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“Vision and Grade Averages of Students who Utilized Student loans

at Prince of Songkla University”

The objective of this research is to study the opinions and grade averages of
students who utilized the Student Loan Program at Prince of Songkla University. The
research methodologies are survey and documentary research. This research is divided
into two parts. Part} is a study about the students’ opinions and spending habits. Part ll is

a study about the students’ grade averages. The results are as follows:

Part | — Data Collection

The data was collected from a sample size of 811 students out of 4,342 who
loaned from this program. The research results show that 7 out of 8 issues — the application
document, guarantee specification, income guarantee of guardian, application procedure,
meeting and explanation of the education loan, qualification verification, and loan contract
procedure — were considered appropriate for the foan application process. The issue that
concerned students considered inappropriate  was the receiving period after the loan
contract signing. Student apinion at Pattani campus, on the other hand, shows that the
loan procedure issue took more precedence over others in comparison to Hat Yai students.

According to student opinion, there are four issues that need to be focused on
above all others. They are as follows: receiving period after the loan contract signing, loan
contract procedure, qualification verification, and explenation of loan disbursement and
payment, However, the average amount of each type of loan is less than the real
expenses. Students who stay in the university dorms spent half of their money on food
expenses, one quarter for personal expenses, and the remaining money for dormitory rent
and entertainment costs, respectively. For students who dign't stay in the university
dormitory, the research shows that they spent half of their money for food, one quarter for

rent, and the remaining money for personal and entertainment costs.



Part Il — Gathering Data

This data was gathered from 4,342 students enrolled in the 1995 and 1886
academic years and loaned from this program. The research shows that the 1-year ioan
contract students that had moderate grades before utilizing a student loan got higher
grades after borrowing the loan. The Z-year loan contract students with moderate grade
results also got higher grades after receiving their loan. This also applies to the 3-year loan
contract students whose grades improved following the loan. From the comparison of
grades between students who loaned and those who didn't in the 1885-1996 academic
yvear in 3 different fields, the average grade of students who loaned is iess than the
average grade of studenis who didn't foan. However, the average student grade of
students in humanities and social sciences who signed 3-year loan contracts is higher than

the average grade of students who did not utilize student [oans in the 1995 academic year.
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