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Abstract

The objectives of this survey were to investigate factors in farmers’ SOCio-economic
conditions, information and psychology related to acceptance of mangosteen picking tools, and
problems resulting in rejection of mangosteen picking tools. The data were collected using an
interview and observation on each individual farmer. The subjects of this study were 75 farmers
who were selected by means of specific sampling methods.

The study on socio-economic factors revealed that most farmers (53.3 percent) were
females. The average age of the subjects was 49.81 years old, most of whom finished primary
school (Grade 4) and were members of a Chemical-free Fruit Club. The average experience in
mangosteen farming was 28.63 years with 3 family members working on the farm. The average
family income from selling mangosteens per year was 107,826.67 baht. Most of them (69.3
percent) did not have to obtain a loan, and received information through training and field trips.
The attitude of most farmers toward agricultural promotion officers was at a moderate level. The
increasing number of mangosteens , mangosteen quality and the ease in using picking tools are
important motivations for farmers to use mangosteen picking tools.

The study on relationship revealed that experience in mangosteen farming, the size of
plantation, family labor, family income from selling mangosteens, activity media, and motivation
had a statistically significant positive relationship with the acceptance of mangosteen picking
tools. The age, being members of a group, debt status, mass media, personal media, and attitudes
toward agricultural promotion officers did not have a statistically significant relationship with the
acceptance of mangosteen picking tools. Champa, Takraw, and Ko. Wo. So.4, harvesting tools,

were accepted by most farmers respectively because of the ease in getting the fruits in the tool and
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more fruits with good quality. Ko. Wo. So. 4 was a tool that gained the least acceptance due to the
difficulty in getting the fruits , making it la time-consuming tool.

The problems encountered by the farmers were: insufficient amount of good quality

' }‘nangostecn for export; lack of labor during harvesting season; insufficient number of agricultural

promotion officers; middleman taking advantage of farmers; unstable prices: high costs of

production factors; and an epidemic of thrips during crop yielding time.
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