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ABSTRACT
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LIFE, NAKHON S| THAMMARAT PROVINCE
By
CHARINYA PEKKIM

OCTOBER 2001
Chairman: Associate Professor Prayong Saiprasert
Department/Faculty: Department of Agricultural Economics an Cooperative

Facuity of Agricultural Business

This study had the objectives to study 1) The personal characteristics and socio-
economic status of the members and roles of Pak Phanang Agriculiural Cooperative
Limited 2) the quality of life of the members 3) effects of the cooperative's role on the
members’ life quality improvement, and 4) problems of the Ccooperative’'s operation in
the opinion of the members and suggestions their for resolution problem solving. The
respondents were 10p nitembers of the cooperative selected by systernatic random
sampling procedure.‘Th}s data were collected from interview forms designed in
accordance with the ‘obchtives of the study, and were analyzed by rneans of the
Statistical Package fot Sol:ial Sciences (SPSS/PC").

It was found that most of the members were male, with an average age of 53.63

ars, and had finished primary school. Their average number of household members
was 5 people, and most of them had an average of 10.85 years membership in the

Cooperative. They had 4 information sources on average and 99.00% of the information
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was from televisior The a{verage cultivating area per household was 16\34 rai's. The
average annual family 1ncome was 527,0190.00 baht/year, where 453,537.00
baht/household/year was from farming and 73,482.60 baht/household/yéar was from
off-farm income. The tote'l farming expenditure was 290,728.50 baht/year, 8,152.63
baht/year was from :roppir\g and 183,262.00 household/year was from animal raising
Off-farm expenditure, fodd and others, had the average amount of 35,130.00
baht/household/year Qnd l71,987.36 baht/ household/year, respectively The average
netincome was 237,241 .O(P baht/ household/year

In the aspect of the }:ooperative's role, it was found that 71.00% of tt{e members
borrowed an average amo*nt of 69,000.00 baht. The average debt per rﬁember was
80,130.00 baht while their a*verage share capital value in the cooperative per membe
was 24,000.30 baht. Memb%rs borrow money, both short-term and mediumkterm Han:
from the cooperative. Their *najor objective of borrowing was for agricultural lproduction.
54.93% of the members wer%: able to pay debt on the due date, 42.00% ¢ nem der
money to the cooperative, 415.00% of the members used the cooperative's L}urchasir
service wit an average o{ 43,999.16 baht per member Most them irchas
production inputs, with the ibtention to support the cooperative's operation ‘and to ge
dividend proportionate to trfeir purchasing. In the cooperative's selling bu#iness ¢

Q" of the members solq their produce with an average value of 4,988.50 baht pe

member to the cooperative bue to no provision on selling business to the.member
About 75.00% of the memd)er had received the cooperative's :raining and arree
extension services with an a%erage of 2.48 times per member. It was found tﬂat most of
the members received agri*::ultural information from group's chairman about seed
improvement

in the aspect of the {quality of life of the members household, 31 lo. of 39
indicators or 79.49% were in écceptable standard, while 8 indicators or 2 id n
reach acceptable standard.

In the aspect of effec' of roles of the cooperative on the improvemént of th
member's quality of life. It wﬁs found that 4 variables had the significant relationship

‘arming income, and training bnd :arreer extension services had very highly sygnifican



relationship (o - J0004, and 3.124 respectively.

Land utilization iness had highly significant relationship (9C = 0.10) with

the coefficient value of o.vo and 0.00004, respeact ively

In the mm%moﬁ of operational problems of tha cooperativel # wens fanea

that the cooperative depended on a loan from Bank for Agriculture arld Agricultural

Cooperatives and the C operative Promotion Department. Most of the

bers had

their major objective to horrow money. The member was not able to pay debts and

unpaid interest, the Bm:m_,omam_ staff have low level experience to run Business. And

there were too few Ccooperative extension officers to take care of the servicgs.




