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ABSTRACT

This research aimed to investigate the states and problems on the budget
management in schools under Buriram Primary Educational Service Area Office 2, and
to compare the problems on the budget management of those schools, classified by
positions and school types. The samples were 105 school administrators and 105 heads
of budget management division, in a total of 210, selected through the table of Krejcie
and Morgan and multi-stage random sampling. The tool used to collect the data was a 3-
part questionnaire with the reliability of .9780. The statistics used for data analysis
included percentage, mean, standard deviation, and independent samples t-test was used
to test the hypothesis with the statistically significant set at .05 level. The findings were
as follows:

1. The states and problems on the budget management in schools under Buriram
Primary Educational Service Area Office 2:
1.1 The states of the budget management in schools under Buriram Primary
Educational Service Area Office 2 according to the opinions of school administrators and

heads of budget management division in overall were at the moderate level. When



considering each aspect, it was found that three aspects were at the moderate level while

the other three aspects were at the low level. The highest percentage was the budget
allocation, followed by budget making and proposing, and resources procurement and
investment for education, and accounting management.

1.2 The school administrators and heads of budget management division had
the opinions about the problems on the budget management both in overall and each
aspect at the high level. The budget making and proposing was reported as the highest
mean score, followed by budget allocation, financial management, and resources
procurement and investment for education.

2. The comparison of problems on the budget management in schools under
Buriram Primary Educational Service Area Office 2according to the opinions of school
administrators and heads of budget management division, classified by positions in
overall was not different. When considering each aspect, it was found that the auditing,
following — up, evaluating and reporting of budget expenses was statistically significant
difference at .05 level while the rest aspects were not different.

3. The comparison of problems on the budget management in schools under
Buriram Primary Educational Service Area Office 2 according to the opinions of school
administrators and heads of budget management division, classified by school types in
overall was statistically significant difference at .01 level. When considering each aspect,
it was found that the budget making and proposing and accountancy management were
not different. In contrast, the budget allocation was statistically significant difference at
.05 level while the rest aspects were statistically significant difference at .01 level.

4. The opinions and suggestions of the school administrators and heads of budget

management division about the budget management in schools under Buriram Primary



Educational Service Area Office 2 were that: the relevant handbooks, documents, and
regulations should be sufficiently provided for the budget making and proposing; in
terms of budget allocation and expenses, each school should strictly follow its plans or
projects; the valid results of the expense report and evaluation should come from the
effective auditing, following — up, evaluating and reporting; the schools should be more
cooperative with the local administrative organizations for greater resources procurement
and investment for education; the financial management should be more transparent and
audited; and the accounting management should provide the complete, legitimate and

up-to-date documents.



