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ABSTRACT

This study dealt with the structure of income, expenditure, savings and debts of teachers
and the relationships among these components. The teachers under study were those in Mueang
District of Chiang Mai Province and they were asked for relevant information by questionnaire
interview method. Analysis was based on the results of descriptive statistics covering frequency,
percentage and arithmetic mean; chi-square test to establish the relationship between various
monetary variables including income, expenditure, savings, debts, and various personal factors
including marital status, number of children, entire employment length, education; application of
simple regression analysis to determine the relationship among income, expenditure and savings
levels of the sampled teachers through MPC, MPS, APC and APS measures; and the calculation
to find debts-income ratio.

On income structure, the study found most teachers had regular income over 30,000 baht
per month while their spouses earned 30,001-40,000 baht per month. They earned supplementary
income and special remuneration not exceeding 5,000 baht per monthly as well as earning and

return from investment over 20,000 baht. On expenditure side, the teachers generally spent no



more than 5,000 baht per month each for the categories of food and beverage, traveling,
children/family dependent cares, and entertainment; no more than 2,000 baht per month each for
categories of clothing, housing medication, children/their own education, and other dispensable
things. Their utility bills were in 2,001-4,000 baht range monthly in total. Most of them placed
their savings at Teachers Savings Cooperative with the objective to spend in the future, owned
house, building and land as assets, and borrowed the most from commercial banks for housing
purpose.

The chi-square tests established that years of employment and education attainment of
teachers were related to their income at 0.05 statistically significant level; years of employment
and number of children had relationship with expenditure at 0.05 statistically significant level;
number of children was associated with savings at 0.05 statistically significant level; and marital
status and years of employment were associated with debts level at 0.05 statistically significant
level.

Estimation of consumption equation revealed the Marginal Propensity to Consume to
have the value of 0.865 suggesting that for every 100 baht increase in income, the teachers would
spend 86.50 baht more on top of previous expenditure level. Meanwhile the value of 0.135 of the
Marginal Propensity to Save means the teachers would save an additional 13.50 baht given 100
baht increase in income.

In terms of income-consumption relationship on the average, the calculated Average
Propensity to Consume was equal to 0.79 indicating that out of one baht income, 0.79 baht would
be spent for consumption while the Average Propensity to Save had the value of 0.21 meaning
that out of one baht income, the teachers would save 0.21 baht.

The debts-income ratio was found to have the value of 9.70 indicating that the teachers
under study had their debt burden 9.70 times their income level or in the other words, with one

baht income they had the obligation to pay back 9.70 baht borrowings.



