HUMANOSPHERE }

KLY £ 1I2& 1) BB A DRER

Rural Credit Unions in Northeast Thailand

KE BHE Akihiko Ohno

Patcharin Lapanun

Kyoto Working Papers on Area Studies No.17
(G-COE Series 15)

January 2009



ZD7u—s90 COE 7 =% v 7 R=n=2 ) —=XF, Tid G-COE 7 = 74 A FCTHE T 2 Fos k%
(Japanese webpage)
http://www.humanosphere.cseas.kyoto-u.ac.jp/staticpages/index.php/working_papers

(English webpage)
http://www.humanosphere.cseas.kyoto-u.ac.jp/en/staticpages/index.php/working_papers_en

©2009

T606-8501

ORI 2 5 X T Bl RT 46
HHESK2EH T 7 2 7 WS PT

TEWT S - B - REE 55T
ISBN978-4-901668-48-4

X OPTRINTEHNECERIZ, EHEFEADODLDTHD .
W7 7RO REZRTLDOTIEHD XA,

IOV —%v 7 _——IF, JSPS Z'u— L COE 7u 25 4 (E-4) :
BRI O 2 His TSl oEhic k> TR nzzdb o TT,



gty 4128 T 2 EHHEGD R

Ky WHE

Patcharin Lapanun

Kyoto Working Papers on Area Studies No.17
JSPS Global COE Program Series 15
In Search of Sustainable Humanosphere in Asia and Africa

January 2009



Patcharin Lapanun™

Rural Credit Unions in Northeast Thailand
Akihiko Ohno”™ Patcharin Lapanun™

Rural microfinance institutions fall into two major patterns: a targeting-the-poor
pattern and an out-reach pattern. The former, of which the Grammen Bank is the most
well-known, is the donor-subsidized organizations. This does not mobilize savings as
financial intermediaries. The latter is self-reliant village banks, or Credit Unions, that
extend loans to the members using locally mobilized savings. This paper examines
three distinct credit unions in northeast Thailand. It has two main purposes; the first is
to investigate the saving behavior of union members that seems anomaly to the
mainstream economic models. The second is to examine the effects of co-existence of
financial institutions. In Thailand there exist several microfinance institutions in a
same village. We show this is likely to jeopardize the saving behaviors of the villagers,
and hence hampers the development of saving unions.
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