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ABSTRACT

The purposes of this research were to develop the criteria for evaluate desirable
characteristics, and to try out the criteria for evaluate desirable characteristics for Prathomsuksa
students in the office of Maha Sarakham Educational Service Area 3.The key informants werc
the director,3 deputy director, 3 supervisors, 9 school directors, and teachers, of the office of
Maha Sarakham Educational Service Area 3, chosen by purposive sampling, and 75 voluntarily

~ teachers The research instruments consisted of the structured interview ,focus group discussion,

the questionnaire related to the evaluation criteria, and the evaluation forms-for evaluate.criteria

about propriety, feasibility, accuracy and utility standards, The statistics used for data analysis

were mean, and standard deviation.

The.r.és;.e'arch findings were as follows :

The evaluation criteria of 8 desirable characteristics wetre concluded each one as
he aspects of Loving of nation, religion and king was comprised of 3 indicators and 6 behaviors,
[onesty and integrity was comprised of 1 indicator and 3 behaviors, Self-discipline was
smprised of 1 indicator and 2 behaviors, Avidity of fearning was comprised of 2 indicators and

behaviors, Observance of sufficiency economy philosophy in way of life was comprised of 3
dicators and 4 behaviors, Dedication and commitment to work was comprised of 2 indicators
d 3 behaviors, Cherishing Thainess was comprised of 3 indicators and 6 behaviors, and Public

rifledness was comprised of 1 indicator and 3 behaviors.The quality of the criteria and the



indicators of desirable characteristics were examined by the experts, indicated that the overall of

propriety was at the “ most” level (X= 4.62, 8.1, = 0.46) The overall of feasibility was at the

“most” level (X = 4.59,8.D. = 0.48,) Moreover, the quality of the criteria for desirable
characteristics after ysed by 75 voluntarily teachers found that the overall of accuracy was at the
“most” level (X = 4.67,8.D.= 0.48),the overall of utility was at the “ most” level (X= 4.71,

S.D.=0.51) In conclusion, the criteria for evaluate desirable characteristics in Prathomsuksa

were high quality and usable.




