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Abstract : This study aims at analyzing determinants of non-farming income activities of female farmers, and presenting
how to support their participation in non-farming activities. The result of logistic regressive analysis whose subjects are
female farmers in the Chungnam area indicates that human and economic capital variables that can predict non-farming
income activity participation statistically significantly are persons at the age of 40s to 50s and female farmers who returned
to the rural areas. Farming characteristic variables are households that receive subsidiary and participate in two different
types of farming whose main farming is rice. The female farmers who spend longer hours doing household chores
participate in non-farming income activities more actively. In terms of policy and on-site response variables, the interest
in farming and farming businesses shows positive relation, and that of farming and community organization participation
presents negative relation. These analysis results indicate that the local government must present the policy that can select
non-farming income activity participation groups strategically. This study suggest that it is necessary to expand community
centered-non-farming income activities, and to expand or make laws to support female farmer's participation in non-farming

activities.

Key words : Female farmers, Non-farming income activities, Human and economic capital, Farming characteristics, Policy

and on-site Response
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Table 1. Research methods and procedures
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Table 2. General characteristics of the data analysis
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Table 4. Farming characteristic variables
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