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ABSTRAGT

The objectives of study were : (1) to study the process of
public relations beyond The Farm Forest Plantation Project of
The O0ffice of Khon Kaen Provincial Forestry, mainly to the role of
governmental officers in promoting the project to farmers in
Khon Kaen, (2) to study farmer 's opinions towards the project
and (3) to study the factors effecting farmer’s participation in the
project.

A study of the approach to public relations in the promotion
of The Farm Forest Plantation Project was conducted by collecting
data, employing qualitative research method, from forestry extension
officers, Kham Nan (tambon leaders), village leaders and agricultural

leaders in 17 cases.




In this study, data analysis by descriptive method and a study
of the level of opinion and factors related to farmer’'s participation
in the project was performed with gquantitarive research method by
sampling 343 farmers from 13 Amphurs (sub-~districts) in Khon Kaen
province; 221 of these individuals had participated in the project
and 122 had not. Statistical methods included Simple Random Sampling

and data analysis from percentage, mean, mode and Chi-square.

The findings were as following :

1. The process of public relations of the promotion of The
Farm Poresc Plantation Project was carried out by The Office of
Khon Kaen Provincial Forestry following the policies of the Roval
Forestry Department to promote participantion in the project dﬁring
1994, The Office of Khon Kaen Provincial Forestry distributed the
information throughout governmental units and to farmers: in other
words, at the levels of province, district, sub-district, village,
and finally farmer, respectively. The approach of public relations at
each step included pot only informing by meeting, {In provincial
level launched the information to persuade farmers to participate the
project] but also The O0Office of ¥hon Kaen provincial forestry
distributed information about the project, outside of governmental
channels, through mass media such as radio, television, local
newspaper, exhibition, training and telephone as well. Almost all of
the farmers participating in the project had been informed directly
by person to person; by Kham Nan and village leader 60.9%, by forestry
officers 18.1%, by television 33.4%, by radioc 11.7%, by newspaper 2.9%,
and by exhibition 1.5%. In particular, farmers informed through their
Kham Nan and village leaders requested the government to provide

seedlings and a market, as well as support to organize farmer groups.




2. Geperal data of farmers in Khon Kaen province was : 63.3%
male; average age 48.8 years old; educational level from primary
school 76.4%: being member of a project once, being trainee average
once; average income 53,289 baht/year; average number of labourers
in household 3, an being exposed personality. In the case of farmer’s
: participation in The Promotion of The Farm Forest Plantation Project,
general data of the participants was : aged 49-94 years old, educa-
tional level was secondary school, being member of a project once :
being trainee 6 times, an being exposed personality; average income
33,001-66,000 baht/year; size of land holding 41-771 rais; using many
types of wood, number of labourers in household more tham 3; Of polled
farmers who agreed with the project, 75.8% were participants (and
24.,2% non-participants). 0f polled farmers who disagreed witﬁ the
project, 51.0% were participants (and 49% non-participants) Further-
more, in the details ofthe project, the participants would disagree
with principles reasons and objectives of the project an average of
67.0%, and Secondly with promotion, monitoring and other aspects an
average of 65.9%.

(3) Eight statistically significant (.05) factors affecting
project participation of farmers were : education level, social
status, opinion level, personality, size of land holding, channel of

information, validity of information and relative advantage.




