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The purposes of this study were: 1) to examine results of Kalyanamitt Training
Program, and 2) to investigate an interaction between Kalyanamitt Training and Parents’
Buddhist Modeling that affect the Kalyanamitt characteristics of the students in teaching
profession.

The participants consisted of 48 third year students of the teaching profession at
Rajabhat Kamphaengphet University. Systematic random sampling was employed to equally
separate the samples into experimental and control groups. Both groups were divided into two
group by the high and low scores on Parents’ Buddhist Modeling. The instruments were
composed of 1) Kalyanamitt Training Program involving 3 steps: building an inspiration in
Teacher Professional, practicing characteristics of Kalyanamitt, and the integration of all the
characteristics of Kalyanamitt. 2) Kalyanamitt Questionnaires, and 3) Parents’ Buddhist
Modeling. The participant’ Kalyanamitt were evaluated before and after training, and one month
after training. The training was used 28 hours. The data were analyzed by using Two-way
ANCOVA repeated measure design.

The results of the study were as follows:

1. There were no interactions among training method, Parents’ Buddhist Modeling, and
time of measures.

2. There were no interaction between training method and Parents’ Buddhist Modeling.

3. There was an interaction between training method and time of measures at .05 by:

3.1 Kalyanamitt scores for after training of the experimental group were not

different from the scores after one-month training.



3.2 Kalyanamitt score for after training of the control group were lower significance
at .05 than the score after one-month training.
3.3 The experimental group had higher significance at .05 on Kalyanamitt score

than the control group in after training and after one-month training.



