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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to investigate whether or not
gstudents in villages with different economic and social factors
had different opportunities to further secondary education.

The subjects under study were 132 villages in Amnphoe Chana of
Changwat Songkhla. The lnstrument for data collection was a
questionnaire comprising three parts: part one was villages'
socioceconomic information drawn from recorded data; part two
was data of villages profile from the researcher's observation
and interviews of village leaders; and part three comprised
relevant educational data collected from the Education District
Office of Amphoe Chana. In the data analysis, the SPSS
(Statistical Package for the Soclial Sciences} computer programme
was employed for percentage, arithmetic mean, standard deviation
and one-way ANOVA.

The major findings were as follows:

1. Students from villages with different economic factors
in iand ownecrship and distance from tourist atiractions had
significantly differrent opportunities for secondary education.
That is, students living in villages where most people held
a Nor Sor 3 land titles were likely to huve more opportunities -
for secondary education than those living in villages where most
peohle held a Sor Khor 1 deed of land usage or no land titles.

Likewise, students §iving in vlilages which were farther than




ii

10 kilometers from Lourist attractions were likely to have more
opportunities for secondary education than those living in viilages
less than 5 kilometers and than those living in villages farlher
than & kilometers but less than 10 Kilometers from tourist
attractions at .05 level and at .01 level, respectively.

2. There was no slgnificant difference in secondary
education opportunities between students in villages with different
economic factors in amount of land ovmed, income, and location
of industry factories.

3. Likewise, there was no sipgnificant difference in
secondary educatlion opportunitles between students in villages
with different social factors in type of housing, intensity of
training, involvement in religious activities, roles of educational
committee, utilization of electricity, distance from secondary
schools, and sources of information.

As suggested by village leaders for better opportunities to
secondary cducation among primary schoo! graduates, their opinions
were as follows: Public education should be publicly extended to
lower secondary educatlon, but not necessarily compulsory; the State
should mandatorily subsldize It as a public service so Lhat needy
students may be able to afford {t. And more publicities concerning
the importance of mass cducation should be emphasized and made aware

of to all parties concerned, especially students and thelr parents.



