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ABSTRACT

The research purposes were to study the public mind characteristics, the
relations of comparison factors, vital equation predicting the students of Dhonburi
Rajabhat University’s public mind, case study of students from 4 faculties totally 560
persons. The data were analysed by Two Ways Analysis of Variance and Multiple
Regression Analysis in total and stepwise form.

The important results were that the public mind characteristics of students of
Dhonburi Rajabhat University were; (1) In overall, usage of public assets was at good
level (average = 4.92) (2) In overall, performance on duty was at good level (average
4.71) and (3) Respect to other person’s right was at good level (average = 4.92).

The results of research about the study of the relations of comparison factors
were: (1) Students who received good social experience and high self-control
expectation would have good public mind. (2) Among students who had self-control
would perform duty at high level. (3) The students of Faculty of Humanities would have
the public mind characteristics of high self-control and usage of public assets. (4)
Among the students from the small family would have the good model, full of ethics,
well usage of public assets. (5) The students who came from well- educated parents’
family would have ethics, good model and good performance on duty. (6) The student
group who had good model would respect other person’s right.

From the study of important equation found that 1) Public mind of public asset
usage had 2 sets of predicators. The 1% set of predicators had the weight of model from
surrounding persons which was .163 Beta and percentage of predicator was 29.00. The
2" set of predicators had the weight of fundamental experience and ethical reasons
which were .177 Beta and .138 Beta respectively. Percentage of predicator was 46.00.
2) Public mind of performance on duty had 2 sets of predicators. The 1 set had the
weight of the model from surrounding persons and mind fundamental which were .323
and .96 Beta respectively. Percentage of predicator was 13.00. The 2™ set had the
weight of fundamental experience and ethical reason which were .352 and .108 Beta
respectively and percentage of predicator was 12.00. 3) Public mind of respecting other
persons’ right had 2 sets of predicators. The 1% predicator had the weight of model
from surrounding persons which was .257 Beta or percentage of the predicator was
68.00. The 2™ predicator had the weight of fundamental experience which was .230

Beta or percentage of predicator was 61.00.



