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Abstract

This ressearch was aimed at measuring and cemparingf degree
of environmental problem awareness of Mathayom Suksa 3 and 6 students.
Samples comprised 3i5 Mathayom Suksa 3 énd 277 Mathayom Suksa 6
students of General Education DeparbmenbrSchools in Chiang Mai during

the academic year 1980. The test used with the samples was

constructed by the researcher.
Research Findings are as‘follows:
i. Mathayom Suksa 3 students' awareness of and concern about

environmental problems in general, whether they tended to react to

them or not, was high, with 4.13 points. As regards each specific

areas of problems it was found that a high degree, i.e., their

awareness was all of forest-related problems 4.25, water pollution



4.20, air pollution 3.81, soil pollution 3.97, and noise pollution
4.26. At the same time, they all recognized the seriousness of
environmental problems and thought they were worth paying attention
to, with a total avgrage point being 4.27. “The average points in
all. épecific areas of problems were as follows i forest—relateu
p;oblems 4.47, ‘water pollution 4.31, air pollution 4.20, soil
pollution 4.15 and noise pollution 4.21.

‘ The Mathayom Suksa & students' awareness of and concern
ghout environmental problems in general, whethep they tended to react
to them or not, was high, with 4.15 points. As regards each specific
areas of problems it was found that a high degdree i.e., theinr
awareness was all of forest-related problems 4.77, water pollution
4.22, air pollution 3.85, soil pollution 4.04 and noise pollution
4.36. At the same time, they all recognized the seriousness of
environmentsl problems and thought they were worth paying attention
to, with a total aﬁerage point being 4.42. The average point in all
specific areas of problems were as follows ¢ forest-related  problems
4.42, water pollution 4.43, air pollution 4.32, soil poliution 4.36
and noise pollution 4.21.

2, Tendencies to react o the problems in general of the two
groups of students wére not difference. However, when individual
problems were considered, it was found that Mathayom Suksa 3 students
felt more strongly and tended to react to Forest;related problems more
than Mathayom Suksa 6 students, while Mathayom Suksa g students did
likewise as regards noise_pollution. The difference as significant

. _ )
at the 0.05 level.



In addition, the two groups significantly differed (at the

0.01 level) when asked whéther the problems in general were serious

and worth paying attenﬁinn to. The only area not found difference

was that of forests. Mathayom Suksa 6 students felt more strongly

than Mathayom Suksa 3 students that problems in the 4 areas with

significant difference were serious and worth paying attention to.



