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Several studies have identified the importance of values as a framework for
understanding human behavior. Positive values, for example, are believed to facilitate
positive and desirable actions. This smdy aims at identifying the link between youth
values and demographic and family factors. Special emphasis will be placed on the
influence of the family variables on basic, personal and social values of youth in the
sample.

The analysis draws upon secondary data from the nationally representative
sample survey, the Family and Youth Survey (FAYS), conducted in 1994 by the
Institute for Population and Social Research, Mahidol University. Demographic and
family variables in the analysis include sex, education, residential areas, family size,
and relationship with othe: family members, pattern of child-rearing and care
provider.

The results reveal that youth in the sample generally hold positive values
with regards to most value items included in the questions. A significant minority,
however, seem to “deviate” from the norm. Although results indicate importance of
both demographic and family factors, only some of them, ie., sex, residential areas,
relationship with other family members and pattern of child rearing, show statistical
significance. The results lead to the conclusion that youth who are female, who live
in rural area, who have good relationship with other family members, and who grew
up in a family environment with adequate freedom to make their own decisions have
more positive basic, personal and social values than Thai male counterparts.

Among the family 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 child, it is the way the child is cared for that is
more important.
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CHAPTER ONE

INTRODUCTION

Rationale

Globalization has played a major role in the change of cultures and social
values in Thailand. The openness policy of the Thai government towards foreign
cultures and investment encourages the in-flow of foreign cnltures and values, which
have influenced the Thai society in both posi'tivé and negative ways. The cultural and
social vahues changes that have occurred in Thailand today have affected the structure
of community relationships. They have lessened the importance of family values in
the community and in some cases, caused many social problems such as divorces,
drug abuse and violent crimes.

It is believed that values are a significant factor in human life and can be used
to predict human behavior (Komin, S. & Samakarn, S. 1979: 2) by the fact that values
have played an important role in how pe_q_ple live their lives (National Culture
Committee, 1986: 8-9). Values have influences, ie, people act the way they do
because they think in certain ways and because they hold certain beliefs and values.
This is true for individuals as well as for a society and culture. Therefore, people use
values as standards for their behavior, not only as a template for making decisions, but

also as a motive for their behavior.
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The effects of values on social practices and behaviors have changed some
trends in society (Wannaprasert, C. 1979: 40; Songprasert, J. & Sujaritl;ul, P. 1988:
11). In short, it can be said that values create changes in society and these changes
create new values (Chan-aim, S. n.d.: 16; Tuwatham, W. 1982: 2). The emergence of
new social values or components that form new social values can be the result of
different circumstances influenced by such things as fiends, communities,
environmeat, 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,
understauding, stzong family stability, and'a readiness to raise children, there is
stronger potential that the children will grow up to be of good character, even within a
less desirable environment. On the basis of a stable and loving family, children tend
to grow up to have good judgement and a good understanding of what is right or
wrong.

Research on personzl development shows that the family always has a
significant 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 family is, thus,
regarded as the most important institution in shaping up the life of a child. It has been
said ihat “Child is a father of man”. (Soratatt, S. 1967: 1 cited by Somanaphant, N.
1982: 1; Hurlock, 1978: 25-26; Fox, 1988: 1-2; Decharin, 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-term

process that will effect the present behavior and fururc potentials of a child. All of the
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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 because, the family is the first
social environment for the chuld. It is the family which teaches the values that are
necessary for building desirable or undesirable characters, strong or weak families,
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 (Komin, S. & Samakarn, S. 1979: 1). The incidents
in Thailand on October 14, 1973 and October 6, 1976 that caused political changes
are excellent examples. The strong reactions seen in these incidents were the result of
some of the values of Thai people having t.een challenged and a conflict of interest
occurring. The key point is that the values of the masses had been considered and
their needs and beliefs were underestimated, resulting in violence that could not be
controlled by the government (Winichakul, T. 1996, 181-194, 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 in Thai 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 country’s population. In a
time of changes, they are both physically and mentally in a state of confusion,
disorder and conflict. They are in a difficult period cf their lives, between childhood
and adulthood, and as such they have to adjust themselves to the environment
surrounding them, as well as prepare themselves for adulthood (Thornburg, 1971 : 3 ;

Allat, 1993 : 1141-142 : Brutzker, 1993 : 11.-119). 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 witk stiong 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 family 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,
determining youth behavior, the present study proposes to identify and demonstrate
how youth’s values are related to various family factors. It is hoped that the outcome
will provide a basis upon which appropriate policy many he formulated for further

strengthening of the family institution.

Objectives of the study:

The overall objective of this study is to understand youth’s values and their
relationships with the family. Specific objectives are:

1. To identify tne values of Thai youths.

2. To analyze relationships between family factors and youth’s values.

3. To analyze the influence of family factors on youth’s values.

Scope and limitation of the study:
This research aims at studying the values of youths and the related family

variables. It focuses on male and female youths between the =2ges of 15 and 24 who
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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. The survey was not specifically intended to
investigate youth’s values, but many questions generated data that allow an analysis
of youth’s values. As sich, the data is limited. Another limitation stems from the 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 categorized into personal values, social values and basic values.

Expected benefits of the stud; .

Despite the limitations mentioned above, it is hoped that this analysis will
illuminate the basic. social and personal values of Thai youths, especially with regard
to the relationship of such values to family factors. Moreover, it will help to
determine which family factors are more important and relevant to developing the

values toward oneself and society.
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CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW

This chapter examines the influence of family factors on values of youth as
documented in previous studies. Presented below is a summary of the literature
review that is organized in five related issues:

1. The concept of value.

2. Theory of ideology and types of values.
3. Transfer of values within the family.

4. Factors affecting values.

5. Conceptual framework and hypothesis.

The Concept of Value

Various scholars, including those in the fields of psychology, sociology,
humanities, education and economics, have studied values. The meaning of the
concept of value, therefore, varies in accordance with each field of study, as well as
with each school of thought. Values may be used to describe both social character
and personal character. Social character can be described as a standard of behavior
that is required for cach member of society to learn how to act and to live together in
order to be accepted in that society. Personal character can be described in terms of

interests, wishes, desires, thoughts, beliefs, etc. Whatever the true meaning is, most
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scholars agree that 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 of scholars, such as philosophers, sociologisis, or pragmatists. Values
are the attitudes of people towards something with the feeling of pleasure and needs,
i.e., the attitude that they are ready to 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 (Przajonpajanuek, P. & Sodmanee, 0.1986 : 14).

According to a Thai scholar, Pattaya 'Saihoo, values are the beliefs that peogle
use as a source of reason to make choices. People use their beliefs as a standard for
making decisions. They have consider values when they take certain actions,
otherwise they would not want to take those actions. As a buman being, anything yvou
do, you must have a standard for your action (Saihoo, P. 1973: 52-53).

In psycnological terms, as described by Bhanthumnavin, D. (1980: 31), values
are something that help people to live together in a society. They are the regulations,
standards and traditions within each society. People born into a society have to learn,
accept and follow its values in order to survive in that society.

Values, from another perspective, mean thoughts, behaviors or things that
people view as valuable and accept as standards of practice for some period of time.
They can be changed in time and in accordance with opinions of the people in the
society (Sawadipanich, K. 1975: 46-58).

Put simply, values are something that individuals and/or society consider

important, gocd, desirable c: acceptable. Values are based on knowledge, opinions,
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attitudes, beliefs, customs and social environment within which individuals exits.
They are the standards that people keep as part of their reason for making decisions to
do or not to do something. Such standards are usually acceptable for the general
public. Therefors, values can be viewed as rules of society that have an influence on

people’s behavior and their way of living.

Theory of Ideology and Type of Values
According to the Rokeach Theory (Rokeach, 1968 cited by Komin, S. &

Samakarn, S. 1979:13), values are ideals 5ased on assumptions that can be classified.
Thc vawues of human nature can be broken dowr into the following five categories:

1. Since individuals do not have many types of values in their minds,
they can be fairly easily counted and grouped for study.

2. The ditference in values is expressed in degrees of belief.

3. Vaiues can be arranged into a system.

4. Values are baced on traditions, society, social institutions, as well as
character. These are considered the origin of values.

5. As a result, values can be expressed through all kinds of human

attitudes and behaviors. This aspect is what interests psychologists to study them.

According to the Rokeach Theory, values are classified into two groups:
1. Terminal Vzalues, which are sub-divided into:

1.1 Personal values. These are the values that focus on
individuals. They are viewed as self-centered values, or standards of individual

behavior such as the need for neace of mind, the need for 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. Instrumental Values, which are sub-divided into:

2.1 Moral Values. These values are centered on interpersonal
relationships. If anyone violates these values, the person will consciously feel they
are doing something wrong or they will feel rerorse.

2.2 Competence Values. These are the values of self-
actualization, which are not related to morality. Violatio.n of these valuss 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
social valugs, whiie competence values have a closer relationship to personal values.

In the Hall Theory (cited by Tuwatham, W. 1982 : 7), primary values are
classified into the following two types:

1. Self Values: the ability to accept oneself as worthwhile as others do.
2. Other Values: the ability to accept others as worthwhile as onese'f.

These findings are similar to the research by Chumnuch, C. (1995: 34) who
studied sexual values and the behavior of Thai youths and classified the motives of
these values into the following two factors:

1. Social factors: Social values consist of cultural standards of order,
morality, and regulations by having social institutions such as families, schools and

religion to educate and train the members 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 atsorbs from other people
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 Cultvire 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 vezlues was also
prepared. Finally, the following five basic valucs were suggested to Thai people
(National Culture Committee. 1986: 14-19):

1. Self support, diligence and responsibility.

2. Savings and thriftiness.

3. Discipline and lawfulness.

4. Acting in accordance with religious moral conduct.
5. Loyalty to the country, religion and monarchy.

These five principles of behavior are recommended to Thai people by His
majesty the King. They are regarded as the “basic values for Thai life”.

Suphanarat, S. (1995: 17-19) identified two types of values:

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

1.1 Belief in truth and the courage to act according to the truth.
1.2 Love of nature and a good environment.
1.3 Self responsibility and respect for others’ rights and opinions.

1.4 To te responsible to society and the community.
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1.5 To realize the importance of cooperation with each other by
creating harmony in the society. To know when to win, lose or forgive.
1.6 To realize the importance of the family, which is important in
developing youth and the society.
1.7 To preserve justice, fairness, freedom and fraternalism 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 nationalism.
To be willing to sacrifice one’s lite for the nz‘iiion’s interest.
1.10 To believe in integrity.
1.11 To believe in democracy.
1.12 To be loyal to the King as the head of the country and the focus
of Thai people. ‘
1.13 To strictly respect the laws, rules and regulations that help
maintain peacefulness in the society.
1.14 To help maintain and preserve public assets and the cultural
heritage of the country.
1.15 To honor those who do good and oppose those who do harmful
things.
1.16 To be disciplined and law abiding.
1.17 To follow religious morals.

1.18 To be loyal to the country, religion and the monarchy.
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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 that work is importent and to work hard.
2.4 To have self-respect.
2.5 To continue to study and improve the quality of one’s life.
2.6 To be cultivated with sanitary habits and to improve the health of
one’s life, familv and society.

The values listed above indicate that the values themselves are more important
to the society than to the individuals wuo form the society.

Another scholar, Buasri, W. (1979: 25), explained that values are attitudes and
beliefs that have been buried deeply inside individuals and that have some affect on
human behavior. Values can be transferred from parents, teachers and sometimes
from the environment. She classified the values into the following six categories:

1. Materialistic values.

2. Social values.

3. Moral and religious values.
4. Ethical values.

5. Value of beauty.

6. Factual values.

Wannaprasert, C. (1979: 42-51) groups the values of Thai people as follows:

1. Loyalty to the monarchy.

2. Loyalty to money. People who have money are always widely

acceped.
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3. Loyalty to power.

4. Donations as influenced by religion.

5. The love of fun.

6. The love of foods.

/. Bzlief n 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 can be seen when the econoiay is in trouble.

12. Love of gambling.

13. Lack of discipline.

14. To watch tragic incidents such as traffic accidents and iires.

15. Generosity, e.o | liking to welcome guests.

16. Belief in education. Thais hope that higher education will bring
prosperity to their children.

17. Belief in seniority. Thais often address elderly people with
kinship terms such as uncle, or brother, though they are not really relatives.

18. Nationalism. Pride in being Thai, but not extreme. Sometimes
Thai people do things that damage the country because of their selfishness.

The values as described avove may be more appropniately referred to as “Thai

behavior”. They should not be labeled as “values”. The basic values of Thai people
should include only those that can be standardized as social rules and will benefit the

pecple in the society. For example, caring about society, love ot nature and
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environment, the belief in justice and fairness, are attitudes that should be considered
as sociul values.

The above discussion on concepts, theories and classifications of values leads
to a conclusion that the general values or basic values of Thai society can be classified
into two categories: ! those that are reiated to oneself (personal values) and those that
are related to other people and society (social values). These two kinds of values are
defined as follows:

Personal values refer io what is considered by individuais as important
and worthwhile. They may be treated as per-onal standards that one uses as criteria to
evaluate the worthiness of behavior. In terms of the data available for the present
study, these include:

1. Freedom.

2. Fun and enjoyment

3. Living a goal-oriented life.
4. Friends and friendship.

5. Self-control.

6. Self-content.

7. Marriage and children.

Social values refer to what is considered socially acceptable or
desirable. They may be simply regarded as social standards. In terms of the data

available for the present study, these include:

1

Classification of values in these two categories was assisted by qualfied people, i.e., Professor

Dr.Duangduan Bhanthumnavin of Institute of Development and Administration and Mr. Wasin
Ind. azara or Mahamakut Buddhist Unive sity.
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1. Honesty to oneself and others.
2. Religion and morality.

3. Fairness and justice.

4. Public interest over self interest.
5. Equality of men and women.

€. Family over self.

7. Environment.

8. Participating in public affairs.

Transfer of Values within the Family

The family is the institution designated by society to meet the needs of its
offspring. A couple with no children is not called a family, but only two spouses.
The family, especially the father and mother play an important role in teaching values,
giving love and warmth, as well as mental security to their chiidien. For a child,
nothing can influence him riore than his family. A good part of personality,
character, ideas, beliefs, attitudes and values in an individual is transferred from his
family. The transfer of qualities or persoralities from one generation to te next in
the family constitutes a significant development in society (Leman, 1998: 24-25;
Punrop, B. n.d.: 186; Wallace, 1972: 17$; cited by Kasemnukulkij, K. 1991: 26;
Khaemanee, T. 1990: 22; Sawetseranee, T.1979).

Within the family, values can be transferred by various means, such as by
rewards or punishment. Children are conditioned to behave the way their parents

want them to behave. This is i line with the theory of psychology pronosed by B.k.
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Skinner who described the direct child rearing method, in which parents influence
particular behaviors among their children. According to the theory of psychoanalysis,
it is believed that the cluse relationships 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 that contends that the ci.aracteristics and basic
structure of children’s personalities are formed during their early years while they are
babies and infants. The basic characteristics of children are believed to develop and
shape up by the age of S. (Supaphol, N. 1984: 40; Khaemanee, T.1990: 22-23;

Theerawakin, N. 1991: 92).

Factors Affecting Values
There are many factors that are concerned with youth’s values such as friends,

teachers and various media in the society. However, the main objective of this
research will be to analyze only the major factors which are divided into two types:

1. Demographic factors, such as sex, education levels, residential areas,
etc.

2. Family factors, such as family size, family relationships, pattern of
child rearing and care provider.

The discussion below draws upon information from various studies.

1. Demographic Factors

1.1 Sex. There have been various studies on the relationship between

sex and values. When it cones t> the measurement of values many studies found
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mixed results that sometimes are different and sometimes similar (Wongsit, M. 1992:
8; Bootkaew, K. 1972: Abstract). This is believed to be related to the change in
society that allows more equality and freedom of males and females. According to
Fledman and Fledman (Fledman and Feldman, 1976 cited by Chaleekhrua, S. 1980:
26) there are no differences in values of houestv between boys and girls at the age of
12. This is consistent with the findings by Choosing, P. (1975; 1 cited by
Chaleekhrua, S. 1980: 15) who studied the social values of secondary school students,
and by Viriya, K. (1983: cited by Luerkosol, C. 1988: 43-44) 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 Values of seli-dependence, education and
the economy, which is the same results seen in the research by Prasarn Malakul - Na
Ayuthdava (1980: abstract).

1.2 Education Level. Education is an important factor which
encourages individuals to learn and understand more on various subjects. This can be
seen from the Ministry of Education’s changing of basic education requirement from
Prathom 6 to Primary Mattayom Suksa because it considers the importance of
education at the higher evei as ihe source of knowledge and understanding to develop
individuals and society along with the country development. In addition, it also found
that people who obtain higher education have a better opportunity to te successful
than those who have less education. This is reﬂeéted in the fact 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

Rattanajorai.a (1984: Abst.act) found that students with a higher level of education
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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 that there is no effect of education on 16 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), Samuttawanich, 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 rural area because an urban
area offers mo.e opportunities and th;e\y | are exposed to moie education,

communication, and mass media.

2. Family Factors

2.1 Family Relationship. The most important factor in studying the
family is the relationship among the family members. It may be said that family is
a unit of individual’s basic relationship. Such a relationship is the origin of a
healthy mind, attitudes, and values, cs well as family problems. When there is a
smooth relationship in a family, family members are happy (Astone and
Washington, 1994: 574-576; Luerkosol, C. 1988: 76-77: Brubaker, 1993:117). If
there is a good relationship within a family, the degree of social values is high and
the degree of personal 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 father and

motner, is regarded as the beginning and the most important in the family. It has a
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great influence over the family’s equilibrium. Ifa couple has a good relationship, the
roles of father and mother are very .easy to play and result in warmth and confidence
within the family. On the other hand, if a couple’s relationship is not going smoothly,
it may result in the family’s malfunction and the degrees cf values can be different.
(Mahawat, P. 1976: 23-24 ).

2.1.2 The relationship between parents and children develops from
the relationship of the parents. The bond between the father, mother and children
must be inseparable for the sake of the family’s security (Kochapakdee, N. 1994: 118;
Nontapatamadool, K. 1986: 27; Umsuthi, L. 1996: 137). |

2.1.3 The relationship ameng siolings. This also depends upon the
relationship between the father and mother. If the parents treat their children fairly,
there will be no major problems among siblings (NontapatamadooLK. 1936: 27).

2.1.4 The relationship among the family’s other members. In the case
of a single family, the relationship would involve only a father, a mother and children,
who have a close and face to face relationship. In the case of an extended family, the
relationship of family members can be more complex since it involves many
members. Each member plays different roles in the family. (Nontapatamadool, K.
1986: 27-28; Tinnakul, N. 1981: 109; Khaemanee, T.1990: 2).

The study by Furstenberg (Furstenberg, 1976 cited by Indrarasukhum,
A. 1994: 26) found that the child who has a good relationship with his parents has the
opportunity tc develop his knowledge and ideas more quickly. The study of youth’s
problems in Thailand found that children who have good behaviors often have good

relationships with their parents. Their siblings who do not behave 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: 14).

On the other hand, Sethaput’s stndy {Sethaput, C. 1993: 170-182) of
the relationships between familial and non-familial factors of female youths in
Buriram prcvince found that the non-familial factors have more influence on the
sexual values of youths than familial factors. These findings contrast with the results
from other findings concerning the family’s influence on youth values.

2.2. Pattern of child rearing. From the various aspects of development of
children’s personalities in relation to the relationships within the family, as mentiorec
above, it is shown that the pattern of child rearmg has a great influence, both directly
and indirectly, on ihe children’s development of their attitudes (Suwannatat, J. 1981:
61; Chaijirachayakul, T. 1986: 35) as well as to the process of values transfer by
which the children will imitate the behavior of the person who looks after them
(Kochapakdee, N. 1994: 1.1; Sutthisakorn, U. 1986: 13). Different styles of child
rearing, therefore, will result in the different personalities of children. Baumrind,
(Baumrind, 1972 cited by Indarasukhum, A. 1994: 28) and Roger (Roger, 1972 cited
by Karikarn, S. 1998: 45-48) who observed similar results. As discussed below, three
types of ckild rearing may be identified:

2.2.1 Democratic child rearing . In this style of rearing children,
children receive fair treatment, with love, warmth, as well as acceptance from their
parents. This gives them the confidence to express their opinions and to make
decisions on their own. In addition, this style of child rearing helps the children
develop their scase of responsibility, self-confidence and caring for other people, as

well as .0 communicate and express their beliefs and values appropriately (Baldwin,
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1948: 291-328, cited by Luerkosol, C. 1988: 88-91; Watson, 1957 cited by Lekswat,
P. 1974: 24; Thanakoin, T. 1981: 115; Chamnuch, C. 1995: 109).

2.2.2 Over-protective child rearing. 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.cy must ve
disciplined and are under orders of their parents most 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
thémselves and have few friends (Suthawas, P. citcd by Luerkosol, C.1988: 92;
Thayarnsilpa, S. 1998: 76; Choopikulchai, S. 1981: 41-42; Thanakom, T.1981: 113;
Sutthisakorn, U. 1986:13).

2.2.3 Liberal child rearing. This is a kind of rearing method where
the children ofien feel that they are ignored and abandoned. They feel that the parents
neglect them and give them too much freedom. The children also: have 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 feelings and
tend to violate the laws. The result can lead to juveniie delinquency problems
(Kempe & Kempe, 1980 cited by Indrarasukhum, A. 194: 37; Choopikulchai, S.
1981: 42; Khaemanee, T.1990.: 112).

2.3 Care providers are considered as important to the establishment or

transfer of the youth’s vaiues. These persons give the youth’s ecucation and closely

look after them. They are the role models for the youths. As a result, children who
grow up under a father and mother’s care seem to have better personal, social and

basic values than those who were brought up by a single parent or by someone else
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(Grist and Fava, 1968: 365-366 cited by Luerkosol, C. 1988: 78; Tantiphalacheewa,
k.1994: 218; Kochapakdee, N. 1994: 118; Islam’s Committce, office, Songkhla.
1992: 60; Siriwanbut, P. 1993: 62-70).

This review of the literature reveaied that sex, education level, residential area,
fam!y relationships, pattern of child rearing and the care provider seemed to have an
influence over the values used in daily life, which in this case are classified as youti’s
personal, social and basic values. However, from the researcher’s point of view, the
family size is also likely to have an influence on such values, even though it was not
addressed i i past research. Only Sears et al. and Utamart (Sears & Maccoby &
Levin, 1976: 432, Utamart, W. 1981: 146) tound thai the number of siblings in a
family should not affect the values towards marriage. In this study, therefore, this

variable is taken into consideration.

Conceptual Framework and Hypothesis

Drawing upon the 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 family. Important demographic variables include sex,
education and residential area. Among the family variables, the present analysis
anticipates family size, family relationship, i.e., the relationship of the youth with
other family members, the pattern of child rearing and the care provider, to have a
relationship to and an influence on the values 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 Basic V:lues

- Personal Values

Family Factors - Social Values

1. Family size
2. Family reiationship
3. Pattern of child rearing

4. Care provider

Hypothesis
For analytical purposes, the following hypotheses are formulated:

1. Males have a higher degree of basic, personal and social values than
females.

2. Youths who have a higher degree of education have a higher level
of basic, personal and social values than youths with a lower level of education.

3. Youths who live in an urban area have a higher degree of basic,
perconal and social values than those who live in a rural area.

4. Youths who live in a famnily 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.
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5. Youths who have good relationships with other family members
have a higher degree of basic, personal and social values than those who do not have a
good relationship.

6. Youths with more freedom to make decisions have a higher degree
of basic, personal and social vaiues than youths who have been given little or no
freedom to make decisions.

7. Youths who live with their mothers and fathers (as care providers)
have a higher degree of basic, personal and social values than youths who live with

someone othcr than their mothers or fathers.

Definition of ferms and concepts:

Youth: male or female who is between 15 — 24 years old.

¥Family relationship: the relationship between a youth and his father,. mother
and siblings.

Pattern of child rearing: the style of raising a child (decision making), e.g.,
democratic, dependent, independent.

Care provider: the person who provided care and looked after children in the
faniily. This could be a father, mother or another member of the family. |

Values: ideology, philosoply, attitude and beliefs thai people have. They are
what people keep as part of the reason 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 issues

given below:
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[am—y

. Freedom.
2. Honesty to ones self and oiher.
3. Fun 2nd 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.
11. Self-ccntent.
12. Family over self.
13. Marriage and children.
14. Environment.
15. Participating in public affairs.
These values are classified into the following two distinct categories:
1. Personal values, constructed from questions on 7 issues reiaied io
individuals given below:

1.1. Freedom.

1.2. Fun and enjoyment.

1.3. Living a goal-oriented life.
1.4. Friends and friendship.
1.5. Self-control.

1.6. Self-content.

1.7 Marriage and childrer..
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2. Social valqes 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 1oterest over self-interest.

2.5. Equality of men and women.

2.6. Family over self.

2.7. Environment.

2.8. Participating in publiz affairs.

LI
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CHAPTER THREE

METHODOLOGY

Data Source
This analysis draws secondary data from the Family and Youth Survey
(FAYS) 1994. The survey was conducted by the Institute for Population and Social
Research, Mahidol University, with fonding support from the United Nations
Population Fund (UNFPA). The main '6bjective 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 interview a sample population of youths between the ages of 15 and
24 who lived in the Northern, Northeastern, Southern and Central Regions of
Thailand including the Bangkok Metropolitan area (Podhisita, C. & Pattraravanich,U.
1995).
The FAYS questionnaire included the following 10 parts:
Pait 1 : Background of the respondent
Part 2 : Family and relationships in the family
Part 3 : Education, work, income and expenses
Part 4 : Contributions to and from the family
Port 5 @ Self-image, values and attitudes

Part 6 : Family formation
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Part 7 : Hobbies, friends and networks outside family
Part 8 : Health
Part 9 : Respondent’s household information

Part 10: Sexual experiences

Method of sample selection
The Family and Youth Survey (FAYS) employed a stratified sample method
which folluwed the following steps (Podhisita, C. & Pattraravanich, U. 1995: 7):

1. Thailand is divided into 5 regions: Northern, Northeastern,
Soutkern, Central and Bangkok. |

2. Three provinces (changwats) are selected from each of the
Northerr,, Northeastern and Central 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 where 19 amphurs were selected to take samples.

4. In each amphur (except in Bangkok), sample areas were divided
into urban anu rural. Three urban blocks were taken from each urban area and three
villages from each rural area. Supplementary areas were also randomly taken from
each amphur, in case the target number of interviews from the selected sites was not
met.

The process described in steps 1-4 above was accomplished with the heip of

National Statistics Office (NSO).



Fac. of Grad. Studies, Mahidol Univ. M.A. (Population and Social Rescarch) / 29

Table 2.1 Distribution of Sample Population in Urban and Rural Areas under Study

of FAYS (1994)

Regior Province District Urban Village
Bangkok 1 19 24 -
Central 3 7 i/ 19
North 3 6 6 19
Northeast 3 6 6 18
South 2 4 5 12

Tot=! 12 42 48 68

Source : Podhisita, C. & Pattravanich, U. 1995

As it was not possible to compile a listing of households in each sainple
community, households for youth interviews were selected by a convenient sample
technique. Interviewers were dispatched from the center of each community to
approach each and every household on their ways to identify eligible youth. While
doing this the interviewers also collected basic information about each household.
Interviews were conducted where eligible youth were identified. This process
continued until the target number of interviews was obtained. Note that this technique
deviated from the conventional/random sampling method in a significant way. This
methodological weakness was later remedied by carefully weighting parameters.

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

contacted 7,384 households. Only 2,985 of all the contacted households had youths
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between the ages of 15 and 24. Interviews were conducted with 2,243 youths. As

some of the interviews were not complete, only 2,180 cases were good for analysis.

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

in the sample is similar to that in the 1993 Census which is nearest to the time of the

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

in Table 3.2.

Table 3.2 Distribution of youths in the FAYS sample compared with the distribution

in the 1293 Census

Region/ Age Urban Rural Total
Male Ffemale Male Female

Fays | 1993 | Fays | 1993 | Fays | 1993 | Fays | 1993 | Fays | 1993

Bangkok/ 15-19 3.1 2.7 31 32 - - - - 6.2 59
20-24 4.1 33 3.1 -3.7 - - - - 7.2 7.0

Central / 15-19 0.7 0.6 6.7 0.7 35 4.8 6.1 48| 11.1 10.9
20-24 0.7 0.7 0.5 0.7 5.9 4.8 3.7 48| 107} 111

North/ 15-19 0.4 04 0.5 04 5.1 42 39 4.0 9.8 9.0
20-24 0.1 0.4 0.3 0.4 44 42 33 4.0 8.2 9.0
Northeast/15-19 0.8 0.6 0.4 0.6 7.9 8.7 7.9 821 170 181
20-24 0.6 0.5 0.5 0.5 5.8 76| 10.0 751 162 108

South/ 15-19 0.5 0.4 0.4 0.5 32 3.0 24 3.0 6.6 6.8
20-24 0.2 0.4 0.5 0.5 2.8 2.6 29 2.6 6.4 €.0

Total 112 | 10.0 99| 11.1| 388} 40.0| 402 | 39.0{ 100.0 | 100.0

Source : Podhisita, C. & Pattravanich, U. 1995
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Characteristics of the sample youths
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
Characteristics Male Female Total

Education

Primary School 33.6 39.5 36.8 (800)

Secondary Schoo! 19.7 17.1 18.2 (396)

High School 32.0 28.0 29.3 (648)

University vl 14.7 15.4 15.2 (327)

Total 100.6 100.0 100.0 (2,171)
Residential Area

Urban 48.9 48.5 48.7 (1,062)

Rural 51.1 51.5 51.3(1,118)

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2,180)
Size of Family

Small ( 1 - 2 children) 27.4 24.2 25.6 (559)

Large (3 children or more) 72.6 75.8 74.4 (1.621)

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2,180)
Family Relationship

Poor 93 93 27.2 (593)

Fair 62.1 64.7 63.5(1,384)

Gooa 28.6 26.0 9.3 (203)

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2,180)
Pattern of Child Rearing

Dependent 13.3 22.5 18.3 (400)

Democratic 60.2 61.3 60.8 (1,326)

Independent 26.5 16.2 20.9 (454)

Total 100.0 100.0 100 (2,180)
Care Provider

Father and Mother 59.0 51.1 55.1(1192)

Others 41.0 48.9 44.9 (988)

Total 100.0 100.0 100.0 (2,180)

Source: Adopted from Podhisita, C. & Pattravanich, U.1995
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Verification of Reliability of the Questionnaire used in Collecting Data

To verify the quality of the information on values in the FAYS questionnaires
a reliability test was performed before the present analysis. The FAYS questionnaires
on values were used with 40 youths from a public high school. This sample was
divided into two groups; 20 students who were believed to have higher basic values
and another 20 students who were believed to have lower basic values. This was
accomplished with the help of a counseling teacher. The Alpha Coefficient of the
results reveals the value of .69, which indicates that information obtained through the

FAYS Questionnaire is fairly highly reliable. (See Appendix B).

Measurement of Dependent Variables

In this analysis the dependent variables are the youth’s values which are
considered in term of basic, personal and social values. These values are constucted
on the basis of the youths’ responses to 15 questions designed to collect information
about their values. In the questionnaire, the questions are given in the form of
statements. Respondents are asked how important each statement is to them. (See
auestions in Appendix A). A four pcint scale with pre-coded answers were prepared
on cards from which respondents made their choices — not important, less important,
important, or very important. Answers to each statement were assigned appropriate

scores. Scores of 1-4 were assigned to the answers as shown below.

- Not important = 1 point

- Less important = 2 points
- Important = 3 points
- Most important = 4 points
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enjoyment) are reversed, i.e., 1 for most important and 4 for not important. As such,
the values scores range from the minimum of 15 to a maximum of 60 for the basic
values (which is based on answers to all 15 statements in the questionnaire), 7-28 for
personal values (which is based on answers to 7 statements), and 8-32 for social
values (which is based on answers to 8 statemen's).

On the basis of the scores described above, it is possible to view the youth
sample as a whole in terms of each type of values, i.e., basic, social, and personal.
This is simply done by first summing up scores on each type of the values and ﬁsing
other statistical methods for determining relauonships of the variables.

Using the mean as a reference, the whole youth sample can then be
categorized into groups with low, moderate and high values. In this analysis, a ‘low
group’ meaus the respondent had a score that was lower than the value of mean — 1
S.D. A ‘moderate group’ means the respondent had a score that was between the
mean — 1 S.D. and the mean +1 S.D. A ‘high group’ means the recpondent had a
score that was greater than mean + 1 S.D. The results 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 3.00
Social values 32.00 12.00 26.85 3.05

L1 23ba2wx

311384
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Operationalzation of Independent Variables

Independent variables and their measurements for the present analysis are
describe below:

1 Sex is classified into male and female.

2. Education level is measured in terms of the highest level of
education completed.

3. Residential area is divided into rural and urban catcgories.

4. Family size is measured in terms of the number of surviving
children. The family size is “larae” if the member of children is greater than 2,
otherwise it is small.

5. Family relationship: A composite variable taking into account the
relationship between the youth and the parent, as well as the relationship with his
siblings. This variable is censiructed from answers to three questions in the
questionnaire; all of which measure important aspects of the relationship between
youths and other members in the family.

Appropriate scores are assigned to each answer, the sum of which represents
the level of “family relationship” for each respondent. A low score indicates a poor
relationship, a medium score indicates a fair relationship and a high score indicates a
good relationship with other tamily members.

6. Pattern of child rearing is constructed on the basis of youths’
responses to several questions designed to measure the degree of the youth’s
independence with regard to selected key aspects. As for the variable on femily
relationship above, appropriate scores are assigned to answers to these questions and

the sum of them represents the p-ttern of child rearing in which the respondent grew
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up. For analytical purposes, three categories of these variables are identified, i.e.,

dependent, democratic and independent.

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

respondents while they grew up. They may be parents or other family members.

Dependent and independent variables and their measurements appropriate for

each type of analysis are summarized in Table 3.5.

Table 3.5 Summary of Variables in the Study

Variables X>-test Multiple Regression Analysis

Dependent Variable '

Values Low Scores
Moderate
High

Independent Variable

Sex Male Msle =1
Female Female = 0

Education Level Primary School Years of Education
Secondary School
High Schoonl
University

Residential Area Urban Urban =1
Rural Rural =9

Size of Family Small ( 1 - 2 children) Number of Siblings
Large ( 3 children up)

Family Relationship Poor Scores
Tair
Good

Pattern of Child rearing | Dependent Scores
Democratic
Independent

Care Provider Father and Mother Father and Mother =1

| Father or Mothc: or Others

| Father or Mother or Others =0
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Data Analysis

The following analysis (see Chapter 4) begins with descriptive statistics to see
the distribution of youth according tc their values scores and levels in each type of the
values (persoual, social and basic). The first part of the analysis also aims at
understanding the distribution of youth’s values by demographic and family variables.
Next, the analysis moves to identify the relationship between youth’s values and all
independent variables using Chi-square test. The last part uses the Multiple
Regression Analysis to understand the influence of demographic and family factors

on youth’s values.
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CHAPTER FOUR

FINDINGS AND RESULTS

This chapter presents the results of the data analysis that is divided into three
sections. The first section focuses on the general description of the youth’s values;
the second on the relationship between demographic and family factors. The last

section identifies the influence of demographic and family factors on youth’s values.

1. Youth’s Values

Table 4.1 shows the distribution of youths according to their responses to
value statements which are presénted in two categories: those that pertain to personal
values (7 statements) and those that pertain to social values (8 statements). A
combination of the values in two categories (personal and social values) represents
basic values (total 15 statements). In general the information in Table 4.1 tel's where

the majority of youths stand with regard to each of the value statements.
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Table 4.1 Percentage distribution of youth according to their responses to the

value statements (N = 2180)

Statement Opinions
A B C D Total |
Personal Values
1. Freedom. 2.6 13.9 36.1 47.5 100.0
2. Fun and Enjoyment 5.3 275 36.7 30.5 100.0
3. | Living a goal-oriented life. 1.2 7.1 29.4 62.3 100.0
4. | Friends and friendships. L7 13.3 44.0 41.0 100.0
5. Selt-control. 3.4 18.4 38.8 39.4 100.0
6. Self-content 1A 111 41.1 46.1 100.0
7. | Marriage and children. 10.7 21.8 29.5 38.0 100.0
Social Values
8. | Haiiesty to ones self and others. 1.1 67! 363 55.9 100.0
9. | Religion and moraiity. 1.4 9.5 35.0 54.1 100.0
10. | Fairnass or justice. 1.6 5.4 30.6 63.0 100.0
!1. | Public interest over. self- interest 52 13.7 449 37.1 100.0
12. | Equality of men and women. 5.3 17.9 373 39.5 100.0
13. | Family over self 3.6 9.0 36.0 51.4 100.0
14. | Environment. 1.2 7.0 37.0 54.8 100.0
15. | Participating in public affairs. 22 11.2 533 513 100.0
- I

A = Not important, B = Less important, C =Important, D = Most important

The frequency distribution in table 4.1 reveals that the majority of youths in
the sample consider each of the values either ‘important’ or ‘most important’. Based

vpon this distribution, we can say that the majority of youths have positive or
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desirable values. This is not surprising though, as nearly all of the statements in this
questionnaire are about ‘good thiﬁgs’ or ‘positive values’ (for example, ‘living a goal-
oriented life’, ‘honesty’, ‘fairness and justice”), they should oe held desirable .by the
most people. Yet, what is of particular interest in Table 4.1 is the significant minority
of youths who are of the view that each of the values in question is either ‘not
important’ or ‘less important’ to them . To illustrate just a few, those who fall in ‘not
important’ or ‘less impcrtant’ categories account for 22 percent 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
wome:’.

Table 4.2 Frequency distribution of youth, by level of values and value type

(N=2180)
Type of Values Level of Values
[ Low (1-2.49) | Middle (2.50-3.49) | High(3.50-4.00) Total
1. Personal Values 6.4 68.0 25.6 100.0
2. Social Values 3.1 50.2 46.7 100.0
3. Basic Values 3.1 65.9 31.0 100.0

The value levels of ‘low’, ‘middle’, and ‘high’ are self-explanatory and their
meanings are straight forward. Youths with a ‘low’ score in any type of values (basic,
personal, social) are considered to have poor or less desirable values in that type,
while those with a ‘high’ score are regarded as having more desirable values for that

value type, and so forth.
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The information in Table 4.1 and Table 4.2, explains where majority of youth
stand with regard to personal, social and basic values; whether they are of ‘low’ (least
desirable), ‘middle’ (moderately desirable), or ‘high’ (highly desirable) level in each
type of value. Note that the ievels of the values in Table 4.2 is determined b;
grouping the mean of total scores in each type of values (psrsonal, social, basic) that
each respondent has on the basis of his answers. As the mean ranges from 1 to 4,
respondents who get 2.49 or less are group under the ‘low’ level; 2.5 - 3.49 under the
‘middle’ level; and 3.5 or more under the ‘high level. As expected, ‘low level’
implies least desirable values in that value type, ‘high level’, most desirable values,
and so forth.

In Table 4.2 it appears that for each of the value types over 9C per;:ent
of youths are in the 1niddle and high levels. This can be interpreied that the personal,
socizl and basic values of youth in this sample are positive and thus desirable. Of
particular interest, however, is the very high proportion (47%) of youths who have
‘high’ levels of social values, i.e., nearly one half. This is much greater compared to

the proportion in the personal and basic values.
2. Relationship between Youth’s Valies and Demographic and Family Variables

2.1 Personal Values
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Table 4.3 Kelationship between Personal Values of youth and Demographic and

family variables ( N=2180)

Variables Personal Values Total x2
Low Middle High
Demographic Variables
Sex 16.28220*
- Male 17.4 73.6 9.0 100.0
- Female 12.5 74.4 13.0 100.0
- Total 14.7 74.0 11.3 100.0
Education 25.91921***
- Primary School 17.0 09.8 13.2 100.0
- Secondary School 17.9 74.2 7.9 100.0
- High School 12.8 76.2 11.0 100.0
- University 8.9 80.1 "~ 110 100.0
- Total 14.7 74.1 11.2 100.0
Residential Area ) 10.44392**
- Urban 16.6 74.0 9.4 100.0
- Rurel 13.0 74.0 13.0 100.0
- Total 14.7 74.0 113 190.0
Size of Family 59775
- Small 13.8 75.1 1.1 100.0
- Large 15.0 73.7 11.3 100.0
- Total 14.7 74.0 113 100.0
Family Relationship 4.39683
- Poor 15.8 76.4 7.8 100.0
- Fair 15.3 73.3 11.4 100.0
- Good 13.0 75.0 12.0 100.0
- Total ' 14.7 74.0 11.3 100.0
Pattern of Child rearing 28.80069***
- Dependent 19.5 65.0 15.5 100.0
- Democratic 14.6 74.4 11.0 100.0
- Independent 10.8 81.1 8.1 100.0
- Total 14.7 74.0 113 100.0
Care Provider 3.10783
- Father and Mother 13.8 73.1 12.1 100.0
- Others 15.5 74.1 104 100.0
- Total 14.7 74.0 113 100.0

* P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.001
Table 4.3 indicates that 17.4 percent of male youths have a low ievel of

personal values. 9.0 percent have a high level of personal values, wiile 12.6 percent
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of female youths have a low level of personal values and 13.0 percent havg a high
level of personal values. The findings suggest that female youths seem to-have a
higher level of personal values than male youth. A test on the relationship between
the sex and personal values reveals that sex is significantly related to personal values
at 2 level of .05. This finding suggests that youths of different sexes will h=ve
different levels of personal values.

When looking at education level, in general, youths with a low level of
educational background (Primary School) have higher personal velues than youths
with a higher educationa! background. The findings suggest that the relationshio
between the lew el of ecucation and personal values has a statistically sigrificant result
of .001.

“Residential area” is another variable that has a statistically significant result.
The findings suggest that 16.6 percent of youths who live in urban areas have a lower
level and 9.4 percent have a higher level of personal values, while 13.0 percent of
youths who live in rural areas have a lower level and 13.0 per cent have a higher level
of personal values. In short, the results clearly indicate that youths who live in rural
areas tend to have a higher level of personal values than those who live in urban areas.

For youths who were raised in different sizes of families, the analysis found
that the family size was not a iajor factor. Youths from both large and small families
have similar levels of personal values. The findings do not render any significant
results related to tiie size of the family.

When looking at relationships within a family, the results are slightly
different. The findings suggest that youths who have a good relationship with other

members of their family have a higher level of personal values than those who have a
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fair or poor relationship. However, by means of statistical measurement, the results
show that the relationship within the family does not havé. much of a significant
relationship with the personal values of youth. This means that youths who have
different levels of relationships within their family do not have a different levels of
personal values.

From the pattern of child rearing factor, the findings show that yorths who
have been raised in a strict family have a higher level of personal values than those
who were raised in a democratic family or those who have been raised with more
freedom in making decisions. The analysis of this relationship has shown a statistical
significance of .001. This suggest: that you’thsAraised with different levels o1 freedom
for making their own decisions have different levels of personal values. Youths who
were raised in a strict family or who received less freedom in making decisions have a
higher level of personal values than ihose who were raised in a democratic family
environment.

Regarding the care provider variable, the analysis found slightly different
results in the levels of personal values among youths who had been raised by a father
and mother, or by father or mother alone, or by others. The findings show no
statistically significant results in the relationship between care provider and the
personal values of youths. In short, there was little difference in the level of personal

values with regard to this variable.

2.2 Social Values
Analysis of the relationship between social vaiues and demographic
and family factors reveals a similar pattern as in the case of personal values as

iliustrated in Table 4.4. The observation that is common in this table is that, for all
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demographic and family factors, the majority of youths fall in the middle category
which means that most of the youths have an average level of social values. Keeping

this in mind, w= can focus our discussion mainly on those with low and * high' lev=ls.

Table 4.4 Relationship between social values of youth and demographic and
family variables ( N = 2180 )
Variables Social Values Total x2
Low Middle High
Demographic Variables
Sex 6.15177*
- Male 18.2 584 23.4 100.0
- Female 15.1 57.6 273 100.0
- Total 16.5 57.9 25.6 100.0
Educ_lica N 44 23130%**
- Primary School 22.1 53.9 2490 100.0
- Secondary School 16.7 55.6 27.7 100.0
- High School 13.6 62.7 23.7 100.0
- University 8.0 62.0 30.0 100.0
- Total 16.4 58.0 25.6 100.¢
Residential Area 9.22074%*
- Urban 16.4 60.8 22.8 100.0
- Rural 16.6 552 28.2 100.0
- Total 16.5 57.9 25.6 100.0
Size of Family 431371
- Small 15.7 61.5 228 100.0
- Large 16.8 56.7 26.5 100.0
- Total 16.5 529 25.6 100.0
Family Relationship 18.53810***
- Poor 18.7 63.1 18.2 100.0
- Fair 17.8 57.7 24.5 100.0
- Good 12.8 56.7 30.5 100.0
- Total 16.5 57.9 25.6 100.0
Pattern of Child reariny 41.40175%**
- Dependent 252 55.5 19.3 100.0
- Democratic 15.8 59.2. 25.0 100.0
- Independent 11.0 56.4 32.6 100.0
- Total 16.5 57.9 25.6 100.0
Care Provider 1.67287
- Father and Mother 17.4 56.5 26.1 100.0
- Cthers 15.8 59.1 25.1 100.0
- Total 165| 5719 256| 1000 !

P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.0vi
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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 youths have a low level of social values and 27.3 percent have a
high level of social values. The findings suggest that female youths have a higher
level of socia! values than male youths. A test of the relationship between the sex
variable and social values reveals that sex is significantly related to social values at a
level of .05 which means that youths of different sexes have different levels of social
values.

With regard to educational ievel, it is found that youths with a higher level of
education generally have higher social values than youths with a lower level of
education. The relationship between the level of education and social values shows a
statistical significant of .001.

Residential area is another variable that is significantly related with level of
.01. The findings reveal that 16.4 percent of youths who live in urban areas have a
lower level and 22.8 percent have a higher level of social values, while 16.6 percent
of youths who live in rural areas have a lower level and 28.2 percent have a higher
level of social values. The results clearly indicate that youths who live in rural areas
have a higher level of social values than those who live in urban areas.

For youths who were raised in families of different sizes, the analysis found
minor differences, but the differences are statistically significant. Youths from both
large and small families seem to have similar levels of social values. The findings do

not render any significant relationship between the family size and social values.
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Looking at the relationship with other family members, the findings suggest
that the level of social values varies with the youth’s relationships with other
members of their family. In general, the better the relationship is, the higher the level
of social values. By means of statistical measurement, the results show that the
relationships with other family member is significantly related to social values at a
level of .001. This means youths who have different levels of family relationships
have different levels of social values.

For the pattern of child rearinz factor, the findings show that youths who were
raised ‘n families where they were given more freedom in decision making have a
higher level of social values than those who were raised with less freedom in making
decisions or in a strict family envircnment where children were more dependent. The
level of values are 32.6, 25.0 and 19.3 respoctively. The relationship observed in this
case is statistically significant at a level 0f.001. This suggests that youths who were
raised in different family environments have different levels of social values.

For care providers of youth while they were grouping up, the analysis found
no significant difference in the level of social values among youths who were raised
by a father and a mother, rather than being raised by a father or a mother alone, or by

cther persons.
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3. Basic Values

Table 4.5 Relationship betwsen Basic Values Demographic and Family
Variables and Basic Values (N =2180)

Variables Basic Values Total x°
Low Middle High
Demographi~ Variables
Sex 12.30382**
- Male 17.2 72.0 10.8 100.0
- Female 123 74.1 13.6 100.0
- Total 14.5 73.2 123 100.0
Education 43.96883***
- Primary School 19.3 67.0 13.7 100.0
- Secondary School 14.9 73.7 114 100.0
- High School 12.7 76.7 10.6 100.0
- University 5.5 81.2 13.2 109.0
- Total 14.4 733 | 12.3 100.0
Residential Area 12.20616**
- Urban 15.5 74.6 99 100.0
- Rural 13.5 71.8 14.7 109.0
- Total 14.5 73.2 12.3 100.0
Size of Family 2.21789
- Smail 129 755 11.6 100.0
- Large 15.0 724 12.6 100.0
- Total 14.5 73.2 12.3 100.¢
Family Relationship 23.10651%**
- Poor 133 79.3 74 100.0
- Fair 16.1 72.7 11.2 100.0
- Good 11.1 72.2 16.7 100.0
- Total 14.5 73.2 12.3 100.0
Pattern of Child rearing 33.99062***
- Dependert 23.0 64.8 122 100.0
- Democracy 137 74.1 122 100.0
- Independent 9.5 78.0 12.5 100.0
- Total 14.5 73.2 123 100.0
Care Provider 0.44410
- Father and Mother 14.7 73.5 11.8 100.0
- Others 14.4 72.8 12.8 100.0
- Total 14.5 73.2 12.3 100.0

* P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.001
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‘.The pattern of relationship between basic values and demographic and
family factors shown in Table 4.5 is mosi similar to that found in the case of social
values, except for the fact that, for social values, the relationship of youth’s values
with the ‘family relationship’ does not show any statistical significance, whereas for
the basic values it does. In conclusion, Table 4.5 suggests that youths of different
sexes, who haye different educational levels, live in different residential areas, have
| different relationships with other family members, and who were raised under

different styles of child rearing will have different levels of basic values.

3. Influence of Demographic and Family Factors on Youth’s Values

From the analysis of the relationship between dependent and independent
variables, it was found that demographic variables (sex, education level and
residential area) and family variables (family relationship, pattern of child rearing,
care provider in child rearing) have a statistically significant association with all
personal, social and basic values. The observed relationships however, may result
from the influence of other variables that were not used in this study. In order to
avoid any mistakes or distortion of the ¢xact findings on the influence of famiiy and
demographic variables that effected the personal, social and basic values, other
variables were controlled that may also Liave an influence on the values under this
study. The Multiple Regression Analysis was used to test the effectiveness of the

variables that have influence on personal, social and basic values. However, the
Multiple Regression Analysis technique has a limitation in that the dependent
variables used in this analysis must be independent from each other (Prasitrattasin, S.

1997: 355). If each variable has high relative scores, the resulting regression
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coefficient will be inaccurate (Appendix C). This study therefore, employs the
Multiple Regression Analysis in a stepwise process, ie., selecting variables, step by
step. The variable that has the most significant esult will be chosen to fill in the
regression analysis. The second and the third runner-ups will be used in subsequent
order. Meanwhile, the variable that is highly related to others will be taken out from

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

(Tabachnick & Fidell, 1996: 150-153).

The results of Multiple Regression Analysis are shown in Table 4.6.

Table 4.6 Results of Multiple Regression Analysis on Demographic and Family

Variables
Variables Personal Values Social Values Basic Values
Coefficients t Coefficients t Coeificients t
Demographic
-Sex -3912 | -3.922%*+ -.6233 | -4.163*** -1.0145 | -4.748***
-Education .0023 .106 0414 | 1.869 .03020 1.358
-Residential Area -3552 | -3.583%*+ -.3454 | -2.322* -7007 | -3.300***
Family
-Size of Family -0038 | -.177 -0147 | -.697 -.0086 -.406
-Family Re]ationship 1299 | 2.944%++ 2135 | 3.223%*+ 3434 | 3.633***
-Pattern of child rearing 0534 | 3.153%+* 1409 | 8.856*** 1743 | 7.677%**
-Care provider -0389 | -1.749 -0215 | -961 -.0402 | -1.769
Constant 18.5731 22.2653 40.8385
R Square .0204 .0467 .0437
SEE 2.2811 3.4248 4.8873
F 11.3295 26.6394 24.8824
Sig of F .0000 .0000 .0000

P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0.001
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From Table 4.6, the following conclusions may be drawn:

1) When using personal, social and basic values as the dependent
variable, and using the seven independent variables of sex, education level, residential
area, family size, family relationship, pattern of child rearing, and care provider, we
found that four independent variables are signidcart. Among the four variables, two
of them (family relationship and pattern of child rearing) have a positive influence,
while the other two variables (sex and residential area) have a negative influence.

2) Looking at the level of influence among the four variables, sex had
the strongest influence over personal values (Beta = .0881), followed by residential
area (Beta = .0771), pattern of child rearing"(Beta = .0689) cnd family relationship
(Beta =.0633).

3) For social and basic values, the level of influence of the 4 variables
is the samc. The pattern of child rearing has the strongest influence (Beta = .1909,
.1658), followed by sex (Beta = .0885, .1011), family relationship (Beta = .0684,
.0772) and last, residential area (.0492, .0715) respectively.

Using the Regression CoefTicients of the variables, the equations of regression
analysis shown below can be used to predict the personal, social and basic values of
youths:

- Personal values = 18.573 + 0.1299(V1) + 0.0334(V2) - 0.3552(V3) -- 0.3912(V4)

- Social values = 22.265 + 02135(vi) +0.1409(V2) — 0.3454(V3) — 0.6233(V4)

- Basic values = 40.838 + 0.3434(V1) + 0.1743(V2) — 0.7007(V3) — 1.0145(V4)

V1 = family relationship
V2 = pattern of child rearing
V3 = residential area

V4 = sex
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In conclusion, table 4.6 shows the results of analysis on 7 independent
variables (sex, education level, residential area, family size, family relationship,
pattern of child rearing, and care provider). It was found that 4 independent variables
(sex, residential area, family relationship and pattern of child rearing method) are
significant. Among the 4 variables, family relationship and the pattern of child
rearing gave positive results and the other 2 variables (sex and residential area) gave
negative results relative to the personal, social and basic values.

Table 4.7 Summary of relationship between dependent and independent variables

and R?
Item | Dependent Variables ""Inaerendent Variables R*
al|b|c |dje |f |g

1. Freedom - - 07367
2. Honesty to ones self and others - |+ + 02168
3. Fun and enjoyment - - |- ].03558
4. Religion and moraiity /2N + - |.03290
3. Fairness or justice - + |+ 01659
6. Living a goal-oriented life - |+ + |+ .04394
7. Friends and friendship + + .04834
8. Public interest over self-interest + + |+ 02637
9. Equality of mep and women - |+ + .05063
10. | Self-control r + |+ .02950
11. | Self-content - + 01461
12. | Family over self - + 14 .01900
13. | Marriage and children - ]- + |- |.02880
14. | Environment - + 01312
15. | Participation in public affairs - [+ |- |.01295

a= Sex, b= Educaton level, ¢ = Residential area, d = Size of
family, e = Family relationship, f= Pattern of child-rearing, g = Care provider, R?
= R-Squars, + = Positive i=fluence and - = Negative influence, Empty space = no

influence.
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From table 4.7, when using demogaphc and 7 family factors (sex, education
level, residential area, family size, family'.relationship, pattern of child rearing and
care provider) with 15 variables to predict the youth’s values, the results are as
follows:

1. It was found that the pattern of child rearing is the independent variable
that has the most influence. It has a positive relationship and influence on all except
two values (freedom and fun and enjoyment).

2. Sex, residential area, and care provider in child rearing, were variables that
had a negative influence on some values only.

2.1 It suggests that female yoiiths have mgher values than male youths
with regard to honesty to one’s self and others, religion and morality, fairness or
justice, living a goal-oriented life, equality of men and women, self-control, self-
content, public interest over self-interest, as well as, environment.

2.2 Youths who lived in rural areas have higher values than youths
who lived in urban areas with regard to religion and morality, marriage and children,
and participation in public affairs.

2.3 Youths who were raised by people other than their own father and
mother have higher values than the youths who were raised by their own father and
mother with regard to enjoyment and fun, religion and morality, marriage and
children, as well as participation in public affairs.

3. Education shows both positive and negative influences. Youths 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 others, religion and morality, fairness or

justice, living a goal-oriented life, equality of men and women, self-cortrol, famiiy
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over self, as well as friends and friendship. On the other hand, youths who had a
lower level of ed'ucation had higher values than those who had a higher education
level with regard to: freedom, enjoymen: and un, marriage and children.

4. The study found no influence of the size of the family on any the values.

Finally, it may be noted that the value of the R-Square for all family and
demographic factors can account for less than 10 percent. The low percentage does
not mean that this study is not significant, nor does it mean that the results can not be
used to predict the 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 may not be adequate. Moreover, there are still many other
factors, not included in this study, 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

Summary

The purpose of the study on the influence of the family on Thai youths is to
determine the relationship between demographic and family factors and their effect on
youth’s values. The studv iooks at the details of demographic and family influences
through factors such as sex, educationai lev‘el, residential area, number of siblings,
relationships with family members, freedom in decision making or pattern of child
rearing as well as care provider.

The sample population in this study consisted of male and female youths
between the ages of 15 and 24 who lived with their parent in the Northern, Southern,
Northeastern and Central region of Thailand, as well as in Bangkok Metropolitan
area. The tool used in the research is the results of the questionnaires surveyed by the

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

Major Findings of the Analysis are Summarized below:
1. The majority of youths have positive or desirable values. The level of
personal values is lower than social values and basic values. The social values ars the

highest level.
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2. Among demographic variables, youth values are found 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 residential areas will have
different level of personal, social and basic values.

3. Among family variables, youth values are relatcd to the family relationship
and pattern of child rearing. Youths who have different levels of relationships with
other family members and those who have different degrees or freedom in making
decisions have different levels of social and basic values. For personal values, the
analysis shows that only the pauern of child rearing was significant.

4. Analysis of the influence of indépendent variables cn valucs reveals that
both family and demographic fuctors have an influence on the personal, social and
basic values of youths. The significant variables that have an influence on the
different aspects of the values of youths are sex, residential area, family relationship,
and the pattern of child rearing. The influence cf these variables are discussed below:

4.1 Relationship with other family members

It is found from this study that relationships with other family
members have a positive influenice on the values of youths. This is in line with
findings from the study of Luerkosol, C. (1988) that showed that youths who have a
good relationship with members of their family have a higher level of personal,
socia! and basic values than those who have unhappy relationships. The reason for
this in line with the fact that the youtks who have a good understanding of other
members the family usually grow up happier and more satisfied with their lives.

Their family accepts their opinions. Therefore, their values are developed in a better
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way (Daoruang, S. 1987: 192, 196; Tantiphlacheewa, K. 1994: 224-226;
Kochanakdee, N. 1994: 118). |
4.2 Pattern or style of child rearing
The findings proved to be statistically significant and
show that the pattern in which a child was raised will have a positive influence on the
values of the youth. Youths who were raised in « family, who had a high level of
freedom in making decisions about anything in their lives, will have higher personal,
social and basic values than those who grew up in the family environment with low
level of freedom in making decisions. The results of this study are similar to the
analycis by Luerkosol, C. (1988: 78) which 'Suggested that the method o1 democratic
child rearing, where a child has a high level of freedom, will teach the child to have
high self-confidence, reliability, and courage to express his opinions. Thus, he has a
high level of values. On the other hand, a child who has been raised in a family with
limited freedom to make his own decision will have a low level of values. This is
because in a family in such an environment, the child will feel a lot of stress wili not
bfeel confident to express his opinions. Therefore, his level of values in various
aspects will be lower.
4.3 Sex
This analysis found that sex has a negative influence on
personal, social and basic values, i.e., female youths have higher values on this aspect
than males. This finding is similar to that from the studies of Luerkosol, C. (1988: 43
— 44); Malakul Na-Ayudhaya, P. (1980: Abstract), which found that women have
higher levels of values than men because the present Asian society allows women to

play an important role and have morc ireedom than in the past. Moreover, female
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youths tend to have closer relationships with their fathers, mothers and their own
siblings than male youths, thus they have more ;)f a chance to receive desirable values
from the family (Mason et al. 1998:239-240).
4..4 Residential area
A significant statistical result of this study reveals that
residential area also has a negative infiuence on personal, socia! and basic values, i.e.,
youths who live in urban areas have a lower level of values than those who live in
rurzl areas. This is similar to finding from the research of Malakul Na- Ayudhaya, P.
(1980: Abstract) who found that youths who grew up in rural areas have higher
expectations and values because those that live in rural areas value the importance of
quality of life and living a different life from those in urban areas. People who live in
rural areas tend to preserve the values of their society, traditions and culture better
than the people who live in urban areas. (Chaleekhrua, S. 1980: 56). Therefore,
youths who live in rural areas have a higher level of values than those who live in
urban areas.
The rest of the factors, educational level, family size and care provider do not
show any influence on youth’s values. This unexpected finding needs more data to

understand the underlying reasons. The limited data available here are inadequate for

this purpose.

Conclusion
Focusing only on the influence of the family factors, results of the present
analysis show that only two of the statements of the hypotheses were supported. First,

the youths who had a gooa relationship with their fathers, mothers and siblings haa 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 making also had a higher degree of values.

Results also showed that two of the other hypotheses are also supported, but in
an opposite way. First, female youths were found to have a higher degree of values
than males. This can be attributed to the changes in society which have provided
greater opportunities for females to work outside their homes, allowing them to help
support their families. 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 fact that the pcople who
live in rural areas have strongér traditions, culture and religion.

The variables of educational level, family size and care providers, were found
to have no influence on the values. Family size, whether large or small, did not mck=
any difference in terms of youth’s value.

Finally, on the present level of values in Thai society, the study found that
Thai youths in generai had a higher level of social values than personal and basic
values. This is intcrpreted to mean that the majority of Thai youths have positive or
desirable values. This is a good sign for the society as a whole. As the youths of
today are the force of the society in the future, their positive values today will help

shape up the future society to be a pleasant one to live in.

Suggestivns from the results of this study
In order to utilize the results of the study on values to benefit to the society,
the researcher would like to propose the following suggestions concerning social
institutions:
1. Family Institution. This study is to determine the direct influence of the

family on ycuth’s values. The results of the study support the fact that the family has
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a major influence on the values, especially the relationships within a family.
Therefore, fathers, mothers and siblings should give love and understanding to each
other in order to create a good relationship among themseives and with people outside
the family. Parents should teach their children in a reasonable way, provide them a

fair level of freedom to make decisions and avoid the transfer of inappropriate values
to their children.

2. Government. The transfer of values to youths has to ve conducted by all
membeis of the society. Even though youths receive a good education from their own
family, if the people in the society act differently, it will confuse their learning and
may create undesirable behavior because the youths will also follow the majority in
society. Therefore, the government should have a clear policy on how to guide the
society, to emphasize good practices and values that encourage the people in the
couniry to act appropriately as an example for the young generation to fcllow for the
benefit of the society.

3. Research Institution. Research institutions should study the influence of
factors outside the family on youth’s values. These institutions should gather
information and determine the factors that will benefit the transfer of good values to
the society. By doing this, it will help shape the youth’s behavior in a positive way

for the benefit of the society as a whole.

Suggestions for future study

1. This study should be repeated every 5 years, using the same questionnaires

to determine the changes of values.
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2. To get the most holistic results, 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 example the parent’s education, profession and income.
The new findings or variables should help the society develop a strategy to change

youth’s behavior in a positive way for the benefit of the society as a whole.
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-Appendix A

List of questions used in the study

1. Sex ....male ... female
2. Education Level ......years

3. Where were you born?

3.1 Inthis province ......... rural . urban
3.2 Other province  .......... raral urban
3.3 Other country  .......... rural . urban

4. How many brothers and sisters do you have? ...........

5. How well do you and your father understand each other?
5.1 Good
5.2 Fair
5.3 Poor

6. How well do you and your mother understand each other?
6.1 Good
6.2 Fair
6.3 Poor

7. How well do you and your brothers and sisters unde-stand each other?
7.1 Good
7.2 Fair
7.3 Poor

8. What is your assessment of your freedom making choices regarding the selected
activities? (only one answer per line)?
Degree of Freedom
None Little Moderate Much
8.1 Making friends e e e e
8.2 What to do for fun P

8.3 Choosing the type of work P

8.4 Courting/dating ~ .eeh e e eeeeee
8.5 Choosing what clothes to wear ...... ... ceeee e
8.6 Choosing a mate for marriage  ...... ... e eeeee
8.7 Choosing whatto study ~ ...... e eeeeen

......
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9. At age 10, who lived in your house with you? (choose only one answer)
9.1 Both your mother and father
9.2 Only your mother
9.3 Only your father
9.4 Others ....... (please explain)

10. Who are you living with now?
10.1 Both your raother and father
10.2 Only your ruother

10

.3 Only your father
10.4 Others ......... (please explain)

11. Are your parents living together now?

11

.1 Yes

11.2 Divorced
11.2 Otker .......

VALUES

Il

For each item below write the number of the choice that best describes the importance

of the item to you.
Choices 1. _ 23 3. 4.
Not Important Little Importance Important Very Important
Answer

WRENAUnh W=

Freedom

Honesty to yourself and others

Enjoyment and fun

Religion and morality

Fairness and justice

Living a goal-oriented life

Friendship

Public V8. self’s interest

Equality of men and women
Self-control

. Self-content
. Family over self
. Marriage and children

. Environment
. Participation in public affair

..........

oooooooooo

oooooooooo

oooooooooo

oooooooooo

----------

..........

..........

.........

.........

.........

ooooooooo

.........

Note: This questionnaire includes only some of the questions from The Family and
Youth Survey (FAYS) 1994. The 1esearcher used the questions that were relevant to

this thesis.
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Appendix B

Reliability of questionnaires used in collecting data

RELIABILITY ANLYSIS-SCALE (ALPHA)

Mean Std Dev Cases
1. Cl 3.4000 6325 40.0
2. Cc2 3.6250 5856 40.0
3. 3 2.9500 .8149 40.0
4. C4 3.0750 6558 40.0
5. Cs 3.4750 L6400 40.0
6. c6 5.6250 6673 40.0
7. C7 3.6000 4961 40.0
8. C8 3.1500 5796 40.0
9. 9 3.0250 .8610 40.0
10. C10 3.3000 7579 40.0
11. Cl1 3.2250 .8002 40.0
12. Cl12 3.1250 .8530 40.0
13. c13 2.9000 1.1723 40.0
14. Cl4 3.2000 6076 40.0
15. C15 '23.3500 7696 40.0
N of cases = 40.0
Statistics for scale Mean Variance Std Dev N of variables
49.0250 23.4609 4.8436 15
RELIABILITY ANALYSIS-SCALE (ALPHA)
Item-total Statistics /
Scale Scale Corrected Squared Alpha
Mean Variance Iiem-total Multiple If Ttem
IfItem If Item Correlation  Correlation Deleted
Deleted Deleted
C1 45.6250 22.7019 0596 2468 7024
Cc2 45.4000 21.2718 3418 3917 6743
C3 46.0750 21.6096 .1568 .5040 6966
c4 45.9500 21.1769 3071 6135 6769
Cs5 45.4000 19.4846 6312 .6987 6411
C6 45.4250 20.4000 4338 4160 6625
c7 45.8750 21.6353 3422 3369 6763
C8 46.0000 21.9071 2245 3941 6856
9 45.7250 23.6923 -.1161 4328 7336
Cl10 45.8000 20.8199 2988 6522 6775
CH 45.9000 19.4974 4702 4752 .6541
C12 45.8250 19.6821 4032 5162 6628
c13 46.1250 19.2404 2767 3127 6895
Cl4 45.8250 20.5583 4597 5115 6617
Ci5 45.6750 19.6069 4781 6515 6539
Reliability Coefficients 15 items
Alpha =.6926 Standardized item alpha =.7179
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Appendix C
Result of analysis

Table C 1 Relationship between dependent variables and values

Variables Personal Value Social Value Basic Value
Low | Middle | High | Low | Middle | High | Low | Middle | High

Demographic

Variables

Sex

- Male 53.3 ! 449 363 | 49.7 | 455 41.5 | 525 | 445 41.0

- Female 46.7 | 55.1 63.7 | 503 | 545 585 |46.5 |55.5 59.0

- Total 147 | 74.0 112 | 165 |579 256 | 145 |67.1 18.4
X 16.28220%F 6.15T77% T1.81773%

Education

- Primary School 426 | 347 434 | 49.6 | 342 347 | 492 | 536 39.0

- Secon ary School 223 | 183 12.7 185 | 17.5 19.9 188 | 18.4 17.3

- High School 26.0 | 30.7 291 | 246 | 322 27.8 | 262 |31.2 27.8

- Umversity 9.1 16.3 14.8 13 16.1 17.7 5.8 16.8 16.0

-Total ° 147 | 74.1 112 | 164 | 58.0 255 | 144 | 672 18.4
X 25.91921%% 44 2310%%* 41.99009%*

Residential Area

- Urban 54.5 | 48.8 400 | 483 |5L1 434 | 522 |502 40.5

- Rural 45.5 | 512 592 | 517 | 489 566 |47.8 |49.8 59.5

- Total 147 | 74.0 112 | 165 | 579 256 | 155 167.1 18.4
X 10.44493% g 20074% T338347%%

Size of Family

- Small 240 | 26.0 028 | 244 | 272 228 [228 1265 24.6

- Large 76.0 | 74.9 747 | 756 | 728 772 | 7172 | T3S 75.4

-Total 147 | 740 112 {165 | 579 256 145 | 67.1 18.4
X 39775 31371 218713

Family

Relationship

- Poor 100 | 96 6.5 10.6 | 10.1 6.6 85 |103 6.5

- Fair 66.0 | 62.8 645 |683 | 633 609 |706 |626 61.2

- Good 240 | 276 66.6 |21.1 |26.6 325 209 |272 32.3

- Total 147 | 74.0 1.2 | 165 | 579 256 | 145 |67.1 18.4
X 435683 18.53810%% 16.65436*

Pattern of child-

rearing

- Dependent 243 | 16.1 450 |28.1 | 176 13.8 1291 |16.7 73.8

- Democracy 60.4 61.1 59.6 58.1 62.2 59.6 57.3 61.8 60.0

- Independent 153 | 228 15.1 139 | 203 266 |13.6 |21.5 24.1

- Tota?e A 14.7 | 74.0 112|165 | 579 256 1145 |67.1 18.4
X 28.80069%* B3A0175%+ 34702

Care Provider

- Father and Mother 42.4 45.3 4.7 47.8 443 46.3 45.9 45.9 43.0

- Others 57.6 | 54.7 502 {522 | 557 53.7 | 549 | 54.1 57.0

-Total 14.7 | 74.0 112 |165 | 579 256 | 145 | 67.1 18.4
X 3.10783 1.67287 T.03161

* P<0.05, ** P<0.01, *** P<0 001
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Variable | Sex | Res Edu |Size |Fam | Patt | Per PV SV BV

Sex oo

Res 10040 1.00

Edu 0240 [ 2211 1.00

Size 0305 | -.1045 | -2822° |  1.00 I

Fam 0259 | -1.0781° | 0211 | .0747 | 1.00

Patt 1758 | 1125 | 2716 | -0899 | .1109 | 1.00

Per 0798 | 2234 | 2016 | -.0737 | 2825 | .074% 1.00

PV ~0730° | .0602° | .0556 | -.0071 | .1006" | .1487 | .0068 1.00

SV 071" | -0765 | .0031 | .0129 | .0771" | .0524" | -.0138 | .7807 | 1.00

BV 0334 | -0355| 0772 | .1860 | .0526 | .1775 | 0188 | G118 | 4552 | 1.00
*P<.05

Sex = Sex Patt = Pattern of child rearing

Edu = Education Level
Res = Residential area
Size = Size of family

Fam = Family relationship

Per = Care provider
PV = Personal values
SV = Social values
BV = Basic values
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