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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to analyze an expenditure on tuition fees of the high school
students in Chiang Mai Province. The study investigates a comparison of the expenditure on fuition
fees of the high school students in the city and the expenditure on tuition fees of the high school
students between in the urban and suburban areas in Chiang Mai Province The sample in this study,
collected by questionares with purposive sampling technique, were 100 parents of students at
Yuparat Wittayalai school, and 100 parents of students at Sanpatong Wittakom school. This study
employed descriptive statistics, T — test and Chi — Square test for the analysis.

The results found that the maximum of the expenditure on tuition fees for the students in
the urban areas was between 5,001 — 10,000 bath per year, as percentage of 36.0% . The maximum
of the expenditure on tuition fees for the students in the rural area was between 5,001 — 10,000 bath
per year, as percentage of 53.0 %. The minimum expenditure on tuition fees for the students in
urban area was between 15.001 — 20,000 bath per year, as percentage of 10.0 %, while the minimum
expenditure on tuition fees for the students in the rural area was between 15,001 ~ 20,000 bath as
percentage of 1.0 %. Regarding to the expenditure on transportation, the students in the urban area

spent less than 30 bath, as percentage of 49.0 %, while the students in the rural area spent between



31 — 51 bath as percentage of 46.0 % Both urban and suburban stdents spent most, money on
science subject.

Regarding to the T —test and Chi — square test, the results found that the expenditure of
the students in the urban area was higher than the students in the rural area, with statistical
significance at 0.05 level. However, the expenditure on transportation of students between the urban
and suburban areas were found to be insignificant difference.

The results also found that the income per month of family had significantly related to
parcnts/spouses occupation and education at 0.05 level. The expenditure on tuition fee had
significantly related to a number of study days/weeks, preparation for examination, and average
grade at 0.05 level. The expenditure on transportation and significantly related to distance from

home to school, types of transportation, and time- use on traveling at 0.05 level.



