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Abstract

The research aimed at studying and comparing self - esteem of pratomsulksa 8ix
students at Wat Srisuphan  Municipal School of Chiang Mai province. The popu‘lations
utilized in the study were 45 pratomsuksa six students at Wat Srisuphan Municipal School,
Chiang Mai province. A checklist consisting of quéstions that needed to be responded
with true and false were constructed by the researcher and used in the study. The data
derived from the respondents were analyzed and reported using frequency , percentage ,
arithmetic means , as well as standard deviation.

The results were as foltows .

1. Overall, the level of seif - esteern for Pratomsuksa six students was rated as
fair, However, when students were compared by gender, the self - esteem ievel
of female students was better than that of the male students in other words,
the self - esteem level for female students were rated as fair while that of
male students were rated as low.

The level of self - esteem ¢f students who lived with their parent and for

o

those who lived with either their fathers or mothers was rated as fair while for

those students who lived with other people were rated as low.



3. The self - esteem level of students whose parents lived logether or were

temporarily separated was rated as fair while for those students whose parents
were divorced or deceased weas rated as low.

. The self - esteem level of students who were the only child in their family
and for those who were in a family of three children was rated as fair
while for those students who were in a family of twoand four children was
rated as low.

. The self - esteem level of students whose parents were uneducated and for
those whose parents educational background ranged from primary level to
high school or equivalent was rated as fair while for those students whose

parents finished bachelor 's degree level or beyond was rated as low.



