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ABSTRACT

This research is the qualitative research which the data was collected by in-depth
interview and the non-part-icipant observation. The objectives in this research were : 1) to study
the pattern of participatory commusnication of farmers in Mae Ta sustainable agriculiure network
in Mae Ta; 2) to study the level of participatory communication of farmers in Mae Ta sustainable
agriculture network in Mae Ta; and 3) to study the network of Mae Ta sustainable agriculture that
comes from the participatory communication of farmers in Mae Ta sustainable agriculture
network in Mae Ta.

The study found that most of the participatory eommunication of farmers in Mae
Ta sustainable agriculture hetwork in Mae Ta in the network meeting was the indirect
participation pattern which each group sent the representatives to attend the network monthly
meeting; if it is the general network meeting. It was found that it was the direct participation
which every network member attended the meeting,

The level of participatory communication of farmers in Mae Ta sustainable
agriculture network in Mas Ta from this research found that the farmers in the network
participated at high level or participated as the sender, the producers, the coproducer or the
performance.

Other factors that support the participatory conmmunication of farmers in Mae Ta
sustainable agriculture netwbrk in Mae Ta was the meeting atmosphere, the characteristics of
communication and the ways of the familiar communication. It was also found that the network

members' participatory communication increased when the participatory communication was at
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the level of the planners or the policy maker particularly in the point of participation in listing the
meeting agendas.

It was found that the devclopment of the network of Mae Ta sustainable
agriculture that comes from the participatory communication of farmers were the participation of
determining the network purposes, setting network goals and objectives in direct participation
form. For creating and developing operation plans of the network and the resources development
and the investnent resources of network were in indirect participation form.

The researcher suggested to Mae Ta sustainable agriculture network to build the
good atmosphere in the meeting for supporting more cooperation in the communication by sitting
on the floor and let the network members to take a chance to determine the meeting agendas.
They also suggested other organizations and agriculture networks to use the standard checking in
standard establishing of their groups or their networks and use the method of Mae Ta Sustainable
Agriculture network meeting to apply for establishing the cooperation In communication. And
they also suggested the agricultural extension officers to study characteristics of agriculturists’
assembly and the topic of farmer’s interests, to accept of farmers’ opinions and to manage the
informal discussion in order that the governiment officers could understand the farmers better and
can use these to be a guide for developing agriculture according to the needs of the farmers. The
further research should study the factors conceming to the cooperation in communication and
study its development by using participatory action research in order that researcher could have a
brainstorming, exchange experience with other communities, groups or networks and to know the

way of participatory communication development.



