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1986 CROP YEAR RICE PRODUCTION SURVEY

During the months of October and November 1986 a team from
the Research and Development Center, Payap University; surveyed
rice production in +the Tambon Wawi and Nam Lang areas of the
Thai—German Highland Development Programme, The survey was
composed of direct measurement of rice yields supplemented by a
questionnaire coverind pertinent variables which may affect rice
production. Details of the survey activities are as follows.

Farmers were divided into two Hroups: those who had
recéived training and inputs (including, but not limited to, rice
seed) from TG-HDP and those who received neither trainind nor
~ inputs. In each project area approximately 100 farmers were
randomly selected for the survey: 50 who had received +training
plus TG;HDP inputs and 50 who had received neither for a total of
200 farmers.

The main (lardest) rice field cultivated by each farmer
selected for survey was identified and measurements were made on
_that field. In that field, three sub-plots each 25 meters square
were chosen to be representative of the different characteristics
of +the field. The rice in each of the three sub-plots was then
harvested and threshed in the field. Thus a total of 75 square
‘meters was harvested per surveved farmer. The drain was later
weighed at the Chiang Mai Fieldcrops Research Center. Weights

were corrected to a standard 13% moisture content.



In addition to directly measuring vields, each surveyed
farmer was asked a series of questions related to rice production
in his fields, e.d., whether he used fertilizer or pesiticide,
the number of yvears the field had been planted in succession,
eteo. Included in the survey questionnaire was a short attitude
survey intended to measure villagers’ feelings toward TG-HDP rice
production improvement activities.

As the survey was not begun until well into the rice
harvesting season, many of the farmers had already completed
harvesting all their grain. Attempts were made to cbtain yield
data from villagers who had already harvested their rice. These
farmers were querried as to the amount of seed they planted, the
total area planted and the total amount of rice harvested in
addition to the other survey questions. Unfortunately, the data
wags not reliable enough to be of significant analytical wvalue.
Although this is an unfortunate state of affairs, it doces
indicate that the trouble and expense of direct measurement of
yields is necessary if useful data is toc be obtained.

Results of the rice survey are presented in two parts.
The first part includes results of surveying farmers who had
received rice seed input from TG-HDP and whg had received
training on rice production from some TG-HDP and/or dovernment
agency. The second part includes results of surveying farmers

who had received neither training nor inputs from TG-HDP.





