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Abstract

This study was designed to investigate issues of educational
~investment and wastage focusing on primary schools under the Lampang

Provincial ‘Officg-of- Primary Educations

As regards the investment part, attention was paid to the
analysis of ‘documents pertaining to every budgetary item in the

"Operational Expenses" category 'during fiscal years 1983-1985.

As fax;.-rlas the wastége i#sues, particularly at the whole pmﬁnm

| level, were concerned, ﬁhe study population comprised all Prathdmsu}csa 1
students of 546 schools who first enrolled in 1978, 1979 and 1980 |
academic years respectively and finished Prathomsuksa 6 in 1983;, 1984

énd 1985 academic years respectively. Atr the school 1evei ’ however,

a sample of 78 schools was chosen for the study.



7 Statistics used included arithmatic mean and percentage.
The educational wastage index was derived through the student flow

analysis of the Reconsﬁm(:_ted Cohort Method.

The findings are as follows i

Educational Investment

1. Almos.t all of the budgét alloted to the Prbviﬂce for
education, i.e., 98 %, was spent on sélarj.es, wages, fringe benefits,
etc., and the figure tended to rise every year. | ‘

2. Per student costs in large-size- and econonﬂ.callf welleoff
‘districts; i.e., 4,483 baht/student, were higher than those in medium-
size districts, i.e., 4,114 baht/student, and small-size and remote
districts, i.e., 3,796 baht/student.

3. On the contrary, per student cdsts in small—'si.'ze schools
were higher than those in medium-and large-size ones with the figures

in each size school being 4,704, 3,720 and 3,103 baht respectively.

Educational Wastage |

1. The student enrollment/completion ratio in every of the
three educational cycles was in reverse propottion to the educaticnal
wastage index vaiue, lees, if that ratic was high or more students
finished at the end of the cycle, the index value would be lowe

2« The index value ;was higher in large-siéé and near-tdm
districts than that in medium-and small-size ones with the £igures

being 1.10, 1.09 and 1.07 respectively.



3. As regards school sizes, the educational wastage index value
~ in large schools was highér, i.é.; 1.08, than that in mediun and
small schools, 1.05.

4. In general, the overal educational wastage index value teﬁded
to decrease in the cycles studiéd from 1.11 to 1,06. |

5« The student input/output ratio could not be said to be in
perfect efficiency state, i.e., one student spent more than 6 years

to complete a six-year cycle.



