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ABSTRACT

This study was conducted to find out the reasons behind school dropouts among
Lisu secondary school students which has been increasing widely. Previous study on

this issue among Lisu community is also not available.

The data for the study was obtained from 58 Lisu secondary school dropout
students. The respondents were selected by random sampling from five Lisu
communities in the Chiang Dao district from Chiang Mai province and from Pai
district, Mae Hong Son province where there were high schools located nearby,
namely Mea Aw Nai village, Hue Eko village, Mae Kon Nai village, Hue Num Rin

village, and Banmaisahasamphan village.

The study focused on four school dropout related factors: (1) Student related
factors, (2) Family related factors, (3) Teacher/school related factors, and (4)

Community related factors. The data was obtained through questionnaires and they

were analyzed using frequency, percentage, mean, standard deviation and Pearson

chi-square test method.



The result of the study revealed that social environment e.g. siblings and friends
was the most influencing factor for Lisu secondary school dropouts. 44.8% of the
respondent siblings were out of school and helping their family in the village while

43.1% of their friends were working in the city.

The second important influencing factor was lack of encouragement while they
were studying, and the third important influencing factor was the number of their

siblings. (84.5%) of the respondents have more than two siblings.

These results can be interpreted that the respondents’ decision not to continue
studying was influenced by their social environment e.g. family, friends and co-
workers, in terms of a reciprocal determinism as suggested by the Social Cognitive

Theory premise of Albert Bandura.



