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Abstract

The study of mernbership motivation of farmer housewife groups at Mae Rim
district, Chiang Mal province was aimed to compare the study of membership motivation of
farmer housewite groups and to investigate problems and how to solve them.

The study was conducted by simple random sampling of 180 members from
Mae Rim district and devided with three levels. The first level was 12 members, 48
members from second level and 120 members from third level. Then, the data were
analyzed by percentage, mean, standard deviation and F-test analysis.

From the research finding it was found that the membership of farmer
housewife groups at all level, most of them aged between 30-40 years. Aimost 80 percent
had completed Grade 4 of primary education, Less than 30 percent owned their land. Half of
them (56.7 %) were non-land owners and non-agricultural jobs, The rest were land tenants.
The average incomes earned from agriculture were 8,045.56 baht, non-agricultural jobs
22,266.67 baht. Experience in atiendance af a training course was 1-2 times per year and
number of contact with home economic officers was 1 time per month.

From F-test analysis, there were no difference of motivation among three
levels of membership of farmer housewife groups as well as four types ol motive before they
joined the group. Consequently, there were differences of motive when analysed by groups.
At first level, four types of motive were equal. Achievement motive was the most important
issue to farmer housewile group at second level, At the third level, affiliation motive was the

decisive factor.



There were some non-serious problems such as lack of knowledge on
agriculture and home economics. Low price of agriculivral product was also mentioned as
well as no marketing support. Funding source was also lacking. Lastly, members did not

have enough time to participate in group activities.




