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Abstract
176632

The objectives of this research were to study the participatory learning of the farmers in
Farmer Field School, Chiang Mai Province, to find out relationship between personal
characteristics and socio-economic factors and participatory learning of the farmers Farmer Field
School and to identify problems and obstacles of Farmer Field School. The number of samples
used in this study was 110 farmers. Data collection was done through questionnaires. Statistical
techniques used were percentage, maximum and minimum value, arithmetic means, standard
deviation, weight mean score and chi-square test.

From research findings, it was found that most of farmers (69.1 percent) were male with
46 years old in average. Most of them held a primary level education of Prathom 4 and almost
all were married (93.6 percent). All of them had agriculture career and had experience in their
farms with the average of 22.17 years. Land holding size average was 3.13 rai. Household
labor was 1.97 persons in average with no employed labor. Almost half of farmers (49.1 percent)
grew 2 crops all year round. Almost sixty percent of them received agricultural information from
radio broadcasting. For career/occupation memberships, the farmers engaged as occupational
group member with the average of 1.75 groups. Majority‘of them (65.5 percent) had been a
member of Bank of Agriculture and Agricultural Cooperatives. Over half of farmers had very

good knowledge or clear understanding about Farmer Field School.

As for participatory learning, farmers engaged in thinking skills, planning, doing
activities, and evaluation at 38.2,40.9,53.6 and 52.7 percent respectively. Overall participatory
learning was at high level

Hypothesis testing showed that farmer age related to farmer thinking skills. Receiving
agricultural information directly related to ability of thinking, planning, doing activities and
evaluation. Number of family labor was related to planning aspect. Farmer's membership status
related to evaluation skills. Last, farmer s knowledge on Farmer Field School related to
participatory learning on thinking skills, evaluation and all aspects.

Problem and obstacles emerged in this study were local leaders and related
organizations did not give much important to the Farmer Field School. The farmers did not
transfer their knowledge which obtained from the training to their neighbors. Lack of public
relations on Farmer Field School was also mentioned. Government sector should increase the
budget, provide more knowledge and information about Farmer Field School and should select

only the farmer who are interested in the project.





