ms tBeutisuauuiums¥amafiimn

sz fuTsunf men surusoa e e 199 15pudzune

WAY 1BnNgu ¢ A 1AW SnSiY s AT iTWmIuas

AUEINENINYINg
L ARIAINTUNRINEIAY

vt 1 Sl inet we mY SRR ERgR 7 PRI LT 3ER B
A1ATT LATYFANEAT
Tudmine1 &y W@y nItMN Sven fa
WA, Wl

ISBN 974 ~ 564 - 803 - 5

010674 J_
: 116600365



A COMPARISON OF COST OF EDUCATION

IN SECONDARY SCHOOL LEVEL (M.1-M.3) IR PUPLIC

AND PRIVATE SCHOOLS : A CASE STUDY OF BANGKOK METROPOLIS

AULINENTNEINS
PEERR E R R -

for the Degree of Master of Economics
Department of Economics
Graduate School

Chulalongkorn University

1885



HrueSnuimus 19 wSou L Fsuaum luns¥anasBinea seAUdsonEmasusy §1g

Fulgwevl s 1Srudsuanaz tongul  nuntanasnsfivaenyvivm

NWWAS
Tny UUFIUTE AW
aaatTn LESEEENENS
SRURCTT T ANERs19190 ngs isany Asctum

. o oo = & ‘ - = g - ' o
 Sedainonfy UARsnS v e 18 oyl lvnu o Winus atul | luduniloey

Mt e ingaiutayueitgin

.2;”\ ?".«’m . AauRtadn Aven &

(FpufaninIEe At.gussieg yuunn)

ANZ NS SUALTTAIUINUIRUUS

WL .3%...............Lh:ﬁﬂuﬂiﬁnﬂﬁﬁ

»e e e a0 B 000 se

(sevFans1ansy fw5ed  gins)

R

B 6 4 8 95 4 P BT CE RS T eSS s ot d b san msunqs
- - .

(mgns17sp a5 Wounqe fiseliunu)

.'.7..$\j‘."..."'."..'..'-.'.“ ATIBNIT

(R uaaERs11se As.qund themuun)

————
fe s s s sEs s s asIWmMS

T8 v s s P a2

(AIFASIITY AT L PRUNS AU )

£ o = AP
fvavSvewlndeInefe P RsUNKRAINy 1R



29 p3nuniinug ms LBsu L Fsunuulumsdamsfinea ssfudssud mne sunu auaaly

youte tSoudsunauas tamu . @m tamnsnsd oI AT LImMIUAT

doiian wragnuls  atawy '
I sunUS e A1HA919158 As. \fouan  Asziunuy
a3 \THEANER S

Pnrsdane &l

unfaus

. - [ vl ‘.‘d‘ o g - L VA
s lus st f s bedanuah Sty nluteqie  idenannwsy
= ~ - : Ty X a & -~
w¥n M AR NANMUA N M T2 avuaulY M3 Ll Sunas Amndavdwagetuynt Savivlady
L] »
maatuauatnanadsune  Lagt e lutiihnn irsesfauscde auuwvend atufl « 1o
-~ L] -~ o A k. v -~ r-J s
Inauaniulumsvens msa mens gauiisnaf mens Walng 1 SouladTomatia o fulu
- s & . - o . M
M9 1291 15euTz fufiun niu th_Mﬁﬁm Fyfle wuitkzuaamumaf mafahuouah finly
-} ' - - 5 -‘: .’ﬂ - = -
Weawaunn13nd uwiy  sodulunmsimenaseday L audas ms cUfau muuwunu‘lumsﬁg
M8 s ulsouf nenounuras T3S Soussuaauss tonmu TeafiRnsenan nusefndaw
1 ] J -~ ﬂé n ¥
Tums¥ansnmuasleviSouuaaz s ian | (Ra i M33agsndwen nsuavaid il agsuny
A in L iess TorisodNeAnign 2y Loy maane e nsdue age tnmmiuas Tud
o :’ L ALY U 8 'y =4
W, @od (NWHU 1o IRMNIINUAIadIN eec fap 1 1Tulsv (Fuudznae
9 - . 2 [ - - - ~
& SMatIIWaT 199 L30U Lonw e Fagny aeninmsIiasimm s s@ninw avauyu
° ‘ - I ] ) . -y A
Funsanui tug i avaujuaend Fegansudun aulum sFmn LeE nad g Uid
ms 1 oy fou e dnsnanlum s¥a i@ ru ey 199 Lfoudaloauaz tanaule
Uszg nAndn 1E5E5AEAT | AIANHEIAULATI I UL Rsvnetrse iR e 38 OLS dowu
\
N . = A o oo o ) o ~
21 Aot Souian 53 msd mn i us Agevawmea falums vusmuyulums dams
L] » - -
Emppfluati fyyivads  wardindualumsadunoauplums¥amsdmlatvs eoas
= | - = het ) .
e aflaiifunifsunuuswafelumsdamsin e Tsv 1Soudsinauas tamu o 9
L) g 3 I - » .
Mgmavauye s iadulunits¥amsfioe seiulsuuf mnn suny P 1 notd.wa  VIN
¥ ¥ I = = =
waniu  Tsvifoudgunatdedauypusuiad iy aeen.oo van Tsz@ndanlumsda

' r-J A ﬂ’ A htlid
asEnunnan TaeiSoutanay Fudauyusou o iy @ved.aw U GwanTsv 1oy



' 3 2 o
€3u1aﬁth:ﬁm%nﬂwiunﬂsﬁhnﬂsﬁﬂwﬂuﬂnndﬂTsu1€uulanwuﬂﬂﬂu L a1 TN Ten sy e
L - - - - L] - J .‘
AU T LARAIAULS L Lafouse Ty LFoudsunadugentn auyus ady o Ymage
FoornidovurnTsv Sousu swuna msninfie SUn L Fou W A e vt mu s siud:

L ‘QI ‘! - . L} -
Amnzan Augusan wasteniufugedu  ddamsluthmdmeunn luensiilse 1Sou

1anuufsEausa durn 1 suAnear funasznaenasinealadnuan

@ orsuanus iau Tovrafusgun apnsas SmTnfiy thmr mssera mesntn foulu
o . o 5 (] ] a &
Tav i foufpnadhmamauty Hezseln Aamstnsndm ouiala  wuamnileily

p1vazuntmiiflede gaams vy lumssurn Sonwaund mn lulse 1fsudune uaaln
"T1vi€au1aﬂﬂu1ﬂ3nﬂ€qu§unﬂs:1unﬂsﬁhnﬂsﬁﬂuﬂuﬂnﬁﬁTﬂUﬂﬁﬁTGnﬂsﬂﬂnquuazﬁvtﬂ%n
A sNa  uwARRIIzElae 3 s lan T AauR SRS e 55su Llaum s Saulus s iuit
4ﬂy1:ﬂn1ﬁiﬁﬁuanﬁ:nuﬁaé%ﬁu%nﬂsWﬂvnﬂsﬁﬂuﬂuﬁﬂ1ﬁu1ﬂ s 1ums s omdasudszunw

] i (] o e -
TN A sEmueudsuas  Avilasurnvazat fal dlauae



Thesis Title A Comparison of Cost of Education in Secondary School
Level (M.1 - M.3) in Public and Private Schools: A
Case Study of Bangkok Metropolis

Name Mr. Supamanat Parapob

Thesis Advisor Thienchay Kiranandana, Ph.D.

Depaftment Economics

Academic Year 1985

ABSTRACGT

Secondary school edugation has been especially important
'during recent yeérs due to social pressure reflecting increasingl&
strong demand for educatien at this level. In addition, promotion
from the public sector, particularly during the Fifth National Economic
and Social Development Plan, has placed greater emphasis on expénsioﬁ
of sécondary school education so as to provide an equal opportunity
for prospective students at this level. Despite such crucial emphasis
on the part of the government, tﬁe real problem remaiﬁgdto be a quitg
limited and insufficient budget which is aliocated to education each
year. Constrained - by the quite limited ngtional resoures, the purpose
of this.study is therefore to make a comparison of cost of education
at secondary schooi level between public and priwvate schoels so as to
find aﬁ-appropriate way of how to most efficigﬁtly allocate such limitéq:‘
“resources. The study was éonductéd only for Bangkok Metropolis and
based on the data in 1984. For the purpose of the study, a sample
size of 114 was drawn, of which 57 are public schools and the remainder-

are private schools. The measurement criterion employed in the study

is based on the principle of cost effectiveness and is presented in



the form of unit cost per head of admitted students. The process of

the study together with concluding results can be summarized as follows:
Tn order to make a comparison of cost of education between

the public and privaté schools meaningful and empirically measurable,

the microeconomic theory of cost has been ‘adopted to construct an

econometric model and the ordinaxy 1east—squéres method is applied.

It is found under the study that the number of students who had completed‘

education is the only major influence variable to determine the cost

of education with marked stagistical significance, and capable of

expiaining the coét of eduCation up|te 57 per cent of the sample data,

When a comparison of thegsobtained results is made, it is revealed that

the aggregate average cost-average cost .in the case that public and-

private school were not separated was estimated at its minimum level

to be 3,057.99 baht; the average cost for the puﬂlic schools was

caléalated at 3,747.37 Eaht, indicating a relatively higher effectiveness

in the cost of education as compared with the private schools, whose

average cost was registered at 5,619.57 baht. Despite the public school's

higher efficientcy management in relation to the private schools,

further considerationﬁshows that the average cost for the public schools

is still higher thaf the finimum the level [of average cost as a whole.

This might be attributed to thefact that sthe public schools have

expanded production’ which, in the'presenticase, is the number of students

admitted to schools beyond the optimal level. This in turn gives rise

to an increasing average cost and results in diseconomies of scale,

whereas the private scﬁools are still capable of expanding the number

of students admitted to schools.

. .Where polgcy,rqcommendatianfis conceérhed, the gowvernment - .- - - :
. ) ) )
should .realize more of the posstble problem of overzadwissien of .

N

students ot public schools which may cause diseconomies of scale.



To ameliorate such problem, the number of students to be admitted to
public schools should be decelerated while at the same time promotion
for more participation of private schools should be encograged through
the government's promotion and subsidy programme. 'waever, certain
control measures as to appropriate level of tuition fees should be
implemented and enforced so as to cushion the possible impact that
might arise as a result of more partieipation of the private schools.
This could in part help save the governmeant's limited annual budget

to be allocated for educatdonal purposes.
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