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Abstract

This research aimed to study desirable virtuous and ethical characteristics
and values of students in educational institutions offering education in ranges 1 - 3, under
Maha Sarakham Office of Educational Service, Area 2, and to compare the opinions of
educational institution administrators, teachers, and chairmen of educational institution
boards. The sample, obtained through simple random sampling, included 52 educational
institution administrators, 253 teachers, and 52 chairmen of educational institution boards.
The instrument for data collection was a rating scale questionnaire with 0.95 reliability
value, The statistics employed included mean, standard deviation, and one-way ANOVA for
the testing of hypothesis. When a significant difference was found, a paired test
according to Sheffe’s method was administered.

The results are as follows :

1. The opinions of educational institution administrators, and chairmen of
educational institution boards on desirable virtuous and ethical characteristics and values
of students in educational institutions offering education inranges 1- 3, under Maha
Sarakham Office of Educational Service, Area 2, as a whole and by aspect, were at the
“much” level. When each aspect was taken into consideration, it was found that on the

aspect of students having honesty and the aspect of students’ public service, the chairmen of



the boards saw them at the “medium™ level while the administrators and the teachers saw
them at the “much” level. All the other aspects were seen at the “much” level by the three
groups.

2. In the comparison of the opinions of educational institution
administrators, teachers, and chairmen of educational institution boards on desirable virtuous
and ethical characteristics and values of students in educational institutions offering education
in ranges 1 - 3, under Maha Sarakham Office of Educational Service, Area 2, there was a
difference with .05 statistical significance. When paired test was made, there was also a
significant difference in every pair, as a whole and by aspect. The only exception was in the
aspect of students are disciplined and responsible. In this aspect the administrators and the

chairmen of the boards did not see any difference.



