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ABSTRACT

This study has three main objectives. First is to compare cost of educational
management between public and private schools. Second is to study technical
efficiency of their educational management by the application of data envelopment
analysis technique as well as analyze factors contributing to inefficiency of educational
management with the regression technique approach. These two objectives use
secondary data during 2002 school year from questionnaires which were sent to 151
sample schools, comprising 76 public schools under the Office of the National Primary
Education Commission which provide classes from kindergarten to pratom 8, 20 schoois
under the Department of General Education providing mathayom 1 to mathayom 6
classes, 50 private schools under the supervision of the Office of the Private Education
Commission catering education from the level of kindergarten to pratom 8, as well as 5
private schools with mathayom 1 to mathayom 6 classes. The third as last objective is to

study the contribution of education to economic growth during 1983-2002 with the



regression technique approach based on secondary data collected from various related
offices.

The resuit of cost comparison found that private schools have average
operating cost higher than public schools. Private scheois he\)e their mean operating
cost equal to 13,157.74 baht per head per year while the figure for public schools is
11,209.74 baht per head per year. The comparison of average operating cost for the
same class level of each school type indicates that major cost of private schools arise
from teaching kindergarten to pratom 6 levels while major cost of public schools arise
from teaching mathayom 1 to mathayom 6 levels. |

When considering technical efficiency of public and private schools, it was
found that both types of schools were not differenf in this aspect and rather high as both
public and private schools were under the administration supervision of the Ministry of
Education and thus shared the similar principle of administration and educational
management process. It was also found main factors giving rise to inefficiency of
educational management to be the number of students, student-classroom size ratio,
and teacher’s experience.

The study on the contribution of education to economic growth found that
education sector had roles on gross domestic product (GDP), The average elasticity
value of government expenditure in education sector with respect to GDP equal 0.0266
% means that if the proportion of government expenditure in education sector in GDP
had changed (increase or decrease) by 1 %, it would take effect on the GDP change
(increase or decrease) by 0.0266 %.

The policy recommendations are as follows : Firstly, the Office of the Basic
Education Commission should have measure to improve schooling system by training
the principle of cost computation. Secondly, to get rid of school inefficiency by limiting
the number of students, to get suitable student-classroom size ratio and stressing on
teachers' experience. Thirdly, the Ministry of Education should support educational
personnel development for both types of schools to have same quality, standard and

qualifications. And fourthly, the research result on the contribution of education to
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economic growth suggested that government should allocate more budget for
agriculture and education sectors, and lesser for industry sector. Moreover, government
should have measure fo enchance and develop quality of labor, decrease credit in
economy system and solve inflation problem. All policy recommendations as mentioned
above should lead to the qualitative development of education sector and generate

further Thai economic growth.



