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Abstract

The objectives of this study were to 1) study the socio-economic characteristics and
farm conditions of Thai native chicken farmers; 2) compare the management systems
for Thai native chicken production between farmers following the Organic Livestock
Standard and farmers using conventional systems; 3) study the relationships between
socio-economic factors and the organic livestock production management; and 4) describe
the problems and suggestions for Thai native chicken production both under the Organic
Livestock Standard and conventional systems.

The samples were 398 farmers who produced chickens in conventional systems,
and 37 farmers who produced chickens under the organic livestock production requirements
stated in TAS 9000-2005. The data were collected by using questionnaires, and were
analyzed by descriptive statistics, independent samples t-test and Chi-Square test.

The results showed that there was a highly significant difference (p<.01) between
the conventional group and the organic group in all seven components of farm management
under the Organic Livestock Standard, namely: 1) animal source; 2) conversion period;
3) animal feed; 4) animal health management; 5) farm management; 6) data recording;
and 7) environmental management. In the conventional group, there were relationships
between the studied factors and all of the organic livestock production requirements
stated in TAS 9000-2005 (p<.05) except for gender, farm holding land and income from
livestock. In the organic group, there were relationships among the social factors and
animal source/origin (x?= 8.931, p<.05),animal health management (y*= 134.215, p<.05),
data recording (yx°= 22.000, p<.05) and environmental management (x°= 12.834, p<.05).
Also there were relationships among the economic factors and animal feed (%= 30.083,
p<.05), and environmental management (y>= 24.153, p<.05). There were no farm management
problems in the conventional group. However, the organic group had problems with a lack
of organic feed suppliers and a lack of markets for organic products.
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