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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to investigate the influences
of family conditions on the reading of Pratomsuksa VI students in Pattani
municipal schools. The family conditions in this research were
categorized as child-rearing types, family’s socicecconowic status, the
family’s religion, the number of family members and t.;ne extent, of the mass
medis used in the family. The subjects were 250 Pratomsuksa VI
students in five Pattani municipal schools in the academic year 1990.

The ipstruments were two questionnaires, one for the parents and the
other for the students. The former was designed tLo cellect information
on the family’s sociceconomic status (SES), the family’s religion and

the extent of mass media used in the family whereas the latter was used
to find out about the child-rearing types, students? sex, and their
reading. The data analysis for descriptive statistics was done, by means
of the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences Personal Computer Plus
(SPSS/PC*), in two phases : in phase 1, the statistical procedure was
emnployed for percentage distribution, and in phase 2, following the
reassigning and incorporat.ion of such controlling variables as family
type, students’ sex, child-rearing type, and family's religion, bivariate
and elaboraticn analysis, a Lambda test, and Multiple Regression analysis

were employed for reanalysis.




ii

The findings of the research were as follows :

(1). There was no one-to-one relationship between influences of
family conditions and the reading of Pratomsuksa VI students. However,
by means of Multiple Regression Analysis, thers was a statistical
significance between the students® sex and their resding at a .05 level.

(2). Even though no direct relationship between child-rearing
types and the students® reading was found, under each of the following
controlling variables, there was such a relationship. Under the family's
SES, there was a descending order of percentage of the relationship
between the students' reading and the family SES : 22 percent, 21 percent,
and 2 percent. for high SES, middle SES, and low SES respectively.
Furthermore, under the students® sex, there was an explanatory indication
that. only the male bategory related to the students’ reading at
approximately 12.5 percent. Under the family’s religion, the relationship
between the Buddhist family’s child-rearing iype and their reading
behavior was at approximately 10 percent while that of the Muslim
counterpart was at 2 percent.. Under the family type, the relationship
between the students’ reading and the child-rearing of the extended family
was at 8 percent while that of the nuclear family counterpart was at 3
percent.

{3)., Although no relationship between family’s SES and the
students’ reading was found, under each of the following controlling
variables, there was such a relationship. Under the child-rearing type,
the relationship between students’® readipg and the family's SES in the
strict family was at approximately 19 percent while that of the neglected

family counterpart was at only 7 percent. Under the students'® sex,




there was a relationship only between the male category’s and their
reading, at only 9 percent.

{4). No relationship between the family’s religion and the
students’ reading was found; nevertheless, there was such a relationship
under each of the following controlling variables. Under the family’s
SES, the only relationship found between the students’ reading and the
family's religion in the high SES families was at 22 percent. aAs for the
child-rearing type, the relationship between the students’ reading and
the family’s religiomn in the strict child-rearing family was at 15
percent whereas that of the neglected child-rearing counterpart was at 7
percent.

(5}, No direct relationship between the number of the family
members and the students’ reading was found; however, under Lthe family
type, the relationship between students® reading and the number of family
nembers in the extended family was ab approximately 15 percent whereas
that of the duclear family counterpart was at only 8 percent.

(83, No direct relationship between Lhe extent of mass media
used in the family and the students’ reading was found. However under
the faﬁily’s SES and students’® sex, there was such a relationship. Under
the family’s SES, there was an 11 percent relationship between the
students’ reading and the extent of mass media used in the high SES
family, while there was a 7 percent relationship in the middle SES
family counterpart. Under the students’ sex, the relationship was found

only in the male category, at only 8 percent.




