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　　　　We　determined　the　social，　economicai　variables　affecting　the　level　of　women’s　socioe－

c◎簑◎灘韮cparも孟cipa＃i◎糞and　a漁磁t◎蟄trodミ達。¢s◎蹟e　s㎎慕磯i◎R・that・eould・be・use．，d．も。　e嚢。◎urage

rural　womeR’s　partieipatioR．　Ba＄ed　oR　twexxty－eight　£oci2s　group　sessioRs　iii　rurai　and　sub－urbaR

regions，　Fukuoka　．prefecture．　We　ehose　294　women　who　are　sharing　per　capita｝　and　are　workmg

蟄grQ即s　as　a　r繰do斑sa㈱1¢蜘m癒ese敷）綴s　gぎoups　t（＞c◎難ecも◎世d就a。

　　　　Find沁9s　iR（童童caもe（i　thaもJapanese　socioeconomic　sysもem　is　a跳exce1玉（きnt　examp肇¢　of

standard　and　suceessful　pionee，r　experiencEe　in　promoning　small　industries　depending　on　ladies

as　the　inain　power　of　running　workshops　and　ruanufactories　in　rural　area．

　　　　0．鞭r撫d囎S熱d呈caもeごh重9難1eve1◎罫wO搬a汽’S　S◎C孟oec◎轟◎獄呈¢parも圭⑳就まOR．　Three　ltil

proposed　hypotheses　were　conf7irmed　by　correlation　coefficients　where　signif7ieant　correlat，ioR

relationships　were　found　between　level　of　socioeconornie　participati，on　and　each　of　woman’s　age，

£am竃s伽and　h◎騒s磁◎｝d厘。◎xx．と¢．　When撫¢eゆもvariables　were　＄ubjected　to　rau玉⑳1e　re慕鵬一

sioB　analysis　the　same　previous　three　hypotheses　were　coRfirmed．　The　eight　independe’nt

variables，　taken　together，　explamed　73．54％　of　the　vartance　in　wome．n’s　level　of　socioeconomie

participation．　The　study　was　conc｝uded　a　discussioxx　of　focus　group　session＄　aRd　speeific

＄trategy　reqgired　to　help　peXcy　．maker　ii｝　premeting　smail　industries　iri　rural　area．

INTRODUCTION
　　　　The　Japanese　soeioeconomic　system，　thus　far　pursuing　material　wealth　under　rapid

economie　growth，　is　now　at　an　important　turning　point　as　the　new　centt，iry　was　starting　a

艶wΣ登◎就hs　agαJapan’s　seaso数any　a（加sted懸emp玉oyment蹴e　sも◎◎d滋4．8perceRt　raもe

in　April’　2000，　drowri　O．1percentage　point　frorn　the　post－war　record　high　of　4．9percent

registered　in　February　and　March，　the　Management　and　Coordinat，i，on　Agency　said

T稜esday．　The　firs宅impr◎ve澱er慮血j（）bless　raもe㎞seveR　years　was伽e　parも1yも（）the

decline㎞the　numb¢r　of　the頗versity　graduates　failing　to　flnd　jobs．　The　n㎜ber　of

粟加verslty　grad纏aもes糠able　to惣d　work　f認fr◎澱23◎，◎◎0泌March　tO　24◎，◎（）◎i盤Apr慧．

The　total　income　of　business　farm　households　＊（22C／）　of　all　commerciai　farm　househo｝ds）

　　＊Laboratory◎f　Rur撚S◎cid◎gy，　F畿cu圭ty◎£A慕r童cu墨もure，丁蘇難宅駄U茎慧v奪r＄嚢⊃y，　Kafr起1s｝蓬摂kh　33516，　Egypも

＊＊Labora£ory　of　A塑。綴tural　M撚ke縫㎎，　Departmenも◎f㎏擁cu玉tura漉eonomics，　Fac嘘y　of　Ag配嘘ure，

　　　Kyiishu　University．

＊＊＊　Laboratory　of　Agrieu！tural　Marketing，　Division　of　lndustnal　Organization　of　Agribusiness，

　　　Dep膿澱e魏ef㎏露。濃嚢r滋a識（壌es◎“rce猛。◎難◎溺cs，　Ky鷺s鼓日曝擁v¢r＄靭
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was　8．17mi11，ion　yen　in　1998　（up　2．8tK｝　from　the　previous　year）．　This　represents　870／o　of

semi－bus脱ss　fa㎜h◎useho玉ds　and　96％of　side　business　farm　hous　eholds．（＊H◎useholds

engaged　in　far　ming　for　more　thaJrt　60　days　in　a　year）．

　　　IR　199．　9　（rough　estimates，　commereia｝　farrifi　hoi3seholds），　agrieulture　gress　irieeme

declined　4．00／o　from　the　previous　year，　agricultural　ineome　down　9．40／o，　and　nonagri－

cultu姻．　i熱。◎me　down　3．5％，　res嘘加墓i簸a3．3％dec㎞e㎞撫e　toもal　farm　income．　When

compared　with　the　average　income　per　household　member，　¢ormierciai　fam　households

earRed　mere　thaR　noB－farmirtg　househo｝ds　did　whlle　that　of　business　farrrt　households

was　｝ess．　Iln　terms　cf　per　capita　daily　income，　the　average　agrieu｝tura｝　inceme　of

co㎜erci曲rm　households　acco漁ユfQr　a　httle　over　30％of　the　average　wage　of　those

eRgaged　in　mamufaeturing　while　that，　bf　b£isiness　farm　househo｝ds　represented　around

500／，．

　　　撫趨）an　with圭ncreas量ng　Pu騒。　awareness◎f　1圭煎もed　res◎翌1rces，　envir◎nmenもal

problems　and　possible　food　crises，　the　government　has　begun　to　reassess　the　values　and

lifestyles　to　develop　new　values　and　a　more　civilized　way　of　life　that　put　a　greater

empha＄is　eR　harrrieRy，　coexistenee，　heakh，　and　comiortable　and　peacehi　living．　Japanese

goveriunent　aceordingly　has　issued　a　new　low　to　facditate　social　deve｝opment　（Annual

Report　on　Food　Agriculture　and　rura｝　areas　in　JapaR　Feb．　1999）．　The　previous　repert　has

also　shewn　that　the　food　industry　and　agricultural　products　have　been　closely　related

through　the　supply　aRd　demands　of　a　ceRteRtigus　ficw　ef　these　preducts　for

related一一一industrial　projects．　ln　recent　years，　however，　food　imports　for　the　food　industry

have　been　sharply　iRcreasing．　Agriculture　should　thus　be　improved　iR　the　productioR　and

supply　systern　to　meet　the　food　industrial　needs．　Such　a　close　relationship　is　mutually

beneficial．　ln　another　words；　stable　flow　of　high　quality　raw　food　materials　for　food

IRdustry　and　kriereased　demand　for　domestic　agrieiiltura｝　preducts　for　the　sarue　purposes

should　be　taken　in　consideration　in　planning　the　national　agrieultural　and　industria｝

developm¢nt　p王ans　by　pr◎vid囎m◎r¢s魏pp（）rtiRg　serv重cesも。瓶a㎞もa蟄もhis　re玉aもionship。

An　example　of　that　is　by　improtmg　and　proraoting　structural　un．iformsthrough　designated

represeRtatives　who　caR　provide　the　apprcpriate　advises　aRd　traiRiRg　iR　differeRt

activities．　lmproving　the　information　and　management　system　and　making　it　easily

accessible　to　both　personal　iR　agricu｝ture　and　its　related　indus．　tries　is　a｝so　of　great

irnportance　in　the　developmentai　process．

　　　Encouraging　electronic　commerce　by　making　full　use　of　advari¢ed　technological　tools

｝ike　the　in／ter－Ret　aRd　establishing　a　wed　arraRged　Emd　eptimal　systera　of　clistributers　to

consumers　is　also　among　the　government　ambitious　program．

　　　Redueing　eRviroRraeRta｝　daraage　through　waste　products　s，　heu｝d　a｝sg　be　pgt　iR

account　by　securing　a　stable　and　economic　way　of　recycling　agricultural　as　well　as

癒d蓑strial　waste　pro（沁cts．

　　　Local　governments　and　also　national　offices　should　together　cooperate　in　this

socio一一economic　system　f6r　a　better　use　of　resources　with　proper　role　sharing．

MATERIALS

Age　and　Sex　Distribution　in　Agriculture　and　Related　lndustries　in　Japanese

Rural　areas
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　　　According　to　the　sarrte　previous　report，　the　number　of　full－tirne　aged　farmers　has

continuously　increased．　Population　of　those　mamiy　engaged　in　farming　was　3845000

（iRclu（Sing　both　sexes　iri　werk），　dewn　1．20／c　from　the　previolls　year，　but　that　ef　those　aged

65　years　old　and　over　showed　a　2．10／o　increase．

　　　As　a　result，　the　ratio　of　aged　workers　of　65　years　and　over　accounted　51．30／o　more

than　half　of　the　total　farming　population．　Nevertheless，　Japanese　women　have　become

involved　in　regioRal　decisioR－makiRg　precess．　ReceRt｝y　JapaRese　wemeR　have　started　to

be　active　in　the　fie｝d　of　processing　agricultural　preducts，　the　nm“ber　of　cases　was　4040　in

11997，　and　jumped　to　be　6039　in　1999．　They　remain　inactive　in　spite　of　the　remarkable

increase　in　their　number　as　agricultural　cornmittee　members．　Also，　Japanese　women　have

beeome　more　actively　lnvoived　in　business　start－ups，　greatly　coRtributing　to　the

revita｝izatioll　of　rura｝　areas．　GiveR　this　faet，　more　worReR－frieRdly　eRvironmeRts　should

be　created．　The　share　of　Japanese　women　who　are　actively　engaged　in　agriculture　and　its

related　．industries　has　exceeded　600／o，　they　also　do　their　house　work，　caring　of　their

children　and　old　peopie．

　　　Small　and　oceupatioral　rriaRufactories　usually　rely　cR　er　depeRd　cR　leca｝　raw

materiais，　so，　it　plays　an　important　role　in　local　development　of　many　countries　as　it　has　in

Japan　and　its　currently　having　a　very　strong　influence　on　the　Asian　economics．　Moreover，

it　caR　also　be　established　at　any　p｝ace　｝eadiRg　to　more　geegraphical　distribntioR．　This

leads　to　a　wtde　spread　ef　the　market　of　these　projects　leadiRg　te　a　decrease　iR　the

marketirtg　expenses　plus　being　near　from　the　source　of　raw　materials　aRd　man　powers．

　　　In　a　report　by　the　Japanese　association　of　agriculture　（JA）　in　April　1999，　it　was

clarif｝ed　that　wovaen’s　own　eonseiousness　and　coReepts　are　still　o｝d－fashioRed　aRd　they

coxsidered　Ro　role　for　th，eraselves　ix　prometiRg　agricniture　aRd　its　related　actwities．

Therefore　JA　has　considered　that　women’s　participation　as　ene　of　its　goal　and　it　is　also

trytng　to　promote　it．　The　working　force　in　business　farm　households　and　factories，　in

rurai　areaLg　of　Japanese　business　activity，　are　raainiy　composed　of　wemen　leading　to　the

fact　of　dec，lixikg　the　working　feree　expeRses　iR　coraparison　te　the　tetal　product，　this

enable　the　Japanese　to　increase　the　budget　of　investment　in　highly　advanced　and

soph．isticated　teehnology　without　any　increase　in　the　fuaal　product　price．

　　　To　clarify　the　prob｝em，　researches　en　worrteR’s　maRagers　may　make　it　easy　to

understand　the　difficulties　for　them　to　start　business，　deii｝g　the　eperatleR　iii　a　simple　way

aRd　alse　marketing　and　other　activities．　investigation　of　the　Japanese　experience　in

promoting　rural　areas　small　industrial　proj　ects　as　a　successful　and　a　pioneer　experience　of

a　dove｝oped　eountry，　may　be　refiect　highlight　the　negative　aspects　of　the　EgyptiaR

experieRce　t，◎撫d　corr¢c伽e　t◎ds　as　we簸as　g磁d鎗g　Egypt重aR　policy　makers　t◎ad◎pt　the

approprtate　strategies　and　means　to　raise　the　women　active　socio一一economic　participation

in　the　national　developmental　plan　and　aiso　to　adopt　the　small　rural　industrial　proj　ects　as

method　of　raising　up　the　general　socio－eeoRomie　status．

Hypotheses
　　　Based　on　the　previous　theoretical　orientation　and　literature　review，　the　following

H．ypetheses　are　poised　be　empiricai　tested　iR　this　study：

1一　Weraeft’s　age，　is　related　pesitively　to　wemeR’s　｝evel　ef　secieeceRomic　partielpatiex

　　　（LSP）　in　promoting　small　industries．
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2一　Womert’s　level　of　education　is　related　pc）sitively　to　women’s　LSP．

3一　JA　trairtmg　and　sermar　programs，　is　related　positively　to　women’s　LSP．

4一　Woman’s　farm　size　is　related　positively　te　women’s　LSP．

5一　Househo｝d　incorne　is　reiated　po＄itively　to　women’s　LSP．

6一　Manu．factory’s　benefit　value　is　related　positively　to　women’s　LSP．

7一　Manufactory’s　labor　foree　participatioR　i＄　related　positive｝y　to　woraeR’s　LSP．

8一　Woman’s　level　of　processing　knowledges　is　re｝ated　positive｝y　to　women’s　LSP．

C田Te薮t　S加dy　O煽e¢tives

Our　study　aims　to：

1一　IRvestl　gate　the　role　of　women　in　promoting　indug，　trial　prejects　in　．rural　and　sub－urban

　　　areas．

2一　ldentify　the　raain　prob｝ems　that　are　facing　womeR　aetivities　aRd　hindering　the

　　　promotion　of　rural　areas　small　industries．

3－Detαmin就e撫e　s◎cia｝，　perso繋al　a簑d　ec（）鷺om主。撮variab｝es　affecもi捻9もhe｝evel◎f

　　　woman’s　socieeeonomic　participation．

4一　lntroduce　suggestions　that　couid　be　used　for　promoting　the　effectiveness　of　these

　　　sr良a猛i貧（IUSもries．

Theoretical　framework　and　literature　review
　　　It　has　beeR　agreed　that　partieipatioR　iert　socio一一ecoRomical　dev’e｝opraefttis　se｝dei￥i

being　ww，iformly　distributed　throughout　the　population．

　　　Some　people　maybe　relatively　inactive　and　they　may　rarely　participate　in　the

deve｝epmekt　process；　gthers　may　eoRsiderab｝y　be　more　a〈L’｝’tive．　Moregver，　serae　ruay

COnCe慮aもe撫eiゆ誠iCipat玉◎R　iR　ORe◎r　feW　aCもi磁もieS；W秘e◎therS搬ay　diVideもheir

participation　among　numerous　issues　and　activities．　（Edwards　＆　Booth　1973，　El－Ezaby

i989，　El－Ezaby　＆　E｝一一He｝baway　1999）

　　　Malty　rese3rches　coRcemiRg　the　socio－ecoRornie　developii｝ent　strategies　for　r’urai

cornmunities　have　shown　controversies　as　regard　women’s　contribution　to　the　total　farm

h（）継sehold　ec◎難（）f資y。　S（）】鍛愈schdars　have　sh◎w繋もhe　prevalerice◎f繕Domesも鼠。樋ded（）gy”

in　which　meR　are　farmers　（，｝ellisoR　1993，　Rosenfeld　1985，　Sachs　1983，　1985）　wlriile　woraexx

play　a　supporting　role　of，“nurture，　mother，　wife，　helpmate，　and　homemaker”　（Ross　1985）．

（）n　the　ether　haRd，　ot｝rier　stuclie＄　argi2e　that　this　deraest，ie　id，eolcgy　neglects　er　devalues

WOmen’S　CO磁ib就i◎Rも◎the　tOta1魚㎜h◎U＄ehdd　eC◎簑◎my，纐m重ng　wOmen註聖も0㎞ViSible

farmers　（HM　198．1，　Sachs　1983）．　Although　women　have　made　signif7icant　cont／ribution　to

agric“白鷹al　productiori　thr◎疑gh宅h¢2◎もh　cent鰻ry，　po薮cy　makers，　exもensio鍛pers（）㎜e1季

and　secial　scientists　have　imdervalued　farm　women’s　｝abor　ar｛d　treated　it　3s　irre｝evaRt　to

agricultural　production．（Friedland　1991，Hm，ユ981，Rosenfeld，1985，　Sachs　1983）

　　　Je1蕪s（）慧　（1993）　sもaもe〈蓬that宅he　pro慕ressive－era　co◎perative　exもens玉◎n　services

餓cou．ra慕ed　f含㎜w（）raeRも。　embrace　Lab◎r－sav沁g　ho照e　tec｝melogie＄s◎撫就もhey　mighも

devote　more　time　for　being　home－makers　and　consumers，　without　aeknowledging　that

艶uch　of撫rm　w◎meRラsも盈、e　was　speftt　d磁．lg　Pr◎d至柔。もi◎Rイe叢ated　ch（）res．　S㎞註arly，　Ross

（1985）　pe／inted　out　that　the　eeRsus　of　agricglture　aftd　other　statistica｝　．geries　only　parti．aily

account　for　women’s　work　on　farms．

　　　For　twe　deeades　frerlt　the　194es　threttgh　the　1960s，　scho｝ars　typieally　deak　wtth　farm
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wome，lt’s　contributions　to　farm　production　i，lt　a　ve．．ry　limited，　stereotyped　manner．　Riiral

socioiogist　Paul　Landis　（1948）　wrote　that，　recognizing　her　inferiority　iR　terms　ef　／farrri

work，　whieh　calls　for　heavy　physical　exe，rtioft，　the　womeR　readily　accepts　the　raac　a＄　the

head　of　the　family　Later，　fufictionalist　accoun，ts　of　farm　life　characteristicaBy　separated

rnales　and　females　role　spheres．　（Colman　＆　Albert　1984，　Ross　1985，　Sachs　1985）

　　　LStrau＄　（1960）　suggested　that　the　more　successful　farm　families　are　characterized　by

role　s．　pecializatieR，　wtth　husbaRds　making　ruajor　finaReia｝　decisieRs　aRd　wives　taking　care

of　the　home　and　children．　Additionally，　social　seientists　of　the　period　labeled　farm

women’s　traditional　agricultural　production　job．＄　as　non－productive　and　domestic．　They

rarely　a　kR◎w玉edge　farm　WOme難’S　C◎瞭勲もi◎裁tOもhe　farm　h◎疑Sehdd　aS畿S聴1磁

produetive　unit．　（Fasslnger　＆　Schwarzweber　1984，　Friedland　1991，　Sachs　1993）．

　　　With　post－World　war　g　agricultural　industri，alization，　farm－women　saw　many　of　their

traditiQna｝　farai睡Rgもasks，　such　as　egg　a鍛d　pO犠．1重；ry　p製od雛。もioR　disappear蚕g．（Adamsユ993，

F熊k1986）

　　　Nevertheless，　women　stru　perform　important　ro｝es　directly　and　indirectly　related　to

agr，ic’｛．ntural　prcductioR　（Fink　1987，　．lehis〈m　19．　93）．　W｝ule　speci［fic　tasks　vary　accerCtiRg　to

farm　size　and　co㎜鵬臨（Fried　1991，　Sachs　1985）．

　　　Farm－women　commonly　tend　livestock，　dr．ive　tractors，　keep　farm　books，　monitor

COm燃㎜ity　markeも血罫。㎜，atioR，　a琵d　r撚漁，撚αra嚢dS．　They　also　c◎魏置月eも◎無刀iSh魚貰n

iabor　during　time　of　peak　demand　and　chronie　shortage，　briRg　in　cash　via　off－farm

employment　or　their　own　business　enterpri＄es，　artd　prepare　food　for　farm　workers　and

family　use．　（Friedland　1991，　Gladwin　1985，　Rosenfeld　1985，　Sachs　1983，　1985）　These

coBtr．ibutiefis　becaiRe　particularly　importarit　dnring　AmericaR　farra　crises　ef　the　198es，

when　rnany　American　women　took　off－farm　jobs　or　increased　their　farm　work　to　make　up

for　thdoss　of　labor　aris㎞g　when　a　spou、se℃ook　an　of｛Lfar血j◎b．（Barlett　1986，　Bokem磁r

＆　Tickaruyer　1985，　FriedlaRd　1991，　Rosenfeld　．i　985）

　　　In　the　eighties　and　nineties　decades　of　the　20　th　century，　social　scientists　anct

hi＄torians　produced　a　substantial　body　of　researehes　demoRstrating　that　farm　women

hav¢beerしもhe　key　par摂cipa繋ts　iR　agr三。．磁もural　Pr◎d蕪。もi（）嚢aRdもhaもthey　have　maCte

essential　eontributions　to　fami｝y　farm’s　economy．　（Fassinger　＆　Schwarzweller　1984，

Retmer　1986，　Sachs　1983，　1985）

　　　Walter　＆　Wi｝seR　（1996）　showed　that　，farm－weraeR　Rct　gRly　have　kept　books，，

produeed　eggs　and　poultry，　and　grown　food　farm　households，　but　have　worked　directly　in

the　fields　as　farm　labor．　Furthermore，　wornen’s　contributions　to　agricultural　produetion

Of艶R　have　been（）Re◎fもhe　keysも（）afarm’s　Geox◎㎞cal　s嚢r燧va1．　OR搬a轟y　farms，　w◎搬¢ガs

egg　and　poultry　enterprises　generated　cash　to　cover　day－to－day　farm　expenses，　and

wome．n　have　typically　been　a　ready　source　of　unpaid　labor　during　seasonal　peaks　in　labor

demand　artct　periods　of　agricukuraHabor　s¢arcity．

　　　Lase｝ey　aRd　Fellows　（1990）　reported　that　in　their　1989　survey　of　ISdidwestern　farra

spouses　nearly　one　quarter　had　increased　the　time　they　spent　maintaming　farm　books　or

working　at　an　off－farm　jobs，　whi｝e　sraaller　numbers　reported　spendmg　more　tirrte　nmwhg

farm　erraRds，　cartRg　for　aiwtials，　er　doing　fi，e｝d　werk．

　　　Despite　farrrt　women’s　diverse　contributions　to　agricultural　production，　a　sexual

磁v重＄めR◎flabor　still　operates◎R　m◎st　fa撒s．　W撮玉e　farm　w◎meR　may　per疲）rm鷲蕊’s

work一一tasks　directly　re｝ated　to　farm　cemruodit：’productioR－farm　meR　rarely　perform
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women’s　work　in　the　farm．　（Roserrfeld　1985，　Sachs　1983）

　　　Whex　farm　w◎灘e嚢are　direc£1y無volved　iR　co㎜戦◎diもy　pr◎由。も圭oR　acもiviti¢s，　they　are

more　likely　to　be　labor－intensive　tasks　rather　than　capitaトintensive　ones．　In　the　few

cases　whek　womeR　take　primary’　responsibility　for　a　co’rrwaodity　productioxx　task　（e．g．，

raising　poultry），　the　task　is　often　redefined　as　housework　（Garkovich　＆　Bokemeir　1988）

　　　Elements　of　domestic　ideo｝ogy　are　sti11　present　in　the　value　as　signed　to　farm　women’s

work　（Flora　＆　JehnseR　1978，　Osterud　1993）．　MeR　supervise　wemeft’s　labor　ar｛d　rrt3ke　the

majority　of　decisions　about　the　use　of　land，　crop，　and　machinery．　（Colman　＆　Albert　1984，

Lastly　＆　Fellowst　990，　Rosenfeld　1985，　Sachs　1983）　And　theugh　women　themse｝ves　value

their　coRtribution　to　farrri　productien，　they　tend　to　eharacterize　it　as　helping－ont　and　to

view　field　work　and　other　men’＄　work　as　necessary，　but　generally　in　appropriate　for

wemeR　tg　do　except　in　times　of　．rteed．　（JelliseR　1993）

Distrib篭目io滋of　s搬al盈lilnited　industries　in　rura叢a互。eas

　　　Secia｝　s　tudies　have　proveR　that　because　of　rural　areastew　secio－econoritic　staRdards

compared　to　those　in　urban　societies，　the　small　and　limited　industries　have　grown　to

beeome　wtdeiy　distributed　in　rura｝　areas．　（RaiRs　＆　Stewart　1987）　The　importaRce　of

these　pr（）jeCtS　are㎞its　role　Of　abSorbing　the　work　f◎rCel　consequently血so｝血g　jobless

prob｝eras　and　inereasing　the　income．　Moreover，　some　experts　have　reeommeRded　that

smali　rural　industrial　projects　shou｝d　be　encouraged　as　an　effective　tool　ln　rising　up

Iife－standards　in　rural　areas　as　they　play　a　very　important　role　in　employment　and

manufacturi難g．　（UN　reporも1988）A蓑◎もher　s綴dy《まid　highhghもthe　f旧徳．もhat　sma王1

industrial　prejects　are　developed　and　infiuenced　by　the　agricultural　policies，　necessary

social　and　infra　＄tructura｝　services．　（Havnevir　＆　Wangw’a　1985）

　　　IR　develop，ing　ceuRtries，　srftall　，i，ndiilistrial　prejeets　rep／　esefit　only　l　e9（6　out　o£　the　total

industries．　Yet，　in　the　developed　courxtries　they　represent　about　45－600／o　out　of　the　total

蹟d臨rial　acも圭職ies．（Kirby＆艶dhdm　1986）The　sa贈a滋hors　als◎sもated　sm認pr（）jecもs

play　an　important　role　in　the　nat；ional　income　and　the　socio－economie　p，rogress　of

developed　countries．

METHODS
　　　Data　for　thig．　study　are　drown　from　focus　groups　and　social　sui”vrey　with　random

samp｝e　from　rura｝　woivieR　who　are　share　per　capita｝　azzd　working　tegether　in　groups，　each

group　had　housing　workshop　or　manufactery，　located　in　rural　and　sub－urban　areas　of

Fukuoka　pre，fecture，　Japan．　The　major　industry　has　been　food　industry　and　its　major　raw

material　has　been　round　farm　products．　We　conducted　twenty－eight　focus　group　sessioRs

aTfiong　rural　women　by　the　helping　of　JA　cooperative　effieials　in　Fukuoka．　The　focus

group’sess．ions　were　conducted　to　help　identify　hypotheses，　to　build　the　survey

㎞s伽me蕊（Q鷺¢sti◎㎜aire　sheeも）to　be　usedβnd　t◎漁魏晦・もhe　r◎1e◎f　rura肇wo獄e一匹

promoting　sma｝1　industries．　we　are　lied　heavily　on　Krueger　1994　suggestions　for

c◎塗ducも泌g　f◇c糠s　groups．　each　s¢g．　＄三（）R圭asもed　apProxま難ate圭y　90憩in稜もes．　in　a（idi蓑。嚢も◎

the　focus　group　we　conducted　mai｝　survey　to　rural　wornen，　who　were　chosen　from　each

group　by　he．lping　of　JA　local　cooperative　development　agents．　We　mailed　the

Q嚢est沁nnaire　sheeもも◎raad◎m　sa．搬μe　fr◎穣294　woraex至（）caむed㎞rural　akd．　s銭b一嚢rban
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areas　of　Fukuoka　areas．

Descrip伽磁sもaもistics　f◎r　all　variables　are畿s　f◎謎◎w：

・　The　dependent　variable　of　the　study　is　wornen’s　level　of　socioeeonomic　participation，

was　measured　by　woman’s　share　per　eapltal　which　included　fpted　and　rtmmg　investment

・0もher賊erdepe簑de薙variables　were　also熱eas疑red　as　f6鼓ow：

一　Woman’s　age　as　years．

一　Level　of　ed’ticatioR　measured　by　years　ef　forraal　educatioR．

一JA　tr翻㎎and　se血lar　programs：蓑㎜1ber　of　training　and　se㎞ar　she　has　attended．

一　Woman’＄　own　laRd　size　by　hectare．

一　Hoitsehold　incorae　was　measured　by．　thousaRd　yeR　monthly　inco，me．

一　Manufa（，rtory’s　benefit　value　was　measured　by　seiling　value　minus　cost　value．

一　MaRufactory’s　｝abor　force　was　measu．red　by　nuinber　of　woraeR　who　were　sharing　per

capital　and　working　in　manufactory．

一　Manufactory’slevel　of　industry　precessing　knowledge　was　measured　by　thirteen　items，

抜ereSpO汁漬α痛waS　aSked　t（）aSSeS　eaCh三もe難by盈diCati難g　agree獄¢繋もOr　diSagree類eRt◎n

an　intensi’ty　scale，　the　responses　to　the　various　items　were　seored　in　such　a　way　that　a

respo簑s¢撫dicaもive　isもhe　m◎sもfav◎撒bまe　a願綴de　was　assigRed癒e　highesもsc（）re（3

points），　whlle　the　response　representi，ng　the　｝east　favorable　attitude　was　given　the　lowest

score　（｝　poinO　and　Reutra｝　（2　points）．

　　　The　descriptive　statistics　for　the　dependent　and　independent　variab｝es　are　presented

in　table　1．　We　conducted　a　reliabvaty　eheck　on　this　scale　and　eaeh　had　a　Cronbach’s

Alpha　（o．f　at　least　＝　O．7）．　Te　eas　e　’the　iRterpretatieR　of　this　scale　we　recorded　the

variabies　so　t’hat　the　higher　the　score．，　the　more　support　there　was　for　the　role　of　rural

woman　and　socioeconomic　activities．　Both　correlation　and　regression　analysis　techniques

were　uti．limed　ix　aRalyziRg　the　eiripi，rical　data．　ParseAs　prodnct　i“omeRt　correlatigB

coefficients　were　used　to　indicate　the　magnitude　and　direction　of　the　associations　or

cevariairice　betweeR　the　depeRdext　variable　aRd　eftch　ikdependent　variable．　Our

regression　analysis　exarnirte　the　effect　of　woman’s　level　of　socioeconomic　participation　in

prom◎も童繋ξ；s獄all　industries　and　ad（簸雛。簑a至iRterdepeRdent　variab圭es，◎ur　analyも圭cal

strategy　is　to　examirte　the　irripact　of　each　indepeRdent　variable　on　the　dependeRt　variable

while　controlling　for　variation　in　other　j．ndependent　variables．

The　flむもed¢（柔嚢at韮。盤這sed㎞撫is　sもudy　i＄as　fo嚢ow：

Table　1．　Description　stat・isties　for　the　dependent　and　independent　variables

Variab｝e MeaR V鍵重翫識ce　　　Sも（蓬．dev．　　鍛㎞絃r雛　　塾護ax勲陰ミ登嚢　　Raitge

Socioeeonornic　participation

Womaxx’s，　age

Level　of頓（蓬“C就io鍛

JA　traming　and　serninar

Farm　land　g．　ize

｝｛◎use｝転（）蓋《薫圭．，ncome

Manufae，　tory’s　benefit　value

Manufactory’s　！abor　force

Level　o£　knewledge

　37．29

　56．4，3

　王L54
　　2．21

　　2．86

182．68

1865．00

　14．07

　27．64

　　471．4

　　　69．44

　　　玉1．29

　　　　0．62

　　　　2．08

iC58C．52

723700
　　　64．96

　　　42．83

21．32

　8．18

　3．3e

　O．77

　　1．42

10L雛
835．38

　7．91

　6．43

10

43

　6
　　．1

0．e）

6薮

430

　4
113

　80
　70
　2e
　　3

　6．3

430

3900

　33
　36

　　70

　27
　　14

　　2

　　5．7

365

3470

　29
　23
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　　：a十baXi十b2×2十b3×3十b4Xt十bsXr）十b6×6十b7×7十bsXs

Where
　　is　the　predicted　value　of　wo．　rnen’s　level　of　socioeeonomic　participation．

Xjs　w◎r嚢a簸’s　age，　X2　is　w（）ma難’s　levd◎f　educati◎rヒ，　X3韮s　JA捻ai鷺i論g　a簑d　semi難ar

prograrns，　X4　is　woman’s　farm　size，　X，，　is　household　incorRe，　X6　is　manufactory’s　benefit

value，　X7　is　maltufaetory．　’＄　｝abor　force　aRd　Xs　is　maitufactory’s　level　of　industry　precessing

kuowledge．

　　　The　coefficient　of　deterlr血ation　R2，　is　ut血zed　to　indicat，e　the　proportion　of　variance

短嶽edepe譲denもvariable　explaine曲yもhe滋depe難de就variab玉es．

REsuL’rs

Focus　group　session　finding＄

　　　We　c◎nd嚢。もed　tweRty－eight　f◎cus　gr◎穫p　sessio難s　wiも澱でa董a難d　s曲一urbaR　women，

who　were　membership　in　JA　eooperative　located　in　Fokuoka　prefecture．　Among　these

即ミ芝ps，　twelve　foc銭s　gr◎叩sess室α簾s　with　rura三wo搬e簑wh◎were　w◎面ゑ9も◎geもher　and

sharing　per　capital　in　group　within　workshop　（Type　1）　and　other　sixteen　sessions　with

rura｝　woi￥ieR　who　were　own，　foed　manufaetery　（Type　2）．　Descriptive　fer　al｝　fDcus　groiip

presented　in　tab｝e2．

　　　Type　1，　showed　that　wornen　as　in　a　systern　of　structural　competently　particular

魚d戚ria蓋z就ion　prob｝er霞s蝋h　pra廊ces，もhey　c◎◎pe麟醗㎞gr◎疑ps諏ge捻嘘y　and　sk患

are　the　requisites　of　workshop　success．　ln　our　discussion，　“1　was　learning　how　to　rnake

Ohagi　frem　speeial　sweet，　bat　1　theugh　iyi　raakixg　it　wtthout　higher　cost　se　1　read　aRd

search　about　information　unt，il　1　innovated　original　way”，　a　woman　said．　Another　woman

said　“1　caR　eam　I　Oe，OOe’一150，000　yell　menthly，　but　I　arft　so　busy　and　eouldn’t　sleep”．　ln　a

session　discussion　a　woman　said　“Japanese　women　in　rural　area　play　an　important　role　in

prornoting　small　industries　and　ixnprovirig　their　household　income　by　using　farm　products

a＄　raw　materia｝　aRd　added　val／ue　processed　it　to　become　a　suitab｝e　food，　moreover　they

ean　rnarketing　it．”　Another　woman　said　“rural　women　can　deve｝oped　coinmodity　for　the

d，iversity　of　coRsumers　Reeds．”

　　　Type　2，　showed　that　womeR　played　mote　significant　role　a＄　a　major　character’s

successfu｝　in　rural　life　and　industriallzatioB．　They　reperted　that　generating　an　income

c．ould　be　more　from　women’s　hebby．　ln　dairy　productioR　and　£oed　processing，　womeft

have　advantages　because　of　their　rnaternal　insttnct　and　intuition．　“Rural　womeR　seekng

Ta嚢》董e　2。至）es《⊃ri茎）謡v（陰＄ome　variab至es　aS　averages致）r畿玉玉fbe幾s　9ご。鞍P　s¢ssi◎Rs

Va践ab圭e
Rural　woraeR　in　focus　gromp　ses＄ions

Workshop Manufactory

Wgraai｝’s　age

Effective　productive　days

Werk’s　hour　wage　（￥）

Leve互of　education（ye鋤
H◎慧seh◎圭d熱co灘e（2◎（｝（）藩）

Project’s　labor　force　（Women）

47
110

35e

　6
163

　4

63

280

sgo
ll

198

22
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T「a糞》置e3．】［）escr量茎）も童ve最）r　prob玉｛きms㎞der蚕g　the　prom◎tion　of　rura1蟄dusもri¢s

Problem　facing　women’s　activities Ofo　of　total　women　nurnber

Lake（）f痘難a益。熱菖t（）魚簸d　m繍繕；c◎s｛；

Lake　of　clients　or　how　to　sell

Increasing　burden　of　taxes

Lack　of　soeia｝　communication

Lake　of　inditstrial　kuow｝edge

increasing　priees　of　raw　materials

Others

2s．oe

19．05

15．48

14．29

1e．71

8．33

7．14

fb鴛h◎w　havεb綴arヒced　pro伽eもi◎n　a簑d艶pr（）duc犠。難もasks㎞もhe　co澱pany”，哉w◎獄a鼓said．．

　　　Concerning　problems　which　facing　women　in　their　activities　and　hindering　the

prometion　of　small　industries　in　rural　and　sub－urban　commurtities，　type　1　admitted　that

em．P1◎yme擁もaRd　p◎pu茎atior｛　gr◎wもh　we聡㎞P◎rtaRもt◎impr◎ve三鉄（沁sもria蕪zaも1OR，　buももhey

stressed　the　limits　of　growth　and　questioned　whether　the　cost　e．xeeeded　the　benefits　of

gr◎wth．“L◎ca粟1eaders　a鷺d　r慧．ral　womer．油dn’t血轡型ct搬疑ch，　bl．1もas盈（藍v棄d慧als　they　had

some　long－stan，dmg　relationship　with　other．　Foeus　group　divided　problems　as：　lack　of

fmancing　to　fund　running　cost，　Lack　of　clients　or　How　to　sell，　inereasing　burden　of　taxes，

lack　ef　interaction　with　official　agents　and　some　of　elderly　had　conservative　idea　while

others　were　selfish．　Hewever，　type　2　a（imitted　that　iricreasing　prices　of　raw　materials，

weak　influence　from　opinion　｝eaders　and　change　agents，　setti，ng　rewards　and　roles　of

erganiz3tioR　and　increasing　burdeR　ef　taxes．　Tab｝e3　describe　the　main　preb｝erRs　facing

women’s　socieeconomic　actl）wities．

　　　Concerning　women’s　proposal　for　solviRg　the　raentioRed　problems，　they　reported

that，　man血ct◎ries　and　w◎rksh◎ps　should　be　sup麟ed　by　3A　c◎◎perativ曲y　ma㎞9

seitmars　and　trairting　programs　for　thern　to　be　able　to　play　their　role　in　developing　area，

tmproviRg　information　about　food　industry　by　developed　commmicatioR　methods　in　rural

area，　advaRcement　ef　indtts，　trial　techriiques，　eRcouragemeRt　of　industrializatioR－related

investment　by　food　industry　and　establishing　a　speei，alized　authority　to　be　entrusted　with

ceordnatioR　betweeR　the　official　agencies，　that　offer　scieAtific　tecimca｝，　fmaRcial，　and

marketing　sewiees，　and　rural　women　who　cooperative　in　promoting　small　industries．

SO¢ia至S穫1vey　fi簸diRgs

　　　Relationships　between　level　of　socioeconornic　participation　and　other　variables　are

shovm㎞table　4．　The　results　of　the　correlation　analysis㎞dicated　signi血cant　correlations

betweenievel　of　rural　weme’lt’s　socioeconomic　participatieR　aRd　eaeh　ef　the　weraeR’s　age，

women’s　farm　size　and　household　ineome．　No　significant　eorrelation’s　were　found

betweeR　level　of　rgra｝　woraeR’s　socioeconoruic　participatioR　aRd　each　ef　women’s　leve｝　of

education，　JA　training　and　seminar　programs，　manufactories　be．　nefit　value，　labor　force

participation　and　women’s　level　of　processing　and　industrial　knowledge’s．

　　　WheR　the　variab｝es　were　subjected　to　raultiple　regressieR　analysis，　it　was　，fouRd　that，

the　sarne　variables　whieh　has　signif7icant　correlation’g，，　had　significant　effects　on　women’s

soeioeconomic　participatioi｝．　The　eight　independent　variab｝es，　takeR　collectively，

explained　73．54C／3　of　the　variaRce　iyi　the　lovel　of　socioecoRgmi¢　participatiox　as　indicated
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Ta嚢｝1e　4．　Coτr磁畿雛◎n　coef姦cie茎遽be蝿weeR　variab圭e　of七熱㊤sも慧dy

V翻ab玉e Y X， X2 X， Xv X，

Woman’s　age　（×i）

Level　of　education　（X2）

JA　traming　and　seminar　（X3）

Farm　land　size　（X4）

蕪ouse蓑。量（1　iRCOXRe（X5）

粥aRU毎伽rゾs　b魚Re蹴v滋ue（X，）

Manufactory’s　labor　force　（X？）

Level　of　knowledge　（Xs）

一〇．6．1寧＊

一　O．08

　0．26

　◎．57零＊

　◎．＄1寧＊

一　o．e3

一　e．16

　0．K

　O．22

　0．03

一　O．18

一　e．3g

　e．e3

一　O．05

　0．14

　1

　0．14　1
　0．01　O．76＊＊　1

－e．02　eol　g．og　l
　o．37　c．e3　一g．es　o．36

　0．06　一〇．13　一〇．27　一〇．14

　0．08　O．45＊　O．34　O．18

1

0．19　1
0．2s　一　o．oJr 1

Note：　＊Statistieally　signif7icant　（ll”〈O．05）．

　　　　＊“　Statistieally　signif7icant　（P〈　O，Ol）．

Table　5．　Regression　coeffieient，　T　values　and　R2　value　for　the　effect　of　the　independent

Variable b B
’1［’ F

Woman’s　age
b£ve｝of　ed登。哉揺◎】k

3Atra㎞g　a戯（蓬s奪舳ar

Farm　land　size

Household　income
Manufactory’s　benefit　value

Manufactory’s　labor　force

Level　of　knowledge

一　O．92＊＊

　0．62

一　5．75

　9．27＊＊

　O．11＊＊

一　O．04

　0．22

　0．08

一　O．35＊＊

　◎。ユ◎

一　e．21

　0．62＊＊

　O．53＊＊

．v．@o．20

　0．08

　0．02

3．IO

O．86

1．ca4

3．67

4．43

1．59

0．67

0．20

9eO6
（）．7婆

1．55

13．47

19．60

2．51

0．5　，1

0，04

Note
Co㎎もanも・＝52．36寧

Variab｝e　on　women’s　socioeconomic　participation．

R2＝O．7354　D．　W．＝2．0794　F＝10．3779＊＊
　＊Statistica皿y　si即ficant　（P＜0．05）．

＊＊　Statistically　signifiicant　（P〈O．Ol）．

b　is　partial　regression　coefficieRt．　B　is　standard　partial　regression　coefficieRt．

by　the　standardized　coefficient　of　determination　（R2）．　As　shown　in　table　5，　the　most

important　variables　were　household　income，　farm　size　and　women’s　age　respectively　as

indicated　by　T　values．

DISCUSSION

　　　On　the　light　of　the　study　findings　a　nurnber　of　observations，　explanations，　implieation

and　conclusions　can　be　presented　as　follow：

一　Rural　women　can　play　an　tmportant　role　in　promoting　small　industries　and　increasing

｝oea｝　ineome　by　using　farra　products　as　raw　materials　aRd　added　values　to　become

processed　fced　aRd　deve｝oped　ceramcdity　fcr　the　diversity　of　coRsgmers　xxeeds．

Moreover，　they　waRted　higher　partieipation　with　opmion　leaders　am，d　change　agents．

一　Focus　group　sessions　reflected　certain　changes　in　women　activities　as　agricultural

producer　on　the　general　forms　und　in　the　off－farm　labor　force．　Also，　they　had　much
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different　set　of　experience＄，　active　in　using　modern　technical　method，　／raanagement

strat曙y◎r　as　successfu1口細（）vaも◎rs　and　tren（iSもOwards　pr◎m◎t㎞9撫e三r　ma簸曲ct◎rieS

and　workshop．

一　The　raain　problems　facing　women’s　activities　and　hindering　the　preraotioR　of　sinall

indu＄tries　are　lacking　of　financing　to　fund　running　cost　（25％），　lake　of　clients　（19e／e），

increas，　ing　burden　of　taxes　（150fo），　lake　of　interaetion　（140／o），　lake　of　knowledge　（110fo）

aRd　increasing　prices　ef　raw　materials　（8fi／o）．

一　The　relative　importance　of　women’s　age，　farrn　size　and　household　income　as

dete’rminants　of　rural　women’s　socioeconomic　participation　evident，　in　this　study，　we

argue　that　the　integration　of　womeR　role　for　increasing　their　effective　partieipatieR　in

socioecoll伽。　issues　as　weU　as血other　co㎜鴫oriented　action．

一　St’udy　fmdiRgs　indicated　that　eight　indepeRdent　vari3bles　iRcluded　in　the　regressieR

mede］，，　taken　together，　exp｝ained　about　three－fourth　of　the　variance　of　the　rurai　women’s

secieecenemic　participation．　The　re｝ative｝y　high　perceRtage　of　the　explained　variaRce

may　due　to　contain　important　variables　in　the　regression　model．　The　inclusion　of　such

variables　in　the　future　studies　may　enhance　our　understanding　of　the　phenomenon　of

rura｝　woraen’s　socieeceRemic　participatieR．

一　The　study　indicated　a　specthe　role　for　Japanese　womart　in　socioeconomic　participation．

On　the　light　of　this　study　we　argue　a　speciiilc　strategy　to　help　Egyptian　policy　makers

responsible　for　developing　＄ma｝｝　industries　in　rura｝　areas．　This　strategy　call　be

smma．rized　as　the　follows：

一Ame難（㎞ent　the　banks　law愛n　order　t◎rea蓋ze　j建sも童ce玉n　pr◎vi（1㎞g　ba薮滋灘慕ser燐ces　and

reconsidering　the　rules　regulating　guarantees　of　loaris．

一Se纐n即p　a伽anci滋凱s鷹毛玉もi◎飛speci曲ed類◎ff鱒㎎10ansも◎womeR，’s　p蛎ects　beside

developing　the　role　of　the　bankng　credit　risk　guarant，ees　company，　and　establishng　a

specialized　bank　fmancing　women’s　workshop　and　manufactory．

一Reg慧1at韮㎎w◎meR’s　act，主v癒es　to　be　a　legal　an曲．麟i加もiona1舳llew◎rk　and類tr◎ducing

their　product・s　into　the　market　in　terms　of　tax　artd　eustoms　exemptions　and　other　related

advantages．

一　Establ，ishing　a　specialized　authority，　tie，　to　be　entrusted　with　coordmation　between　rural

woraen　and　the　official　agencies　that　offer　scientific，　technical，　fmancial　and　raarketing

servlces．

一　Further　studies　still　to　be　done　in　order　to　explain　t，he　factors，　especially　economic

factors，　affecting　oR　srrtall　industry　proj　ects，　ecoRomic　policies　aRd　if［frastructure．

　　　Supporting　smal｝　industry　in　rura｝　area　se　as　to　play　its　role　in　deve｝oping　rural

commurtities　wil｝　be　needed　rural　woraen　as　significant　contmbutors　to　the　econornic　will

beikg　and　improwhg　adequate　living　conditions　for　irural　resideRts．
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