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ABSTRACT

The purpose of this research was to study the socialization of the 31,993 young
students, as population 16-22 years old, in selected educational institutions within Muang
Mahasarakham municipal area. That is, the socialization resulting from the social ordering
project of Mahasarakham province implementing the priority policy of the Ministry for Internal
Affairs from November 2001 to May 2002. The 800 subjects was derived from Yamane’
scholars followed with the stratified random sampling method. The tools for data collection was
a set of standardized questionnaires, consisting of 70 items and divided into 3 parts. That is, 25
items for general basic data, 25 items concerning  sociological factors and 20 items on
socialization. The data collected were statistically analyzed, using percentage, frequency,

average and deviation (t-Test and F-Test). Among the most significant findings are as follows :
1. The impact of the social ordering project

After the social ordering project, it was found that

1.1 The number of young students not frequenting the entertainment places at all
increased from 68.8 % to 83.6%.

1.2 The number of young students frequenting the Vasu Hotel area decreased

from 10.3% to 1.3%.



1.3 The number of young students frequenting the red-light square on the road
to Ban Kerng decreased by 1.4%.

1.4 The number of young students quitting narcotic substance was 15.1%,
increasing the narcotic non-consuming student from 81.0% to 89.3%.

1.5 Nevertheless, their opinions and attitudes toward the social ordering project
were not significant. Moreover, it was note worthy that the young students viewed extra-
marital sex, frequenting entertainment places, drinking and consuming narcotic substance as a
normal thing to do for their generation. There fore, it is possible that the positive results
mentioned in 1.1 to 1.4 may be temporary, because their basic attitudes did not change.

1.6 The scores indicating the direct impact of the social ordering project on
weapon carrying, violent conflicts at entertainment places, usage of narcotic substance and
prostitution showed that the impact was average (X=2.95). The scores indicating indirect
impact and collective impact were also on the average, X =2.99 and X=2.97, respectively.

1.7 Put side by side, the findings of '1.1-1.4 and of 1.6, it is possible to conclude
that the social ordering project of Mahasarakham had significant impact on the socialization of
some individual young students but on the whole, it was not possible to say so. This point may
reinforce the hypothesis advanced in 1.5 above-- that the positive impact mentioned earlier may

be a temporary phenomenon.
2. Comparing basic data with socialization

2.1 It was found that after the Social ordering project, young students with grade
point average between 2.6 to 3.0 experienced a higher degree of socialization than those with
grade point average between 1.6 to 2.0, but lower than those with grade point average, from
3.6 up. Other than these, no significant difference was found,

2.2 It was also found that young students raised in democratic families had
a significant higher degree of soctalization than those who were raised in dictatorial ones.

(Table 4.1.1)
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3. Comparing sociological factors with secialization

3.1 Afier the social ordering project, it was found that young students with
“many” sociological factors. And those with “average” sociological factors also experienced a
higher degree of socialization than those with “few” sociological factors.

3.2 Young female students experienced a higher degree of socialization than

their male counterparts.

3.3 The 16-20 years old experienced a higher degree of socialization than those
who were 21-22 years old.

3.4 Young students from a dictatorial family background were more easily
convinced by peer grounds to frequent entertainment places than those from a democratic
family background.

3.5 Young students with average sociological circumstances experienced a
higher degree of socialization than those with poor sociological circumstances.

3.6 However, When comparing sociological factors with the collective

socialization, no significant impact was found.
4, Recommendations

The findings of this study led us to recommend that for an effective action on
Social ordering, an emphasis must be given to the important role and participation of the

family, teachers, peer groups, the community and the transparent exercise of state power.



