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Evaluating the effectiveness of government policy to push redundancy and unemployed

workforce back to agricultural sector : Impact of Thailand economic crisis.
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Abstract

Results of 1,307 interviews using Multi-stage sampling technique show that 56,7% of the
population sample are male with 33.87 average age and primary education; more than half of
them were married with 2.79 children on average and most lived in nuclear family. 71.5 percent
were blue collar workers with average monthly income of 8,303 Baht and averape monthly
household income of 17,069 Baht. 32.7 percent had to send back to their families annually
about 9,594 Baht. 58.4 percent of the unemployed did returned to the agricuitural sector.
Moreover, 71.2% stated that they did not want to return home after being laid off as they had no
land to work on and they were aiso used to the urban lifestyle as well as being ashamed to meet
their relatives and neighbors. As for those who are presently in the agricultural sector. 30.7%
stated that they would go to work in the city in the future.

Analyses of factors affecting the propensity to return to agriculture sector after being laid
off reveal that those with the following characteristics : less monthly income, less average
working days per week, were non-buddhist, had more average monthly household income, more
average working weeks per month, more senior, were blue collar workers, had own place of
residence, did not have to pay rent, had applied for job more often since the economic crisis, lived
in extended families with greater number of family members, did not have to send money back,
had higher level of education, more average working month per year , had more children, had
more desire to return to the agricultural sector than those with opposite characteristics.

As for the household economic situation, the analyses show that 59.5% of the sampled
population were involved in rubber plantation, followed by rice farming and fruit orchard. 24.2%
had second occupation and 17.7% went to work in other areas with the majority going for a short
regular stints. The majority held permanent land title deed document compared to other forms of
deed documents. On average, they held 5.14 rai of land with land deed and had average
household monthly income of 12,594 Baht. Of this, 9,385 Baht came from agriculture. 34.3%
had debts with the Bank for agriculture and cooperatives with the average amount of debt equally
33,063 Baht, 15,1 percent of these debtors said they could not pay their debts, in addition, 26.2%
of the sample stated that they did not have the potential to suppoit the workforce returning to the
agriculture sector and 58% said they had little potential to do so.



Analyses of factors affecting the potential of the agriculture sector to support the work
force resulting from lay-off and redundancy show that those who were younger, with lower
education, and had less average monthly household income from agriculture would have greater
potential to take up the returning workforce than those with opposite characteristics.

Therefore, as long as the image of agricultural employment could not match those of
other occupations both in terms of uncertain income and the difficult nature of the work with the
uncertainty of incomes arising from the variability of weather which continued to create debts for
farmers making them incapable to take wup the returning workforce and with the labour force
outside agriculture sector showing no desire to return to the agriculture sector ; the government
policy to push the unemployed and redundant labour force back to the agriculture sector appears

to have little chance of success.
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