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The objectives of the stud.v to\."ere i nvest igatJe 1

personal and socio-economic characterist..ics of farmers in Ban Ra .

I,

" ,-,.

process on production planning- ; and 3) problems and
obstacles in

followirlg the production planning as \,'el} as their
recommendations.

The data were collected by means of intervie~'
schedules from 9dJ

farmers engaged in crop l~ultivation, livestock raising,

fisheries, and anal~'zed \.'.i til the use of a
micro-computer SPSS/PC),

The results re\'ealE'{.l that most of the responder ItS were

male, 40 years old on a\'erage, and had complet..ed Grade 4 of
primar~

education. Almost all \,ere marri~i. :lost of them owned the land, la

investment loans ' ! ~J~ ! '. t'
( '

r' I 0:' 1J"l 1 j\ i Jram Agriculture and Agricult..ura



Cooperatives (BAAC). Each family had an average of 4 mem])ers, 3 of

whom c:unt:.ributc~l to :-lost.
"

01 t.heagr ic\! 1 tur(-:! r!?spon(ient.s were

mem}:Jers of the BAAC cl ients , (Jroup; and the rest.., t.he Farm Houswives'

Group and the Agricultura Cooperatives' Group respect.ively.

Concerning the four steps of the decision-making process,

it \vas found that, the respondents considered aspect..s of t,hesome

following steps: identification of problems;search for alternatives;

evaluation of alternatives ; and choice and implementation of

alternatives. the~: didHowever, not consider the aspects of

evaluation of alternatives. It could be, therefore, concluded that

the respondents did not carefully follow the steps of the decision-

which ledmaking to continuous failure in productionprocess

planning.

The problems arid obstac 1 es i n f o 11 owi ng the .~.,
production

planning were:the-respondents' inability to decide what agricultural

activity to out; foreseeinability to future trendscarry in

agriculture; lace of land rights; lack of land ownership;

insufficient agricultural capital.


