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ABSTRACT

Abstract of special problem submitted to the Graduate School Project of Maejo
University in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of Master of Science in

Agriculture and Forestry Administration

FARMERS’ SATISFACTION WITH AGROFORESTRY
IN MAE HOPHRA PLANTATION, CHIANG MAI
BY

PRAJUAB TRIJAK
OCTOBER 2002

Chairman: Dr.Weerasak Prokati
Department/Faculty: Department of Agricultural Extension, Faculty of Agricultural

Business

The objectives of this research were to investigate farmers’ satisfaction
with total yield increase and sustainability of agroforestry systems, as well as to find out
their technology transfer, production techniques, problems and obstacles. The data
were collected by pretested interview schedule from 40 farmers in Mae Hophra
Plantation, Mae Tang district, Chiang Mai province. The findings were as follows:

A. Personal and socio-economic status

Most of the farmers were male, married, 52 years old on average, had
completed the 4" grade of education, and had an average of 3 household members, all
of whom contributed labor. They had an average of 10 rai of land in the plantation and
11 rai outside the plantation.

They had an average annual income of 30,333.33 baht and an average
household expense of 20,218.75 baht/year. Their annual agricultural expense in the

plantation was 6,657 baht and outside the plantation, 1,973.50 baht.



(6)

The farmers were members of the plantation group, attended all its
meetings, and have been working in Mae Hophra plantation for 14 years. The average
land areas used for planing other crops in their agroforestry systems were 5 rai for rice,
9 rai for corn, 5 rai for groundnut and 10 rai for green gram. Their additional incomes
were from being hired in harvesting agricultural products and others.

The farmers had a high level of satisfaction with production techniques
and application of agroforestry systems and a moderate level with yield increase and
technology transfer, particularly prices and quantities of products and obtaining
knowledge from neighbors.

B. Problems and obstacles

The farmers’ problems were lack of plantation officers to demonstrate or
give advice on agroforesty systems, insufficient water resources, no soil alkalinity test

services, and no marketing services or price-guarantee systems.
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