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Abstract

The purposes of this research were to study factors effecting the success
of agricultural housewife groups and to investigate the problems and obstacles of the
management of the agricultural housewife group in San Kamphaeng District, Chiang Mai
Province. The population were the committee of the agricultural housewife groups. There
were 30 groups divided to 10 groups at level 1, 16 groups at level 2 and 4 groups at
level | 3. Five commitiee of each group were interviewed totally 150 persons. Data were
statistically analyzed by percentage, arithmatic means, standard deviation, minimum and
maximum. The hypothesis test was statistically analyzed by Chi-Square Test.

The result revealed that most of the committee of agricultural housewife groups
were at the age of 41-50 with the average age of 42.53 yecars old. Most of them fmishedl
primary school . The total income was more than 40,000 baht'year. The average income was
56,834.67 baht'ycar. Last year they had been trained 1-7 times/year. The average training was
4.47 times/year. More than half of the members were elected to be in the social position in the
villages. Most of them participated in the meeting 2-7 times/year. About half of them participated

m business. The average member of contact agricultural extension officer was 7.67 times/year.



From statistical analysis, it was found that the success of agricultural housewife
groups on 4 aspects were at moderate level namely: knowledge on administration, knowledge on
management and business, support from agricultural extension officers and satisfaction on the benefits
of the groups.

From hypothesis testing, it was found that personal characteristic factors (age and
education background); social factors (period of group membership, contact frequency of extension
officers and social position); and economic factors (total income, off-farm income , income from
product sale and group business management) were affected to the level of the success of the housewife
groups.

The problems and the obstacles of the committee of the agricultural housewife groups
were lack of the revolving fund in business, knowledge on agricultural products processing and food
preservation, no market outlet and the unity among members. In addition, the groups earned small

income from the products and had not enough equipment to mange the activities.



