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ABRSTRACT



The purpose of this study was to Compare the ethical attitudes
of the students of the 5 teachers colleges in the southern part of
Thailand in & aspects : sense of responsibility, discipline,/ honesty,
deligence and dedication. A further aim of the study was to find out
the 1level = of each of those attitudes as well as the relationships
among then. The levels referred to are 1. generally low ethical
attitudes 2. higher level of ethical attitudes but only relating to
themselves 3. higher level of ethical attitudes relating to their peer
groups 4. higher level of ethical attitudes relating to the whole of
society. The study was concerned with 6 variables : Institution, sex,
course of study, level of education, home background and academic
result.

The sample consisted of 508 students during 1987 academic year
from the 5 teachers colleges in the southern part of Thailand
sengkhla, Yala, Phuket, Nakornsrithamarat and Suratthanee.

The instrument employed in the gathering of data was &
questionaire designed by the researcher approved by experts to measure
‘the ethical attitudes according to the shove 5 aspects. The
questionaire consisted of 6 quest ions relating to each aspect : 30
questions'of which the test reliability was 0.696

The data collected were treated statistically by computer. The
results were as follows @

1. The ethical attitudes of the students of the above
institutions were significantly different in every agpect at .01

level. At three colleges : Songkhla, Phuket and Nakornsrithamarat the



students had the thifd level of ethical attitudes but at Yala the
students' ethical attitudes were at the second level. Studénts aﬂ
Suratthanee had the fourth level.

Thete were statistically significant relationships among
ethical attitudes in all aspects in three colleges at .01 and .05
levels. However, there were no significant relationships in Yala ’and
Nakornsrithamarat.

2. The girl students’ ethical attitudes were not. different from
those of the boy students' in all aspects. Both boy and girl students’
ethical attitudes were at the third level. The relationships among
the ethical aspects were significantly different at .01 level.

3. There were no significant differences in ethical attitudes
relating to the courses of study between students who studied
education and those wh§ studied other courses. The ethical attitudes
of the students 1in all courses of study were at the third level.
There were statistically significant relationships among the ethical
aspects at .01 level.

4. The ethical sttitudes towards discipline, honesty, deligence
and dedication at the undergraduate degree level were higher than
those of students at higher certificate level significantly at .01 and
.05 levels. But the sense of responsibility was not different. The
ethical aspects at the undergraduate degree level were higher than
those of the higher certificate level significantly at .01 level. The

study revealed that students at both levels of study were at the third



level of ethical attitude. The relationships among ethical aspects
were significantly different at .01 and .05 levels.

5. The ethical attitudes of students from different home -
backgrounds were significantly different at .01 level. The students’
ethical attitudes were at the third level. There were no significant
relationships among the ethical aspects of students from different
home backgrounds except from those who were brought up democratically
the difference was at .01 level.

6. There were no significant differences in ethical attitudes
of students with different levels of academic results. The ethical
attitudes of all students were at the third level. The relationships
among the etﬁical aspects were significantly different at .01 and .05

levels.





