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ABSTRACT

Abstract of thesis submitted to the Graduate School Project of Maejo University in partial

fulfillment of the requirements for the degree of Master of Science in Agricultural Extension

INTEGRATED FARMING PATTERNS AND METHODS BY FARMERS
PARTICIPATING IN THE INTEGRATED FARMING PROJECT,
CHAIYO DISTRICT, ANGTHONG PROVINCE
By
LAKANA MANGKORN

MARCH 2002
Chairman: Associate Professor Dr. Numchai Thanupon
Department/Faculty: Department of Agricultural Extension, Faculty of

Agricultural Business

The purposes of this research were to investigate 1) personal, social and
economic traits of farmers participating in the integrated farming project; 2) their
integrated farming patterns and methods; and 3) their reasons for using such integrated
farming patterns and methods as well as economic, social and environmental benefits
obtained. The data were gathered by using interview schedules from 223 samples of
farmers participating in the integrated farming project in Chaiyo district, Angthong
province and analyzed with the use of the SPSS for Windows.

The results showed that the farmers participating in the integrated farming
project were male, 50 years old on average. Most of them were married and had
completed grade 4 of primary education. They had an average of 4 household
members. Average farm labor was 4 persons per family. They had an average
agricultural land of 23 rai, average agricultural incomes of 62,704.04 baht and average

non-agricultural incomes of 13,239.13 baht per year. Most of them were members of the



Bank for Agriculture and Agricultural Cooperatives (BAAC) and had no social position.
They had undergone agricultural training at an average of 13 times in the previous year
and an average of 6 times contact with agricultural extension agents.

The integrated farming pattern and method mostly used by the farmers
participating in the integrated farming project was vegetable + vegetable and the
average area of integrated farming was 22 rai. The water used was from irrigation. Their
main activities were rice and fruit crop cultivation.

The reasons for the farmers’ decision to use such integrated farming
patterns and methods were land suitability, capital, labor and income.

Economic benefits obtained from participation in the project were found to
increase in the aspects of agricultural production, agricultural incomes, children’s
education opportunities, living conditions, and agricultural capital investment. Social
benefits also increased in the aspects of agricultural information access, contact with
agricultural extension agents, relationships with neighbors, and agricultural employment.
However, environmental benefits became worse due to the use of chemicals, more

insects, pests and diseases in the areas, and more water pollution.
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