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ABSTRACT

The objectives of this research were: 1) to study the roles of schools in promoting
secondary school students’ virtues and ethics under Buriram Educational Service Area Office 3 in 4
aspects, namely, disciplinary and responsibility, frugality, clemency munificence and public
sacrificing, and honesty; and 2) to compare the roles of schools in promoting secondary school
students’ virtues and ethics as perceived by school administrators and teachers, classified by
positions and working experiences. The population were 22 scheol administrators and 677 teachers
in 2008 academic year. The samples were 21 school administrators and 248 teachers. The research
instrument used was a rating scale questionnaire with the reliability at .97. The statistics used in
data analysis were percentage, mean, and standard deviation. The hypotheses were tested by
independent samples t-test and one-way analysis of variance. If the significant differences were
found, the Scheffe' test was used with the statistical significance at .05 level. The findings were as
follows:

1. The opinions of the school administrators towards the roles of schools in promoting
secondary school students’ virtues and ethics both as a whole and at each aspect were at “high”
levels. The raking from the highest to lowest mean scores were disciplinary and responsibility,
honesty, frugality, and clemency munificence and public sacrificing, respectively.

2. The opinions of the teachers towards the roles of schools in promoting secondary school
students” virtues and ethics both as a whole and at each aspect were at “high” levels. The raking
from the highest to lowest mean scores were disciplinary and responsibility, honesty, frugality,

and clemency munificence and public sacrificing, respectively.



3. The opinions of the schoo! administrators and teachers towards the roles of schools in
promoting secondary school students’ virtues and ethics under Buriram Educational Service Area
Office 3 as a whole were statistically significant difference at .05 levels. When considering at cach
aspect, it was found that the aspect of disciplinary and responsibility was statistically significant
difference at the .05 level.

4. The comparison of the opinions of the school administrators who had different
administrative experiences towards the roles of schools in promoting secondary school students’
virtues and ethics was not different. When considering at each as aspect, it was found that the
aspect of disciplinary and responsibility was statistically significant difference at .05 level.

5. The opinions of teachers who had different working experiences towards the roles
of schools in promoting secondary school students’ virtues and ethics both as a whole and at each
aspect were not different.

6. The opinions and suggestions of the school administrators were that the schools should
provide the virtues and ethics development plans to teachers by integrating the virtues and ethics
in teaching and learning activities in all learning strands with the diversity techniques, focusing on
the student-centered learning and taking them into practice and applying in daily life, such as,
virtues and ethics training, praying, making merit, listening to virtue merit daily and continually
to be advantaged to learners utmost.

7. The opinions and suggestions of the teachers were: 1) the schools should provide the
virtues and ethics development plans in terms of disciplinary, and responsibility of the learners
explicitly by integrating the virtues and ethics in teaching and learning activities in all learning
strands with the diversity techniques, focusing on the student-centered learning and taking them
into practice and applying in daily life to be advantaged to leamers utmost; 2) the schools should
provide the virtues and ethics development activities for students participated in terms of clemency
munificence; 3) the schools should provide the praising activities for students who have the virtues
of clemency munificence and public sacrificing; and 4) the schools should provide the virtues and
cthics development to leamers, praying training, making merit, listening to virtue merit daily and

continually by giving leamners to participate the activitics and to be advantaged to learners utmost.



