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ABSTRACT

The objective of this research were 1) to build and fine quality life skills test for students
in Mathayomsuksa 6, 2) to study the components of life skills of all students in Mathayomsuksa 6,
3) to study the life skills of all student in Mathayomsuksa 6 in the Office Sccondary Education
Service Area 27, Sakatenakorn Consortium. The sample used in this study were 360 student who
are studying in Mathayomsuksa 6 in the first semester of academic year 2014, under the Office
Secondary Education Service Arca 27, Sakatenakorn Consortium, determine by multi-stage
random sampling.

The results finding were follows ;

1. The life skills for students in Mathayomsuksa 6 were compost 4 components 60
items of the analytical with realized the worth of oneself and others, 27, analysis ,decision making
and creativity for problem solving, 14, managing emotion and stress, 7, making the relationship
with others, 12.

2. The qualitative of life skills test were content validity (IOC = 0.80 — 1.00). Alpha
Coefficient equal to .909, structural analysis of show that the life skills that up a structure are
consistent with the concept of Chi-square (}(2) equal to 0.025, Chi-square Test of Model Fit
(Xz/ d f ) equal to 0.025, Root Mean Square Error of Approximation (RMSEA) equal to 0.000,
Comparative Fit Index (CFI) equal to 1.000, Tucker-Lewis Index (TLI) equalto 1.008
Standardized Root Mean Square Residual (SRMR) equal to 0.001 show that the life skills that up
a structure are consistent with the concept of life skills as defined by the Office of The Basic

Education Commission.



3. The results normalized T-score showed that normal in the range of T22 to
T81. Life skills scale level of the studenis is low to very good as most of the life skills scale in a
relatively representing 2.50 percent, good life skills representing for 82.78 percent and fairy good
representing for 28.33, low life skills representing for 0.56 percent, And life skills scale can be to

use intended as a guide improvement the development and promotion of life skills scale.



