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ABSTRACT

This research examined how attachment styles affected individuals’
conflict management behaviors among college students. The research
employed a questionnaire as the quantitative method. The respondents
were students who are studying at Suan Sunandha Rajabhat University.
Multistage sampling technique was used. Totally, 415 usable questionnaires
were returned. The one-way MANOVA was employed to examine the
hypotheses. Findings revealed that individuals with a secure attachment
style demonstrated more integrating conflict style than individuals with
preoccupied, dismissive, and fearful attachment styles. Individuals with a
secure attachment style demonstrated more compromising conflict style
than those with dismissive and fearful attachment styles. Findings also
found that individuals with a preoccupied attachment style demonstrated
more obliging conflict management style than those with dismissive
attachment style.

Keywords: adult attachment styles, conflict manacement behaviors,
college students.
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Tudrumnfuinaufeasdfunnudauds lihasdumusniusiugiuoy
TaRlienavanidesnnudnudald (Creasey & Hesson-Mclnnis, 2001) A &LRLLS
wuulsusuAnAuiu Sddudagiunsianmsanudaudduruduiusuuulsumin
Lﬂuﬁasﬁaﬂﬁlﬁ%mmﬁsﬂumiﬁﬂmmaqﬁﬂ%mmstﬂuaEhagja (Caughlin & Vangelisti,
2006) wililutlyvddiimuldvesluaantumsAnuiiagiuAetiymenudauds
YoIASNINANYY Sewd v mEonnudnuds rudiusvasgsnoafndymia
JellgmanuduiusluasnenavinliAnmuaion iliyaealisndemieluiiiu
AauAluAULeY wavendmaliiinayvaunisiseula (Larson, Clore & Wood,
1999) tinAnwiseglufosuduisifensunizuns fussuusafiondntios wu
ygaviin Amiaudu AniEinig sufsensuazunsann w fadn PR eian iy
yiefinsviidesnsnedu Dudu fefudymearudaumesesnindnwiadu
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Usziwunilsndnluanidunsanwwazmslasunistalaanmeanitunisine

wAngULuUANI N uwAAnlsiaInnsadINesuteANd LS

maaﬁi%’ﬂléf Uﬂﬂa‘ﬁﬁiﬂqummmﬂﬁuﬁmﬁuﬁ)vﬁmﬁmmiﬁ’umm%’mLLE’J’ﬂumm
Fuiusiisnedu (Pistole, 1989) Iﬂm‘dLmummmﬂwuimasﬂmmwmmmmﬂ 2 31
Ao ARMLIANAEA mmmvav‘mau’nmﬂammmaﬂwmﬂmamqaumamuLEN
(model of self) wagiiRvanides muav‘maum'miaﬂwNmﬂmamqawmamau
(mode of others) mm']waumlﬂwaalmmhmﬂﬁ] GRIEIN g NI NET,Y olald
weaziia 91 2 A mmﬁaatﬁﬁﬂqummm‘wulm 4 5Unuu g 1) sUlUY
PIENTULUUITLAS (secure) LUuEUwamaqmuLmLLazma@@auMmqmﬂ UAAA
widnaugladlofmnuduiuslndda Wunuealunuesagliaudfyiunis
Hushveainies 2) JUNUUAIEATULUUR TR (preoccupied) WugUuuuiites
PULBINNAUNAZIBIEDUNNIIN YaRadziinuidnan 9 1nueslifinn uay
ynipulsiilndvdelsisumuiang 9 fueuli yaraeslrnueiuazazesnsnn
3) SULUUATBIEARULUUNE LAY (dismissing) LTUSULUULBSAULDMIUINLAY
upsEIUNSAU YaraazUasuazvandeaiinylndlnfuidu mmzemaniafeaty
faulumsauauAnineudiusindBadudsiilisntu wag 4) suuuumugniy
LuUIANd (fearful) WWusuuuuitesuleaLavdUMIaY YaRamAnd iy
amdiusSlngtn iszndinazlisuanuduimananuduiussensgniiinee
laildlaangdu 1ilesannuesiduluiiau (Bartholomew & Horowitz, 1991) 91
SULUUANUKNITUAINET munaumaﬂﬁmnmmiﬂLmummmﬂwwaquﬂﬂﬂm
wasnanssMUdemsdamsmudauddumudiiuuuuTsusin Weduuuams
TunsdanisnutlymdiavesinAnwinely

Y] -4 a o

’Jﬂi]‘ﬂizﬂ\‘iﬂ"llﬂﬂﬂ’ﬁﬂﬁ]ﬂ
LﬁaﬁﬂmgﬂLLUUﬂamqﬂﬁuﬁanﬁﬂﬁﬂmLLazEULmeﬁmmimmﬁﬁ’mLé’q

TuauduN LS L ULl LUURNVDITNAN N
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1. AN RISURUUANURNTLLUUILAY 383nnnsANTRLdLUUYINNNTS
wazhuuUseildszuanuinnidndnwindyusuuanuyniunuulidunas
(MUUNEUINY, WUV, LATLUUNIANGD)
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2. T figuuumsgniLUUAne Rdnmsanudnuduuugomsihn
snAnI AN AT TULUUANARATULUUTIUAS WUUMZLSY Y3BUUUMNANE)

3. tn@nwNTiFULIUANLEARULUUNZLIAULAZULUUYNANGD 28dAnns
PnadpudsuuuvanideannnithAnuiisUuuuagniuuUinsSouuuing

A5AUUN1TIVY

Uszunsuasngueaagne Uszwins ldun dndAnuifiveuneiwanssdn
(heterosexual) ssiUUSRYAYIPT MAUNG LT IeNaesIvAgaUgium TumeBeui 2
Un1sfinwn 2562 1uau 19,598 Au (U Inenaes1vinaiugium, saula, 2562)
LAz eLEeuTisziu 95% sewlifinnunanAdouvesnsUEn
Wiy .05 Tolusunsu G* Power TumsAwiaimnauangusieg1s AAseRay
LUSUTIUNYIARMUUMNAAET (one-way MANOVA) lunmsvageuauumgnu (Faul et
al., 2009) lfuuangusegvegesfo 68 18 FAdeTufiuvuianguiiogng
U 420 519 LﬁaammflmmmLﬂ?}lauﬁuaqeﬁaga

wIaelefildlunis3de 1éun wuudeuniu (questionnaire) wuuUaneUn
(close-ended ques’uons) LAZLUULIRSIE@IUUIZAAAN (rating scale ques’uons)
i1 3 dqu lawn dui 1 mmmmlﬂmmﬂuaﬂwm”mwﬁvmmmam dqun 2
mm:uLﬂEJ’JﬂUEULL‘U‘UﬂT]mdﬂWU S nsyavitueah (Cronbach’s alpha coefficient)
agjﬁ 86 (Nffa) waz .83 (Ananiaea) (adgamn s, 2544) At 3 Ao
Fenfunsdanisarudauds finduuseavSuear (Cronbach’s alpha coefficient)
ogi .76 (M3dansanudauduuuysanns) 72 (msdamsanasdpudauuunaniaes)
63 (MIIANIANUTALGIUUHAINTT) .78 (MIIANMTANLTALIIUUENINAM)
Laz .69 (MIIAN1TANLTALELUUUTEElUZUON) (Boonsathorn, 2007)

mM3Aazvdeya 19NTIATIEANIMUTUTIUNYRMLUUMGRET (one-way
MANOVA) titevaaeuanuigiu waziUsuiiieunmaal (post-hoc test) ilanuin
F 99nn153AT1ERAMNLUTUSUTTYE A N9as
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NAN15Y /
AUl 1 AnwaENIUTEYINIAENTVRINGUADES

AT 1 IUIULATSDUATURIAN WU NIUTEUINIANERNS

ANWUENINUIZIINTANENS MUY Sovay
L
- ¥y 185 45.00
ERVEIR 230 55.00
ADY
- pAgAEnS 47 11.00
- Ingnmansuazvalulad 50 12.00
- naluladgnamnssy 38 9.00
- faunssuAans 27 6.00
- Ny wuAAR LAz dIRLAENS 133 32.00
- WYINITINANT 125 30.00
33U 415 100.00

NENTIN 1 wudhnguimegnadiinniinayes Anduiosas 55.00
ez 45.00 Muadu Anwiegauzuyvemansiazdnumansuiniign Andu
Sowar 32.00 uazAnzAaunssumansieeiian Anduiouay 6.00

M151991 2 IUIULAEIREAL FULUUANUKNR YD AnY)

JURUUANAENAY U Jovay
wuusuAg 295 71.00
WUUANE 47 11.00
WUUNZUIAY 58 14.00
LUUNIANED 15 4.00

334U 415 100.00

NATNN 2 wuhngusiegwaulngisukuumagniuLuuiuAennian
Anlusaeay 71.00 JUUUAIINTILUUNZSL Soeay 14.00 UMUUANLKNTI
Luufing Fevaz 11.00 wargUhuuArniwuuiangtesvian Anduieuas 4.00



\ M99 3 uULAEIREarFULUUNTIANISAUTALEaaItinAnw

-

| FURUUMSTIANTTANUTALES U Sovaz
WUUYIUINIS 179 43.00

WUUHADNT 18 4.00

bUUYDH 27 7.00
WUUVENLABY 52 13.00
wuuUseliuseuau 139 33.00
334 415 100.00

INANTNN 3 NUIINFUFIBE1TFURUUNITIANITANUTAREUUYTUING
= a @ v @ Y oA a & v
NNNEA ARLUUTDYAY 43.00 LaghuuNAINTTUReNEn AntUuIuay 4.00

dqudl 2 PISNAFRUENNAZIY

599 4 WSBugUFULUUANUENTULaE S ULUUNTIAN1SANNTALES (one-way

MANOVA)
Value F Hypothesis Error p Partial Eta
Df af Squared
Wilks” lambda 769 T7.375%** 15 1134.961  .000 078

%< 001

NPT 4 wugULUUANLEITLeEFUMUUNsT RN A AU e
ﬁﬂﬁﬂmLmﬂﬁhnﬁ’uaéwqﬁﬁaéﬁﬁmmqaaaﬁﬁzﬁu 05 (Witks” \ = 769, F = 7.375%
p < .001)

denuinguuuuanugnifusaznsinnsaudandsuesind@nwisiaiy

HR3eAmadausielUindiwlsnuvessukuuaEniuLanAeiunfuUstad

AENISNAZDUANNLUTUSIULENFILUTAIUAISIN 5




M151991 5 NAFRUANNLUTUTIUNNANEAIVBITURUUANULNTURRAILUTAY

WIRIAINY AakUsnu SS df MS F p  Obs.power
UsUTIU
JUMUUAINENIY  YEUINTS 21.886 3 7.204  19.686*** 000  1.000
WAL 5.691 3 1.922  4.415% 004 885
WAINNT 9.536 3 3.185  8.140%* 000  .991
YONYINANL 7.127 3 2412 6.324%* 000 969
UsetlUszuon  24.091 3 8210  19.157*** 000  1.000
Error YIUINIT 148.049 411 369
WanAe 171742 411 421
WAINS 162.963 411 398
YONYIANL 148.657 411 371
UsellUsyuon  175.142 411 431
Total YIUINT 6,340.716 415
Wanaea 4718311 415
WAINS 2,560.000 415
YRUNINY 4,514.711 415
UseliUszuon  6,008.500 415

**p <.001, ¥ p < .01

NATNA 5 wuIFULUUANURAREIT 4 Useian denasafiuysni
pgNtdsdAYNNERANTEAU 001 tay .01

TN 6 WSBUTBUTA MUNAUSULUUANUAN TG FULUUNSIANSALDRIEN

FrnUsnu sULUUAUR NI p  95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper

YSINT fiuns-Ana 024 044 552 1
ﬁum-mmmu .000 .286 1.104 t
A INANE 015 116 890 .
98- NZUIAU 315 -214 754
978-111ANA7 620 -331 613
NLUIAU-NIIANGD 890 -620 556




AN5199 6 (M)

AU sULUUAURNI p  95% Confidence Interval
Lower Upper
wanLaeq funs-fa 905 -.285 327
At vvway 078 -064 615
S ANd 158 -.092 712
98- NYUINY 229 -114 805
1478-171ANA7 369 -273 607
NZUINU-NIANGD 893 -651 396
WAINTS ffuns-fa 590 -304 150
fuAs-MrLIaY 941 -294 361
A IIANE 060 -128 480
N998-NEUIAY 973 -332 463
978-%1ANA7 105 -368 181
NZUINU-NIIANGD 079 -144 416
JREY ffuns-fia 692 -.244 200
SUA-NEUINY 077 -026 524
AT HIIANE 187 -242 680
N998-NEUIAY 035 027 792
1978-11ANA7 201 -223 765
NYUINU-NIIANGD 955 -513 398
Usztiuszuey fuma-faa 078 -.044 690
SR NELINLY 004 208 1.010
SUA-1ANE 004 318 1.211
98-NEURU 235 -074 509
1478-171ANA7 .088 -105 1.005
NZUINU-NIANGD 763 -291 718
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11NM5197 6 WuIFATiTULUUANNEATULUUSTUAS SAntsaadaud
LUV TSN ETTIFULUUAN LT UATE Ngusau Layvanda §i7sl
sUlUUANIERTuLUUANa dansaudandauuueessnnningfifsunuuam
LUy UIn Turas T sULU UL UUsuRd § Iamsarudaugauy
UsefiUssuommnnnhifiTizUuuAm LN UL UUTELIAY Uasnda uenanil
mifuwummLL@ﬂmma@ﬁymwgﬂqummgﬂ‘wuLLagmiﬁmmimwmmLL&JQLLUU
wanABILaTNEaNS Tiszauiiadfymieada 05

MneamFITenuIndulumuausnd 1 nanfe gRsisULUUATIRNT
wuUsiuAs dansesdaudauuuysannsnnnigitsukuuaEgRfuLUUATa
YEUI WALVANED WaghiiisuuuuatgnTuLUuTiung danmsanudaudsuuy
ﬂizuﬂizuaumnmﬂ@mgﬂLmemrgjﬂ‘wuLmeuqmuLLazmmﬂm LATNAIY
fanwuin gaTisUnuUmLENTuLUUANadan s TaLS U eI mIINAA D
fitsunuuanugnuLuunzusey Sadulumuanfignui 2 Tuvueinaniisy
lilanuayuauuRsui 3

anUsigna

namFIdemudn dhanwAfisuuuuanagniuluUsuas dannsanudauds
LUUYIAINTHaTLUUYSEIUsTURIINANIinAnwAfisUluUAAR UL UY
laifiupe (Frva eusny waewand’) denrdasiuaisbves Bippus and Rollin
(2003) fnuMssaudiusiassULuUMsIamsasdaudslundiniug
LUURLETIM WU TTRRRTE FULUUANSTRIMUUT RS s diauduuuysanms
LLazﬂﬁzuUiuuammﬂmwr;ﬂ'vlmgﬂqummqﬂwmwﬂmum LA ADAAGBINY
2¥yan 2lean (2549) MEnwguuUANLATULAY M TLAT M AITRLd D
thnwnedidne nuithAnwidsuuuuamnugniuuuusiuas [suuoumsudly
PnudinudaUTysINMIgs T AN TEsULUUA TR UMY USTULAEIIANED
LLavuﬂﬁﬂmﬂamuaﬂmﬂLLUUﬂﬂiLLf’ﬂﬁUﬂﬂM@LLWLLUUﬂsvuﬂsvuammmﬂuﬂﬁﬂ‘m
FFlsULUIUATIIAT LU U LAY

dmsvanuAgiud 2 A9 dnd@nwfidsunuuanugafuLuutadang

U

AudaLdLUUgaNmuINANITNANwTFURUUANUENTULUUTIAY NEwInY

U

wisonand FnamTeilulunuaunfsiu denrdosiuaiduves Pistole (1989)
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fwuin yamaiEisuuuuANRTuLUUANA ShazgeuvhaunaziolagBuunnnd
FsULUAINIL UGS UaznLATeues auygy 913wy (2544) WU
hAnwiidsuuuungniuuuinadiemdyiulym admuinninagni
FnfAnuiifisuuuuangnituuuiunsagzusey wonanidaonadasiy
23 Wlean (2549) MEnwgURUUANIEATULAE M TLAT M TRl DS
fhAnwetinu nuhindnuiisusuuausniuuuica Tsuuuunsudly
psdnndanuugouviamgenininAnwfdsulu AL TILUUNE LAY
Tuduvesaunigiun 3 laimuaraunnsiswosgUuuumsdnnseadauds
wuuvianides ausfgmd 3 Jdlslldfumsativayy SausihamAdeinefnuneunth
gnuIAUTisULUUA NN AT UL UM ANE s A nE e e Ll wdiule
Uszautm (Feeney, 1999) waginiAdounsmiliiatiuayuamm@iiui 3 nande
Ben-Ari and Hirshberg (2009) linuinaufifisunuuanugnfuwuunanides
(WULMEUIRLLALLULIANGD) San1saudpudauunaniaes uinduwu gl
sULuumugnuLUUmandsadeniazuAlydyvnuusdanisnnn i

VDLAUDUL

vaiduauuzlunisinaddeluly

NnNaMFATewu i Anuniidsuuuueusniusinsiuazdamsnudnuds
Tuaruduiusuvulsunudnenstudne fafuaniiunisfnuuionienud
Aeadesanunsaimaliysanmsiiteliiiausylevilussdnslusunisquali
mUsnwwnupanslussansusetinfinwluaatumsfinulaensinnanssuaaasy
fanudnmsdanmsnnudauds vioonvaenunsnaruiilunindounsaou tie
IHAnnsnsewiing afrsanudlaudtn@nwisfunisuiusasisuddym
FeflanuinluteiFeu Fsazieliind@nuilvinueysaunnsiiodanisaradaud
Tues wasypraseuinadnauelunsedsiniu ensefunmn mTnmuadliRiuLy

Forsuauuzrlunmsidenssdaly

1. estRFidouuuduanld wu nsdunivwalidedn (dpth intervew) wie
MsdnaunuInga (focus group) LilevenenanmAideuarirfeyaunliusznounis
DAUTIINANTITELTIEN
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