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Abstract
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Abstract:

The purposes of this study were to 1) analyze and compare the differences of
incomes, occupations, and estimate internal rates of return to education investment of
lower secondary education and upper secondary vocational education and of general
education graduates, 2) study the opportunities and motivations for continuing education
upper secondary vocational education and post-secondary vocational education
graduates in poor households, 3) examine the qualitative dimension of educational
decision making, study life, and quality of working life of vocational graduates, and
4) develop the proper financial measure for vocational study for the poor to increase the
educational opportunities. The sample of this study collected from labor force survey of
the National Statistics of Thailand 2015, questionnaire and in-depth interview, accordingly
was the labors aged 15-45, 607 lower secondary education student households, 308
upper secondary vocational education student households, and 11 vocational education
graduates with at least 2 year work experiences aged 20-45 from Nakornpathom,
Nakornnayok, Suphanburi, and Pitsanulok provinces. The results described life during
vocational education before deciding that it was worth for households to let their children

continue their education more in vocational education than in general education because



of higher internal rates of return. For the poor with low income households with less child
care but good attitudes towards vocational education, they would be more interested in
financial measure for vocational education and 40% of them ignored in general education.
This was possible if the vocational students loved or were good at that field of study,
learned by doing, could make money during studies, find work immediately in each sector.
The vocational graduates would have good quality of working life, and would be
successful in their careers, particularly business owners. The government, therefore,
should bring the financial measure for vocational education into Thailand to increase
opportunities for the poor households and raise the proportion of vocational students
according to the government policy since such policy would give more educational returns

to the vocational students and let them have good life quality after graduating.
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