unfiage .
T.154996
» » «
° aw o et -] o b4 -t Vg
umii: MsRealiagussasdmefnuImgAnssunIs 1gsall Anuuazns
Y 4 1Y o c L4 ' [ - =y
fuf Merumsnil  eaenIuANNAURNUTITHINMsTuiuasngAnsTuMs IHmanT
Uswiagivveanyasasmtiuth s dwamill Suneassazine SanTadoaln
ad av . o_a o o 3 . sy Vo a
IEn30e; Aiunmisdumaiveyalunqulszainsnldsunmsasremansnyly
~ A A o o ° b 4 b4 ‘ w Yy
[BoARIBIRBUANNIWUS 2546 $1UU 102 AU Ysznoumsyeyadiuyana Msiuideyan
1 P o ] as 4. as y.s' ar 4 | - [y
Ynmsinniumsaidsiudazie  mssudinernudssTeninas Inyveamaaiidiudag
-~ yé o -t as =y a ¥ ) [ -~ e‘:
Ay anuinoriumseiidswdagie tazwganssumslymsiaiidsudagisuona iy
' 1:1 ) ' q'y [ 1;’1 ° a L8y - -
apunBUNIS ¥ sEnIens s uwagndins1ld Taoimslinswrveyalasnmsuniaannud
. - " A e e o ‘ [y ~ ’
Yoz Aunde AudoauuNATz tasmANudiussznamsiuils: lowiuas Inyves
« o < = o o & * w o
nmslFmsmiitunganssunsldasiall uazanuduiusiznnmnuifuwganssums 14
®131A3IA20 Correlation 38 ANOVA ' |
wamsivn: wun  missuiteyavnmsinvrdumseiivsudagRsnnurasdeya.
a' ] 1 ar & 9 - <t o« Y 1 4'4 @
uardednn q veunwasnsegluszauihunandanies laslimsivveyarnmsnnaning
nnfige  andenisveimvesinmsiinasessavanudilivesnyasnsuazmnsai
Y 7o ¥ = v - A - “ 1% .y =
nlfszlonidunsiFmsmiilsudngisunniigade meutinlumiin inuasnsiina
I o s P o -~ (Y] ' :l 0 =
fuazmsiuulss lomiuaz Tnpveamstadiluszdvin Tasnuasnsfiluedad imndaas
wiiessemi il lomadudaasialinuazazimsazaulusunie  nuasnsaulnge
a - J 9/ - -1 1 a’ aa s ™)
aanfvaansenszdesnould uazlianuulwiemilusaninaalitanudanu
. Y (o aakl ¥ b ‘o v N d o L [ e
minzay ¥l ldgndewad miadelivinaianiivieuon  inuasnsanlngl
¥ vt U N Y ° Yy oo 4w =
armdsams iliynaa wu imihineas inldmsuuztihnnudmuan 9 nefuamsai
=9 a < ° Af o v 2R ~ o + ~
uazidenamiulumnivauaiiomimuizanlunsidanuiuninuasns Taevia lunaasii.
o .: : Y M b g a ¥ ) as & 3
dnuaziomdu q wWhledw Aunganssunmislgmsmldsiufagivvounyainsnouns
Waal senhamislfmsindl uazvdsms 19msindl nasnsiimsUfiangndesluszdy
- ava Y o o b - Y o P ¥ & a Y
nansefiinedagndeiyaaiinzdesfoifordumanil  oncduluGesnsaathouds
IS v d’ ¢=;A= 1 =)
Woundiuiundanumsindl
o w o ' v ¥ o < ¥ = a ¥
anuduutsennansiuddsy lominaz Inyveams 1densial uazwganssums 1%

o

< @ -~ . 9! d'i = s -~ * ¥ o W
mnailswdagisuounuasng wudl Mssu lusssmaallsiudagiryiolinisdiie

w &

ar } =t -4 <t o o a ' = - -~
uunsdagirldmadsiass  TanuduiusiungAnssunoums lgmaniliiudag e



T 154996

:«’ [ w @ o 4 [l as o o v a
vemivhinuanuduiusiudeduy q dawsnuduiusszninanuiuarwganisuns 14

-~

msieldsfagnsveunaIns  wull  AnNinedumsmiilsudagNrusunuasns

LY ~

anuduiusrarenganssuluszniuns ldmaniivennyasns  aoniitisddanendan

o

szAv 01 ua lufinnudumiusiunganssuneutasudsl¥msmiiveunvaing

¥y ¥
o

aw a .« o -~ & . -
agy : waninnisIteadaimannsaeri U4z Temilunis dawd iy

v .

AWABINTS WudunwAsnIinsSuideyatiaisfuanuaisnidswdagirnndaing

v Ry

t <'l yd'a < )

vinadeseaniaug  luvazinguivewiulugusuudilisninadeninivaya

s WiFlumsU§iResannnidedu sdnlsimumsfinuasnsiissiuanuiiazms
%”us:'ﬁfiam’haqatfut)"aﬁ'aaﬂmsﬁﬂuﬁﬁmﬁmﬁu‘luﬁ'mﬂi)ﬁuﬁaxdwaiﬁ’tﬁﬂﬂmla“mﬂﬁou
woAnssuflosaivAngyn el
| Introduction: This research aims to study the perception regarding the use of pesticides
in agriculture. Raselinc knowledge and the relationship between perceptions and usc of pesticides
of fanmers in Ban Pa Phai, Tambon Mac Pong, Amphoc Doi Saket, Changwat Chiang Mai werce
explored. .
Methods: We randomly sampled blood for pesticide levels in our target population of
102 individuals in February 2003. We also explored a standard questionnairc to obtain gcogiaphic
information. basciine knowledge regarding pesticides. including risks and benefits, and details
regarding behavior during, before, and after pesticide use. Data analysis calculated the statistic
valuc i.c. frequency, percentage, average, standard deviation for geographic information
perceptions knowledge and behavior of pesti¢ide uses. The relationship between perceived risks
and benefits of pesticides use and pesticide use beliavior was analyzed using correlation and
ANOVA.

Results: Our data illustrates a medium to high level of baseline knowledge regarding usc

of pesticide in our study population. Most information about pesticides was obtained from radio.
Howewver. the most influential source of information for our cohort was from other members of
the neighborhood. Most farmers surveyed about blood checking since February 2003
acknowledged prior experience with pesticide use. Most agreed that the introduction contained in
the label was clear, appropriate, and enabled them to properly use the product. However. a
common complaint was that letters on the label were often small and difficult to rcad. Most
farmers surveyed however still did not feel comfortable using pesticides on their own and
indicated a desire for further education by a trained agriculturist.

With regard to behaviors prior to, during. and after pesticide usc. most farmers surveyed
behaved appropriately except in adequately denoting arcas where pesticides had been applicd.

The relationship between the perceived risks and benefits of pesticide usc reported that
the most widely cited perceived benefit of pesticide use in our cohort was its effectiveness in
quickly climinating insect pests. [t also related to only the prior pesticide use behavior such as not
using hand to stir to chemical substances. not open the container cover by mount. use the stick to

stir the pesticide before use, check the readiness and completion of tools and equipment before
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usc, and read the label and practice correctly according to the instruction on the label (p 0.02)
whereas no relationship with other period. The link between pesticide knowicdge and use was
also cxplored in this project. Baseline knowledge of pesticides most strongly corrclated with
behavior during pesticide use such as wearing the appropriate long sleep shirt and trousers. hat or
head protection. shoés. and lct the children or pets out of the spraying arca at the statistic
significant (p 0.01). However. it has no affected to prior and after pesticide use of the farmers.

Conclusion: From this study onc of the very important issuc we learned that the farmers
can get the information about pesticides from radio more than any I\:ind of Chunncls. By the way.
they could understand and had benefits from neighborhood more than other Kind of channels of
communication.

However, this result of research confirmed that although the farmers are high level of
knowledze percepticn of pesticide use but it was not lead to good practice or good behavior so it

should input morc effort and work more clusely with the farmer if we aim to make change.





