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Abstract

This thesis was set out to examine what motivated non~formal
education students to enroll in distance education and classroom
types at academic lower secondary level, compare their entry
motivations in each aspect as well as compare their overall
mot.ivations on the bases of sex, marriage status, occupation, parénts’
levels of education and their monthly income.

The thesis sample comprised 420 students enrolled in the second
semester of the 1996 academic year at the Muang Lampang District
Non—-Formal Education Service Center, Lampang Province, 286 in distance
education type and 134 in classroom type. The sample was chosen
using the multi-stage random sampling technique at 95 % reliability
level. A set of rating-scale questionnaires was used to collect data in

four aspects of motivation : education, occupation, love and recognition



and power. Statistics used to analyze collected data comprised
percentage, average, standard deviation, t~test and F—tlest.

Research findings are as follous =

1. Distance education type students’® motivation to enroll in the
program was across the board rated at a fair level while aspectwise
it was at a high level as far as education and love and recognition
were concerned. .

On the other hand, the overall motivation of classroom type
students was rated at a high 1eve1, and that in each of the four
aspects was also at a high level.

2. The overall, motivations of the two groups of students
significantly differed at the .001 level. At the sametime, in each
aspect. they were also significantly different at the .001 level.

3. Based on the above variables, it was found that in the
distance education type

3.1 motivations of both male and female students did not
differ significantly |

3.2 those of single and married students also did not
significantly differ. However, aspectwise, those in the love and
recognition aspect did significantly differ at the .05 level, and

3.3 students’ occupations, parental levels of education and
monthly income were found to have no significant their program entry

mot.ivation.



4. Regarding Lhe classroom type on the bases of the above
variables it was found that:

4.1 the overall motivations of both male and female students
differed significantly at the .001 level those in the power, occupation
and education aspects also significantly differed at the .001 .01
and .05 levels respectively while in the love and recosnition aspect
they did not have any significant difference,

4.2 motivations of single and married students significantly
differed at the .001 level. Aspectwime, those in the power and
education aspects significantly differed at the .001 level while those
in the other two aspects also significantly differed but at the .01
level, and

4.3 students’ occupation parental levels of education and

monthly income did not have significance upon their entry motivations.



