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Abstract

This study aims at disclosing the leisure behaviors and obstacles for junior high
school student. The purpose of this study has four folds: 1. to discuss the current situation
of leisure participation and participation obstacles: 2.to explore any significant difference
among student demographic variables on leisure participation and participation obstacle:
3.to find out the solutions for the participation obstacles.

A survey was conducted to carry out the data collection by distributing the
questionnaires to students from Putz and Don Shi Junior high school. The random
sampling in selected cluster was applied by which the 576 questionnaires were distributed
and was resulted in a 548 valid responses. The gathered data was then computed by
descriptive analysis, simple t-test analysis, ANOVA analysis. The findings of the study
indicated that,

1. The main reason for Junior high school student to take part in leisure activities
is of Entertainment

2. The top 5 rankings for the participation in leisure activities includes: watching
TV, chatting, listening music, biking, and internet surfing, respectively.

3. There are significant differences among gender, grade, socioeconomic, leisure
expenditure, and academic consultant on leisure participation.

4. The main reason for Junior high school student not to take part in leisure

activities could be contributed to the external obstacles.
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5. The top 3 rankings for the participation obstacles in leisure activities includes:
cost too much money, attend too much after school program, and have no
interest in leisure activity.

6. There are no significant differences among gender, grade, socioeconomic,
leisure expenditure, and academic consultant on leisure participation
obstacles.

Key words: leisure, leisure participation, participation Obstacle, junior high student, Putz.
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