.

6. Pattern of child reoring is comtructed on tbe basis of youtls'

responses to sev'cral queJtions designed to measure the degree of the youft's

indeperdence with regard to selected key aspects. As for the variable on frmily

relationship above, appropriate scorrs arc assigned to answ€rs to these questions and

the sum of them represents the p*tern of child rearing in which the respcndent greu'

Methodology/34
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up. For analytical purposes, three categories of these variables are identified, i.e.,

dependent, democratic and independent.

7. Careprovider, in this analysis refers to persons who looked after the

respondents while they grerv up. They may be parents or other frmily memhrs.

Dependent and independent variables and their nrcasurements appropriate for

each type of analysis are surunarized in Table 3.5.

Table 3.5 Summary of Variables in the Study

Variables X'-test M u ltiple Regression Analysis

Dependent Variable

Values
ｅ誠」ｏｗｍ
呻

Scores

Independent Variable
Sex

血
動

lviale : 1

Female:0

Education [rvel Primary School

Secondary School

High School

University

Years of Education

Residential Area
』
ｍ

』
ｍ

=l
:0

Size of Family Small (l -2children)
Large(3childrenup)

Number og gi[tings

Family Relationship
ｂ
蹴
蜘

Scores

Pattern of Child rearing Dependent

Democratic

Independent

Scores

Care Provider Father and Mother

Fatlrer or l,{othc.- or Others

Father and Mother : I
Father or Mother or Ottrers: 0
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Data Analysis

The folbwing amlysis(see chapter 4)beginS Wih descriptive ttatistics to sce

the distributbn ofyouth according tc theL values scores and levels h eachり

"ofthe
values eЮ rsollat SOChl and basb).The frtt part of t“ analysis also ams at

understanding the dittribution ofyouth's values by derrlographic and family variabLs。

Next,the analysis moves to identtt the relatbnship between youth's values and dl

independent variabLs usmg Chi‐ s甲 lЯre te飩.The htt part llses the Mu■ ipb

Regression Analysis to mderstand the innuence Of deIIloraphiC and family factors

on youth's values.
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CHAPrER FOUR

FINDINGS AND RESULTS

This chapter presents the results of the data analysis that is divided into tlree

sections. TIE first secticn focuses on the general description of the youth's values;

the second on the relationship berween demographic and family factors. The last

section identifies tle influence of demographig.ani frmily fbctors on youth's values.

1. Youth's Values

Table 4.! shows the disuibution of youths according to their responses to

\alue stat€rDents which are pnesented in two categories: those that pertain to personal

values (7 stat€ments) and tlose tbat pertain to social values (8 A

combination of the values in two cat€gpries (pcrsonal and social values) represents

basic raalues (total 15 stat€,ments). In general tbe information in Table 4.1 tels where

the majority ofyouths stand with regard to each oftbe \Eluc stat€ments.
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Percentage distribution of youth according to their responses to the

value staternents (N = 2180)

4

A=NotimpoJhnt,B=Less important9 C=Important9 D=Mostimponnt

The freo-uency distribution in table 4.r reveals that the majority of youths in

the sample consider each of the values either 'important' or 'rnost iryortant'. Based

',:pon this distribruilon, we can say that the majority of youths ha.a positive or

Statement Opinions

A B C D Total

1.

2.

3.

4.

5.

6.

7.

Personal Values

Freedom.

Fun and Enjoyment

Living a goal-oriented life.

Friends and friendships.

Selt-control.

Seltcontent

Marriage and children.

Social Values

Hoiiesty to ones self and others.

R.eligion and mcraiity.

Fairness orjustice.

Public interest over. self- interest

F,quality of men and women.

Family over self

Environment.

Participating in public affairs.

2.6

5。3

1.2

■7

3.4

lJト

10,7

・
１

・
４

・
０

。
２

３

・
６

。
２

・
２

１

　

　

１

　

　

１

　

　

５

　

　

５

　

　

３

　

　

１

　

　

２

13.9

27.5

7.1

13.3

18.4

11.1

21.8

７

５

４

７

９

０

０

２

６

９

５

３

７

９

７

１

36.1

36.7

29.4

44.0

38.8

41。 1

29.5

３

０

６

０

３

０

０

３

３６

３５

３０

“

３７

３６

３７

５３

５

５

■

０

４

１

０

４７
．

３０
。

２

４‐
．

３９
．

４６
．

３８
．

９

１

０

１

５

４

８

３

５５

５４

６３

３７

３９

５‐

５４

５‐

０

０

０

０

０

０

０

０

ｍ

ｍ

ｍ

∞
．

ｍ

ｍ

ｍ

ｍ

100.0

100.0

lα).0

lCXl.0

10Kl.0

100.0

1000

8。

9.

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15。
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desirable values. This is not surprising thougb, as nearly all of the staternents in this

questionnaire are about 'good thLrgs' or 'positive values' (for example, 'living a goa-l-

oriented life ', 'honesty', 'faimess and jusice), they should be held desirable.by the

rmst people. Yet, what is of particular interest in Table 4.1 is the significant minority

of youths wbo are of the view that each of the values in question is either 'not

important' or'less important'to them . To illustnte just a few, those who fall in 'not

important' or 'less impcrtant' categories account for 22 petent for 'self-control', 32

percent for 'marriage and children', 33 percent for 'fun and enjoyment', 19 percent

for 'public interest over self interest', and 23 percent for 'equality between men and

wotnen'.

Table 4,2 Frequency disribution ofyouth, by level ofvalues and value type

(N:2180 )

The value levels of 'low', 'middle', and 'high' are self-cxplaoatory and their

meanings are straight forward. Yorrhs with a 'low' score in any tlpe of values (basic,

personal, social) are considered to hare poor or less desirable values in that type,

whilc those with a'high' score are regarded as having more desirable lu€s for that

value type, and so forth.

Type of Values

68.0

50.2

65.9

l. Personal Values

2. Social Values

3. Basic Values

６

　
　
７

　
　
０

５

　

６

　

１

２

　

４

　

３

Level of Values
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The information in Table 4.1 and Table 4.2, explains where majority of youth

stand *ith regard to persona! social and basic values; whether they are of 'low' (least

desirablQ, 'middle' (nroderately desiraL,le), or'high' (highly desirablQ level in each

type of value. Note that the levels of the values in Table 4.2 is determined by

grouping the mean of total scores in each tipe of values (p:rsona[ socia!, basic) tbat

each respondent has on the basis of his answers. As the rnean ratrges ftom I to 4,

respondents who get2.49 or less are group under the 'low' level; 2.5 - 3,49 under tlre

'middle' level; and 3.5 or rnore under the,'.high level. As expected, 'low level'

implics least desirable values in that value t,"e, 'high level', 'ne51 desirable valueq

ard so fort}"

In Table 4.2 it appears that for each of the value tlpes over 9C perced

of youths arc in the rniddle aud high levels. This can be interpreted ittat the personat

social and basic values of puth in this sample are positive and thus desirable. Of

particular intere.q howwer, is tle very high proportion (47%) of youhs who have

'high' lwels of social values, i,e., nearly orrc half This is rnuch greater coryar€d to

the proportion in the personal and basic ralues.

2. Relationrhip between Youth's Values and Demographic rnd Family Variables

2.l Personal Val■ es
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Table 4.3 Rehtionship between Persoml Values of youth and Demopphic and

family variables(N=2180)

Variables Pertonal Values Total Ж
2

Low Middle High

Demographic Variables

Sex
‐Male
‐Female
‐Total

４

６

７

７

２

４

73.6

74.4

74.0

9.0

13.0

11.3

100.0

100.0

100.0

16.28220*

Edueation
- Primary School

- Secondary School

- High School

- University
- Total

17.0

17.9

12.8

8.9

147

69.8

74.2

76.2

80.1

741

13.2

7.9

11.0

 ` 11.0

11,2

100.0

100.0

loO.0

100.0

100.0

25.91921ネ 0中

Residential Arca
- Urban
- Rural

- Total

16。 6

13.0

147

74.0

74.0

740

9.4

13.0

11.3

100.0

100.0

100.0

10.44493ホホ

Ste ofFamily

S̈mall
‐Large

‐Tom

13.8

15.0

147

75.1

73.7

74.0

11.1

11.3

11.3

100.0

100.0

lmo

。59775

Family Rchtionship

―Poor

‐Fair

‐Good
‐Total

15。8

15.3

13.0

147

76。4

73.3

75.0

740

・
８

　

・
４

・
０

３

７

　

１

２

　
１

100.0

０

０

０

００．
００．
ｍ

4.39683

Pattern of Child resring
- Dependant

- Derrocratic
- tndepardent

- Total

19.5

14.6

10.8

147

６５．０爾
８‐．‐知

15.5

11.0

8.1

113

100.0

100.0

100.0

lmo

28.80069●ホ●

care r、知n囁der

F̈amc and Modlg
‐Odlσs

‐Total

８

５

　

７

３
．
５
．
　

４

１

　

１

　

　

１

１

１
　
０

７３
．
一
　
Ｚ

１

４

２

０

113

100.0

100.0

100.0

3.10783

* P<).05, ** Ik0.0l, *r* P<0.001

Table 4.3 irdicates tbrf. 17.4 percent of malc youths have a lou' ievel of

personal values, 9.0 percent have a high level of personal nalues, *lile 12.6 percent



U蔵 Odk対 Findings atd results / 42

of female youths have a low level of personal values and 13.0 percent havl a high

level of personal values. The findings suggest that female youths seem to. have a

higher level of personal values t}an male youth. A test otr the relationship between

the sex ard personal values reveals tbat sex is sigaificartly related to personal values

at a level of .05. This finding suggests that youths of different sexes will hz-ve

different levels of personal values.

When looking at education level, in general, yourbs with a low level of

educational background (Primary Sclnol) have higher personal va-lues than youths

with a higher educationa! background. The findings suggest Orat the relationship

between the lerel ofeducation and personal rdiues has a statistically significant resuli

of .001.

*Residential area" is anotber variable that has a statistically significant resuft.

The fndings suggest that 16.6 pcrcent ofyouths wtro live in urban areas bave a iower

level and 9.4 percnrrt bave a higher level of personal valrres, while 13.0 percent of

youths who live in rural areas have a Lrwer level ad 13.0 per cetrt harrc a higher level

of personal values. [n short, tbe results clearly indicate ,hat yornhs wbo live in rural

areas tend to bave a higher lerrcl ofpersonal rralues t\"n those rryio live in urban meas.

For youths who werc raisd itr ditrement sizes of fimilies, the analysis found

that tlre femily size was not a majrx frctor. YoUbs ftom both large and srnall fnmilies

have similar levels of persoml values. The findingp do not render any significart

resuhs related to tire size of the &mily.

Wben boking at relationships within a frmily, the rezults are slightly

diferent. The findings sugg€st that putbs who have a good relationship with other

members oftheir frmily have a higher bvel ofpersonat vshrcs rhrn thos who have a
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fair or poor relationship. However, by rneans of statistical measurement, the results

show th"i the relationship within the frmily does not have. much of a significant

relationship with the personal values of youth- This means thar youths who have

difierent levels of relationships within their frmily do not have a differcnt levels of

p:rsonal values.

From the pattern of child rearing frctor, the findings show that yoltlls who

have been raised in 
" 

*i"1 family have a higher le',rel of personal values than those

who were raised in a dermcratic family or those wlro have been raised with rnore

teedom in making decisions. The analysis ofthis relationship has shown a statistical

signifi:ance of .001. This suggests that youihs raised with different lev'els or teedom

for making their own decisions have different levels of persornl values. Youtrs who

were raised in a strict 6mily or ufro received less teedom in making decisions have a

higher level of personal values than those rvho were raised in a demcratic family

enviro nent.

Regarding thc care provil€r variable, the analysis formd slighly differest

re$lts in the lerels of personal values among youths who had been raised by a &ther

and mother, or by frtler or mother alone, or by others. Tbe findings show no

statistically signifioant results in tb rclationship betw€en care provider and the

personal values ofyouths. In short, there was little differerce in the level ofpersonal

vaiues with regard to this variable.

2.2 Social Values

Analysis of the relationship betwe€n social ralues and derngraphic

and ftmily fectors reveals a similar pattern as in the case of personal values as

iliusttated in Table 4.4. The observuion that is comnpn in this table ir that, for all
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denlopphic and Lmily factors,the ttoriy Of youths fan h the middle category

which mealls that most ofthe youths have nn average level ofsocial values. Kceplng

thisin m WC Can focus our discussion minly onthose with.low and`high Lvcls.

Table 4.4  Relationship between social values of youth and demographic and

family variabLs(N=2180)

Vadables Sochi Values Total x2

断 Mlddle High

Domogrrphic Vrri.bles
Sex
- Male
- Female

- Totsl

18.2

15.1

1`5

584
576
5■9

234
273
‐ 6

1000

1000
100.0

615177キ

Edrrc-::r.l
- Primary School
- Secmdary School
- High Scnool

- University
- Total

22.1

16.7

136

8.0

1■4

539
55.6

62.7

62.0

58.0

240
27.7

237
300
2■6

1000
100.0

1000
100.0

10L0

44.23130*中中

Residenthl Area
- Urban
- fural
- Tot l

164
16.6

165

608
55.2

繁、9

228
28.2

25.6

ilXl.0

1000

100.0

9.22074ネネ

Size of Frnily
- Small
- l.crge
- Totrl

15.7

168
1`5

61.5

56.7

ユ 9

22.8

26.5

2■6

100.0

14Xl.0

1は0

4.31371

FomIIylbhmlp
‐Poor

―Fa■

―
Good

‐Total

18.7

17.8

12.8

165

63.1

57.7

56.7

5■9

18.2

２４．５獅
獅

100.0

100.0

100.0

10L0

18.53810。ウ*

Pattern of Child rarlng
- Dependat
- Democratic
- Itrd€p€nd€ot
.TfiI

25.2

15.8

110
1●5

55.5

59.2

56.4

5■9

19.3

25.0

32.6

2■6

100.0

100.0

100.0

14XL0

41.40175■ *+

Care Provider
- Falher and Mother
- Others

- Tot l

17.4

15.8

165

565
59.1

ユ 9

26.1

25.1

25.6

100.0

ltXl.0

14XIЮ

167287

l
●●Pく0.0
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The analysis in Table 4.4 shows that 18.2 percent of male youths have a low

level of social values, 23.4 percent have a high level of social values, while 15.1

percent of female youtls have a low level of social values alnrd 27.3 percent have a

high level of social values. The findings suggest that female youths have a higher

level of social values than male youths. A test of the relationship between the sex

variable and social nalues reveals that sex is significantly related to social vat'res at a

level of .0: which means that youths of diffFerent sexes have different levels of social

values.

With regard to educational ievel, it is.found that youtts with a higher level of

education generally have higher social values than youths with a lower level of

education The relationship betrreen the level of education and social values shows a

statistical significant of .001.

Residential area is another variable that is significanlly related with level of

.01. The findings reveal that 16.4 percent of youths who live in urhrr areas have a

lower level and 22.8 percen have a higher level of social valueg while 16.6 percent

of youths who live in rural areas have a lower level and 28.2 percent have a higlicr

level of social rnalues. The rezuhs clearly indicate that youths who live in rural areas

have a higher level of social vahres tban those who live in urban areas.

For youths who were raised in families of different sizcg the analysis found

minor differences, but the differences are statisically significant. Yotrths fiom both

large and small families seern to have similar levels of social values. The findings do

not render any significant relationship between the frmily size and social values.
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Looking at the relationship with other frmily members, the findings suggest

that the level of social values varies with the youth's relationships with other

members of theh hmily. In general, the better the relationship is" the higher the level

of social values. By rneans of statistical measurement, the resuhs show that the

relationships with other frmily member is significantly related to social values at a

level of .001. This npans youths wbo bave different levels of frnrily relationships

have different levels of social values.

For the pattem of child rearir; frctor, the findings slrow tlat youths wlro were

raiseC :n frmilies where ttrey were given more freedom in decision making have a

higher level oi social values than those who were raised with less freedom in making

decisions or in a strict Smily cnvircnmert where children we,re more dePendent. Ihe

level of values arc 32.6,25.0 and 19.3 Iespctirdy. The relationship oboerved in this

case is statistically sipificant at a bvel of,00l. This suggests that youths rrto were

raised in difer€nt frmily environrnents have different levels of social values.

For care foviders of youth while tbey were grouping up, the analysis foutd

no significant difrerence in the level of social values among youtls who we,te raised

by a frther and a rrctber, rdher than being raisd by a frther or a m*.her abne, or by

cther persons.
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3. Basic Values

Table 4.5 Relationship ber:r,een Basic Values Demographic and Family
Variables and Basic Values ( N = 2180 )

Va面ables 朧 Values Total x2

励 Middle HigL

DemoglapLi^Varnbles

Sex
―Male
‐Fomale

_TOmi

17.2

123

145

72.0

741

麓

10.8

136

12.3

100.0

1000

llXl.0

1230382'中

Education
- Primary School

- Semndary School
- High School

- University
- Total

19.3

14.9

127
55
144

67.0

73.7

767
81.3

733

137
11.4

10.6

132

123

100.0

1000

100.0

100.0

100.0

43.96883中中中

Residendbl Aren
_uban
‐Rol
‐Total

15.5

135

145

74.6

7■ 8

7"

99
14.7

1郎

100.0

1000

10Юい0

12.20616中中

Size oflamily

‐Salali

‐Large

_Tomi

129
15.0

14L5

755
72.4

‐ 2

11.6

12.6

12に3

100.0

100.0

lmo

2.21789

Fomily Relatmbip

‐Poor

―Far
‐
Cood

‐Total

13.3

16.1

11.1

145

79.3

72.7

72.2

観

74

112
16.7

123

100.0

100.0

100.0

lmo

23.10651■●●

Petteru of Child rearing

- Dependelt
- Dernocracy

- Indepadent
- Totrl

23.0

137
9.5

145

64.8

74.1

78.0

■2

12.2

12.2

12.5

123

100.0

100.0

14Xl.0

10L0

33.99062● 中中

Crrc Proyldcr
- Fatha and Modret
- Ofters
- Totil

14.7

14.4

145

735
72.8

観

11.8

128
1節

100.0

lGXl.0

lmo

0.44410
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.The pattem of relarionship between basic values and dernographic and

ftmily frcton shown in Table 4.5 is mosi similar to that foun<i in the case of social

values, except for the frct that, for sccial values, the relationship of youth's values

with the .frmily relationship' does not slrow any statistical significance, whereas for

the insic values it does. In mnclusioq Table 4.5 suggests that youths of different

sexes, who have different educational levels, live in different residential areas, have

different relationships with other frmily memberq and who were raised under

diferent slyles ofchild rearing will have different levels ofbasic values.

3. In0uence of Itcmographic and Family Factors on Youth'r Velucs

From-ttre analysis of the relarionship between dependent and independent

rariables, it was found that dmgrapiric variables (sel education level and

residential area) and family variables (frmily relationship, paltcrn of child rearing'

care provider in child rearing) have a statistically signi.ficant association u'ith all

persoml, social and basic values. The obsenaed relationships however, may result

fiom the influence of otber rmriables thd were not used in this study. In order to

avoid auy mistakes or distortion of the exact findings on the influence of famiiy and

demographic variables that effected the personal, social and basic values, otler

variables rvere conholled that may also Lave an influence on the values und€r this

sMy. The Multiple Regressbn Analysis was used to test the effectiveness of the

\xarhbles tbat have influence on persona! social and bosic values. However, tbe

Muftfle Regression Analysis technique has a limitatbn in that the dependent

wriables used in this analysis must be irdcperdent iom each other (Prasitrattasitq S.

1997: 355). It' cacn veriable has hlgh relative scoreq the resulting regression
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coefficient will be inaccurate (Appendix c). This study therefore, employs the

Multiple Regression Analysis in a stepwise prroo$s' i.e., selecting variables, step by

step. The rmriable thar has the most significant 
^'esult 

will be chosen to fill in the

regression analysis. The second and ttre third nrnner-ups will be us€d in subsequent

order. Meanwhile, the vriable that is highly reLated to others will be taken out Aom

the c..ralysis. By this procedure, the results will be more accurate and realistic

(Tabachnick & Fidell, 1995: 150-153).

The resuhs of Muhiple Regression Analysis are shown in'table 4.6.

Table 4.6 Results of Muhiple Regression Analysis on Demographic and Family

Variables

Va」ables Personal Vrlues Socia! Values Basic Values

coefmi00ts cOemlen● t c..mcient t

Demographic

-San

-Education

-Residential fuea

‐.3912

.0023

‐.3552

‐3922●●●

.ll16

‐3.583● ●拿

“
Ⅲ
押

‐4.163●●●

1869

4.322●

‐1.0145

.03020

_7∞7

‐4748●●●

1.358

‐3.300。 ●●

I'anily

-Size of Family

-Fanily Relatiomhip

-Pattern of child rearing

4are provider

‐.lD38

.1299

0,34

‐.0389

‐.177

2叫 ●●●

3.153● ●●

‐ 1.749

‐.0147

2135

.141D

‐0215

.697

3.223●●●

8.856●●′

‐.961

‐.∞86

.3434

1743

‐.0402

‐.406

3.633● ●●

7.677●●●

‐1.769

Constant 18.5731 22.2653 40.8385

R Sq… .0204 .0467 .0437

SEE 22811 3.4248 4.8873

F 11.3295 266394 24.8824

Sig ofF .GXXl .lllXXl OIXXl

Pく0.05,。中PKo.ol,● 中●Pく0.lXll
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From Table 4.6, the following conclusions may be drawn:

l) When using p,ersona[ social and basic values as the Jependent

variable, and using the seven independent variables of sex, education level, residential

area, ftmily size, frmily relationship, pattem of child rearing, and carc provider, we

found that four independent variables are signiiicant, Arnong the four variables, two

of them (ftmily relationship and pattern of child rearing) have a positive influence,

while the other two variables (sex and residential area) have a negative influence.

2) Iroking at the level of influence arnong the four variables, riex had

the strongest influence ovcr personal values @eta =.0881), followed b'residential

area @eta = .0771), parcm of child rearind'tSeta: .0689,, and frn:ily relationship

(Beta = .0633).

3) For social and basic nalues' the level of influence of the 4 variables

is tle samc. Tire pattem of child rearing ha-s the stmngest influence (Beta = .19(D,

.1658), followed by sex (Beta = .0885, .1011), timily relationship @aa = .0684,

.0772) ad last, rcsidential area (.049, .0715) respectively.

Using the Regrassion Coefficients ofthe variableg tbe equations ofregression

analysis shown below can bc usJ to predfo:t the personal, social and basic values of

youths:

- Personal values = 18.573 + 0.129(vl)+ 0.0334(V2)-0.3552(v3) -- C.3912(v4)

- Social values: n.265 + o2l35vl)+ 0.1409(v2)- 0.3454(v3) - 0.6233(v4)

- Basic values = 40.t38 + 0.3434(Vl) + 0.1743(v2) - 0.700{V3) - 1.0145(v4)

Vl = family relationship

Y2 = prattem ofchild rear,ng

V3 = residential area

V4 : scx
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In conclusion, table 4.6 shows the results of analysis on 7 independent

variables (ser education level, resi&ntial area, fimily size, family relatiomhip,

pattern ofchild rearing, and care provider). It was found thar 4 independent variables

(se:r, residential area" Amily relationship and pattem of child rearing nrcthod) are

signifrcant. Among thc 4 variable", family relationship and the pattem of child

rearing gave positive results and the other 2 variables (sex and residential ar€a) gave

negative resuhs relative to the persona[ social and basic values.

Table 4.7 Summary ofrelationship between dependent and irdepenlent variables

and R2

a= Sor, b= Educdicn level, c= Residential arca' d= Size of

frmily, e = Family relationship, f = Pattern of child-rearing, g : Care provider, R2

= R-Squar:, + = Positive i:llu..nce and - = Negative influence, Erpty spac,e - no

influence.

Item Dependent Variables " Inoependert Variables R2

a b c d e
′
ユ g

l. Freedom .07367

2. Honesty to ones self and others + 十 .02168

3. Fun and enjoyrnent .03558

4. Religion and morahty + + 03290

ξ
′ Fairness or jusice _|- + .01659

6. Living a goal-oriented life + + + .04394

7. F'riends and friendship + + .04834

8. Public interes over self-ifrerest + + + .02637

9. Equality of men and wcmen + + .05063

10. Self‐∞ntrol + + .02950

Self-content + .01461

12. Family over self l- + .0r900

13. Mrarriage and children + .02880

14. Envilrontllent + .01312

ξ
′ Participation in public aflairs + .01295
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From table 4.7, when using denographic and 7 fimily factors (se:r' education

level, residential anea, fimily size, family. relationship, pattem of child rearing and

care provider) with 15 variables to predict the youth's values, the results are as

follows:

l. It was found that the pattem of child rearing is the independent variable

that has the rnost influence. It has a positive relarionship and influence on all except

two values (freedom and fun and enjoyment).

2. Ser residential area' a'rd care provida in child rearing, were variables that

had a negative influence on sorrc values only.

2.1 It suggests tlat fernale yoiri:hs have nryh€r values than male youths

with regard to honesty to otre's self and others, retgion and rnoralitn frirness or

justice, living a goal-orbnted life, equality of men and women, self-control' self-

content, public interest over self-interest, as well as, environment.

2.2 Yottbs who livel in nual areas have higher vd[u65 than youths

wlro lived in rutan areas with regard to refuion and morality, Barriage and children,

and participatbn in public aftin.

2.3 YorIbs wlro were raised by people otber than tlch own frth€r 8nd

mother have higher values th"" the youths who were raised by their own frther ard

rnother with rcg€d to enjoymelrt and firn, religion and morality, marriage and

childrem, as well as participation in public aftirs.

3. Education shows both positive and negative influences. Yorrhs who had a

higher level of education had higher values than those who had a lower education

levels with regard to: honesty to oneself and othenS religion and mrality, ftirness or

justice, living a goal-oricoted life, eq-.rality of rrn and women, self-cortro! femiiy
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over self, as vvell as friends and friendship' On the other hand' youths who had a

lowerhvelofedtlcationhadhighervaluesthanthosewhohadahighereducation

level with regard to: teedorL enjoym.eni and fun, maniage and chiltlren'

4.Thestudyfoundnoinfluenceofthesizeofthefamilyonanythevalues.

Finally, it may be noted thd the value of the R-Square for all family and

dernographic &ctors can account fur less than l0 percent' The low percentage does

not mean that this study is not significant, nor does it trEan thar the results can not be

used to pr€dict th€ influence on youth's values (Tabachnick & Fidell, 1996: 159-165)-

The R-Square results are low due to the limitation of the secondary information that

may lack directness or nlay uot be adequatd-' Moreover, there are still many other

factors, not included in this sudy, that can influence the values of youths' such as

friends, teachers, economic status' and so forth..
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CHAPTER FIVE

CONCLUSION AND SUGGESTIONS

SummarT

The purpose ofthe sudy on the influence of the family on Thai youths is to

determine the relationship between demogmphic and family fictors and ttreir effect on

youth's values. The study iooks at the details of denographic and fimily influences

through frctors such as se:r, educationar leve! residential areq number of siblings'

relationships with frmily members, freedom in decision making or pattern of cbild

rearirrg as well as care provider.

Tbe sanrple population in tlrls study consisted of male and female youtis

hetween the ages of 15 and Z rrlro lived with their parent in tbe Nortlrcrn, Southern,

Northeastern and Cetrral region of Thailan( as well as in Bangkok Mehopolitan

area The tool used in the research is tbe results of the qrestionnaires surveyed by the

Institute for Fopulation and Social Research in 1994 (FAYS 194).

Major Findings of the Analysis are Summarized below:

1. Tbe rnajority of youths have positive or desirable values. The level of

persoml values is lower tban social values and basic nalues. The social values rrr: tlre

highest bvel.
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2. Among demographic variables, youth values are fourd to be related to sex'

educational level and residential areas, but not to family size. The statistics show that

youths of different sexes, educational levels or different residentisl areas will have

different level ofpersonal, social and basic values.

3. Arnong family variables, youth values rre telatcJ to the frmily relationship

and pattem of child rearing. Youhs who have different levels of relationships with

other frmily members and those who have diferent degrees oi fieedom in making

decisions have diffeitnt levels of social and basic values. For personal values, the

analysis shows that only tle pacem of child rearing was significant.

4. Analysis ofthe influence of inddpendent variables cr valucs reveals tiat

tnth frmily and demographic factors have an influence on tbe personal social and

basic values of youths. The significant variables that have an influence on the

ditrerent aspccts of tbe values of youths are sex- residential areo, family relationship,

and tbe pnern of child rearing. The inIluence cf tbese wriables are discu.ssed below:

4.1 Relationship withotber &mily members

It is fo 'nd Aom this study that relationships with other fimily

membem have a positive influelce on the values of youtha. this is in line with

findings fiomtbe study of Luerkosol" C. (198E) that sbowed that yotlts who have a

good relxbnship with members of theh frmily have a higher level of pelsonal

social and basic values than those who have unhappy relatiooships. The reason fot

this in line with the frct that the youths u'ho have a good understanding of otber

members the fimily usually grow up happier ard more satisfied with theh lives.

Their frmily accepts theh opinions. Therefore, tleir values are devebped in a better
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way (Daoruang, S. 1987: 192, 196: Tantiphlacheewa, K. 1994: 224-226;

Kochapalidee, N. 1994: ll8).

4.2 Pattem or style ofchild rearing

The findings proved to be statistically signfficant and

slrow that the pattern in which a child was raised will have a positive influence on the

values of tlp youth" Yortbs who were raised in a frmily, who bad a higb level of

freedom in making decisions about anything in their lives, will have higher per'sona[

social ard basic values than those who grew up in the fimily environment with low

level of freedom in making decisions. The results of this study are similar to the

analy:is by Luerkosol, C. (1988: 18) u&ich'duggest€d thaf the method oi ocmocratic

child rcaring, where a child has a high level of fieedom, will teach the child to have

high self-confidence, reliabilitS and courage to opress his opinions. Thus, he has a

high lerel oivalues. On the other haud. a child vfro has been rais€d in a &mily with

limited freedom to make his oun decision n'ill have a low level of values. This is

because in a frmily in such an environment, the child will feel a lot of stress will not

feel confident to ergr€ss his opinions. Tberefore, his level of values in various

aspocts will be lower.

4.3 Sqr

This analysis found thlt sen has a negative inlluence on

personal, social and basic values, ie., ftmale youths have higher velues on this aspect

than males. This finding b similer to thr,t tom the shrdies of Luerkosol, C. (198E: 43

- ,14); lv{alakul Na-Ayudhaya, P. (1980: eU*act), vfrich fotnd that worren have

higher levels of values tlurn p6a because the preseDt Asian socieq'allows rlomen to

phy an importat rob and have mrc ireedom rhrn in the p6.st. Ivlor€ov€r, female
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youths tend to have closer relationships with.their fathers, rpthers and their own

siblings than male ],ouths, thus they have more ofa chance to receive desirable values

from the frmily (Mason et aL 1998:239-240).

4..4 Residential area

A significant statistical result of this study reveals that

residential area also has a rrcgative infiuence on p€rsonal, social and basic values, i.e.,

youths who livc in urbon areas have a lower level of values tlan those who live in

rural areas. This is similar to fnding from the res€arch of Ivlalakul Na- Ayudhaya, P.

(1980: Absuact) who found that youths who grew up in rural areas have higher

elpectations and val'.:es because those that IiVe in rural areas value the inrportance of

quality of life ad living a difrerent life fiom those in urban areas. People who live in

rural areas tend to preserrrc tbe values of tbeh society, traditions and culnre better

tt:atr the people who live in rrban areas. (Chaleekhrua, S. 1980: 5Q. Tlerebre,

youtb who live in nral areas have a highcr level of nalues than ttrose who live in

urban areas.

The rest of the ectors, educdbnal lwe[ frmily size aod care pnovider do not

show any influence on yor.th's values This unexpected finding needs more data to

understaul the underlying reasons. Tbe limit€d data available here are inadequate for

rhir purpose.

Conclusion

Focusing only on the influence of the hmily fictors, rcsults of the present

analysis show tlrat only two of tbe statements of the hypotheses'were supported. First,

the yortrhs who bad a good relatbnship wi:h th€fu &thers' rmthers aod siblings hao a
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higher degree of values than those who had poor family relationships. Second, the

youths who had more freedom in decision malling also had a higher degree ofvalues.

Results also showed that tw'o ofthe other hypotheses are also supported, but in

an opposite way. Firs, female youths were found to have a higher degree of values

than rnales. This can be attributed to the changes in society which have provided

greater opportunities for females to work orrside their horres, allowing them to help

zupport their fimilies. Second, youths who lived in rural areas had a higher degree of

values than those who lived in urban areas. This is due to the fict that the people who

live in rural areas have stronger traditions, culture and religion

The variables of educational level, fiiinily size and care providers, were found

to have no influence on the values. Farnily size, whetler large or smal[ did not mak:

any difference in terms ofyouth's value.

Finally, on the gesent levcl of vaiues in Thai societn tJe study found that

Thai youths in generai had a hig;her level ot' social values than personal and basic

values. This is iftcrpr€ted to mean that ttrc majority of Thai youtls have positive or

desirable rlalues. This is a good sign for the society as a whole. As the youths of

today are the force of the sockty in the future, tbeir positive values today will help

shape up the future society to be a pleasaril one to live in

Suggestionr filon the resulb of this study

In order to uilize the rcsults of the study on values to benefit to the society,

the researcher would like to piopose the following suggestions corrcerning social

inSitutions:

l. Family Institution This study is to determine the direct influence of the

frmily on y<,uth's values. The resuhs of tbe study support the fict tldt the frmily has
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a major influence on the values, especislly the relationships within a family-

The,refore, fathers, mothers and siblings should give love and understanding to each

othet in order tp crcale a good r€lationship anDng themseives and with people outside

the frmily. Parents should teach their children in a reasonable way, provide them a

fah level of fieedom to make decisions and avoid the transfer of inappropriare values

to their children.

2. Govemrnent. The transfer ofvalues to youths has to irc conducted by all

membe^s of the society. Even though youtbs receive a good education from their own

family, if the people in the society act differently, it will confirse their leaming and

may crEate undesirable behavior because tlp youths will also follow tbe majority in

society. Tlrerefore, the govemment should have a clear policy on how to guide the

sociay, to e4phasize good practices and nalues t}at encourage the people in the

country to act approprhtely as an oranqrle for the young generation to fcllow for the

berrfit oftbe socbty.

3. Research In$itrfioo lResearch institr.tions should study the influence of

&ctors ortside the fimily on yornh's values. These institutions strould gather

in6rmation and daermine the fictors that will benefit the transfer of good nalues to

the socHy. By dorng this, it will help shape the youth's behavior in a positive way

br the benefit of tie society as a whole.

Suggestionr for fr.ture study

1. This study should be repeated every 5 years, using the same questionnaires

to determine the changes ofvalues.
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2. To get the most holistic resuhs, both the qualitative and quantitative

methods should be used.

3. The new research should include more variables that may have an influence

on youths in Thai society, for exarnple the parent's educatioq pro&ssion and inconrc.

The new findings or varinbles strould help the society develop a strates/ to change

youth's behavior in a positive way for the benefit oftk society as a whole.
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1. Sex

2. Education kvel

3. Where werc You born?

Appendix A

List ofquestions used in the study

.…… years

3.l h tbis provilnce.… … mal
3.2 0thor prounce  .¨ …̈….―l
3.3 0ther∞ unw   ・̈・・・・・・・~l

..han

.urban

.urban

4. Howコロa,y brotmm and stt do you bave? .¨ .¨ .¨ ..

5.Howwen do you and your■ ther mdemnd each側爾 ?

5.1 0ood

5.2F壺
5.3 Poor

6. Howwell dO you and your mother d―nd each odxr?

6.1 0ood
6.2 Fair

6.3 Poor

7.How wen do yOu and yolr brothr and sなじs unde鋼 each d山げ?
7.l Good
7.2 Fair

7.3 Poor

8.What b your assesment ofyour LdOm mnking cbices regarding the seLcted

activities? (only one answer per line)?

8.1 l(akingftieods
8.2 What to do fur fun

8.3 Choosing the t1rye of work

8.4 Courtire/daring

8.5 Ctrosing what clotbes to wear

8.6 Choosing a mate for marriage

8.7 Choosing what to shrdY

No■o                     M■ch
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9. At age 10, who lived in your house with you? (choose only one answer)
9.1 Both your nnther and frther
9.2 Only yodr mother
9.3 Only your frtler
9.4 Others . .. . . .. (please explain)

10. Who are you living with norV?

I0.I Both your:nother and frther
10.2 Only your r:other
10.3 Only your frttrcr
10.4 Otb€rs ......... (please explain)

Il. Are your parents living together now?
11.1 Yes
I 1.2 Divorced
ll.3 Oth,er .......

VALUES

For each item below write the number ofthe choice that best describes the fuportanc€
of tb item to you

AtrSYCT
1. Freedom
2. Honesty to ;,otnself and otbers
3. Enjoyment and fun
4. Religbn and morality
5. Fairress and justice
6. Living a goal-orierted life
7. Friendship
8. Pr$lic VS. selfs interest
9. Equality of men and women
10. Self-control
ll. Sef-coff-ent
12. Family over self
13. lvfarriagc and children
14. Environmcnt

15. Padicipation in public afth

Note This questbnnaie incltrdes only sooe oftbe questions trom The Family and
Yot{h Survey ffAYS) 1994. Tbe rcsearcher used thc qucstions that were relevaui rc
this thesis.

Cholces 1.
Not Importent

2.
Litth Importance

3.
Imoortant

4.
Very Important



Urai Chotikool

Appendix B
Reliability of qoestionnair€s used in collecting data

RELI,ABILITY ANLYSIS.SCALE (ALPHA)

cl
a
c3
c4
c5
c5
o
c8
c9
cl0
cll
ct2
cl3
cl4
cl5

N ofcases = 40.0

Mean
3.41XXl

36250
29500
30750
3.4750

5.6250

3 aXXl

3.lIXl

30250
3.3KXXl

32250
3 1250

2 9KXXl

3.21XXl

'｀ 3.3yxl

Vainnce   Std Dev
23.4609     4.8436
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N ofvariables

15

■

２
．
■

４

，

６

■

８
．
９

１０

Ｈ

ｌ２

Ｂ

‐４

‐５

Std Dev
6325

5856
8149
6558
641Xl

.6675

4961

5796
8619

7579
.3a12

.8530

1.1723

6076
.7696

Cases
,tO.0

40.0
40.0
40.0
40.0
,rc.0
,00.0

r10.0

40.0
,10.0

40.0
40.0
/t0.0
40.0
40.0

su雌ics fOr ule  Mcan
49.0250

RELI BIHTYANALY$SSC1\rJ(AT.PEA)
Item-total Statistics

Cl

C2

C3

C4

C5

C6

C7

C8

C9

C10

C‖

C12

C13

C14

C15

Reliability Coe詭 おnts 15 iten

Scale     Co―ed    Sq岬
V面面cc  ltem‐total  Mu■ゎL
rltem   comhtion Correlation
Deleted
22.7019          .0596          .2468

21.2718          .3418          .3917

21a196           .1563           .5040

21.1769          .3071          .6135

194846          .6312          .6987

2¨           .4338          .4160
21.6653           .3422           .3369

21.9071          245          3941

23.6鯰3        ‐.1161        .4323
20.8199          .2988          .6522

19.4974          4702          .4752

19.6821           m32          .5162

19.2404          .2767          .3127

205583           .4597            5115

19ακ9       コ 1ヽ       6515

Scale

Mcan
lfltem
Deleted
45.6250

454000

嗚_0750

45.951Xl

45.44XXl

45.4250

45.8750

46.lXXXl

45.72511

45.81XXl

45.9000

45.8250

46.1250

45.3250

45.6750

綺 L
IfFtem
Deleted

.つて%と

`
.6743

“.6769

.6411

.6625

.6763

.6856

.7336

.6775

.6541

.6628

.6895

.6617

.6539

Alpha=.6926 Standardized item alpha =.717C
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Appendix C
Result of analysis

Table C I Relatiomhip between deperdent variables and values

tvl,A- @opulation and Social Researctt) / 7l

ables Penonal Yalue S∝iaI Value Basic Yalue
m Mlddle HigL 断 Middle Ⅱゅ Low Middb 呻

Demographic
Variables
Sex
- Male
- Female
- Total

３

７

７

５３

“

‐４

44.9

551
74.0

363
637
11.2

49.7

50.3

16.5

45.5

54.5

579

41.5

585
256

５２

“

‐４

445
55.5

67.1

41.0

59.0

18.4

r 162822●●● 6.15177率 11.81773● ●

42.6

22.3

26.0

91
147

34.7

133
30.7

163
741

434
127
291
14.8

11.2

49.6

185
246
■3

16.4

34.2

17.5

322
16.1

580

34.7

19.9

27.8

17.7

255

492
188
26.2

5.8

144

53.6

184
312
168
67.2

39.0

17.3

27_8

160
184

r 2591921● ●● 44.2310● ●8 41 991XP甲 ▼

Residential Area
‐Urban
‐Rural
‐Total

545
45.5

14.7

488
51.2

74.0

40.0

59.2

112

３

７

５

は
５‐．‘

51.1

48.9

57.9

・
４

・
６

・
６

３

６

５

４

５

２

522
478
155

50.2

49.8

67.1

40.5

59.5

18.4

r 10.44493● ● 920074●● 13.58347● ●事

P苦1』IFamily

:キ:鵬『
24.0

760
147

０

０

０

χ

Ｚ

π

o2.3

747
11.2

24.4

75.6

16.5

２

８

９

２７
２
５７

22.8

77.2

256

2.8
η .2

14.5

26.5

73.5

671

24.6

754
18.4

r 59775 4.31371 218715

椰
nShip

‐Fair
‐Good
‐Total

10.0

“

_0

24.0

147

％
６２．Ｓ痛
卸

“
編
“・６‐‐・２

10.6

68.3

21.1

16.5

10.1

63.3

26.6

5■9

９

５

６

６
．
６

ｍ

３２
．
２５
．

師
脳
獅
‐４．５

10.3

62.6

27.2

67.1

65
61.2

32.3

13.4

r 4.39683 18.53810■ ●● 16.65436● 8

ratter12 0f child‐

３

４

３

７

２

０

‐５

‐４

16.1

61.1

22.8

74.0

０

６

１

２

４５
．

５９
．

‐５
．

‐１
．

28.1

58.1

139
165

17.6

62.2

20.3

57.9

８

６

６

６

‐３

５９

％

２５

291
57.3

13.6

14.5

16.7

61.3

21.5

67.1

73.8

ω .0

241
18.4

f 28.… 率事 4340175● ●● 34.711291「 準拿

uare rrovider
- Father and Mother
- Others
- Total

４

‘ｖ
７

″

５７

‐４

453
547
74.0

54.ア

50.2

11.2

47.8

52.2

16.5

３

●′
９

“

５５

５７

46.3

53.7

25.6

459
54.9

145

45.9

54.1

67.1

43.0

570
18.4

r 1.67287 1.08161

■Pく0.05,中●Pく0.01,中中キPくo001
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Table C 2 Matrix and CoeFlcients Variables

*Pく。05

Sex = Sex
Edu: Fducation Level
Res: Residential area
Size: Size of family
FaIr^ = Famiiy relationship
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Patt : Pattern of child rearing
Per : Care provider
PV : Personal values
SV : Social values
BV = Basic values
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