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ABSTRACT 

The purposes of this research were to study the roles of lay judges and to 

develop suitable model for developing the roles of the lay judges in juvenile and family court 

region 6. The study was divided into sexes , educational levels and working experiences as 

youth trainers in training sectors. The process of study was divided into 3 steps : study the 

roles of the lay judges in juvenile and family court region 6 , form a suitable model for 

developing roles of the lay judges and develop the roles of the judges. The population was 

92 lay judges from juvenile and family court region 6 , the sampling group for developing 

process were 40 lay judges from juvenile and family court region 6 , taken by classified 

random sampling. The instruments used for study were rating scale questionnaire , training 

process and tasting paper. Dabs were analyed by percents , mean , standard deviation , 

t - test and F - test . Couple comparing was compared by Scheffe' s method . 



The results found that : 

1. The lay judges' roles in general were in high level. When considered in each 

dimension , self treatment was the highest , other dimensions were in high levels. 

2. Different sex lay judges were not different roles both general and each 

dimension. 

3. Different educational levels were not different roles both general and each 

dimension. 

4. Different experienced working lay judges were not different roles both general 

and each dimension. 

5.  Different working places of the lay judges were not different in general 

dimensions. When considered each dimension , helping children and youth was statistic 

significantly differences in .05 level , but other dimensions were not different. 

6. The suitable model for developing the roles of lay judges in juvenile and family 

court region 6 was seminar. 

7. The lay judges in juvenile and family court region 6 had better roles after 

seminar. They were statistic significantly different on .01 level from former times. 






