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ABSTRACT

This research was aimed to find out the farmers’ level oprlaEic%a?oé aGnd0 .f?actors
contributing to differences in their participation in Maega Alternative Agricultural Network for
Sustainable Development. The data were collected by means of questionnaires 46 farmers i.e. in
Tambon Maega and analyzed by using the SPSS PC’.

It was found that the farmers’ overall participation in the four aspects idcntifying
problems, planning and descision making, activity implementing and follow-up and evaluation
was at a high level, average being 3.56 and their level of participation each activity was also high.
Their average score for participation in identifying problems was 3.97; planning and decision
marking, 3.56; activity implementing, 3.38; and follow - up and evaluation, 4.01, out of the total
score of 5.

The hypothesis test with the use of One-way ANOVA of significance level of 0.05
showed that different in income and membership period caused differences in participation in
identifying problems; education level and income, planning; and decision making; educational

level and membership period, activity implementing; and educational level and income, follow-up

and evaluation.



