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ABSTRACT

Abstract of thesis submitted to the Graduate School of Maejo
University in partial fulfillment of the requirements for the

degree of Yaster of Science in Agricultural Extension

ATTRIBUTES OF TECHNOLOGY FOR THREE-BREED CHICK RAISING AS PERCEIVED
BY 'F‘ECHNOIDGY—REJECI‘ING FARMERS IN MAERIM DISTRICT,
CHIANGMAI PROVINCE, THAILAND
By
VANCHAI LOAHASERIKUL
JANUARY 1999
x.

Chairman: Associate Professor Dr.Sunila Thanupon
Department/Faculty: Department of Agricultural Extension,

Faculty of Agricultural Business

The objectives of this research were to investigate 1)
personal, economic, and social characteristics of the farmers
rejecting technology 2) their attribute perception of three-breed
chick raising technology; and 3) their problems and barriers to
adoption ¢f three-breed chick raising technology. The data were
collected from 132 farmers between May and July 1998 by means of
interview schedules pretested for validity and reliability,

o El )
analyzed by the SPSS/PC  program.
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The findings revealed that the respondents had an
average ag2 of 45 years. Most of them attained the 4" grade.
They had an average income of 9,402 baht (in 6 months) and an
average of ? family members. The majority of the respondents had
their own land and used their own funds for farming. They had an
average of 2 years experience in chick raising and 8 times of
contact with the extension officer (in 6 months).

The respondents’ perception of three-breed chick
raising technology was poor in all 5 aspects: relative advantage,
compatibility, complexity, trialability and observability.

The technologies transferred by the extension officer,
particularly brooding technology and debeaking technology, were
found to e complex and to have no relative advantage, no
compatibilil.y with what they have practised, no trialability and
no clear obsiervability; this caused the respondents to reject the

technology f'or three-breed chick raising.



