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A Study of the Ultra Poor in Southern Thailand
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ABSTRACT

The study of the Ultra Poor in Southern Thailand is a research project in the research program
on the Ultra Poor in the four regions of Thailand supported by the Thailand Research Fund
(TRF) through the TRF senior research scholar Associate Professor Dr.Medhi Krongkaew.

The objective of the research is to study the socio-economic conditions of poor households in
southern Thailand so as to identify the causes of poverty and find the ways to alleviate them.
The research used both quantitative and qualitative methods. The heads of the poor
households, identified with the help of village leaders, were interviewed. The survey was
conducted in four provinces namely: Nakorn Sri Thammarat, Phatthalung, Pattani and Satun.
326 samples were collected. In the qualitative method, the in-depth interviews were
conducted by selecting 5 households from the poorest village in each province, a total of 20
households. The village data was collected by interviewing the leaders of 65 sampled villages.

The results were as follows: 85.6 percent of the poor households consisted of nuclear families.
The average household size is 5.05 persons. There were 56.5 percent of household heads who
aged above 50 years old. 67.8 percent had primary level education and 28.8 percent had no
education. 27.4 percent of household heads were women. 49.7 and 50.3 percent of households
were in agricultural and non-agricultural occupations respectively. 81.2 percent had no
secondary occupation. 48 percent of the poor worked as labourers. The average working days
per year were 168.7. Both temporary and permanent migrations were small. A number of out-
migrants commonly aged between 15-24 years. The majority migrated to work as labourers in
other provinces in the region and 8.5 percent to neighbouring Malaysia. 69.3 percent of
household heads were married and 64.1 percent did not use contraceptives. The average
number of children per household was 5.18. The child mortality rate (per 100} was 14.9 of
which 52.1 percent was postnatal mortality (0-1 year). Every one out of ten households had
one disabled person. 30.4 percent of the households had no toilets. The typical house (62.9
percent) was one-storey wooden situated above the ground. 75.8 percent of the poor owned
houses. The average land per household was 3.7 rai. 58 percent of the poor were landiess.
The average income per housechold per year was 54,862.33 bahts, which is equivalent to
905.31 bahts per person per month. 52.3 percent of the income came from agriculture. The
expenditure per household per year was 47,475.28 bahts, which is equivalent to 783.41 bahts
per person per month. 80.5 percent of the expenditure was spent on living, the rest was spent
on agriculture. The average net income per household was 7,387.10 bahts per year. 46.9
percent of the poor had their expenditure exceeded their income. 66.6 percent were in debt.
Their sources of loans were the Bank for Agriculture and Agricultural Co-operatives,
neighbours and merchants. 67.5 percent of the loans were spent on agriculture. Only 21.8
percent of the poor households were members of groups in a village. 89.8 percent received
neither financial nor agricultural assistance. One out of three of the poor households did not
have health care cards. 64.9 percent used water from the wells. 84.9 percent had electricity.
33.2 percent received news through televisions. 45.9 percent spent their free time resting. The
average time they have been in poverty is 14.55 year. The causes of poverty were job
problems, lack of capital and children. 65.9 percent had no ideas how to improve their lives in
the next couple of years, 35.2 percent expected their children to help them out of poverty.
45.8 percent replied that health, unemployment and lack of capital were factors that would
prevent them from getting out of poverty.
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For the analysis, the data was classified according to the five occupations of household heads
namely: no occupation, rubber planters, rice farmers, fishermen, and labourers in non-
agricultural sectors. The results showed that the no occupation and fishermen groups had
lowest income compared to the basic need ratio. These two groups were the ultra poor. The
labourers had the highest income among the five occupations. In the study, the socio-
economic conditions of the fishermen were described in a separate section.

The causes of poverty according to the quantitative and qualitative data were job problems,
lack of capital, debt, and children.

The research suggested that to alleviate the poverty, policies were needed at both macro and
micro levels. Policies had to be directed at the right occupational groups. Other 3 social
groups that needed helps were the elderly, the female headed single-parent families, and
children who did not complete compulsory education. The factors that would facilitate the
alleviation of poverty are good governance, people participation, and maintenance of social
values and the strength of the southern communities.
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