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LBSTRACT

Socio=sconomic Status of Farmer Members of the Agricultural

Cooperatives, the Bank of Agriculture and Agricultural Cooperatives

(BAAC) and Individual Farmers

The study aims at compariné the socio=aconomic status and
some aspects concerned with social change among the three groups of
farmers : the farmer members of the agricultunal cooperatives, the
farmer members of the Bank for ALgriculture and Agrieultural Cooperatives
{the BAAC's farmer members) and the individu;l farmers {thosé who are
not the member of the agricultural cooperatives and the BAN!s farmer
groups)e.

The 15%, 4%, 5*® ana 7°% villages of Kampangphet subdistrict
in Rattaphum district, Songkhla province, were selectcd as study
areas, The simple random sampling was employed and personal interviews
were used in perference to a mailed questionnaire. Of the 139
interviews, 42 were the cooperctives former members 43 were the
BAAC'e farmer members and 54 were the individual formers.

In this study significant differences were.observed for
the variables included in the socio—econo status as 1 material
possengion, farm mechanization, credit orienfation and farm
product sales It was evident that the BAAC's farmer meémbers were
ranked first farm the top level of material possission, farm machanization
and credit orientation while the cooperative farmer members of farm

product sale among the three farmer groups.



Dirrerences in thosc proviocusly mentioned variahlee resulted
in significant diTference in the socio~ecconomic staius. It was
evident that the BAAC's farmer members, cooperatives farmer members
and individual farmers ware rapked first, second and third respectively
from the top level of socio—economic statuse

In regard to some aspects of social change, significant
differences were obscrved for extension contact and use of improved
farm practioecses The BAAC's farmer members, cooperatives farmer
members and individual farmers were ranked first, second and third
respectively from the top level of extension contact and use of
improved farm practicese

In correclation analysis, the result shoﬁed that the
education index, the highest level of formal education, literacy,
standard living, material possession, mass media exposure, credit
orientation and farm products sale were positively correlated with
gociomeconomic status of the cooperative farmer members, the BAAC's
farmer members and the individual farmerse

In the regression analysis, it was found that 8966 percent
of the variation in socioweconomic status can be accounted for the
combined cffect of mass media exposure, farm product sale ,
material possession, +the highest level of formal education; farm
mechanization, wrban contact, credit orientation, tcnure status,
gtandard living, irrigation accessity and minor occupation

ragpectively.



In factor analysis, 1t was cvident t.at factor 1 had
very high loadins - in standard living, m~ss media exposure, material
possession, education and urban contacte This might be called
Pquality of living" and acéounted for 27.6 percent of the s00iom
economic variations FPFactor 2 had very high loadings in farm
machanization and credit orientation, This might be called" econy
to support farm procduction"™ and accounted for 13.8 percent of the
variations Factor 3 had very high loadings in land and farm
product sales. This might be called "land reasources' and accounted

for 12,2 percent.

From this investigation, it is evident that the farmers
who belong to the farmer organizations (cooperatives and BAAC's
farmer groups) are higher in socio~cconomic status than the
ingdividual farmerse. This might be reflected a positive correlation
between the membersghip and : ‘ciow-economic status. The individual
farmers with lower level of socio—economic status might not access
Jto gervices provided by the farmer organization or might not be
interested in becomming members of thome organizations. It is
strongly suggested that there is 2 need for golving these problems by
prov’ 'ing more opporitunities for memborship application and
increaging more efficiency in 5usiness management in order to

provide incentives for those individual farmerse.





