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 The objectives of the study of key success factors in the organic agriculture 

policy implementation was to identify  problems of, obstacles to and restrictions on the 

putting the national organic agriculture policy into practice, to evaluate the success 

factors of implementing the organic agriculture policy, and to propose an organic 

agricultural policy model for sustainable policy implementation.

 The unit of analysis that the researcher used was organic agriculture projects 

implemented in all parts of Thailand. This qualitative research included both 

documentary  and field research. The documentary research concerned organic 

production, domestic consumption and export worldwide, specifically, ASEAN, 

Thailand’s agricultural evolution, stakeholders, certifying bodies, standards, and the 

market of organic agriculture. The documentary research revealed the factors 

contributing to obstacles and restrictions of the for sustainable development policy  on 

organic agriculture in Thailand.

 The field research included observation and in-dept interviews of the key 

informants throughout the organic agriculture supply chain. Interviewed participants 

were divided into 5 groups: 1) The production group, i.e., organic rice, organic 

vegetable, organic fruit and organic aquaculture; 2) the buyer group: organic rice 

processors and distributors; 3) public and private certifying bodies; and 4) 



government agencies concerned, i.e., Ministry  of Agriculture and Cooperatives and 

Ministry of Commerce; and the civil society, including consumers and universities.

 The information for the key informants, included their opinions and 

expectations of the organic agriculture policy and strategic plans, progress in policy 

implementation, obstacles to and restrictions on the implementation of the national 

organic agriculture policy. Triangular method was used to verify the data, and content 

analysis was made to find out the results.

 It was found that the national organic agriculture policy implementation 

progressed satisfactory. However, there still remained many obstacles and restrictions 

in practice. In fact, the entrepreneur’s leadership, business structure, capital, 

commitment and lifestyle affected the success of the organic agriculture policy 

implementation.

 The researcher proposed the organic agriculture policy  implementation model. 

The policy recommendations concerned. The policy structure and planning. 

Regarding, the policy  structure, the organic agriculture department set up  to handle 

the policy structure and planning. There should be unity and continuity in policy and 

implementation. The budget from the chemical and fertilizer import taxes should be 

used for local organic agriculture markets. Some measure should to increase the 

entrepreneur’s motivation. There should be one standard for each organic product and 

procedures should be practical for the Thai context.

 In policy  planning, there should be an organic agriculture road map and all 

stakeholders should be involved contributed, there should sufficient resources, liberal 

participation, development of the organic agriculture process, the production, the 

manufacture, the distribution channels and logistics, suitable marketing strategies, 

positioning and branding.

 It was recommended that  human resources should be trained to have a good 

knowledge of organic agriculture throughout the supply chain. The budget allocation 

should be project - based and practical research should be financially supported. 

Organic products needed to be made to differ from conventional products. There 

should be PR for organic branding. A course on organic agriculture should be 
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designed to educate the people. Future research should study international success 

cases of resource funding, organic supply chain management in order to adapt to the 

Thai’s context.
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CHAPTER 1

INTRODUCTION

 This study dealt with key success factors in the organic agriculture policy 

implementation. In this research paper, the origin and significance of the 

implementation of Thailand’s national organic agricultural policies were thoroughly 

explored, evaluated and analyzed. The objectives of this paper were to find out  what 

exactly  were the problems of, obstacles to and restrictions on the success of organic 

agriculture policy  implementation and to suggest on how the policy should be 

reviewed or how to a new policy should be set to be more beneficial to Thailand.

1.1 Origin and Significance of the Problem

 In the past, the agricultural industry played a major role in contributing to the 

country’s economic growth, accounting for a large amount of the revenue. This was 

evidenced from import and export statistics collected for years by  the Ministry of 

Commerce, which reported that  the volume of agricultural products and other related 

products was increasing continuously. Such products in the agricultural industry 

included rice, rubber products, canned seafood products, for instance. 

 Currently, agricultural products are a main contributor to the revenue of the 

country. Due to the increasing pressure of capitalism, the view of Thailand’s 

agricultural industry has been changed. People in the agricultural industry have been 

perceived as hard working laborers rather than agriculturalists. However, as seen in 

Table 1.1, which presents the change in Thai import and export values in 1999 and 

during 2004 - 2012, growth in the agricultural markets is not stable.   



Table 1.1 Values of Export Goods

 Value: Million Baht

Export Goods 1999 2004 2005 2006 2007 2008 2009 2010 2011 2012

Canned 
seafood and 
seafood 
produce

76,438 90,688 100,284 113,050 109,024 128,923 126,692 130,086 152,080 161,536

Rice 73,812 108,328 92,993 98,179 119,215 203,219 172,207 168,193 193,842 142,976

Fresh 
prawns, 
chilled and 
frozen 
prawns 

48,348 32,530 37,730 42,828 42,418 42,755 46,088 53,023 52,101 45,184

Hevea 
Brasiliensis

43,941 137,454 148,679 205,483 194,338 223,628 146,188 249,262 382,903 270,153

Rubber 
products

- - 94,094 117,269 125,960 149,894 152,799 203,428 253,054 259,823

Source: Information Technology and Communication Center, Office of the 

Permanent Secretary, Ministry of Commerce, 2012.

 As pressure of capitalism increases, there has been growing need for changes 

in the agricultural industry. For example, change has been made in agricultural 

production. Until now chemical fertilisers, chemical substances and insecticides have 

been widely  used to increase produce. The production methods in rural areas has also 

changed. Methods supported by  either investors or large - scale enterprises have been 

adopted. Unlike in the past, agriculturalists now are contract workers and laborers 

hired by investors or large - scale enterprises. As a result, the original farming 

methods have been lost. There is a driving force for the country to become more 

developed to achieve the same economic growth as Western countries. New methods 

for agricultural production have, however, some negative effects on the society as 

well as on natural resources which have not  been well cared for and have been 

wastefully used. On top  of that cultural values have been slowly vanished due to 

capitalist influence.
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 Previously, Thailand’s development plans mainly focused on the nation’s 

economic prospect and growth, as shown in the First and the Second National 

Economic Development Plans (1961 - 1966 and 1967 - 1971). It was the 3rd National 

Economic Development Plan (1972 - 1976) that both economic development and 

social development received similar high priority. However, the 4th National 

Economic Development Plan (1977 - 1981) implemented during the time of the World 

Financial Crisis and the uprising of communism brought about changes which shaked 

the nation’s stability. The fact that the industrial sector expanded much more than the 

agricultural sector led to the development of the 5th plan (1982 - 1986), which 

emphasized the development of rural areas to avoid excessive use of natural resources 

and other consequences. The 6th development plan (1987 - 1991) was specifically 

designed to solve the on - going economic problems at  that  time and to build the 

nation’s financial stability. The plan emphasised the importance of expanding the 

economic structure along with stabilizing the nation’s financial status.

 Certain measures were imposed to achieve sustainable development and to 

prevent the loss of social values. Recently, many international and local organizations 

have worked towards preserving and slowing down the consumption of natural 

resources. Therefore, their experiences were studied adapted to suit the Thai culture. 

Furthermore, agricultural methods to increase the production of quality produce have 

been adopted in order to increase in production. Greater importance has been given to 

small - scale agriculturalists whose production methods are more environmentally 

friendly, rather than to larger scale agriculturalists who might be influenced by 

investors. At the same time, attempted have been made to increase produce that meets 

international standards. Food safety methods have also been used. It is more evident 

that organic agriculture is an alternative method which can contribute to the national 

economic stability. 

 Thus, organic agriculture became part of social and economic development in 

the 7th National Development Plan (1992 - 1996), which apart from focusing on the 

traditional method for continuity of the national economic growth, emphazised 

extending the development plan to the rural areas, upgrading agriculturalists’ skills, 
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work ethics and way of living, greater care for natural resources and the environment, 

as well as strengthening state enterprises. A significant change occurred in the 8th 

National Economic and Social Development Plan (1997 - 2001). Attempts were made 

to develop the nation through the assistance of the people. 

 The 9th and the 10th National Economic and Social Development Plans (2002 - 

2009 and 2007 - 2011) were set, following King Bhumibol Adulyadej’s philosophy of 

sufficiency economy, which takes a balanced approach in all aspects of life. In 

following the King’s philosophy, the committee of the National Economic and Social 

Development Board re - evaluated the development plans, taking into consideration 

the current globalization trend without forgetting the roots of Thai culture. A vision 

plan was drafted that Thailand would be a developed country in 2027, with the belief 

that the vision could be achieved as Thai people were proud to be Thai, lived with 

generosity and sincerity based on the principle of self - sufficiency, adhered to 

democracy  and good governance. Thailand would have complete fully public 

infrastructure, healthy environment, environmentally  friendly food, and energy 

stability, and ability  to compete in the international arena (Office of the National 

Economics and Social Development Board, 2008)

 Thailand’s public policies aim to enhance agricultural production and the 

economy growth. Its development plans mean to add strength to each region so that it 

can compete with other nations. It also aims to increase the knowledge of society  to 

be able to make changes more effectively and to keep up to date along with other 

nations. The development plans also aim to achieve equality of people within the 

society. The government sees the importance of the environment. So it wants to 

strengthen communities and gradually develop local people in rural areas, whilst also 

maintaining the Thai cultural lifestyle. Sustainable use of natural resources for 

constant development. Good governance is an important aspect in whatever 

department implementing the plans. With good governance, the nation will be able to 

develop with greater strength and stability. It allows the people to stay in a balanced 

state of responsibility (Prawet Wasi, 2002, in Research Institute of Public Health, 
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2003). Most important, focus is on organic farming to reduce the dependence on 

chemicals. 

 Organic agriculture will help revive the ecosystem and nutritions substances in 

the soil. Quality  and knowledgeable agriculturalists who are self - reliant is another 

factor that contributes to the stability of the nation’s economic development. 

Recently, there have been changes in social values and lifestyles worldwide. For 

example, people are now more enthusiastic in choosing clean, healthy and 

environmentally  friendly foods. This attitude has led to an increasing demand for 

organic agricultural produce both within and outside of the country. Thailand’s 

National Food and Agriculture Institution has confirmed the possibility of success in 

organic farming by  reporting that the prices of organic products increased from US

$11 billion in 1997 to US$45 billion in 2007, which quadrupled in ten years and was 

likely to increase continuously (FAO, 2013). 

 The export value of organic agricultural products in 2000 rose for many 

countries, such as Germany  ($US 2,128 million), the United Kingdoms (US$986 

million), Italy  (US$879 million), France (US$846 million), Switzerland (US$457 

million), the United States of America (US$8,000 million) and Japan (US$350 

million). The FIBL and IFOAM  evaluated the organic agricultural global market in 

2001 and found that sales in the main markets increased, such as the United States of 

America (US$15.7 million), European Union (US$16 million), Germany (US$5 

million), and France (US$2.8 million). The data from other countries across the globe 

also showed an increase in the sales volume of organic products due to their becoming 

more easily accessible and, importantly, more popular among buyers who considered 

them as one of their primary choices. 

 Thailand is rich in natural resources, making it dominant as an agricultural 

country. It has good soil and water, highly skilled labor in the agricultural industry. 

Thus, support from the governmental policy is important to enhance the agricultural 

industry and to develop informative agriculturalists and high - quality machinery to 

harvest quality  produce. Increasing the product value will lead to the stable and 

sustainable growth. The Office of Agricultural Economics (2012) found that all land 
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used for agricultural benefits in Thailand in 2009 was 149,693,871 rais in total, but 

organic agriculture covered only 18,498,160 rais (Vitoon Panyakul, 2010). Based on 

such data, it has become even more evident that the movement towards organic 

agriculture is becoming more dominant within the country. Therefore, this is an 

opportunity to extend the development policy to cover organic agriculture in order to 

increase the quality and quantity of produce. 

 Organic agriculture in Thailand is still in their early  stages, when compared to 

other countries, such as the European Union and the United States of America. 

Although the organic agriculture market is considered to be a new market for 

Thailand, there is great prospect of achieving a world renowned country  in 

agricultural industry in the future, for the demand for organic products has increased. 

However, because there is not high competition in the international arena, it is an 

opportunity for Thailand to become a leading nation in producing organic products in 

the region. 

 The organic agriculture policy which encouraged diverse farming began with 

the 50th Cabinet led by Mr. Chuan Leekpai in 1992. Organic agriculture has been in 

the national development plans since then: Even in 2015 when the General Prayut 

Chan-o-cha Government headed the government, the organic agricultural policy is 

still dominant.

 Even though organic agriculture is a rosy prospect in developing the country, 

the policy may not be successful at the expected level, as there have been agricultural 

problems that have piled up over the years. Problems concerned the policy  itself, 

which has promoted growing only one type of produce, and the farmers who have 

been more familiar with using chemicals in farming, to maximize produce and 

minimize human labor, compared to organic farming. There also seems to be a lack of 

information regarding organic agricultural methods, and farmers have not been 

promoted to have enough enthusiasm for organic farming. 

 Thus, the study of key success factors in the organic agriculture policy 

implementation was very theoretically  beneficial. It was interesting to how much the 

key success factors influenced the organic agriculture policy implementation. The 
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researcher believes that entrepreneurs play  a part in the success of the organic 

agriculture policy implementation. Therefore, they have been throughly  evaluated to 

find out the degree of their support for the organic agriculture policy so as to propose 

a policy theoretically  and practically useful for future generations. Moreover, the 

research results will be useful for formulating the most successful organic agriculture 

policy. The organic agriculture policy is still a new policy, which receives a lot of 

attention; therefore, further research on more factors contributing to the success of the 

policy should be studied and practical success should be evaluated. The data gathered 

from this research can also be beneficial to set other development policies, such as the 

SME trade policy.

 

1.2 Research Objectives

1)  To identify problems of, obstacles to and restrictions on the 

implementation of the national organic agriculture policy; 

2) To evaluate the success factors of organic agriculture policy 

implementation;

3) To propose an organic agricultural policy implementation model for 

sustainable development.

1.3 Research Questions

1) The government has given importance to the organic agriculture policy and 

the national strategic plan, accordingly the following questions are raised.

(1) To what extent has the implementation of the public policy on organic 

agriculture progressed? 

(2) What are the problems of, obstacles to and restrictions on 

implementing the national strategic plan on organic agriculture? 

2) Which factors have contributed to the success of organic agriculture policy 

implementation?
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3) What is the suitable policy implementation model for sustainable policy 

implementation?

1.4 Scope of the Study

 The research focused on the organic agriculture policy implementation. 

However, it analysized and evaluated only the organic agriculture strategic plan 

during 2006 - 2009, the 1st national organic agriculture development strategic plan 

(2008 - 2011), and the draft of the the 2nd national organic agriculture development 

strategic plan.

1.5 Expected Outcome

1.5.1 Practical Benefits

1)  Problems, obstacles and restrictions related to the implementation of 

the national organic agriculture development strategic plan will be revealed.

2) Stakeholders in the public and private sectors, including the civil 

society can use the knowledge from the study to formulate an effective strategy or a 

policy on organic agriculture.

 1.5.2 Academic Benefits

 1) Understanding the factors contributing to the success of the organic 

agriculture policy implementation and obtaining. A model of organic agriculture 

policy implementation.

2) The conceptual framework, theory, and the research methods in this 

study are applicable to other research on public policies in the field of public 

administration.
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CHAPTER 2

LITERATURE REVIEW AND CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

 In this chapter, the concepts of policy implementation and success factors of 

policy  implementation, sustainable development, organic agriculture and its 

evolution, sustainable agriculture, the organic agriculture policy  and results of its 

implementation are reviewed. Also, the key issues of the strategic plan for the 

development of organic agriculture (2006 - 2009) and the first National Organic 

Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2008 - 2011) are presented, including 

relevant previous research conducted inside and outside Thailand.

 Moreover, the existing models of policy implementation are reviewed, most  of 

which focus on mainly the organization performance that affected the policy 

implementation. However, the researcher wants to prove that entrepreneurs who are 

the smallest unit  of the supply chain also play an important role in the implementation 

of the policy. 

 Since the sustainable development and the organic agriculture concepts 

require a holistic approach, it  is necessary to review previous approaches in order to 

formulate the framework of this study.

2.1 Concept and Success of Policy Implementation

 The details of policy implementation and success factors in the 

implementation process are as follows.

 2.1.1 Policy Implementation

 Various scholars define policy implementation differently. Some define it as a 

method of carrying out the policy (Dror, 1968); others consider various activities 



which focus on achieving the policy goals. These activities include interpretation and 

understanding of the policy, putting the policy into practice, organizational support 

and practices, and other planned activities (Jones, 1970). Still, some scholars defined 

it as an attempt to make decisions about organization capability, with the combination 

of people and resources in a cohesive organizational unit to motivate employees to 

work towards achieving the organizational goals (Williams, 1971). Others define it as 

the interaction between the goal setting and actions of the organization to achieve 

mutual goals, including the ability of the people in the organization who do the 

organization work to meet the ultimate goal.(Pressman and, Wildavsky, 1973). Policy 

implementation is also defined as an action which affects the achievement of 

objectives before a decision to finalize the policy (Van Meter and Van Horn, 1975). 

 Policy  implementation is sometimes regarded as a part of the political process 

that requires negotiation, exchange of benefits and compromise (Bardach, 1977). It is 

a step between the policy  formation and the outcome of such a policy on the society 

(Edwards, 1980). It is an important step in the public policy process and is the 

adoption of previous policies to achieve the objectives of the policy  as decided by 

those who establish the policy. It requires collaboration of government organizations 

responsible for implementing the policy. On the other hand, the basic policy might be 

in the work process of the Supreme Court, any government department or the cabinet 

(Mazmanian and Sabiter, 1989). Or it can be a process or a series of decisions at a 

lower level than the national level, as well as activities aimed at national - level 

decisions (Goggin, Bowman, Lester and O’Toole, 1990)

 Because of different meanings, the researcher carefully considered the 

previous research results taking the surrounding context into account. Then, the policy 

implementation made was developed. In doing so, it was necessary to consider 

various factors related to the feasibility in the application of the policy to ensure that 

the requirements of policy decision makers would be fullfilled. When decision makers 

choose a policy and implement it, they must be confident that  it  will work, will be 

able to solve problems at  hand, meet the defined objectives and satisfy  civilians 

involved as well (Sombat Thamrongthanyawong, 2010).
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 The research on policy implementation began in 1973 with the study of the 

minority groups in Oakland, California by Pressman and Wildavsky. Since then, the 

concepts and theories of policy implementation have been formed and developed for 

over 3 decades (Methinee Pongvetch, 2009). 

 Goggin, Bowman, Lester and O’Toole (1990) divided the theories of policy 

implementation into 3 periods. The first  period began in the 1970’s when there were 3 

groups of theories and concepts. The first group was “top - down theories of 

implementation”, with support from important scholars, such as Pressman and 

Wildavasky, Van Meter and Van Horn, Sabatier and Mazmanian, Brewer and de Leon. 

The second group was “bottom - up theories of implementation”, with support from 

important scholars, such as Lipsky, Elmore, Torenviled, May, Schneider and Ingram, 

Hjern and Porter. The third group was referred to as Hybird theories, supported by 

scholars, such as Elmore, Sabatier and Goggin. However, all the three groups had 

different views and style of the implementation process (Pulzl and Treib, 2007 cited 

in Methinee Pongvetch, 2009)

 Important viewpoints of some influential scholars of “top down theories of 

implementation” were as follows. Pressman and Wildavsky (1973) stated that  the 

policy implementation was the interaction between the process of defining the 

objectives and activities to achieve the objectives, which would see a decline in 

performance if there were several steps to follow. This corresponded to Van Meter and 

Van Horn (1975), who gave importance to achieving the objectives by considering the 

variables which linked organizational performance and control. Sabatier and 

Mazmanian (1979) noted that the policy made by the government should be 

considered separatly from implementing the policy. 

 Top down theories of implementation give importance to how the policy 

maker acts, which will be instructed by the upper departments and taken action by 

bottom - level implementors (Sombat Thamrongthanyawong, 2010). The way to 

consider implementing the policy, whether it is a procedure or a process, reflects what 

has occurred before. Pressman and Wildavasky (1973) propose that the procedures of 

policy implementation must be defined beforehand; otherwise, there is nothing to be 
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done. Therefore, attention should be given to those who make decisions on the 

outcome of the policy and those who use the policy - whether they  are the same group 

or not and who will have higher influence on the policy (Hill, 2005). This reflects that 

policy implementation is a complex procedure, as there are many related factors and 

mechanisms to consider, step to follow, and principles of policy options. Various 

resources that  have been selected for policy development must all be evaluated for 

real life use, and a large number of variables must be identified. 

 With regard to stages of policy implementation, Berman (1978) proposes a 

process of policy implementation that consisted of 2 main levels: macro 

implementation and micro implementation. Three factors to consider in the 

implementation stages are: first, key stakeholders with different intentions; secondly, 

the policy and governmental structures; and thirdly, many levels of authority, at the 

ministerial and the departmental levels, that had influence and become involved in the 

operation and many other important factors which are beyond control.

 Voradej Chandarasorn (2009) states that the study of policy implementation is 

under the applied social science and depends on inter - disciplines. In his study, he 

found significant organizational performance problems in implementing the policy: 

first, the implementor’s capacity (personnel, fund, equipment, and technology); 

second, problems of control, (which concern the capability of organizations 

responsible for carrying out the policy activities, how clear the objectives are, the 

level of consistency of the organization’s duty  and the standard of performance); 

third, cooperation and change resistant  problems (which came from the policy  that did 

not meet the needs of organizational members, or the fact that members did not give 

importance to the policy, and also, the judgement and performance changes in 

implementing the policy. The section head who implemented the policy did not 

support the policy to the extent that he or she should. Members of the organization 

might be against the policy because they believed that  implementing the policy would 

affect the budget and the decline in the number of the personnel in the long run, which 

might lead to major modifications of the duties and responsibility of the personnel. 

Some members thought that the policy was made by administrators who did not  fully 
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understand the implementation process. Some members disagreed with the contents or 

the methods of implementation prescribed in the policy because they were not 

involved in the decision making process, and thus did not cooperate and because they 

lacked the knowledge and understanding of how to act in accordance with the policy.

Fourth, there were problems of authority and relationships with other related 

organizations. Methods of communication and relationships between the agencies and 

operating units of the policy could cause problems. In implementing the policy, an 

organization required cooperation or contract with other organizations, a certain level 

of possibility of officials from each organization to work together well.

 Lastly, problems were found in the support and commitment of the 

organizations or individuals involved in the process of implementing the policy: 

whether or not the personnel or agencies responsible for carrying out the policy  had a 

good relationship with the government or management; how much understanding 

individuals had,the extent of benefits for influential groups, degree of participation of 

interest groups; relationship between organizations responsible for the implementing 

the policy and the press and important persons (VIP), and how much support they 

receive.

2.1.2 Success Factors in Policy Implementation

 Scholars have commented on the factors related to various implementation 

methods; in other words, the factors that are critical to the implementation of the 

policy, such as a clear method for policy  implementation, skills, technology, policy 

support and consensus of the policy (Sabatier and Mazmanian, 1979), the source, 

clarity, complexity in administration of the policy, incentives for practitioners and 

resource allocation (Sombat Thamrongthanyawong, 2010)

 Pressman and Wildavsky (1973) developed a model to investigate the process 

of implementing the policy and found factors affecting policy  implementation which 

they  divided them into 3 groups: the factors affecting the policy formation; factors 

related to operational complexity; and factors connecting the policy and policy 

implementation.
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 The first group concerned the appropriate methods for the population in the 

target area, social and collaborative nature of the local community, changes that 

occurred between supporting agencies (or stakeholders). The second group consisted 

of factors related to operational complexity while the policy was being implemented. 

These factors were the ability  to coordinate between different agencies that worked 

together; the decision process; conflicts of the project objectives or the lack of 

consistency of the main objective, as there were more than one goal; and the ability  to 

solve problems and delays that might occur. The third group of variables, i.e., factors 

that connected the policy and the policy implementation included the ability to learn 

from experience so that problems and failures of the policy could be understood and 

accepted; the importance of continuity and the relationship between goals and 

practices and the development of an appropriate theory so that it could be used to 

explain the characteristics of the policy. (See Figure 2.1). 
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Factors that affect 
the formation of policies

1) The appropriateness of the 
population in the target area

2) The reaction and 
cooperation from society.

3) The cooperation from 
involved organizations

4) Changes to stakeholders or 
supporters. 

Factors related to operational 
complexity in policy 

implementation

1) The ability to coordinate 
2) The complexiity of the 

decision making process
3) Coflict of objectives of the 

projects
4) The ability to solve 

problems or delays. 

Factors connecting the policy 
with its implementation

1) The ability to learn from 
experience

2) Failures of implementing the 
policy

3) The lack of theory to explain 
the policy

The results of policy 
implementation.

Figure 2.1 Factors Affecting to the Results of Policy Implementation

Sources: Adapted from Pressman and Wildavsky, 1973; Voradej Chandarasorn, 2009.

 This was supported by Van Meter and Van Horn (1975), who studied 3 basic 

aspects of the policy: theory, policy impact and relationships between government 

agencies. They  proposed a system model for studying problems of implementing the 

policy. They believed that success of implementing the policy relied on 3 main 

factors: communication process, performance of policy implementation and level of 

cooperation. (See Figure 2.2).
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Standards and 
objectives

Inter - organization 
communications and 

enforcement

Implementing 
Agency

Disposition of 
implementors

Performance

Resources 
and 

motivation Economic Social and 
Political conditions

Policy

Figure 2.2 A Model of the Implementation Variable Clusters

Sources: Van Meter and Van Horn,1975, Cited in Voradej Chandarasorn, 2009.

 In addition, Sabatier and Mazmanian (1980) pointed out factors related to 

methods for implementing the policy. They focused on analysing methods in policy 

implementation, taking into consideration the policy  itself. Sabatier and Mazmanian 

explained that the implementation would be a success or a failure depended on the 

nature of 3 aspects of the policy. The first referred to the difficulty  in revising policies. 

The next aspect was how clear the structure of the policy  implementation was. 

Finally, the policy  was affected by other factors, such as economic conditions, the 

society, support of leaders of the nation, the nation as a whole, or cooperation from 

the personnel. 

 All of the above contributed to the level of success or failure of implementing 

a policy. In addition, Sabatier and Mazmanian mentioned five variables: policy 

outputs, compliance, actual impacts of policy  outputs, perceived impacts of policy 

outputs, and major revision in statutes, (Figure 2.3). 
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Tractability of the problem

1. Availability of valid technical theory and technology

2. Diversity of target group behavior

3. Target group as a percentage of the population

4. Extent of behavioral change required

Ability of Statute to Structure 
Implementation

1. Incorporation of adequate causal theory

2. Unambiguous policy directives

3. Financial resources

4. Hierarchical integration within and among 
implementing institutions

5. Decision - rules of implementing agencies

6. Recruitment of implementing official

7. Formal access by outsiders

Contextual Variables

1. Socio-economic conditions and technology

2. Media attention to the problem

3. Public support

4. Attitudes and resources of constituency 
groups

5. Support from sovereigns

6. Commitment and leadership skill of 
implementing officials

Stages (Dependent Variables) in the Implementation 
Process

Policy outputs 
of 

implementing 
agencies

Compliance with 
policy outputs by 

target groups

Actual impacts 
of policy 
outputs

Perceived 
impacts of 

policy outputs

Major revision 
in statute

Figure 2.3 Policy Implementation Framework

Source: Sabatier and Mazmanian, 1980, Cited in Voradej Chandarasorn, 2009.
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 Sabatier and Mazmanian pointed out 6 conditions which would lead to the 

success of the policy. These included accurate causal relations, policy clarity, political 

sincerity, organizational support and external circumstances that had no conflict  with 

the policy objectives.

 Many scholars have argued that the successful public policy depends upon 

many important factors. These factors include the process of communication between 

organizations, clearness of the main idea of the policy so that news and information 

could be given accurately to the involved personnel; (Van Meter and Van Horn, 1975; 

Larson, 1980; Sebling, 1997). Characteristics and the structure of the implementors 

were also important. They had to be able to implement the policy effectively, to have 

authority, equipment, information, and efficient resources to support then work. Most 

importantly, they needed to have enough funds for the policy implementation. Apart 

from adequate budgets, they need to make recruitments, boost the morale of the 

workers, and have an appropriate level of control, a clear process and mechanisms 

and a good relationship with those who set the policy. (Van Meter and Van Horn, 

1975; Larson, 1980; Supachai Lorlowhakarn, 2007; Sombat Thamrongthanyawong, 

2010) Economic, social and political conditions must respond to economic, social and 

changes that affected the implementation of the policy (Van Meter and Van Horn, 

1975 ; Larson, 1980; Thosaporn Sirisumphand, 1996). Recognition from elites, the 

public and other interest groups that received benefits was also important for the 

implementation of the policy (Van Meter and Van Horn, 1975). The attitude toward 

implementing the policy depended on the level of understanding of the implementors. 

Consistency  of interactions between organizations, as well as the direction and 

stability  of implementors influenced how much support the policy would receive (Van 

Meter and Van Horn, 1975; Sebling, 1977; Supachai Lorlowhakarn, 2007. A clear 

objective (Larson, 1980; Sombat Thamrongthanyawong, 2010; Thosaporn 

Sirisumphand, 1996; Supachai Lorlowhakarn, 2007) would get support from the 

public or society  whose needs had to be met (Sombat Thamrongthanyawong, 2010; 

Thosaporn Sirisumphand, 1996). The characteristics of the policy included political 

feasibility, technically or theoretically (Supachai Lorlowhakarn, 2007) possibility  of 
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achieving the policy’s objectives and the level of complexity  of communication 

between various levels of government departments (Larson, 1980). 

 Prayong Temchavala (1985) formulated a framework of guidelines for 

research on factors which affected the success of policy implementation. The four 

factors in the framework were: first, the basic factors of community members, which 

included age, gender, religion, occupation, income, education and marital status; 

second, political environment, economic and social factors; and thirdly, the 

performance of policy implementing organizations; and finally the work process of 

community organizations.

 To many researchers, the factors contributing to the failure of policy 

implementation include impacts of changes on economic conditions and on the 

relationship  with other policies in place (Larson, 1980); no causal relationship 

between the initial condition and the predicted consequence (Prayong Temchavala, 

1985); the strict framework of implementation (Attewell and Gerstein, 1979); 

improperness of strategic mechanisms and equipment, or improper implementation 

(Dunrise, 1990); complexity of organizations; inconsistency of facts; difference in 

principles, social values, and target groups; having many  authorities responsible for 

various projects, which caused complexity of joint actions and conceptualization of 

the process that transformed the idea into action (Pressman and Wildavsky, 1973).

 Other factors are, for instance, poor management control, insufficient 

resources and time, poor communication and coordination between the personnel, 

lack of theory, the personnel’s poor understanding and disagreement with the 

objectives and the details of measures. 

 Some scholars proposed methods to measure the level of success and failure 

of policy implementation. Voradej Chandarasorn, (1997), for example, suggested 

measuring the product and output of policy implementation (Figure 2.4).
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PRODUCT 

MEASURE

MENT

Level of failure Measurement indicators Level of success

PRODUCT 

MEASURE

MENT

• Not complete/lacking
                 Quantity

Correct amount/ 

amount exceed specification.

PRODUCT 

MEASURE

MENT

• Delayed
Time

Complete on time/ complete 

before time

PRODUCT 

MEASURE

MENT

• Over-budget

• Uneconomical

• Expensive

•Corrupt

                 Expenses

Stayed within the budget, 

spent sparingly, used funds 

with the highest benefits or 

produce with good quality

PRODUCT 

MEASURE

MENT

• not meet standards

• Low quality, thus unable to 

reach the standards

Quality

Can be utilized for a long 

period of time

PRODUCT 

MEASURE

MENT

• Some groups not satisfied

• Large number of groups not 

satisfied

• Opposed

               Satisfaction All involved are satisfied

RESULTS 

OF 

MEASURE

MENT

• Unsuitable

• Unequal (between groups)

• Unfair

• Corrupt (individuals and/or 

organization)

• Negligent

Advantages / Disadvantages for 

the target group or those who 

received of the project

• Suitable

• Equal

• Fair

• Honest

• Responsible 

Figure 2.4 Output Measures and Implementation Results

Source: Voradej Chandarasorn, 1997.

 The concept of implementation is based on organizational theory, which 

focuses on the performance of the organization. Many scholars have proposed 

theories of implementation with focus on the nature of the organization. For 

implementation to be successful, many factors must be considered. Only the public 

organization concerned was not enough for the policy  to be successful in the modern 

world which is highly dynamic. Policy implementation by the public sector under the 
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governmental system may not be able to solve problems that have emerged, especially 

those involved in organic agriculture which began in the private sector. The capability 

of small - scale entrepreneurs and their work procedures in implementing the policy 

should be regarded as one of the key success factors for the organic agriculture policy 

implementation. 

 

2.2 Sustainable Development Concept

 The concept of sustainable development in the global context began when 

many international organizations saw importance of preserving natural resources. 

According to the United Nations, sustainable development focused on different 

aspects of our daily life that should not damage the environment. Methods have been 

called for that are environmentally  friendly and can preserve resources that are 

difficult to find, so that future generations can still use natural resources sustainably 

without affecting the environment (Frey and Yaneske, 2007). The Club of Rome, 

supported the concept of “The Limits to Growth” For example, which is the ideology 

of Denis Meadows and Jorgen Randers. The United Nations have held several 

meetings in support of this ideology, such as the UN Conference on the Human 

Environment (1972), The UN conference on Environment and Development 

(UNCED) (1992), the UN General Assembly: special session (1997), the UN 

Framework and Convention on Climate Change (UNFCCC) (1998), the UN 

Millennium Summit, (2000), the UN Earth Summit III on sustainable Development 

(2002).

 Accordingly, the concept of sustainable development has gained much interest 

from the world society  through the motivation of “Our Common Future”, a report 

from the World Commission on Environment and Development (WCED) in 1987, 

which is also referred to as Bruntland Commission. This report presents various 

concepts. Although sustainable development in different models are defined 

differently, it does have a core principle with a common goal of limiting the use of 

natural resources to preserve them while meeting current needs without affecting 
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future needs. That is to say, when decisions are made, the actions must also not have 

any negative effect on the environment. This core principle of development is gives 

importance to the environment and moves accordingly. It aims to create opportunities 

for participants or various parties to be involved in the development process. Apart 

from this, sustainable development does not specify that innovative technology cannot 

be used, but the use of the technology  must do more good than harm to the 

environment.

 Sustainable development is defined from the different perspectives to the 

ecologist, who gives great importance to the value of natural resources sustainable 

development means to conserve natural resources, including capital created by 

humans (i.e., production factors), for the future generation. To society, sustainable 

development requires an ability  to continuously satisfy  the basic needs of humans 

with consideration of social values. The most important thing is to upgrade the quality 

of life of the people to reach a higher standard. To the economist, sustainable 

development means stable and ongoing expansion of the economy on the basis of 

preserving nature, for it to be of use by  the current generation and future generations. 

Accordingly, it is necessary to modify production methods and consumption, to 

develop technologies which are not harmful to the environment. Sustainable 

development emphasizes important development areas, which are; scientific and 

technological progress of, eco - efficiency, equality  and community  care, and 

preserving the environment or being environmentally friendly (Frey and Yaneske, 

2007).

 In case of Thailand, which committed itself to a global agreement, Agenda 21, 

in Brazil in 1992, along with 178 other countries,. Accordingly, Thailand utilized the 

sustainable development framework for the national development (Office of the 

National Economics and Social Development Board, Thailand Environment Institute 

Foundation and The Kenan Institute Asia,  2004). 

 Many Thai scholars have attempted to explain the meaning of sustainable 

development for further clarity. PhraDharmpidok (Por. Or. Payutto, 1998) explains 

sustainable development as development which includes the following characteristics: 
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integrated holistic approach to work, balance between human activities and nature. 

When development is planned, consideration must be given to cultural values by 

including it  in economic and social activities and to solving problems that may arise 

from differences in culture. Therefore, it  can be concluded that “sustainable 

development” is a form of development that covers all areas or dimensions of 

development: economy and society, natural resources, moral, culture, etc., with a 

person acting as the center of the program to direct the development so that people - 

this generation and the future generation - can live well and be happy.

 A world summit on sustainable development was held in Johannesburg, 

Africa, in September, 2002. Thailand’s Subcommittee directing the implementation of 

the 21st action plan and sustainable development was responsible for preparing this 

world summit conference in collaboration with its Environment Institute Foundation, 

to brainstorm the stakeholders opinions. The meaning of sustainable development in 

the context of Thailand, is development that must equally take all aspects into 

account: natural resources, intellectual, Thai culture and participation from the 

community. Sustainable development includes generosity, mutual respect, ability to 

be self - sufficient, and equal living standards

 The 10th national economic and social development plan (2007 - 2011) gave 

importance to sustainable development because economic and industrial development 

in the past caused environment problems. Thailand’s production and service structure 

used its resources wastefully, not for its benefit, combined with the current consumer 

trend which, increased consumer needs as a result. Thus, natural resources were used 

more wastefully, to the point where the nature was unable to produce them to meet 

current demands. By  - products and waste material of the products were used to 

satisfy the demands of the population. Some became hazardous substances, which 

could be dangerous to health and well - being of the public. Unsustainable 

consumption and production, excessive demands and luxurious life styles were all 

important factors that caused environmental degradation. Thus, a development 

method was devised to adjust production and consumption, to reduce the impact on 
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the environment and on natural resources. Diverse development strategies were 

created to preserve resources and the environment. 

 In studying sustainable development, one cannot consider only  one dimension. 

All perspectives and contexts must be considered as well. For instance, only 

agriculturalists that are considered as important, but  all other dimensions should be 

considered together from the producer to the consumer. All parties must move in the 

same direction, so that sustainable development can be achieved.  

2.3 The Concepts of Organic Agriculture, Sustainable Agriculture and 

Organic Agriculture Evolution

2.3.1 The Concepts of Organic Agriculture and Sustainable Agriculture

 Sustainable development is considered from different perspectives. The first 

perspective is the ecological approach, which gives importance to the value of natural 

resources. It focuses on the sustainability  of the ecosystem and the long term 

sustainable use for future generations. The second is the social approach, that is, being 

able to satisfy the basic human needs continuously in order to maintain the good 

quality of life for the whole population for a long period of time. And the last 

perspective is the economic approach which focuses on economic growth whilst 

preserving natural resources for sustainable utilisation of the present and future 

generations. 

 The 3 major perspectives on sustainable development go well with the organic 

agriculture concept in the terms of environment, society and economy. The organic 

agriculture concept is based on change in the lifestyle of agriculturalists in Europe 

(Moschitz and Stolze. 2007). The International Federation of Agriculture (IFOAM) 

defines “organic agriculture” as a production system that focuses on the sustainability 

of the health of soil, ecosystem and people. Organic agriculture is in harmony with 

ecological processes, biodiversity and the cycle of nature that is specific to each area 

instead of using production methods with a negative impact. Organic agriculture 

combines local knowledge, innovation and scientific knowledge to preserve natural 
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resources and to support fair relations and the quality of life of all living creatures 

involved (International Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements (IFOAM), 

2000). 

 The organic agriculture principles that are generally  accepted are established 

by the International Federation of Organic Agriculture (International Organic 

Agriculture Movements – IFOAM). The Federation gathered comments from organic 

agriculture scholars and experts across the globe and draft the organic agriculture 

principles to propose to the general meeting of the Federation in the late 2005. The 

congress voted for the 4 main organic agriculture principles: health, ecology, fairness 

and care (Green Net Cooperative and Earth Net Foundation, 2011). Therefore, the 

international organic agriculture principles can be said to correspond to the economic, 

social and climatic conditions and local culture. The principles stress non - toxic 

production and restoration of a perfect balance of land use both the surface and the 

underground, use of factors of production sustainably to conserve them for the next 

generation. The principles also focus on a holistic approach for development and a 

balance between biodiversity  and the ecosystem (Walai-Ngern Mahakun and 

Pimhathai Vijittanawan, 2004).

 In Thailand, the concept of organic agriculture is composed of 3 mainstreams: 

(1) being well informed about new choices for agriculture to avoid chemical 

agriculture, (2) being alert about consumers’ health, and (3) being alert about 

preserving the environment. The first  mainstream has a network that supports the 

choice of farming without chemicals. The second one concerns being healthy by 

eating healthy food. The last one aims to preserve resources and the environment with 

focus on the diverse use of land to avoid biological and chemical pollution. The 

supporters of this mainstream are scholars, and the media and NGOs whose work is 

related to the environment, (Green Net Cooperative and Earth Net Foundation, 2011).

 The alternative agricultural practice have different names, such as natural 

agriculture, chemical - free agriculture, organic agriculture, agro - frostery, etc. Viriya 

Klaydaeng (2006) compared the differences among new agricultural methods in 
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Thailand in terms of main resources, objectives, principles conditions and the 

prominent areas of each method. (See Table 2.1)

Table 2.1 Types of New Agriculture Practices in Thailand

Issue 
focus

Agricultural approach modelAgricultural approach modelAgricultural approach modelAgricultural approach modelAgricultural approach modelAgricultural approach model
Issue 
focus Agroforestry Mixed 

agriculture
New theory 
agricultural

Organic 
agriculture

Natural 
agriculture Local fishery

1.Origin 
cause

- Deforestation 
from 

agricultural 
usage

- Risk from the 
monoculture or 

mainstream 
agriculture

- Outside 
resources 
dependent

- Lack of utilize 
the by product 

from agriculture

- Risk from 
drought and 

water shortage
- Unstable of 

agriculturist 
food

- Residue from 
agriculture 
products

- Soil decadence 
from 

mainstream 
agriculture

- Imbalance of 
nature in the 

field
- Dependence 

on biological 
system

- Imbalance of 
biological 

system by the 
commercial 

fishery 
equipment

- Change in 
community 
structure to 

depend on other 
factors from 

outside
2. Main 
resources

Forestry Land Water Soil Ecosystem Coastal resources

3. Purpose - Increase the 
country 
forestry

- Being together 
between 

forestry and 
agriculture

- Bio-diversity

- Revenue 
stability

- Reduce outside 
dependence

- Economy

- Food security
- Water resource 

management
- Revenue 

stability

- Soil restoration
- Food safety

- Nature 
balance

- Sustainable 
reserved and 
managed the 

coastal resources 
by the local 
community

4.condition 
and 
principle

- Big tree and 
multi level 

plant 
- Suitable 

economic 
plant for the 

land
- Utilize benefit

- 2 agriculture 
activities in the 
same time and 

area
- Utilize benefit 

between the 
activities

- Small 
agriculturist in 
the rainy area

- Water supply in 
the field

- Rice for 
consumption

- Others for 
production to 

sale

- No chemical 
use

- Increase soil 
rich by farm 

manure, 
compost 

fertilizer and 
microorganism

- Control and 
destroy the pest 
by Biochemical 
and bio organic

- Minimum 
tillage

- Non 
chemical, 
only green 

manure
- No weed 

destroy
- Mulching 

- Small fishery 
equipment

- Reserve and 
utilize fishery 

resources

5.Focus - Stay together 
between forest 
and agriculture

- Bio-diversity

- Risk 
management

- Economy
- Reduce the 

outside 
dependent

- Food security
- Water resource 

management
- Basic self - 
sufficiency

- Food 
sufficiency

- Production 
value added 

and customer 
satisfaction

- Soil rich

- Ecology 
balance 

restoration
- Reduce 

outside 
dependent

- Stay together 
between coastal 
resources and 

local community
- Strong 

community 
network

Source: Adapted from Viriya Klaydaeng, 2006.
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 The concepts of organic agriculture and sustainable development focus on the 

same important factor, that is, to use natural resources efficiently and conserve them 

for as long as possible without damaging the environment. This can be done by  using 

only locally  available resources as it does not  harm neither social nor human capital. 

Meanwhile, organic agriculture can also be integrated into business with good results, 

humanitarian values and, the balance of the ecosystem. Holistic approaches to the 

concept are required, as every dimension is important. Therefore, it is necessary to 

consider the production line from the start to the end in every  process that is involved. 

The operation requires the integration of multi disciplines when solving problems that 

may arise. When put into practice, the policy cannot consider only one dimension. To 

be effective, it must consider all dimensions involved. Public administration as 

interdisciplinary  is a place to integrate all dimensions appropriately  within the context 

of the Thai society and the nation as a whole. 

 The development of organic farming was rooted in the civil society and the 

private sector. Therefore, cooperation of all sectors involved in the implementation of 

the policy is necessary. It cannot be done by the government and related officials 

alone. In the past, policy implementation was often considered as the responsibility  of 

government agencies concerned and was generally  studied by only those involved. 

The information collected by the government was used to determine a policy  and its 

implementation. Although those who truly practiced the policy were involved in the 

decision making process, their opinions and practices of did not have as much as an 

effect as it should. 

 In case of the organic agriculture policy, the initiative to take action in various 

areas came from the public and the private sectors, both within and outside of the 

country. In the analysis and evaluation of success factors one should consider the 

entrepreneurs who the researchers believe have important contributions to the success 

of organic agriculture in practice. Thus, this research paper will be of great use to 

measure implementation methods and to solve organic agriculture problems more 

efficiently.
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 2.3.2 Evolution of Organic Agriculture

 In Thailand, the evolution of organic agriculture began with traditional 

agricultural methods. Later, organic agricultural methods as practiced in the central 

Europe and India was adopted. The studies of organic agriculture began in 1905. For 

example, Sir Albert Howard, an Englishman, studied traditional agriculture methods 

in India. F.H.King, an American scholar, studied traditional agriculture methods in 

China, Japan and Korea and wrote ‘Permanente Agriculture: Farmers of Forty 

Centuries’. A German scholar, Rudolf Steiner, established the ‘Spiritual Foundations 

for Renewal of Agriculture’ and designed the first  course on organic agriculture with 

emphasis on biodynamic agriculture in Koberwitz, Germany (now part of Poland), 

which focused on a balance between plants and soil. 

 Thereafter, during 1920 and 1940 many scholars from Europe, the United 

States of America and Japan proposed basic principles of organic agriculture. Well - 

known Europe an publications on organic agriculture recommended growing a variety 

of plants instead of just one. For instance, in 1943, Sir Albert Howard presented an 

Agriculture Testament which focused on the importance of soil and its preservation. 

Similarly, Lady Eve Balfour (who later became the founder of the Inspection and 

Certification Unit, of the Soil Association) wrote a book entitled “The Living Soil” in 

which she scientifically compared soil from organic agriculture and that from 

conventional agriculture in order to support organic agriculture. Meanwhile Japan was 

alerted by a biologist named Masanobu Fukoka, who gained attention from his 

method called “Fukuoka farming”. 

 During World War II organic agriculture was halted, and began again in 1945 

with the establishment of the Soil Association. Agriculturalists, scientists and 

nutritionists in the United Kingdom joined hands to study the effects of chemicals on 

the health of plants, animals, humans and the environment. They conducted research 

to develop and support lasting relationships between land, plants, animals, humans 

and the environment in order to protect the environment and to produce food that was 

good for human health. The trend was prevailing throughout England, France and 

Canada.
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 In 1947, France began to focus on organic agriculture due to consumers’ and 

physicians’ complaints about the dangers of chemical agriculture which caused cancer 

and mental disorder.

 Likewise, the United States began to remove pesticides in 1939 when 

chemicals were heavily and widely  used by agriculturalists to increase produce. As a 

result of the ‘green revolution’, producers and consumers cooperated to develop 

produce that was free from chemicals. Not long after that there were many 

publications related to organic agriculture. In 1940, Lord Walter Northbourne began 

to use the term “organic farming”, which was a form of agricultural production that 

was eco - friendly. He supported the use of natural methods to maintain the ecological 

balance of the area. In organic farming all living creatures in the surrounding were 

recognized as part of the crops and each crop was regarded as a single organism, with 

its own ecosystem. 

 In 1945, DDT was widely used, and was strongly opposed. After the Second 

World War there were widespread publications on organic agriculture research 

conducted by academic institutions and individuals, such as Ehrnefried Pfeiffer of 

Kemberton Farm School. He was one of the individuals who published a report on 

organic agriculture, giving advice from his own experiences about growing plants 

together with raising animals. High quality plants and animals should be raised and 

land and water should be chemicalfree. J.I Rodale established a magazine that offered 

a natural approach to the creation and maintenance of land suitable for cultivation. So 

did Paul Keene of Walnut Acres Farm, etc. 

 Later in 1953,the Natural Food Associates (NFA) was established in Atlanta of 

Texas. In 1962 Houghton Miffin published “Rachel Carson’s Silent Spring”. This 

paper presented documented results of the negative consequences from the use of 

chemicals, especially  DDT, used in agriculture. His paper increased awareness of the 

environment and organic agriculture (believed to be added to the legislation of 

prohibiting the use of DDT in the United States of America in 1972).

 The International Federation of Organic Agriculture Movement (IFOAM) was 

set up in 1972. It was a federation of many international organizations, such as 
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Demeter International (Germany), Australian Organic Farming and Gardening Society 

(Australia), Soil Association (the United Kingdom), Rodale Press (the United State of 

America). In France, French agriculturalists formed a group called “Groupement 

d’agriculteurs biologiques de l’Ouest” and developed the first standard for organic 

agriculture, which was then used to control agricultural products distributed to 

consumers in Europe and other countries around the world. 

 The United States also established an accrediting agency to standardize 

organic agriculture in North America. The California Certified Organic Farmers 

(CCOF) and the Maine Organic Farmers and Gardeners Association (MOFGA) were 

set up because of the movements in the country. During the same period in 1983, 

guidelines for organic agriculture were determined and the certified standards of 

organic agriculture were used for the first time in Washington D.C in 1988, with the 

financial support of up to US$3.9 million, from the Congress in order to do research 

on sustainable agriculture. The majority of research was done to find out the most 

appropriate agricultural method. 

 Similarly, during the same period, Japan became interested in organic 

agriculture methods. Doctors and leading researchers in Japan led the Japanese 

consumers to realize the harm caused by  toxic residues in food. Two cooperative 

models for organic agriculture or natural agriculture were then established. The first 

was referred to as Fukuoka, offering a natural approach to agriculture by  using 4 

Don’ts, which were: don’t plough, don’t eliminate diseases, don’t eliminate insects 

and don’t eliminate weeds. The 4’s don’t were presented in the book entitled “One 

Straw Revolution” by Fukuoka. The second was referred to as Okada, established by 

Mr. Mo Shiki Okada to raise the awareness of natural agriculture research. 

 In Germany in 1989, papers on Biodynamic farming written by Herbert Koepf 

were published the proposed biodynamic methods based on Rudolf Steiner’s theory 

on organic agriculture. 

 An increasing number of consumers and agriculturists in various countries 

also began to focus more seriously  on organic agriculture. This led many countries in 

particular, the United States, countries within the European Union to pass laws 
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economy the production and the distribution of organic products. The Organopoicos 

group in Cuba was established as a base for the production of organic food in cities 

(urban food production).

 In The USA, the Alar report, was published by  the National Resources 

Defence Council (NRDC) which explained the results of the toxicity of the chemical 

(Alar Diaminozide) used to control the growth of apples so that they would not be 

ripen too quickly. This resulted in the passage of the Organic Foods Production Act of 

1990 in order to define the rules, criteria and standards for the production of organic 

products. This Act provided a framework for NOP established in 1997.

 During the 1990s, the growth of organic products in retail stores across the 

globe was at 20 percent per year and the sale of organic products was forecast to be 

worth of about US$1 billion. This was driven by consumer demands for quality  and 

safe food and by  environmental care, not allowing the environment to be damaged by 

the traditional methods of agriculture (conventional farming).

 In 1991 the European Union set a framework for the implementation of 

organic agriculture production. During 1991-1994, the Congress provided the 

Sustainable Agriculture Research and Education (SARE) with a fund of US$1 million 

per year to promote and enhance the agriculturists’ knowledge of organic agriculture 

and to increase the experience of SARE researchers. Later in 1995, the National 

Organic Standard Board (NOSB) was established, which was responsible for setting 

the organic agriculture standards with the cooperation of the private sector. Food 

retailers were for the first time involved in setting the standards and in implementing 

the organic agriculture policy.

 In addition, the USDA launched the National Organic Program (NOP: 

National Organic Program) in 1997. It gave opportunities for consumers to 

participate, in expressing their views and comment on the organic standards. As a 

result, there were a total of 275,000 comments from consumers across the country  on 

various issues related to the policy, such as sewage sludge GMO.

 However, in 1999 planting and related processes, marketing and labelling of 

organic products were reviewed by the UN’s World Health Organization and the Food 
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and Agriculture Organization. After that CODEX was established. As a result, the 

USDA issued regulations on the labelling of meat and milk. It passed NOP regulations 

again in 2000 and began enforcing them in 2002.

 Then in 2004, NOP added recommendations to the labelling of organic 

products from seafood, body care, pet food, fertilisers, clothing, followed by 

vegetables and fruits in 2005, which led to the increase in the value of organic 

production of up to US$17 billion, equivalent to 3 percent of the bestselling drinks 

and foods in the United States in 2006, resulting in organic products becoming a 

mainstream in the United States. 

 In 2008 the European Union experienced similar results, with the commercial 

value of organic products at approximately 18 billion Euros (approximately US

$25,000 million) (an increase from 2005, which was approximately  12 billion Euros, 

or approximately US$16,700 million). The main markets were Germany 

(approximately 58 million Euro), the United Kingdom and France (approximately 26 

million Euros) and Italy (approximately  19 million Euros). The organic product 

market accounted for approximately 5 percent of the commercial market. 

 From 1995 to 2000, organic agriculture practices and sustainability were the 

centrepiece of the media when they  presented related stories. This approach also came 

to the attention of National Geographic. As a result, in 2008 the U.S. Farm Bill 

allocated a budget of US$78 million for the research on organic agriculture. The study 

found that almost 70 percent  of Americans bought organic products, the majority of 

which were fruits and vegetables.

 Before setting its own national standards, Canada had used the American 

standard. Canada’s National Organic Standard was established in 2009 by the 

Canadian Food Inspection Agency and laws related to organic products were passed. 

 In 2011, it was estimated that the organic industry was likely to grow 

exponentially. The distribution value of organic food as a whole was predicted to be 

more than US$30 billion.

 The areas used for organic agriculture have steadily been increasing. The 

European Union collected data of the areas used for organic production between 2000 
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and 2012. In the 2000 only 27,899,231.25 rais of land were used for organic 

agriculture and up to 69,699,943.75 rais in 2012, as shown in Table 2.2.

Table 2.2 Size of Organic Production Areas from 2000 to 2012.

 Year Area (Rais)

2000 27,899,231.25

2001 33,967,993.75

2002 36,258,456.25

2003 38,784,362.50

2004 39,706,906.25

2005 44,266,731.25

2006 45,406,793.75

2007 48,562,275.00

2008 51,683,956.25

2009 57,552,731.25

2010 62,576,875.00

2011 65,848,487.50

2012 69,699,943.75

Source: Vitoon Panyakul, 2012.

 The data from the European Commission (2005) revealed that in 2003 organic 

agriculture was carried out in almost every country across the globe, with the ratio of 

land used gradually increasing, an estimation of approximately  165,625,000 rais. The 

region with the most organic agriculture production was the Oceania region with up  to 

70,625,000 rais (43.2 percent), followed by  Latin America with 39,375,000 rais (23.7 

percent), Europe with 38,750,000 rais (23.2 percent), North America 9,375,000 rais 

(5.7 percent), Asia with 4,375,000 rais (2.7 percent) and Africa with 2,500,000 rais 

(1.5 percent). 
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 In 2009 organic agriculture production was highest at the Ocean region (37 

percent), followed by  Europe (24 percent), Latin America (20 percent), Asia (9 

percent), North America (7 percent) and Africa (3 percent). The data from FiBL and 

IFOAM (2009) were consistent with the data from the European Commission

 In conclusion, organic agriculture was initiated by scholars around the world 

and the ideas were disseminated through publishing books. Research was conducted 

on the effects of chemicals used in agriculture and the results were communicated to 

consumers to created an awareness about  the health and to call for relevant 

legislation. This led to the increase of the land for organic farming and the increase in 

distribution of organic products. 

2.4 Policy on Organic Agriculture and Policy Implementation 

 Several researchers have collected data on organic agriculture and policy 

evolution in Thailand. Research on organic agriculture policies and the policy 

implementation by  both the government agencies and the private sector in Thailand 

was also conducted. 

2.4.1 Policy on Organic Agriculture

 In the past, Thailand planned to develop  the country under a new economic 

system which emphasized producing goods for export. The First National Economic 

Development Plan (1961 - 1966) and the 2nd plan (1967 - 1971) mainly focused on 

infrastructure in rural areas. Horticulture was recommended for trade and industrial 

purposes, not for household consumption. The rapid expansion of monoculture 

production for commercial purposes, such as corn, sugarcane, cassava and other crops 

led to the increase in the quantity of agricultural products. The Third National 

Economic and Social Development Plan (1972 - 1976) focused on social development 

together with economic development. During the implementation of the Fourth 

National Economic and Social Development Plan (1977 - 1981), Thailand was facing 

world economic recession and communist problems. This resulted in the focus turning 
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to the stability of the nation -- less on social but more on economic and politic 

schemes.

 The agricultural industry  in terms of production and export grew 

exponentially. Overall, production for export increased rapidly as well as other 

industries related to agriculture, such as food processing, textiles and fishery. 

Therefore, it  could be said that Thailand turned into a country with focus on 

international trade more than ever. However, the effect of implementing the first 

through the forth national economic and social development plans was that the 

agriculture sector expanded more compared to other industries, and this caused 

natural resource problems (Kamonwan Puttachart, 2010).

 The 5th National Economic and Social Development Plan (1982 - 1986) 

focused more on rural development. In contrast, the sixth National Economic and 

Social Development Plan (1987 - 1991) focused mainly  on the economic 

development, as there were many economic problems to be solved at  that time. The 

emphasis was on the economic growth, along with stabilizing the financial situation 

of the nation. The gap  in income distribution of citizens as well as the degradation of 

society, environment, and natural resources came as the results. In addition to 

innovative technology and information technology, which made the world become 

smaller, the advent of the concept  of globalization contributed to the unlimited 

expansion of the free market system. In particular, the financial situation in Thailand 

was once again in a critical condition. The 7th National Social and Economic 

Development Plan (1992 - 1996) therefore focused on sustainable development: 

maintaining continuous economic growth, equal income distribution, development of 

regional and rural areas, development of human resources, the quality of life and the 

environment. In order to support sustainable development, state enterprises and 

reforms to the laws were also areas which were looked into. 

 The 8th National Economic and social Development Plan (1997 - 2001) was 

the turning point of change in the development plan. All sectors of society became 

involved and people - centred development plans were made, plans that contributed to 

the process of rebuilding the national economy and the society. The Ninth and Tenth 
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National Social and Economic Development plan (2002 - 2006 and 2007-2011) 

adopted the Philosophy of sufficiency economy by King Rama IX. as a guideline for 

development and administration of the nation along with an integrated model of 

development in all aspects, with the people as the center of the development. 

 The development process and the outcome led to the acceptance and adoption 

of the organic agriculture concept to resolve problems of the integrated system. The 

government policies that  supported organic agriculture began with the announcement 

of the policy by  the government headed by Mr Chuan Pleekpai in 1992. There was 

continuous support of mixed farming until the National Administrative Development 

Plan (2012 - 2015) of the present government led by General Prayut Chan-o-cha. 

 According to, the Office of Agricultural Economics, under the Ministry of 

Agriculture and Cooperatives, the Chuan Leekpai government in 1992 did not 

specifically mention organic agriculture; however, it did support mixed farming and 

development of natural water sources (No. 4.2.2). Also, in 1997 emphasis was on the 

sustainable use of natural resources for the production of agriculture produce with 

minimal effects on the ecosystem and natural resources (No. 2.2.1 Sub no. 4).

 In 2001, the Police Lieutenant Colonel Thaksin Shinawatra government had a 

policy which supported integrated farming, alternative agriculture and organic 

agriculture as well as the learning of agriculturalists (Part 1 and No. 2) to make 

Thailand become the production center of organic products (Part 3, No. 2). Moreover, 

quality assurance, verification methods, and food safety of agricultural products, both 

exported and imported, and biotechnology were promoted alongside local ingenuity 

and community enterprises to add product value to meet global standards and to be 

accepted in international markets (Part 3, No. 3).

 A few years later, in 2008, the Samak Sundaravej and Somchai Wongsawat 

governments supported new farming at the community level in accordance with the 

royal farming theory so that small - scale agriculturalists would have food stability. 

The government also supported the farmers to learn organic agriculture, integrated 

agriculture method, agroforesty farming, and to join luncheon projects and the Royal 
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Cattle - Buffalo Bank for Farmers. Under the new theory, agriculturalists and the 

community could determine their own direction and path (Nos. 3.2.1.4 and 4.2.1.5).

 The Abhisit  Vejjajiva government accepted the importance of creating a stable 

food chain. It supported the royal agricultural methods by encouraging agriculturalists 

to learn the new agricultural theory, to join luncheon projects, and to establish the 

Royal Cattle - Buffalo Bank for Farmers. It promoted organic agriculture, integrated 

agriculture methods, agroforesty farming methods that responded to the needs of the 

community. All was done to reduce the use of chemicals and to increase the value of 

products. As well, the collaboration between countries regarding stable food 

production as mentioned in No.4.2.1.6 was promoted. 

 In 2011 the Yingluck Shinawatra government reinforced the new theory of 

farming. It promoted research and development to restore natural resources, to 

strengthen the agricultural sector and to create stable food production to cope with the 

world food crisis, and to maintain a balance between food plants and energy plants. It 

supported organic agriculture and alternative agriculture, modifications of the 

landscape to provide and protect arable land for poor agriculturalists and reclaim land 

so that it would stay  fertile and sustainable as mentioned in 3.3.1 No. 9 in the policy 

statement.

 In 2014, General Prayuth Chan-Ocha announced at the National Legislative 

Assembly that his government would focus on security  of natural resources and a 

balance between conservation and sustainable utilization, providing people with an 

opportunity to have fair access to and share benefits from natural resources for the 

well being of the people. The government supported the community’s way of life, 

food safety, development of the economic value added, and protection of the bio - 

diversity as stated in no. 9.2 in the policy statement. The specifics are in Table 2.3.
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Table 2.3 Comparison of the Policy Statements of the Fiftieth - Sixtieth Cabinet 

Committees on Organic Agriculture

Cabinet 

No.
Year Cabinet Minister Policy

50 1992Chuan Leekpai (1) Promote joint plantation and farming and 

development of natural water sources.
51 1995Banharn Silapa-Archa No policy on organic agriculture. 

Focus on chemical agriculture, thus seeking 

chemical fertilisers and pesticides at low 

prices. 
52 1996General Chavalit 

Yongchaiyudh

No policy on organic agriculture. 

53 1997Chuan Leekpai (2) Promote agricultural production and reclaim 

land with emphasis on sustainable use and 

conservation of natural resources and the 

environment.
54 2001Thaksin Shinawatra (1) -‐ Promote mixed farming, alternative 

agriculture and horticulture as well as 

e n h a n c e t h e l e a r n i n g p r o c e s s o f 

agriculturalists. 

-‐ To develop Thailand to become a regional 

centre for organic products. 

-‐Develop  a standard for quality and safety of 

both imported and exported organic 

products. Develop biotechnology so that 

crop production will meet standards and 

will be accepted by international markets. 
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Table 2.3 (Continued)Table 2.3 (Continued)Table 2.3 (Continued)Table 2.3 (Continued)

Cabinet 

No.
Year Cabinet Minister Policy

55 2005Thaksin Shinawatra (2) Produce agricultural products that have high 

market value and potential to increase in value, 

encourage the modification of products to meet 

the set standards, including food safety, and 

promote and support sustainable agriculture in 

accordance with the new theory and organic 

agriculture. 
56 2006General Surayud 

Chulanont

No policy on organic agriculture

57 2008Samak Sundaravej Encourage community agriculture based on the 

new theory in accordance with the Royal 

philosophy, so that agricultural households can 

have food security. Encourage the learning of 

organic agriculture, mixed agriculture, and 

support luncheon projects and the Royal Cattle 

- Buffalo Bank for Farmers. Agriculturalists 

and communities themselves determine the 

direction and the training course.
58 2008Somchai Wongsawat Encourage community agriculture based on the 

new theory in accordance with the Royal 

philosophy, so that agricultural households can 

have food security. Encourage the learning of 

organic agriculture, mixed agriculture, and 

support luncheon projects and the Royal 

C a t t l e - B u f f a l o B a n k f o r F a r m e r s . 

Agriculturalists and communities themselves 

determine the direction and the training course.
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Table 2.3 (Continued)Table 2.3 (Continued)Table 2.3 (Continued)Table 2.3 (Continued)

Cabinet 

No.
Year Cabinet Minister Policy

59 2008Abhisit  Vejjajiva Create food security by promoting agriculture. 

Enhance the learning of agriculturalists and the 

application of the new theory, support 

luncheon projects and the Royal Cattle - 

Buffalo bank for Farmers. Support organic 

agriculture and mixed agriculture that serve the 

needs of the people. Reduce the use of 

chemicals and increase the value of agriculture 

products. Support collaboration with other 

nations that already have good food security. 
60 2011Yingluck Shinawatra P r o m o t e t h e n e w t h e o r y, r e s e a r c h , 

implementation and development, and 

restoration of the environment. Strengthen the 

agricultural sector and build food security to 

cope with the world food crisis. 

Keep a balance between food and energy 

crops. Promote organic farming and alternative 

agriculture.

Restructure for farmers, the poor.

Reclaim and maintain land so that it will be in 

good condition for agricultural use. 
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Table 2.3 (Continued)Table 2.3 (Continued)Table 2.3 (Continued)Table 2.3 (Continued)

Cabinet 

No.
Year Cabinet Minister Policy

61 2014General 

Prayuth Chan-Ocha

Maintain security of natural resources and a 

balance between conservation and sustainable 

utilization. Also, emphasize the potential and 

limitation in recover. Providing an opportunity 

to access and fairly  share benefits from natural 

resources for well - being of the people. 

Produce safe food, support the community life, 

development of the economic value added, and 

bio - diversity protection.

Sources: Viriya Klaydaeng, 2006 and Royal Thai Government, 2014.

 The policy  statements of each Government showed that most of them paid 

attention to organic farming. It took some time before the strategic plan for organic 

agriculture was developed. However, after the strategic plan for the development of 

organic agriculture (2006 - 2009), had been implemented by  various agencies under 

the Ministry of Agriculture for 2 years, it was modified. The government assigned the 

Office of the National Economic and Social Development Board (NESDB) to 

establish the National Organic Agriculture Development Board on October 16, 2007. 

This board was responsible for formulating policies and allocated budgets to related 

government agencies.

 The First  National Organic Development Strategic Plan (2008 - 2011) was 

approved by the Cabinet in 2008. The agencies involved in implementing it were 

those involved in the development of organic products. Such government agencies 

included the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives, the Ministry  of Commerce, the 

Ministry of Science and Technology, the Ministry of Industry Commission, and the 

Office of the National Economic and Social Development Board (NESDB). A number 
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of private enterprises, Non - Government Organizations (NGOs), the agriculturalist 

Institute and the Local Wisdom networks were also involved. 

 After the First National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan 

(2008 - 2011) ended, the National Organic Agriculture Development Board was 

restructured. The Office of Agricultural Economics under the Ministry of Agriculture 

and Cooperatives took the role of secretary to the Board to revise the new structure of 

the National Organic Agriculture Development Board. Moreover, the National 

Strategic Development of Organic Agriculture Subcommittee (2013 - 2016) was set 

up to design the strategy for development of organic agriculture.

 2.4.2 Role of the Public Sector in Organic Agriculture

 Since 2005, the government policies began to focus more seriously  on organic 

agriculture. This led to the public departments concerned gaining more power. In 

particular, the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives has played a major role in 

carrying out the transmission through enhancing production, and marketing of organic 

products and certification of organic agriculture. 

2.4.2.1 Promoting Organic Agriculture Production

  The Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives promoted the production 

and marketing of organic products since 1992. There was partnership between the 

Department of Agriculture, the Capital Rice Group and the Siam Viwat Group to 

produce organic rice in Phayao and Chiang Rai provinces. Approximately 10,000 rais 

of land were used for organic agriculture, with a total output of 1,200 – 1,500 MT. 

The organic products exported under the inspection and certification of an Italian 

organization (Bio – agri cert) which, in term, had been certified and assured of the 

quality system by the IFOAM. 

  An example of organic fruits was bananas. The Thai Agriculture and 

Cooperatives cooperate with Japanese organizations which imported organic 

vegetables and fruits from Thailand. Organic bananas were produced in Phetchaburi 

and Chumphon provinces, to export to Japan. More than 300 agriculturalists 

participated in the project and were able to produce approximately 600 tons per year. 
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Moreover, there was cooperation between the Department of International Trade 

Promotion, under Ministry of Commerce, the Department of Agriculture and the 

Department of Agricultural Extension under the Ministry of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives, the Science Research Institute of Thailand, Kasetsart University, and 

private enterprises. They  launched a project to produce organic foods for export 

during 2009 - 2013. Types of organic products exports from Thailand included corn, 

asparagus and golden bananas and late green okra, herbs, spices and pineapples. Six 

exporters were Exotic Farm Produce, Taniyama, Agro - On, River Kwai, Thai Hong 

and Siam Fook Product. The target markets were Singapore, Japan, Hong Kong, the 

United States and Europe. The planting areas were Kanchanaburi, Nakhon Pathom, 

Rayong, Chonburi, Payao, Chiang Rai and Chiang Mai provinces. The production 

was carried out by the companies themselves, contract farming and agriculturalists. 

Both fresh or frozen (except canned pineapple) foods were produced.

  In 2001, the Board of Organic Agriculture Promotion was appointed. It  

was responsible for formulating policies, plans and measures for the promotion and 

development, production, and processing of organic produce, and marketing. The 

conceptual framework was formulated to promote organic agriculture in various 

aspects, such as standards, market, knowledge and technology  transfer, organization 

management, and public hearing. Each dimension was adjusted or improved, based on 

a public hearing to put into the strategic plan and to conduct campaigns in support of 

organic agriculture so that the implementation could be more effective. 

2.4.2.2 Marketing

  Whether marketing has been done by the public sector is not obvious. 

There have been some promotions of organic products. Public organizations 

concerned have imported the regulations of labelling and advertising of organic 

products, developed a system to monitor manufacturers and dealers, promoted organic 

products through expo and public relations plans found organic agriculture markets 

for organic food, which need to be different from common agriculture markets, 

established the organic agriculture center for gathering information and statistics of 

organic products, promoted training courses production, marketing and processing, 
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packaging and export. Collected information was used to plan, promote and expand 

the industry  within the country as well as to establish a manufacturing zone and a 

calendar of agricultural production to be able to plan exporting periods effectively. 

Standards for the protection have also been established and in the conversion period 

of organic agriculture small farmers were encouraged to form co - operatives and 

small or micro community enterprises. Consumer behavior was studied across the 

globe in terms of demand, satisfaction with flavor, response to price changes, 

consumer income, characteristics of products in demand, as well as rules, import 

regulations, hygiene standards and products standards. 

2.4.2.3 Certification and Standards 

  Government agencies concerned set standards for organic agriculture 

with the collaboration between the Department of Agriculture, The Institute of 

Scientific and Technological Research, and the Department of International Trade 

Promotion. They  worked together to establish standards for the production of organic 

plants, organic aquaculture, and organic livestocks in Thailand that complied with 

international standards.

  The National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and Food Standards 

(ACFS) was established as the core agency responsible for drafting standards that 

involved organic products and foods in Thailand. ACFS was responsible for drafting 

the National Organic Standards (production, processing, labelling and distribution of 

organic products). The committee that  considered the draft of the standards included 

representatives from the public sector, the private sector, NGOs, representatives of 

entrepreneurs, and representatives of agriculturalists. The central standards were set 

for organic agriculture and organic aquaculture production. They  are currently  used 

by the public and the private sectors. 

  Currently, there are two main agencies responsible for examining and 

certifying the standards of organic crop production, which are the Department of 

Agriculture and the National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and Food Standards. 

(ACFS). Also, the Organic agriculture Institute under the Department of Agriculture 

launched a pilot project to produce organic products in all 4 groups: rice, vegetables, 
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herbs, and horticulture. Moreover, the Institute has certified inspectors, verified and 

guaranteed, issued a guarantee certificate and a products label.

  In 2002, the “Organic Thailand” logo was used. However, in 2003 the 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives used the trademark “Q” for the same 

standard for Thai food. However, ACFS’s standard is voluntarily followed.

Besides the standard, ACFS has trained inspectors responsible for examining and 

verifying organic agriculture farms, making sure that they meet the organic standard. 

 2.4.3 Organic Agriculture in the Private Sector

 The organic agriculture industry  is operated by the private sector and the entire 

industry knows what kind of support is needed for production, processing, marketing 

and certification. There are a number of important organizations involved: namely, the 

Earth Net Foundation, the Green Net Cooperative and the Organic Agriculture 

Certification Thailand (ACT). Each organization had its own role.

2.4.3.1 Promotion of Organic Agriculture 

  In Thailand, apart from the public sector, the private sector also plays 

an important role in promotion of organic agriculture. Private development agencies 

joined hands with agriculturalist leaders to seek for new or alternative farming 

methods in 1989. The focus was on learning of farming, on examination of methods 

of self - reliant organic agriculture, on preservation of the environment, and on 

exchange of experience and knowledge between private development organizations 

and agriculturalist leaders, so that a common ground could be reached for further 

development of sustainable agriculture in Thailand. 

  In 1992, a big meeting was held by  the Alternative Agriculture 

Association. There, lessons and experiences in supporting sustainable agriculture 

were summarized with an announcement that alternate organic agriculture was one of 

an important method of agriculture. It  could be said that this was the official starting 

point of organic agriculture in Thailand. 
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2.4.3.2 Marketing

  Consumers’ concern for their health has recently brought about change 

in eating. They are now concerned about their health, and demand for healthy food. 

Health is a reason as to why consumers have turned to organic products as they are 

considered as safest consumable products. This has led to the growth of organic 

markets and the improvement of organic agriculture, which are not just another choice 

but the right to develop agriculture and the society. 

  Many organizations have been interested in developing marketing 

strategies for organic products, to the extent that many distribution channels have 

been established to distribute organic products, such as Im Bun (Chiang Mai 

province), Health Products Agency (Songkhla province), and the Green Net 

Cooperative.

  The Green Net Cooperative is one strong organization that supports 

organic agriculture. Organic products and natural products produced by  small - scale 

agriculturalists are distributed to urban consumers under the concept of a market 

choice. 

  The development of organic agriculture was initiated and supported in 

various ways. For example, the certification and standard guarantee agency for 

organic products (currently known as Organic Agriculture certification Thailand 

(ACT), was established. There has been research and development of organic 

products for small scale producers in community businesses. The health guarantee 

system has been established and so have organic agriculture schools for organic 

agriculture. 

  Because of its knowledge and experience, the Green Net Cooperative 

has been a consultant for various organizations in Asia in developing organic 

agriculture projects or standard evaluation agencies. The countries that sought 

consultation in 2000 included China, Hong Kong, Indonesia, India, Philippines, Lao 

P.D.R, Cambodia and Vietnam. It also contributed to the founding of the Earth Net 

Foundation. This foundation focused on promoting and supporting activities that 
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involved organic agriculture and community businesses, as well as on developing the 

sustainability of community organizations. 

  Both agencies, i.e., Earth Net Foundation and Green Net Cooperatives, 

were working together as a green network to develop organic agriculture. 

2.4.3.3 Establishment of the Certification Agency

  The Green Net Cooperative’s initiated the establishment of an agency 

for certification of organic products, resulting in the establishment of the first 

independent certification agency in Thailand in 1995. 

  In 1998 the standard for organic products was completely set and since 

then the Green Net Cooperative has continued service as the first certification agency 

in Thailand. In 2001, it  applied for accreditation from the International Organic 

Accreditation Service, and was accredited making it the first organization in Asia that 

received the accreditation. 

  In 2003, the cooperative developed further and received recognition 

from Switzerland’s government as a certification agency equivalent to such an agency 

in Switzerland. 

 

 2.4.4 Implementation of the Organic Agriculture Policy

 Previously, the implementation of the organic agriculture policy in Thailand 

was carried out by organizations which certified and guaranteed organic products 

made in the private sector. The Green Net Cooperative and the Earth Net Foundation 

(2011), collected data on land use for organic agriculture from 1998 to 2010 and 

found that the land used for organic agriculture increased every year as shown in 

Table 2.4
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Table 2.4 Land Areas for of Certified Organic Crop Production in Thailand from 

1998 to 2010

         (Unit: Rais) 

Year Rice Crop production Vegetables Fruit Others Total

1998 6,281.416,281.41 -- - 6,281.41

1999 5,510.135,510.13 -- - 5,510.13

2000 7,005.267,005.26 3,518.753,518.75 - 10,524.01

2001 9,900.509,900.50 3,518.753,518.75 - 13,419.25

2002 32,841.2732,841.27 22,382.3022,382.30 768.75 55,992.32

2003 46,719.3346,719.33 22,260.6422,260.64 768.75 69,748.72

2004 52,182.75 7,859.79 13,283.60 12,777 768.75 86,871.89

2005 108,302.02 6,731.20 14,844.76 4,995.35 761.00 135,634.33

2006 113,213.04 6,546.65 15,121.21 4,981.83 1,077.25 140,939.98

2007 77,005.03 10,103.64 16,503.19 15,907.2 203.75 119,722.81

2008 70,485.67 11,791.13 13,820.51 8,369.92 1,500.00 105,967.23

2009 112,152.27 45,920.63 18,066.51 7,342.20 8,738.43 192,220.04

2010 138,328.03 46,682.07 7,047.70 6,751.33 1,067.34 199,876.47

Source: The Summary of the Areas for Organic Agriculture. Green Net Cooperative 

and Earth Net Foundation, 2011.

 The statistics gathered from the government departments concerned were 

lower than those from the private sector. The Department of Agriculture and Forestry 

found that in 2012 land that had been accredited to produce organic products totalled 

9,434.99 rais. The organic products included organic tea, organic vegetables, organic 

fruits, organic herbs, and mixed organic vegetation, mushroom and bamboo. The 

information provided by  the Rice Department revealed that agriculturalists who 

produced organic rice reached up  to 25,683 in the north - eastern, the north, the 

central and the southern parts of Thailand, as seen in Tables 2.5 and 2.6. 
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Table 2.5 Certified Organic Crop Production in 2012

Crop Area (Rais) Number of farms

Organic tea 1,541.25 80
Organic vegetables 857.57 318
Organic fruit 2,363.32 157
Organic herbs and spices 128.20 42
Integrated organic vegetation 
(organic vegetation combined) 4,481.90 713

mushroom 44.75 20

Bamboo shoot 18.00 2

Total 9,434.99 1,332

Source: The Summary of the Certified Area for Organic Agriculture. Department of 

Agriculture, 2012.

Table 2.6 Organic Rice Production in Thailand in 2012

Region Area (Rais) Number of farms

North - eastern 20,842 2,313
Northern 3,598 404
Central 933.07 102
Southern 309.50 61

Total 25,683 2,880

Source: Adapted from the Summary  of the Evaluation of Organic Rice for 

Certification in 2012. Rice Department.

 Tables 2.4 and 2.6 show the areas used to grow mixed organic vegetation. The 

land use for organic rice production surpassed other crops (4,481.90 rais). The north - 
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eastern part of Thailand was the largest area were 20,842 rais was used for producing 

organic rice. 

 The data from the private and the public sectors were not consistent with each 

other. This is to say, the private sector reported that the production area during 1998 - 

2010 increased, whilst the data from the rice Department in 2012 indicated that the 

area used for mixed organic agriculture in 2010 was less than that reported by  the 

private sector. However, this was perhaps due to the different methods of data 

collection. Since there was no one common database, the results could not be 

concluded. 

2.5  Strategic Plan for Organic Agriculture Development (2006 - 2009) and 

the First National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan 

(2008 - 2011)

 The National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan was a method 

of officially implementing the policy for the first time by the public sector. It began 

from the Thai government’s interest in all aspects of organic agriculture. This led to 

the formulation of a strategic plan for organic agriculture development during 2006 - 

2009 by various agencies in the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives. 

 The development strategic plan consisted of 5 strategies, which included 1) 

strategic PR campaign, 2) strategic networking between leaders of agriculturalists, the 

institute of agriculturalists networking of experts to establish a system of 

agriculturalist networking, 3) strategic research, such as research and development on 

non-chemical fertilisers, 4) strategic support, such as factors for organic production 

and provision of information and related theories, 5) strategic marketing and 

alternative markets.

 However, after the Strategic Plan for Organic Agriculture Development (2006 

- 2009) had been in operation for 2 years, the government assigned the Office of the 

National Economic and Social Development Board.(NESDB) to revise the plan. 
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 NESDB was responsible for the appointment of the National Organic 

Agriculture Development Board, on October 16, 2007, to formulate the policy and to 

allocate a budget for organic agriculture development within the country via the 

government agencies concerned (Vitoon Panyakul, 2008).

 The Board was also assigned to develop strategic plans. The first National 

Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2008 - 2011) was approved on July 

22, 2008.

 The first National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2008 - 

2011) had significant contents. First, it highlighted a holistic concept of person - 

centered development, which included entrepreneurs and agriculturalists, who 

produce for locals and consumers. The benefits gained from implementation the 

strategic plan were fair development, solution of the poverty problem, and 

enhancement of competitiveness and sustainable development. 

 Second, it  emphasized a development approach based on the philosophy of 

sufficiency economy; that is, to live within one’s means, to lead a suitable, balanced , 

and moderate lifestyle, and to have immunity. People in each area should observe 

culture and traditions and live in harmony with nature. It was a form of development 

that began with producing sufficiently, being self - reliant and developing towards 

assisting each other at  the community level. Once the community  was strong enough, 

farming people could begin to produce for business and expand the network to the 

national level market and export. 

 Next, the strategic plan focused on an operational integration system with the 

participation of all sectors. The private sector, the public sector, NGOs, networks of 

farmers and local scholars were united to carry out tasks.

 Finally, a strategic plan was extended to over 4 years and previous 

developments continued, bringing together the experiences of the private and the 

public sectors and other organizations, to further develop organic agriculture. With the 

goal to make producers and consumers have better health and better quality of life, 

changes were required for production that was more friendly  to the environment and 

natural resources, for stable and safe food sources, and for increasing the members of 
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organic agriculturalists, growing areas, and a variety of organic products, with support 

in all aspects of organic agriculture production. The system of inspection and 

certification of organic products in Thailand received recognition, resulting in the 

increase in the export volume of organic products and a unified and coherent system. 

 The national development plan consisted of four main strategies: support, 

creation and management of information and innovation; the development of local 

organic agriculture methods; support and creation of opportunities to develop towards 

an international level commercial organic agriculture production and to manage and 

strengthen knowledge and innovation. 

 The information and innovation management strategies encompassed three 

areas: supporting research and development of knowledge and innovation in organic 

agriculture suitable for the supply chain; production, maintenance, harvesting, 

processing, packaging, logistics to the market, adding value; building a correct 

knowledge and understanding of organic farming among producers, entrepreneurs, 

consumers and government officials at all levels, and also developing the organic 

agriculture database of all levels to reach the same standard.

 The objectives of the strategic development plan of organic agriculture was 

twofold: to develop  production and to create a network for self reliance by supporting 

organic agriculture production with sufficient production factors, such as organic 

seeds and fertilizers, by  creating channels of trade and marketing of excess organic 

products, by  developing a network of local entrepreneurs to bring local organic 

products to the market, and by creating a larger supportive market for the local 

community. Local markets and institutional markets will be expanded to other areas, 

such as schools and hospitals.

 There were three main guidelines to build potential in the commercial organic 

products. The guidelines included improving production and strengthening the 

network system by supporting the networking of agriculturalists, the Agricultural 

Institute and community  enterprises. The Thai organic agriculture standard system 

would be further developed by  evaluating and reviewing the current standard and the 

methods of inspection and certification so that it would be acknowledged by 
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consumers within and outside of the country. Also, international markets would be 

sought by drafting a PR strategy, to advertise organic products. 

 The management strategy to develop organic agriculture covered two main 

areas: (1) to have mechanisms administration at the policy level and to develop  for 

unity  amongst the different  organizations involved in organic agriculture, and (2) to 

organize a system to link those involved in the development of organic agriculture at 

all levels by  giving importance to the involvement in the implementation of the 

developing organic agriculture plan and to creating opportunities to collaborate with 

other countries.

 However, after the First National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic 

Plan (2008 - 2011) had ended, there were amendments made to the structure of the 

National Organic Agriculture Development Board. Initially, the Office of the National 

Economic and Social Development Board (NESDB) acted as secretary. Later, the 

work was transferred to the Office of Agricultural Economics under the Ministry  of 

Agriculture and Cooperatives.

 After the Ministry  of Agriculture and Cooperatives changed the structure of 

the National Organic Agriculture Development Board, the sub - committee during 

2013 - 2016 began to modify the organic agriculture development strategy, which 

consisted of 4 main tasks: management of information and innovation; development 

of production throughout the supply chain; strengthening of the market and Thai 

organic agriculture standards; and integration of stakeholders to drive Thailand’s 

organic industry. 

 The national strategic plan for organic agriculture development was based on 

the organic agriculture policy prepared with the interest of the government in organic 

agriculture. However, the focus was only on the work of public organization 

concerned. The procedures used in the bureaucratic system was considered. - that is, 

the nature of operations in the framework of organizational theories formulated by 

famous scholars such as Pressman and Wildavvaksy, who noted the importance of 

efficiency of the organization, or Van Meter and Van Horn who hightlighted capability 

of the organization, and Sabatier and Mazmanian who focused on the structure of the 
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operational framework and driving used by organizational theories. Strategic change 

resulted from the force of the public organization. The private sector or the civil 

society have very little force behind the strategic movement. 

 However, the researcher believes that for the implementation of any policy to 

be successful, cooperation from all parties involved is neccessary. Implementation 

from the public sector alone cannot yield successful results. Cooperation from 

entrepreneurs is also believed to play a very important role in the success of 

implementing the organic agriculture policy.

2.6 Related Research and Argument

 

 In the study of key success factors in the organic agriculture policy 

implementation, the researcher gathered data from related articles within and outside 

Thailand. 

 2.6.1 Previous Research

  2.6.1.1 Previous Research in Thailand

  There has not been much research on organic agriculture in Thailand. 

Research on innovative organic agriculture in the early  stages was conducted by the 

Earth Net Foundation, the Green Net Cooperative and the Organic Trade Association 

of Thailand (2008). Since 1990 there have been approximately 270 innovative organic 

agriculture research studies (as shown in detail in Appendix A), carried out by 

researchers in academic institutions nationwide. There was also research done by 

private development institutions, but the number was limited. 

  Most innovative research was about support for agriculture, followed 

by organic rice, technology used to produce the organic products, organic agriculture 

systems and the organic market within the country. 

  At the national level, there is a framework of research and innovation 

research on organic agriculture. But there is no center for exchange of information 

54



from different institutions because of lack of communication and coordination 

between institutions. This made it difficult to search for information and innovation. 

  Previous research had no direction, so the findings could not be use 

effectively. Accordingly, the Earth Net Foundation, the Green Net Cooperative and 

the Organic Trade Association of Thailand proposed to change the structure and 

procedures involved in research and innovation in Thailand’s organic agriculture. 

Change was made in four aspects: (1) developing the network of researchers so that 

there would be a center for developing research and innovation about Thailand’s 

organic agriculture, (2) holding annual meetings to discuss ways to conduct research 

and create innovations, (3) restructuring the research and innovation process through 

coordination among agencies, and (4) building the database on Thailand’s organic 

agriculture. 

  Recently  several studies examined different dimensions of organic 

agriculture. Many studies dealt  with dimensions of the supply chain in order to find 

out problems and opinions of people involved in different in the supply chain as well 

as the possibility  of increasing the value of organic agriculturalists (Chancharat 

Rieowdecha, 2011). The findings were supported by research on the evaluation of 

success factors of organic agriculture and on the utilization of organic agriculture to 

build a stronger food supply chain in Thailand (Chayaphon Watthanasiri and et al., 

2010). 

  Other studies were made on agricultural issues, projects driving factors 

and healthy foods, organic agriculture development strategies, experience of 

community  organizations (Natphong Phathanaphanchai et al., 2009) and was found 

that success of organic agriculture came from paying close attention in every aspect of 

the cycle, from the start to the end. 

  Later, research on organic agriculture, was done for commercial 

purposes (Wanida Changtade and Phitadon Nidtayasut, 2010). There were surveys on 

Bangkok consumers’ behavior and found that they  wanted to buy products free from 

chemicals (Varaporn Puyawadee, 2010) and that their knowledge of organic products 
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(Roitner – Schobesberger, 2005). Other various factors also influenced the success in 

organic agriculture (Sali Chinsathit, 2012). 

  Moreover, research on organic agriculture in Thailand focused on 

analysing the context and on informative theory related to the policy (Chesada 

Mingchai and Pradtana Yossuck, 2008), as organic agriculture became a public policy 

that was in accordance with the National Economic and Society Development plan. 

Important factors in formulating the policy were the safety of food and standard of 

production, free trade, and the role of international organizations. The policy was 

implemented on the basis of centralization of power throughout the hierarchical 

structure of the state. There were two types of organic production: self - sufficient 

production and production to reach international standards. Besides management 

which was an important factor in the policy implementation, support from political 

parties and social sectors also helped to make the policy successful. 

  The factors that most affected the successful implementation of organic 

agriculture in Thailand (Chedsada Mingchai and Pradtana Yossuck, 2012) included 

markets, prices, production costs, training and instruction, standard and technology, 

all of which played a role in changing production methods of organic agriculture. As 

well, networking and the model played an important role in success for policy 

implementation. 

  The Center for Applied Economics Research at  the Faculty of 

Economics, Kasetsart University (2010) did some research on the follow up and 

evaluation of the results of using a strategic organic agriculture plan and found some 

operational problems when the Strategic Plan for the Development of organic 

agriculture (2006 - 2009) was implemented. Some important problems were lack of 

funds, poor coordination between agencies, lack of continuity  caused by change of the 

chief officer or priority of organic agriculture, by policy change made by politicians, 

by world economic recession, and by no cooperation from related agency and 

personnel who did not accept the concept of organic agriculture because of the 

familiarity  with chemical agriculture, limited research in some fields, such as fishery 

in which they were unable to find a suitable method for breeding. 
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  It was also found that agriculturalists needed assistance from the public 

sector in the finding more distribution channels, lowering the cost of certification, 

providing the production factors. PR was minimal, which made it difficult to 

distinguish products of organic agriculture. Moreover, consumers lacked knowledge 

about distribution locations of organic products.

 2.6.1.2 International Research

  Research related to organic agriculture reviewed by  the Earth Net 

Foundation, the Green Net Cooperative and Organic Trade Association of Thailand 

(2008) found that many  countries were interested in organic agriculture research, 

which led to an establishment of organization to be directly responsible for the 

research. 

  The Netherland’s Ministry of Agriculture, Nature and Food Quality has 

given monetary  support for the majority of research within the country, but decisions 

on fund allocation for research are made by the cluster board. There is also a specific 

group directly responsible for issues relating to organic agriculture. 

  The cluster board of organic agriculture will consult the Knowledge 

Network Organic Sector (KNOS), which has its own consulting organization called 

the Bio connect. The KNOS network has a representative from each organic 

agriculture community, especially stakeholders in the organic agriculture industry. 

The Bio connect is responsible for determining research agenda, level of urgency, 

distribution of funds, and making proposals to the Minister on a yearly basis. The 

organic agriculture cluster board will make the final decision (usually, organic 

agriculture cluster board will approve the proposals made by the Bio connect). 

  In Denmark, research on organic agriculture usually  receives funds 

from the Ministry of Food, Agriculture and Fisheries, through the Directorate for 

Agribusiness. Coordination of research on organic agriculture within the country is 

carried out by the Danish Research Center for Organic Food and Farming – 

DARCOF).

  DARCOF is operated by the board of directors that is composed of 

representatives from various research institutes assigned by the Ministry. Research is 
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conducted in line with the guidelines set by the government. The community  is also 

given an opportunity for those who benefit from the research (user committee) to 

participate in determining the specifics of the training course and the priority of 

research issues. Representatives from various organic agriculture institutions are part 

of the board. The Organic Food Council has the duty similar to an advisor for the 

Minister on the national organic agriculture policy and other related policies. 

  Australia studied factors that limited the growth and development of 

the national organic agriculture. It made its first strategic plan on organic agriculture 

by analysing and evaluating various research papers as well as the knowledge they 

already had. Evaluation of previous developments of the department in the country 

was made. A consultation department was established for stakeholders throughout the 

supply chain. There were also interviews and meetings related to the implementation. 

Two activities in the strategic framework were the Australian Organic Hub and the 

Organic Industry Research Program. In the strategic plan the proportion of budget 

given for each activity  was as follows: 40 percent for the Australian Organic Hub and 

60 percent for the Organic Industry Research Program. 

  An important role of the Australian Organic Hub is to synthesize of 

data from research (both agricultural research and research, specifically  on organic 

agriculture) and to make a summary to distribute to agriculturalists in the most 

appropriate manner.

  Many research revealed the factors that affected the successful 

implementation of the policy, which included the distance from the place of 

production to the market or place of distribution, the age of entrepreneurs, knowledge 

from training, familiarity with production, awareness of the environment, market 

focus, organic products income, planning and government policies on organic 

production (Karki, Schleenbecker, and Hamm, 2011; Sarker and Itohara, 2008), and 

changes in the government policy in giving support (Kallas, Serra and Gil, 2009). 

  One study on factors that supported organic agriculture operations, 

found that the public sector should have projects or policies supported by all 

stakeholders of organic agriculture in order to increase productivity. Also, more tools, 

58



and materials were required for the operation. The efficiency of those engaged in all 

stages should be increased. Risk factors in business should be reduced (Ramdhani and 

Santosa, 2012). Several studies were also made on the net income after the conversion 

period, motivation factors leading to organic agriculture operations, convenience after 

production, involvement of operators in training and learning, the size of the area used 

for production and the ability  to produce (Kafle, 2011). All were important factors 

which contributed to the success in implementing the organic agriculture policy. 

  The majority of research in other countries focused on methods and 

benefits of organic agriculture production (Pangga, 2010; Maeder, et  al., 2022; Bauer, 

2013; Bengtsson, Ahnstrom, and Weibull, 2005; Goklany, 2002; Stokstad, 2002), on 

technology used in the process of production (Sarker and Itohara, 2008), and on the 

impact on biodiversity (Bengtsson, Ahnstrom and Weibull,2005).

  Economic and environmental benefits (Tran Nghia Dai, 2008) as well 

as the market (Allen and Kovach, 2000) were studied by surveying consumer 

behavior and demand. It was found that organic products were important in the 

current world because they responded to the global food supply chain (Badgley, 

Moghtader, Quintero, Zakem, Chappell, Katia Aviles-Vazquez, Andrea Samulon and 

Ivette Perfecto, 2007; Allen and Kovach, 2000). 

  The organic agriculture market has been growing exponentially. 

Organic Monitor (2006) found that the global demand for organic products was 

increasing. By 2006, the value of distributed organic products was expected to be 

approximately forty billion US dollars and could possibly reach up to seventy billion 

US dollars in 2012 (Sahoto, 2006). In addition, the ability  in producing organic 

products was also growing. In 2007 the proportion of land use for organic agriculture 

was 7 percent of all arable land (Willer and Yussefi, 2007).

  The Organic Trade Association (OTA) of the United States (Organic 

Trade Association, 2013) interviewed entrepreneurs in order to set an organic 

agriculture development strategy for the United States of America, based on a SWOT 

analysis of the organic business industry. The analysis found that  the strength factors 

were new organic agriculture laws, consumer demand, confidence in the seal of 
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approval, scientific research and supporting departments. On the other hand, the 

weaknesses included consumer confusion, lack of regulations on new products, price 

barriers, and the lack of complete research on organic agriculture. The opportunities 

which arose were the passage of the new US Farm Bill, which allocated a budget of 

approximately 112 million US dollars to support market development and research for 

the next 5 years (approximately  4,000 million Baht); being the environmental leader; 

the similarity in price to other products; and increasing consumer awareness. Threats 

came from having different standards, which confused the consumers; lack of 

production within the country; trade barriers in global markets because each country 

set its own standards and criteria. There was no universal system which was 

acknowledged as an equal standard. The expansion of biotechnology posed a risk to 

organic products as they might become contaminated because of GMO increase. 

Lastly, there was lack of unity in the organic agriculture industry. 

  The study results were consistent with the framework of the 

agricultural market research on organic foods. In North America, the Office of 

Agriculture Affairs in Washington D.C. (2009) found that one factor supporting 

organic agriculture was the trend that consumers were concerned about health. The 

more Thailand develops organic agriculture, the clearer its policy must be for the 

public sector to support organic agriculture production. 

  The restrictions of exporting Thai organic products include production 

problems, especially low yields and high production costs. Since there is a lack of 

crop variety, processed products are limited. Besides emphasis is on markets within 

the country. Marketing problems concern a limited number of consumers, lack of 

export markets, lack of standard, lack of international recognition and lack of 

capability to produce in a large volume. The market within the country is limited to 

those who are capable of purchasing. The problems stemmed from lack of 

development and knowledge on the part of agriculturalists and consumers. Thailand 

still do not have an acknowledged and trustworthy  certifying body at a global level. 

Consumers and agriculturalists are confused about the standards of organic products. 
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Most consumers cannot distinguish between chemical - free products and organic 

products. 

  One factor that makes it possible to sell Thai organic products in the 

United States is the current American lifestyle. Americans see the importance of 

consuming healthy products. In other words, consumer attitudes towards health have 

created an opportunity for organic products. The USA is faced with The problem of 

obesity, especially amongst children, and safety food products More new 

communication channels attract new consumers to organic products in the US. 

Americans had more opportunity to receive information about nutrition, which had 

caused change in the attitude of the younger generation of consumers. Especially, 

families with young parents usually give great importance to health of family 

members. 

  The Organic Trade Association (OTA), in collaboration with the KIWI 

magazine, (2013) deeply studied the views, attitudes, behaviors and motivations of 

organic food consumers. About 1,239 American consumer households were surveyed 

and it was found that the consumption of organic products increased steadily, as 

consumers wanted to choose what was best for the health of their families. Not only 

did consumption increase but there was also an increase in the variety of products by 

41 percent. Families consumed organic products because they were good for their 

health. The finding was consistent  with previous studies, which found that 48 percent 

of consumers chose to buy organic products to have better health of the whole family, 

30 percent wanted to avoid consuming herbicides, chemical fertilizers and toxic, 29 

percent to avoid antibiotics and growth hormones, and 22 percent to avoid products 

that contained genetically modified organisms (GMO). The USDA Organic came to 

realize the importance of the standard trademark for organic products in making 

consumers more confident in such products. 

  The current market for organic products in the United States is not a 

market specific to organic consumers, but organic products enter general consumer 

markets. Organic products are found in retail stores in almost all locations for all 

levels of consumers. Organic product prices have possibly  decreased, as imported 
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organic products are sold at lower prices than those produced within the country. The 

United States have limitations in its weather, causing it to not be able to produce some 

produce in winter. Most production is done off - season, which requires a large 

amount of capital. This ultimately affects the pricing of organic products. 

  President Barack Obama of the United States set a policy  to support 

the production and consumption of organic products, which has created an 

opportunity for American agriculturalists to expand the organic agriculture market, 

and the level of consumption as well as to increase the demand for production inputs 

and organic products. This has ultimately  led to an increase in production within the 

country  and continuous increase in import of organic products. This is an opportunity 

for Thailand to export its organic products - raw and processed - to the US market. 

  In Africa, research was conducted in various countries which usually 

produce food for export. Several challenging factors there included consistency of 

production, and limited the ‘want’ to purchase. The management of the supply chain 

by private organizations was weak and there was not much interest  in investing 

organic farming. However, there were also many  strengths. For example, 

entrepreneurs have relatively good managerial skills to run their supply chain. There 

was a push to create a central network for organic agriculture, because organic 

products were accepted by  consumers and entrepreneurs of all countries (Gunner 

Rundgren and Peter Lustig, 2007).

 

 2.6.2 Argument

 The models which scholars previously presented about implementing the 

policy focus on the framework of organizational theory that gives importance to the 

capacity of organizational performance to achieve successful implementation. Many 

internal factors that are considered are, for example, the policy  and practice, 

government agencies that implement  the policy, and external factors are, for example, 

changes in political, social, economic conditions, as mentioned above. 
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 Whether policy and the government projects will be a success or not depend 

on many factors. Besides the performance of the organization, the researcher believe 

one factor that be considered. is the role of small - scale entrepreneurs. 

 Usually, the government policy  is specifically determined and has clear 

instructions. The support  center is fully  equipped with information. It will not achieve 

its goal if the success factors were not properly considered by the implementing 

agencies. 

 Therefore, the process and procedures carried out by the implementing 

agencies is an important factor for the success of the policy  implementation. Factors 

which are believed to affect the success include business structure, capital and 

characteristics of entrepreneurs: i.e., leadership, commitment and lifestyle. 

 The researcher believes that  the leadership  skill of the entrepreneur is greatly 

important because it can affect the chance of the policy to be a success. Because 

organic agriculture is an innovation in agricultural business, business leaders should 

be well prepared to jump - start their business. They should focus on niche market 

where quality products are very important. Those who do an organic product business 

need to have a different way of thinking from other businessmen. The former need to 

have a far - sighted vision, to be active and enthusiastic, and to endure difficulties, as 

they  take on the role of opening up a business that has not yet been well known. 

Therefore, the leadership skill of the business operator or entrepreneur is essential to 

conduct business and to implement the policy effectively.

 The business structure (type of business ownership or the structure of a 

cooperative) is important as well. The members of a cooperative are different in their 

management style, especially decisions on proceeding with a policy or implementing 

a policy that has already been set. However, the researcher believes that the structure 

of the organization affects the success to only a limited extent. 

 Capital is also considered as a very important success factor by the researcher. 

Capital or fixed assets include land, tools and machinery, production factors, soil or 

products used to maintain soil, or feed in the case of livestock and fishery. 

Accordingly, the researcher believes that a sufficient amount of capital is needed to 
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engage in a business and will likely result in the ability to successful implement the 

policy set by  the government. In other words, an insufficient amount of capital 

available will negatively affect the implementation of the policy. 

 The researcher believes that the level of commitment of the entrepreneur is a 

key to success of the policy. Generally, those who engage in businesses must be 

confident and think of profits. For organic agriculture businesses, just thinking of 

profits is not enough for the businessmen to stay in this industry. Business operators 

must have confidence, understand the organic agriculture business, and commitment 

to their business, which focuses on producing quality products, even if the production 

cost is higher. They need to spend more time on production, to have a strong mind 

and a strong will to resist chemical agriculture, which is an easier business to 

undertake. In a shorter time period, the gained profits is not high. Therefore, whether 

the policy  will be successfully  implemented depends on the level of commitment of 

the entrepreneur.

 Finally, a factor which the researcher believes is not of any less importance 

than others is the lifestyle of entrepreneurs, especially those who engage in organic 

agriculture - related business. By living their lives sufficiently, or leading a simple 

life, in harmony with nature and with love for humans as well as consuming safe 

food, they will be successful. Business operators who think of profits only and are not 

serious about organic agriculture cannot effectively implement the policy. If it 

happens to be successful, the success will be only temporary and not sustainable. 

2.7 Conceptual Framework 

 The reviewed theories and concepts have been synthesized to define a 

framework of the study  to evaluate success factors of implementing the policy. (See 

Figure 2.5).
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Figure 2.5 The Conceptual Framework of the Study

 The conceptual framework of this study, includes the relationship  of business 

structure, capital, leadership, commitment and lifestyle of entrepreneurs, which are all 

factors believed to affect the success of organic agriculture policy implementation. 

 The first factor, business structure, that is believed to affect the success of 

implementing the organic farming policy is businesses cannot be operated in the form 

of a corporation or the sole owner. The sole owner has the authority to allocate power 

and to make final decisions on whether to take action or not. In a cooperation 

decisions are made based on opinions and considerations of all parties. Therefore, the 
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researcher believes that this is a factor likely to affect the success of policy 

implementation. 

 The second factor is capital. It takes a certain amount of time before organic 

products can be certified as being organic and not chemical grown. So entrepreneurs 

must carry  out production appropriately  from the beginning, making sure that their 

products are indeed organic. The products must be certified as organic before being 

sold. This is precisely the reason why entrepreneurs need to be able to have a 

sufficiency fund to grow fund a number of crops and to make them organic. 

Otherwise, they  cannot be sold as organic. Since the production costs are higher than 

normal production operations they will negatively affect the entrepreneurs who do not 

have enough fund. In addition, consumer demand for organic products is relatively 

low compared with the demand for products produced by  chemical agriculture. 

Therefore, the business operator must realize that the need for organics products is not 

great. This requires them to have enough capital so that business operation will not be 

affected. The researcher believes that  capital is a factor that affects the 

implementation of the organic agriculture policy.

 Leadership is the third factor that should affect the success of the policy 

implementation. Unlike, operators of general agriculture businesses, which focus on 

profit margin without thinking about society  and nature, organic business operators 

must have scrutiny, must not be afraid of change and must be enthusiastic in operating 

the business to the point of success. Organic businesses in Thailand have not yet been 

widespread and accepted because of the lack of knowledge of production, processing, 

and distribution, production support, as well as lack of recognition of the importance 

of organic products by the public sector and the consumers. Mainstream chemical 

agriculture is preferred because it can produce a large amount of produce in a short 

period of time. For these reasons, it is difficult for organic business to become 

successful in a short period of time. The researcher believes that leadership  of the 

entrepreneurs is an important factor in the success of the organic agriculture policy 

implementation. 
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 The level of commitment of entrepreneurs is another factor affecting the 

successful implementation of the organic farming policy. Since the implementation of 

agricultural production is hard work, the business operators must be willing to work 

hard with perseverance to pass through the tough times of farming. In short, 

entrepreneurs who want to produce organic products must go through hardships, 

which inevitably require patience and tolerance. To be a part of the organic agriculture 

business requires perseverance and determination, so the researcher believes that the 

commitment of business operators will affect the successful implementation of 

organic farming policy.

 The final factor believed to affect the success of organic farming policy 

implementation is entrepreneurial lifestyle. The lifestyle of the people who run 

organic farms differ from those in other businesses in that they must lead a self - 

sufficient life. To work as part of the field, they must be willing to work not mainly 

for profits alone, but must think of the environment. The researcher believes that 

lifestyle of the entrepreneur is likely to affect the successful implementation of the 

organic farming policy.
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CHAPTER 3

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

 The researcher conducted qualitative research, which included both 

documentary  and field research. The unit of analysis, the target  group, the resources 

used, the evaluation process and the analytical procedures are as follows:

 

3.1 Unit of Analysis

 The unit  of analysis that the researcher used was the same as that used by  the 

National Organic Agriculture Project that was carried out in all parts of Thailand. The 

organic rice project was joined by farmers from northeastern provinces of Thailand; 

(Yasohton, Ubon Raatchataanee and Roiet) and Pattalung province in the South. The 

processors and distributors of organic products were the Green Net Cooperative, Top 

Organic Products & Supplies Co.,Ltd., and Medifoods (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

 Entrepreneurs in the above mentioned provinces were farmers who formed 

groups, whilst the processors and distributors were in the form of company limited.

 The organic vegetable project was joined by entrepreneurs who were farmers, 

in Nakhorn Ratchasima (as northeastern province), Ratchaburi ( a western province) 

and Supanburi (a central region province). Just like the organic rice project, the 

processors and distributors were in the form of company limited.

 The organic plant project was joined by entrepreneurs in Chantaburi and 

Chonburi (eastern provinces) and in Chiang Mai (a northern province). The farmers 

who formed groups and processors and distributors in the form of company limited. 

 Entrepreneurs involved in organic aquaculture was farmers from Samut 

Prakarn province in the Central Region and Chantaburi province in the eastern part of 



Thailand. Like the other projects, farmers worked in groups, whilst  other 

entrepreneurs set up companies.

3.2 Qualitative Research

 Qualitative research was designed by  the researcher. The data which were 

directly  derived from the key informants was analyzed and compared. The gathered 

data were “hand - on” experience, which allowed for more specific results, making 

the whole process less time consuming. Selected interviewees gave information useful 

for understanding the context of organic agriculture to a great extent because they had 

flexibility in answering questions.

 In order to create the research study plan for documentary  research, the 

researcher collected quality  information from other sources, too. That is, the draft of 

the 2nd national development plan for organic agriculture was studied. Other 

documents related to organic production, consumption, and sale volume, standard and 

certification, and marketing were also analyzed. Moreover, the evaluation of the data 

from field research was made to get complete information. 

 In the qualitative research, the researcher is a tool. (LeCompte and Schensul, 

1999; Lincoln and Guba, 1985; Chay Potisita, 2011) The data collection methods 

include the following:

3.2.1 Documentary Research

 Documentary research was done in order to obtain informative data. Previous 

strategies under the 2nd National organic agricultural plan (2013 - 2016) were studied. 

This plan was still in a process of adjustment. Related reports and analytical results of 

the national organic agricultural development plans (2006 - 2009 and 2008 - 2011) 

were studied to explain the state of problems, obstacles and restrictions in 

implementing the plans, beginning from the very first national plan.

 There has been an increase in research relating to organic agriculture and 

development current situation of the organic agriculture industry around the globe, in 
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ASEAN, and in Thailand. for example, the current topics concern the industrial 

standard at the global and the ASEAN level.

 This research looked at the land used in organic farming, number of investors 

involved in organic farming, the quality and quantity  of production for both import 

and export, and the market for organic products. Thus, the collected data were related 

to organic rice, organic vegetables, organic fruits and organic aquaculture, Thailand’s 

standard and certification procedures of the inspection organisation, information 

regarding the volume of chemicals imported and used in Thailand’s current 

agricultural industry, the role and responsibility for policy  implementation of the 

government officers regarding the organic agriculture industry  and characteristics of 

organic agriculture entrepreneurs.

 To evaluate the factors evidently contributing to the success of the policy and 

the industry as a whole in Thailand is of great benefit so that  more realistic and 

successful policies can be developed, which will help strengthen the industry over a 

long period of time.

 3.2.2 Field Research 

 Besides documentary  research, field research was also done to gather wider 

and more specific information (Schwandt, 2001; Denzin, 1978 cited in Chay Potisita, 

2011) relating to the development and success of organic agriculture. The data from 

observation were recorded and interviews were conducted. The method of data 

collection is referred to as the triangulation method. (Denzin, 1978 cited in Chay 

Potisita, 2011)

 The researcher asked permission from interviewees before interviewing them. 

The letter of allowance is presented in Appendix B.

 The field research procedures were as follows:

3.2.2.1 Observation

  One of the methods used in this research was participatory observation, 

where the researcher was actively involved in the respondents; activities. It was 

chosen as the primary  method by which the data were collected, whilst other chosen 
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methods were used to gather the data to support the already collected data (Lofland, 

1971 cited in Chay Potisita, 2011). 

  The researcher made an observation tour to organic farms and plants in 

which organic rice, organic vegetables, organic fruits and organic aquaculture were 

produced. The researcher also observed the key informants’ gesture and behavior by 

using a variety of techniques. (Patton, 1990, cited in Chay Potisita, 2011). 

  Systematic observation was chosen to observe specific target areas 

(Chay Potisita, 2011) with focus on relevant information only, not taking much 

consideration in other factors (Schensul, Schensul and Lecompte, 1999 cited in Chay 

Potisita, 2011; Patton, 1990 cited in Chay Potisita, 2011). The aim of the observation 

was to check the similarity between the data collected from interviewing the 

informants and the data from the observation in order to derive the correct data for 

analysis.

3.2.2.2 Interview

  The data from the interviews were used to gain more information and a 

greater understanding of the data collected in the documentary  research (Patton, 1980; 

Leedy, 1993; Babbie, 1995; Legard, Keegan and Ward, 2003; Burgess, 1982, Suchart 

Prasithrathsin and Kannika Sukaserm, 2008; Anchana Na Ranong, 2010; Chay 

Potisita, 2011).

  The researcher developed the semi structured interview questionnaire 

for in - depth interviews. Open - ended questions were asked so that the key 

informants could give their full views. The key  informants were chosen from those 

specifically involved in organic agriculture and the organic agriculture industry. Some 

were interviewed (Suchart Prasithrathsin and Kannika Sukaserm, 2008) “face to 

face”, others via telephone conversation in order to gather as much information as 

possible (Anchana Na Ranong, 2010). 

  The key  informants were asked to identify the factors significantly 

affecting the success of putting the organic agriculture policy into practice. They  were 

divided into the following groups:
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1) Organic agriculture entrepreneurs who were producers and 

investors in the organic agriculture industry in Thailand. They  were divided into four 

groups: organic rice group, organic vegetable group, organic plant group, and organic 

aquaculture group. Both success and failure cases were investigated.

2) Organic agriculture buyers, who were organic rice 

manufacturers and distributors.

3) Organic agriculture certifying bodies, both in the public and 

the private sectors.

4) Government Agencies (Ministry  of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives and Ministry  of Commerce), who played a role or had the duty related 

to the implementation of the organic agriculture policy in the central and other 

regions.

5) Others: civil society, educational institutions and consumers, 

experts, members of organizations related to organic agriculture, and those directly 

involved in organic agriculture (agriculturalists, investors, etc).

  The data from observations and interviews were evaluated and 

analyzed and were recorded simultaneously (Patton, 1990 cited in Chay Potisita, 

2011), so that no important information would be missing.

3.2.2.3 Type of Questions

  The study aimed to identify  factors contributing to the success of the 

organic agriculture policy implementation. Through the interviews, it was possible to 

prepare the main questions and follow - up questions. (Rubin and Rubin, 1995; Berg, 

1998; Anchana Na Ranong, 2010; Suchart Prasithrathsin and Kannika Sukaserm, 

2008)

  Interview questions are the key  tool (Chay Potisita, 2011). If interview 

questions are clear and easy to understand, then it  is likely that the data will also be 

clear and easy  to draw conclusions after they are evaluated and analyzed the data. 

(LeCompte and Schensul, 1999). Therefore, the researcher chose to use the interview 

method. Kvale (1996) states that the main questions created by the researcher should 

help  the researcher to conduct interviews systematically and efficiently, not going off 
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track (Lofland and Loftland, 1995), so the objectives of the research can be answered 

by the data from the core questions. (Suchart Prasithrathsin and Kannika Sukaserm, 

2008). 

  Opened questions were most suitable for this research. The researcher 

created the open ended questions, allowing the key informants to give more detailed 

opinions and answers concerning the progress, problems, obstacles and restrictions of 

the implementation of the organic agriculture policy and the national organic 

agricultural plans. The opinions of the key informants were carefully evaluated so that 

the researcher could identify other factors which might contribute to the success of the 

national policy. 

  The open - ended questions were followed by a list of points which 

were asked for further detailed information in all related areas (Chay Potisita, 2004). 

Each question was categorized with anticipation for more opportunities to raise 

different questions that might have not been listed. Such questions were known as 

follow - up questions. They might be related to other aspects of the research which the 

researcher believe might be relevant and lead to the reasons behind the level of 

success in implementing the national policy. (See research questions in Appendix C).

  In this research, purposive sampling technique was selected to choose 

the key  informants. According to Rubin and Rubin (1995), the following criteria 

should be used: in choosing interview participants or key informants they know the 

field well, they devote their time to the conversation, and they  come from a variety  of 

backgrounds.

  However, Patton (1990) emphasizes qualifications related to the 

background knowledge of the interviewees (information rich cases). Therefore, the 

researcher chose to interview those who could provide useful data for the research. If 

the policy  was a success, the organic agriculture policy should be continued for 

organic rice, organic vegetable, organic plant and organic aquaculture groups. But if 

the policy was not successful, further evaluation should be made to find out which 

factors influenced the outcome most.
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3.3 Target Groups

 The target group for this study consisted of entrepreneurs involved in the 

organic agriculture in Thailand. They were divided into four groups: organic rice, 

organic vegetables, organic plant and organic aquaculture. The data were collected 

from both successful cases and the unsuccessful cases in organic agriculture.

3.4 Sources of Data

 The secondary data were gathered through documentary  research. Further 

information came from the drafted version the National Organic Agriculture 

Development Strategy (2013 - 2016). The information also came from the report of 

public hearing of the organic agriculture stakeholders. An assessment of all parties 

involved in the research was made so that the data would be more accurate. The 

research results showed public strategies and tools used by the government to 

implement the policy. Moreover, the data related to production, consumption and sale 

of organic agriculture products, the quality assurance and marketing were described.

 The data from the field research came from the organic agriculture 

stakeholders, who were divided into five groups: first, producers or production 

entrepreneurs, who were involved in the production of organic rice, organic 

vegetables, organic plants and organic aquaculture; second, the buyers who were the 

processors and distributors in organic rice; third, certifying bodies in the public and 

the private organizations; fourth, related government departments in the central and 

other regions under the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives and Ministry  of 

Commerce that implemented the organic agriculture policy; finally, the civil society, 

educational institutions, and consumers in various parts of the country. The data were 

collected from both successful and unsuccessful cases.

 The collected data allowed researcher to answer the research questions, to find 

the factors leading to the success of the policy implementation, and to make 

recommendations which could benefit the organic agriculture industry continuously.
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3.5 Research Procedures 

 The field research was conducted during October - December, 2013. The 

researcher sent a formal letter to each key informant seeking for consent to conduct an 

interview. The letter included the procedures and objectives of the research. The 

stakeholders in the organic agriculture were divided into 5 groups. The first group 

consisted of producers of organic rice, organic vegetables, organic plants and organic 

aquaculture. The second group included the buyers, who were processors and 

distributors in organic rice. The third group consisted of certifying bodies in the 

public and the private organizations. The fourth group  were officers in the 

government departments in the central and other regions under the Ministry of 

Agriculture and Cooperatives and Ministry  of Commerce that dealt  with the 

implementation of the organic agriculture policy. The last group  consisted of the civil 

society, educational institutions, and experts in the organic agriculture industry in 

Thailand. Appointments were made for individual interviews.

3.6 Evaluation and Analysis 

 The data from the interviews were evaluated, analyzed, and synthesized to be 

easily understood. The factors which were considered to have contributed to the 

success of the national organic agricultural policy implementation were also identified 

by the method referred to as content analysis.

 The evaluation procedures consisted of three main components (Miles and 

Huberman, 1994): arranging the data, and verifying the relevance of the data, 

presenting the data and drawing conclusions by means of interpretation. 

 A preliminary study was done through documentary research, after that the 

field research was conducted, with the intention to explain the problems, obstacles 

and restrictions in the policy implementation. 

 The researcher also evaluated the level of importance that  the government had 

given to the organic agricultural industry. 
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 In order to evaluate the factors contributing to success of the policy 

implementation, the objectives of the study had to be mentioned from time to time so 

that they could be answered. Some contributing factors that the researcher believed 

influenced the policy implementation were business structure, business capital, 

entrepreneurs leadership, commitment and lifestyle.

 After the researcher evaluated the data from the interviews and synthesize the 

information, a new model of organic agriculture policy  implementation, was proposed 

with suggestions for future research.

 The data were gathered from both internal and external sources, which would 

add to the accuracy of the research results (Creswell, 1998; Erlandsen et al, 1993, 

Lincoln and Guba, 1985; Merriam 1998; Miles and Huberman, 1994; Patton, 1990 

Chay Potisita, 2004).
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CHAPTER 4

RESULTS

 The research method adopted in this study  was qualitative. It was used to 

study the problems, progress and limitations in the implementation of the National 

Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan. The study analyzed the success 

factors of the implementation of the policy and proposed a sustainable 

implementation of the organic agriculture and aquaculture policy in Thailand.

 The documentary research was conducted to find out the current situation of 

organic agriculture, especially, production and consumption within the country and 

exportation to various countries across the globe and those in the Association of South 

East Asian Nations (ASEAN), with focus on the development of organic agriculture 

in Thailand.

 Furthermore, the stakeholders in organic agriculture were interviewed to find 

out the standard, certification, marketing and factors which affected the sustainable 

production of organic agriculture products, and restrictions and problems that arose 

from the production of organic agriculture products.

 The data were gathered in the field research through various methods, such as 

observation and interviews. Interviews of 64 participants involved in the organic 

industry were conducted. The participants were organic product producers, buyers, 

certifiers, government organizations, civil society, educational institutions, and 

consumers across the nation. The general information of the sample group as well as 

the opinions on and expectations of the National Organic Agriculture Development 

Strategic Plan were presented first, followed by the progress, problems and 

restrictions in its implementation. 

 The data were analyzed and the results evaluated in order to propose  a model 

for sustainable organic agriculture policy implementation.



4.1  Organic Production, Domestic Consumption and Exportation

 The land area for agriculture is limited. According to the Food and Agriculture 

Organization of the United Nations (FAO), suitable land areas for the production of 

agriculture are only 3.7 billion rais whilst there is approximately 7 billion world 

population and the number is expected to increase in the next decade (FAO, 2013). 

More demand for food has caused degradation of the environment, economic 

stagnation, the high level of risks, and maternal mortality, which have led to political 

and social problems (Bongaarts, 2014). 

 Therefore, it is necessary to produce food at  a sufficient level for the world 

population consumption without damaging natural resources, the ecosystem and 

surroundings. According to World Health Organization (2014), there has been an 

increasing interest in food safety from the world population. In other words, they have 

become more health conscious. Ischemic heart disease, stroke, chronic lung disease 

and respiratory  tract infections were the leading causes of death in the past decade. 

There was also an increase in chronic illness related deaths around the world. The 

death rate due to diabetes was 1.5 million people in 2010, an increase from 1 million 

in 2000. One of the causes of diabetes was the eating habit, which has increased the 

concerns of an increasing number of people for health and origins of the food 

consumed. Ultimately, this has led to an increase in demand for organic product.

 So organic agriculture is one of the choices. Many entrepreneurs have chosen 

organic agriculture for such reasons the occurrence of insects, disasters which affected 

the production process, including the reduction of natural resources, which has 

affected the production of food to feed the world’s population.

 In this chapter, the researcher summarizes the situation of organic agriculture 

products, consumption within the country, and export. The data about organic 

agriculture were collected from the FiBl and IFOAM, and experts around the world 

and the current situation of organic agriculture in various countries across the globe, 

ASEAN, especially Thailand, was also the main point of investigation. The study  also 
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focused on organic farmland, people engaged in the organic business, and the market 

value.

             4.1.1 Organic Production

             The concept of sustainable development in the global context has become 

popular, so various international organizations have been interested in utilizing and 

conserving natural resources at the same time. The organic agriculture concept, which 

originated from the social movements to change the agricultural in Europe (Moschitz 

and Stolze, 2007), is consistent with sustainable development. The core of the 

International Federation of Agriculture (IFOAM) consists of four major areas: health, 

ecology, fairness and care (Green Net and Earth Net Foundation, 2011). Vitoon 

Panyakul (2012) studied key events in the world organic industry  from the past until 

the present day and found many important events of organic agriculture as shown in 

Table 4.1 

Table 4.1 Key Events of the World Organic Industry from the Past until Present

Year Important Event
1924 Professor Rudolf Steiner began to lecture about the new machinery.The 

emblem was a terminal (Demeter) for biodynamic (biodynamic 

agriculture).
1940 Sir Albert Howard published “An Agricultural Testament”.
1942 Professor Ji Del Toro published the first edition of the Organic Farming 

and Gardening magazine.
1943 Lady Eve Balfour published the book “The Living Soil”.
1946 Soil Association was founded in England.
1967 Soil Association’s organic standards were published for the first time.

1972 The International Federation of Organic Agriculture (IFOAM) was 

established.
1974 The State of Oregon in the United States adopted a law on organic farming.
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Table 4.1 (Continued)Table 4.1 (Continued)

Year Important Event
1979 Organic food laws were enacted in California.
1980 The International Federation of Organic Agriculture (IFOAM) published 

the  basic organic standard.
1985 France adopted a law on organic farming.
1990 The Organic Food Production Act was passed in the United States.
1991 The EU adopted a regulation on organic production (EU Regulation 

2092/91).
1992 The IFOAM Accreditation Program was established.
1999 Codex adopted guidelines for organic production.

EU regulations promulgated standards for organic livestock.
2000 Japan adopted organic production rules.

The United States adopted organic standards.

Sources: Vitoon Panyakul, 2012. 

 Although it is not a mainstream method like chemically  supported agriculture, 

organic agriculture has increasingly become popular in various nations across the 

globe. 

 The assessment of data gathered by FiBL and IFOAM (2014) revealed that in 

2014 there was a total of 431.43 million rais of arable land of this numbers, 234.68 

million rais were used for organic cultivation and the rest for aquaculture, forestry  or 

no cultivation, an increase from 2010 when there was only 218.75 million rais of 

organic agriculture (Willer, Yussefi, and Sorensen. 2007). Further details can be seen 

in Table 4.2. 
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Table 4.2 World Organic Cultivation Area in 2014 Classified by Region

Unit: Rais

Region
AreaAreaAreaArea

TotalRegion
Cultivation Aquaculture Forestry Others*

Total

Africa 7,161,419 - 96,744 66,961,050 74,219,213

Asia 20,111,669 191,950 769 42,955,069 63,259,457

Europe 69,821,331 6.25 169,050 66,935,944 136,926,331.3

Latin 
America

42,728,113 19,569 8,519 17,974,519 60,730,720

Oceania 76,026,975 - - 4,781 76,031,756

Northern 
America

18,827,213 - - 1,437,225 20,264,438

Total 234,676,720 211,525.25 275,082 196,268,588 431,431,915.3

* Others refer to the areas where there is no cultivation, aquaculture and forestry.

Sources:  Adapted from FiBL - IFOAM Survey, 2014. 

 Organic farmland development can be described country by country  based on 

the data provided by FiBL - IFOAM between 2005 - 2009 (Appendix – D). The 

countries with  the organic farm area of greater than 10 percent of the country’s total 

land were Falkland Islands (Malvinas) (36.34%), Liechtenstein (29.60%), Austria 

(19.7%), Sweden (15.58%), Estonia (15.52%), Switzerland (11.98%), Samoa 

(11.80%), Czech Republic (11.50%), Lativa (10.77%) and French Guiana (France) 

(10.60%), respectively.

 The number of organic agriculture entrepreneurs increased every year in all 

regions. In 2010 there were approximately 1.4 million people who began practicing 

organic agriculture (Helga, 2010), whereas the number increased to 1.7 million in 

2011 and 1.9 million in 2012 (FiBL-IFOAM, 2014). Further details can be seen in 

Table 4.3.

81



Table 4.3 Organic Agriculture Entrepreneurs Classified by Region in 2011 - 2012

Unit:   Person

Regions 2011 2012

Africa 532,101 572,862

Asia 620,455 684,873

Europe 292,307 321,625

Latin America 315,889 316,583

Northern America 16,598 16,470

Oceania 14,138 14,605

Total 1,791,283 1,927,018

Source: Adapted from the FIBL - IFOAM  Survey, in 2014. The Data Came from the 

Private Sector, Inspectors and Government Certifiers. 

 Those who produced organic products in various countries can be classified by 

type of enterprises, using the data provided by the FiBL - IFOAM 2012 (Appendix – 

E). Those involved in the production of organic products took up the majority  with 

1.9 million people. The others were 44,444 people who processed organic products, 

1,817 importers and 2,081 exporters.

 4.1.2 Domestic Consumption and Export

 The overview of the organic agriculture was derived from the FiBL - IFOAM  

database. In this section organic agriculture areas, entrepreneurs, market values of 

import and export are presented. In 2012 there were a total of 234.38 million rais used 

for organic agriculture and 1,927,018 entrepreneurs. The domestic sale volume was 

worth approximately  US$ 68,611 million and the export reached approximately US

$8087.61 million. 
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 Countries which produced organic products for domestic consumption and 

export to other countries included Australia, Austria, Bosnia and Herzegovina, Brazil, 

Canada, Chile, China, Costa Rica, Croatia, Parthia, Czech Republic, Denmark, 

Finland, France, Hungary, Italy, Mexico, Netherlands, New Zealand, Peru, Romania, 

Russia, Romania, Slovenia, Spain, Thailand and Turkey. Australia had the largest land 

area used for organic agriculture (75 million rais), followed by Argentina (22 million 

rais), the United States (13 million rais) and China (11 million rais).

 India had the highest number of organic agriculture entrepreneurs (600 

hundred thousand persons), followed by Uganda (1.8 hundred thousand persons), 

Mexico (1.6 hundred thousand persons), Ethiopia (1.3 hundred thousand persons), 

Turkey (5.7 hundred thousand persons), Peru (4.7 hundred thousand persons), Italy 

(4.3 hundred thousand persons), Spain (30 thousand persons), Poland (25 thousand 

persons), France (24 thousand persons), Germany and Greece (23 thousand persons), 

Korea (16 thousand persons), Romania (15 thousand persons), Madagascar (14 

thousand persons), Mali and Senegal (13 thousand persons), Kenya and the United 

States (12 thousand persons), Paraguay (10 thousand persons) and Mathai Rica, 

Nicaragua and Zambia (10 thousand persons).

 Domestic consumption was highest in the United States of America (US$3 

billion), followed by Germany (US$9 billion), France (US$5 million), Canada (US

$2.8 billion), United Kingdom (US$2.6 billion) and Switzerland (US$2 billion).

As for exportation of organic products, Italy had the highest  net value (US$1.6 

billion), followed by the Netherlands (US$1 billion) and Spain (US$7 million), 

respectively. More details can be seen in Table 4.4.
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Table 4.4 Organic Agriculture Land Areas, Entrepreneurs, Domestic and Export  Sale 

Volumes in 2012

Country Area
(Rai)

Entrepreneur 
(person)

Domestic Sale 
Volume (US$)

Export Sale 
Volume (US$)

Afghanistan 381.25 (2009) 264 (2011) N/A N/A

Albania 3,218.75 46 N/A N/A

Algeria 4,375.00 57 N/A N/A

Angola 15,537.50 2 N/A N/A

Argentina 22,734,162.50 1,446 N/A 164.21

Armenia 5,062.50 24 N/A N/A

Australia (2009) 75,010,775.00 2,129 1244.68 (2012) 136.42

Austria 3,332,687.50 21,843 1,429.98(2011) 107.01

Azerbaijan 148,375.00 297 4.03 N/A

Bangladesh 42,875.00 9,337 N/A N/A

Belarus Wild collectionWild collectionWild collectionWild collection

Belgium 373,237.50 1,413 559.91 N/A

Belize 11,625.00 1,291 (2011) N/A N/A

Benin 16,425.00 3,269 N/A N/A

Bermuda Processing plants onlyProcessing plants onlyProcessing plants onlyProcessing plants only

Bhutan (2011) 38,475.00 N/A N/A N/A

Bolivia 204,437.50 9,837 N/A 239.94

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina

2,143.75 25 1.3 (2010) 3.09

Brazil 4,407,706.25 12,526 765.34 251.76

Bulgaria 244,606.25 2,754 9.40 (2010) N/A

Burkina Faso 93,750.00 11,265 N/A N/A

Burundi 3,437.50 36 (2010) N/A N/A

Cambodia 56,593.75 5,818 N/A 1.34
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Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)

Country Area
(Rai)

Entrepreneur 
(person)

Domestic Sale 
Volume (US$)

Export Sale 
Volume (US$)

Cameroon 4,143.75 88 N/A N/A

Canada 5,211,768.75 3,590 2,868.01 478.81

Chad Wild collectionWild collectionWild collectionWild collection

Channel Islands 1,562.50 N/A N/A N/A

Chile 141,475.00 446 (2011) 2.69 (2009) 50.62

China 11,875,000.00 N/A 1,062.08 313.52

Colombia (2011) 212,875.00 4,775 N/A 17.46

Comoros 16,512.50 1,416 (2011) N/A N/A

Cook Islands 125.00 44 N/A N/A

Costa Rica 58,500.00 3,000 (2009) 1.34 (2008) 25.51

Cote d'lvoire 121,606.25 277 N/A N/A

Croatia 199,393.75 1,528 139.64 3.89

Cuba 33,000.00 7 N/A N/A

Cyprus 24,518.75 719 2.69 (2006) N/A

Czech Republic 3,054,112.50 3,934 88.62 (2011) 30.88

Democratic Republic 
of the Congo

323,987.50 1,123 (2008) N/A N/A

Denmark 1,216,912.50 2,651 1,190.97 210.13

Dominica (2011) 1,500.00 N/A N/A N/A

Dominican Republic 1,056,112.50 24,099 N/A 276.6

Ecuador 351,893.75 9,485 (2011) N/A N/A

Egypt 513,543.75
(2010)

790 (2009) N/A N/A

El Salvador 42,100 (2008) 2,000 (2007) N/A N/A

Estonia 900,918.75 1,478 20 (2011) N/A

Esthiopia 1,029,856.25 134,626 N/A 34.37

Falkland Islands 
(Malvinas)

2,520,075.00 8 N/A 2.82
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Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)

Country Area
(Rai)

Entrepreneur 
(person)

Domestic Sale 
Volume (US$)

Export Sale 
Volume (US$)

Faroe Islands 1,581.25 1 N/A N/A

Fiji 13,525.00 171 N/A N/A

Finland 1,235,943.75 4,322 271.23 12.08

France 6,455,881.25 24,425 5376.17 414.89

French Guiana 
(France)

15,043.75 33 N/A N/A

French Polynesia 15,431.25 21 N/A N/A

Georgia (2011) 12,493.75 150 N/A N/A

Germany 6,464,718.75 23,032 9452.61 N/A

Ghana 176,006.25 1,915 N/A N/A

Greece 2,891,362.50 23,433 80.56 (2010) N/A

Grenada 531.25 3 (2010) N/A N/A

Guadeloupe (France) 1,025.00 33 N/A N/A

Guatemala 83,625 (2011) 3,008 (2010) N/A N/A

Guinea-Bissau Wild collectionWild collectionWild collectionWild collection

Guyana (2009) 26,556.25 74 N/A N/A

Haiti 5,037.50 393 N/A N/A

Honduras (2011) 155,937.50 4,989 N/A N/A

Hungary 816,306.25 1,560 33.57 (2009) 26.85

Iceland 51,500.00 35 N/A N/A

India 3,125,000.00 600,000 174.55 N/A

Indonesia 551,543.75 6,627 N/A N/A

Iran (Islamic Republic 
of)

266,462.50 6,100 N/A N/A

Ireland (2011) 338,262.50 1,400 132.93 N/A

Israel 38,668.75 418 N/A N/A

Italy 7,296,012.50 43,852 2530.99 1,611.24

Jamaica (2009) 3,387.50 80 N/A N/A
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Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)

Country Area
(Rai)

Entrepreneur 
(person)

Domestic Sale 
Volume (US$)

Export Sale 
Volume (US$)

Japan 66,318.75 2,130 1342.70 (2009) N/A

Jordan 18,093.75 98 N/A N/A

Kazakhstan 1,820,018.75 N/A N/A N/A

Kenya 30,587.50 12,647 (2011) 0.40 (2008) N/A

Kosovo 693.75 N/A N/A 6.58

Kyrgyzstan 16,850.00 1,172 N/A 0.27

Lao(PDR) (2001) 37,437.50 1,342 N/A N/A

Latvia 1,222,862.50 3,496 N/A N/A

Lebanon 20,643.75 181 (2011) N/A N/A

Lesotho 3,856.25 3 N/A N/A

Liechtestein 6,787.50 35 6.71 N/A

Lithuania 978,368.75 2,527 8.06 (2011) N/A

Luxembourg 24,525.00 102 100.7 N/A

Madagascar 189,156.25 14,550 (2011) N/A N/A

Malawi 218.75 4 (2010) N/A N/A

Malaysia 3,768.75 119 N/A N/A

Mali 93,293.75 13,533 N/A N/A

Malta 162.50 9 (2011) N/A N/A

Martinique(France) 1,250.00 30 N/A N/A

Mauritius 100.00 3 (2011) N/A N/A

Mexico 3,046,206.25 169,707 28.20 (2008) 522.58

Moldova (2011) 75,637.50 172 N/A 20.14

Montenegro 19175 (2011) 62 (2010) 0.13 (2010) N/A

Morocco 103,750.00 120 (2010) N/A N/A

Mozambique 24,000.00 6 N/A N/A

Myanmar 5,606.25 15 N/A N/A

Namibia (2011) 88,268.75 7 N/A N/A
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Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)

Country Area
(Rai)

Entrepreneur 
(person)

Domestic Sale 
Volume (US$)

Export Sale 
Volume (US$)

Nepal 64,206.25 247 (2011) N/A N/A

Netherlands 300,237.50 1,646 1,062.08 1,051.33

New Zealand 667,206.25 987 110.1 181.94

Nicaragua (2009) 210,131.25 10,060 N/A N/A

Niger 662.50 2 N/A N/A

Nigeria 59,506.25 597 (2011) N/A N/A

Niue 381.25 122 N/A N/A

Norway 345,375.00 2,590 280.62 N/A

Occupied Palestinian 
Territory (2010)

39,712.50 832 N/A N/A

Oman 237.5 (2011) 4 (2010) N/A N/A

Pakistan 139,981.25 305 N/A N/A

Panama (2011) 28,600.00 10 N/A N/A

Papua New Guinea 73,737.50 9,185 N/A N/A

Paraguay (2007) 319,937.50 11,401 N/A 95.87

Peru 1,236,481.25 47,211 18.80 (2011) 259.68

Philippines 506,087.50 3,008 N/A N/A

Poland 4,137,225.00 25,944 161.12 (2011) N/A

Portugal (2011) 1,250,943.75 2,603 28.2 N/A

Republic of Korea 159,168.75 16,733 N/A N/A

Reunion (France) 3,712.50 126 N/A N/A

Romania 1,801,631.25 15,315 107.42 (2011) 268.54

Russian Federation 914,068.75 56 161.12 5.37

Rwanda (2011) 23,156.25 876 N/A N/A

Samoa (2011) 209,468.75 743 0.01 (2010) 0.13

San Marino Processing plants onlyProcessing plants onlyProcessing plants onlyProcessing plants only

Sao Tome and Principe 25,318.75 2,180 N/A N/A

88



Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)

Country Area
(Rai)

Entrepreneur 
(person)

Domestic Sale 
Volume (US$)

Export Sale 
Volume (US$)

Saudi Arabia 84,806.25 79 N/A N/A

Senegal 42,100.00 13,483 N/A 1.21

Serbia 39,625.00 1,073 53.71 (2010) N/A

Slovakia (2011) 1,041,875.00 365 5.37 (2010) N/A

Singapore Processing plants onlyProcessing plants onlyProcessing plants onlyProcessing plants only

Slovenia 219,381.25 2,682 59.08 0.13

Solomon Islands 8,168.75 384 N/A N/A

South Africa 269,812.50 201 N/A N/A

Spain 9,957,481.25 30,462 1,340.01 791.79

Sri Lanka 121,981.25 404 N/A N/A

Sudan 342,781.25 223 N/A N/A

Swaziland 50.00 1 N/A N/A

Sweden 2,985,531.25 5,601 1,232.60 N/A

Switzerland 787,256.25 6,173 2,040.90 N/A

Syrian Arab Republic 
(2010)

124,918.75 2,458 N/A N/A

Taiwan (2011) 31,350.00 2,300 N/A N/A

Tajikistan 79,118.75 10,486 N/A N/A

Thailand 203,606.25 7,189 (2011) 68.48 (2009) 68.21

The former Yugoslav 
Republic of Macedonia

79,568.75 555 N/A N/A

Timor - Leste 154,312.50 72 (2009) N/A N/A

Togo 24,306.25 8,858 N/A N/A

Tonga 2,487.50 123 N/A N/A

Tunisia 857,425.00 2,302 N/A 53.98

Turkey 3,272,668.75 57,259 5.37 (2009) 26.59

Uganda 1,444,731.25 189,610 N/A 45.92

Ukraine 1,705,312.50 164 6.71 (2011) N/A
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Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)Table 4.4 (Continued)

Country Area
(Rai)

Entrepreneur 
(person)

Domestic Sale 
Volume (US$)

Export Sale 
Volume (US$)

United Arab Emirates 24,406.25 34 N/A N/A

United Kingdom 3,687,556.25 4,281 2,618.27 N/A

United Republic of 
Tanzania

1,165,856.25 148,610 N/A N/A

United States of 
America (2011)

13,615,443.75 12,880 30,331.59 N/A

Uruguay (2006) 5,818,531.25 630 N/A N/A

Uzbekistan 1,331.25 1 N/A N/A

Vanuatu 25,662.50 696 N/A N/A

Vanezuela (2009) 368.75 1 N/A N/A

Viet Nam 226,781.25 6,829 N/A 273.91

Zambia (2009) 45,687.50 10,055 N/A N/A

Zimbabwe 3,912.50 3 (2011) N/A N/A

Total 234,655,681.25 1,927,018 68,611.97 8,087.61

Source: Adapted from the FiBL - IFOAM Survey, in 2014. 

 In Table 4.4, the net sale volume of organic products in Thailand reached only 

US$68 million, which was a very small volume compared with the domestic 

consumption of the North America region, in particularly  the United States of 

America (US$3 billion), Canada (US$2.8 billion) and Brazil (US$765 million). 

 European Union countries also had a high net sale volume compared to 

Thailand, with Germany as the leading country  (US$ 9.4 billion), followed by France 

(US$5.3 billion), the United Kingdom (US$2.6 billion), Italy (US$2.5 billion), 

Switzerland (US$2 billion), Austria (US$1.4 billion), Spain (US$1.3 billion), Sweden 

(US$1.2 billion), Denmark (US$1.1 billion), Netherlands (US$1 billion), Belgium 

(US$5 million), Norway (US$.28 million), Finland (US$2.7 million), Poland and 
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Russia (US$1.6 million), Ireland (US$1.3 million), Luxembourg and Romania (US$1 

hundred million),  Croatia (US$1 hundred million, Czech Republic (US$88 million), 

and Greece (US$80 million). 

 Other countries with a higher sale volume than Thailand included Australasia 

nations, such as Australia (US$1.2 billion), New Zealand (US$1.1 million) and some 

other Asian nations, such as Japan (US$1.3 billion), China (US$1 billion) and India 

(US$1.7 million).

 Compared to other countries, the popularity  of consuming organic products in 

Thailand was not as high as other nations’ domestic consumption rate across the 

globe. This was also the case for the export level. Thailand’s market was still in its 

early stage. 

 The value of Thailand’s organic export was US$68 million, which was much 

lower than other countries, which included Italy (US$1.6 billion), Netherlands (US$1 

billion), Spain (US$7.9 million), Mexico (US$ 5.2 million), Canada (US$4.7 million), 

France (US$4.1 million), China (US$3 million), Dominican Republic and Vietnam 

(US$2.6 million), Brazil and Peru (US$ 2.5 million), Bolivia (US$2.3 million), 

Denmark (US$2.1 million), New Zealand (US$1.8 million), Argentina (US$1.6 

million), Australia (US$1.3 million), Austria (US$100 million) and Paraguay (US$95 

million). 

 In conclusion, suitable land areas for agriculture in the world are limited. 

There has been an increase in the number of world population, which has resulted in 

the continuous demand for food safety  and sufficiency. Therefore, an adequate supply 

and production of organic products are of more concern. There has recently been an 

increase in the popularity of organic products, as can be seen from and increase in 

land use for organic agriculture production and an increase in organic agriculturalists. 

The sales value has also risen in various countries. Organic products have a domestic 

sale value of US$68 Billion and the export value approximately US$8 Billion.

 As for Thailand, which exports to neighboring countries, organic products 

have a total  export value of US$68 million, which is still quite low in comparison 

with other nations.  
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 4.1.3 Organic Agriculture Situation in the Association of South East Asian 

Nations (ASEAN) 

 ASEAN is an independent organization with liberty in terms of investment, 

labor, production and service. Since the establishment of the ASEAN Economic 

Community (AEC), the total number of 10 countries has now been its member states. 

They  are, namely, Brunei Darussalam, Cambodia, Indonesia, Laos, Malaysia, 

Myanmar, Philippines, Singapore, Thailand and Vietnam.  

 Organic agriculture projects in ASEAN member states follow the ASEAN 

standard for organic agriculture (ASOA). There is collaboration between the FAO 

(Food and Agriculture Organization of the United Nations), the UNCTAD (United 

Nations Conference on Trade and Development) and the IFOAM (International 

Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements), referred to as the Global Organic 

Market Access (GOMA). In 2012 the central standard system was established so that 

one global standard would be used by  all the member states. However, although there 

has been progress, this standard has yet to be fully established to be enforced 

effectively.

 The ASEAN has also set a plan for economic purposes (AEC Blueprint), 

involving 4 strategic areas: 1) marketing and processing, 2) a region with capable 

compete against other regions, 3) economic equality within the region, and 4) an 

economy that has fully  integrated into the global economy. The GOMA has expected 

that all the 4 areas will be implemented by the AEC so that a ‘single market’ will be 

achieved in 2015. However, there are still some technical issues, such as the labeling 

of organic product requirements. 

 The majority of member countries have only recently become involved in 

organic agriculture. For example, Cambodia began developing their organic 

agriculture in 2011, when a certified organic agriculturalist returned from Thailand to 

train Cambodian farmers interested in organic agriculture. This was also the case for 

Laos, which followed the same development process in the same year. 

 Based on the data of the year 2014 provided by the FiBL - IFOAM, the 

ASEAN member state with the largest area of land used for organic agriculture in 
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2012 was Indonesia (551,544 rais), followed by  the Philippines (506,088 rais) and 

Vietnam (226,781 rais), respectively. In Thailand, about 203,606 rais were used for 

organic agriculture purposes, which is much less than other ASEAN members. 

However, Thailand had the highest number of organic businesses, with a total of 

7,189 entrepreneurs, followed by Vietnam (6,829) and Indonesia (6,627). This showed 

that Thailand had the potential and capability to further develop its organic industry 

compared to other ASEAN members. 

 When considering the value of the distribution of local organic products, 

Thailand was the only ASEAN member state that had a record since 2009, with the 

domestic sale worth US$68.48 million. As for the export  value, not many ASEAN 

member states had a record, causing the lack of information in this area. For the 

countries that did have a record, Vietnam had the highest export value of US$273.91 

million, followed by Thailand (US$68.21 million), and Cambodia (US$1.34 million). 

Further details can be seen in Table 4.5.

Table 4.5 Organic Agriculture Land Areas and Number of Business Operators in Each 

ASEAN Member State in 2012

Country
Area
(Rai)

Entrepreneur 
(person)

Domestic sale
volume (US$)

Export sale
volume (US$)

Brunei 
Darussalam

N/A N/A N/A N/A

Cambodia 56,593.75 5,818 N/A 1.34

Indonesia 551,543.75 6,627 N/A N/A

Laos 37,437.50 1,342 N/A N/A

Malaysia 3,768.75 119 N/A N/A

Myanmar 5,606.25 15 N/A N/A

Philippines 506,087.50 3,008 N/A N/A

Singapore N/A N/A N/A N/A
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Table 4.5 (Continued)Table 4.5 (Continued)Table 4.5 (Continued)Table 4.5 (Continued)Table 4.5 (Continued)

Country
Area
(Rai)

Entrepreneur 
(person)

Domestic sale
volume (US$)

Export sale
volume (US$)

Vietnam 226,781.25 6,829 N/A 273.91

Thailand 203,606.25 7,189 (2011) 68.48 (2009) 68.21

Source: Adapted from the FiBL - IFOAM Survey, in 2014.

 In conclusion, in 2012 Thailand did not have a large amount of land used for 

organic agriculture purposes but they had the largest volume of organic businesses, 

compared to other ASEAN members. Therefore, Thailand’s businesses had more 

potential to further develop the organic agriculture industry than other ASEAN 

member states. Noticeably, Thailand’s domestic consumption and export values were 

more or less the same. However, its export value was smaller than Vietnam’s. 

 4.1.4  Situation of Organic Agriculture in Thailand

 The amount of land used for organic agriculture in Thailand remains unclear, 

since the certification databases in the public and the private sectors are not the same.     

 Those who request  for a certificate from the private sector may not meet the 

public sector’s standards, thus making it impossible to verify the data. 

 Therefore, the researcher had to turn to the Green Net data. The Green Net is 

an organization that continues practicing organic agriculture for quite some time now 

and have kept a record of organic agriculture from the past until present. According to  

the Green Net (2010), there has been continuous development to organic agriculture.

 Despite the world financial crisis between 2009 - 2010, there was an increase 

of organic agriculture businesses, as it  did not have a great effect on the organic 

agriculture industry. Accordingly, the organic agriculture market expanded in almost 

every country.
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 Thailand has also been interested in organic agriculture strategies. It  set and 

implemented the Strategic Plan for the Development of Organic agriculture (2006 - 

2009) and  the First National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2008 - 

2011). However, from 2011 to 2012 there was a delay in the organic agriculture 

industry due to problems within the country. Especially, the national policy  of rice 

pledging caused some business operators to cease their organic agriculture 

production. Anyway, the number of organic product entrepreneurs was expanding. 

Later in 2013, a network of organic agriculture certifiers was established. Maejo 

University  declared itself to be an organic agriculture university and prepared to 

enforce compulsory  standards specifically for organic agriculture as well as to 

promote the implementation of organic agriculture policy. The government attempted 

to formulate the framework of the First National Organic Agriculture Development 

Strategic Plan (2008 - 2011) and implementing it, but it was not as successful as it 

should. Further details will be presented in the sections related to progress, obstacles 

and limitations of implementing the National Organic Agriculture Development 

Strategic Plan. Although the Department of Agriculture drafted the Second National 

Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2013 - 2016) after several meetings 

to brainstorm ideas from stakeholders, many agencies expressed their disagreement 

with the drafted strategic plan, which contributed to the committee’s decision to 

postpone the meeting on organic product certification, which was supposed to be held 

in late August, 2013. This caused the delay of a the establishment of the national 

strategic plan.

4.2 Development of Organic Agriculture in Thailand

 The data were taken from related documents and from interviewing those 

involved in organic agriculture concerning the progress of organic agriculture in 

Thailand. According to four key experts, namely, Chanuan Ratanawaraha, Witoon 

Yanyakul, Mr.Wynn Ellis and Mr.Burghard Ruschelbach, organic agriculture in 

Thailand received technical support from German organizations and the Foundation 
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for Sustainable Agriculture (Thailand) in 2007. The details of the origin and progress 

of organic agriculture in Thailand are as follows. 

 The information about the origin and history of organic agriculture of Thailand 

came from documents related to organic agriculture. Before 1928, chemical fertilizers 

and chemical substances were not used to exterminate pests. It wasn’t until around 

1928 when chemical fertilizers were introduced to Thailand by a German and a Thai 

named Yon and Huns. They wrote an article urging the use of chemical fertilizers on 

rice fields in Thailand, based on the experimental results in India. Indian 

agriculturalists had used chemical fertilizers in their rice fields and saw a significant 

increase in revenue. It was reported by Riem that in 1939 there were sample chemical 

fertilizers displayed in the Ministry  of Kasetradhikarn’s store in celebration of the 

constitutional year. However, the display did not receive much attention from Thai 

agriculturalists. 

 It wasn’t  until around 1962, when the Government by the Department of 

Kasikum (renamed as the Department of Agriculture in 1967) had been pushing for a 

more widespread use of chemical fertilizers. There were research and experiments 

using chemical fertilizers on various crops, such as rice, rubber, cassava, sugar cane 

and others. The ministry  also supported the use of chemical fertilizers by  allocating a 

budget to buy chemical fertilizers, giving out free chemical fertilizers, and selling 

them to agriculturalists at a low price in order to assist agriculturalists. 

 Since 1962, Thailand has taken agricultural technology from the West and 

used it to the fullest extent. Agriculture personnel under the government sector were 

not interested in organic agriculture as they did not believe that productive agriculture 

without the use of chemical fertilizers was possible in practice. 

 It wasn’t until 2001 that the government became interested in organic 

agriculture and declared, through a national strategy, the support for organic 

agriculture as well as pushed forward Thailand’s status in becoming the core leading 

nation in producing organic products. It also made use of the previous budget, which 

was set specifically  to supply  agriculturalists with chemical fertilizers, to promote 

organic agriculture instead by supplying organic and biological fertilizers. This was a 
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significant incident in Thailand’s agriculture industry. As chemical fertilizers, oil and 

other inputs for agriculture were expensive, the government thought of decreasing 

production costs.

 Laksami Metprani, an agriculturalist scholar and specialist from the Land 

Development Department, stated that 

in 2005, the national organic agriculture agenda was mainly  about 

chemical fertilizers, chemicals used for agriculture and expensive oil 

prices. The government had an idea of reducing production costs and 

helping agriculturists to become self - sufficient by producing their 

own organic fertilizers or organic substances using materials that they 

already had. During that  time, the government considered innovations 

and technology that the Land Development Department had invented 

to produce organic fertilizers to increase organic products to meet the 

great demand from agriculturalists who wanted to grow organic 

produce by using organic fertilizers. Therefore, the government 

announced organic agriculture to be a national organic agriculture 

agenda on the 4th of January, 2005. The ceremony was held in 

December, 2004, around the time of the Tsunami. There was 

continuous movement in organic agriculture. The government 

appointed the Land Development Department to integrate 

organizations involved specifically with organic agriculture. However, 

many problems arose. The Land Development Department did not 

have enough authority to coordinate with the ministry’s or other 

agencies, making  the work more difficult for the department to 

perform. The plan to integrate was the organizations concerned not 

successful or yielded satisfactory results. 

 We are not an organization with enough power to order other 

organizations, under a different ministry. It  has proven to be difficult to 

even do so within the same ministry because we have equal power. We 
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have been able to make some progress up to 2007, but it  has now been 

standstill, with not much progress.

 The government assigned great authority to the Office of the National 

Economic and Social Development Board (NESDB) and accordingly  they  became the 

next host to handle organic agriculture. As Laksmi stated, 

The Office of the National Economic and Social Development Board 

oversaw the 8th - 10th National Economic Development Plans. The 

Board began to study and plan sustainable agriculture, organic 

agriculture and integrated farming for the national agriculture plan 

(2007 - 2011). The National Economic and Social Development Board 

acted as the secretary and leader in driving an organic agriculture 

strategic plan. The National Strategic Plan for Development of 

Organic Agriculture was the first  plan with a clear structure (The Land 

Development Department did not have any  clear plan in 2006). The 

Board held several meetings but  the plan was not satisfactorily 

successful. There were still problems with integration and 

discontinuity. Another factor was that meetings held by the board only 

twice a year might not be enough. There was lack of continuous 

coordination; thus, true integration had not occurred until the plan 

ended in 2011.

 Later, authority to oversee organic production was passed onto the Ministry of 

Agriculture and Cooperatives. Laksami noted that 

The National Economic and Social Development Board had plenty of 

projects they were responsible for; thus, they  had taken it into deep 

consideration and proposed for the Ministry of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives to be the main host and take care of this matter. The 
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ministry was most suitable as when it came to making decisions 

regarding production or organic agriculture. Therefore, a request was 

made to the Cabinet for the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives 

to become the host. 

 The Ministry  of Agriculture and Cooperatives took over the responsibility 

from the National Economic and Social Development Board and collaborated with the 

Office of Agricultural Economics, the Land Development Department, and the 

National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity  and Food Standards in making 

comments and acting as a secretary to coordinate various units that were involved. 

The 2nd national plan began at the end of 2011 and continued into 2012, but it  was not 

completed and continued into 2013. Currently, the plan has not been completly 

implemented because of political problems and the passing away of Deputy  Prime 

Minister Chumpol. Therefore,  there was lack of continuation from the first plan. 

 Although the government has a policy  to support organic agriculture, there has 

been widespread resistance from the government personnel towards the change, as 

they  do not believe in the implementation of organic agriculture. More specifically, 

the personnel who have disagreed with the plan are those in the Ministry of 

Agriculture and Cooperatives, who are familiar with agricultural technology which 

focuses on the use of agricultural chemicals.

 This has been in contrast with the personnel from both the public and the 

private organizations that have not studied agriculture, but have worked in the areas 

that involve the development of rural areas and have hand - on experience in farming. 

For instance, the personnel from the Ministry of Education, the Ministry of Interior, 

and the Ministry of Defence have been informed of practical experience from 

successful organic agriculturalists across the country. They find that organic 

agriculture is an economical, safe method which is able to continuously increase 

production over the long term. These personnel began to develop organic agriculture 

so that it would become more advanced. Development within the country has 
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involved many sectors, including NGOs, cooperatives, business operators in the 

private sector, as well as the government.

 NGOs have played a significant role in the development of organic agriculture 

in Thailand. Studies have shown that organic agriculture practice is a current trend 

(not including traditional methods of organic agriculture in Thailand). The 

development  began around 1986 by various NGO such as the Appropriate 

Technology Association, the Alternative Agriculture Network, the Asoke Group, the 

Sustainable Agriculture Foundation (Thailand), the Pesticide Free Agriculture 

Association, the Kyusei Natural Farming, the Foundation for Children, the Earth Net 

Foundation, the Green Net Cooperative, the Tha - Yang Cooperative in Phetchaburi, 

etc. Therefore, it  can be said that in the early stage NGO’s pioneered organic 

agriculture practices despite opposing voices from the government in.

 The Alternative Agriculture Network was one of the founders of organic 

agriculture in Thailand. The Network was established back in 1989, with the objective 

to develop  a network of personnel. It acts as an organization that deals with trading 

and mutual support of alternative agriculture. According to Chumchuan Boonrahong, 

“the fight against the mainstream of NGO’s requires cooperation from consumers. A 

policy should be changed so as to be most beneficial to agriculturalists. Accordingly, 

alternative agriculture has been develop by using food as the connection.” This has 

led to the establishment of a provincial council in 1991, with the use of the market to 

connect with rural areas. 

 Since the inception, the Alternative Agriculture Network has held several 

conferences, one of them was, the Assembly of Alternative Agriculture, at Thammasat 

University  in 1992. The outcome from the conference was an evaluation of lessons 

and experiences in the implementation and promotion of sustainable agriculture, a 

method of organic agriculture. It was also declared in the conference that organic 

agriculture was a method of alternative agriculture that had great importance for the 

country. This was the starting point of organic agriculture in Thailand.

 In the middle of 1992, Chumchuan Boonrahong, founder the the Alternative 

Agriculture Network, proceeded with the project  to develop a network of producers, 
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consumers and alternative agriculturalists in upper northern provinces. The fund for 

the first year came from the PTCA in the USA., which created the first market called 

‘Im - Boon Health and Environmental Center’ in 1993. It has been until now the 

center for the collection and distribution of organic products. The majority of shares 

belonged to private organizations across the USA and were mobilized to assist one 

another. As Chumchuan Boonrahong said, “the project began in February  1993. The 

store was opened in April and three production groups were formed in May: Panot, 

San - sai and Sum - rueng.”

 However, organic agriculture was been pratice for some time in Thailand and 

the agriculturalists have been faced with the problem of how products can be widely 

distributed. Chumchuan noted that 

After they began to produce and deliver products to the center. The 

agriculturalists were faced with a problem. That is, some used to grow 

only tobacco and had no experience in vegetable production. Thus, 

they  were capable of producing only limited type of products. This 

made the center lose some profits because consumers demand a variety 

of products. Therefore, they began to contact many faculty members in 

Chiang Mai University to sell the products directly  to them. Also, they 

contacted Suan Dok and other agencies to sell their products. They 

have learned a lesson from this that consumers want a  variety. 

 Now that  the cause of the problem have been known, the agriculturalists have 

attempted to gain back trust from consumers. Therefore, a seminar was held for 

northern alternative agriculturalists and after that the Chiang Mai Health and 

Environmental Club was established. In 1993, with the cooperation from IFOAM, an 

Alternative Agriculture Network and members of private organizations collaborated 

to create a standard for alternative agriculture products, using the standards set by 

Europe, Canada, Australia and Japan as a guideline. In 1994 an organic agriculture 
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standard organization was established and began operating a market. Chumchuan 

described the market, saying that 

The market is open on Saturdays and has been publicized to various 

consumers. It  allows agriculturalists to sell their produce themselves. 

Such a market has continued to this day. We have been supported with 

transportation and cooperation from consumers for a year now. We 

must improve standards and managment within the market well.

 As the Alternative Agriculture Network is responsible for a variety of tasks, it  

set up a group to drive production, consumption and promotion. Chumchuan made a 

summary of each group, noting that 

In the middle of 1994, the Alternative Agriculture Network further 

developed agriculturalists by  establishing the Agriculturalist Health 

and Environmental Club. The number of groups increased from 3 to 8 

groups in other districts. Then in 2000, the Producer Club was set up 

and the Mae - Ta club was upgraded to a cooperative in the same year. 

Various districts in Chiang Mai joined hands to establish Chiang Mai 

Organic Agriculture Co.,Ltd., run by  agriculturalists. Recently, the Wat 

Par Daa - lhong agriculture development committee has also become 

involved in organic agriculture. At the same time, the Consumer 

Environmental Protection Association was established and the 

standard for flea markets was developed. There were flea markets at 

both schools and hospitals. The original collaboration market still 

exists and sells the remaining products from the flea market to reduce 

risks. 

Chumchuan described 4 implementation mechanisms. He said:
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As it is more concrete, people are more aware. Producers, consumers, 

marketing and standards are the 4 mechanisms which have driven the 

concrete plan established after 1997 to success. Moreover, the National 

Organic Agriculture policy  was announced in December 2004 and a 

governmental learning center was established in 2007.      

 Once organic agriculture became a national policy, Chumchuan continued, the 

procedures were set by  the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives. As he put it:

The Ministry  of Agriculture and Cooperatives set up a learning center 

in 2007, with a fund of 60 million baht. Also, the network of learning 

center was established. Jarenwit Sanayhaa, head of the Economic 

Department, helped in the growth of organic agriculture. If not for the 

support from Jarenwit, organic agriculture would not have grown. 

 The Asoke community is another private organization that has been involved 

in organic agriculture practice. The community has applied the theory introduced by 

Masanobu Fukuoka, who travelled to Thailand in 1990 by the invitation of Pi - pop 

Thongchai. His philosophy, principles and methods of natural agriculture have been 

applied in various communities, such as San - ti Asoke, Pa - thom Asoke, Ratchathani 

Asoke, Sisa Asoke, etc. It can be said that Masanobu Fukuoka’s philosophy and 

principles have played an important role for the Asoke community members to 

develop their agriculture. They ceased using chemicals and synthetic substances in 

agriculture.

 In the Pathom Asoke and Ratchathani Asoke, led by the Samanasiengsil and 

Major general Chamlong Srimuang, emphasis is placed on getting rid of the toxicity 

of remaining chemicals in vegetables that the public consumes. More importantly, 

those who practice Meditation, are vegetarians or vegans, so they  have a higher risk of 

consuming chemicals via food consumption than those of other diets. Therefore, the 

Asoke community  have done many experiments and learnt from experiences. Support 
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has also been given by international Buddhist organizations, such as the Korean 

Natural Farming Association. In 1999 Han Kyo Cho came to Thailand by the 

invitation of Apon Pompanna to share his experience and knowledge of producing 

organic fertilizers with indigenous micro - organism to the members of the Asoke 

community. In addition, Major General Chamlong Srimuang cooperated with the 

Department of Self - Reliance from Canaan, are important source of natural 

agriculture in Korea, to develop organic agriculture in Thailand. 

 By working seriously and being open to all recommendations of the Asoke 

community, it was possible to produce organic food and sell it  to consumers at 

inexpensive prices. Currently, the Asoke community, which practices organic 

agriculture, has expanded organic food production to all regions of the country  - 

almost 40 locations. It  is also an organization from which organic agriculture has been  

transferred to the public and is now widely recognized by various government 

agencies. 

 The Agriculture Cooperatives is another organization that contributed to the 

change and strong development of organic agriculture. During 1992 - 1996 there was 

collaboration between the Department of Agriculture Extension and the Department 

of Agriculture to produce organic bananas for exportation to Japan. The collaboration 

included the push forward by Surin Chonprasert, the former Director General of the 

Department of Agricultural Extension, and Dara Puangsuwan, the former Director of 

the Plant Pathology and Microbiology Division of the Department of Agriculture. 

Toto, the Consumer Cooperatives in Japan, signed a contract to import organic food to 

Japan. It  also sent a representative from Japan to assure that the production process 

was in line with the contract terms.

 During that time there were many Thai agriculturalist cooperatives that 

participated in the project, such as the Tha - Yang Agriculture Cooperative Ltd. and 

the Agriculture Cooperative Ltd. in Phetchaburi Province, and the La - Mer 

Agriculture Cooperative Ltd. in Chumphon Province. These cooperatives with 300 

cooperative members grow organic bananas on an area of 1,500 rais and exported 

them. The cooperatives were responsible for coordination between each other and 
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those related, in quality control, harvesting, cleaning, packaging, and delivering, and 

acted as the representatives for business negotiations. Currently, members of 

cooperatives from the two provinces are able to export  approximately 7,500 tons of 

“Hom Tong” organic bananas per year and is likely to expand the volume steadily. 

 The Green Net Cooperative is another important organization that has been 

considerably involved with the development of the organic agriculture market in 

Thailand. Established in the mid 1993, it  began operation on the 20th of October 1993. 

It was started by a group  of people who wanted to support the fair trade of organic 

products. Its members were both producers and consumers. The project served as a 

choice for agriculturalists and consumers. The Green Net Cooperative was the first to 

distribute organic vegetables and fruits in Thailand. Funds were collected from the 

Earth Net Foundation to promote and market organic products. The Cooperative  

worked together with another 12 groups across the country  to develop a 

comprehensive system for organic production and collaborated to create domestic and 

international markets. It then developed into a leading supplier of organic products, 

which was called “The Cooperative Nature Food store Ltd.”, established on the 25th of 

November, 1994 in accordance with the jurisdictions of the Cooperative Act. Its main 

role was to export  rice and later the operation was expanded and its name changed to 

“GreenNet Cooperative Ltd.” on  the 10th of May, 2001. Currently, organic products 

for sale include fresh food, dry  food, drinks, snacks, grains and naturally dyed fabrics. 

Some products have been exported to Europe and neighboring countries under the 

“Alternative Marketing” plan. It is one of the mechanisms contributing to Thailand’s 

economic growth, social development, agriculture, as well as the good quality  of life 

good environment, and well - being of consumers. Its great emphasis has been on fair 

trades. Currently, the Green Net Cooperative has more than 1,000 households as 

members and has over 20,000 rais of land for organic agriculture production.

 In addition to the alternative market, the Green Net Cooperative has 

introduced organic agriculture into various areas.  It is the driving force and founder 

of a certification and audit agency for organic products (currently, the Organic 

Agriculture Certification Thailand (ACT)). The cooperative has also involved in 
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research and development on production at the community level, the health insurance 

system, schooling, and organic agricultural production techniques. With its experience 

and knowledge, the Green Net Cooperative has taken the role of a consultant for 

many organizations in Asia regarding organic farming projects and issuance of 

organic agriculture certificates in China, Hong Kong, Indonesia, the Philippines, 

Laos, Cambodia and Vietnam. As Veena Krud - Ngen noted, “in ASEAN or you could 

say in Asia, Thailand is the most progressive in terms of organic standards.”     

 The experience in development of an alternative market to support organic 

agriculture development over the years has made the Green Net Cooperative realize 

the importance of a systematic development approach, which is the process of 

promoting, and manufacturing organic products, strengthening the community, 

establishing the health insurance system, conducting research and development, 

continuously developing the market by using a holistic approach. The transition 

efficiency requires an agency with expertise. Therefore, the Green Net Cooperative 

established the “Earth Net Foundation” in 2000, which was registered under the 

National Agriculture Act on the 12th of October, 2000, with its business registration on 

the 6th of February 2001. Its primary  objectives are to support and promote activities 

related to organic agriculture in the community, to strengthen the development system 

“From the Farm to the Table”. The Green Net Cooperative and the Earth Net 

Foundation have worked together to create the “Green Network” to achieve this goal.      

 In 1995 the ACT, a certification agency, was established from the drive and 

initiation of the Green Net Cooperative. It is an independent organization that is 

responsible for the certification of organic standards in Thailand. In 1998, the ACT 

effectively established a standard for organic plants and began operating as the first 

certification agency in Thailand. The ACT applied for accreditation from the 

International Organic Accreditation Service and became the first certification agency 

in Asia that received this accreditation in 2001. In 2003 the ACT became even more 

developed, when the Switzerland government acknowledged the ACT system to be 

equivalent to its own certification agencies.  
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 Apart from the afore - mentioned private organizations, the Chamnian Saranak 

Foundation and the personnel of the Bank for Agriculture and Agriculture Co - 

operatives (BAAC) led by Ennu Suesuwan, collected agriculture - related data from 

the rural communities and from the BAAC customers in 1997. The data were gathered 

from agriculturalists who were successful in various fields of agriculture. After that, 

the paper “Proficient Farmers” was published. 

 Based on the collected data, the BAAC found that mixed agriculture using 

local knowledge and experience was a technology that could be used effectively both 

for food stability and sustainability  and could also reduce the cost of production. 

Those who practiced mixed agriculture could to pay off their debt to the BAAC 

without missing any  payment installment, as their financial position had improved. It 

was also found that mixed agriculture was able to be applied for the improvement of 

organic agriculture. 

 Later in 2001, The BAAC customers were also trained to change their life 

style and occupational behaviors, and abstinence which led to ruin (such as alcoholic 

drinking, gambling, drugs, and so on) to be agriculturalists who did not use chemicals. 

Experts from the Ratchatani Asoke in Ubon Ratchatani province were employed for 

this purpose. The Ratchatani Asoke became a learning and training center. In addition, 

organic agriculturalist  schools were set up  under the Paak Cham Ra Nee project to 

exchange knowledge and experiences. Experts from other places also came to share 

their knowledge on organic agriculture methods, especially methods of reclaiming 

arable land. Currently, there are approximately 2000 agriculture schools across the 

country.      

 In 1992 private companies began to engage in organic agriculture business and 

were affiliated under the Capital Rice Co. Ltd. and the Chai Wiwat Rice Mill. They 

requested for support from the Department of Agriculture to produce and export 

organic rice. A project was developed that involved the joint efforts between the 

Department of Agriculture, the private sector and agriculturalists from Chiang Rai and 

Pha - yao provinces, to grow organic rice in approximately  10,000 rais. The produce 
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was certified by the Bio Agri Cert, an Italian certification organization, which was 

acknowledged by countries in the European Union.

 As for the public sector, there was an experimental project which produced 

vegetables by using organic method. In 1999 the Department of International Trade 

Promotion under the Ministry of Commerce and the Department of Agriculture and 

the Department of Agricultural Extension under the Ministry of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives, the National Institute of Technology at Kasetsart University and private 

companies joined hands to implement a project of producing five organic vegetables  

and fruits aimed for exportation. These five vegetables and fruits included asparagus, 

corn, okra, bananas and pineapple.            

 Apart from private organizations there were also many  private developers and 

local scholars who played a role in the development of agriculture that eventually led 

to organic agriculture. Some of these important figures included Yoo Suntontai, 

Wiboon Kemchalerm, Pa-haron Mud-lee, Kam-deung Paasee, Pi - pop and Ratchanee 

Thongchai. Pi - pop  applied his knowledge and experience to run a farm for the 

Children’s Foundation in Saiyok, Kaanchanaburi Province. The foundation invited 

Fukuoka to visit Thailand once again, as his first visit to Thailand in 1990 proved to 

be of great contribution to the agriculture industry in Thailand, espectially  the 

development of organic agriculture.   

 Vitoon Panyakul (2012) made a summary of important incidents in the Thai 

organic agriculture industry as shown in Table 4.6. 

Table 4.6 Important Incidents in the Organic Agriculture Industry in Thailand from 

1991 to 2012

Year Brief History

1991 *Chai Wiwat Agro - industry and Capital Rice Co. were certified by Bio 
Agri Cert (Thailand)

1992 *Alternative Agriculture Network’s first national conference to promote 
sustainable and organic farming
*Surin agriculturists exported rice
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Table 4.6 (Continued)Table 4.6 (Continued)

Year Brief History
1993 *The Green Net Cooperative was established

1994 *The Green Net Cooperative and the Thai Health foundation arranged a 
seminar on “Chemical free for health and environment”
*Capital Rice began selling organic jasmine rice in Thailand and overseas.

1995 * The Green Net Cooperative was the first IFOAM member in Thailand.
* The ACT was established, and first Thai organic crop  standards were 
drafted.

1996 * The Organic rice project in Yasothon was certified by IMO under IFOAM.
* Asia Workshop on Certification for Organic Agriculture and Alternative 
Market was held

1997 * The ACT started organic inspection and certification.

1999 * Thailand’s Institute of Technological and Scientific Research (TISTR) / 
the Export Promotion Department and the Department of Agriculture 
drafted organic crop standards.

2000 * The ACT got IFOAM accreditation from IOAS.
* Cabinet approved US$ 15.8 million (633 million baht) to support a 3 -year 
pilot project on sustainable agriculture for small-scale agriculturists.

2001 * DOA gazetted organic crop farming standards.
* IFOAM Organic Prawn Consultation, Thailand was established.

2001 * DOA, the first produce bearing the “Organic Thailand” label, appeared in 
the Thai market. 
* MoAC established ACFS (Office of the National Agricultural and Food 
Commodity Standards) to enforce agri and food standards and accreditation.
* ACFS completed the “Organic Agriculture: the Production, Processing, 
Labeling and Marketing of Organic Agriculture” project, which covered 
crops, livestock, and aquaculture.
* Swiss Government accredited the ACT for its organic inspection in 
accordance with the Swiss import rule

2003 * International Organic Conference co - hosted by  FAO, and the Green Net 
Cooperative - Earth Net Foundation
* Surin Province set up a large - scale organic project, with a plan to convert 
16,000 households (with 236,000 rais) into organic farming
* Sweden Government accredited the ACT for its organic inspection in 
accordance with the Sweden import rule
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Table 4.6 (Continued)Table 4.6 (Continued)

Year Brief History

2004 * ACFS launched an organic accreditation program. The ACT was the first 
to apply for the organic accreditation operators
* MoAC arranged Organic Expo. 
* The Cabinet declared the organic agriculture as the National agenda in 
December.

2005 * Thai Organic Trade Association (TOTA) registered in October.
* National Agenda on Organic Agriculture was implemented, 1.2 billions 
THB supports given to the OA sector by the Land Development Department 
which acted as the coordinator.

2006 * The National organic action plan was drafted with support of the 
International Trade Center (ITC) 
* Siam Paragon introduced Gourmet Market with organic ranges.
* Certification Alliance (CertAll) established, ACT signed with ICEA for 
integrate certification.

2007 * The National Organic Development Strategy was established. The Office 
of the National Economic and Social Development Board.(NESDB) acted 
as the coordinator

2008 * The National Organic Action Plan was approved with over 5 billions THB 
budget allocated for 5 years for MoAC, MoC, MoST and MoI
* The government pledged paddy price at 15,000 - 16,000 Baht per MT 
which lowered difference price in between organic and conventional rice.
* The Abhisit Vejjajiva's government policy supported organic agriculture 

2009 * The government changed the pledged paddy price policy to the income 
insurance policy. This satisfied organic agriculturists who wanted to get the 
income insurance
* Sukhothai Thammathirat Open University joined the organic agriculture 
agency to establish “The Organic Agriculture Development Center”
* ACFS adapted the organic agriculture standard, which was the first “ISO 
agriculture standard: for production, processing, labeling and marketing of 
organic agriculture” 
* ACT applied for Canadian recognition (approved in 2009) 
* TOTA and Earth Net arranged an entrepreneur program, which was 
supported by GTZ.

2010 * ACFS established the organic rice and organic snakeskin gourami. 
Organic rice increase the importing requirement.
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Table 4.6 (Continued)Table 4.6 (Continued)

Year Brief History

2011 * The government pledged the paddy price at 20,000 Baht per MT, a very 
small premium price for organic rice.
* ACT applied for EU recognition.
* The first  National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2008 
- 2011) ended and no more new plan were made.
* MoC held the Organic and Natural Expo and Symposium at the Queen 
Sirikit National Convention Center
* The Earth Net Foundation, as the consultant of the organic agriculture 
project in Ko Pha Ngan island, advised the establishment of the Ko Pha 
Ngan organic agriculture club and the Participatory Guarantee System 
(PGS).
* ACT certified the organic livestocks, e.g., as cattle, dairy cows, swines 
and chickens.

2012 * MoC launched the Organic Symposium 2012 at Impact, Muang Thong 
Thani. Eight ASEAN country members joined the symposium.

* The EU organic farming commission announced the Commission 
Implementing Regulation No 508/2012. Therefore, the ACT became one of 
the 13 global certify bodies that were registered.
* The Cabinet approved “Organic Thailand” as the standard logo for 
organic agriculture certified within MoAC.
* TOTA signed an agreement to be the representative of IFOAM  to use the 
IFOAMGlobalOrganicMark for Thai entrepreneurs who applied for the 
IFOAM Family of Standards.

Source: Adapted from Vitoon Panyakul, 2012. 

 Table 4.6 shows that the certification organization, Bio Agri Cert of Italy, 

became involved in Thailand’s agriculture certification in 1991. The Green Net 

Cooperative, which was also a member of IFOAM, was founded after Bio Agri Cert’s 

involvement, which led to the establishment of ACT. This private certification 

organization began certifying organic products in 1997. The public sector began to 

develop a standard for organic agriculture products in 1999. Then, in 2002 the 

Department of Agriculture used labels which guaranteed the quality and organic 
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nature of the products. Such products were labeled “Organic Thailand”. The 

department also established a central standard system for all organic products in 

Thailand.

 As for the national policy, the General Prayut Chan-o-cha government 

announce at the National Assembly in 2014 that it would promote conservation of 

biodiversity and sustainable use of natural resources, taking into account the 

limitations and capability of recovery; create opportunities in accessing natural 

resources; sharing the benefits from the use of the natural resources, and ensuring a 

fair and equitable trade. All would  be done for the well-being of citizens, to ensure 

the stability of food, to have sanitation, to support the community lifestyle and to 

develop the economy, as well as to provide protection for bio safety. 

 Therefore, Minister Pitipong Peungbon Na Ayuttaya of the Ministry of 

Agriculture and Cooperatives was committed to support and promotion of organic 

agriculture and development of a strategy to modify the agricultural production. The 

framework was appropriate for and adaptable to each area and could be used 

effectively in the cultivation of crops, especially rice and rubber, and 4 other crops: 

sugar cane, corn, cassava and palm. With the belief that agriculturalists needed to 

modify  their methods of growing rice, rubber and wanted to change to other crops, the 

officials from the ministry would guide the agriculturalists at their farms to use 

appropriate technology and to select plants. Those involved in organic agriculture, 

were taught about crop development to increase productivity, to meet the standards 

and to achieve product quality. Sufficiency economic methods, instead of 

monoculture, in accordance with  His Majesty the King’s self - sufficiency theory 

were recommended. 

 General Chatchai Sariganya, Minister of the Ministry of Commerce appointed 

officials to implement the strategic plan (2014 - 2015) to promote and support organic 

agriculture. It  was as an urgent strategy  to support the national strategy announced at 

the National Assembly. 

 In summary, Thailand began to import chemical fertilizers in 1928, which was 

increasingly  promoted by the Department of Agriculture. In 1962, when the new 
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development plan in agriculture which was influenced by Western countries began but 

not much attention was paid to organic agriculture. The public sector became 

interested in organic agriculture in 2001 and has continuously given much attention to 

it until this day. The government policy supported the development of organic 

agriculture, which ultimately led to putting it in the national agenda in 2005 and in the 

First National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan in 2008. The  Office 

of the National Economic and Social Development Board.(NESDB) was given 

authority to implement the first plan and the Office of Agricultural Economics was 

responsible for the 2nd plan.

 Despite the opposition from the government during the early stages, the 

development of organic agriculture in Thailand began from the involvement of private 

development organizations in 1986. An Alternative Agriculture Network was founded 

and both the private and the public sectors pushed the project together, resulting in the 

growth of organic agriculture to this day. Private development organizations, involved 

were, for example, the Appropriate Technology Association, the Alternative Network 

Agriculture, the Asoke Foundation Community, the sustainable Agriculture 

Foundation (Thailand), the Children’s Foundation, the Earth Net foundation, the 

Green Net Cooperative, the Tha - Yang Agriculture Cooperation in Phetchaburi. Many 

private companies e.g., Capital Rice Co., and Siam Wiwat Co., and local scholars also 

had a role in the agricultural development that led to organic agriculture.     

 The IFOAM, the Alternative Agriculture Network, and its partners drafted 

standards for alternative agriculture in 1993, using standards from Europe, Canada, 

Australia and Japan as models. The drive to founding the Green Net Cooperative and 

an accreditation agency for organic agriculture resulted in establishing an organic 

standard agency (ACT) as an independent organization that certifies organic farms in 

Thailand. This agency has now become internationally recognized.
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4.3  People Involved in Organic Production

 In discussing organic production, great importance should be given to those 

involved, specifically  people involved in production, processing, marketing, 

consumer groups and the civil society in all sectors, with less attention to those 

involved conventional production.     

 In this study, the researcher divided the interviewees into 5 groups: those 

involved in the production of organic products, i.e., producers (agriculturalists and 

entrepreneurs), buyers (corporations or cooperatives), certification bodies (agencies 

responsible for monitoring and ensuring compliance with the set standards), 

government agencies (the implementors), civil society organizations, and lastly, 

educational institutions. 

 4.3.1 Producers

 Producers are at the start of the production line. They are agriculturalists and 

entrepreneurs from various fields, such as rice agriculturalists, vegetation 

agriculturalists and fishermen. All are the smallest unit of organic production.

 The producers may operate as individuals or in groups. Generally, they operate 

in groups because of the ease of manufacturing, finding raw materials and other 

factors of production, and distribution. 

 In this study, the researcher investigated four groups of people involved in 

four organic products in Thailand: organic rice, organic vegetable, horticulture, and  

organic aquaculture. The study concerned the successful and unsuccessful cases in 

organic agriculture practice. 

 There were 19 participants in the organic rice group. They were 

agriculturalists from three provinces (Yasothon, Ubon Ratchathani and Roi Et) in the 

Northeast of Thailand. The participants included Man Saam - see (Gud - chum), 

Supon Seesaen, Kaanakorn Sompong (President  of the Baak Reua Agriculturalist 

Association), Piyapon Kamgaew, Supawadee Seedara, Suwan Taweepan, Noojan Lao 

- yai, Farn Gertgaew, Weerayut Gertgaew, Sumalai Saaibunsa, Jamnong Somyaa, 
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Kamdee Pongkam, Sutat Tongluan (a committee member of the Ubon Agricutlure 

Cooperative), Naksit Unjit  (President of the New Theory  Agriculturalists) and Chuay 

Saa - suk. There were also agriculturalists from the southern region, namely Jaren 

Gaewmanee, Prapai Kongtoh, Somjit Sangparn and Sukjin Sukrin from Phatthalung 

province. 

 The organic vegetable group included organic agriculture entrepreneurs that 

were both agriculturalists and manufacturers who grew, processed and distributed 

products. There were a total of 3 participantsin this group: Parinya Ponsirichaiwatana 

(Rangsit Farm in Nakhon Ratchasima), Kaan Ritkhachon (Thai Organic Food in 

Ratchaburi), Phiraphon Triyakasem (Phaktakra in Suphan Buri).  

 The horticulture group consisted of entrepreneurs who grew, processed and 

distributed products. There were a total of four participants Patayawadee Jengcheua 

(Chong-mu-haeng community in Chanthaburi), Kam - Nueng Chanasit (former Tha  - 

Mai Community leader in Chanthaburi), Phirachot Charanwong (Merit  Foods in 

Chonburi) and Prokchon Promgangwaan (Promgangwaan Farm in Chiang Mai). 

 The aquaculture group consisted of those breeding aquatic life. There were six 

participants: Surakit La - eaiddee (Surakit farm in Samut Prakarn), Prayoon Hongrath 

(Sureerath Farm in Chanthaburi), Kritsada Hongrath (Sureerath Organic Products Co. 

Ltd. in Chanthaburi), Damrong Sanosan, Jitdinan Pramuansuk and Suriphon 

Atthanatchai (member of  Kungkabane cooperative Ltd. in Chanthaburi).

 In fact, the researcher could not exclusively separate the key informants into 

groups  by  type of organic products (whether they were in the rice, vegetable, or 

horticulture groups) because agriculturalists usually produced rice, vegetables and 

fruits in the same farm. Instead, they  were divided them by  their earnings. For 

example, if their earning came from organic rice, they would be put in the organic rice 

group. (See in Table 4.7 - 4.10)

115



Table 4.7 Key Informants: Organic Rice Agriculturists in Thailand

Name Group Province

Man Saam - see Na - So Agriculturalist  Yasothon

Supon Seesaen Na - So Agriculturalist  Yasothon

Kaanakorn Sompong Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Piyapon Kamgaew Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Supawadee Seedara Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Suwan Taweepan Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Noojan Lao - yai Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Farn Gertgaew Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Weerayut Gertgaew Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Sumalai Saaibunsa Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Jamnong Somyaa Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Kamdee Pongkam Baak Reua Agriculturalist Yasothon

Sutat Tongluan Ubon Agricutlure Cooperative  Ubon Ratchathani

Naksit Unjit New Theory Agriculturalist Surin

Chuay Saa - suk N/A Roi Et

Jaren Gaewmanee Rice College of the community 

enterprise

Phatthalung

Prapai Kongtoh Rice College of the community 

enterprise

Phatthalung

Somjit Sangparn Rice College of the community 

enterprise

Phatthalung

Sukjin Sukrin Rice College of the community 

enterprise

Phatthalung
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Table 4.8 Key Informants: Organic Vegetable Producers, Manufacturers and 

Distributors in Thailand

Name Place Province

Prinya Pornsirichaivatana Rangsit Farm Nakhon Ratchasima

Kaan Ritkhachon Thai Organic Food  Ratchaburi

Peerapol Triyakasem Phaktakra Suphan Buri

Table 4.9 Key Informants: Horticulture Producers, Manufacturers and Distributors in 

Thailand

Name Place Province

Patayawadee Jengcheua Chong-mu-haeng community  Chanthaburi

Kam - Nueng Chanasit  Tha Mai Community  Chanthaburi

Phirachot Charanwong Merit Foods Chonburi and 
Chanthaburi

Prokchon Promgangwaan Promgangwaan Farm  Chiang Mai

Table 4.10 Key Informants: Organic Aquaculture Agriculturalist in Thailand 

 

Name Place Province

Surakit La - eaiddee Surakit farm Samut Prakarn

Prayoon Hongrath Sureerath Farm Chanthaburi

Damrong Sanosan Kungkabane cooperative Ltd.  Chanthaburi

Jitdinan Pramuansuk Kungkabane cooperative Ltd.  Chanthaburi

Suriphon Atthanatchai Kungkabane cooperative Ltd.  Chanthaburi
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Table 4.10 (Continued)

Name Place Province

Kritsada Hongrath* Sureerath Organic Products 
Co. Ltd.

 Chanthaburi

* Feed producer 

 4.3.2 Buyers

 Buyers are considered to be in the middle of the organic production process, as 

they  are in the process of gathering products for processing and distribution to 

consumers.  The majority of buyers are either private companies or cooperatives. 

They  buy from agriculturalists and sell to consumers both locally and internationally.  

Buyers may have their usual agriculture distribution channels and add organic 

products to increase the variety of products for consumers. Or they may directly 

distribute products to those who consume organic products. 

 In this study, entrepreneurs who processed and distributed organic products 

were interviewed. The five key informants were Suwanasat Gon - bua (a 

representative of the Green Net Cooperative), Suphat Yonphop (a staff member of the 

Earth Net  Foundation), Wanlop Pichpongsa (Managing Director of Top Organic 

Products & Supplies Co., Ltd), Saksit Thammason (an officer from Top Organic 

Products & Supplies Co., Ltd. in the Northern of Thailand), Worawat Bunlai 

(Managing Director of Medi foods (Thailand) Co., Ltd).
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Table 4.11 Key Informants: Organic Rice Manufacturer and Distributor 

Name Place Provinces

Suwanasat Gon - bua Green Net Cooperative Yasothorn

Suphat Yonphop  Earth Net Foundation Yasothorn

Wanlop Pichpongsa Top Organic Products & 
Supplies Co., Ltd.

Bangkok

Saksit Thammason Top Organic Products & 
Supplies Co., Ltd.

Chiang - Mai

Worawat Bunlai Medi foods (Thailand) Co., Ltd. Chaiyabhume

 4.3.3 Certification Body

 A certification body is an agency that monitors and ensures compliance with 

international standards. There are both local and international agencies. 

 In this study, the researcher could obtain comprehensive informant from 

interviewing representatives of organizations responsible for certification both in the 

public and the private sectors. 

  4.3.3.1 The Public Sector

  The National Bureau of Agriculture Commodity and Food Standards 

(ACFS) is a department under the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives which 

acts as the central administration agency for agriculture products and foods. It defines 

and promotes the certification examination process of organic products from farms to 

consumers. An interview was held with Pisan Pongsapit, Deputy Secretary  of the 

ACFS. 

  4.3.3.2 The Private Sector 

  The certifying bodies in Thailand that have been approved by the 

International Federation of Organic Agriculture Movements (IFOAM) are, for 

example, the Organic Agriculture Certification Thailand (ACT), is an independent 

body in the form of a foundation that provides organic certification service and Bio 
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Agri Cert (Thailand), a subsidiary of Bio Agri cert S.r.l., (Italy), that examines and 

certifies organic products.

  Interviews were held with five participants, namely  Sumniang Raburi 

(ACT); Vena Krutngern (ACT); Atit  Potong (Bio Agri Cert (Thailand)); Wiphaphon 

Chatphat (Bio Agri Cert  (Thailand)); and Nareerat Chanchuklin (Bio Agri Cert 

(Thailand)). Further details can be seen in Table 4.12. 

Table 4.12 Representatives of Organizations in the Public and the Private Sectors 

Responsible for the Certification of Organic Products

Name Organizations Position

Pisan Pongsapit The National Bureau of 
Agriculture Commodity and 

Food Standards (ACFS)

Deputy Secretary of 
the ACFS

Sumniang Raburi Organic Agriculture 
Certification Thailand (ACT)

Certifying body 
officer

Vena Krutngern Organic Agriculture 
Certification Thailand (ACT)

Certifying body 
officer

Atit Potong Bio Agri Cert (Thailand) Certifying body 
officer

 Wiphaphon Chatphat Bio Agri Cert (Thailand) Certifying body 
officer

Nareerat Chanchuklin Bio Agri Cert (Thailand) Certifying body 
officer

 4.3.4 Government Agencies

 Government agencies are responsible for implementing of government 

policies. Generally, those that ensure the policy is put to practice are government 

officials in the central administration and provincial agencies. 

 The organic agriculture policy is a government policy that has been 

continuously implemented. The people involved in the process of the policy  are 
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officials of the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives and the Ministry  of 

Commerce. In this study, the researcher conducted interviews with those involved in 

implementing the organic agriculture policy. They  were officials from both the 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives and the Ministry of Commerce in urban and 

rural areas. 

  4.3.4.1 The officials from the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives 

Jarenwit Sanayhaa, a policy analyst and planning specialist from the Office of Natural 

Resources and Environmental Policy  and Planning; Sakesurn Sirikun, Director of the 

Policy Agriculture Planning and Agriculturalist  network from the Office of 

Agriculture Economics; Sutatip  Karnruksa, a scholar of agriculture and the 

development system of certifying produce standards from the Department of 

Agriculture; Amara Viengvera, an expert in rice development, organic rice from the 

Rice Department; Niricha Wongjinda, Director of Organic Aquaculture Farm and 

Product Certification Center from the Department of Fisheries; Lakshmi Meth - prani, 

an agriculture scholar and specialist from the Land Development Department; 

Supatira Kortsirakul, a agriculture scholar Bureau of Agriculture Product Quality, 

Saman Uthitsin, a agriculture scholar and specialist  in agriculture extension in Roi Et, 

Adisorn Lapragaew, an agriculture scholar and specialist in improving agriculture at 

the operating level in Chiang Mai are from the Department of Agricultural Extension. 

The key informants were 9 in total.

  4.3.4.2 The key informant who implemented the organic agriculture 

policy was Sittiphon Bangkaeow, the Director of the Organic Agriculture Market 

Information Center in Surin, from the Commerce Intelligence of MoC: CIM. under 

the Ministry of Commerce. 

  The details are presented in Table 4.13
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Table 4.13 Key Informants from the Ministry  of Agriculture and Cooperatives and the 

Ministry of Commerce 

Ministry Name Department Position

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

and 
Cooperatives

Jarenwit 
Sanayhaa

Office of Natural 
Resources and 
Environmental 

Policy and Planning

Policy analyst and 
planning specialist

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

and 
Cooperatives

Sakesurn Sirikun Office of 
Agricultural 
Economics

Director of the Policy, 
Agriculture Planning 
and Agriculturalist 

network

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

and 
Cooperatives

Sutatip Karnruksa Department of 
Agriculture

scholar of the agriculture 
and the development 
system of certifying 
produce standards

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

and 
Cooperatives

Amara Viengvera Rice Department expert in rice 
development and 

organic rice

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

and 
Cooperatives

Niricha 
Wongjinda

Department of 
Fisheries

Director of the Organic 
Aquaculture Farm and 
Product Certification 

Center

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

and 
Cooperatives

Lakshmi Meth - 
prani

Land Development 
Department

Agriculture scholar and 
specialist

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

and 
Cooperatives

Supatira 
Kortsirakul

Department of 
Agricultural 
Extension

Agriculture scholar; 
Bureau of Agriculture 

Product Quality

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

and 
Cooperatives

Saman Uthitsin Department of 
Agricultural 
Extension

Agriculture scholar and 
specialist in agriculture 

extension in Roi Et
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Table 4.13 (Continued)Table 4.13 (Continued)Table 4.13 (Continued)Table 4.13 (Continued)

Ministry Name Department Position

Ministry of 
Agriculture 

and 
Cooperatives

Adisorn 
Lapragaew

Department of 
Agricultural 
Extension

Agriculture scholar and 
specialist in agriculture 

extension at the 
operating level in 

Chiangmai

Ministry of 
Commerce

Sittiphon 
Bangkaeow

Commerce 
Intelligence of 

Ministry of 
Commerce: CIM. 

Director of the Organic 
Agriculture Market 

Information Center in 
Surin. 

 4.3.5  Civil Society

 More information was collected from the civil society  who were consumers, 

and education institution. 

 Both general consumers who purchased organic products for household 

consumption and retail department stores, such as Tops Supermarket, that distributed 

organic products to urban consumers were interviewed. The interview was held with 

Somnuek Yotdamnoen, Executive Director of the Purchasing Vegetable - Fruit 

Department, Central Food Retail. He was a member of Tops Supermarket 

management team.

 In addition to general consumers, additional information was collected by 

interviewing Kaaneungnut Wongyen from ‘SuaSangSook’, a mass communication 

media channel in the Northeast  of Thailand that focused on issues of food and human 

health. Moreover, the information was gathered by  interviewing Ganokwan Kohgit 

from the Institute for a Sustainable Agriculture Community (ISAC). The key 

informants represented the  northern consumer group.  

 Further information was also gathered from educational institutions. 

Interviews were conducted with northern organizations; Chumchuan Boonrahong 

from the School of Administrative Studies at Maejo University and Jaturong 
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Puangmanee, an agriculture research specialist of the Center for Agriculture Resource 

Systems Research under Chiang Mai University. Also in the northeastern orgnization; 

Assistant Professor Khosit Siphuthon, Dean of the College of Natural Resources, 

University  of Technology  Rachamongala Isan, Sakonnakhon Campus were 

interviewed.         

 Apart from experts from educational institutions, those with experience in 

organic agriculture, interviews were held with Vitoon Panyakul, Pannee Samerpak, 

Chanuan Ratanawaraha, Decha Siripatara and Wiwat Sanyagamton.  The total of 11 

interviewees from both civil society and education instructions, excluding general 

consumers. The details are in Table 4.14

Table 4.14  Key Informants from the Civil Society

Category Name Position / Affiliation

Consumers Not mentioned

TOPS Supermarket 
(Purchasing: 
vegetable - fruit 
department, Central 
Food Retail, a part 
of Tops 
Supermarket 
management team)

Somnuek 

Yotdamnoen

Executive Director

Kaaneungnut 
Wongye

News reporter / SuaSangSook, a 
mass communication media channel 
in the Northeast of Thailand

Institute for a 
Sustainable 
Agriculture 
Community (ISAC)

Ganokwan Kohgit Northern consumers group

Educational 
institutions

Chumchuan 
Boonrahong, Ph.D.

Lecturer, School of Administrative 
Studies, Maejo University
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Table 4.14 (Continued)Table 4.14 (Continued)

Category Name Position / Affiliation

Jaturong 
Puangmanee,

Agriculture research specialist at the 
Center for Agriculture Resource 
Systems Research

Assistant Professor 
Khosit Siphuthon

Dean of the College of Natural 
Resources, University  of Technology 
Rachamongala Isan, Sakonnakhon 
Campus

Experts Vitoon Panyakul Green Net Cooperative 

Pannee Samerpak Manager of Organic agriculture 
promotion project

Decha Siripatara President of the Khao Kwan 
Foundation, Supanburi province

Wiwat Sanyagamtorn President of Natural Agriculture 
Foundation, Chonburi province

Chanuan  
Ratanawaraha

Former Inspector of the Office of 
Permanent Secretary, Ministry of 
Agriculture and Cooperatives

 To sum up, the data were collected from key informants from various areas, 

which included producers, buyers, distributors, examiners and certifiers, and public 

organizations that implemented the policy, the civil society and educational intuitions. 

The researcher presented the sample group’s preliminary data to show how they were 

involved in organic agriculture in Thailand. Sittiphon Bangkaeow saying that  “it is 

like knowledge where the glass is not full. That is, there is always new knowledge and 

information coming in” to described organic agriculture businesses. In order to better 

understand the research, the demographic data of the samples will be presented first. 

The details are as follows.
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             4.3.6  Producers (Private Entrepreneurs) 

 The producers whom researcher interviewed produced agricultural raw 

materials, which included rice, vegetables, fruits and aquaculture, in the same area in 

line with the principles of organic agriculture, which focused on the balance of life in 

the area. The researcher producers were divided into groups based on type of their 

produce. 

 To the key informants who produced organic produce, other agriculturalists in 

the supply chain of organic agriculture were also interviewed. They were those 

involved in the collection of agricultural produce, such as organic rice, and those 

involved in the processing of agricultural raw materials such as coconut milk 

processing factories, rice processing factories and vegetable processing factories. 

Some factories also exported their own goods. In some cases, such as organic rice 

(which was a large scale operation), manufacturers also took the role of suppliers and 

distributors to markets both within and out of the country. The data were collected in 

all areas of the supply chain to ensure that the research results were as accurately as 

possible.

 The field survey revealed that the key  informants had different educational 

background. Some finished only  elementary school, and some earned a Master’s 

degree. There were also some producers who completed secondary school from either 

within the country or aboard. 

 Besides the different levels of education, other differences were found in their  

entrepreneurs background. They were different in social status. Some were born in an 

agricultural family and thus continued the same occupation as their ancestors. Others 

worked elsewhere and were part - time agriculturalists for extra income. Still, some 

who quit their jobs, either as government officials or company employees, became 

full time organic agriculturalists.

 However, they were similar in their physical, appearance, speech and 

generosity. They were not too small or too large, they appeared to be physically fit. 

Although some  might have darker skin than others, overall they were in good 

condition. They also  had polite speech. Although many were not well educated, the 
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way they spoke or characteristics of their speech showed that they were intelligent 

and wise negotiators. Another characteristic was their generosity towards people - to 

people they knew and strangers alike. They always welcome others with hospitality.    

All interviewees were very interested in and gave great importance to their health. 

That was the reason why the majority  of them embarked on organic agriculture. The 

following section further explores organic rice, organic vegetables, organic fruit and 

aquaculture.

  4.3.6.1  Organic Rice

  Rice is an important crop  in Thailand, as it is a core staple in all Thai 

households. It is  grown across the country and is exported across the globe, making it 

a major source of income for the country. According to the database of the Certified 

Rice Strains of Thailand, and the Department of Rice, Thailand grew a total of 118 

types of rice in 2009. Some of them were Photosensitive lowland rice, Photosensitive 

upland rice, Photosensitive floating rice, Photosensitive deep-water rice, Japanese 

rice, and hybrid rice. According to the Bureau of Rice Research and Development 

(BRRD) under the  Department of Rice (2014), there were a variety of organic rice in 

Thailand that were grown under the organic production system, which rejected the use 

of all chemicals in all stages of production. 

  Organic agriculture focuses on natural production, conservation of 

resources, restoration of nature and using the nature with efficiency. Sustainable 

production requires rotation of crops, use of organic fertilizers; control of insects and 

pests of rice through a hybrid method that does not use chemicals; selection of 

suitable types of rice that are naturally pest - resistant; maintaining the balance of 

natural enemies; soil and water management appropriate to the rice so that the rice 

will naturally  grow well; and proper management of the environment to limit the 

outbreak of insects and rice pests, or diseases. 

  Organic rice differs in appearance from chemical - grown rice. This is 

clearly visible. Suphawadi Sidara stated that:
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Organic rice is not as ‘pretty’ as chemical - grown rice. That is, organic 

rice is not instantly ‘pretty’ as it  does not use chemical fertilizers. It is 

something that will occur in due time and will last for a long time. The 

green of the plant  will last  and the stalks are stronger than chemical - 

grown rice. 

  Suphat Yonphop, from Earth Net Foundation, whose work 

concerned organic agriculture promotion pointed out the different characteristics 

of both types of rice, saying that “organic rice leaves stand up straight and are 

light green. Chemical rice leaves bend downwards and are dark green in color”.

Figures 4.1 Organic Rice Field

  The summary of the results of requests for certification of organic rice 

production in 2012, revealed that the total number of rice fields that requested to be 

certified were 2,880, or approximately  25,683 rais. However, there were only 1,837 

rice fields that passed the evaluation, approximately  17,647.37 rais. Further details 

can be seen in Tables 4.15, 4.16, 4.17, 4.18 and 4.19.
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Table 4.15 Results of Inspection for Certification of Organic Rice Production in the 

Northeastern Provinces Summarized by the Rice Department, 2012

No. Province Number Area AgriculturistAgriculturist Evaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultNo. Province Number Area

Old New PassedPassed Not passedNot passed

No. Province

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Rais)

1 Kalasin 91 721  - 91 70 654 21 67

2 Khon Kaen 19 110 6 13 4 6 15 104

3 Nakhon 
Phanom

12 147 2 10 12 147  -  -

4 Nakhon 
Ratchasima

17 250 16 1 17 250  -  -

5 Buriram 47 441 39 8 46 434 1 8

6 Maha 
Sarakham

399 3,371 87 312 88 608 311 2,763

7 Yasothon 466 4,092 448 18 253 2,117 213 1,975

8 Roi Et 264 976 22 242 169 353 95 623

9 Sisaket 255 2,128 152 103 255 2,128  -  -

10 Sakon 
Nakhon

15 152 5 10 15 152  -  -

11 Loei 5 76 5  - 5 76  -  -

12 Surin 375 4,311 109 266 328 3,771 47 540

13 Nongbua 
Lamphu

14 193 9 5  -  - 14 193

14 Amnat 
Charoen

91 1,314 62 29 83 1,134 8 180

15 Ubon 
Ratchathani

188 2,294 181 7 188 2,294  -  -

16 Chaiyaphum 10 67  - 10 5 34 5 33

17 Mukdahan 10 46  - 10 10 46  -  -

18 Bueng Kaan 5 20  - 5  -  - 5 20

19 Udon Thani 10 34  - 10  -  - 10 34

20 Nong Khai 20 100  - 20 20 100  -  -

TotalTotal 2,313 20,842 1,143 1,170 1,568 14,304 745 6,539

Source: Rice Department, 2012.
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Table 4.16 Results Inspection for Certification of Organic Rice Production in the 

Northern Provinces, Summarized by the Rice Department, 2012.

No. Province Number Area AgriculturistAgriculturist Evaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultNo. Province Number Area

Old New PassedPassed Not passedNot passed

No. Province

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Rais)

1 Kamphaeng 
Phet

1 3  - 1  -  - 1 3

2 Chiang Rai 86 644 23 63 68 407 18 236

3 Chiang Mai 47 326 6 41 4 40 43 287

4 Nakhon 
Sawan

1 22  - 1 1 22  -  -

5 Nan 26 66 14 12 14 36 12 29

6 Phayao 41 215 5 36 32 189 9 26

7 Phichit 1 5 1  -  -  - 1 5

8 Phetchabun 12 167 4 8 9 139 3 28

9 Lamphun 2 4 2  - 2 4  -  -

10 Sukhothai 41 844 19 22 41 844 - -

11 Uttaradit 117 922 2 115 63 450 54 472

12 Uthai Thani 19 339 19 - 18 315 1 24

13 Lampang 7 27 3 4 7 27 - -

14 Mae Hong 
Son

3 19 - 3 1 6 2 13

TotalTotal 404 3,598 98 306 260 2,478 144 1,120

Source: Rice Department, 2012.
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Table 4.17 Results of Inspection for Certification of Organic Rice Production in 

Different Provinces in the Central Region Summarized by the Rice 

Department, 2012

No. Province Number Area AgriculturistAgriculturist Evaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultNo. Province Number Area

Old New PassedPassed Not passedNot passed

No. Province

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Rais)

1 Chachoengsao 4 48 4 - 4 48 - -

2 Trat 3 27 3 - 3 27 - -

3 Nakhon 
Nayok

11 71 1 10 11 71 - -

4 Nakhon 
Pathom

12 156 4 8 11 154 1 2

5 Nonthaburi 1 18 1 - 1 18 - -

6 Pathum Thani 1 20 1 - 1 20 - -

7 Ratchaburi 6 53 1 5 6 53 - -

8 Lop Buri 5 22 5 - - - 5 22

9 Samut 
Songkhram

8 88 2 6 1 7 7 81

10 Sa Kaeo 27 243 16 11 13 127 14 116

11 Saraburi 8 50 - 8 2 8 6 42

12 Bangkok 2 - - 2 2 - - -

13 Chanthaburi 10 128 - 10 10 128 - -

14 Kaanchanaburi 4 9 - 4 - - 4 9

TotalTotal 102 933 38 64 65 662 37 272

Source: Rice Department, 2012.
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Table 4.18 Results of Inspection for Certification of Organic Rice Production in the 

Southern Provinces Summarized by the Rice Department, 2012

No. Province Number Area AgriculturistAgriculturist Evaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultNo. Province Number Area

Old New PassedPassed Not passedNot passed

No. Province

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Rais)

1 Krabi 9 79 3 6 9 79 - -

2 Phatthalung 32 131 27 5 27 110 5 21

3 Phetchaburi 10 84 - 10 5 12 5 72

4 Songkhla 10 17 - 10 3 4 7 13

TotalTotal 61 310 30 31 44 204 17 106

Source: Rice Department, 2012.

Table 4.19 Results of Inspection for Certification of Organic Rice Production of All 

Provinces Summarized by the Rice Department, 2012.

No. Region Number Area AgriculturistAgriculturist Evaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultEvaluation resultNo. Region Number Area

Old New PassedPassed Not passedNot passed

No. Region

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Plot of 
land)

(Rais) (Plot of 
land)

(Rais)

1 North 
Eastern

2,313 20,842 1,143 1,170 1,568 14,304 745 6,539

2 Northern 404 3,598 98 306 260 2,478 144 1,120

3 Central 102 933 38 64 65 662 37 272

4 Southern 61 310 30 31 44 204 17 106

TotalTotal 2,880 25,683 1,309 1,571 1,937 17,647 943 8,036

Source: Rice Department, 2012.
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  The Earth Net Foundation (2013), a private accreditation agency, 

certified 124,964.39 rais of organic rice fields in 2012. The details are presented in 

Table 4.20.

Table 4.20 Organic Rice Fields Certified by the Earth Net Foundation in 2012

Unit: Rais

Year Rice Other

1998 6,281.416,281.41

1999 5,510.135,510.13

2000 7,005.267,005.26

2001 9,900.509,900.50

2002 32,841.2732,841.27

2003 46,719.3346,719.33

2004 52,182.75 7,859.79

2005 108,302.02 6,731.20

2006 113,213.04 6,546.65

2007 77,005.03 10,103.64

2008 70,485.67 11,791.13

2009 112,152.27 45,920.63

2010 138,328.03 46,682.07

2011 140,711.61 46,682.07

2012 124,964.39 46,691.44

Source: Vitoon Panyakul, 2013.

  Regarding the certified organic rice production fields, the records from 

the public database and from the private one were quite different. This reflected the 

databases on organic agriculture in Thailand did not follow the same standards. As 

Sittiphon Bangkaeow (CIM, Surin) put it:
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Collecting organic data is very  difficult as there is an absence of 

registration or the data are unorganized in some dimensions. Only  the 

data for each crop can be used specifically for that crop. When new 

cultivation time comes, a survey will have to be conducted again. This 

is another obstacle in the data collection.

  The researcher went to the agricultural sites of organic rice production 

to interview the agriculturalists at the sites. All the agriculturalists interviewed 

received a certificate to guarantee their produce standard from both the public sector 

(Organic Thailand) or the private sector (ACT). The interviewees were Man Samsee 

(a local sage) and Suphon Sisaen from Kudchum community and Kaanagon 

Sompong, from Bak Ruea community, in Yasothon Province. Those who continuously 

produced organic rice included Piyaphon Kamgaew, Suphawadi Sidara, Suwan 

Thawipahn, Nanojan Laoyai in Bak Ruea community; Naksit Unchit (President of the 

new agriculture theory project in Surin province); Chuai Sasuk (in Roi Et province, 

who was the national outstanding agriculturalist in 2013); Charoen Kaeomani, 

Praphai Khongto, Scomchit Sangbarn and Sukkhachin Sukkharin, (southern 

agriculturalists, who grew Sangyod Organic rice at the Rice College of the 

community enterprise, in PaNangtung district, in Phatthalung Province).  

  The researcher was able to gather information from organic rice 

agriculturalists that have changed their production from organic - grown to chemical - 

grown from Bak Reua production in Yasothon. They were Fan and Wirayut Koetkaeo, 

Sumalai Saibunsa, Chamnong Somya and Khamdi Phongkham. Suthat Thongluan 

was also interviewed as a representative from the Ubon  Agriculture Cooperative, who 

no longer produced organic rice,  Besides agriculturalists, the researcher also 

interviewed Saksit Thammason, who previously collected organic rice from the 

northern provinces for Top Organic Products & Supplies Co., Ltd, but he currently no 

longer worked for this company. 

  The researcher evaluated the data gathered from all organic rice 

stakeholders so that the collected data could be verified. 
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  The research began with the collection of information from producers 

in Yasothon, one of the provinces in the Northeast that had a high level of organic rice 

production. Beginning with Mun Samsee, a local philosopher of district  Gut chom 

and agriculturalist who lived his life sufficiently. He has led the people in the district 

to develop organic agriculture with no use of chemical fertilizers since 1981. Together 

the community, together could solve the hard soil problem through the use of natural 

resources, the best solution invented.  In his view:

the forest is very  healthy with abundant natural resources. Look at 

trees in the forest. If you look at trees during the peak season, even 

small plants in the forest grow well and have produce. It makes us 

think that nature will nurture itself and help trees grow healthy. Large 

trees will absorb various minerals from the ground and the dry leaves 

will fall down to the ground and become fertilizers. Another factor is 

that there are organisms in the soil, termites and other little creatures, 

making the soil biodegradable and continuously rich in quality. We 

think that it accumulates organic matters and our fields have been 

missing this for a long time, which has become a problem.

  This viewpoint showed the way of living in harmony with nature.

  Suphon Sisaen, former Yasothon educational supervisor, Suphon 

introduced himself:

I work for the public sector. I supervise of many local and national 

level environmental projects. I furthered my studies in agriculture at 

the Kasetsart University, in the Department of Agriculture and the 

Environment. However, I think that learning from books is not as 

beneficial as learning by doing. Being able to handle a plough, 

ploughing with a water buffalo, and planting with your own hands 

allow you to learn. Currently, he is the Director of Srithamwitaya 
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School and a member of the  Community  College Board. Due to the 

fact that I was born in an agriculturalist family, I had worked on the 

farm with my parents and was interested in crop  production and 

animal raising. Even when I was a government official, I continued to 

do farming. When I retired, I became a full time agriculturalist.

  Suphon said that he had two motives to adopt organic rice production. 

The first motive was the death rate of agriculturalists that used chemicals.

The reason why I am very interested in organic agriculture is when I 

have seen my neighboring farmers die untimely due to the use of 

chemicals. Quite a lot of people passed away because they used 

chemicals and did not protect themselves well.  Although I warned 

them, they did not listen. 

  The second motive was the deterioration of soil.

If one has used chemical fertilizers for several years, it will cause 

problems. Vegetables on the farm cannot be eaten, such as Limnophila 

geoffrayi, Marsilea crenata, lotus stems and various others. If they  are 

eaten, health problems follow. My land is in lowland while my  friend 

is on higher ground. I am on lower ground: therefore, when it  rains, the 

water will flow down to my land. So, I was faced with the same 

problems as everyone else. Finally, I decided to use a different 

agricultural method.

  He joined the organic rice project along with Mun Samsee and a Bak 

Reua agriculturalists. 
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So I joined the organic rice project. I began using tractors to mold an 

earth dike, making the ridge higher to prevent oil from coming into my 

farm and have the water flow in other directions instead. Then I used 

my own money to buy manure to improve the soil. Then rice seeds 

were scattered and proper transplanting of rice seeds was done for 

several consecutive years. Now the soil in my field become softer than 

in other areas. In my field, grass grow faster than other areas, little 

frogs and toads also come along and there are crickets in the field too.

  The researcher interviewed Kaanagon Sompong, the 2nd President of 

the Bak Reua agriculturalist group. He said that: 

The group was founded in 1975. The main reason why the group  was 

formed was that previously we only produced crops and relied on 

middlemen to distribute the produce. We bought rice at one period of 

time and fertilizers at another period. In the past, the group produced 

with the conventional method and bought chemical fertilizers to be 

shared among  the members. Around 2004 - 2005 the group began to 

produce organic rice. I am the second president after Aarai Panipatara, 

the previous president.

  After explaining the origin of organic rice production for distribution, 

he furthered talked about collaboration with the Earth Net Foundation, which 

promoted organic rice production. The group began to produce organic rice and 

distribute it to the Green Net Cooperative. Kaanagon said that: 

The price for rice in general is not high, unlike organic rice. The 

market price for organic rice is higher, approximately  1 - 2 Baht more 

than other  types of rice. Assuming that the market price for rice is 15 

Baht or the government price for it is 15 Baht , the Bak Reua 
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agriculturalist group  will buy it at 17 Baht from farmers and sell it to 

the Green Net Cooperative Ltd. The Cooperative will find a market  for 

the goods, whilst  the Earth Net  Foundation will promote and certify 

our products.

  

  The group’s organic products have been certified by the ACT. 

  In addition to the President of the group, the researcher interviewed 

several agriculturalists who were members of the Bak Reua group, i.e., agriculturalists 

who produced organic rice and sold it to the Green Net Cooperative. These 

agriculturalists practiced organic agriculture for more than 10 years. The interviewed 

agriculturalists who participated in the project and had their organic rice certified by 

the ACT in 1999 included Suphawadi Sidara, Suwan Thawiphan and Naonojan 

Laoyai. Before this, all of them used traditional production methods that had been 

passed from generation to generation. Besides the researcher also interviewed 

Piyaphon Khamkaeo, a new generation agriculturalist who became an agriculturalist 

in 2010 after completing her Bachelor’s degree.

  Agriculturalists in the group that still produced organic rice all had a 

strong determination to produce safe food that did not have any negative impact on 

the environment. They believe that producing organic rice would result in a good 

climate and good soil and would ultimately reduce global warming. Piyaphon 

Kamgaew said: 

The most important factor is your own health and people around you. 

As many  people these days use insecticides and herbicides, to put it 

frankly, I’m scared. When I leased my farm, I was not sure what they 

did with it. When I began farming myself and got a small blister on my 

foot and it gradually  got bigger. So much that I had to go see the 

doctor and was told to wear boots when I did the farming. Now I no 

longer have that problem, I can walk freely into the field without  boots 

and my feet are completely safe.
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  She also mentioned: “it is much more effective when you do farming 

yourself, as you get better health and better produce”. 

  She added that besides food safety  and the sound environment, there 

was still more room for organic products. In addition to rice, fruits and vegetables 

could also be grown in the same land area and be distributed as certified goods. 

Consumers’ recent interest in health care had led to more organic markets.  

  Moreover, these agriculturalists did not see any benefits from using 

chemicals. Supawadee Sedara commented that “our land, our fields, are already good. 

Why use chemicals?” Green manure or buffalo manure can be used as a substitute for 

chemical fertilizers. Using such mannure will also decrease production costs, making 

it cheaper to produce organic rice than using chemicals. Naochan also said that “we 

don’t use chemicals in our farm because we still have produce to eat.”

  Organic agriculture requires more work than chemical agriculture. That 

is, organic rice agriculturalists need human labor to take care of the land, harvest rice 

and pull out grass, which is an important weed for the whole period during which 

organic rice is produced. Herbicides must not be used although this way may be more 

efficient or  it is easier to get rid of weeds. Once the rice is harvested, crops for the 

dry season must be planted to produce organic green manure. Agriculturalists also 

need to dry rice for the Cooperative to be distribute as another kind of organic 

produce.  

  Further information was gathered from organic agriculture support 

authorities from the Earth Net Foundation. In Yasothon, the foundation established an 

organic learning center to provide training on organic methods for local people. 

Lessons taught at the center enable local people to practice organic agriculture. The 

Earth Net Foundation now have two authorities at site, Suwanasat Korngbua and 

Supat Yonpop. Their role was to  give advice to not only organic rice agriculturalists 

in the area but also those who cultivated other produce, such as vegetables and fruits 

for sale to the Earth Net Foundation, which was the distributor. 

  Suphat talked about  the number of members and the certified process. 

During the early stage of the project the number of members was 250 and is currently 
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113. The work process is that agriculturalists will make an enrollment and request for 

their organic rice to be certified by the Earth Net Foundation. It is Suwanasat and 

Supat’s responsibility  to give advice, support and explain the required standards. Each 

requirement has a different conversion period time. The ACT allows  the members 

approximately one year to adjust themselves. More time is used to apply  for the 

European Union standard and the Canadian standard, approximately 2 years and 3 

years, respectively. The majority of members have chosen to be certified by  the 

Canadian standard, a global standard that is widely accepted across the globe, and 

allows the members to distribute products in several countries. The Foundation will 

examine the fields based on the Internal Control System (ICS). The system monitors 

and evaluates the internal processing within the group. It will inspect the farm lands  

of all members to be certified in two phases of production. The first phase concerns 

the risks involved in using the agriculturalist’s own fertilizers and the second phase, 

which is in the middle of the production process, is usually the rice harvesting time. 

When the time comes for the annual examination, the ACT will send its authorities to 

conduct random checks. Approximately 10 - 15 percent of farmland are randomed to 

conduct the random check before the organic rice can be certified. Once the 

verification process is completed, the agriculturalist can produce and sell organic rice 

to the cooperative. The mills of the cooperative will purchase jasmine dry  rice paddy 

105, red jasmine rice and Hom Nin rice around December of every year.  

  Moreover, Suwannasat Konbua, a local project leader, explained that 

the cooperative could not purchase fresh organic rice because of the necessity  of 

quality control of impurities, the difficulty  of organizing spaces and the staff to dry 

rice. Even if a rice oven was in bought to dry rice, there is not enough rice to be 

baked. The fund to invest in an oven is another factor which requires further 

consideration. 

  Naksit Unjit, president of the new agriculture theory project in Surin, 

another province in the Northeast where organic rice is produced, was one of the 

agriculturalists interviewed. Naksit began with self - introduction, saying that he 
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began organic agriculture in his own field because of his increased concern for heath. 

Naksit stated that: 

I worked in Bangkok for almost 20 years. In 1997, the economy was in 

bad condition, so I came back to my hometown. I wondered why 

grandfathers and grandmothers and young children all have such good 

health and are agriculturalists. I began to ask myself why we ourselves 

do not grow food to eat. At that time I did not know the so - called 

organic agriculture, which does not rely on chemicals. I began organic 

farming on  my own farmland. My  neighbors were interested in my 

project and joined it. The trend continued. A total of 18 farmers were 

in my group.

  Accordingly, the total production area has expanded to approximately 

300 rais of certified NOP organic farm land; Agriculturalists sell their produce to the 

cooperative to be distributed. 

  Another northeastern agriculturalist interviewed was Chuai Sasuk, who 

received the 2013 National Outstanding Agriculturalist award. He produced organic 

rice in Roi Et. Chuai followed King Bhumibol Adulyadej’s new agriculture theory. 

Chuai stated that “the King told us to do farming with self - sufficiency, so I began to 

practice self - sufficiency agriculture. I really  do live sufficiently. I use a buffalo to 

plow and do farming as our grandparents did.” In addition to taking on a self - 

sufficient approach to producing organic rice, Chuai also adds value to the production 

of local rice. He  said, “I have approximately 80 types of local rice and a total of 40 

hybrid types of rice. A total of 120 types of rice are grown in my field.” 

  On 53 rais of land owned by this National Outstanding Agriculturalist 

of Roi Et, 40 rais is used for farming a residence, a mill, and a small storage room, 

and another 13 rais consists of dams. There is an area where the cattle, buffalo, 

chicken, ducks and pigs are raised. Chuai uses a mixture of pig, buffalo, cow and 

chicken manure as fertilizers.
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Figures 4.2 Tools and Equipment for the Organic Rice Mill

  Chuai participated in the organic rice project certified by  the ACT, and 

joined the Tong Kula Rong Hai agriculturalist network in 2002. He later began to 

distribute rice to the Surin Rice Fund and he eventually left the network in 2008 to 

sell his own brand of rice, namely, Bounchuai Organic Rice. Chuai told the researcher 

that once organic rice was produced, it was not  sold in the country  but was all 

exported to Europe. He added that “I had better separate my business from the rest 

and produce for consumers in Thailand, which I did in 2008. In 2009 I had a market, 

and I received a 4 - star OTOP award in the first year. After that I have gradually 

expanded the market.” Although his products were not certified at the group level, 

Chuai still maintained the traditional methods of production and his products were 

certified by the Organic Thailand in 2012 and the products were distributed at an expo 

organized by the public sector.

  The researcher interviewed agriculturalists in Pattalung province a 

southern province of Thailand, who produced another type of rice, Song yod. Those 

interviewed included Jareun Kaeomanee, Prapai Kongthor, Somjit Sangparn, and 

Sukjit Surinnawitaya, in Rice College of the community enterprise.        

142



  Prapai Kongthor, the vice president of the Song yod rice group, talked 

about the origin of the group. In her words:

The community  was once just an average community. Many of us also 

conducted research on sustainable agriculture. At that time the research 

was on food sustainability. After that, we researched in the community 

area, experimenting with traditional agricultural methods without 

using chemicals. The differences between organic agriculture and 

agriculture with the assistance of chemicals could be clearly seen. The 

use of chemicals caused the soil to lose its fertility  and people got sick 

because of  various diseases. Thus, we decided to produced organic 

fertilizers and organic rice.

  In the early  2004, the group had approximately 100 members. The 

members produced organic rice, which was certified by  the Organic Thailand in 2010. 

They  also planted a variety  of local vegetables by using organic fertilizers to consume 

within the group. 

  They  joined hands in producing organic fertilizers for use within the 

group, with the support of the government. The group  received a fund from the Rice 

Research Center under the Rice Department, and the province’s strategic project to 

increase the value of by - products. The motive for this group of agriculturalists to 

practice organic agriculture was their increased concern for their health and the 

community, for reducing production costs and for preserving the lives of small 

creatures in the fields.

  However, although organic agriculture is supposed to be a good thing 

for the family, the community and the environment, some operators ran an organic 

business for a period of time and were not able to continue with the business for many 

reasons. The researcher also collected the data from entrepreneurs who used to be in 

organic businesses but now ceased the operation. The members of the Yasothon Bak 

Reua group  who produced organic rice in the past, but recently ceased production 
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were Faan and Werayut Ketkaew, Summalai Saibunsa, Chamnong Somya and 

Khamdi Phongkham. Chamnong Somya had produced organic rice since 2001, 

Khamdi, Ketkaew, Faan and Werayut began to do so in 2002, whislt Summalai began 

in 2003. They all ceased production in 2013.  

  Sumalai Saibunda, Chamnong Somya and Khamdi Phongkham who 

were somewhat older than the others had to stop organic agriculture practice because 

they  did not  have any children to continue with their work. As for those who did have 

children, most of them chose to work in cities instead. They did not like rice farming 

as it was a job that involved hard manual labor. Children of other members would 

rather not produce organic rice because it was a hard - working job and they had to go 

to the fields every  day. Organic farming differs from chemical farming because the 

latter allows the agriculturist to do other jobs and can assign the jobs of using 

chemical fertilizers or pesticides via telephone to workers to work alone without 

having the boss to be on site. Chamnong Somya noted, that “Nowadays the younger 

generation does not do that anymore.” His idea was in consistent with what Werayut 

Ketkaeo said, “today  farming is done via telephone”. Although Faan had Werayut 

Ketkao as the descendant, it was not possible for them to continue with organic rice 

production for many reasons. 

  When there was a drought, only  an grass grew in abundance in the rice 

fields. This affected older agriculturalists heavily  as it was not  possible for them to 

manually  remove all the weeds in their fields on time. Just as Faan KetKaeo 

complained, “There is too much grass, we cannot fight the grass. There is a drought, 

and no rain.” Chamnong Somya talked about the methods to get rid of grass, saying 

that “cover the grass with soil when you scatter the seeds, cover it  completely when 

you scatter rice seeds. Cover the soil at the same time as when you sow”, which is a 

more convenient way than mowing the grass.            

  Regarding the distribution of organic rice, the cooperative buys organic 

rice from agriculturalists in the form of dry  rice. This requires them to harvest rice, 

and then dry it before they sell it. It  is different from other businesses or mills that buy 
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fresh rice from agriculturalists, which is more convenient for them, as they do not 

have to transport sacks of rice several times. Chomnong Somyah commented that: 

Every  time when we hold meetings at  the mill, we tell them that we have a 

specific room for drying rice, but nothing progresses. Now there are only 

elderly people  who still do farming. When organic agriculture was first 

introduced, we were still young so we were capable of doing it. 

  This was consistent with Khamdee Phongkam’s thought, “the elderly 

cannot lift and carry rice sacks. They have to carry them to dry  the rice so that the rice 

will not be as heavy as when they have harvested it. Drying can’t be done over a 

number of days, but all fields need to be harvested on the same day.”

  The price of organic rice and that of chemically grown rice are no 

longer as different as in the past due to the government policy of rice pledging. 

Summalai Saibunsa stated that  “Rice is priced in line with the government’s set  price, 

this year. The government set the same price for organic and chemical grown rice as 

the year before.” This has caused many agriculturalists to turn to producing 

chemically  grown rice, as they receive higher yields than organic rice. Summalai 

Saibunsa also told the researcher why many turned to chemically grown rice. “There 

is no problem with in - season rice, but the problem lies with out  - season rice. With 

out - season rice, if we do not  use chemical fertilizers we will not  have much produce. 

Those who use chemicals produce approximately  one ton per rai, but I have to use 7 

rais to produce two tons of organic rice.” 

  Suthat Thongleun, who was a committee member of the Ubon 

Agriculture Cooperatives was also interviewed. Like many other farmers, Suthat  no 

longer produced organic rice because in 1995 Suthat participated in the organic rice 

production project, but could not find a market for his produce. Thus he ceased 

organic rice production, even though his fields were a demonstration field for farmers 

the province. 
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  Saksit Khamson, who was previously responsible for collecting rice 

for the Top Organic Products & Supplies Co. Ltd., told us of his entrance into the 

organic agriculture industry: 

An opportunity was given to me, to look after a project of Chai Wiwat 

Agriculture Co. in Chaingmai. In 1991, I was  appointed to carry  out 

the organic rice project of Capital Rice Co., Ltd. I began to studied and 

gained an understanding of organic agriculture. From 2000 to 2008 I 

was in charge of all organic agriculture projects. I played the role of an 

expert that  supported agriculturalist activities, and conducted research 

in collaboration with the Department of Agriculture to support organic 

production. Chaiawiwat Co. processed the produce and sent it to the 

Top Organic Product & Supply Co. Ltd. for packaging and 

distribution.

              4.3.6.2 Organic Vegetables 

  The majority of organic vegetables produced in Thailand are herbs or 

spices that are seasonally grown in appropriate areas. They are distributed in the form 

of fresh or processed vegetables, either in the form of dried vegetables or condiments. 

They  are distributed at various department stores across the country, or exported to 

Europe. 

  As the vegetable yield in Thailand is not high, there is only a limited 

number of entrepreneurs, most  of whom are agriculturist that produce organic 

vegetables in the northern and the northeastern regions of Thailand. See Table 4.21

146



Table 4.21 Organic Vegetable Areas Certified by the Earth Net Foundation in 2012

Unit: Rais

Year Organic vegetable

2000 3,518.75

2001 3,518.75

2002 22,382.30

2003 22,260.64

2004 13,283.60

2005 14,844.76

2006 15,121.21

2007 16,503.19

2008 13,820.39

2009 18,066.51

2010 7,047.70

2011 7,132.83

2012 4,443.45

Source: Vitoon Panyakul, 2013.

  The researcher had an opportunity to interview some agriculturalists in 

the central, western and northeastern regions of Thailand that produce organic 

vegetables for both local consumption and export. Three interviewed agriculturalists 

operators that grew, processed and distributed organic products were Prinya 

Pornsirichaivatana of Rangsit  Farm in Nakhorn Ratchasima; Kaan Ritkajon of Rai 

Pruak Ruk, in Ratchaburi, who still produces and distributes organic vegetables now; 

and Peerapol Triyakasem of Pak Thraka Farm in Supanburi, who no longer produced 

or distributed organic produce.
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Figures 4.3 Organic Vegetable Garden

  Prinya Pornsirichaivatana now takes the role of an agriculturalist, 

businessman and scholar. He changed his business field from the real estate industry 

to the agricultural industry in 1996. Because of the complaints about unsafe vegetable 

consumption, Prinya began an organic garden and produced organic vegetables at 

Rangsit Klong 7. He then expanded his garden from 50 rais to 100 rais at 

Vangnamkheo, Nakhon Ratchasima. His Rangsit Farm has produced organic 

vegetables efficiently and quickly and distributed them to consumers. Later he created 

his own brand. The products (sold to consumers in the form of toxin - free vegetables) 

have been sent to the TOPS supermarket since 1999.  

  Prinya got involved in the public organizations concerned in 

establishing a standard. He gave cooperation to the Department of Agriculture under 

the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives in using the Rangsit Farm as a prototype 

farm for producing organic vegetables. His farm passed the evaluation of various 

agencies across the globe. This resulted in Prinya’s participation in establishing a 

public standard agency, that is, Organic Thailand. His farm was one of the seven 

farms that were certified for organic vegetables by Organic Thailand in the first phase.
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  Kaan Ritkhachon, was another operator whose farm was certified 

because it met the international standards. The farm exported organic products to 

Europe. In 2000, he founded an organic product company at a place which before that 

time was his healthy food restaurant. Later in 2001, the products from his company 

were certified by the ACT, and were internationally accepted. Kaan has made 

effective use of approximately  60 rais of farm land in Ratchaburi, making organic 

fertilizers to use within the farm. Kaan said “vegetable produce can be processed into 

many forms, such as chili sauce, chili paste, vinegar (made from jasmine rice), salad 

dressings, and curry paste. His “Rai Pluk Rak”, a Thai organic farm, has a large 

variety of products. Seasonal vegetables are grown in the farm such as lettuce, and are 

distributed as fresh vegetables or processed vegetables or dry foods. Other products 

include various types of beans; herbs and spices, such as Thai Basil powder, basil 

powder, Italian Basil powder, sorrel flower powder, roast rice powder, sesame, chili 

powder, ground cumin; condiments such as jasmine rice vinegar, Palmyra Palm 

extract, salad dressing, organic chili sauce; even jams and tea of different flavors such 

as Blue Pea Herbal Tea, Rose petal and lavender. All the produce of the farm is 

processed and distributed to various department stores across the nation as well as 

exported to the EU.
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Figures 4.4 Rai Pluk Rak Organic Products 

Source: Thai Organic Food, 2003.

  The entrepreneurs of organic vegetables have a determination to 

provide vegetables without chemicals to consumers. Peerapol Triyakasem, an 

international businessman in Suphan buri, has the same determination for his 

vegetable basket business, established in 1997. In the early stage of the project, the 

objective was to grow organic vegetables for the family and give to friends. After 

some research was done, a request for certification was made. Having been approved 

by Bio Agri Cert., he changed 20 rais of land to be land free from chemicals and 
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developed the business of processing organic rice to be ready  - to - eat rice. However, 

the project was not as successful as expected, so he create the production. 

  4.3.6.3 Organic Fruits

  As fruits are perennial plants that take time to grow, and to look after 

before the produce can be harvested. According to the ACT (2012) it takes much 

longer time for fruits to be approved as certified organic products due to the time it 

takes in the conversion period process. Annual crops, such as vegetables and rice, take 

approximately 12 months of inspection to make sure that they meet the criteria 

required for certified organic vegetables (if they are exported to the EU it takes 

approximately 24 months). It takes longer to inspect perennial plants, generally 18 

months (For those who want to export to the EU, it takes approximately 36 months). 

During the conversion period agriculturalists are not lawfully  permitted to sell their 

products. Therefore, there are a small number of agriculturalists who produce ACT 

certified organic products. 

  The number of the organic fruit farms certified by the Earth Net 

Foundation from  2004 to 2012, is in Table 4.22

151



Table 4.22 Organic Fruit Farms Certified by the Earth Net Foundation from 2004 to 2012.

Unit: Rais

Year Organic fruit farm

2004 12,777

2005 4,995

2006 4,982

2007 15,907

2008 8,370

2009 7,342

2010 6,751

2011 9,486

2012 7,440

Source: Vitoon Panyakul, 2013.

  The organic fruit data were collected from entrepreneurs who produced 

and distributed their organic products. The data about the from operators were 

collected from Pattayawadee Jangcheua, a member of Chong - moo - haeng group, 

and Kamneung Chanasit, a former village leader in Chantaburi, who produced organic 

fruits in accordance with the standard of the National Bureau of Agriculture 

Commodity and Food Standards (ACFS). The operators of the internationally 

certified farms that provided the data for this research included Peerachot 

Charanwong, an organic coconut milk producer in Chonburi, and Prokchon 

Promgangwaan, an organic longan producer in Chiangmai.

  The Chong - moo - haeng group is a group  of agriculturalists that 

produce non - toxic fruits with a label of  “Organic Thailand” certified by ACFS. 

Some organic products which they distribute include mangosteen, durian, rambutan, 

lady  finger banana and longong. Pattayawadee Jangcheua, who was former a 

government official at the community hospital,  described the formation of the Chong 
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- moo - haeng group, saying that it began from the “getting together” of 

agriculturalists in the subdistrict  of Khlong Phlu, in Chanthaburi province. The group 

requested for a fund from the Department of Health to conduct a survey of those in 

Khlong Phlu subdistrict to find out whether were interested in being trained on how to 

become certified organic agriculturalists. Only eight agriculturalists seriously used 

organic agriculture methods. There were problems about related documents that made 

it impossible to obtain a certificate. Only two agriculturalists in the Chong - moo - 

haeng group, have been able to obtain a certificate from Organic Thailand. Another 

three agriculturalists are currently undergoing the process of certification and the 

other three do not have all the required documents to request for a certificate.          

  Kamneung Chanasit, is another agriculturalist in Tha - Mai district, 

Chanthaburi whose organic products have been certified by  Organic Thailand. Based 

on the Royal philosophy of sufficiency economy, he was operated mixed agriculture, 

with a combination of fruits and herbs, duck breeding, and also initial processing of 

raw materials. He explained the reason as to why he chose mixed agriculture and 

finally his products became certified. Prior to 1992 his land and the community  land 

in Sarm Pee Nong subdistrict were contaminated with chemical substances. The 

environmental degradation made the people face losses. Later, between 1993 and 

1994 there was an opportunity for him to go on an excursion to observe the Royal 

works and projects in various provinces. He said, “When I observed the project, I 

became more interested. I saw the lifestyle and herbs grown in orchards and they 

made their own organic fertilizer.”

  Khamneung used bio - organisms in his 3 rais of land at the initial 

stage and later 33 rais. After some experiment he found that the King’s philosophy 

was the right path to live one’s life, so a group was formed to practice organic 

agriculture in Tha - Mai with Khamneung as the leader. There was an increase in the 

number of members of the organic agriculture group. However, the production per 

unit was lower than when chemicals were used. He explained that: 
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if we grow fruit by using chemical fertilizer, and sell them, we can get 

only a small profit. But if we change our lifestyle and follow the 

philosophy of sufficiency economy, life will be better. The production 

cost of 1kg of durians produced by using chemicals is at 12 Baht. But 

if we produce our own bio - organic fertilizer, the product costs 4 Baht. 

This indicates that we are moving along the right path.

  The Charanwong family’s farm in Tha - Mai, Chanthaburi has 

produced coconuts since 1983. They are sent to the Merit food Products Co. to be 

processed into canned coconut milk.  

  The Charanwong family  began organic production in 2000 and passed 

the certification procedures and requirements of several organic certification standard 

organizations, e.g., Australian Certified Organic Standard (ACOS), Canadain Organic 

Regime (COR), EU Organic Standard (EC 834/2007), International Federation of 

Organic Agriculture Movement (IFOAM), Japanese Agriculture Standard (JAS), 

ORGANICO Brazil, soil association (UK) and USDA:NOP (USA).

  Peerachot saw an opportunity  during the ‘tom yum goong’ crisis. He 

was unable to purchase fertilizers for his orchards. So he lacked motivation to look 

after the coconut trees. He decided to participate in the organic agriculture project. 

His products certified by Australia are internationally recognized.
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Figure 4.5 Products of Merit Food Co., Ltd. 

Source: Merit Food Products, 2005.

  In addition, the data were collected from Prokchon Promgangwaan, 

who was the 3rd generation owner of Promgangwaan Farm and a processing factory  in 

Chaing Mai.  His farm produced its own organic fertilizer in 1987. He took part  in the 

organic Longan orchard project arranged by the German International Cooperation 

(GIZ) in collaboration with the Industrial Promotion Center and Mae - joh University. 

He was successful in organic agriculture because the products were certified by the 

ACT. Produce has been processed into various products and the income has increased. 

Accordingly, the Prom Gang Whan a partnership limited was established in order to 

properly engage in business and develop logan products.

  Prokchon told the researcher that he used 52 rais of land to produce 

organic logan. He got  the motive to produce organic fruits from the training course 

attended by 40 participants. Gradually, the member of organic farming group 

decreased. Today only  13 members remain in the group which has applied to be 

certified by the ACT as a group (ACT) with Prokchon as the president. 
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  Although Prom Gang Waan Farm was singly certified, it was assessed 

on the basis of  the same criteria. The annual produce is gathered and distributed as 

fresh fruit bouquets or processed or dried fruits at the factory  under the ACT 

certification standard. All products are distributed domestically at TOPS Supermarket, 

and Lemon Farm (home delivery) and abroad (Australia and China). 

Figure 4.6 Organic Longan Farm

Source: Organic Longan, 2014.

 

  4.3.6.4  Organic Aquaculture

  Organic agriculture has been around for a long time; therefore the data 

related to it can be accessed and knowledge about crops can be gained. Unlike organic 

agriculture, organic aquaculture is not only  new to Thailand but relatively new to the 

whole world, where it has only recently received interest. According to the Organic 

World Data (2014), there are currently  2.7 million rais used for organic aquaculture 

worldwide, the majority of which belong to the Chinese. The Organic World Data has 

also collected information on organic aquaculture for export in Bangladesh, Ecuador, 

Vietnam, Indonesia and Thailand. Sea prawns and fish are most popularly raised 

amongst agriculturalists. The most common fish species are tilapia, trout, cod, 

snapper and salmon. The markets for organic aquaculture are mostly  EU nations, 

especially, France, Germany and the United Kingdom. 
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  The fishing technology research and development team at the Fisheries 

Technology Transfer and Development Bureau (FTTDB), under the Department of 

Fisheries (2007) has adopted the principle of the IFOAM  and used it as a frame to 

promote the development of organic aquaculture, as well as preparation to meet the 

criteria for the standard review and certification approval. There are criteria for 

organic aquaculture in a holistic production management system, which must be met. 

The usage of antibiotics, chemical fertilizers, synthetic hormones, or transgenic 

organisms (GMOs) are banned. The use of certain materials in the production and 

processing stages are permitted. Agriculturalists must take into account the welfare of 

the raised animals. All data should be recorded so that they can be reviewed and 

traced. 

  Prayoon Hongrath added to this by stating that “there are several 

requirements for organic prawns. The key is for entrepreneurs to not use chemicals 

and not to breed local species. There is a rate at which baby prawns can be released, 

no more than 15 per square meter, and food must be organic and so on.” There are a 

lot of details about the  requirements and criteria to be met to be certified as organic 

prawns. This has resulted in a small number of entrepreneurs interested in producing 

organic prawns in Thailand. And the approval rate of baby prawns is low compared to 

saltwater prawns, even if the European market is open and ready to support them. 

  The researcher conducted a survey  of those who owned aquaculture 

farms in Thailand. There were a small number of farmers who raised organic prawn 

and were internationally certified by the ACT under the IFOAM, or Organic Thailand, 

under the ACFS. 

  The data were gathered from two farm operators: Surakit Laiatdee 

from Surakit Farm in Samut Prakarn, which was an “extensive” prawn farm, and 

Prayoon Hongrath from Sureerath Farm in Chanthaburi, which was an “intensive” 

prawn farm. 

  Kritsada Hongrath, Prayoon Hongrath’s son, described the differences 

between an “extensive” and “intensive” prawn farms in Thailand, saying that:
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there are two different types of prawn production - extensive or semi -

intensive. The majority  of certified organic aquaculture farms are 

extensive prawn farms. The characteristics of an “extensive” prawn 

farm are that baby prawns are released into large ponds and they are 

fed of what is naturally available so that  they grow naturally, whilst 

“semi - intensive” farms have a different management system, 

although natural feed and water aeration are also used.

  An extensive marine prawn farming involves the control of the 

production process without feeding or giving oxygen to the marine prawns. Semi-

intensive marine prawn farming is defined as a production system in which there are 

no more than 15 prawns per square meter and prawns are provided with adequate food 

and oxygen. 

Figure 4.7 Extensive Marine Prawn Farming
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Figure 4.8 Semi - Intensive Marine Prawn Farming

  Apart from the raising method, which must be organic, animal feed is 

also an important factor. In the production system of organic aquaculture on an semi-

intensive marine farm, raw materials used to feed the animals must be certified as 

organic crops or at least  must not have gone through genetic manipulation. Other food 

sources must be by - products from other living creatures used as animal feed. 

  Aside from the prohibition of using any chemicals the process system 

products themselves, also need to be certified and monitored on an annual basis by a 

designated organizations. Sureerath Organic Products Co., Ltd. is currently  the only 

organization that  produces organic aquaculture foods for distribution. The information 

was provided by Kritsada Hongrath, manager of organic feed aquaculture 

manufacture. 

  Besides the organic prawn project, currently the climbing perch project 

is awaiting certification. The project is led by Assistant Professor Dr. Khosit 

Siphuthon from the Faculty  of Natural Resources, Rajamangala University of 
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Technology Isan, Sakonakhon Campus. An interview of Khosit  was held to gather 

further information about organic aquaculture. 

  Some agriculturalists produced organic black tiger prawns, but were 

not successful in distributing the products and ultimately gave up  the production. 

Three agriculturists from  the Fisheries Cooperatives in Chanthaburi, namely, Damron 

Sanorsan, Jittinan Pramounsuk and Suriphon Atthanatchai participated in the 

interviews related to the production of organic black tiger prawns. 

  The researcher collected the data from Surakit Farm, which raised 

organic black tiger prawns by an extensive method at Laem Fa Pha, Samut Prakarn. 

Surakit, the owner of the 60 hectare farm, stated that: 

The project began in 2005, based on the King’s sufficiency philosophy, 

which encouraged the reduction in chemical use. Agriculturalists 

exchanged ideas and gained preliminary  knowledge about mixed 

agriculture from the Agriculture Technology Transfer Center. 

Individual  villages proposed a project  to technology transfer center in 

their own district. I wrote a project on fishery, coupled with crop 

production and animal - breeding. The organic fishery projects began 

in 2006.

  Surakit began organic aquaculture from 30 rais and has currently 

expanded to 60 rais. In addition to his own farm, Surakit founded the Fah Pah 

community  organic fishery enterprise to promote and encourage other agriculturalists 

in the area to participate in the organic prawn production. There are currently 76 

farms that are parts of this enterprise. 

  Currently, only  the Surakit farm has been certified for its organic 

prawns. Other farms are at  a Good Aquaculture Practice (GAP) level, but the attention 

has risen in requesting for certification.

  Besides extensive farms, the data were also collected from semi-

intensive farms by the ACT, NATURLAND, BIO SUSSIE, and by Organic Thailand. 
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An interview was held with Prayoon Hongrath, the National Outstanding 

Agriculturalist of 2006 and owner of Sureerath farm of 1600 rais in Laem Sing 

district, Chanthaburi. 

Figure 4.9 Sureerath Farm

  Prayoon explained the beginning steps into the organic business, 

saying that:

Ten years ago, the farm began reducing the use of chemicals before 

becoming a certified organic aquaculture farm. Around seven to eight 

years ago we found that there was no need to use chemicals, so we 

took the next step  into becoming an organic farm. A certification 

agency came to us and certified our organic products. We have been 

certified for five to six years now.

  Kritsada Hongrath, Prayoon’s heir, further explained their entrance into 

the organic industry starting when organic prawns were first raised at Sureerath Farm. 
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In 2004 the farm participated in a joint project with the Department of Fisheries and 

the National Research Council to produce organic prawns. At that time the 

Department of Fisheries made an evaluation through selecting four farms from each 

of Thailand’s regions. Sureerath Farm was selected as the representative farm in the 

northern provinces to participate in the organic prawn project. 

  During the beginning stages, experiments were conducted in 

conjunction with the Department of Fisheries and the National Research Council. 

Although Prayoon was the only  successful participant in breeding organic prawns that 

met the criteria of the project, the products could not be distributed as organic prawns. 

Kritsada related that: 

The government only  considered production at farms; therefore, when 

products had been labeled red, it could not go further from there. That 

is, they could not be sold as organic due to various constraints, such as 

a non - standard cool room [processing plant]. The processing cycle 

was not certified as an organic system nor were the crop production of 

prawns. The project was seen as a pilot project. The government only 

looked at the supply chain of farms, not considering the complete 

process.

  The farm must be managed in a good and proper fashion as Kritsada 

added:

 

Still, aquaculture requires integration and management. We must 

accept that Thai farmers are still familiar with using chemicals to assist 

in their breeding of sea life. There are certain chemicals that the 

Department of Fisheries has approved. However, it cannot be used in 

organic aquaculture. Therefore, at  the farm level, it is most difficult  for 

organic prawn.
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  After the experiment of breeding prawns at a farm level, the most  

difficult stage, Sureerath Farm has continued breeding organic prawns and truly 

stepping into the organic industry. Kritsada gave more details on this matter, saying 

that:

The farm viewed it as an opportunity to become commercial as the 

demands for organic prawns was growing. The feedback from 

consumers was good and the demand from foreign countries for 

organic prawns was quite high. Therefore, farm saw that there was an 

opportunity to expand the business. The breeding at Sureerath Farm 

was semi - natural. The farm wanted to produce products that were 

safe for consumers. These various factors and others made us think of 

taking this path, so we continued experimenting and requesting that 

many of our products be organically certified.

  As a progressive agriculturalist, Prayoon realized earlier than others 

the benefits of becoming certified at an international level. He began with a request 

for certification from NATURLAND, a German aquaculture certification agency 

known for having the highest and strictest standard in the world. Prayoon commented 

that “if we receive the highest level of certification compared to other standards, we 

will have to make only minor adjustments.” 

  Kritsada talked about the application process that Sureerath Farm had 

to go through to be certified at the international level, saying that:

The certification application depends on who our customers are. Each 

country  has a standard of its own. So a thorough analysis is made on 

the organic standard of each the purchasing country, In other words, 

when considering products to purchase, each country will see if the 

products meet its standard. Thus, if we want to sell to various 

163



countries, we must carefully study the requirements of individual 

countries and acquire a certificate from each country.

  The main market for the Sureerath Farm is the EU. Each EU country 

has its own set of standard and consumers will recognize the log on the package for 

their own country. Before Sureerath Farm exported to Switzerland, it  requested a 

certificate from BIO SUSSIE, a Switzerland agency. It also requested a certification 

assurance from the ACT, an international agency under the IFOAM. 

  After the standard approval, the Sureerath Farm built a plant for 

organic aquaculture production in order to expand its business. This is important 

because organic agriculture is all about the development of organic feed for animals. 

Kritsada described the construction of the plant and the establishment of Sureerath 

Organic Products Co., Ltd., saying that “initially, our prawn farm produced our own 

organic feed which worked fine. In addition to producing it for our own use, we 

expanded the business by distributing it to interested parties.”

  Not only did Sureerath Organic Products Co., Ltd. receive a general 

certificate for its plant but it was also certified by the ACT. 

Figure 4.10 Organic Feed Production Plant of Sureerath Organic Products Co., Ltd.
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  Except the Surakit Farm and the Sureerath Farm, other organic prawn 

food manufacturers are still in their early stages. There is also the Khung Kraben 

Fishery Cooperative in Chanthaburi than can raise organic marine prawns.

  Further information was gathered via interviews of members of the 

Khung Kraben Fishery Cooperative. The members interviewed consists of Damrong 

Sanosan, Jitdtinan Pramuansuk and Surephon Attanatchai.

  The Khung Kraben Fishery Cooperative was established after King 

Bhumibol had  visited Chanthaburi in 1981. A survey was conducted by  the 

Department of Agriculture on the economic and social conditions of the province. The 

main goal was to evaluate and select locals who could work in the project  area. The 

Department also provided service of mechanical dredging of drainages in the project 

area, a distance of 11.12 miles, all for the breeding of black tiger prawns. 

  In 1987 the agiculturalists formed Khung Kraben Fishery Cooperative 

Co., Ltd., with a total of 87 members. Surephon Attanachai, a member of the Khung 

Kraben Fishery Cooperative marketing team, explained about the production process 

of agriculturalist members, stating that “the Khung Kraben center will pump water for 

agriculturalists and let the water flow down the trails, following the farming model 

initiated by the King. We open the water gates so the water flows to the pond. 

Agriculturalists who have a separate pond will disinfect the water before it enters the 

main pond.”

  Damrong Sanorsan, the former president of the cooperative, introduced 

himself and talked about the beginning of his organic prawn production:

I was an agriculturalist in the Royal project before I became a member 

of  the cooperative. With the land plot of 1 rai, I bred prawns. 

However, it was not long after that when they caught a disease. It was 

as if prawns could not be bred. Chanin and Prayoon advised me to 

raise organic prawns and to learn from Chanin, an expert at Khung 

Kraben Development Center. I studied the characteristics of organic 

raising, starting with organic feed. Rice and corn must be organic.
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  Damrong began raising prawns in 2005 and his prawns became 

certified as organic prawns by the Department  of Fishery. It  was the same time that 

Jitinana Pramuansok joined the Department’s project to do prawn raising. Jitinan also 

joined the  cooperative and, like Damrong, raise organic prawns.

  However, after culturing organic prawns for approximately  6 cycles of 

production, the Khung Kraben Cooperative experienced the problems of scarcity  of 

organic feed and marketing. It  was impossible to produce organic prawns in a 

different way from other types of organic products and had a great volume of demand 

for it. The cost of a small amount of organic feed was very high. In distributing 

organic prawns. The plant  had to produce an adequate quantity of organic products; 

otherwise, the distributors would not buy them. As a result, the products could not be 

sold as organic prawns.

  Recently  there have been attempts to raise organic climbing perch in 

Sakon Nakhon Province. Assistant Professor Dr. Khosit Siphuthon, has taken on this 

challenge during unofficial hours, According to Dr. Khosit: 

The innovation of raising Rajamangala giant climbing perch is to 

transgender the fish to female, as female fish are large in size. 

Hormones are used to transgender baby fish. They are easy to breed 

and have a high growth rate. The water from the pond has plenty  of 

planktons and food substances. We can raise them in a crowded 

environment, because fish are tolerant to it. When we examined this 

water, we found that it  had about seven to ten times more nitrogen than 

average water. Water from the ponds are also used to grow crops. 

Because climbing perches are tolerant, we believe that it  is possible to 

reduce the use of chemicals.
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  The organic climbing perch project is in the midst of modifications to 

be certified by the ACT. It takes a year to complete the modifications before the 

project meets the organic standard and is certified. 

  Based on the gathered data, organic farms have been continuously 

operated. They  had some motivation and were supported for their choice of 

agriculture, although organic farming might not be a common trend for 

agriculturalists in Thailand.

  The researcher was interested to know what motivated or encouraged 

business operators to remain in the industry and whether they received enough 

financial support to run the business.

  From the findings, the researcher inferred that although money was 

important, it  was not the most important motivation for these business operators. 

Many individuals expressed their opinions on this matter. 

  Mun Samsee, a local sage, stated:

Those who are agriculturalists think that if they can do it they  will, 

although they will not become rich or have high profits. They want to 

have a better living standard. No matter what they do, there is always a 

loss. If agriculturalists want to become rich but have a loss, they think 

of increasing the number of cows or growing more crops. If they think 

that way, they will definitely experience a loss. There needs to be a 

balance, without having to invest more or hire more labor. They should 

raise animals and grow plants in the number that suits available land 

and manpower with the assistance from other agriculturalists. If we 

have ducks, we must have pigs, mushrooms and chicken on the farm 

and in the water there should be crabs and fish too. 

  Kumneung Chanasit mentioned that “once started, produce was 

chemically safe, and production costs reduced.” 
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  His statement shows that a success is not always in the form of money. 

The more important outcome is health, welfare, a better standard of living and 

happiness in giving good things, producing healthy products for the family, friends 

and  the community to consume. When there is a surplus, they sell them in the market 

for consumers to have good food to eat. These things cannot be calculated in 

monetary value. 

              4.3.6.5 Buyers and Distributors

              Organic rice exporters must continuously explore the needs of 

consumers, the market, and the supply and demand in order to use the information in 

the production planning with other operators.

              Interviews were held with Wanlop Piphongsa and Worawat Bounlai, 

two distributors of organic rice who sold it in Thailand and exported it to other 

countries. The details are as follows: 

  Wanlop Pichpongsa was an executive director of Top  Organic Products 

& Supply Co., Ltd., which was a supplier of organic rice produced in the northern 

provinces. He was also managing director of Capital Rice Co., Ltd., one of Thailand’s 

leading rice exporters. 

  Wanlop talked about the origin of STC Group organic rice, saying that: 

in approximately 1991 Organic rice production began in Chiang Rai 

and Phayao. The objective was to produce rice to be exported to the 

EU. The project was standardized against European standards from the 

beginning. In 2002 Capital Rice established a subsidiary company 

called Top  Organic Products & Supply Co. to directly deal with 

organic products.

  Wanlop began working with the STC group in 2001 and then moved to 

Top Organic Products & Supply Co. Wanlop gave his reasons for stepping into the 

organic industry that:
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The company saw an opportunity to expand the business, adding a 

variety to its product. Originally, we produced and sold rice, nothing 

was different from other companies. However, when we began the 

organic rice project, we were different from others. We had to seek 

participation from farmers who wanted to improve the quality of life, 

whether it  be in terms of income, health, environment in their 

community, in which chemical substances were widely used. The 

community agreed that the project was beneficial.

  Tops Organic Product & Supplies Co. has been distributing rice to the 

EU and the USA. It created an international brand “Grand Harvest” and a national 

brand “Thai Thai” certified by the ACT, IFOAM, USDA. 

  The company’s products include organic jasmine rice, organic brown 

rice (both ready to cook and ready to eat) and processed organic rice products, such as 

noodle and pasta. Other products are, for example, coconut milk, dipping sauce, chili 

paste, salad dressing, seasoning, curry paste, and drinks.

Figure 4.11 Products of Top Organic Products & Supply Co., Ltd.

Source: Top Organic Products & Supply Co., Ltd., 2012.
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  Tops Organic Products & Supply Co., is working with local 

agriculturalists in the form of “contract  farming” This is a way for agriculturalists to 

sell their organic produce at a fair price and have a steady income. The company also 

has confidence in the quality and the sufficient quantity to be delivered to consumers 

both within and out of the nation. 

  Worawat Bounlai was operated MediFoods (Thailand) Ltd. in a similar 

way. The company is a northeastern supplier of organic rice, which also runs its 

business via “contract farming”.

  Worawat described the origin of the business. 

It was originally  a family business. My mother and father began the 

business more than a decade ago. We began with growing organic rice 

for domestic consumption and later we exported rice. The progress 

was like any other businessman. The turning point that made us 

produce organic rice was that we intended to produce rice without 

using chemicals. So we looked at the development of farmers ten years 

ago to this day. Farmers have been indebted, at quite a high rate. The 

government had to support them in some way. So we wonder why is it 

so?

We had an opportunity  to evaluate the data and found that the rice 

processing system was a way to change the traditional concept of 

agriculturalists, which had not changed as time passed. Since I was a 

child I have seen them use the same agricultural methods and believe 

in the same concept. That is, they lived a self - sufficiency  life. 

However, there was a point in time when agriculturalists did change 

their concept to capitalism. Accordingly, they began using chemicals 

to speed up the growth of crops and increase the yields. However, they 

lacked relevant knowledge. This was important. The debt per person of 

Thai agriculturalists was high. They had to pay  for high production 

costs, expensive fertilizers and others. 
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  Worawat developed production methods that would add value to his 

products. Worawat said that:

The first thing is to think of what to do with rice in the plot of land. We 

want to increase rice produce and lower production costs as possible. 

Secondly, we think of how to increase the rice value. I think that 

organic agriculturalists are not  encouraged. They should begin with 

passion, love and willingness to perform their work. I believe that if 

we want to have anything, we must begin with interest and passion to 

do so. If I had thought of money before anything and the result would 

have been failure. Today, I have encouraged farmers to bring integrity 

back to the land of their parents, the earth that they would pass on to 

their children. Secondly, we would deliver healthy rice to consumers 

too. This is another thought we must keep in mind, or a concept that all 

organic operators should have in mind.

  Other than ready to cook organic jasmine and brown rice, MediFoods 

(Thailand) Ltd. has increased the value of its produce by, for example, manufacturing 

rice bran or rice oil in the form of either liquid or a capsule under various brands, as 

shown in Figure 4.12. Its products are internationally accredited by the EU, USDA, 

etc. 

Figure 4.12 Brands of MediFoods (Thailand)

Source: Medifoods, 2014.
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                         4.3.6.6 Organizations Responsible for Verification and Certification 

(Accreditation Bodies: AB)

  The work of organizations that verify  and certify products includes 

monitoring, certification, and inspection. The process may  begin with inspection of 

organic produce, raising animal, fruit and vegetable growing method, as well as 

handling and processing of produce. (Organic Agriculture Certification Thailand, 

2012)

  The duration of the certification process is based on the standard of 

each country. Before a product can be certified there is a conversion period which 

agriculturalists and operators can sell produce but cannot label it as organic.

  In Thailand, besides the public agencies responsible for certification, 

such as the ACFS., there are other agencies in the private sector that  have been widely 

known by many consumers and organizations. The researcher interviewed two 

organizations that have been known as manufacturers and consumers in Thailand, that 

is, Bio Agri Cert and the ACT.

  The ACT is an independent organization established in 1995 that 

provides a certificate  for organic standards. It has been supported by various sectors 

in Thailand, such as the network of choices, NGOs, academics, consumer 

organizations, press and the Green Store network, which support sustainable organic 

agriculture. Later in 1999 the ACT initiated organic standards and founded the Earth 

Net Foundation and in 2001 they established a logo as shown in Figure 4.13. 
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Figure 4.13 Logo of the ACT

Source: Organic Agriculture Certification Thailand, 2012.

  The ACT has been accredited and has received recognition for its 

certification standards from organizations both within and outside the country. It has 

been accredited by the IFOAM  Accreditation Program and the International Organic 

Accreditation Service (IOAS) in 2001 and by  ACFS of the Ministry of Agriculture 

and Cooperatives in 2005. 

  It received the ISO Guide 65 from IOAS in 2005 and the Canadian 

Organic Regime (COR) from the CFIA in 2009. It was registered as a certification 

unit that conformed to the EU organic standards in 2011 and accredited by the 

Switzerland government in 2012. 

  There are 9 categories for which an entrepreneur can apply organic 

certificate from the ACT, depending on the manufacturing and operation. The nine 

categories are cultivation, harvesting from forest and natural areas, aquaculture, 

farming, beekeeping, animal raising, group certification, product processing and 

management, organic food items for restaurants and inputs for commercial production 

(ACT, 2007). 
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  Samniang Raburi, a key  informant from the ACT said, “the ACFS is an 

attempt to create a public sector standard; however, most agriculturists cannot reach 

the standard set by the Ministry of Agriculture (ACFS).”

  In addition, the data were gathered from Bio Agri Cert (Thailand), a 

subsidiary certification body of Bio Agri Cert Srl, Italy. It has been recognized by 

organizations that examine and certify organic products and farms. It has been 

appointed to certify organic agriculture operators requesting for EU certification. The 

products that meet the IFOAM standards will receive ISO65 and EN45011. The 

established logo for products that meet EU standards is shown in Figure 4.14.

 Figure 4.14 Bio Agri Cert Logo

Source: Bioagricert (Thailand), 2014.

  According to Athit Phuthong, Wiphaphon Chatphat and Narerat  

Janchoglin, who are officers of Bio Agri Cert (Thailand), the company deals with 

three things: agriculture, plants, and cosmetics. The majority of the customers produce 

rice, vegetables and fruits. However, in the case of fishery or livestock there is no 

standard as it involves different  criteria. Operators who wish to be obtain a certificate, 

need to enter the procedures and pass through the adjustment period before receiving 

an organic certificate. 

  4.3.6.7 Public Agencies 

              The researcher interviewed stakeholders from the Ministry of 

Agriculture who have the obligation to and responsibility for putting the policy of 
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organic production into practice. Especially, the Department of Commerce is another 

important agency that  has implemented the organic agriculture policy in terms of 

distribution. The researcher obtained information from agriculturalists in the central 

region and local government officials under the Ministry  of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives. 

  The researcher also gathered the data from the Office of Natural 

Resources and Environmental Policy and Planning, the Marketing Organization for 

Farmers, the Office of Agricultural Economics, the ACFS, Department of Agriculture, 

the Rice Department, the Land Development Department, the Organic Aquaculture 

Farm and Product Certification Center and the Department of Agriculture Extension. 

The key informants from the central region and regional areas included scholars from 

the Department of Agriculture Extension in Roi Et and Chiang Mai.

  The data concerning the policy implementation of the Ministry of 

Commerce were retrieved from the Commerce Intelligence of MoC: CIM. The details 

are as follows.  

              Jarenwit Sanayha, a key informants from the Office of Natural 

Resources and Environmental Policy and Planning, is a policy analyst and planning 

specialist that has been studying organic agriculture since 2001. He is another 

government official who has shown great interest in and dedication to alternative 

agriculture.

  Jarenwit currently works at the Office of Permanent Secretary for 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives. Agriculturalists can see the reflective and 

systematic thinking of Jarenwit’s concept of operations and methodologies throughout 

the nation. There are some aspects which cannot be modified through the government 

system but Jarenwit has been able to do it through his good agriculture network. 

              Jarenwit began his work in organic agriculture back in 2001. He was 

the former Secretary - General of the Organic Community  during 2005 - 2008 and 

considered it unnecessary  for organic agriculture to comply with international 

standards. He has supported and encouraged the accessibility of organic products to 
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Thai consumers since 2005. He has also supported a holistic way  of thinking which 

contributes to the acceleration and sustainability of the agriculture industry. 

  Jarenwit has described himself as:

a man who has same idea about organic farming. Why is there a need 

to meet international standards? He does not produce organic products 

to satisfy  any international standard. From my studies I have found 

that people are too concerned about international standards, resulting 

in no organic products for Thai consumers. I think we should push 

forward organic agriculture so that Thais across the country  can have 

organic food to eat. On June 21, 2005 the National Economic and 

Social Advisory Council launched a strategy for sustainable 

agriculture. 

  However, Jerenwit did not deny the effects of meeting or not meeting 

organic agriculture standards, as he believed that it  was another tool to encourage 

more sustainable farming practice.

  The Department of Agriculture was responsible for five of the main 

tasks which included agricultural settlement, happiness index of agricultural workers, 

farmers, debts of farmers and organic agriculture.

  According to Seksan Sirikun, Director of the Policy and Agriculture 

Planning and Agriculture Organization, there are two committee levels. The National 

Organic Development Committee headed by  the Vice President and the sub 

committee represented the government in the ministerial level. The Economic 

Development Department, the Office of the Secretary  of Ministry  of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives, the Department of Justice with the ACFS acted as the secretary  of the 

smaller committee.

  The ACFS is responsible for enforcing the Agriculture Products 

Standards Act of 2008. The functions of the ACFS related to organic agriculture are 

setting a standard, certifying and licensing by checking organic practice. There are 
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two types of standards. The first one is voluntary standards or officially called 

“general standards”. Manufacturers, importers and exporters can request to be 

certified. Once certified they can use the “Organic Thailand” logo on their products. 

Figure 4.15 Organic Thailand Logo

Source: National Bureau of Agricultural Commodity and Food Standards, 2011.

  The second type is called the “mandatory  standard”, which is 

determined by the Board of Agriculture Standards and submitted to the Minister of 

Agriculture to enact. The feasibility of enforcing a mandatory  logo is now under the 

evaluation process. The ACFS has a small jurisdiction; therefore, the promotion was 

conducted through coordination with other units under the Ministry of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives. 

  The Plant Standard and Certification Division under the Department of 

Agriculture, is the main agency that has dealt with certified organic crop production 

since 2002.

  The primary  mission of the Plant Standard and Certification Division is 

to establish certification standards for crop production. Studies on the development of 

the certification and certified organic crop production were conducted. The Plant 

Standard and Certification Division serves as the central agency to coordinate and 
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carry  out the certification system to support the development agency of the 

Department of Agriculture’s inspection in the eight regions.

  Suthathip Kaanraksa, an agricultural expert in the group development 

system gave information regarding produce certification, saying that:

The Plant Standard and Certification Division will examine all crops 

but rice (as it is examined by the Rice Department). In case of fish or 

other sea life the Department of Fishery will do the examination. Land 

animals, such as cattle, bees, poultry  etc, are examined and certified by 

the Department of Livestock Development. In order to be 

internationally recognized it must meet various criteria or the 

specifications of the ISO, SEC 17065. Requirements for certification 

must be fulfilled. The quality  procedure manuals must be prepared. 

Because the ACFS determines the standards, agriculturalists who want 

their products to be certified must send their request to the Plant 

Standard and Certification Division to ask permission to use the 

“Organic Thailand”.

  The Rice Department is a relatively new organization. Previously  it 

was the Rice Research Institute under the Department of Agriculture. The researcher 

collected the data from a specialist in organic rice development. Amara Wianweera. In 

collaboration with the Sustainable Organic Development Project, this organic rice 

expert completed research on sustainable development procedures. Thailand 

cooperated with Denmark in 1997 and a rice committee was appointed to develop the 

economy, society and add value to rice products. Organic rice was a product that 

added value to rice. 

  The development and promotion project on organic rice production 

began in 2007. It covered of three organic rice villages and six groups of farmers 

learning organic rice production. The three villages were Yaai Yaem organic rice 

village (yaai yaem sub district, Chaloem Phra Kiat  District, Buriram Province); 
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Phayao organic rice village (Ban Tun sub district, Meuang District, Phayao Province); 

and Witee Panantung organic rice village (Panantung sub - district, KhuanKaanun 

district, Phatthalung Province). 

  The six groups learned organic rice production at a learning center. The 

courses consisted of four main topics: the demonstration plot and seed production, 

production of organic fertilizers, and pesticides. from herbs, rice processing and 

packaging, and adding value and branding. The problems they experienced were 

budget delays and not receiving the budget in full amount, which impacted the 

project. Therefore, the project objectives were not met because of the  inadequate 

funds. 

  Niracha Wongjinda, Director of the Monitoring Center of Certified 

Organic Farm and Fishery Products under the Department of Fisheries, about her 

work:

I began working in the organic industry in 2005. I have been involved 

in the inspection of organic aquaculture. All the initial stages, funds 

were given by the AFCS. Later the farm and organic aquaculture 

standard examination center was established to process certification 

for production of organic aquaculture, factors of production, produce, 

and organic aquaculture products. The aims of the center are to protect 

and conserve the environment to better the quality  of life as well as to 

produce organic aquaculture products that are safe for consumers. It 

also aims to raise the quality of fish in the country  to compete in the 

international market.

  Laksami Metprani, a technical specialist in agriculture from the 

Department of Land Development talked about the scope of responsibilities for 

organic agriculture of her department. 

  Since she became a government official at the Department of Land 

Development in 2005, she has been involved with organic agriculture operations.
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  Agriculturalists have been encouraged to participate in the 

department’s projects voluntarily. The aim is to prepare them to become organic 

agriculturalists, to understand how to improve soil by using organic matter, and 

innovative technology  from the department. They have been encouraged to use 

organic matter to improve the soil as a substitute for chemical fertilizers. there is a 

demonstration plot for agriculturalists to learn organic agriculture techniques to be 

used in all farms. However, the problems are lack of integration, continuity and 

cooperation from various departments. 

  The Department of Agricultural Extension play a major role in 

promoting and supporting agriculturalists to update their knowledge, skills and 

expertise to produce safe products that meet the standard domestically and 

internationally accepted by consumers. 

  Supphathira Khotsirakun, a specialist from the agriculturalist support 

and development group, was responsible for product quality  inspection, promotion 

and development. She was a specialist at the operational level, so she did not have 

much knowledge on organic agriculture          

  Samarn Utitsin, was a specialist at the Roi Et provincial Agriculture 

Office, whose work was to support the development of organic rice. He was 

responsible for  encouraging agriculturists to learn organic agriculture. In 2012 he was 

able to persuade 350 agriculturalists to do organic agriculture. But there was a 

problem with the budget. That was why there was a drop in the number of organic 

agriculturalists in 2013 to 140. The agriculturalists that were still in organic 

agriculture in 2012 were faced with droughts. Because of the reduced number of 

organic agriculturalists, the Department of Agriculture Extension was responsible for 

promoting and encouraging  agriculturalists to produce organic rice. Later the work 

has been transferred to the Rice Department.  The Department of Agriculture 

Extension is now responsible for only vegetable production.

  Adison Lapphrakaew, an operational specialist in Chaing Mai, was 

responsible for vegetable production and organic agriculture in the sub - districts of 

Inthankin and Cholae, Mae Taeng district. Inthakin sub - district is part of the 
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municipality, and is the core development area for vegetable farmers. Now there are 

ten groups of farmers, each of whom own about five rais. These farmers are not 

certified as organic agriculture entrepreneurs. Their farming does not meet any 

standard nor do their products have any logo, but they have been guaranteed by  their 

own community. The agency to which agriculturalists sell their products is the MCC 

at Chiang Mai University. The Chiang Mai Public Health Office examines and 

gurantee the product quality. 

  Interviews were also held with an official at the Marketing Department 

of the Ministry of Commerce. Sitipon Pangkaeo (Commerce, Surin), as Director of 

the Operations of the Organic Marketing Intelligence Center, gathered data on organic 

products to support the implementation of organic agriculture. The Commerce 

Intelligence of MoC: CIM, which will be renamed as the Organic Marketing 

Intelligence Center (OMIC) located in Surin, has been part of the Ministry of 

Commerce Ministry  since 2008. The Ministry  of Commerce has taken into 

consideration Surin’s organic agriculture promoting system, and put it in the 

provincial development strategic plan for organic produce. 

  The key responsibilities of the center are to provide information on the 

organic agriculture market (it  is the only center out of four centers with this 

responsibility), to coordinate activities, to promote the market, and to develop all 

those involved with organic agriculture, including agriculturalists, business operators 

and public organization concerned. The Ministry  of Commerce has an expectation 

that this center will be able to gather all Thai organic products and keep in one place. 

  4.3.6.8 Civil Societies and Educational Institutions

  Increasing attention on food safety and health care has resulted in an 

increasing awareness of consumers, who want to know the usefulness food they 

consume. Thai consumers have also increasingly become interested in this matter.

  Much information was taken from those directly involved in organic 

agriculture in government organizations responsible for examination and certification 

and private organizations acting as business operators and other parties involved in 

181



driving the growth of organic agriculture industry  in Thailand organic product 

consumers,  organic agriculture experts and scholars in educational institutions.

  In addition, the data were gathered from general consumers who chose 

to buy organic products for household consumption and representatives from 

department stores, such as TOPS Supermarket which distributes organic products to 

consumers in urban areas. Somnuek Yotdamnon, Executive Manager of the Vegetable 

and Fruit  Purchases and Sales Department at the Central Food Retail Co., Ltd, who 

was one of the management team of TOPS Supermarket was interviewed. 

  Another sector of civil society that the data were collected from was 

“Sang Seuk” Media, in the Northeast that focuses on food and health. Interviews were 

held with Kaaneungnut Wongyen and representatives from the Institute for a 

Sustainable Agriculture Community  (ISAC). The representatives from the North 

included Gaokwan Kohitgit. 

  Moreover, the data were collected from educational institutions in the 

North that have been involved in organic agriculture. The researcher interviewed 

Chomchuan Bunrahong from the School of Administrative Studies, Maejo University, 

Jaturong Pongmanee, an agriculturalist specialist in organic rice and vegetable 

production at the research center and Assistant Professor Dr. Khosit Siphuthon, Dean 

of the Faculty of Natural Resources, Rajamangala University of Technology Isan, 

Sakonnakhon Campus. The university  breeds climbing perch, which will gradually 

develop into organic climbing perch culture. 

  Furthermore, interviews were conducted with experts and those with 

experience in organic agriculture. Even if they didn’t have any active duty in 

educational institutions, they were involved in the development of organic agriculture 

in Thailand. The experts and those with experience interviewed were Witoon 

Panyagun, Panee Samerpak, Chanuan Ratanaworaha, Daycha Siripat, Jaernwit 

Sanayha and Wiwat Sanyagamton.  

  Also, the data were gathered from Thai and foreign consumers living in 

Thailand who purchased organic products in various locations across the country.  
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  Organic product consumers in urban areas are usually well informed 

and understand the basics of organic products. They  also have a financially stable 

status, which could be seen from their attire, language and nature of goods they have 

chosen. There are both male and female consumers at the working age or the 

retirement age. The majority  of them will chose products that are available based on 

their own satisfaction. 

  Consumers are aware that organic produce such as rice, vegetables and 

fruits are seasonal. A reason why consumers choose to purchase organic products is 

that they are confident in the quality and safety of the products that are chemical free 

and pesticide free, although some products have higher prices than others. 

  In addition, the researcher had an opportunity to interview a 

representative of a department store that distributed organic products to consumers in 

urban areas in Bangkok and other major cities across the country. Somnuek 

Yoddumnern, the Executive Director of Vegetable and Fruit  Purchases and Sales 

Department, and assistant to the Vice President of the Central Food Retail, commonly 

known as TOPS Supermarket. The company divides its business based on types of 

consumers into four groups. Central Food Hall, TOPS Market, TOPS Super and TOPS 

Daily. Organic products are sold at the Central Food Hall and TOPS Market and some 

branches of TOPS Supermarket. 
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Figure 4.16 Consumer Classification of Tops Supermarket

Source: Central Food Retail, 2013.

  Somneuk explained the role of TOPS Supermarket with organic 

agriculture, saying that:

It has been more than ten years that TOPS has given great importance 

to organic agriculture. Previously, we developed agriculture crops, 

hygiene fruits and vegetables that were certified with the Q. But when 

we began officially using the Q certification, others also followed us 

by using the Q as well. We wanted to create something different.

  During the first phase we studied organic agriculture from various 

sources, both within and out of the country. Prinya from Rangsit Farm, and Somkid, 

members of the organic agriculture team from the Department of Agriculture, were 

two experts that provided us with useful information. 
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Figure 4.17 Q Logo

Source: Department of Agriculture, 2012.

  TOPS Supermarket was determined to differentiate itself from other 

organic produce distributors. This was one of the main policies of the company. 

Somnuek commented that:

if we want the organic agriculture market to be sustainable, as a 

retailer, we must be able to respond to consumers’ demands. Therefore, 

we sell products to consumers and tell them that today we want to 

provide organic products for them, but we have a limited number of 

products. Customers switch back and forth between organic and non-

organic products.

  Accordingly, TOPS Supermarket has attempted to supply  a variety  of 

options to the customers in urban communities. In the first stage, only  products that 
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met international standards would be purchased by  TOPS Supermarket. At a later 

stage, it  will be able to meet the needs of customers more than at the early stage. 

Therefore, the green standard organic products were offered as an alternative for 

consumers.

Figure 4.18 Display of Organic Products

Source: Central Food Retail, 2013.

  The data were also collected from a media company called “Sang 

Seuk” which focuses on food and health in the Northeast. The channels of 

communication to reach consumers that “Sang Seuk” have include radio programs, 

short television series and projects. 
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Figure 4.19 An Example of Sang Sook Media

Source: Sangsook, 2014.

  Kaneungnud Wongyen, who worked on the development of Ubon 

Ratchathani, recalled the origin of organic agriculture. Kaaneungnut related that:

 

In about 2012 and 2013 a budget request was made to publicize the 

project of the Thai Health Promotion Foundation through the media 

and to communicate with stakeholders. With the budget, the media 

were used to contact agriculturalists, manufacturers, consumers in 

urban areas, provincial organizations that implemented the agriculture 

policy and public health institutions or hospitals in hope that they 

would know about organic agriculture and would support the organic 

agriculture policy in Ubon Ratchathani.

  ISAC, Institute for a Sustainable Agriculture Community, also 

contributed to the research, as it represented Northern consumers. The researcher 

interviewed Kanokwan Kortgit, who previously worked as a lecturer at the Faculty of 

Medical Technology, Chiang Mai University. She retired from the university and now 

worked with ISAC.
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  There is an adjoining relationship between agencies that certify 

standards in the North and ISAC established by Dr.Chumchuan Boonrahong’s 

sustainable agriculture community. Kanokwan said, “We are working together, but are 

independent from each other.” That is, ISAC will oversee matters related to standards 

and the sustainable agriculture community’s responsibility is to promote, support, 

offer training, find markets as well as create a network of markets (market – research) 

in Chiang Mai.

  Kanokwan explained further that:

Currently we our own organic network. We have leased a store by  the 

canal owned by the Treasury Department. The store trades every 

Tuesday and Thursday afternoon. We rent a store at  the JJ market to 

sell organic products during Wednesday and Saturday  mornings. We 

also sell at schools, as we feel that we should expose organic 

agriculture to students.

  This reflects the cooperation of different civil society  sectors in Chiang 

Mai that give great importance to organic agriculture and approach systematically 

towards it.

  Further information was collected from Dr.Chumchuan Boonrahong, a 

scholar in the area who did organic agriculture. 

  Dr.Chumchoun Bounalhong began with self - introduction: 

After I graduated from the Faculty of Agriculture, I began teaching. 

From 1983 to 1987 when I supported chemical agriculture, many 

problems became visible. Coming from an agriculturalist background, 

I became aware that we were affected by chemical agriculture.

  He further reflected on the development of organic agriculture in the 

northern provinces, saying that:
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in Thailand a seminar was held at Chulalongkorn University in 1985 

and 1986. After that I gained hand - on experience and knowledge 

because I had an opportunity to observe the works of Mahayoo, 

Charlie and Teacher Keu, as well as to exchange knowledge of the 

production process of integrated farming, organic agriculture and 

various marketing systems in Japan. Organic agriculture is probably a 

choice for small - scale farmers  who comprised the majority of 

organic agriculture agriculturalists in the North.

  Jaturong Phongmanee, a lecturer in the Faculty of Agriculture Chiang 

Mai University, did a study on production that  did not rely on the use of pesticides. He 

began an experiment in 1995. He worked together with a team from the Agriculture 

Resource Center. They can now grow non - toxic vegetables that are sold at  the center 

every Wednesday and Saturday. 

  Agriculturalists that have been trained to distribute their own produce 

as suppliers have direct interaction with other, farmers and consumers. There is no 

longer need for a middleman. Jaturong talked about production methods that does not 

use chemicals: 

One method is to control and eliminate insects through the use of 

mechanical means, that is, to use insect traps and through the use of 

zoning for vegetable plots and controlling pests and diseases. Another 

method is having a planting and cropping system of having different 

types of seasonal crops grown in the same field. Through this method, 

the food cycle of insects in the soil can be cut off. Moreover, planting 

in the right season will make the crops resistant to diseases and insects.

  As for the role of educational institutions in organic agriculture, 

Dr.Chumchuan said:
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Maejoe University’s 15 - year strategic plan has a different direction. 

In the first phase (2012 – 2016) the plan aims to become an organic 

agriculture university, with the use of the organic agriculture budget. 

And between 2017 and 2021, the focus will be on establishing a 

“green campus” with greater consideration of the social dimension. 

Between 2023 and 2029, the university will become an eco - campus 

with the goal of becoming a “Life” University, which means that all 

aspects and levels should be considered, beginning with 

agriculturalists, community people, students and their families. A good 

quality of life - intellectual and physical - is expected to achieve. The 

research center focuses on organic vegetables with the purpose of 

training agriculturalists to grow them. However, I am not sure if other 

subjects at Chiang Mai University  also include organic agriculture as 

part of the curriculum.

  Another educational institution that includes organic agriculture in its 

curriculum is Rajamangala University of Technology Isan, Sakon Nakhon campus. As 

a representative of the university, Dr.Kohsit  Siphuthon introduced himself: “I have 

worked in agriculture for half of my life ever since I graduated with a degree in 

fishery. It is my role to drive the organization further, making new graduates become 

proud  of  being agriculturalists.”

  Dr.Kohsit did research on giant climbing perches at Rajamangala 

University. The project is in the process of requesting to be certified as organic fish. 

  Dr.Chumchuan discussed the role of educational institutions in organic 

agriculture, saying that “outside, they have moved ahead of universities. Public 

universities across the country  do not understand much; there is still more to learn.” 

This reflects the advancement of the civil society and the government that have 

carried out organic agriculture for a long time. 

  However, there may be some research institutes that the researcher 

could not access due to certain limitations. This means further studies is necessary. 
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The researcher received information on organic agriculture from highly qualified and 

experienced scholars. The honorary  scholars included Vitoon Panyakul, Pannee 

Samerpak, Chanuan Ratanawaraha, Decha Siripatara, Wiwat Sanyagamton. 

  Vitoon, was one of the experts in organic agriculture on a global scale, 

the specialized in organic rice in particullar, “the Green Net which started 20 years 

ago in the private sector turned to promote alternative agriculture, and found that one 

problem was minimal market, which made many people turning away  from 

alternative agriculture. I believe that finding markets to help  locals will solve this 

problem.”

  He further explained:

I worked with the Green Net Cooperatives and the Earth Net 

Foundation for only  a year. We worked mostly with locals and we 

looked for domestic and international markets. Registering as a 

cooperative is beneficial in terms of exemption from export taxes. It’s 

a matter, of course, that the taxes are cheaper. The cooperative tax 

exemption is an advantage of doing business any  way. But there are 

other limitations. We have our own cooperative and foundation that 

play  the role in supporting the development of agriculture, more 

specifically in educating locals. The market are household members of 

the cooperative.

  The Green Net Cooperative and the Earth Net Foundation work in 

coordination. The Foundation is responsible for promoting the production, while the 

cooperative is responsible for distribution. 

  The ACT is responsible for the standards as detailed in the Green Net 

Cooperative and the Earth Net Foundation section, which discusses the origin of the 

organization and the obligations it holds. 

  The Earth Net Foundation was established in 2000 and was registered 

under the National Culture Act since October 12, 2000. The goals of the Earth Net 
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Foundation are to promote and support activities enterprises related to organic 

agriculture and to develop a strong sense of community organization.

  The Earth Net  Foundation and community enterprises aim to promote 

organic production by developing technology, upgrading knowledge of the 

community, and arranging activities, the majority of which involve manufacturing and 

technical training in the form of the Farmer Field School. 

  The Earth Net Foundation carried out several projects on organic rice, 

vegetables, fruits and textiles. Currently, the Earth Net Foundation projects related to 

organic agriculture have been implemented in eight provinces: Yasothon, Utaladit, 

Chiang Mai, Khon Kaen, Loi, Prachin Buri, Chachoengsao and Prachub KiriKaan. 

The community  enterprises continues engaging in organic agriculture with the 

collaboration of community groups and enterprises to further develop the community.

Activities include research and development (privatization), development of quality 

assurance for processing, and development of the management system. Others are 

development of the local market, good governance for the business community, 

promotion of the “Green Consumption” activities to reach consumers, promotion of 

environmentally  responsible lifestyle, and social activities. The campaign focuses on 

disseminating knowledge about lifestyle that has a negative environmental impact and 

presenting new options to consumers. Other activities are, for example, seminars, eco 

tours, dissemination of knowledge through the media, and activities for consumers.
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Figure 4.20 Logo of the Earth Net Foundation and the Green Net Cooperative

Source: Green Net, 2011. 

  

  The Green Net Cooperative is a non - governmental organization that 

is responsible for marketing, interfacing between farmers in the Alternative 

Agriculture Network, businesses, communities and consumers. It focuses on the 

promotion and development and dissemination of information related to organic 

farming. It promotes the business community  to produce organic products and natural 

products that are both safe for consumers and the environment, whilst ensuring that 

there is fair trade for all parties involved.

  The cooperative operates as a distribution center for rice, cereals, 

vegetables, fruits, tea, processed foods, woven fabric, which are environmentally safe 

and friendly. The “Natural Food Cooperative Ltd”, established on November 25, 

1994, has expanded its business to cover more areas and was renamed as “Green Net 

Cooperative Ltd.” on May 10, 2001. It distributes organic products and fabrics. The 

distribution center has a policy to promote fair trade in both domestic and foreign 

markets. 

  The Green Net Cooperative deals with domestic marketing, serving as 

a distributor of organic products, natural products, healthcare products and 

environmentally  friendly products for consumers. Some of these products include 
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fruits, vegetables, rice, herbs, grains, dried food, tea and the refreshments, fabrics, 

natural dyes, herbal supplements and skin care. It also exports the products to the 

international market. The two main kinds of produce exported are local rice and 

jasmine rice, mainly to EU countries, such as Switzerland, Belgium, Germany, 

France, UK, Italy, Austria and Sweden. It  also plans to expand the export of organic 

products and natural products to countries within Asia. 

  The Green Net Foundation and the ACT collaborate at an international 

level to certify  organic products that meet international standards. It also has a system 

which supports organic production standards. However, in Thailand there are still 

many  standard levels. 

  Another individual who took part  in the development of organic 

agriculture in the northeastern provinces, especially Ubon Ratchathani, was Pannee 

Samerpak. She was currently the project manager for developing the capability of 

organic agriculturalists in Ubon Ratchathani. She introduced himself as follows: “I 

graduated in 1987 and began working in 1989. At first I worked for a research project, 

in which we studied the conditions and problems of rural areas and later I moved onto 

agriculture.” Pannee was involved in the development and support of agriculturalists 

in northeastern provinces, turning their interest towards organic agriculture.

  Apart from the civil society and educational institutions, there were 

many former government officials that had driven organic farming in Thailand. 

Chanuan Ratnawaraha, Former Inspector of the Office of Permanent Secretary, 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives, was one qualified to give advice on organic 

agriculture on behalf of the government. After his retirement, he still helped push 

organic agriculture continuously.

  Chanuan talked about the history of agriculture, explaining the path it 

took: “I had the role of preventing and exterminating pests. When chemical pesticides 

were first used in Thailand, I began my postgraduate studies in London and came 

back to work for 20 years (1962 -1982). During the 20 years of my work, I used 

chemical pesticides to eliminate all pests.”
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  Regarding chemical agriculture, Chanuan questioned himself of 

whether the use of chemical pesticides was really the answer to agricultural problem. 

Various chemicals had to be purchased from overseas, which was beneficial for 

politicians.

When Chanuan got promoted to Director of Coordination of the Department of 

Agriculture, he had a chance to regularly  meet with agriculturalists as well as others 

involved. Chanuan talked about this experience, saying that:

I had an opportunity to work with agriculturalists and found that they 

had their own wisdom. I saw things other than pesticides that could 

eliminate pests. I got to know Decha and Vitoon who had a good 

knowledge and were very committed to alternative agriculture. I had 

an opportunity to see other problems than pests and I suggested 

changing from chemical agriculture. Ultimately, I believe in the 

possibility of alternative agriculture.

  Especially when returning from a visit to Japan, Chanuan became more 

aware of different agricultural methods, as he mentioned:

At first, I did not believe that it would be possible to not use 

chemicals. But I never denied its existence nor what others were 

doing. Once I went to Japan, in just one day I saw that ecology and 

agriculture there were well balanced. Thus when I returned, I began to 

study natural agriculture seriously. I was introduced to Wiboon 

Khemchalerm, Chief of Agriculture. 

  Chanuan had once failed with new methods of agriculture and was in 

debt, but he recovered through organic agriculture.

  From that time on, Chanuan decided to become committed to organic 

agriculture. He explained:
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I became an agriculturalist and was well known amongst locals. I 

began to study natural agriculture, integrated agriculture, and I read 

old newspaper  stories that were related to agriculture. Many of them 

were written by  Prawet Wasi. I contacted him and he gave me some 

more of his published articles. These articles taught me to live a more 

self - sufficient life and helped me to recover from debt. 

 I continued to study  about alternative agriculture. I even wrote 

a book on sustainable agriculture, with the inspiration and hope that 

people would understand it.

  Decha Siripat, another important figure in Thailand’s alternative 

agriculture, was President of the Kao Kwan Foundation, an NGO that developed 

agricultural technology appropriate for the local community, rice types, and local 

plants. Kao Kwan Foundation did research on the impacts of chemicals used in 

agriculture, searched for alternatives of non - chemical farming.

  Decha explained that “the Foundation was originally named Society 

Foundation. It was established in 1989. It took some time before it could be registered 

in 1988. It has now been in operation for 25 years”. The foundation mostly concern 

rice processing at  the Office of Municipality  Thasadet, Mueang sub - district  in 

Suphan Buri province, and specifically  in four districts: Meuang, U Thong, Derm 

Pangnangbuat and Don Jaydee. He worked with 50 agriculturalist networks across the 

country.

  “Because soil in Suphan Buri is not suitable for organic agriculture,” 

said Decha, and agriculturalists there already have a lot of problems.

  There were many limitations to organic agriculture because standards 

had to be met. Therefore, not many  people could perform organic agriculture because 

of the environmental surroundings and conditions. Here, they tried to limit the use of 

chemicals as much as possible because it cause a lot of problems, such as high 

production costs, low quality  produce, damage to the environment, poor quality of 
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people’s lives and various factors, that destroyed the quality of the soil and water, 

making it difficult to achieve sustainable agriculture.

  Decha developed techniques that could be adapted to all plants, not 

only rice. It  could be applied to various suitable areas and allow the produce to 

become certified as organic. He said:

 

The techniques that we have developed are suitable for organic 

agriculture. Techniques that we have developed to use with rice can be 

used with other plants. Although, pests that appear at rice farms are not 

the same as those that disturb other crops. Crops that are grown in 

water farmland can be treated in the same way. But exactly the same 

way can be used crops that are grown on land. The technique of 

selective breeding used for  rice grain, can also be adapted to other 

plants. 

  There is also natural agriculture. Wiwat gathered people together who 

shared the same views in rehabilitating the country, following the Royal New Theory 

and sufficient economy, without dependency on chemicals from foreign countries. 

There was further research on technology and further experiments at  the Maub Euang 

Agriculture Center, in Chon buri, and the finding were spread to agriculturalists. The 

center was later registered as the Kasikam Thammachart Foundation on September 

17, 2001.

  Wiwat introduced himself:

I come from an agricultural family. My parents were natural 

agriculturalists in Chachoengsao and Chon Buri. Thus I have had a 

good understanding for agriculture since I was young. I began work 

with the NESDB, and the National Council of Stability. My  work 

concerned food security, which involved the production of food that 

did not  damage the environment. Later the Office of the Royal 
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Development Project Board was established to coordinate Royal 

initiative projects. 

  He added that:

When I returned to Thailand after my visit to Japan, I was committed 

to developing the country, but was faced with obstacles from the 

government agencies and personnel. So I had to conduct experiments 

myself. When successful, I educated other agriculturalists. Now I am 

President of the Foundation.

Figure 4.21 Map of the Kasikam Thammachart Foundation Headquarters

Source: Kasikam Thammachart Foundation, 2013.

  Organic vegetables, organic fruits and organic rice in Thailand have 

been grown for a certain period time. And it did not take long before organic 

aquaculture was operated by the private sector. Organic farming has gained attention 

of entrepreneurs, certification organizations and the civil society, government 
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agencies, and educational institutions. Information was collected from stakeholders in 

the public sector, the private sector, the civil society and educational institutions as 

well as people with experience in organic agriculture. The researcher collected data 

from various parties in order to obtain as much clarity as possible.

  The details given by various agencies and experts are in Appendix  F.

  In this study, the researcher divided the interviewees who were 

involved with the production of organic products into 5 groups: the organic 

agriculture producer groups (organic rice, organic fruits, organic vegetables, and 

organic aquaculture); the organic buyers, processors and distributors; the organic 

agriculture certifying bodies; the government agencies concerned; and the others.

  The researcher interviewed people who were involved in the 

implementation of organic farming policy. The data were gathered from government 

agencies, under the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives in the central and 

regional areas in Thailand. 

  Customers were also interviewed. There are several categories of 

consumers, i.e., general consumers, representatives from retail departments, agents 

and groups from the northern provinces. 

  As for educational institutions, they  were experts and those involved in 

organic agriculture: the School of Administrative Studies at Maejo University and the 

Faculty of Agriculture at Chiang Mai University in northern provinces and the Faculty 

of Natural Resources at Rajamangala University of Technology Isan, Sakonnakhon in 

the Northeast. 

 

4.4  Organic Certification

 For the production of organic products to be accepted by the market, the 

production process system must meet the standard and be approved by  an agency 

recognized by consumers at the international level. 

 Organic production is generally different from conventional production. No 

chemicals must be used throughout the production process. Management throughout 
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the supply chain - production, harvesting, processing and distribution - must be 

closely coordinated. It is characterized by  the implementation of a holistic approach 

and participation of all sectors involved.

 Laddawan Kunnoot (2009) described the difference between producing rice in 

general and organic rice. In the conventional production of rice the responsibility was 

separated. That is, public organizations concerned were responsible for promotion or 

giving advice. As for cultivation, it was the role of agriculturalists or entrepreneurs 

that ran agribusiness, which continue until they  had unhusked rice. After the rice mills 

or cooperatives would purchase the produce.

 The mills or the cooperatives that purchased unhusked rice would process it  to 

become white rice or brown rice to be delivered to business operators that sold it 

domestically and internationally in either sacks or bags, depending on the market. The 

process of rice production can be seen in Figure 4.22.

Figure 4.22 Rice Production System

Source: Laddawan Kunnoot, 2009.

 The production of organic rice involves the combined responsibility  of those 

in the whole production system. For instance, the market will begin the supply chain 
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by demanding products and entrepreneurs will register all agriculturalists and then 

plots that will produce organic rice. From here agriculturalists can continue to grow 

and harvest rice. 

 The process starts from determining the policy, registration, cultivation till rice 

is milled and processed. There is an agency that monitors and guarantees the 

standards of rice for consumers’ confidence in the manufacturing process. Consumers 

will have confidence that the standards have been meet and that the rice is truly 

organic. 

 The process of examination is required and the test results reported for the 

products to be certified to the certification agency. In return the agency would give a 

seal of approval and a label to put on the products to be sold within the country and to 

export. so that consumers would know that the products had been examined and 

certified by an authorized agency. As can be seen in Figure 4.23.

Figure 4.23 Organic Rice Production.

Source: Laddawan Kunnoot, 2009.

201



 The process of production, processing, manufacturing, inspection and 

certification of organic products was given by Laddawan Kunnoot (2009) as shown in 

Table 4.23. 

Table 4.23 Production, Processing, Manufacturing, Inspection and Certification of 

Organic Rice

Production 
Process Manufacturing / Fabrication (A). Inspection / Certification (B).

1.1 Marketing plan with exporters
1.2 Production plan, budget  and 
inspection / certification system of 
customer requirement.

    Certified by
1.1 - Local (Public) ACT or the 
Ministry of Agriculture by the 
National Bureau of Agricultural 
Commodity and Food Standards.
1.2 International (IFOAM, or BIO  
AGRI CERT).

2. The 
registration area 
and organic 
farming 
agriculturists

2.1 Survey area, and determine the 
area and border to prevent the 
contamination.
2 . 2 A r r a n g e t h e d a t a a n d 
environment, including the scope 
of the area.
2.3 Register the agriculturists. The 
same owner should have the same 
area.

   2.1 Zoning organic rice by GPS.
2.2  Environmental assessment 
(risk / well) and water samples were 
analyzed.
2.3 Prepare / inform farmers 
contract  or agreement (Farm 
Contraction).
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Table 4.23 (Continued)Table 4.23 (Continued)Table 4.23 (Continued)

Production 
Process

Manufacturing / Fabrication (A). Inspection / Certification (B).

3. Organic Rice 3.1 Set  the rice production plan: 
soil preparation, methods, tools 
and others.
3.2  Principles:
* Conventional method which does 

no t  conf l i c t  wi th o rgan ic 
agriculture can continue.

* Input recirculation within farm 
by low management.

* Lowest budget / cost.
* Consider your budget / cost to 
use.

3.1 Evaluate the production plan, 
monitoring the method, tools and 
input factors in every step.
3.2 Principles:
* Evaluate the suitability of the 
method.
* Check the outsource input.

4. Storage, 
processing and 
packaging.

4.1 Store grain in sacks with code. 
and separately from other crops.
4.2 Clean tools and inform about 
the milling amount.
4.3  Amount of production to apply 
for the certification.

4.1 Determine the amount  of grain 
and installation code.
4.2 Monitor / sample of rice. before 
and after processing.
4.3 Audit  and certification. Notify 
the certified farmers.

Source: Laddawan Kunnoot, 2009.

 Currently, the agencies that oversee the standards and the certification of 

organic products in Thailand are the ACT, the ACFS and the Thai - Organic 

Standards. 

 These agencies play an important role in creating customers’ confidence and 

ensuring the products for consumers who are not able to oversee the production 

process and the standards themselves.

 In Thailand, inspection and certification agencies of organic products are in 

both the public and the private sectors. Some agencies provide their services for 

products to be sold locally and others provide services for products to be exported. 
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The ACFS is an agency in the public sector that certifies organic products within the 

country  and the ACT is that in the private sector. The ACT’s certification process has 

been widely acknowledged at  an international level. The Thai - Organic Standards 

focuses on serving organic agriculturalists in the northern provinces of Thailand. It 

provides those certified with its logo, as shown in Figure 4.24.

Figure 4.24 Logo of Public Accreditation Agencies in Thailand

Source: Department of Agriculture, 2012.

Figure 4.25 Various Logos of Private Accreditation  Agencies in Thailand

Source: Organic Agriculture Certification Thailand, 2012 and The Northern Organic 

Standard Organization, 2012.
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 Foreign agencies approved by the IFOAM to inspect and certify organic 

products in Thailand include Bio Agri cert (Italy), Naturland (Germany), Soil 

Association (UK), IMO (Germany and Switzerland), OMIC (Japan) and SKAL 

(Netherlands). The various logos can be seen in Figure 4.26. 

Figure 4.26 Approved Logos from Foreign Countries

Source: Bioagricert (Thailand), 2014; Naturland. 2012; Institute for Marketecology. 

2012; Soil Association, 2012; Overseas Merchandise Inspection, 2014 and 

EU Organic Farming Logo.

 In summary, in Thailand there are many certification agencies in both the 

public and the private sectors. Some are local agencies and others from abroad, which 

have been accepted by consumers in their respective countries. They certify products 

within Thailand using different verification processes and procedures. 
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4.5 Marketing of Organic Products

 

 Organic product markets have recently received attention from business 

operators around the world. The Food and Agriculture Organization of the United 

Nations has revealed that the sale value of organic products increased from US$11 

billion in 1997 to US$45 billion in 2007, an increase of more than four times the 

amount in a span of just 10 years and is likely to continuously increase in the years to 

come (FAO, 2013).

 The sale values of organic products in the year 2000 of many countries around 

the world. These countries (and their sale value) were, for example, Germany (2,128 

million USD), the United Kingdom (986 million USD), Italy (978 million), France 

(846 million USD), Switzerland (457 million USD), the United States (US $ 8,000 

million) and Japan (350 million USD).

 In addition, FiBL and IFOAM jointly  conducted a market survey  of organic 

products worldwide in 2001. The survey  showed an increase in the net  sale volume of 

organic products in various markets across the globe. These markets included the 

United States (15.7 billion US dollars), the European Union (16 billion USD), 

Germany (5 billion dollars), France (2.8 billion USD), and other countries.

 The production and the consumption of organic products have continuously 

increased. They have become products that have received much support as trendy 

products.

 In 2001, Thailand’s organic product sale value was only US$68 million, which 

was a small amount compared to other countries. 

 There are different standards for the organic market in Thailand. 

Dr.Chumchuan commented on this matter, “Previously  there were two standards in 

the market. The first was the standard set by the Standards Association of Organic 

Products in northern provinces. The second was the ACT standard used by the 

agriculturalists in  the Green Net Cooperative.” 
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 Jaturong, who produced chemical - free vegetables that had not yet reached 

the standards of organic products, “delicate agriculture”, whilst Wiwat mentioned that 

“initially it was not called organic agriculture; it was called natural agriculture.”

 The certification standard agencies for organic production in Thailand differ 

greatly, so it  is quite confusing for Thai consumers. It is one of the reasons as to why 

organic products in Thailand have not been as popular as expected. 

 Organic rice has the highest export amongst other organic products, making a 

great contribution to the nation’s economy. After an evaluation of the market for quite 

some time, it is possible to distribute other organic products than organic rice. 

 The researcher attempted to gather information from certified business 

operators at an international level, the majority  of whom have a goal to produce for 

export, whilst smaller operators produce for local consumption. 

 Overall, the demand for organic products in the world market is still growing. 

The sale value of Thai organic products, both for domestic consumption and for 

export, are not very high. There is still more room for organic products particularly 

organic rice, in the world market. 

4.6 Factors  Contributing to the Success or Failure of the Implementation 

of the Organic Agriculture Policy

 The data were collected from 64 participants, including general consumers, 

through observation and interviews. 

 The research aimed to study the factors that  had contributed to the success or 

failure in putting the policy  into practice. The researcher conducted interviews with 

people in organic farming businesses. They ranged from small farmers with a farm 

land of only a few rais to farmers with a farmland of over a thousand rais. Interviews 

were also conducted with entrepreneurs who ran business for local distribution and 

with those who exported organic products. 

 The data from the interviews also came from the officers in the government 

sector, NGO’s, the civil society and experts in the organic agriculture industry, Thai 
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consumers in Bangkok and other provinces, and even small distributors in order to 

verify the legitimacy of the obtained information.

 The study  of organic agriculture covered organic rice, organic vegetables and 

fruits, and organic aquaculture to get  a comprehensive understanding all types of 

agriculture currently practiced in Thailand. The study aimed to seek opinions of 

people engaging in organic agriculture businesses, who were important in the 

implementation of the policy  and to explore successful cases in order to find out the 

leadership skills, business structure, working capital, engagement of entrepreneurs 

and their lifestyle. 

 4.6.1  Leadership 

 The significant trends across the globe now are technological changes and 

globalization. Shamir (1999, in Muchinsky, 2003, p.p. 181 - 182) said that some 

leadership qualities included sharing and exchanging ideas, decentralization of roles 

and responsibilities, and creating groups. Rangsun Prasetsri (2001, pp. 55) noted that 

good leaders should have the following characteristics: vision, communication skills, 

ability  to gain others trust, ability  to have others acknowledge their ability, authority 

and passion about their work as well as ability to express emotion appropriately, to 

take risks, to create new strategies to achieve goals, to advertise themselves, and to 

reduce conflicts at the workplace.

 Organic agriculture procedures require a leader that is not afraid of change and 

is resistant to the chemical agriculture trend. Those that operate in the organic 

agriculture industry  must have self- confidence, continuously find solutions to 

problems and new methods, create innovative techniques, learn from others and from 

trial and error. They  must have the ability to manage farm and be capable of 

motivating others to join their projects. 

 Samniang from the ACT also stated that “a good leader must have high 

confidence, knowledge derived from experience, etc.” Peerapol Triyakasem said, “ a 

good leader needs to possess the knowledge of the business management and the 
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knowledge of organic farming.” Pisan Phongsapit added that “a leader needs to be 

able to induce or persuade locals to join his/her activity.”

 Successful organic agriculture operators who continuously pursue their 

business usually become community leaders as they are skilled, have a wide range of 

knowledge and are models for community people. These attributes make other 

community members proud to be led by them. Kritsada Hongrath stated that:

Having a leadership  role in the community is extremely  important for 

a successful organic agriculture operator because he must be able to 

lead changes in organic production. The majority  of Thais are 

agriculturalists. Many community leaders are knowledgeable and 

transfer their knowledge to locals throughout the country.”

 Moreover, they are individuals that do volunteer work for the community. 

They  having a mind to develop  the community, whether it be teachers, government 

officials of all levels. A community leader, Kam - Nueng Chanasit , said that:

 

To be able to work smoothly requires a voluntary mind of the leader. If 

everyone is willing to help each other, not thinking only of money and 

profits from the operation as in the past, the operation will continue to 

be a success for all parties. 

 Kanokwan said: “I do it  not mainly  for money, unlike the capitalist  who works 

for money only and does not care about anything else.” 

 Leaders of organic agriculture operations need to have confidence and show 

courage to do what others won’t  do. They  must experiment and do what they believe 

will achieve good results, commit themselves to the organic approach, have a vision 

and a good network, all of which will lead to success. 

 To be successful, those within the organic industry must have the following 

characteristics: well educated, highly  skilled, talented and, most importantly, 
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passionate and willing to produce quality products for consumers. This is an 

important aspect in the management of a successful business. 

 4.6.2  The Business Structure

 The majority of organic agriculture farmers are those with a small farm land; 

therefore, it is difficult for agriculturalists to do all the necessary procedures on their 

own. So a group  was formed to manage the supply and processing of goods and 

management of farms (manufacturing, transportation, distribution, etc.). 

 Sutatip Karnruksa mentioned that: 

In a sense, we have a small group of organic agriculturalists in our 

country. It is impossible for them to carry  out all the procedures. They 

focus on production. There should be another group that will be 

responsible for sales and trade. 

 When groups are formed, it will strengthen businesses within the community. 

Naksit Onjit supported this by saying that:

Working in groups should create a stronger bond of people within the 

community. When there is produce, there are also consumers. There 

are many who want organic products. However, due to the limited 

number of operators, the products are limited. It is a good thing to 

form groups as this will allow them to produce in large quantities and 

meet consumer demands.

 Prokchon Promgangwaan also showed his support for the forming of groups in 

local communities.

If we are skilled and work alone, then it  would be good. But if we 

work alone but we are not  skilled enough, then we need an operating 
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cycle. The most important factor is that  no one must exploit  each other. 

It begins from the goods being produced with quality, then sent down 

to be cut or processed and distributed or sold for profits, which will be 

returned to those who produce goods as well. If the final stage of the 

cycle, that is, the sale and distribution of products, takes too much of 

the profits, then the whole cycle will fail. 

 Somnuek Yotdamnonen supported organic agriculture and group formation. 

In today organic agriculture, farmers need to have a group they  can 

work with. This will also make it more convenient for the government 

to take care of them. I think the government policy encourages the 

formation of groups for more effective operation, as it is not possible 

for anyone  to do it all alone. If it is done alone, that means you are 

very capable. Only  a larger producer of organic products can work 

alone. 

 Local people also support each other to produce organic products. Practicing 

organic agriculture requires workers to work on the farm. Thus, the creation of groups 

is like gaining labor without having to pay wages. 

 

 Sutatip Karnruksa said:

For the market to expand, the quantity of products or yields and 

continuity  of production are important. Currently, organic produce is 

still minimal in volume. Business operators that  purchase produce will 

do so in the most cost effective way. They prefer buying a variety of 

different products in bulk. Therefore, the formation of groups is 

important for marketing goods.
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 The formation of groups also makes it easier to apply for certification. As the 

factors of production, the manufacturing process and documentation can be prepared 

and done all together. Specific personnel can be appointed to handle each area that 

they  are most specialized in. Their good understanding and knowledge makes it easier 

and more cost effective to apply for certification. 

 Besides the formation of groups, organic agriculture operation has progressed 

through the network. The members of the network are small - scale agriculturalists 

and major  business operators from the TOTA, the Green Net Cooperative and other 

cooperatives. As a result, they have more bargaining power. 

 The organic network is useful for farm management, exchange of knowledge 

and experience, and supplies of materials. Sittiphon Bangkaeow stated that:

 

The group formation is extremely important. We can build a network. 

The big advantage for us is to exchange knowledge as well as raw 

materials. I think group forming is more necessary  for organic 

agriculture  than for conventional agriculture. 

 Pisan from the ACFS saw the importance of networking. Networking may be 

in the form of contract farming, which is a method of business management.

The organic agriculture network should be contract farming, regardless 

of what form it is in. There needs to be pre-planning of markets to 

which the produce will be sold, even before the produce is ready  to be 

distributed. All should be discussed beforehand because organic 

agriculture requires time. It takes a year or two to prepare. If the 

market does not accept the produce, distribution would be difficult 

after two years. Thus arrangements have to be made in advance, with 

confirmation from all parties. 
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 In the survey, most  operators were small scale farmers or suppliers who 

provided information about success in organic businesses.

 Those who joined the network is one of the factors that affected the success of 

the  organic business operators.

 

 4.6.3  Capital

 Capital in organic farming business is important. Capital may be in the form of 

money  used to invest in the business, or inputs including tools related to the 

manufacturing process and the production. It could be non - monetary resources 

available in the area, such as knowledge of organic science, or knowledge of 

management and business operation, or a network of relationships, etc.

 Samarn Utatitsin, who worked closely with agriculturalists stated that “in my 

view, organic agriculture uses less capital than chemical agriculture. As we already 

know, a sack of chemical fertilizers costs almost 1000 Baht. But if we use resources 

from within our households, it will be more cost effective.” 

 As Sutathip Karnraksa put it:

Capital does have an effect, but it  is not one of the main factors. 

Organic agriculturalists need to have an understanding of organic 

production and adopt it, not  being stick to their old agricultural 

methods, which requires external factors. Natural resources in 

Thailand are abundant; however, agriculturalists lack knowledge and 

understanding of how to use what they have.

 In the opinion, of Kaanakorn Sompong, an entrepreneur, 

Capital does have an effect. It depends on the group, the mill and the 

farm condition and machines. If I were an agriculturalist, I would want 

to make a contract  with a group like the Green Net or something of 

this sort so that I could be confident that my rice would be bought at a 

fair price. 
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 Another point is: Is it possible to be given inputs in advance? 

That is, can fertilizers and seeds be given before being paid for? If this 

is possible, then groups will need to look for funds. I think that if you 

want to be organic farmers, or farmers that  participate more, you have 

to secure primary inputs and paid for them at a later date, when there is 

produce. Sign a contract, to make sure that the produce will be bought 

at the pre - determined price. 

 Another voice on this matter came from Chuay, an outstanding agriculturalist  

from Roi Et. He mentioned that “if we have a fund, there will be no trouble. They say 

that all they have to do is to buy from us. Although they are encouraged to produce 

organic products, they do not have money to buy resources.” 

 Suphon Sisaeng said, “you must have land. If it’s your own, that’s even better 

because you show more care and commitment to it by not wanting to use chemicals. 

This is necessary.” 

 Kaan from Rai Pluk Rak also commented, “there has to be some fund. If there 

is no fund, you can’t do it.” 

 All three gave great importance to funds as a factor necessary to commence 

and operate organic agriculture. 

 In addition, capital has a profound effect in the period before farmers can 

modify  their land, certified and sold organic products. During this period, production 

continues with organic methods. However, they  are not able to claim or that they have 

produced organic products. Therefore, the price of the output produced is lower than 

products produced by chemicals agriculture. This affects the income of organic 

agriculturalists. Kritsada mentioned that it “is mandatory  that there be money  to be 

used in the adjustment period.”

 As for capital that is not in the form of money, business operators share the 

opinion that the knowledge, and management of organic operations, and various 

agriculture technology affect all aspects of the business and the existence of organic 

agriculture operations. 
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 The public sector and the private sector. have different opinions, so the policy 

and the  policy implementation have not reflected the real needs of those who follow 

the policy. Organic farming households, however, admitted that the capital was one of 

the key factors that affected success in organic business. 

 

 4.6.4 Commitment

 Another factor which the key informants from all sectors, organizations and 

educational institutions see as the most important for the survival of organic business, 

is “inspiration” in implementing the organic farming policy. Some use the word 

“faith” in organic production; others say believing in the “principle” or “ideology” of 

organic production or business. No matter what word is used, they have the same 

meaning, that is they have “love” for organic agriculture. 

 Having a passion for organic farming must come before all other factors. As 

Sutathip, who worked closely  with organic agriculturalists, said “this passion is what 

the farmers must have first.”

 Those who practice organic farming with the thought of becoming rich are 

usually  not successful. Sittiphon Bangkaeow confirmed this statement saying that, 

“those who implement organic agriculture have to be confident, especially those who 

have just begun such farming. If you have the intention and commitment to do so, 

that’s okay too.” Supawadee added to this by saying that “if you do not love it, then 

don’t do it. if you are impatient, then you won’t be successful in this field.”       

 There are some agriculturalists or some business operators who see an 

opportunity to distribute organic produce due to the fact that they will get a higher 

price compared to other products in the market. Accordingly, they pursue organic 

production, but not all are successful in following the trend. Without passion and 

interest in organic farming, they  cannot follow a sustainable path to success. Thus, 

when they are faced with problems or when they  have lower productivity than 

expected, they will quit organic farming and return to their original path of using 

chemicals in their agricultural operation. 
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 Piyaporn Khamkaeo said, “we must  really  have the interest in it. Some people 

only think of benefits.” Samarn Utatitsin added, 

“Organic” must sincerely come from their heart. Some may produce 

organic products because they follow the trend, but when they work in 

their own plots, they realize the difference in both the products and the 

operational cycle. They will find that organic rice is not as appealing 

as chemically grown rice. Some add fertilizers to increase their 

produce. It is true that organic agriculturalists must  be well prepared 

and accept that their produce may not bring them a high benefit, but 

they  are proud of their produce and know that as each year goes by, 

things will improve.

 

 Organic agriculturalists have different thoughts. Suwansart Gonboua 

expressed the view that “those who have still been in organic agriculture changed 

their minds since  when they began such farming. They do not care whether the price 

will increase and decrease.” This reflects the fact that the ‘intention’ dictates the 

action, as Vorawat said, “organic agriculture entrepreneurs must really  love it. Even if 

you’re tired, you will still be patient with it if you have love and passion for it.”

 The love for organic farming is a factor that makes farmers still engage in 

organic agriculture for a long period of time despite the volatility  in demand and 

price. Sittiphon Bangkaeow commented on this matter:

During the time that  we had problems with rice pledging, everyone 

became disheartened. We all thought that  agriculture in Surin would 

come to an end. However, after the second year there were still some 

agriculturalists who were fighting against hardship. The market also 

understood us, giving us hope again that organic agriculture in Surin 

could still move forward. 
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In order for businesses to be sustainable, Prokchon from the Promgangwaan Farm 

believed that:

sustainability will occur when agriculturalists themselves or  operators 

within the organic agriculture cycle have a deep  passion for it and 

completely understand it. If they have confidence and required 

knowledge, the trouble will not last long. In the first year or two they 

might not get a high profit. But farmers who really understand the 

required style of management and do not think of going back to using 

chemicals will stay a long time in this field, as there everything in life 

has improved and so has the environment. But those who do not 

understand, and want only a high income would give up.

 Damrong Sanohsan viewed those who practice organic agriculture as 

“someone who really has a passion for organic products and care for health and 

others.” That is, he or she is not only interested in himself / herself but in the health of 

people throughout society. 

 Similarly, Worawat Bounlai concluded that:

a belief is essential. If at the beginning one’s intention is to look 

peaceful, by  producing organic produce, then he or she will fail from 

the beginning. If you start organic production, then you must be 

prepared to go through hard work. Are you ready to devoted yourself 

to fellow human beings or not? If you do, it will be a good start.

 The affection and commitment of organic agriculture operators is very 

important for sustainability of the business.
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 4.6.5  Lifestyle

 Entrepreneurs of organic agriculture do not all wear Mo Hom shirts and 

fisherman pants. They  are sometimes dressed in shirts or ties, depending on the 

occasion. According to Niricha Wongjinda:

People in general seem to think that organic agriculturalists are dirty 

and muddy. That’s not true at  all. Organic agriculture requires you to 

be clean. You can be dressed in any way  you please. Being an organic 

agriculturalist does not restrict your fashion. The way organic 

agriculturalists are dressed depends on the appropriateness of the 

occasion.

 A sufficient lifestyle is what organic agriculturalists choose to live by. Kam - 

Nueng Chanasit  said, “organic agriculture does not reflect status or profession. Even 

if you sell Mercedes, you can still do farming. If you have 100 million Baht, you can 

still do farming. Organic agriculturalists have commitment and do not need to save 

excessively, or starve.”

 Those who engage in organic farming lead a very simple life and are not 

extravagant. According to Sutathip, “If you look at people who do organic farming, 

you will see that life is simple. They do not expect  much benefit and this is good 

enough to start  with; they gradually produce and grow.” Mun explained that “People 

who were agriculturalists realized that no matter how much they  worked, they  would 

not be rich. There was not much profit or gain. They just thought of how they  could 

live comfortably and eat better.”

 

 As Prokchon put it:

They  live adequately and sufficiently. First, they need to be adequate 

and then they can move onto being sufficient. It’s hard to be sufficient, 

though. For many who have just become organic agriculturalists, if 
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they  can handle their workload well, it will be okay. Organic farming 

discipline and passion for organic agriculture are the most required. 

Other burdens or duties can be reduced along the way. 

 

 Kritsada Hongrath added, “Life is very important and should not be wastefully 

used. In other words, people who perform organic farming and are sustainable has 

followed the philosophy of sufficiency economy.” Saman also agreed by saying: “I 

think organic farming life is simple - Simple living, not superfluous. Organic farmers 

are those who understand nature and live comfortably.” 

 Another person who worked closely with nature and with a good 

understanding of it, was Sutathip. She said, “you can live with nature without 

destroying it.” Pisarn commented on operators, saying that “if you like nature, you 

will not change it or destroy it by using chemicals. Otherwise, it will fall apart.” 

 Organic agriculturalists are physically and mentally  healthy. Just  as Sumalai 

noted: 

We go to our fields. It’s safe. The weather is also nice. But if we go to 

fields that use chemicals, we have to wear boots. We even have to 

wear gloves to touch the produce. Currently, our health is much better 

and safer than those who do farming with chemicals. We also do not 

have to experience stress in many things. Others who used to do 

farming sold all their land and now buy their food.

 Kaanakorn and Damrong also agreed with the statements above and further 

confirmed the importance of health and nature and benefits for the younger generation 

and surrounding people. 

 Not only  the farmer but the whole family must also become involved and be a 

part of the change. Patayawadee Jengcheua said: 
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All the family  members are involved. It is not done by one person 

alone. Family members must also be well informed of organic theory 

and way of life. However, the person who holds the highest level of 

authority within the house must lead the way  and convince the family 

members to follow.

 A according to Prinya, all parties in the supply chain, i.e., “producers, 

manufacturers, consumers and government officials who are involved with organic 

agriculture must understand the culture and life style of organic farmers. It is more 

than just production to meet industrial demands.”

 A simple life is a lifestyle that operators of organic agriculture live by  and they 

must take social responsibility. Somnuek Yoddumnern supported this statement by 

saying that:

It is a matter of responsibility, too - shared responsibility. In today's 

society, if you use chemicals, you cannot save the environment. 

Tomorrow’s people will face the phenomenon of global temperature 

rise or other global warming effects. This will make the seasons for 

production change and humans will experience more natural disasters 

than they have experienced before. Therefore, if we do not instill 

responsibility into farmers, it  is not possible to maintain a sustainable 

farm or business.

 Sakesurn Sirikun, Saman Utthisin and Kaanakorn Sompong all agreed that the 

lifestyle of organic agriculture operators was extremely different from those who 

engaged in chemical agriculture, claiming that they  were so different like black and 

white. Organic agriculturalists chose a different way; they did not follow the trend. 

Their agricultural methods were like those in the past, without using too much 

technology and chemical substances. 
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 However, organic farming requires tolerance for difficulties. Organic 

agriculturalists are much more active in production than chemical agriculturalists. 

Kaanokorn further commented on this topic, “Farmers today do not tolerate hard work 

of pulling weeds, using natural fertilizers, planting and plowing the field. They prefer 

hiring others to do these tasks.” 

 Suwansat, Supat and Samarn all agreed that as time has changed people 

demand more conveniences. People want land that is ready for organic farming, 

where all things are easily  accessible. However, this would be difficult  with organic 

agriculture as many  tasks require human and animal labor rather than technology and 

chemicals.  

 Prokchon had the same view, saying that: 

The early phases of organic agriculture may be tiring. It requires a lot 

of effort to organize and follow the approach to a sustainable path. 

Once it is managed well, then it will become easier. It  may be said that 

agriculturalists who produce organic food lead a way  of life that  is 

unique and reflects an identity of their own, without alienating the 

common man. But in terms of health, the environment and social 

responsibility, this way of life is very much different from that of 

agriculturalists who use chemicals to speed up  their plant growth and 

increase their income. 

 In conclusion, the researcher conducted a survey of key factors leading to 

success or failure of organic agriculture and related businesses, with the following 

causal factors as the main focal point: leadership, business structure, working capital, 

commitment or obligation of the operator, and the pattern of life or lifestyle of the 

operator. All were seen to be critical to the successful implementation of the organic 

farming policy.

 Organic agriculture operators must have leadership skills, knowledge, courage 

and social responsibility  for the environment, and operate organic agriculture with 
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passion to do so. They live a life style of self - sufficiency and adequacy and have 

networks. To them, monetary value is not seen as the priority. 

 

4.7  Problems and Restrictions to Producing Organic Products 

 The objectives of this study were to review the organic farming policy and the 

national strategic organic agriculture development plan, to several experiences of 

stakeholders relevant to organic agriculture, to elicit their opinions on the 

implementation of the policy and the national strategic organic agriculture 

development plan, and to find out expectations about the national policy  and 

development strategy for organic agriculture as well as problems, obstacles and 

restrictions to the implementation of the policy and the strategic plan. 

 4.7.1 Expectations and Opinions About the Policy and the National 

Development Strategic Plan for Organic Agriculture

 The organic agriculture policy has recently got attention from the government, 

so the researcher gathered information from government organizations responsible for 

the policy implementation, organic farming operators in the private sector, civil 

societies and educational institutions involved in organic agriculture in order to find 

out their experiences, opinions and expectations about the policy and the national 

development strategic plan.

  4.7.1.1 Experiences Relevant to the Policy  on Organic Agriculture and 

the National Development Strategic Plan

  Most of the preliminary  data already presented came from small - scale 

agriculturalists who were not well informed and did not understand the policy or 

strategy that the government had planned for the development of the organic 

agriculture industry. Although many of the operators had been engaged in organic 

farming for a long period of time, Kaan from Rai Pluk Rak, said that they “are not 

familiar with it.” Piyapon Kamgaew, a new generation agriculturalist, stated that she 

had “vaguely heard of it.” Like Piyapon, organic rice producers from Pattalung, Jaren 
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Gaewmanee, Prapai Kongtoh, Somjit Sangparn, and Sukjin Sukrin all said that they 

“have never heard of organic agriculture policy or plan.”

  Agriculturalists who had such information were those who worked 

with the government personnel, such as, Prinya Pornsirichaivatana who worked 

closely with the officials from the Department of Agriculture and Jitdinan 

Pramuansuk who worked for the agriculturalist cooperative. Jitdinan said, “I learned 

about organic agriculture from Dr.Chanin, a government official who looks after the 

farmers in the Kung Kra Ben Project.” This showed that only some agriculturalists 

could access information from the government regarding the policy and the strategic 

plan. 

  In spite of partly  implementing of the policy, many agriculturalists 

were not well aware of the policy or the plan. Somnuek from TOPS Supermarket said 

that “not only the general public but also those in the industry  do not know much 

about organic farming policy.” 

  Knowing such information does not mean that you have an equal 

understanding of  the information. It depends on whether the operator has a basic 

knowledge of the policy and a basic understanding of the policy and the strategic 

plan, or an understanding about organic agriculture. On the other hand, organizations 

responsible for making this clear to entrepreneurs and retail stores (TOPS 

Supermarket) were found to be familiar with the policy and the strategic plan. 

  Government officials that implemented the policy and the strategic 

plan had a better understanding and knowledge of the policy and the strategic plan 

than those in the private sector, as the former had been assigned the duty to oversee 

organic agriculture operations. Niricha Wongjinda stated that “it was the function of 

the Department of Fisheries to implement the 1st strategic plan. There was a push for 

its success as it was a national policy. Many departments shared responsibility  for the 

success of the policy.” 

  Sakesurn Sirikun expressed his view on the lack of understanding and 

knowledge of the policy and the strategic plan of government officials who attempted 

to implement them. Seksorn stated that:
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There are about seven to eight missions that we are responsible for. 

Currently, there are two boards of the organic agricultural policy 

implementation. The higher level is the board of the National 

Development of Organic Agriculture with Deputy Prime Minister as 

the President. The lower level is a subcommittee with the Minister of 

Agriculture and Cooperatives as the President. The sub - committee is 

responsible for handling changes at the Ministerial level, 

representatives from ministries and agencies form the Board. The 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives acts as secretary of the larger 

Board whilst the Office of the National Economic and Social 

Development Board, the Office of the Permanent Secretary for the 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives and the ACFS act as 

secretary of a smaller board.

  However, government officials concerned had some trouble with the 

required data to communicate to the stakeholders or other agencies. Pisarn from the 

ACFS stated that:

Enforcing the standard on the users is our job. Because we are an 

organization that  implements the policy and creates standards, we need 

to go out  and co - ordinate between various organizations and the 

Department of Agriculture and the Ministry of Commerce in collecting 

the data from each organization to use as a basis to create a standard to 

promote organic farming.

  

  To sum up, small scale entrepreneurs have a good understanding of the 

policy and  the strategic plan on organic agriculture. They have been involved in the 

policy and strategic plan implementation as they have been organic operators for a 

long period of time before the implementation of the policy and the strategic plan.
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  Organizations responsible for verification and such retailers as TOPS 

Supermarket, are more familiar with the policy and the strategic plan than others, as 

they have been involved in the implementation of the policy.

  4.7.1.2 Opinions on the National Organic Agriculture Policy and the 

Strategic Development Plan

  The researcher gathered opinions of those involved in all sectors of the 

organic industry both those currently  in the industry and those who were in the 

industry in the past. The details are as follows.

  The majority of operators had the same opinion of about the past 

policies. They  said that in the past the policies were formulated based on the market 

demand for organic products from abroad but the possibility and capability of 

production within the country was not taken into account. The public sector focused 

on the increase of farm land used for organic farming and businesses but not enough 

attention was paid to the limitations and agriculturalists themselves who hardly  had 

awareness and knowledge of organic agriculture. 

  There was also a lack of sincerity  in taking action on organic 

agriculture in spite of the policy  and the strategic plan. At the same time, there was 

still a constant incoming of chemical fertilizers and pesticides from abroad at no 

lesser amount than in the past. 

  Peerapol shared his opinion on this matter, saying that:

This policy has been set by  the current government, which is pushing 

the Ministry of Commerce, the Ministry  of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives to become more involved and to evaluate changes before 

the policy and strategy are introduced to the public. However, the 

Ministry of Agriculture continues to order chemical fertilizers etc. 

from abroad. The figures confirms that the organic agriculture policy 

set by the government have not  been materialized. The government 

just said, but nothing was seriously done. The policy was set because 
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of the trend and demand. The Ministry  of Agriculture’s more active 

role is in selling chemicals, fertilizers and pesticides.

  This reflects the lack of sincerity of the policy  implementation on the 

part of the government in the eyes of organic farming operators. 

  Operators in the private sector believe that  it is power and authority  of 

the government that determine the future of the nation. Kaan said, “it is the policy set 

by political power. That is why the structure of our country  is like this.” Or as Saksit 

put it: “The policy may come in the form of a political campaign,” which does not 

truly reflect the needs of farmers or entrepreneurs.

  Kritsada also expressed his view:

I think that  the present organic farming policy  was not designed to 

meet the needs of farmers or organic operators. It was designed based 

on the need of policy makers. The policy itself was a problem because 

it was not defined by  the stakeholders of the policy. Organic farming in 

Thailand is an example of the way it shouldn’t have been so.

  Peerapol added to this by saying that the policy was “written by 

someone who does not use it.” 

  In addition, some operators consider that the policy sounds good, but it 

has not  been seriously put into practice and it is unlikely that farmers will suffer a 

great loss. The measures should be introduced to materialize it. 

  The former government officials interviewed believed that many 

agencies attempted to achieve the objectives of the plan or the project. Most officials 

thought that the policy was clear and good. Before the policy was formulated, every 

officials worked in their own way. 

  Pisarn, a representative from the ACFS, said that the ACFS supported 

the policy. 
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Before that, there was no strategy, no plan, no concrete organic 

strategic policy. The Department of Agriculture took different  roles. In 

the past the private sector played on the main role in agriculture.

  When the policy  was set, the NESDB played a leading role. Later, the 

responsibility  was transferred to the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives, which 

assigned the Department of Agriculture to implement the policy. The Board consisted 

of representatives from almost department of the Ministry of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives, the Ministry of Commerce, and the Ministry  of Science and 

Technology.  According to Pisarn, the strategy which was formulated in 2001 was 

clear about what people did and where.

  The formulation of the policy  was being a good thing so that  the 

organizations concerned could implement the policy in the same direction.

  Laksami elaborated further: “organic farming is not the responsibility 

of any particular department of any particular ministry. All parties concerned must 

move forward together, whether the public, or the private sectors or the farmers 

themselves.

  In the past, it was the role of the public sector to carry out the policy. 

That is, the government set a plan to do something and the private sector might get 

involved, but they did not have to take direct responsibility. 

  There was no coordination in policy implementation between agencies. 

Sutathip made this clearer by explaining that:

 

In practice, there is no continuity of cooperation among sections in 

each agency. In a top  - down system, the agricultural sector has not 

been involved much in policy planning. That has affected policy 

implementation. The policy did not come from local farmers. I do not 

know the real problem but one seemed to be the knowledge or 

resources available in each community.
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  There was no continuity in the policy  implementation. Amara, an 

agricultural specialist, had a strong opinion on the weaknesses of the government’s 

policy and strategic plan. She explained the government’s flaws as follows:

There was no continuity  budget allocation and it took the time for 

farmers to learn about organic agriculture. When they had learnt to a 

certain extent, I retired. Many other resource persons also retired. 

Therefore, the new officials had to start again. This was a weakness of 

the government. The project lacked the continuity.

  Laksami said further about the budget:

It was difficult to determine a budget. Sometimes the budget proposal was 

not finished. Every agency made a proposal. The Department proposed 

organic farming and wanted enough money  to run the projects or activities 

under its responsibility.

  Although all departments have their own roles and responsibilities, 

there is no real host agency. One problem of organic farming the management team 

has often been changed. Thus there is no continuity  of operation. It  is unclear which 

agency is responsible for organic farming. The new team has to start  all over again to 

acquire relevant  knowledge and understanding as well as theories and methods. 

  Civil societies and certification organizations share the same opinion 

that the present policy  is good for agricultural development and is much clearer than 

those in the past. 

  Somnuek expressed his view on the government’s development, saying 

that: 

we rarely  saw the clarity of the government policies in the past. I 

believe that they were good. It was just that the response of the 

implementation staff that mattered. For instance, many of us already 
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knew that we imported a lot of chemicals. But we did not see any 

major reduction of chemical fertilizers in the organic agricultural 

policy. If you ask me I would say  that the policy had not been 

implemented seriously.

  The implementers’ knowledge and understanding of the objective of 

the policy is important.

  Samnieng from the ACT explained that the policy which did not meet 

agriculturalists’ needs was the cause of problems and such a policy affected the level 

of success of the policy. That was why  so many agriculturalists ceased organic 

production. 

  The professionals and experts in organic agriculture agreed that 

politicians did not represent citizens, but worked for foreign interests. 

  Wiwat talked about the involvement of political power in organic 

farming. 

Politicians do not represent the people. All politicians today are 

members of interest groups. And the worst is that they work for the 

benefits of foreign countries. The state power today is used for the 

benefit of those who dominate the sales through policy mechanisms, 

through rules and regulations of the ministries, with the consent of all 

people. sput simply they are government officials. All fertilizers come 

from abroad. All fertilizers used in Thailand have been imported. Thus, 

it is these companies that have  influence over the policy.

  To conclude, the national policy has not been made with the interest of 

citizens in mind but with the benefits that will be received from foreign nations. 

Chanuan commented that “when everyone think of only  benefits, good things will not 

happen.” 
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  “Currently, a large number of agriculturalists use chemicals”, said 

Jaturong, “we need to understand the production system. Today, most farmers are still 

engaged in chemical agriculture. Organic agriculture production requires change of 

habits and behaviors.”  

  For the organic policy to be implemented effectively, the measures 

must be enforced and the government must be sincere. Decha elaborated further: 

In their opinion they believe they [politicians] will gain votes if this 

policy is included in their campaign. So they announced the plan on 

fertilizer plants. What measures are required? Some farmers may need 

investment money, some may not. Reducing imports of chemicals does 

not require farmers to spend any money. But no measures were 

imposed at all.

  In conclusion, most agriculturalists agreed that the policy on organic 

farming came from increasing demand of the global market for organic products. 

Such demand was used to determine the policy without considering the needs of 

farmers themselves, their ability to produce, and their knowledge and understanding 

of organic farming.

  The lack of sincerity in policy  making and lack of enforcement on the 

part of the authority are two main reasons why  the policy failed. What should be 

considered when putting the policy into action are a common goal and coordination 

between the various departments and agencies, the involvement of the private sector, 

continuation of budget allocation and the government personnel in the operation, 

knowledge and understanding of farmers themselves.

  The civil societies admitted that the present policy was clear, unlike the 

past policies. But there were certain problems when the policy was put into practice, 

such as the farmers’ poor knowledge of organic farming. Also, there was conflict in 

the policy implementation. 
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  Experts and scholars expressed their view that the policy created by 

political power was not beneficial to the public. The policy was determined to protect 

the interests of transnational capital. To materialize the policy, there should have been 

measures that were feasible. The state need to be sincere with its implementation of 

the policy. 

  4.7.1.3 Expectations Regarding the Implementation of the National 

Organic Agriculture Strategic Plan 

  Regarding the expectations of the private sector from the policy and 

the strategic plan, the researcher conducted a survey on their expectations. The 

findings are as follows. Farmers who were engaged in rice, vegetables, fruit or 

organic aquaculture all agreed that  they  wanted the government’s sincerity  to take 

serious action in organic farming.

  The growers of organic Brown Rice from Pattalung said, “it  should be 

a national policy, a national agenda. It should be done seriously and sincerely, with a 

budget that goes all the way down to the farmers. The government does not help grow 

rice; thus, it must be indirectly help them by doing research.”

  Just as Patayawadee, who grows organic fruit, said, “the a policy 

should be determined and be implemented vigorously. However, when the 

government does get to work, it seems as if the policy were not made seriously.”

  Peerapol, who owned an organic vegetable garden, expressed his 

opinion on the government’s action in organic agriculture. “If the government is 

sincere, then people with knowledge are ready to act.” Similarly, Sittiporn confirmed 

the need for the government’s sincerity and the need for serious marketing support. 

Kaan supported Sittiporn’s statement, saying that “We expect the real attention from 

the highest authority. The expectation is that the leader should play a leading role in 

this matter.”

  Samniang from the ACT said: 

In 2004, the Land Development Department provided farmers with 

training, inviting them to the lecture on organic standards. Surin was 

231



the first province to respond. The question was whether the Land 

Development Department will enhance farmers’ understanding of the 

compost instead of chemical fertilizer. Each province was asked to 

submit a proposal. Many provinces were active, but it  made no 

progress. The provinces endorsed organic farming but not enough rice 

were produced to sell. There was not really any  push for organic 

farming project to move forward or succeed, because other policies 

received higher priority. Not long after the whole province began 

organic operation, there was the policy of insurance for the price of 

rice and rice pledging.

  This reflects the needs and demands of the private sector for earnestly 

implementing the policy  in order to achieve sustainably  organic operation. The 

sincerity of the government is necessary. It must take serious action now. 

Entrepreneurs want to see a clear roadmap. As Kritsada put it: “The state must have a 

short term plan. It must take the full responsibility, not leaving it  to any one 

department to work alone.”

  Like the private operators who were involved in the implementation of 

organic farming for a long time, Prinya said: “It is expected that a public organization 

will be established to oversee organic farming. Or we have to do it  by our own 

methods” 

  The government should set a standard that enables the implementation 

to go in the same direction. Kaanakorn, said: “The standard should be acknowledged 

by BCS at  the IFOAM level.”

  The officials in the public sector expected that the policy of organic 

and farming the strategic plan would be adopted. The 2nd Plan should be implemented 

by private operators with a lot of experience in organic farming. Sutathip commented, 

“We want to see the result of the implementation of the second plan. It is the 

contribution of the agricultural sector. We hoping that the Council will make work 

easier.” 

232



  Seksorn also agreed with Sutathip. He said, “We want the private 

sector to do  organic agriculture. Actually, organic farming is mainly operated by the 

private sector with the government only looking after the standard.”

  Lakshmi, a representative of agricultural scholars that encouraged the 

participation of  the civil society, said, “The public needs to have a role in this matter 

since organic farming is the national policy, the public sector must play a key  role, or 

the government should implement it seriously. Sometimes we just have to rely  on the 

public to be a mouthpiece for the government.”

  There should be a market for products derived from the explicit 

promotion of organic production. Adisorn Lapragaew, an agriculture scholar at the 

operational level, commented, “As I said, it must be a market for them. If they 

produce organic products but there is no market, no guarantee for the price, many will 

turn away because the production cost is very high and they  have to ask for a high 

price as well. Even if the cost is reduced because they do not have to use fertilizers, 

there are still costs of labor, seeds, etc. The price of fertilizers fluctuates. If fertilizers 

are expensive, the production cost  will also increase. If the price of organic products 

are guaranteed, then it is possible for organic farming to be successful. If the price of 

organic products is guaranteed to be 50 times higher than that of normal products, it 

will be good. This may cause a change in the farmers’ attitude toward organic 

farming.”

  However, many do not want to depend on the government’s second 

plan because of the delay in the implementation.

  The government has not been serious about supporting the organic 

policy. Adisorn Lapragaew said, “In the past although a policy on organic farming 

was made, the government still allowed importing chemicals for agricultural use. It 

was no use promoting organic farming. Biological species and bugs are other things 

which were not taken seriously by the government.” Kaan also agreed and further 

added that “the government only care about what benefits it would gain from its 

policy.”
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  Similarly, the interviewed organic agriculture experts said they could 

not expect much from the implementation of the government policy.  Dr.Chumchuan 

said: 

Do not expect anything from the government policy. The new theory is  

a strategic economic vision but NESDB agents do not understand. Its 

and representatives from the Office of Royal Development Projects 

Board can not confidently give any good answer. 

A key informant representing senior government officials stated that 

high - level officials (C6, C7, C8, C9, C10, C11) did not truly 

understand the theory. If the top  level does not move, do not  expect the 

lower level will do it.

  In summary, the expectation of entrepreneurs and farmers from the 

organic agriculture policy was low. They believed that the government lacked 

earnestness, interest, sincerity  in promotion and sales or marketing support. The 

budget allocated was small. The  government officials concerned did not have a good 

knowledge of organic farming, so they could not work efficiently. The officials not 

get what they had expected from the government. The implementation was delayed 

because the government had not been serious with organic farming.

  They  suggested that  research should be promoted to get necessary 

information and to increase the knowledge in the development of organic farming in 

Thailand. There should be an agency  directly responsible for organic agriculture. 

Public organizations and private organizations are expected to participate in finding 

markets for the produce. 
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 4.7.2 Progress, Problems and Limitations in the Strategic Development of 

Organic Farming 

 Apart from the stakeholders’ experience with the policy and the strategic plan, 

including their expectation, the researcher conducted a survey  to find out the progress, 

the problems and limitations in the strategic plan implementation from 2008 to 2011.

 There were still some problems in implementation of organic farming under 

National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2008 - 2011). These 

problems must be solved in order to improve the strategic plan in the future.

 The data on the progress, barriers and restrictions in the implementation of the 

National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan were collected from 

government officials, the organizations responsible for certification in the public and 

the private sectors, entrepreneurs in organic agriculture, civil societies, and 

educational institutions. The details are as follows.

 The key  informants had the same opinion; that is, it was necessary to set a 

strategic plan, so that the direction of the policy  implementation would be in line with 

the operation of the agency. In the past, organic farming was carried out by a group of 

people who were interested in it. They did not need a clear strategic plan and a project 

to guild them.

 Experts from ministries, departments and divisions should work in 

collaboration to implement the organic farming policy. Supporting the implementation 

of the policy  Amara said, “I think the first  strategic plan, which included guidelines 

and focused on the modification and integration of work units, was okay”

In principle it was good to work together. But in practice, there were some issues that 

needed to be considered. Sutathip made it clearer by explaining that:

 

All participating agencies have already implemented the policy. But 

there have been poor coordination among agencies. Each played the 

assigned role individually. However, the farmers achieved or gained 

very little. The Department had a plan to serve the needs of farmers. 

But it was not able to go far because many  things were beyond its 
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responsibility. One thing was marketing. Another thing was rice mills. 

We could train farmers, making them know the principles of organic 

production from harvest to production. We could tell them what they 

needed to do, but after that we did not go back to check the progress.

 Niracha added that each department should be assigned tasks and 

responsibilities based on its skills to achieve the best results possible. For example, 

the Ministry  of Commerce should deal with marketing and sales. That was what they 

could do best.

 Regarding the market, Sittiphon stated, “The Ministry of Commerce has 

attempted capture the market at the local, provincial, national, and international 

levels. The Ministry of Commerce has a wide foreign network. It contacts 50 

countries worldwide.”

 To conclude, the government officials concerned agreed with the policy but 

whether they  performed the tasks well or not depended on whether the tasks had been 

assigned to an appropriate agency. Continuity of implementation, farmers’ knowledge, 

resources and budgets all contributed to the success of the projects.

 In practice, however, there were problems arising from the plan 

implementation. For example, those involved might not have enough experience to 

carry  out  the action plan. There were still some parts that needed to be connected 

together, some of which  could not  be seen as the “same”. The integration across 

agencies was a problem because there were many other related agencies. Pisan 

explained that previously “the government assigned the Office of Economic and 

Social Development as the coordinator. But there was a wide range of many  organic 

agriculture agencies.” However, this was not a new problem. According to Lakshami, 

there was always difficulty with coordination between agencies, continuity of work, 

and experience of officials assigned to assist agriculturalists. 

 There were also problems with the continuation of performance when the 

tasks were transferred from one agency to another. Samarn explained this situation, 

saying that “The  head of my  department told us that the Department of Rice would 
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be established. Therefore, anything involving rice would be transferred to the 

Department of Rice, whilst our Department would work on the promotion of organic 

vegetables.” Therefore, previous work would be delivered to the new unit which had 

to study the work and projects all over again. This resulted in much delay and more 

discrete operation.

 Apart from the problems of coordination among agencies and continuity of 

operation, there was a problem of budget  allocation of the Land Development 

Department. Although, the Land Development Department was allocated a large 

budget for the first plan, some agencies under it  received a small amount of budget 

because the budget  allocation was determined  based on the amount of land, which 

was an important factor.

 Sakesurn stated that the main problem was the budget. With little money, each 

agency had to carefully  allocate evaluate the amount of budget each project. The most 

important would get the priority. However, all projects should be seen as important, 

but the money was limited. The Organic agriculture project was not easy to carry out 

with a small budget. The budget allocated did not thus reflect the actual need of the 

agriculturalists, as will be described in detail laters.

 Even the agency which had been allocated a budget encountered problems in 

practice, since the implementation of organic farming involved many parties. Organic 

farming could not operated as modular. As Sutathip said:

 

Organic agriculture operation cannot be clearly separated. All farmers, 

producers, consumers, operators and marketers must link together. It 

requires planning about inputs from the start of the production. If any 

one input is not organic, the produce cannot be considered organic. 

Another fact is that we have not studied the real capital or knowledge 

of farmers. If we began from here then it would be easier. Some 

agriculturists have their own work and will continue to do it. We 

would not see the strengths and weaknesses of supporting farmers .
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 Sakesurn confirmed the statements above when he talked about how difficult 

the organic agriculture process was and that all parties involved should receive 

benefits so that the organic farming would succeed and be sustainable.

 Due to the lack of qualified personnel at the operational level, the policy 

implementation needed to be very well coordinated in order to achieve the goal. 

Suthiporn added, “even though the budget was partly  supported by the Ministry  of 

Commerce, the province should also allocate its budget to assist farmers in the 

certification process. The CIM could not gather enough information effectively, since 

the data changed every  cycle. The production of crops is one of the obstacles in the 

implementation of the plan.”

 In addition, the government had many projects and policies some of which 

contradicted each other, such as the rice pledging policy  and the organic agriculture 

policy. As a result, the operation could not achieve the set goal. Farmers were not 

interested in differences in policies but in the product prices they would receive. The 

fact that the government policy to promote the GI of rice grain or rice pledging which 

did not reflect the difference in rice price caused a problem for organic rice 

farmers. 

 Operators in the organic business expressed the same view about the strategic 

plan for the development of organic agriculture from 2008 to 2011. They had an 

opinion that the policy  and action plan were generally beneficial to entrepreneurs. 

Khamneung said, “the strategic plan for agricultural workers has continuously   been 

revised, but in practice several problems, still exist  because of the lack of research 

support.” Kaan expressed the view that “the government had promoted a better yield 

per rai, but there has been no research to seriously support the production of organic.”

 The operators still lack an understanding of organic operation. Peerapol and 

Naksit showed their concern for this matter. Naksit said, “It is a very good strategic 

plan. However, even some operators from the public sector still lack understanding 

and belief in organic farming.”  Peerapol commented further on how the government 

failed with the policy, saying that although the ideology  was good, the government 

failed in implementation due to the personnel problem. 
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 The problems related to organic agriculture were lack of research, lack of the 

government personnel who had a good knowledge and understanding of organic 

business structure. Another major problem was operating budgets of the agencies 

involved. 

 In addition, the organic product standard was another issue faced by the 

government. Phirachot Charanwong stated that:

 

The only  evident difference is that  the standards set by  international 

agencies differ depending on types of produce. There is a different 

standard for fish, crops, livestock, etc. There are four different steps in 

applying for a certificate: Step one: what are you growing? (focusing 

on plantation); Step two: Is there animal breeding? If yes, it will be 

further discussed. If not, skip to Step  three: Is there any breeding of 

aquaculture? If they  are all bred in the same area, then they can be 

verified together. In Thailand if you do plantation, you must contact 

the Department of Agriculture. If you raise animals, you go to the 

Department of Livestock. As for agriculturalists who want their 

organic produce to be certified, they have to contact various 

departments, which causes a delay. There is a clear difference between 

the standard and the certification system in Thailand and abroad. Just 

the beginning process can make people turn away from organic 

operation.

 The opinions of experts in organic agriculture were also in the same direction. 

That is, the government mechanisms should be modified to include all parties 

involved in the supply chain. The experts should be responsible for formulating a 

common strategy.

 As a person who implemented the policy and spent a long period of time with 

other agriculturalists, Vitoon Panyakul related from his experience and gave an 

opinion on this matter. Vitoon said, “I think the emphasis on the strategic plan should 
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be given more on stakeholders. There needs to be change in how tasks are completed. 

Not adding more work but changing how work is done.” 

 His opinion was similar to Wiwat Sanyakumton, who said:

 

I worked as a government official at the NESDB. I implemented a 

large number of policies but there was not much progress or 

development. Even  though the King had warned the Prime Minister 

and other government officials in various departments that certain 

substances were hazardous, and they  had to study them carefully  and 

make some change because such substances affect the citizens in 

various ways. Although the statistics of production costs were 

analyzed, the cost was still high and did not benefit the people. 

Therefore, there was no development.

 He further discussed the performance of policy makers: “It was the interest 

groups that gained. Policy - makers received benefits from foreign countries.” This 

was a reason as to why there was no development in the government’s organic 

farming policy.

 Others who had been involved in the organic industry for a long period of time 

were Vitoon, Dr.Chumchuan, Chanuan and Decha. All had the same opinion that the 

policy had not really been made in the best interest of farmers. Dr. Chumchuan 

expressed his disappointment in the government: “The current policy  is not an 

obstacle to us, nor is it useful to us. It seems that the policy had been developed for 

the sake of saying that there was a policy.” 

 All the interviewed experts found that the government did not serve the 

farmers’ needs. The plan was made by  the central administration office that  not 

involved in organic farming. Chanuan expressed his opinion on this matter was, “I 

feel tired. I have done as much as I can. I’m not satisfied at all. I believe that  the 

policy should start from the bottom. The policy  - makers must know the problems that 

the country is facing before they set a policy to serve people’s needs”
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 Dr.Chumchuan, agreed with Chanuan: 

In setting the Strategic Plan for Agricultural Economy, the government 

ordered each department to come up with their own ideas to set a plan. 

Each department then set up  provincial - level committees to develop 

the plan. This is not right, because the approach to organic agriculture 

needs to be considered as holistic - all things considered 

simultaneously. Each department should not individually set a plan.

 As Chanuan commented: “I think it was a strategic plan of a small group. It  

was fragmented and overlapped and was inconsistent with the principle of organic 

farming. All the departments should have worked together prior to determining the 

plan.”

 As a result, a plan to support the operation was not successful as expected and 

the budget did not reflect the needs of the farmers.

 Decha pointed out one main problem:

One problem of the organic farming policy  is that  it goes against the 

interest of the majority of chemical companies. Thus it will be difficult  

to promote it  if organic products yield lower benefits. The companies 

receive great benefits and see no reason to stop  producing and selling 

chemicals. They  don’t care who loses as long as they gain. That is why 

there is lack of progress in the organic farming.

 The results of the filed survey corresponded to the secondary  data obtained 

from documentary  research. The data concerning the Strategic Plan for the 

Development of Organic Agriculture (2006 - 2009) and the National Organic 

Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2008 - 2011) of the Ministry of Agriculture 

and Cooperatives were collected by the Center for Applied Economics and the 

Faculty of Economics of Kasetsart University.
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 Based on the data from the related agencies, regarding implementation of the 

strategic plan for organic farming development (2006 - 2009), revealed that the main 

problems were the lack of funds for implementing the plan, the lack of coordination 

among agencies, change in the government policy, the personnel of various agencies 

that did not accept organic agriculture but preferred chemical agriculture. Since 

farmers and consumers would suffer from such an attitude, it was necessary for the 

government to provide agriculturalists aid to increase distribution channels as well as 

to decrease the cost of inputs inspection, and certification. Publicity  about organic 

farming was also necessary so that consumers could have  easy  access to sources of 

organic fruit. Moreover, there were also limited research data, making it difficult to 

find the right approach in the manufacturing process of, organic fish, for example.

 The implementation of the first strategic plan for development of organic 

farming (2008 - 2011) was faced with several problems. Also, in 2006 the Ministry of 

Agriculture and Cooperatives gave importance to Good Agricultural Practice (GAP), 

resulting in organic agriculture not receiving a high priority. More specifically, there 

was a lack of continuous operation, caused by change in the government, political 

conflicts and financial crisis. 

 The majority of the on - going projects are primarily under the responsibility 

of the department. Therefore, when there are several other activities, funds are not 

provided for the organic farming projects. Only the Land Development Department 

and the ACFS now have on - going projects, while the Department of Livestock and 

Department of Livestock and Fisheries, only work on tasks and plans related 

specifically to them. Other departments hardly have any documents and plans related 

to organic agriculture. 
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Table 4.24 Results of the Evaluation of the Official Performance of the Strategic 

Development Plan of Organic Farming (2006 – 2009)

Unit: Project

Department Total
OutcomeOutcomeOutcome

Department Total
Above target Target Below target

Land Development 
Department

16 7 5 4

Department of Agricultural 
Extension

11 2 7 2

Department of Livestock 
Development

7 5 2 -

National Bureau of 
Agricultural Commodity 
and Food Standards

5 - 5 -

Department of Agriculture 4 1 3 -

Department of Fishery 3 2 1 -

Department of Agricultural 
Extension

3 1 2 -

Royal Irrigation Department 2 - 2 -

Office of Agricultural 
Economics

3 - 2 1

Office of the Permanent 
Secretary for Ministry of 
Agriculture and 
Cooperatives

1 - 1 -

Source: The Center for Applied Economics Research of Kasetsart University, 2010.
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 The information in the next section was given by various agencies responsible 

for the organic farming projects, including their evaluation of the implementation of 

the projects to find out whether or not they achieved their targets.

 The Land Development Department was responsible for the implementation of 

16 projects. There were 12 projects that either reached the target or was beyond the 

target due to the budget flexibility. After the curriculum revision to meet the needs of 

farmers there was an increase in the participation in the training course. The project 

that did not meet the target included new fertilizers had to be produced and the project 

operated by the Center for the Promotion of organic farming (2006) and the waste 

organic fertilizer project (2006 - 2007), which experienced delays due to flooding in 

the province of Sisaket.

 The reason why it did not reach its goal was the problem stemming from the 

new computer system which had to be approved by the commission, causing a delay 

in the process because the government regulation prohibits government officials from 

taking  study tour abroad. However, the project was later implemented.

 The Department of Agricultural Extension was responsible for the 

implementation of 11 projects. It were successful with nine of these projects that 

either met the targets or exceeded the expectation. It was successful in training the 

farmers to know organic farming techniques because a small number of 

agriculturalists joined the training. The project was operated to encourage them not to 

burn straw and stubble from plowing (from 2007 to 2008), and to build a network 

(local farmers) (from 2006 to 2008). Other projects were not  successful because of no 

funds.

 The Department of Livestock Development had seven projects. Two projects 

were successful: Empowerment Network Participation (2006 - 2009) Research and 

Development of Organic Livestock (2006 – 2009). Projects which did not meet the 

target included research and development of the organic livestock production and the 

project to enhance the value and market development of organic livestock products.

 The National Commodity and Food Standards Agency was responsible for the 

implementation of five projects and all met the targets. 
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 The Department of Agriculture was responsible for four projects. One of them 

was better than expected. It was the certification of production inputs and organic 

crops (2006 – 2009). The other three projects which achieved the target included rice 

seed production (2006), Rhizobium fertilizer production (2006 – 2008), and research 

and development of organic crops (2006). The reason for the success of the 

Department of Agriculture came from the fact that it was specialized in the 

implementation of organic farming. 

 The Department of Fisheries is responsible for promoting the organic 

aquaculture production. The Department of Fisheries was responsible for three 

projects, two projects of which exceeded the expectations. They were training on 

organic aquaculture standards and certification (2007) and aquaculture projects (2006 

– 2009). One project  that met the expectation was the provision of certified organic 

aquaculture  (2007). The Fisheries Department set strategies for organic aquaculture 

and organic fisheries development. Such strategies were consistent with the strategic 

plan to develop organic farming (2006 – 2009).

 The Cooperatives Promotion Department was responsible for three operational 

projects, the two projects of which were funding for the farmers to produce organic 

produce (2006 - 2009) and funding cooperatives and farmer groups. The project of 

enhancing agricultural production quality and organic agricultural processing for 

export (2006) was operated above the target. Another project that was more successful 

than expected was a training program to educate the members of the cooperatives of 

organic farmers (2006 - 2009). There were many farmers interested in participating in 

the project. The Cooperatives Promotion Department trained the trainers from various 

agencies to specialize in organic agriculture. The Department of Agriculture 

established cooperatives to promote organic farming (2009 - 2010). 

 In addition, the Royal Irrigation Department was responsible for two projects, 

both  of which met their targets. The two projects were the organic farming 

development project  (2006 - 2008) and the water supply project to support  organic 

farming (2006 – 2008).
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 The Office of Agriculture Economics was responsible for the implementation 

of three projects, two of which met the objectives. The first was to study the 

household economy and the adoption of organic farming (2006) and the second one 

was. The monitoring and evaluation project (2006 - 2009) to find out the progress of 

project activities. The last project which was delayed was the implementation of 

organic agricultural plan set by the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives.

 The Office of the Permanent Secretary for the Ministry of Agriculture and 

Cooperatives arranged training camps for agriculturalists. Many training camps were 

developed and many training centers established. There were 40 camps were set  up 

with a budget of 40 million baht in 2007; 129 camps with a budget  of 3,245 million 

Baht in 2008, and 158 camps with a budget of 284 million Baht in 2009. 

Approximately 300,000 agriculturalists were trained. 

 The monitoring and evaluation project under the National Strategic 

Development Plan for Organic Agriculture (2006 – 2009) was continued in the next 

National Strategic Development Plan for Organic Agriculture (2008 – 2011), in which 

strategies were formulated to strengthen knowledge management and innovation. 

Organic farming was practiced by  using local methods. Some strategies were used to 

strengthen the commercial potential of organic agriculture and the strategic 

management for organic agriculture development. Several agencies involved in 

evaluation were the Department of Justice, the National Commission for 

Development of Organic Agriculture, the Forestry Center, the Department of 

Livestock Development, and the Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives. The input 

data for evaluation were obtained from the Office of Agricultural Economics whereas 

the output data came from other agencies involved. The details are as follows.

 The goal of the National Strategic Plan for Development of Organic 

Agriculture (2008 – 2011) was to better the health and the quality of life of 

manufacturers and consumers. A study by the Center for Applied Economics under 

Faculty of Economics Kasetsart University found the following: 
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 The completed projects were divided into 5 categories: namely, training, 

publicity  and campaign, organic livestock, organic aquaculture, and research. The 

details are in Table 4.25

Table 4.25 Progress of the Implementation of the National Strategic Development 

Plan for Organic Agriculture (2008 - 2011): Strategies for Developing 

Knowledge, Management and Innovation. 

Narrative Summary: NS Result Means of Verification (MOV)

Strategy 1: To develop knowledge, knowledge 
management and innovation.

Purpose 1.1 To use the results of research on 
organic farming that were widely 

publicized for organic crop production 
that meets the international standards for 

organic fer t i l izers and l ives tock 
p r o d u c t i o n a n d f o r a q u a c u l t u r e 

technology development.

No Data - Land Development Department
- Department of Livestock 

Development
- Department of Fishery

- Royal Irrigation Department
- Department of Agriculture

- Rice department

      1.2 To create awareness about organic 
farming. To achieve the goal, 2,000 

government officials and at least 80,000 
farmers / entrepreneurs were trained.

Trained 
agriculturists 

and officers 
over 

62,886 persons

       1.3 To build the database of organic 
agriculture, which is linked to the 

databases of other related agencies. 

No Data

Output 1. Promotion of organic farming at school 
in 2008 - 2011.

Beyond 
expectation

Land Development Department

2. Training of core agricultural leaders 
and managers of organic fertilizer 

plants in 2008 - 2011.

Beyond 
expectation

Land Development Department

3. Public relations campaigns of land 
development officers to promote organic 

agriculture in 2008 - 2011.

Achieving the 
goal

Land Development Department
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Table 4.25 (Continued)Table 4.25 (Continued)Table 4.25 (Continued)Table 4.25 (Continued)

Narrative Summary: NS Result Means of Verification (MOV)

4. Training of land development officers 
to promote organic agriculture in 2008 - 

2011.

Beyond 
expectation

Land Development Department

5. Research and development to create 
knowledge and innovation in organic 

livestock in 2008 - 2011.

No Data Department of Livestock 
Development

6. Research and development of organic 
livestock production in organic 

communities in 2008 - 2011.

Done on year 
2010

Department of Livestock 
Development

7. Research and development for small 
organic livestock processing for food 

safety in 2009 - 2011.

No Data Department of Livestock 
Development

8. Learning Center for organic livestock 
in 2009 - 2011.

Beyond 
expectation

Department of Livestock 
Development

9. Campaigns to provide a correct 
understanding of organic livestock in 

2008 - 2011.

Beyond 
expectation

Department of Livestock 
Development

10. Project of developing farming and 
consultants, researchers on organic 

livestock production in 2009 - 2011.

Beyond 
expectation

Department of Livestock 
Development

11. Organic agriculture development 
project in 2008 - 2009.

Beyond 
expectation

Royal Irrigation Department

12. Promotion and transfer of knowledge 
and technology related to organic 

aquaculture in line with organic 
aquaculture standards in 2009 - 2011.

Achieving the 
goal

Department of Fishery

13. Study of organic crop production 
technology in line with standards in 2008 

- 2011.

No Data Department of Agriculture

14. Training of target organic rice farmers 
in 2009 - 2011.

Achieving the 
goal

Rice Department

15. Training of organic rice inspectors in 
2008 - 2011.

Achieving the 
goal

Rice Department

Source: The Center for Applied Economics Research of Kasetsart University, 2010.
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 With regard to strategic development of organic farming through the use of 

local methods, the survey on monitoring and evaluation of the project under the two 

National Strategic Development Plans for Organic Agriculture (2006 - 2009) and 

(2008 - 2011) of the Ministry  of Agriculture and Cooperatives was conducted by  the 

Center for Applied Economics under the Faculty of Economics, Kasetsart University. 

It was found that there were more than 38,000 people and an area of more than 3.47 

million rais that switched to organic farming or reduced the use of chemicals. More 

than 135 farmers groups were formed and implementing of the project in three 

aspects, namely, promoting the production, use of organic substances, and marketing 

organic livestock.

 The interviews of various agencies revealed that the Department of 

Agriculture did not receive any  fund during  2006 - 2008, but only in 2009 did it  get a 

fund from the government. (The Ministry  of Agriculture and Cooperatives received 

budget during 2006 - 2009) The Department of Livestock, which had implemented 

the organic farming project since 2008, received a budget of 14 million baht, in 2008 

of 4.5 billion baht in 2009 and 10.14 million baht  in 2010. The Department of 

Fisheries received a fund only in 2008 and did not receive any  funds in 2009 and 

2010.

 However, the Department of Justice and the Department of Agriculture and 

Food received budgets continuously. The details are in Table 4.26.
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Table 4.26 Progress of the Implementation of National Strategic Development Plan 

for Organic Agriculture (2008-2011): Development of Organic 

Agriculture through Local Methods. 

Narrative Summary: NS Result Means of Verification 
(MOV)

Strategy 2: To develop traditional organic farming
Purpose     2.1 To change from chemical farming 

to organic farming of crops, livestock, 

and aquaculture in the area of at least 
200,000 rais operated by not less than 

38,000 agriculturists.

Population 2008 - 
2009

With more than 
3.47 million rais 

and more than 
38,000 agriculturist 

switch to organic 
farming

- Land Development 
Department  

- Department of Livestock 
Development

- Agricultural Commodity 
and Food Standards Agency.

Purpose

2.2 To establish at least 135 groups 
organic agriculturists farming, to 

develop members of  more than 1,100 
existing farmer groups across the 

country and to build an network of at 
least 260 groups organic development. 

To develop at least 38 model organic 
groups. To train at least 50 

entrepreneurs on international standards 
for products. To expand the export 

market of at 10 trained entrepreneurs.

more than 135 

groups were formed 
during 2008 - 2009

Purpose

2.3 Promote and encourage at least 
70,000 groups organic of farmers or 

3.85 million farmers to use organic 
inputs in organic farming instead of 

chemicals and chemical fertilizers 
change to organic production. To 

establish of at least 160 plants of 
organic fertilizers. To produce organic at 

least 1,500 tons of organic fertilizer and 
no less than 3,00o liters of liquid 

fertilizer.

The relay inputs in 
organic agriculture 

or replace the use of 
chemicals and 

chemical fertilizers 
to farmers.

More than 34,800 
groups or more than 

1.8 million persons 
during 2008 - 2009
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Table 4.26 (Continued)Table 4.26 (Continued)Table 4.26 (Continued)Table 4.26 (Continued)

Narrative Summary: NS Result Means of Verification 
(MOV)

Output 1. The project for promoting the use of 
renewable organic substances to replace 

chemical in 2008 - 2011.

Beyond expectation Land Development 
Department

2. The learning center for community 
organic livestock in 2008 - 2011.

Not achieving the 
goal

Department of Livestock 
Development

3. The project for development of 
organic livestock products - one product 

one outlet - in 2008 - 2011.

Achieving the goal Department of Livestock 
Development

4. The project for promoting the organic 
products processing for domestic and 

international markets in  2008 - 2011.

Achieving the goal National Bureau of 
Agricultural Commodity and 

Food Standards.

Source: The Center for Applied Economics Research of Kasetsart University, 2010.

 Regarding strategies for enhancing the commercial potential of organic 

agriculture, it was found that in 2009 two applicants received a certificate for organic 

honey and 1,416 applicants received a certificate for organic rice, fruits and 

vegetables issued by the Department of Agriculture. The structure of organic rice was 

divided into three main phases: production, sale of grain and processing, and 

distribution.

 The project was composed of three processes, namely  creation of a network, 

application for certification, and campaign and publicity.  The details are in Table 

4.27.
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Table 4.27 Progress of the Implementation of the National Strategic Development 

Plan for Organic Agriculture (2008-2011): Strengthening of the 

Capability of Commercial Organic Agriculture 

Narrative Summary: NS Result Means of Verification 
(MOV)

Strategy 3:
To strengthen the commercial potential of 

organic agriculture.

Purpose      3.1 To increase the number of 
farmers / entrepreneurs who have the 

potential to produce organic products to 
1,500 farmers and to increase the organic 

farmland to at least 1,700 rais 

          To expand the production of 

organic products for both domestic and 
foreign markets that meet the 

international standards and comply with 
the requirements of the markets.

No data - National Bureau of 
Agricultural Commodity 

and Food Standards.
- Department of Livestock 

Development
- Department of 

Agriculture
- Department of Fishery

- Department of 
Agricultural Extension

- Rice department
   3.2 Standardization and certification of 
organic products such as standard organic 

rice and rice. Standard 6 types of organic 
livestock, dairy cattle, goats, pigs, poultry 

and organic beekeeping. And organic 
aquaculture standards The farmers will 

And operators have been certified for 
production of at least 3,500 persons per 

year.

- Two organic bee 
raising farms were 

certified in 2009.
- 1,416 farms of 

organic  fruits and 
vegetables and rice 

certified by the 
Department of 

Agriculture in 
2009.

3.3 To establish an IT system to 
provides information on organic products 

that facilitates the entrepreneurs / 
suppliers and exporters.

No data
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Table 4.27 (Continued)Table 4.27 (Continued)Table 4.27 (Continued)Table 4.27 (Continued)

Narrative Summary: NS Result Means of Verification 
(MOV)

Output 1. Project of developing the organic 
certification  system of Thailand to be 

internationally accepted by EU, the US 
and Japan in 2008 - 2009.

Achieving the goal National Bureau of 
Agricultural Commodity 

and Food Standards.

2. Project of inspecting and certifying 
organic crop production in 2008 - 2011.

Beyond 
expectation

Department of Agriculture

3. Project of promoting agricultural safety 
and agricultural standards in 2009 - 2014.

Achieving the goal Department of 
Agricultural Extension

4.Project of establishing the center for 
inspecting and certifying organic 

aquaculture in 2009 - 2011.

Achieving the goal Department of Fishery

5.Project of developing agricultural 
product and food standards to be 

recognized nationally and internationally 
in 2008.

Achieving the goal National Bureau of 
Agricultural Commodity 

and Food Standards.

6. Project of study and development of 
standards and monitoring system for 

organic rice in 2008 - 2009.

Achieving the goal Rice department

7. Project of inspection and certification 
of organic rice in 2009 - 2011.

No data Rice department

11. Project, promoting and advertising of 
organic rice in 2008 - 2011.

No data Rice department

Source: The Center for Applied Economics Research of Kasetsart University, 2010.

 The survey revealed that under the strategic management to develop organic 

agriculture, the National Organic Development Committee set up three committees to 

provide knowledge of organic agriculture, management and innovation, and a 

subcommittee for production and marketing and organic standards development sub - 

committees for implementation of various strategies.
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 There was also a project  for monitoring and evaluation of development 

projects, organic integrated. The activity evaluation performed 20 percent, activities to 

monitor the progress in 2009 showed 75 percent progress, detailed in Table 4.28.

Table 4.28 Progress of Implementation of the National Strategic Development Plan 

for Organic Agriculture (2008-2011): Strategic Management to Develop 

Organic Agriculture

Narrative Summary: NS Result Means of Verification 
(MOV)

Strategy 4: Management of organic agriculture 
development

Purpose Setting up the National 
Commission for Development of 

Organic Agriculture responsible 
for setting the policy, coordinating 

and monitoring of the 
implementation of the organic 

action plan under the National 
Strategic Plan The Commission 

will prepare a report on the 
evaluation of the organic farming 

under the strategic plan 
development in order to cope with 

changing circumstances.

- National Organic 
Development Committee 

established a subcommittee 
includes 3 sets of 

Management Committee of 
Knowledge Management and 

Innovation Subcommittee 
driven organic production 

and marketing of organic and 
organic standards 

development committees to 
carry out tasks. 

- Population Strategy 2008 - 
2009 of follow-up.

15 times the progressive 
development of organic-

based evaluation strategy 
evaluation was performed by 

hired.

Office of Agricultural 
Economics
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Table 4.28 (Continued)Table 4.28 (Continued)Table 4.28 (Continued)Table 4.28 (Continued)

Narrative Summary: NS Result Means of Verification 
(MOV)

Output Project of monitoring and 
evaluating,  organic agriculture 

development projects integrated in 
2009 - 2011.

Not achieving the goal Office of Agricultural 
Economics

Source: The Center for Applied Economics Research of Kasetsart University, 2010.

 Apart from the progress and the problems of implementing the policy and 

strategic development plan of organic agriculture, the researcher also collected the 

data on the limitations of the policy and the plan, and found that there was a lack of 

financial support from the central administration. Sithiporn said, “at the government 

level, as far as I know, there seems to be no budget to support the certification of 

manufacturers. They  use it for other things. Now it's a burden for the province. If the 

province focused on this aspect, then the agriculturalists were considered lucky.”

 Other problems were the lack of personnel and the inadequacy of government 

databases, including communication with consumers. As Niracha put it:

I and my friends from the Department of Rice think that the 

information should be shared. The private sector should take over 

some areas to develop further. Organic farming must be developed. 

But the main point  is to make purchasers or consumers in the country 

purchase goods. Related organizations must disseminate convincing 

information.
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 In summary, most officials agreed that the National Strategic Development 

Plan of Organic Agriculture (2008 - 2011) was a way  to organic farming. Integration 

of the  work among agencies involved was important.

 However, there was a problem of coordination among agencies about tasks 

that were not directly under responsibility of any particular agency. That was why the 

integration did not happen. There was also a problem of continuity  in operation 

because the work was transferred to another unit. Another problems were budget 

allocation, a lack of personnel, conflict of government policies, slow work progress. 

Overall, the operators considered the policy good and beneficial to all operators.

 But in practice, there were several problems as well, such as lack of research 

support, lack of knowledge and understanding of the practice, difficulty of 

entrepreneurs to access the ideas, struggle for power, and budget management of the 

agencies involved. The progress depended on the leadership  of the agency. Quantity, 

not the quality  of the project, was a measure of the success of the project. There was a 

lack of good planners for organic agriculture.

 The agricultural experts, who participated in the survey, agreed that the 

government should adjust its way of thinking and the method of work. Benefits from 

the policy should go to those involved. Well - defined strategic plans would help 

eliminate the mechanisms that favored foreign investors. Moreover, the government 

should assigned suitable agencies to deal with organic farming. The budget should 

come from the government because different aspects of organic agriculture could not 

be separately measured.

 Since organic farming must be carried out holistically, all the parts need to be 

considered together before it is written in the Plan. The plan to support the operation 

was not successful as expected because the budget did not truly reflect the needs of 

entrepreneurs.

 the secondary data were consistent with the data obtained from the field 

survey on monitoring and evaluation of projects of the National Organic Agriculture 

Development Strategic Plan (2006 - 2009 and 2008 - 2011) of the Ministry of 
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Agriculture, which was conducted by the Center for Applied Economics under the 

Faculty of Economics, Kasetsart University.
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CHAPTER 5

RESULTS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Results

 Suitable areas for agriculture are limited worldwide. While the world 

population is increasing, food safety and sufficiency are an important issue. That is 

why organic products are popular in international markets these days as seen from the 

increase in organic agriculture production areas, the number of entrepreneurs, 

domestic consumption (68 billions USD) and export (8 billions USD).

 Thailand had a low ratio of organic agriculture compared to other countries. 

Its domestic consumption and export values are more or less the same - at 68 millions 

USD, which is a very  small amount when compared to many countries such as 

Vietnam. Its organic agriculture area is also small when compared to other ASEAN 

countries. However, Thailand has the largest number of organic farming 

entrepreneurs. Thai entrepreneurs are skilled in carrying out the organic agriculture 

project when compared to other ASEAN countries.

 Thailand agriculture development started in 1920, when chemical fertilizers 

were imported and were spread by the Department of Agriculture in 1962. This was 

the beginning of the western agriculture development in Thailand, with no interest in 

organic agriculture.

 The government has been interested in organic agriculture since 2001 and this 

type of agriculture was put on the policy  statement and the national agenda in 2005. 

After that the First  National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2008 - 

2011) was set, with the Office of the National Economic and Social Development 

Board (NESDB) as the coordinator and the Office of Agricultural Economics 

launched the second strategic plan.



 Organic farming in Thailand started in 2001 when the government announced 

a policy that  supported agriculturalists to produce organic food and to push Thailand 

to be at the forefront of producing organic products. At that time chemical fertilisers 

and oil prices were increasing, so, the government thought of decreasing the 

production costs. The National Economic and Social Development Board was 

involved from the beginning, and after a while it handed over the responsibility to the 

Ministry of Agriculture and Cooperatives. 

 Organic agriculture is a national policy. But if the government officials have a 

negative attitude toward it, it will be hard to implement such a policy. In this case, the 

government officials, especially  those officials within the Department of Agriculture 

concerned did not believe that organic agriculture was practical. In contrast, they 

believed in the use of chemicals. Even though many state organizations and the 

private sector did not have a good background in agriculture, they worked in 

developing rural areas. Especially they worked together with agriculturalists who 

were knowledgeable about organic agricultural practice, through real life experiences. 

Agriculturalists found that organic agriculture allowed them to save costs, to be safe 

and to able to continuously increase produce without the use of pesticides. The 

officials who began to develop organic agriculture gradually  gained better knowledge 

about it. The development plans in Thailand were carried out by officials from various 

departments, private enterprises, cooperatives, and private investors, which led to the 

development of organic agriculture. 

 NGOs have played a significant role in the development of organic agriculture 

in Thailand since 1986. The alternative agriculture network was the pioneer, followed 

by others such as private enterprises, or public project implementors. Organic 

agriculture has been opposed or disagreed by  many  public officers at the beginning 

but was supported by NGO’s such as the alternative agriculture network, the Asoke 

group, the Sustainable Agriculture Foundation (Thailand), the Pesticide Free 

Agriculture Association, the Kyusei Natural Farming, the Foundation for Children, 

the Earth Net Foundation, the Green Net Cooperative, the Tha - Yang Cooperative in 

Phetchaburi, etc. Therefore, it  could be said that NGO’s pioneered organic agriculture 
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practices despite opposing voices from the government officials in its early stages. 

Many private developers and private companies including Capital Rice Co., and Siam 

Wiwat Co., and local scholars who played a role in the development of agriculture 

that led to organic agriculture. 

 The IFOAM, the Alternative Agriculture Network and its partners collaborated 

in drafting standards for alternative agriculture in 1993, using standards from Europe, 

Canada, Australia and Japan as models. The Green Net Cooperative and the 

inspection and accreditation agency  for organic agriculture were founded and they 

established an organic standard agency  (ACT) as an independent organization to 

certify organic farms in Thailand to make organic products become internationally 

recognized.

 Overall, the method of production of organic products is different from the 

method of production of other products. It requires participation from all sectors 

involved throughout the supply chain.

 In this study, the researcher divided the interviewees into 5 groups: the organic 

agriculture producer groups (organic rice, organic fruits, organic vegetables, and 

organic aquaculture); the organic buyers, processors and distributors; the organic 

agriculture certifying bodies; the government agencies concerned; and the others.

The researcher interviewed people involved in implementing the organic farming 

policy. The data were gathered from government agencies, e.g., the Ministry  of 

Agriculture and Cooperatives and the Ministry of Commerce in the central 

administration and regional areas of Thailand.

 Various categories of consumers were also interviewed, i.e., general 

consumers, representatives from retail departments stores and consumer groups in the 

northern provinces. The researcher interviewed several experts and scholar, those in 

the educational institutions who were involved in organic agriculture: the School of 

Administrative Studies, Maejoh Univeristy and the Faculty of Agriculture, Chiang 

Mai University in northern provinces and the Faculty of Natural Resources 

Rajamangala University of Technology Isan, Sakonnakhon in the northeastern 

province. 
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 Totally 64 key informants, excluding consumers, were interviewed. 

 Currently, there are many certification agencies in the public and the private 

sectors in Thailand. Some are local agencies and others are from abroad. The latter 

have been accepted by  consumers in their countries. They certify  products in Thailand 

with a different verification process and procedures.

 Overall, the demand for organic products in the world market is still growing. 

The sale values of Thai organic products, both for domestic consumption and export, 

are not  very high. There is still more room for organic products, particularly organic 

rice, in the world market.

 The researcher conducted a survey of organic agriculture and related 

businesses with the following leading factors as the main focal points: leadership, 

business structure, working capital, the commitments or obligations of the operators, 

and the pattern of life or lifestyle of the operators. All were seen as critical to the 

successful implementation of the organic farming policy.

 Operators need to have leadership  skills, knowledge, courage, social 

responsibility for the environment, passion to do organic agriculture. They need to 

live a life style of self - sufficiency and adequacy and to join operational networks. 

They must not regard money as the priority. 

 Regarding the problems of and restrictions to producing organic products, the 

researcher explored the opinions on the national organic agriculture policy and 

strategic development plan, expectations regarding the implementation of the 

National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan, the progress, problems and 

limitations in implementing the strategic plan for organic farming. It was found that 

most officials agreed with the National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic 

Plan (2008 - 2011) as a way to promote organic farming and to enable. Various 

organizations to operate in the same direction but there was no integrated work among 

the agencies involved.

 However, there was a problem of coordination among agencies about tasks 

that were not directly  under their responsibility. Thus the integration did not happen. 

There was also a problem of continuity  in the operation due to transfer of personnel, 
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budget allocation, inadequate personnel, lack of modular operation, conflict of 

government policy, progress to the contribution of policy, making the results not as 

satisfactory as expected. In theory, the operators thought that the policy was good and 

beneficial to all operators.

 Several problems in practice were, for example, lack of research support, lack 

of knowledge and understanding of the practice, poor access to the ideas of 

entrepreneurs, the struggle for power, and inadequate operating budgets of the 

agencies involved. The progress depends on the leadership of the agency. The success 

of the project was measured by the quantity, not the quality of the project.

 The agricultural experts who participated in the survey agreed that the 

government should adjust the way it thinks and the way it worked. Benefits of the 

policy should go to those who were involved. Well - defined strategic plans should 

eliminate the mechanisms that served the interest of foreign investors. Moreover, the 

government should assign the right government agencies to carry out different tasks. 

The budget should come from the government due to the fact that the success of 

organic agriculture could not be separately measured.

 As organic farming should be done holistically, it was necessary  to consider all 

the parts together before it was included in the plan. The plan to support the operation 

was not fulfilled as expected and the budget did not reflect the needs of entrepreneurs, 

literally.

 The findings were consistent with the data obtained from the survey conducted 

by the Center for Applied Economics, under Faculty of Economics, Kasetsart 

University  on monitoring and evaluation of the projects of the Strategic Plan for the 

Development of Organic Agriculture (2006 - 2009) and the National Organic 

Agriculture Development Strategic Plan (2008 - 2011) of the Ministry of Agriculture 

and Cooperatives.
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5.2 Discussion

 From the documentary researches and the field survey seeking opinions of the 

organic agriculture stakeholders in Thailand, it  was found that organic agriculture was 

an traditional method of Thai agriculturists. However, they adopted western technical 

and knowledge and changed to the chemical agriculture. Chemical fertilizers and 

pesticides have now widespread throughout the country, which affected the people’s 

health and the environment.

 The data from the Department of Agriculture and the Office of Agricultural 

Economics (2014) about imported pesticides showed that the quantity and the import 

value have been increasing every year. These pesticides included herbicides, 

insecticides, fungicides, and other chemicals. The quantity  of imported chemicals 

during 2008 - 2011 increased to 109,908 metric tons in 2008 and 137,594 metric tons 

in 2009, but decreased to 117,698 metric tons in 2010. It increased to 164,383 metric 

tons in 2011 and decreased to 134,377 metric tons in 2012. The herbicide import 

quantity alone increased to 68,825 metric tons, 97,957 metric tons, 80,278 metric tons 

and 112,177 metric tons respectively, during 2008 - 2011, but decreased to 106,860 

metric tons in 2012. Similarly, the import of insecticides increased every year but 

decreased in 2012 only. The import data during 2008 - 2011 were 25,332 metric tons, 

24,680 metric tons, 23,417 metric tons, and 34,672 metric tons respectively  and 

decreased to 16,797 metric tons in 2012.

 The data went the same direction for fungicides and other chemicals. Import 

of fungicides increased every  year, and the highest amount of import was in 2011, but 

the amount decreased in 2012. The details are in Tables 5.1 and 5.2
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Table 5.1 Import Quantity of Chemicals and Bio - Fertilizers During 2008 - 2012

Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.Unit: Quantity : MT.

Year

ChemicalChemicalChemicalChemicalChemicalChemicalChemicalChemicalChemicalChemical Bio Grand 
total

Year HerbicideHerbicide InsecticideInsecticide FungicideFungicide OthersOthers TotalTotal

Bio Grand 
total

Year

Q. C. Q. C. Q. C. Q. C. Q. C. Q. Q.

2008 68,825 44,063 25,332 9,471 11,255 7,098 4,497 2,238 109,908 62,870 62 109,969

2009 97,957 53,615 24,680 8,112 10,367 4,890 4,590 2,151 137,594 68,769 145 137,739

2010 80,278 51,903 23,417 9,995 9,671 5,972 4,332 1,999 117,698 69,868 117 117,816

2011 112,177 67,608 34,672 10,671 12,179 6,980 5,355 2,360 164,383 87,619 156 164,539

2012 106,860 60,232 16,797 4,065 6,972 4,421 3,748 1,438 134,377 70,156 103 134,480

*Q means Quantity, C means Chemical

Source: The Office of Agricultural Economics, 2014.

Table 5.2 Import Values of Chemicals during 2008 - 2012

Value: Mil.Value: Mil.Value: Mil.Value: Mil.Value: Mil.Value: Mil.Value: Mil.Value: Mil.

Year
ChemicalChemicalChemicalChemical Total Bio Grand 

totalYear
Herbicide Insecticide Fungicide Others

Total Bio Grand 
total

2008 11,487 4,577 2,537 580 19,182 12 19,194

2009 9,338 3,972 2,968 537 16,816 21 16,837

2010 8,845 4,670 3,860 550 17,924 32 17,957

2011 11,480 5,938 3,875 751 22,044 26 22,070

2012 11,294 3,686 3,883 494 19,357 21 19,379

Source: The Office of Agricultural Economics, 2014.

 Even though the organic agriculture policy was made in 2006, the chemical 

import value did not decrease. On the other hand, the quantity and value chemical 

fertilizers increased. In 2008, the import quantity was 3,797,749 metric tons and was 

increasing every year after that. During 2009 - 2012, the import values were 

3,833,072 metric tons, 5,172,708 metric tons, 5,579,181 metric tons, and 5,583,276 

metric tons, respectively. The data are shown in Table 5.3
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Table 5.3 Quantities and Import Values of Important  Chemical Fertilizers during 2008 

- 2012

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Quantity: MT
Value: Mil. THB

Fertilizer 20082008 20092009 20102010 20112011 20122012Fertilizer 

Quantity Value Quantity Value Quantity Value Quantity Value Quantity Value

Fetilizer           

46-0-0 1,619,242 29,273 2,307,784 23,544 2,121,342 21,824 2,087,879 27,758 2,153,690 30,240

18-46-0 259,743 9,216 192,725 2,447 481,343 7,997 395,044 7,939 536,806 10,198

0-0-60 512,071 9,390 158,885 3,336 517,828 6,940 755,120 10,895 586,155 9,825

Total 2,391,056 47,879 2,659,393 29,328 3,120,514 36,760 3,238,042 46,592 3,276,650 50,263

Formula           

21-0-0 233,826 2,314 232,649 1,154 350,023 1,893 276,558 2,047 282,782 2,266

16-20-0 290,716 4,770 335,541 3,501 494,393 5,187 571,528 7,147 549,688 7,587

16-16-8 11,810 267 21,974 280 10,795 122 42,736 616 71,223 1,050

15-15-15 313,404 6,768 260,069 3,527 409,488 5,513 379,906 5,691 400,776 6,511

13-13-21 14,082 345 12,535 218 51,613 762 23,672 402 30,345 497

Other 542,855 13,267 310,911 4,657 735,882 10,973 1,046,737 16,405 971,813 15,772

Total 1,406,693 27,731 1,173,679 13,338 2,052,194 24,451 2,341,138 32,308 2,306,626 33,683

Grand 
Total

3,797,749 75,610 3,833,072 42,666 5,172,708 61,211 5,579,181 78,899 5,583,276 83,947

Source: The Office of Agricultural Economics, 2014.

 The data on imported chemical fertilizers showed no direct impact on Thai 

people’s health. However, some data showed that an average of 1,734 people per year 

got bad health from chemicals during 2003 - 2012 (SaengChome Siripanich and 

Suchada Meesee, 2012). This was supported by the data collected by the National 

Statistical Office. The Bureau of Epidemiology found that  an average of 1,840 people 

per year were affected by chemicals during 2002 - 2011. Therefore, the goal of the 

Tenth National Economic and Social Development Plan (2007 - 2011) was to 

decrease the quantity of imported fertilizers to not more than 3.5 million metric tons 

but it did not succeed.

 The data showed the insincerity of the government in implementing the 

organic agriculture policy  during the past  20 years since 1992 when Mr. Chuan 
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Pleekpai led the government. There have been continuous support of mixed or 

integrated farming until the National Economic and Social Development Plan (2012 - 

2015) of the Yinglak Chinnawat government. However, the policy was not successful.

Agricultural problems are difficult to solve. Agriculturists have been familiar with 

chemicals and pesticides for a long time. Therefore, it is rather hard to change to 

organic agriculture. As Naksit Unchit stated, “People are far from organic farming. 

Agriculturists want only quantity; therefore, they focus only  on high yields, not on 

their health.” Or Warawatt BoonLay mentioned, “Thailand’s policy has not been 

seriously implemented. The plan is good but not the implementation. So, it is not 

effective. The heart of organic agriculture is the holistic approach, beginning from the 

rice field and ending in the exportation. The importance should be given throughout 

the supply chain.” 

 “In fact, conversion to organic agriculture is easy,” Jaturong Pongmanee said, 

“organic agriculture is behavioral change.”

 Agriculture problems have been piling up  over the years because agriculturists 

have been familiar with using chemicals and pesticides; thus, it  is difficult to for 

farmers to adopt organic agricultural methods. Change of behavior to using organic 

farming methods can be made if agriculturalists are willing to do so, and the action 

has been taken seriously  by the government. Change to the use of organic agricultural 

methods may solve the current problems related to the agriculture of Thailand because 

Thailand has an ability and potential to be the world kitchen due to its deep roots in 

organic agriculture. Particularly, Thai farmers have accumulated agricultural 

knowledge for quite some time. In different provinces, organic agriculture prevailing 

in Thailand. 

 The public sector has arranged some events, such as the Organic and Natural 

EXPO 2014 to publicize organic produce in Thailand. However, that is still not 

enough to get recognition in the world market. The investors viewed as a failure and 

support from the government was necessary  to promote people’s interest in organic 

products so that there would be high demand from consumers within the country. The 
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investors who run business in this field think it  necessary  to make changes at the 

beginning and emphasizing consumers at the end of the line.

 The public sector does not have to do much work but should seriously support 

the policy. The opinion of the private sector was completely different from that of the 

public sector. However, attempts have been made by the public sector and the civil 

society in pushing forward original agricultural methods similar to organic farming 

methods that  meet international standards. Those in the private sector that have 

carried out organic agriculture for a long time are skilled and experienced in 

production. With support from the government, Thailand will be able to compete with 

other nations’ organic products in the world market. 

 Therefore, those using a top - down approach to implement the policy may not 

be able to be successful to the fullest extent due to the fact that organic agriculture 

began from the root of the society. Therefore, the private sector should work together 

with all those involved in all aspects of organic agriculture (theory and practice), not 

only the government agencies, which in the past carried out the strategy. The policy 

makers usually  used information in the government documents to set the policy  for 

the citizens, without  listening to the opinions of those affected. In case of organic 

agriculture, the initiative needs to be taken by  the civil society and the private sector 

in various areas both within and outside of the country. It is necessary for 

agriculturists, experts, those highly  qualified and experienced in organic agriculture to 

be involved in formulation of a new national organic agriculture policy. they should 

listen to the feedback from the operators, so that there would be more chance for the 

policy to achieve the goal.

 Many countries have given importance to the organic agriculture policy and 

trade to a great extent. To sell organic products worldwide, Thailand should pass an 

organic agriculture law to make the organic processes in Thailand be in line with the 

international standards. The government must set not only the policy but also the 

standard and must strengthen the public sector’s role in the implementation of the 

organic agriculture policy. Unlike other countries, Thailand has been moving in the 

opposite direction because the participation in the formation by the policy of the 
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private sector or even consumers has been very limited. Moreover, not many 

agriculturists used the methods specified in the policy. In addition, many countries 

have taken several measures to support organic agriculture, but not  Thailand, which 

still have no concrete measures. 

 In this study, the researcher described the progress, problems, obstacles and 

restrictions of the implementation of the national organic agriculture policy and the 

strategic plan. It was found that agriculturists and investors had experience in organic 

agriculture business for quite some time. Their experience came from engaging in 

their own businesses or hand - on experience. There were a number of agriculturalists 

or investors who still lacked an understanding of the policy. This showed that the 

public sector lacked coordination in their tasks or did not make use of the experience 

of the agriculturists or investors. However, some investors might be able to reach the 

goal of the policy, as they were close to some government officials, or they  received 

assistance from the government agencies concerned that wanted them to serve as a 

model of how to do organic farming. Although there were some qualified government 

personnel, but not many used their experience and expertise to help  implement the 

strategic plan. The knowledge of business investors in organic agriculture was also 

necessary to promote more investment.

 Organizations that have evaluated organic products and retailers that have 

been more familiar with the policy, such as TOPS supermarket, should be involved in 

the policy planning from the beginning, whilst government practitioners with a sound 

knowledge and understanding of the policy should take action in fulfilling the policy 

requirements.

       

5.3 Conclusions

 In this study, the researcher investigated the problems, obstacles and 

restrictions to the progress of implementing the national organic agriculture policy 

and the strategic plan, evaluated the success factors of the organic agriculture policy 
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implementation, and proposed an organic agricultural policy model for sustainable 

implementation. The details are as follows:

 5.3.1 Problems, Obstacles and Restrictions to the Progress of 

Implementing the National Organic Agriculture Policy and the Strategic Plan

 With regard to the opinions on the national policy and the strategic plan on 

organic agriculture, the majority of investors believed that the policy emerged from 

the high demand for organic products in the world market. Those in authority  set the 

policy and strategies without considering the real needs and the ability  of Thai 

agriculturists and investors. Of course, the policy would be beneficial if 

agriculturalists and entrepreneurs could increase their capability  and competitiveness 

in the organic product markets. But setting the policy without considering the 

capability of people involved in the operation made it difficult to proceed and 

accomplish the policy. 

 Usually, small agriculturalists have the capability  in producing organic food to 

meet local consumers demand, rather than to export. 

 Small agriculturalists are unable to produce organic produce for export; in 

other words, they  do not have a market to sell their organic produce. There is no 

market even within the country. They have to sell their produce at a cheaper price, as 

the appearance of organic produce does not look as nice as chemical produce, even 

though more capital and more effort have been put into the production. Meanwhile, 

focusing on exporting organic products is a problem, for some products, such as 

aquaculture, must be exported as frozen goods. Therefore, to be successful, the 

production cycle has to be linked together, starting from production, processing, 

transportation to sales in the market (selling together).

 All investors agreed that the progress of the policy  implementation by  the 

public sector had little to no effect, as the public sector did not carry out the policy 

efficiently and lacked a standard in the policy implementation. 

 The government should conduct a public hearing on the implementation of 

any policy, although it has already predicted possible answers to the problems. This 
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will reflect the efforts of the government to formulate good policies with citizens in 

mind. However, some problems in implementation of the policy are unavoidable. 

 Government officials who were a part of the organic agriculture policy 

implementation believed that the policy  did not have one common goal. The old 

policies and projects on organic agriculture for which the fund was requested did not 

reflect the real problems.

 Every  aspect of organic farming must be connected. So far there have been 

lack of communication between organizations, which is a significant problem in the 

implementation of the policy. All activities that are involved in the implementation of 

the policy  on organic agriculture and sustainability must be considered from the 

beginning to the end. The public sector, the private sector, farmers and all involved 

must integrate their knowledge and previous experience to solve existing problems. 

However, this requires good communication and coordination between organizations, 

good and adequate participation in various areas from the public and the private 

sectors. 

 The civil society  and related organizations in the public sector did not work 

efficiently. The level of knowledge of agriculturists was low, if not enough. The lack 

of information of policy makers negatively affected sustainability of organic 

agriculture. 

 The national strategy for organic agriculture was imposed because of 

government’s interest in organic agriculture. It paid attention to only the operation of 

the public organizations.

 The researcher believes that the policy implementation in the future will be 

successful if there is cooperation from all parties involved. Operations on the part of 

the public organization are not able to meet the goal of the policy, as there is poor 

cooperation from investors, who play  an important  role in the success of 

implementing the organic agriculture policy. 
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 5.3.2 Success Factors of Organic Agriculture Policies in Practice

 The researcher made an analysis of the data by comparing the past models on 

policy implementation. Current theories, capability  of organizations which 

successfully  implemented the policy were also considered. However, whether or not 

implementing the policy will be successful, other factors must be considered too. In 

case of organic agriculture, small - scale agriculturalists or investors who play an 

important role in implementing the policy  is an important  success factor. Although the 

policy was specifically  drafted with support  from fully  equipped organizations, 

communication between organizations and updated data are necessary. If these factors 

are not taken into account, the policy will produce no benefit  in practice. The 

researcher believe that the procedures carried out  by the agriculturalists or investors 

who partly implemented the policy played a important role in the level of success of 

the policy implementation.

 The researcher found that characteristics of investors that affected the success 

were leadership, responsibility, business management, fund/capital, commitment and 

the way of life. 

 Responsibilities of the leader affected the success of the implementation of the 

organic agriculture policy. Other characteristics were, for example, to think 

differently, to take risks, to take action, to invest in situations in which there was low 

demand of organic produce in Thailand. The successful farm operators were highly 

confident and stick to their ideology. They were proficient and intellectual to the point 

where they  were able to obtain new knowledge and develop their own skills. They 

were able to establish and manage a successful production cycle with minimal 

assistance or support from the public sector. These characteristic were different  from 

that of investors who were not able to stay in business, as the majority of the latter 

entered organic agriculture with assistance and support from the public sector. When 

they  no longer received any assistance, they  were not capable of continuing their 

organic agriculture business in which they were always facing new problems. 

 Having willingness to volunteer to help the society  in mind was an important 

factor, as the majority  who still practice organic farming had a motto of giving 
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without wanting anything in return. This was different from those who were 

unsuccessful in managing business for purely profits.

 Those that were successful and were still capable of doing business were 

members of certain groups: commercial groups, cooperatives, or organic networks. 

Since they had a network, they  had strong support to produce a variety of products, 

and to share means of production and distribution costs. They had adequate supplies 

to bargain in the market. Markets were open for them. They were willing to help  each 

other when problems occurred. They could also exchange knowledge. They differed 

from businesses that ceased operation because of the latter lack the qualities 

mentioned above. 

 Capital funds also affected the success of the policy. Money, resources, 

equipment, machinery and other non - monetary factors, such as knowledge, 

perception, agriculture technology were all found to be critical elements to the 

operation of organic agriculture. Those who were successful at doing business usually 

had a sufficient amount of capital for operation. In addition, having intellect and 

knowledge beneficial for the business could help them to be successful. Those who 

ceased the operation did not  have enough capital for investment and not enough assets 

or knowledge. Many had to stop their operations because they were unable to adapt to 

climate changes and the world dynamics. 

 Those that had funds to operate organic farming usually lived a modest 

lifestyle, were not extravagant, and did not follow the trends. Thus, they were able to 

adapt to changes in their surroundings. Unlike those who were successful in operating 

business, the unsuccessful people lived a materialistic life, had continuous needs and 

wants, used facilities and conveniences to make their daily  life easier. When the prices 

dropped, they were not  able to adapt to the change or, in some cases, they were not 

able to compete, although they set a plan, resulting in their giving up the operation. 

 A very crucial factor which contributed to the success of implementing the 

organic agriculture policy  and to successful management of organic businesses was 

that the operators had to have passion and interest  in what they were doing, especially 

a strong determination, endurance and modesty. On the contrary, those who ceased 
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their organic agriculture business entered the industry with the hope to gain high 

profits because of a strong demand for organic product. If they  were interested in 

money  only it was not possible to operate a business successfully. When they were 

faced with hardship and difficulty  in doing organic agriculture, they would eventually 

become discouraged and quit. 

 In the end, those who were successful and still operated organic agriculture 

business were very  close to nature. Their practice was a part of nature. They would 

accumulate wisdom and knowledge of nature which could be applied to both the 

production and the solution of problems in their work, without turning to chemicals as 

the solution. In brief, successful organic agriculturists should live modestly, should be 

self - sufficient (not materialistic), hard - working, and persevering, should act 

responsibly to society. They did not follow the trends. Those not successful in organic 

agriculture usually lived a lavish and extravagant life and were selfish, thinking only 

of their own gains and profits without thinking of the environment. They focused on 

material consumption and spent money on their own wants. Therefore, they could not 

stay long in the industry and finally had to cease their business.

 The researcher identified the problems that affected the implementation of the 

policy in order to propose a good policy  model for the future. It  was found that the 

leader in organic agriculture had to be dependable unafraid of changes and opposed 

the mainstream demand for agricultural chemicals. The characteristics of such a 

leader included confidence, problem solving skills, knowledgeable in the field, self - 

sufficiency, possession of managerial and administrative skills to deal with organic 

agriculture. Most importantly, he should be able to persuade others to participate in 

organic farming. Often, a community leader, commonly referred to as a local scholar, 

was skilled, intelligent, capable in various aspects and has leadership character. 

Others could look upon him as a role model. He was highly respected, which made 

those that followed felt proud to be able to work with the leader with such qualities. 

The leader were willing to volunteer when working. In addition, the leader in 

implementing organic agriculture policy was found to be brave, and willing to 

experiment and to take risks, believing that he would succeed. He had a strong 
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determination, willingness and commitment to an uncompromising approach to 

organic agriculture. Furthermore, the leader had vision, ingenuity and a good network 

to make the process of organic agriculture successful. All the key  informants 

interviewed had all the fore - mentioned qualities.

 As for business structure, the majority of agriculturalists in Thailand have 

formed a group  to divide the work among the members. The work includes, 

production, processing, management and distribution of products, for instance. As 

they  are group  members, they  likely have more strength in managing organic business 

and the community. They  can also get neighbouring countries to help promote organic 

agriculture. Organic agriculture needs labor to work on farms to increase the quantity 

and a variety of produce. This is an important factor which helps to promote the 

marketing of organic products.

 Apart from forming groups, organic agriculture business is still done in a 

system where members are small - scale agriculturists and large - scale investors. 

Knowledge in managing the farms is exchanged and so are raw materials. The 

majority  of investors, whether it  be small - scale agriculturists or large - scale 

investors who gave the data, were successful in their organic business, as they 

participated in either one or many of the organic networks. 

 As for working capital, the funds were spent on business investment, or 

production of goods, or purchase of machinery  for organic agriculture production. 

Apart from money, working capital in the form of natural resources were knowledge 

of how to produce organic products, for managing organic agriculture business and 

for network building. The government officials interviewed stated that  funds were not 

an important factor in operating the organic agriculture business and noted that 

organic agriculture had lower production costs than chemical agriculture. These 

officials recognised that other non - monetary capital also existed, such as knowledge, 

agriculture technology invented by local scholars. In contrast, almost all the investors 

of the private sector, interviewed gave importance to investment funds, both in 

monetary and non - monetary forms, since they  were production costs - whether it be 

rice, vegetables, fruits or aquaculture. Therefore, capital was an extremely important 
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factor for the business to meet the target. In addition, capital had a profound effect 

during the transit period, i.e., before organic products are certified and distributed. 

 The investors viewed that non - monetary funds referred to knowledge and 

management of organic agriculture. Agricultural technology had an effect on the 

operation of organic agriculture.

 The public sector and the private sector have different opinions; as a result, the 

policy did not reflect the needs of policy  implementors, such as agriculturists and 

organic agriculture investors. The most important was that investors who gave 

information shared the same opinion. Without a doubt, they all had an inspiration to 

carry  out organic agricultural operation. Some officials used the word ‘faith’ in 

organic production; others used the word “principle or ideology” to carry  out organic 

production. No matter what terms were used they  had the same meaning - that  is, to 

have love and passion as motivation to do organic agriculture. Some agriculturists or 

investors saw an opportunity to gain high profits from distributing organic products 

because they had a higher price than other products in the market, so they  began to 

produce marketable organic products. They didn’t begin out of interest or passion in 

organic agriculture. When there was no passion, it was not possible to operate the 

organic business for a long time. There were instances where problems emerged, such 

as a smaller amount of produce than before. The investors would halt their production 

and return to producing agriculture produce with chemicals, while agriculturists who 

produced organic produce had an opposite idea, which reflected that their passion led 

them to take action. Their love for organic agriculture could also encourage investors 

to remain in the business, even if there were changes in product prices. Investors of 

organic agriculture business lived a easy life with no materialistic influence. They 

were modest and were not extravagant. They were close to and understand nature. 

They  led a good life with a healthy view and encouragement lived a safe live without 

risks and were happy with their lifestyle. The way they lived and the way  they 

managed their organic business were different from those in other businesses. The life 

cycle was part of nature. Investors in organic agriculture also acted responsibly 

towards society.
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 The way of live of households that engaged in organic agriculture was 

different from those who did chemical agriculture because it  requires being patient, 

enduring hardships and being more diligent than those in chemical agriculture. Their 

way of life was unique and reflects no different characteristics from the rest of 

society. Organic farmers were just more interested in health and the environment and 

were responsible for the society.

 In conclusion, the researcher conducted a survey on the opinions of those 

involved in organic agriculture business and found that the factors related to the 

successful implementation of the organic agriculture policy were leadership of the 

organic agriculture operators, the business system, capital funds, the relationship 

between operators, and their way  of life. Operators who had leadership, knowledge, 

courage and acted responsibly towards the environment for themselves and for society 

would be successful. They  had passion, lived a modest life and joined the networks so 

that they could get  funds, both in monetary and non - monetary forms, to operate the 

organic agriculture business.

 5.3.3 Organic Agriculture Policy Model for Sustainable Implementation

 The researcher proposed an organic agriculture policy model for sustainable 

implementation in the following recommendation section.

5.4 Recommendations

 Based on the results of the study, the researcher has made several suggestions 

so that the organic agriculture policy  can be effectively and successfully implemented 

and the existing problems solved. The following are recommendations for the 

implementation of an organic agriculture policy  and for future studies in organic 

agriculture.
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 5.4.1 Policy Implications

 The data from those involved in the organic agriculture operation in Thailand 

made the researcher better understand policy implementation and become aware of 

the problems in implementing the organic agriculture policy. One problem they 

encountered was not having a particular agency  directly  responsible for organic 

agriculture, especially for communication and coordination among those in the same 

field. There was no common goal and there were not enough resources to use. 

Therefore, the researcher made the following recommendations: 

  5.4.1.1 Administrative Structure

1) There should be an agency directly responsible for organic 

agriculture. It can be either a new independent organization or at least a department 

directly reports to the Prime Minister so that problems can be solved. 

2) The organization responsible for organic agriculture should 

have full authority  to solve problems and to coordinate with other agencies related to 

the process.

3) A guildline should be set for the organic agriculture policy 

and implementation to move in the same direction.

4) The policy on organic agriculture should continue.

5) Policy should not be in conflict with each other.

6) Funds for organic agriculture production should partly  come 

from taxation of imported fertilizers and chemicals. 

7) Community organic agriculture markets should be 

established across the country so that agriculturists can distribute their products or can 

easily access consumers. 

8) The government should impose measures to motivate 

organic agriculture entrepreneurs to be in business.

9) Standard and criteria of organic agriculture should be proper 

for the Thai context.
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 5.4.1.2 Planning

1) An organic agriculture road map should be prepared by 

theorists and experts as a guideline for both short and long term practice.

2) Adequate resources (both personnel and budget) should be 

provided to carry out the operations.

3) Stakeholders such as entrepreneurs, related public 

organizations, certified bodies, consumers and the civil society, should be given an 

opportunity to participate in implementing the organic agriculture policy.

4) The private sector, the civil society and experts should 

participate in setting the administrative guidelines for organic agriculture. 

5) All activities in the supply chain cycle, i.e., the production, 

processing, distribution, transportation should be improved.

6) There should be a defined marketing strategy. For instance, at 

the district level, there should be many organic agriculture markets to absorb 

excessive products. A processing plant and a distribution center should be established 

in each province to distribute the products.

7) A good image of organic products from Thailand should be 

built. The products should be advertised through organic fairs in local regions or 

organic products should be served on national airlines or at  national and international 

seminars, etc.

8) Branding for organic agriculture of Thailand should be 

promoted.

 5.4.2 Recommendations on Policy Implementation

 When the policy is implemented, organizations in the community could act as 

both production and distribution sites. Educational institutions (e.g., schools and 

universities) and health - related institutions (e.g., hospitals) should act as distribution 

centers. Organic agriculture is seen to be simple, convenient and uncomplicated, so 

academic institutions, especially schools, should teach students how to do organic 
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agriculture so that they will familiarize themselves with cultivation methods or gain 

experience of organic agriculture. 

 5.4.2.1 Recommendations for the General Public

1) People should be given knowledge about organic agriculture 

as well as the production cycle. 

2) In fund management the project site should be taken into 

account. The needs of operators should be considered when a fund is allocated. 

Projects related to organic agriculture developed by public and private organizations 

should be given an opportunity  to request for funds so that  smaller agriculturists can 

have access to the fund source. 

3) Academic research on the organic agriculture policy 

implemented in the Thai context should be promoted and supported.

 5.4.2.2 Recommendations for Entrepreneurs

1) All sectors participating in organic agriculture projects 

should be allowed to apply for a budget so that SMEs can access the fund source.

2) Organic products and conventional products should be 

distinguisted by a logo or others for the consumers to see easily.

3) A systematic and concrete plan should be implemented. The 

community  should both produce and distribute organic products, without relying on 

the government mechanisms.  

 5.4.2.3 Recommendations for the Civil Society and Academic 

Institutions

1) Organic agriculture should be put in the curriculums of all 

educational levels.

2) For the policy  implementation to be successful, the 

knowledge of organic agriculture should be provided for consumers because they 

receive benefits from the support of organic products and for those that have 

implemented the policy in the community so that there will be more demand for 

organic products.
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 5.4.3 Recommendations for Future Research

 Studies in the field of organic agriculture in Thailand has been limited; 

therefore, future research should focus on the following:

  5.4.3.1 A case study should be conducted on successful organic 

agriculture in various countries so as to adapt their experience to suit the Thai context. 

  5.4.3.2 Research should be conducted on organic agriculture 

investment and capital, both monetary  and non - monetary. Other aspects that  need 

exploration are procedures or projects related to financing organic agriculture, 

knowledge of organic agriculture, the formation and transfer of organic agriculture 

knowledge, and integration of information.

  5.4.3.3 Production in organic agriculture should be studied, such as 

how to develop produce or animals to meet the changing climate, how to promote and 

support agriculturists to broaden their knowledge of an appropriate way  of production 

in the area. Also, the problems of production and pesticides should be addressed.  

  5.4.3.4 Research on transportation of organic products should be done, 

especially the collection of produce and transport  of goods in different areas across 

the country. Research related to packaging is also interesting to add value to organic 

products.

  5.4.3.5 Processing (manufacturing organic product) and packaging are 

other areas to study. Innovative mechanisms should be created through R&D. The 

skills of manufacturers responsible for processing organic produce should be 

enhanced.

  5.4.3.6 There should be a study on the public relations of organic 

agriculture. Agriculturists and consumers should be provided with organic agriculture 

knowledge. Related information should be given to agriculturists.

  5.4.3.7 Research on organic agriculture marketing should deal with the 

retail location of distribution, reasonable pricing of organic products, appropriate 

areas for organic produce distribution. The demands for types of organic products at 

the national and the international level and prices of products in various locations both 

within and outside of the country. Finally, information on organic agriculture markets 
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should be complied. All studies should be made in a systematic manner. In this study, 

both quantitative and qualitative methods were used with emphasis on agriculturalists 

in the Thai context so that the results of the research could be utilized in the 

development of organic farming in Thailand.

5.5 Limitations of the Study

 In this study, the researcher encountered some restrictions whilst conducting 

the research. There was a lack of information about Thailand’s organic agriculture in 

the past, which made it difficult  for the researcher to learn the root causes of the 

problems.  
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APPENDIX A

Thailand’s Organic Agriculture Research Studies in 2008

Research name Year Researcher

Strategic management of organic rice business in 

the province of Yasothon 

2001 Satit Aditto

Learning process, and lessons learned from the 
agricultural chemical residue in the Integrated 
Rural Development Programme. Works 
sufficiency university.

2001 Sujin Simaruk, el al.

The use of food additive in food processing of 

organic farmers

2001 Suthida Panya - Indra

Nutritional status in organic farming system in 

Mae - On sub distric, Chiang Mai province.

2001 Supa Wiriyapap

A strategy for Green Net to Promote and Organic 

Farming Product In Bangkok, Thailand

2002 Jaree Kiatsuphimol

Three dimensions of fair trade: the analysis of 

financial social, and environmental objectives of 
fair trade in organic rice

2002 Nuntana Udomkit

Changes in agriculture and sustainability of 

production in the agricultural of high community

2002 Benchaphun Ekasingh and  

Thanya Promburom
Study of agricultural product processing from 

organic system, Chiang Mai province

2002 Nuttaphol 

Rongkuptawanich
Lessons from the system of Lagsad is the main 

crop in Prae province: the local wisdom to 
sustainable agricultural technologies.

2002 Tongma Manakul

Agroforestry conservation and restoration of 

natural mushrooms in the northeastern part

2002 Prasert Vooticumpee, et al.

An economic analysis of the production of 

vegetable-based and does not use chemical 
pesticides in Chachoengsao province, crop on 
year 1999

2002 Preecha SinChaotong

Scenario of sustainable agriculture in Thailand 2002 Panya Mankeb



Research name Year Researcher

Evaluation of sustainability in mixed farming 

systems in Sathing Phra peninsula, Changwat 
Songkhla

2002 Piyanuch Charoensri

Regenerating livelihoods of Karen community 

with sustainable agriculture

2002 Phrek Gypmantasiri and 

Budsara Limnirunkul
Biological effects of the production of organic 

soybeans

2002 Patcharee Panyanak

The institutionalization of corporate commercial 

farmers who produce vegetable based organic 
farming.

2002 Pitundorn Nityasutddhi

Learn how to produce soy bean paste made from 

organic farming systems in Chiang Mai

2002 Vacharaporn UK Sri Chu.

Factors affecting the adoption of organic 

practices: A case study of Tambon Ban spin, 
Amphoe Dok Kham Tai, Changwat Phayao

2002 Winyu Punto

Introduction to Organic Agriculture: A holistic 
approach to agriculture. For environmental 
conservation and sustainable development.

2002 Vitoon Panyakul

Organic jasmine rice 2002 Vitoon Panyakul
The production of organic rice farmers of Bann 

Kud Hin and Bann Drone Lang Tai towards 
sustainable agricultural systems

2002 Veerapol Petch - arwut et al.

The study of the organic agriculture production, 

marketing economic

2002 Sudjai Jongworakijwatana

The acceptance of approaches for sustainable 

agricultural development : a study of the Farming 
School at Tambon Kud Lad Muang District Ubon 
Ratchathani Province

2003 Paiboon Sa-angchai

Breeding and seed production of sweet corn seed, 

corn, beans, cucumbers and peppers for the 
production of vegetables in organic farming 
systems

2003 Kamol Lertrat, Suchila 

Techawongstien,Sarawut 
Butsarakul, Prawat supa

Comparison of manure , compost, fertilizer , 

Biological and EM fertilizer in organic vegetable 
production 

2003 Jaturong Poungmanee, 

Kularb utasuk and Sokiet 
Suwanakeree
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Research name Year Researcher

Sustainable agriculture principles, guidelines and 

sample farm system.

2003 Charan Chantalakhana and 

Pakapun Skunmun
Study rice harvest period that affect the packing. 2003 Chamaiporn Pangmark
Research and development of bioextract 

production for organic crop production system 
and effect on soil micro-organism

2003 Chuanpit Aroonrungsikul et 

al.

Continuous commercial vegetable production 

under organic farming.

2003 Chanon Lapjit, Suchila 

Techawongstien, Kamol 
Lertrat and Sarawut 
Busarakul

Organic soybean production: sustainable plant 

production system

2003 Thitiya Krisuangneun

Research the local market and economic 

trajectory of organic vegetables

2003 Nongnueh 

Rotjanalert,Suwida 
Thammaneewong, Suwit 
Chau - Utai

The development of technology to promote 

vegetable production to log in organic farming in 
the Northeast 

2003 Niwat Martwanna, Kamol 

Lertrat 

The information made available organic crop 

production systems over the Internet 

2003 Bopit  Tangwongkit,Roongn

apa Korpraditskul, Wichai 
Kositratana

Sustainable Agriculture: Agricultural Policy for 

health

2003 Buntoon Srethasirote

Development the production of organic jasmine 

rice for export of Thailand in the EU and the US.

2003 Boonjit Titapiwatanakun, et 

al.
Indigenous knowledge in sustainable farming on 

high Akha district, Chiang Rai province

2003 Pongtorn Chayatunchart

Management of soil and plant nutrients in organic 

vegetable production .

2003 Pongsak Yangyuen,Ketsuda 

Dejbhimon, Duangsamorn 
Tulaphitak,Sa-ngad 
Punyapruek

The demand for organic rice farmers Phrao , 

Chiang Mai.

2003 Phanpilai Thongpanchang.

The organic approach in tackling the poverty of 

farmers. Case Study Sing Buri

2003 Mayuree Sirimungkalo.
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Research name Year Researcher

Organic rice 2003 Earth Net
Feasibility studies Improvement of farming 

systems, small farmers, Thailand - Laos 
sustainable .

2003 Yupa Hanboonsong et al

Studies on the health effects of chemical and 

organic farming in the Northeast : A literature 
review 

2003 Vichien Kekdsuk

Research report Research program to develop 

technology to produce and market to organic 
vegetable

2003 Wichai Kositratana

A preliminary study on the management system 

for disease control, organic chili.

2003 Vichai Korpraditskul, 

Chainarong 
Rattanakreetakul

Organic agriculture market 2003 Vitoon Panyakul and 

Chadesanee Sukjirattikarn
The organic Thailand situation in organic world 2003 Vitoon Panyakul and 

Chadesanee Sukjirattikarn
Habits do organic of the farmers in Surin. 2003 Somsak Chareonpun
The study of basic information on organic 

vegetable production : the basic information 
collection of vegetable production by residents 
technology related to organic vegetable 
production in the Northeast 

2003 Sungcom Techawongstien, 

Niwat Martwanna

Loss of efficiency gains, in the organic jasmine 

rice entrepreneur

2003 Sireethorn 

Chaikijyingchareorn
Cost Analysis - Return on production of the non 

chemical vegetables for trade.

2003 Suthep Nimsai

Testing continued organic vegetable production 2003 Suchila Techawongstien, 

Kamol Lertrat, Prawat supa, 
Sarawut Butsarakul

Knowledge Needs on Non-toxic Vegetable of 

Consumers in Bangkok Metropolis

2003 Suthee Treekhajornsak

An Economic Analysis of Khao Dok Mali 105 

Paddy Production under Organic and Chemical 
Cultivation in “Organic Rice Production” Project, 
on Upper Northern, 2000/2001 Crop Year

2003 Anothai Chaisanchompoo
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Movement for Sustainable Agriculture in 

Thailand: sustainable agriculture and political 
writings.

2003 Anusorn Unno

Training needs to produce organic rice farmers in 

Surin

2003 Orathai Somsai

Developed technology for insect pest control, 

peppers and eggplant to log in organic farming.

2003 Oraphan Kearn-asa, 

Duangthip Kantha, Koson 
Chareansom

Pineapple: organic system 2004 Kate - Oon Thong Krue
Organic vegetable 2004 Kate - Oon Thong Krue
Organizational management of ecological Phu 

Kam Yao (Payao); Sustainable agriculture and 
social institutions / community management of 
public resources 

2004 Kriengkrai Punsuwan

Demand for wood vinegar organic farm in the 

province of Yasothon .

2004 Kietisak Sudphom

The demand for and availability of Surin farmers 

to access the organic standards of Freshwater 
aquaculture

2004 Chao Srivichai

Soil Survey for Sustainable Agriculture in Bann 

Sai Khao

2004 Chaowalit 

Sathapornnuwong
Civil strategic for eastern region 2004 Decharut Sukkumnoed et al.
Growth and seed yield of green beans from 

growers using organic fertilizers and chemical 
fertilizers.

2004 Sakesun Phomsuwan

Development policy on high and local 

knowledge : the impact of the project on a 
sustainable resource management plan for the 
area.

2004 Paiboon Hengsuwan

Design, manufacturing, vegetables , sustainable 

agriculture in suburban areas 

2004 Jaturong Poungmanee et al.

Productive rice-growing non-toxic to the changes 

made to the farmer : a case study of Tambon Don 
U - Thong District .

2004 Jitraporn UdomKarntong

Knowledge of soil suitable for agricultural 

sustainability. (A form of organic farming)

2004 Charuay InnPan and Jongjit 

Hongboonruang
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Recognition technology to produce organic rice 

farmers in Surin.

2004 Narong Polboonsri

Development of vegetation resulted in sustainable 

agricultural systems 

2004 Narong Oumrum

Chance of organic food in Europe Thailand : A 

Case Study of Germany.

2004 Natcha Petchdakul

Organic rice production systems for sustainable 

agriculture .

2004 Natcha Petchdakul

Organic rice production systems for sustainable 

agriculture .

2004 Nuttawud Nuchna

Education , knowledge , and appropriate and 

sustainable agricultural model . Landscape 
ecology and territorial Phu Kam Yao .

2004 Treeyada Treemukka

Development of agricultural support right choice . 

Ecological  in South Konkan - North Korat 

2004 Tanud Saengthong

The process of ecological farmers into sustainable 

agriculture of South Konkan - North Korat 

2004 Tawatchai Traitip

Management style and people management to the 

development of sustainable agriculture Ecological  
in South Konkan - North Korat 

2004 Tawatchai Traitip

Develop innovative approaches to support the 

development of sustainable agriculture 

2004 Thanwa Jitsanguan et al

Agriculture, sustainable in Prom watershed area 2004 Naret Ruekamrung
Sustainable Agriculture : A Paradigm processes 

and indicators

2004 Nuntiya Hutanuwat and 

Narong Hutanuwat
The characteristics and potential of sustainable 

agriculture in the pilot project . Ecological in 
ChaingMai - Lamphun

2004 Nikom Chaiwan

Development of sustainable agricultural and 

environmental databases .

2004 Buncha Somboonsuk, 

Buntao Chanpum, Pairoj 
Oonrueng and Duangrudee 
Chomchey

The yield and quality of soybean seeds which 

produce in organic farming and chemical 
agriculture systems and affects the production of 
soya sprouts

2004 Boonchuy Praykeaw
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Expanding the use of the Biological Farmers of 

Eastern: case study in Sakeaw

2004 Prasong Wongchanapai, 

Udom Wongchanapai and 
Poonsawat Arglaka

The development of the learning process, 

sustainable agriculture of small farming . 
Ecological in Chachoengsao

2004 Peerachai Kulchai and 

Punya Munkeb

Trend and situation of organic agriculture in 

Thailand

2004 Biosystems engineering, 

Environmental engineering 
faculty, Asian Institute of 
Technology

Model of sustainable agriculture in the pilot 

project, Ecological in Roi - Ed

2004 Pasakorn Buasorn

Management the promote and develop of 

sustainable agricultural systems by community 
organizations 

2004 M.R,Acharichai Rujavichai

Guidelines and regulations for organic shrimp 

hatchery

2004 Mali Boonyaratpalin, Siri 

Tookwinas, Attapol 
Suriyawongha

Attitudes towards organic food . 2004 Sustainable Agriculture 

Foundation (Thailand)

Dusong: sustainable agriculture in Saiburi 

biological

2004 Ratchata Wattanasak

Nutrition education Antioxidants

Powerful antioxidant and glycemic index in 
variety of organic local rice 

2004 Rachanee KongkaChuchai, 

Charean Chareansiri and 
Patcharawan Mateka

Suitable Sustainable agriculture: Case studies of 

ecological Toong KuLa Rong Hai

2004 Rungvichit Kumngam

Production and consumption of chemical-free 

vegetables: case study pilot project on Nann 
Ecological 

2004 Lampaan ChomMuang
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Sustainable agriculture and food security . 2004 Walee Naksuwan

Sustainable farming and debts 2004 Walee Naksuwan

How do organic certified 2004 Vitoon Panyakul

Using microorganisms to sustainable 

agriculture

2004 Vitoon Panyakul

Trial process of organic fertilizer through 

agricultural school 

2004 Vitoon Panyakul

Development of Sustainable Agriculture 2004 Vitoon Panyakul

The potential market and local markets of Surin 

Alternative Agriculture Network

2004 Vitoon Panyakul

The potential market and local markets of 

sustainable agriculture: Case study in local 
market of Bann Nayang - NoneTae

2004 Vitoon Panyakul

The study of the opinion and behavior of the 

products purchase of the organic consumers

2004 Vilasinee Wangthapun

Green bean production under the organic 

agriculture management

2004 Veerachai Sriwatanapong, et  

al.

Chemical - free rice production 2004 Sanong Kamchanta

Preparation courses of the participatorial local 

organic community in Kun Yuam district, Mae 
Hong Son province

2004 Sangwien Duangsupa

The collected local wisdom knowledge in 

sustainable agriculture

2004 Sunti Keawpim

The evaluation of organic agriculture, non - 

chemicals and non - toxins in Surin City project 

2004 Saijai Kongpanich

The conversion of the chemical agricultural to 

the environmental sustainability of organic 
farming in Saket district, Chiangmai province

2004 Sayan Kulwong
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Assessing the potential and quality of life of 

farmers develop sustainable agriculture

2004 Competitiveness 

Development Office (CDO) 
under the Office of the 
National Economic and 
Social Development Board.
(NESDB)

Sustainable agricultural systems that fit the 

ecological landscape and farmers: A case study of 
sustainable farming systems in northeastern

2004 Sumate Panchamlong and 

Nareerat Chansawat

Genetic Local Sustainable Agriculture 2004 Sukran Rotchanapraiwong

The development of rice varieties suitable for 

sustainable farming systems

2004 Suksan Kantee

Species diversity of predatory beetles in organic 

vegetable plot

2004 Sunudda Chaowalid

Factors that affect the economic sustainability of 

organic farming systems: a case study in Mae 
Taeng district, Chiang Mai province

2004 Suparat Sittichai

Factors affecting to the farmer’s technological 

acceptance of organic agriculture in Nong Bua 
Lam Poo province

2004 Suriya Udomsub

Genetic comparison with the fertilizer types to 

produce Pak Chai  (Brassica chinensis var. 
chinensis) in mosquito nets greenhouses.

2004 Suriya PhoPreuk

The suitable model of sustainable agriculture in 

Nam Pong area

2004 Akanit Pongpai

The suitable model of sustainable agriculture in 

forestry of Na Yang Klak

2004 Oranuch Ponpinyo

The suitable model of sustainable agriculture in 

Forestry of Dong Lan

2004 Oranuch Ponpinyo

Sustainable agriculture in the forest area 2004 Archara Rukyutitham
The integration villagers organization in 

alternative agriculture expo

2004 Arat Ludul
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A comparison of costs and returns from the 

production of jasmine rice 105 between the 
convention  and organic rice production in 
Surin province crop year 2002/2003

2004 Intira Mulasart

Influence of organic manure and chemical 

fertilizers on the growth and yield of coriander

2004 Irasara Kongcheep

Economic Analysis of Eco-Labeling in The 

Agricultural 
Sector of Thailand and the Philippines 

2005 Maria Cristina Carambas

The organic aquaculture data collecting: focus 

on organic shrimp

2005 Chau Srivichai, et al.

Status and issues in the organic rice production 

and marketing

2005 Sawang Ruaysoongneun

Achievement of the empowerment of 

developing sustainable agriculture in 
Phutthaisong district, Buriram province

2005 Kangsadarn Sawatchai

The quality vegetable production development 

and the technology to grow vegetables in insect 
netting (Phase 2) 

2005 Jariya Wisitpanich, et al.

The need to promote organic cultivation of 

mulberry silkworm farmers in Pang Sila Thong 
district, Kamphaeng Phet province

2005 Narong Keawsalong

The result of the shrimp produce with the 

organic methods under the Sufficiency 
Economy Philosophy: A Case Study biological 
agriculture group

2005 Damrong Kosiyonusorn

The shrimp produce with the organic methods 

under the Sufficiency Economy Philosophy: A 
Case Study biological agriculture group in 
Bansang district,  Prachineburi province

2005 Damrong Kosiyonusorn
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Analysis of socioeconomic factors linked to the 

sustainable development of organic farming in the 
community

2005 Thanwa Jitsanguan and 

Buntinee Sootsukon

Fesibility of the organic agriculture: case study in 

Bangtearn sub - distric, Songpinong distric, 
Supanbusi province.

2005 Bunjong Laimanata

Guidelines for participation and expand 

sustainable agriculture

2005 Busara Limnirunkul, 

Preukyib Mantasiri, and 
Chopaka Muangsuk

The networking of the social and ecology for the 

sustainable biological diversity resource 
management

2005 Busara Limnirunkul, 

Preukyib Mantasiri, and 
Nutcha Leewisitpattana

Decisions and expectations of farmers to access to 

the plant vegetables hypermarket

2005 Patanthip Kamol, Kuson 

Tongngam, and Preuk 
Yibmantasiri

The interaction between the producers and 

consumers for the production development and 
the  non - toxic agriculture market

2005 Patanthip Kamol, et al.

Suitable guidelines and requirements of organic 

agriculture inspectors
for organic farming system standard

2005 Prasart Wirojsiri

Curriculum of training development, of the 

Rajabhat
about organic for Thai’s farmer.

2005 Panchid 

Rojanavanidchakorn

Fesibility of the pilot project of the organic 

agriculture in Bangtearn sub - distric, Songpinong 
distric, Supanbusi province.

2005 Pornpawee Rammasuta

Organic rice production, jasmine rice, in Tung 

Kularonghai

2005 Pisut Salakij

Organic vegetable under the Royal Project 

Foundation

2005 Royal Project Foundation

To analyze the costs and benefits of the organic 

mangosteen: A Case Study in Chanthaburi and 
Trat

2005 Rukchanok Jittham
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Innovations in organic resource management: a 

case study of organic rice farmers in Kut Chum 
district, Yasothon province

2005 Rampaiprapa Mahamud

A modified form of the chemical agricultural to 

organic farmers in Saluang sub - distric, Mae 
Rim district, Chiang Mai province

2005 Rungreung Ladbuakhaw

Farmers’ opinion of the organic agriculture: 

Case study in Bangtearn sub - distric, 
Songpinong distric, Supanbusi province.

2005 Wacharaporn Thephadsadin 

Na Ayuthaya

Nutrient management in rice production in 2005 2005 Sakul Mulkam and 

Preamrudee Pintaya
The role of agricultural cooperatives to support 

organic agriculture: a case study of an agricultural 
cooperative in Bangtearn sub - distric, 
Songpinong distric, Supanbusi province.

2005 Sombat Rubkamdee

The development of the organic market in 

Thailand.

2005 Isara Intarasud

Thailand Organic products Thailand's Organic 

Outlook 
2006 

2006 Emily Eischen,Ponnarong 

Prasertsri and Sukanya 
Sirikeratikul

A strategy for sustainable agricultural system by 

rak 
thammachat club in kudchum district, Yasothorn 
province Thailand 

2006 Pannee Samerpak

Challenges and Opportunities of Organic 

Asparagus 
Production: Implication for Thailand 

2006 W. Srisawas and A. 

Noomhorm

Compensation and profit-sharing in the organic 

vegetables production and marketing in Chiang 
Mai province

2006 Jenkit Rungseechamrus
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Wisdom organic farming according to the 

economy sufficiency lifestyle

2006 Land development 

department

Organic farming: local micro - organism for 

agriculture.

2006 Kritsada Pongkaranyapas

Behavior, attitudes and factors affecting to the 

organic vegetable consumption in Bangkok.

2006 Kanlayanee Kulchai and 

Peerachai Kulchai
Productivity and quality of yield of suitable 

commercial corn varieties, for GAP and organic 
farming.

2006 Kanesh Ngamsangem

The development of organic banana cultivation 2006 Kanungnij Joonim, et al.

The study of insect pests in non - toxin 

vegetable production systems 

2006 Jaturong Poungmanee, 

Rapeepong Kasetsoontorn, 
Kularb Utasuk, Pimpan 
Nantabhum and Kannika 
Maneeharn

New Agricultural Theory, research and 

development of sustainable agriculture for the 
education benefit and environmental 
conservation: a new paradigm of health 
agriculture, and the survival 

2006 Danuwat Peng - un, et al.

Organic farming: using organic fertilizer and bio - 

fertilizer to the
growth and productivity of jasmine rice 105

2006 Danuwat Peng - un and 

Anan Pintaruk

Peanut production under the organic farming 

management

2006 Thongchao Insompun, et al.

The varieties and crop planting influence to the 

seed production under organic green beans

2006 Tidarat Tieakkum

A synthesis of the feasibility research of 

producing rice in organic farming as a career 
choice that has the potential to be an poverty 
issue for northeastern farmers

2006 Nantiya Hutanuwat
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The role of the "soil" to produce organic 

farming

2006 Nukul Tawintung

The suitable type of vegetation for growing 

together under the organic farming systems 

2006 Boonhong Jongkid, Sompob 

Jeebkao, and Nitan 
Tongkort

The study of the organic jasmine rice 

production promoting procedure of the public, 
private and farmers participation

2006 Prawat Sompen, et al.

The suitable choice for the development of 

Bandonmoo organic farmers school

2006 Prinya Singrueng

Organic farming: the case study of diseases and 

pests control in the sweet corn with biological 
method

2006 Punya Photitirat

Weed management in organic rice farm 2006 Punya Romyen and Sommai 

Leartna
Thailand organic agriculture: knowledge 

principle and empirical case studies

2006 Punjit Pornpatansombat

The organic farming acceptance of vegetable 

farmers

2006 Pipob Koawthavorn

Recognized the benefits of using organic 

agriculture: a case study of farmers in Muang 
district, Suphan Buri province

2006 Manoon Srisupantavorn

Organic jasmine rice growing 2006 Rodsukon Pumpanwong

Organic agriculture learning center 2006 Vitoon Ruengleartpanyakul

Organic farming with economically sustainable 

trade

2006 Vitoon Panyakul

Production, marketing and standards of the 

grapefruit project under the organic farming 
system

2006 Kasiwat community 

enterprise and
National Innovation Agency
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The acceptant of Vetiver Grass in Organic 

Agriculture of the tribe Palaung: A Case Study 
Fang district, Chiang Mai province.

2006 Wudtikrai Budprung

The Political Economy of Organic Agriculture: 

A Case Study of the mill of Klawkwan  
cooperative Dermbangnangbuad district, 
Suphanburi province

2006 Siravej Tarnpetchwattana

Production and yield of six type of sweet corn 

to produce according to Good Agriculture 
Practice and Organic Agriculture

2006 Sukanya Charearnjong

To convey the soil improvement  for organic 

agriculture system by farmers participating: a 
case study Palaung community, Fang district, 
Chiang Mai province

2006 Supattra Budprung

Textiles technical Implementation to used as 

mulch in the organic vegetable production

2006 Ankana Tanakanya, et al.

Developing methods to produce crops safe. 

Leading to organic production

2006 Isara Suksathan

The European Market for organic Fruit and 

vegetables 
from Thailand 

2007 International Trade Centre 

UNCTAC/WTO

Organic certification schemes: mangaerial skills 

and 
associated costs 

2007 Pilar Santacoloma

Weed rice and sustainable agricultural systems 2007 The alternative agriculture 

network
Sustainable agricultural systems suited to the 

northeastern ecosystems

2007 The alternative agriculture 

network

Sustainable farming systems suited to the 

northern ecosystems

2007 The alternative agriculture 

network
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The lessons and experiences in the alternative 

market 

2007 The alternative agriculture 

network

Internal Evaluation Project and the lessons 

learned of
Knowledge Management for the rice in 
sustainable agriculture of the Klawkwan 
Foundation of Suphan Buri province and the 
communities in the Suphan Buri Province, 

Ayutthaya Province, Chai Nat Province, or 
other nearby provinces

2007 Nawarat Playnoy, et al.

The study of residues of nitrate problems and 

nitrite in chemical vegetables, non - toxins 
vegetable and organic vegetables

2007 Venika Benjapong

Alternative organic market management: case 

studies Mae Tha Sustainable Agricultural 
Cooperative Ltd. in Mae Tha district, 
Chiangmai province

2007 Okama Jakae

The development of food security markets: the 

network of non - toxic products 

2007 Kusol Thongngam

Adoption of organic soybean production 

systems in the Mae Rim district, and Mae 
Taeng district in Chiang Mai province

2007 Komsin Kasemsintu

Compare the best way to produce non - toxic 

bitter sweet season in the flat area

2007 Jaturong Poungmanee, 

Kularb utasuk, Pimpan 
Nantabhum, and Kannika 
Maneekarn

Comparison of different colors are used to trap 

insects to produce non - toxic vegetables 

2007 Jaturong Poungmanee, 

Kularb utasuk, Pimpan 
Nantabhum, and Kannika 
Maneekarn
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The guidelines for organic rice promotion in 

Lad Yao District, Nakhon Sawan province

2007 Chantana Intapanya

Thailand organic agriculture: Overview 2007 Chanuan Ratanawaraha, 

Vitoon Yanyakul, Wynn 
Ellis and Burghard 
Ruschelbach

Using a computer program to manage irrigation 

systems apply pressure for organic crops 

2007 Chompunuch 

Kulkaotuwong

Biological efficiency of the growth of varieties 

soybean better .

2007 Chinakrit Suwankiree, 

Jaturong Puangmanee and 
Kanchanaporn Lortkeaw

Organic production and marketing of farmers in 

Saluang Sub - District, Mae Rim district, 
Chiang Mai province

2007 Thanyawan Maneesorn

Organic jasmine rice production 2007 Nuntiya Hutanuwat

Quality of cabbage post harvest in organic 

systems

2007 Neeranuch Mingmuang

Organic soap project 2007 Chaingmai Orgnaic and Spa 

Co., Ltd. and National 
Innovation Agency

The resort's organic business model 2007 Chaiyabhumi Peudpol Co., 

Ltd. and National 
Innovation Agency

Study to track and drive the strategic 

development of organic products

2007 Infomining Co., Ltd.

Model of production for organic jasmine rice, 

Thailand

2007 Boondit Warintaruk

To contribute to the problem of low yield price 

of the organic groups in Chanthaburi

2007 Prapun Aongda
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The possibility of producing jasmine organic 

rice as an career. The potential choice to solve 
the poverty for the farmers in the Northeast: 
case study in Surin province

2007 Manus Losirikul and Prasit 

Kanchana

Biology and evaluation of natural enemies: 

enemies of peppers grown under organic 
farming systems

2007 Ratiya Subsaiboonsong

The course on organic agriculture of technology 

learning for elementary school students five 
grade

2007 Wanliya Sirikla

Research and development of organic 

agriculture to encourage the production of 
integrated marketing

2007 Vitoon Ruengleartpanyakul 

and Chayaporn Watanasorn

Thailand is a center driven organic agriculture 2007 Vitoon Panyakul

Guideline of organic farming promoters 2007 Vitoon Panyakul

The production of organic jasmine rice105 for 

commercialization

2007 Bann Na Tung Community 

enterprise and National 
Innovation Agency

After the change of soil in organic agriculture 

system.
( Asparagus)

2007 Sasikarn Kerdsangsuriyong

Corn production in organic farming 2007 Sirichai Satuwijarn

Factors associated with the adoption of 

technology to produce organic farmers in San 
Pa Yang District, Chiang Mai Province.

2007 Siriporn Muangkeaw

Organic Agriculture Business 2007 Supachai Loalohakarn

Livestock Development Project and Standard 2007 ACFS and National 

Innovation Agency
Household economy and the innovation 

adoption of organic agriculture

2007 Sansern Srineang
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Natural Meat Project 2007 Natural meat project of 

Kasetsart university and  
National Innovation Agency

The organic diapers 2007 Green Net and National 

Innovation Agency
Short - term pilot project for green area in the 

Pai district: Development of sustainable 
agricultural production of Pai district, Mae 
Hong Son province, under a partnership 
between the public sector, academic and 
Farmers Community

2007 Sawitri Meejuy, et al.

The influence of the dry weight yield and 

quality of flowering pineapple which grown in 
the conversion period of organic agriculture 
compared with chemicals agricultural

2007 Achara Utairatsamee and 

Pramote Saridnirundorn

Public policy for food security and economic 

sustainable trade

2007

Market of non chemical vegetables 

management at a fair and reasonable during 
conversion period. To sustainable agricultural 
production systems of The Alternative 
Agriculture Network in Kun Yuam district,  
Mae Hong Son province

2007

Constraints in Conversion from Conventional to 

Organic 
Farming in Thailand 

2008  Aditi Vidyarthi

Best Practices for Organic Policy What 

developing country governments can do to 
promote the organic agriculture sector : Case 
study of Thailand 

2008 Vitoon Panyakul
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The lessons from the field, save energy and 

resources in the field of organic agriculture, 
water economy

2008 Sawang Ruaysoongneun

Guidelines to reduce production costs by using 

organic vegetables on the high bacteria added 
benefit of nitrogen

2008 Jutamad Puriya and Ampun 

Bhumsiri

Production distribution of

small farmers survival

2008 Chopaka Muangsuk, 

Bussara Limnirunkul and 
Pruen Yibmantasiri

Using warm and pineapple biological to fly 

control

2008 Thawatchai Supadit and 

Panomkorn Kun - oon

Status and Role of market in the United States: 

market access of small farmers

2008 Triyada Trimakka and Ubon 

Yuuwaa

The protein produced from organic coconut and 

coconut milk powder 

2008 Earth born Co., Ltd. and 

National Innovation Agency 
(NIA)

Passion Fruit planting project with natural way 

to produce concentrated juice 

2008 Bangkok non toxin product 

Co., Ltd. and National 
Innovation Agency (NIA)

Organic Agriculture Restaurant Project 2008 Jittong real estate Co., Ltd 

and National Innovation 
Agency (NIA)

Communities mechanisms to drive social 

sustainable agriculture

2008 Pruek Yibmantasiri

Standards process management in the organic 

rice production in Ubonratchatanee provinces

2008 Yod Borisud, Sujin Simaruk 

and Wiriya Limpinun

Revision of Development Plan and the situation 

of migrants and organic agriculture

2008 Yuwayong Chantaravijid, et 

al.
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The Enzyme Ionic Plasma using method of the 

bean 
production under organic farming system

2008 Ruamjid Nokkhao, Kwanjit 

Santipracha, and Wonlop 
Santipracha

The situation of organic vegetables market in 

Nakhon Pathom province

2008 Siam Arunsrimorakod, et al.

The comparative study of the health of using 

agricultural chemicals farmers and organic 
agriculture farmers in San Pa Tong district, 
Chiangmai Province

2008 Anon Visudtananon
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APPENDIX C

Questions in the Interview Guide

1. What is your opinion about the organic agriculture policy?

 1.1What happened?

 1.2 What is happening?

 1.3 What will happen?

2. What is your opinion about the National Organic Agriculture Development 

Strategic Plan?

 2.1 progress

 2.2 problems and obstacles

 2.3 restrictions

3. What is your experience about.............?

 3.1 the organic agriculture policy

 3.2 the National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan

4. In your opinion, to what degree do other people acknowledge...............?

 4.1 the organic agriculture policy

 4.2 the National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan

5. What is your expectation about .............?

 5.1 the organic agriculture policy

 5.2 the National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan

6. Have you got any benefit from ...............?

 6.1 the organic agriculture policy

 6.2 the National Organic Agriculture Development Strategic Plan

7. In your opinion, what are the success factors affecting in the organic agriculture 

policy implementation?



8. Do you think that the following factors affect with the organic agriculture policy 

implementation or not. What is the reason?

 8.1 Entrepreneurs leadership

 8.2 Entrepreneurs business structure

 8.3 Entrepreneurs capital

 8.4 Entrepreneurs commitment 

 8.5 Entrepreneurs lifestyle 

9. In your opinion, what is the suitable model for the sustainable organic agriculture 

policy implementation?
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APPENDIX D

Organic Agriculture Area Evolution (rais) by Country in 2009 - 2012

Country 2009 2010 2011 2012

Afghanisten 393.75 381.25 381.25 381.25

Albania 1,693.75 1,775.00 2,800.00 3,218.75

Algeria 3,887.50 3,893.75 4,325.00 4,375.00

Andorra 12.50 12.50 25.00 -

Angola - - - 15,537.50

Argentina 27,046,075.00 26,110,331.25 23,725,850.00 22,734,162.50

Armenia 3,750.00 4,687.50 4,687.50 5,062.50

Australia 75,010,775.00 75,010,775.00 75,010,775.00 75,010,775.00

Austria 3,242,231.25 3,397,531.25 3,390,956.25 3,332,687.50

Azerbaijan 127,118.75 133,418.75 137,243.75 148,375.00

Bangladest 7,262.50 4,993.75 42,562.50 42,875.00

Belarus  Wild collection  Wild collection  Wild collection  Wild collection 

Bฺelgium 259,118.75 370,125.00 345,650.00 373,237.50

Belize 7,356.25 7,356.25 7,525.00 11,625.00

Benin 5,450.00 7,293.75 10,600.00 16,425.00

Bermuda  Processing  Processing  Processing  Processing 

Bhutan - - 38,437.50 38,475.00

Bolivia 256,275.00 700,681.25 204,437.50 204,437.50

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina

3,625.00 3,625.00 2,143.75 2,143.75

Brazil 5,825,750.00 5,825,750.00 4,294,000.00 4,407,706.25



Country 2009 2010 2011 2012

Bulgaria 77,000.00 160,300.00 156,387.50 244,606.25

Burkina Faso 91,831.25 86,262.50 123,025.00 93,750.00

Burundi 2,187.50 2,187.50 3,437.50 3,437.50

Cambodia 67,031.25 50,525.00 51,781.25 56,593.75

Cameroon 1,812.50 3,100.00 5,306.25 4,143.75

Canada 4,397,987.50 4,397,987.50 5,257,600.00 5,211,768.75

Chad  Wild collection only  Wild collection only  Wild collection only  Wild collection only 

Channel Islands 2,312.50 2,250.00 1,562.50 1,562.50

Chile 514,543.75 198,100.00 181,675.00 141,475.00

China 11,581,250.00 8,687,500.00 11,875,000.00 11,875,000.00

Colombia 298,600.00 208,337.50 212,875.00 212,875.00

Comoros 8,312.50 6,531.25 16,512.50 16,512.50

Cook Islands - 112.50 125.00 125.00

Costa Rica 50,325.00 69,462.50 59,812.50 58,500.00

Cote d'Lvoire 109,018.75 113,331.25 129,112.50 121,606.25

Croatia 88,712.50 145,325.00 200,225.00 199,393.75

Cuba 89,462.50 13,162.50 13,806.25 33,000.00

Cyprus 22,343.75 22,343.75 22,343.75 24,518.75

Czech Republic 2,490,043.75 2,801,262.50 2,878,112.50 3,054,112.50

Democratic 
Republic of the 
Congo 

41,668.75 203,268.75 256,450.00 323,987.50

Denmark 977,706.25 1,018,143.75 1,013,581.25 1,216,912.50

Dominica - - 1,500.00 1,500.00

Dominican 
Republic

1,006,862.50 1,031,931.25 1,168,318.75 1,056,112.50
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Ecuador 433,487.50 404,693.75 312,731.25 351,893.75

Egypt 350,000.00 513,543.75 513,543.75 513,543.75

El Salvador 42,100.00 42,100.00 42,100.00 42,100.00

Estonia 594,793.75 706,075.00 836,118.75 900,918.75

Ethiopia 767,043.75 857,475.00 877,968.75 1,029,856.25

Falkiand 
Islands 
(Malvians)

2,474,593.75 2,492,537.50 2,492,537.50 2,520,081.25

Faroe Islands 75.00 1,581.25 1,581.25 1,581.25

Fiji 625.00 625.00 12,537.50 13,525.00

Finland 1,038,568.75 1,057,300.00 1,176,181.25 1,235,943.75

France 4,234,456.25 5,284,012.50 6,094,068.75 6,455,881.25

French Guiana 
(France)

16,568.75 11,100.00 24,837.50 15,043.75

French 
Polynesia

- 10,793.75 656.25 15,431.25

Georgia 7,550.00 8,756.25 12,493.75 12,493.75

Germany 5,919,468.75 6,191,887.50 6,347,662.50 6,464,718.75

Ghana 182,125.00 78,968.75 124,331.25 176,006.25

Greece 2,039,075.00 1,936,393.75 1,332,975.00 2,891,362.50

Grenada 250.00 531.25 531.25 531.25

Guadeloupe 
(France)

525.00 168.75 1,037.50 1,025.00

Guatemala 83,125.00 83,593.75 83,625.00 83,625.00

Guinea-Bissau  Wild collection only  Wild collection only  Wild collection only  Wild collection only 

Guyana 26,556.25 26,556.25 26,556.25 26,556.25

Haiti 337.50 1,175.00 5,700.00 5,037.50
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Honduras 73,756.25 111,406.25 148,912.50 155,937.50

Hungary 876,825.00 797,531.25 777,512.50 816,306.25

Iceland 41,631.25 36,287.50 51,537.50 51,500.00

India 7,375,000.00 4,875,000.00 6,776,662.50 3,125,000.00

Indonesia 369,631.25 522,687.50 462,712.50 551,543.75

Iran (Islamic 
Republic of)

55,331.25 45,350.00 270,825.00 266,462.50

Ireland 299,150.00 299,150.00 338,262.50 338,262.50

Israel 43,556.25 54,962.50 44,343.75 38,668.75

Italy 6,916,775.00 6,960,887.50 6,855,556.25 7,296,012.50

Jamaica 3,387.50 3,387.50 3,387.50 3,387.50

Japan 56,668.75 56,668.75 58,756.25 66,318.75

Jordan 6,581.25 9,181.25 16,043.75 18,093.75

Kazakhstan 842,887.50 834,762.50 1,226,343.75 1,820,018.75

Kenya 26,418.75 30,262.50 31,056.25 30,587.50

Kosovo - - 68.75 693.75

Kyrgyzstan 71,343.75 94,000.00 94,356.25 16,850.00

Lao (PDR) 32,775.00 37,537.50 37,437.50 37,437.50

Latyia 101,093.75 102,000.00 1,150,600.00 1,222,862.50

Lebanon 20,825.00 7,668.75 20,643.75 20,643.75

Lesotho 2,062.50 - 1,143.75 3,856.25

Liechtenstein 6,281.25 6,375.00 6,843.75 6,787.50

Lithuanla 806,593.75 897,775.00 951,906.25 978,368.75

Luxembourg 22,587.50 23,250.00 23,250.00 24,525.00

Macedonia 
(FYROM)

38,831.25 219,775.00 165,193.75 79,568.75
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Madagascar 87,931.25 126,587.50 189,018.75 189,156.25

Malawi 6,212.50 5,150.00 1,037.50 218.75

Malaysia 9,887.50 9,887.50 9,887.50 3,768.75

Mali 135,506.25 94,993.75 92,437.50 93,293.75

Malta 162.50 150.00 143.75 162.50

Martinique 
(France)

875.00 1,206.25 1,862.50 1,250.00

Mauritius 37.50 218.75 187.50 100.00

Mexico 2,078,031.25 2,078,031.25 2,293,150.00 3,046,206.25

Moldova 200,656.25 200,656.25 138,137.50 138,137.50

Montenegro 28,768.75 22,256.25 19,175.00 19,175.00

Morocco 23,750.00 106,437.50 106,437.50 103,750.00

Mozambique 9,725.00 34,493.75 27,925.00 24,000.00

Myanmar 3,468.75 375.00 1,262.50 5,606.25

Namibia 775.00 775.00 88,200.00 88,268.75

Nepal 50,368.75 61,181.25 54,356.25 64,206.25

Netherlands 324,443.75 288,956.25 295,031.25 300,237.50

New Zealand 777,900.00 777,900.00 833,256.25 667,206.25

Nicaragua 210,131.25 210,131.25 210,131.25 210,131.25

Niger 2,093.75 300.00 475.00 662.50

Nigeria 51,262.50 74,868.75 59,206.25 59,506.25

Niue 993.75 993.75 381.25 381.25

Norway 354,606.25 357,618.75 346,875.00 345,375.00

Occupied 
Palestinian 
Treeitory

6,250.00 39,712.50 39,712.50 39,712.50
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Oman 243.75 243.75 237.50 237.50

Pakistan 127,006.25 138,143.75 155,775.00 139,981.25

Panama 32,775.00 20,262.50 28,600.00 28,600.00

Papua New 
Guinea

20,756.25 19,725.00 70,856.25 73,737.50

Paraguay 319,937.50 320,143.75 319,937.50 319,937.50

Peru 1,164,462.50 1,354,725.00 1,162,275.00 1,236,481.25

Philippines 323,787.50 499,950.00 601,981.25 506,087.50

Poland 2,294,137.50 3,262,312.50 3,808,825.00 328,400.00

Portugal 946,625.00 1,256,587.50 1,250,943.75 1,250,943.75

Republic of 
Korea

83,393.75 96,987.50 120,700.00 159,168.75

Reunion 
(France)

1,175.00 1,725.00 3,475.00 3,712.50

Romania 1,051,800.00 1,141,912.50 1,437,162.50 1,801,631.25

Russian 
Federation

490,306.25 275,106.25 792,800.00 914,068.75

Rwanda 23,106.25 22,500.00 23,156.25 23,156.25

Samoa 60,712.50 60,712.50 209,468.75 209,468.75

San Marino  Processing only  Processing only  Processing only  Processing only 

Sao Tome and 
Principe

22,443.75 27,568.75 27,918.75 25,318.75

Sauidi Arabia 291,468.75 264,850.00 116,018.75 84,806.25

Senegal 158,443.75 176,093.75 81,250.00 42,100.00

Serbia 54,131.25 53,968.75 38,981.25 39,625.00

Singapore  Processing only  Processing only  Processing only  Processing only 

Slovakia 909,312.50 1,090,443.75 1,041,875.00 1,041,875.00
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Slovania 183,675.00 191,850.00 200,931.25 219,381.25

Solomon 
Islands

22,675.00 8,162.50 8,168.75 8,168.75

South Africa 372,262.50 347,631.25 262,168.75 269,812.50

Spain 8,317,337.50 9,104,200.00 10,136,862.50 9,957,481.25

Sri Lanka 132,225.00 139,125.00 121,681.25 121,981.25

Sudan 486,237.50 335,012.50 331,356.25 342,781.25

Swaziland 287.50 37.50 87.50 50.00

Sweden 2,447,025.00 2,741,831.25 3,001,156.25 2,985,531.25

Switzerland 712,812.50 747,581.25 768,750.00 787,256.25

Syrian Arab 
Republic

221,493.75 124,918.75 124,918.75 124,918.75

Taiwan 18,512.50 18,512.50 31,350.00 31,350.00

Tajikistan 437.50 2,443.75 2,875.00 79,118.75

Thailand 192,218.75 212,993.75 217,681.25 203,606.25

Timor-Leste 156,231.25 154,687.50 154,712.50 154,312.50

Togo 11,181.25 21,306.25 8,350.00 24,306.25

Tonga - - 1,550.00 2,487.50

Tunisia 1,045,637.50 1,094,162.50 1,115,756.25 857,425.00

Turkey 2,036,443.75 2,398,637.50 2,766,137.50 2,766,137.50

Uganda 1,418,462.50 1,427,618.75 1,426,037.50 1,444,731.25

Ukraine 1,688,706.25 1,688,912.50 1,702,000.00 1,705,312.50

United Arab 
Emirates

2,331.25 2,250.00 5,987.50 24,406.25

United 
Kingdom

4,510,787.50 4,372,737.50 3,990,800.00 3,687,500.00

Tanzania 451,175.00 454,156.25 718,887.50 1,165,856.25

338



Country 2009 2010 2011 2012

United States of 
America

12,180,912.50 11,056,256.25 13,615,443.75 13,615,443.75

Uruguay 5,818,531.25 5,818,531.25 5,818,531.25 5,818,531.25

Uzbekisten 2,025.00 406.25 1,306.25 1,331.25

Vanuatu 56,225.00 16,650.00 13,731.25 25,662.50

Venezuela 25,662.50 25,662.50 368.75 368.75

Viet Nam 87,575.00 120,450.00 120,450.00 226,781.25

Zambia 45,687.50 45,687.50 45,687.50 45,687.50

Zimbabwe 2,631.25 12,468.75 2,912.50 3,912.50

Total 226,734,318.75 225,109,812.5 233,481,656.3 234,655,681.3
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APPENDIX E

Categories of Organic Entrepreneurs

Country Entrepreneurs Processing plants Importers Exporters

Afghanistan 264 (2011) - - -

Albania 46 22 4 17

Algeria 57 - - -

Angola - 1 - -

Argentina 1,446 287 (2011) - 122 (2011)

Armenia 24 10 - -

Australia 2129 (2009) 765 (2011) - -

Austria 21,843 - - -

Azerbaijan 297 34 - -

Bangladesh 9,337 - - 2 (2010)

Belarus 3 - - -

Belgium 1,413 722 56 -

Belize 1291 (2011) - - -

Benin 3,269 4 - 9

Bermuda - - - -

Bolivia (2011) 9,837 273 - -

Bosnia and 
Herzegovina 

(2011)

25 12 - 6

Brazil 12,526 - - -

Bulgaria 2,754 81 - 14

Burkina Faso 11,265 22 - 24



Country Entrepreneurs Processing plants Importers Exporters

Burundi (2010) 35 - - -

Cambodia 5,818 2 - 4

Cameroon 88 8 - 16

Canada 3,590 1,237 - -

Chad - - - -

Chile (2011) 446 133 - 88

Colombia (2011) 4,775 5 5 15

Comoros 1416 (2011) 4 (2009) - 4 (2009)

Cook Islands 44 - - -

Costa Rica 3000 (2009) - - -

Cote d Ivoire 277 8 - 11

Croatia 1,528 57 36 6

Cuba 7 5 (2010) - 2 (2010)

Cyprus 719 53 - -

Czech Republic 3,934 454 9 (2011) 53 (2011)

D.R. of the Congo 1123 (2008) 4 - 4

Denmark 2,651 703 - -

Dominican 
Republic

24,099 68 - -

Ecuador (2011) 9,485 38 - -

Egypt (2009) 790 - - -

El Savador (2007) 2,000 - - -

Estonia 1,478 64 - -

Ethiopia 134,626 - - 23

Falkland Islands 
(Malvinas)

8 - - -
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Faroe Island - - - -

Fiji 171 5 (2010) - -

Finland 4,322 352 (2011) 27 (2011) -

France 24,425 8,957 137 -

French Guiana 
(France)

33 4 - -

French Polynesia 21 - - -

Georgia 150 - - -

Germany 23,032 8,293 308 -

Ghana 1,915 19 - 9

Greece 23,433 1,551 4 -

Grenada (2010) 3 - - -

Guadeioupe 
(France)

33 5 - -

Guatemala 3008 (2010) 23 (2011) - 92 (2011)

Guyana (2009) 74 - - -

Haiti 393 - - -

Honduras (2011) 4,989 26 - 25

Hungary 1,560 414 14 -

Iceland 35 25 - 4

India 600,000 699 - 699

Indonesia 6,627 22 - -

Iran (Islamic 
Republic of)

6,100 10 (2011) 2 (2011) 35 (2011)

Ireland (2011) 1,400 204 31 1

Israel 418 59 (2011) 22 (2011) 43
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Italy 43,852 9,542 297 -

Jamaica (2009) 80 - - -

Japan 2,130 1,805 193 -

Jordan 98 7 - 3

Kenya 12,647 (2011) - - 30

Kosovo - - - 8

Kyrgyzstan 1,172 - - -

Lao (PDR) (2011) 1,342 - - 1

Latvia 3,496 87 2 -

Lebanon (2011) 181 63 5 4

Lesotho 3 3 - -

Liechtenstein 35 - - -

Lithuania 2,527 91 - -

Luxembourg 102 43 (2009) 3 (2009) -

Madagascar 
(2011)

14,550 135 - 135

Malawi 4 3 - -

Malaysia 119 - - -

Mali 13,533 4 - 7

Malta (2011) 9 - - -

Martinique 
(France)

30 6 - -

Mauritius 3 - - -

Mexico 169,707 95 - -

Moldova (2011) 172 - - -
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Montenegro 
(2010)

62 - - -

Morocco (2010) 120 - - -

Mozambique 6 2 - -

Myanmar 15 1 - -

Namibia (2011) 6 - - -

Nepal (2011) 247 4 - 4

Netherlands 1,646 1,035 - -

New Zealand 987 274 12 -

Nicaragua (2009) 10,060 30 - -

Niger 2 1 - 2

Nigeria (2011) 596 80 - 80

Niue 122 - - -

Norway 2,590 541 60 -

Occupied 
Palestinian 

Territory (2010)

832 - - -

Oman (2010) 4 - - -

Pakistan 105 15 - -

Panama (2011) 10 2 - -

Papua New 
Guinea

9,185 - - -

Paraguay (2007) 11,401 - - -

Peru 47,211 - - 153

Philippines 3,008 20 - 20

Poland 25,944 312 30 -
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Portugal (2011) 2,603 - - -

Republic of Korea 16,733 - - -

Reunion (France) 126 14 - -

Romania 15,315 105 3 -

Russian 
Federation

56 20 - -

Rwanda (2011) 876 - - -

Somoa 743 4 (2010) - -

San Marino - 2 - -

Sao Tome and 
Pricipe

2,180 3 - 3

Saudi Arabia 79 - - -

Senegal 13,483 2 - 2

Serbia 1,073 32 30 9

Singapore - 2 - -

Slovakia (2011) 365 41 5 -

Slovenia 2,682 177 - -

Solomon Islands 384 - - -

South Africa 201 125 - -

Spain 30,462 2,790 111 127

Sri Lanka 404 78 - 6

Sudan 222 2 - 4

Swaziland - - - -

Sweden 5,601 680 218 -

Switzerland 6,173 - - -
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Syrian Arab 
Republic (2010)

2,458 - - -

Taiwan (2011) 2,300 - - -

Tajikistan 10,486 15 - -

Thailand 7,189 - - -

Macedonia 
(FYROM)

554 11 - -

Timor-Leste 
(2009)

71 - - -

Togo 8,858 11 - 15

Tonga 123 - - -

Tunisia 2,302 100 20 53

Turkey 57,259 113 32 34

Uganda 189,610 - - -

Ukraine 164 59 41 36

United Arab 
Emirates

34 - - -

United Kingdom 4,281 - 95 -

Tanzania 148,610 - - 28 (2011)

United States of 
America (2011)

12,880 - - -

Uruguay (2006) 630 - - -

Uzbekistan - - - -

Vanuatu 696 - - -

Venezuela (2009) - - - -

Viet Nam 6,829 33 (2010) - -

Zambia (2009) 10,055 - - -
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Zimbabwe (2011) 3 - - -

Total 1,927,018 44,444 1,817 2,081
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APPENDIX F

Addresses of the Key Informants

Na So Agriculturist group

57 Moo 2 Bann SokeKumPoon, NaSo Sub - district, Kutchum district, Yasothorn 

province.

BarkRue Agriculturist group asothorn province

118 Moo 4 BarkRue sub - district, Mahachanachai district, Yasothorn province.

Muang Ubon Cooperative Ltd.

Moo 3 Bann PaAou, PaAou sub - district, Muang Ubonrachatani district, 

Ubonrachatani province

New Theory Agriculturist group

136 Moo 1 KorKoo sub - district, Muangsurin district, Surin province

Mr.Chay Sasuk

Bann Ponlamung, HinKong sub - district, Suwannabhumi district, Roi - Ed province

Rice College Community Enterprise, Organic rice production centers

Bann TaChang, Panangtoong sub - district, Kuankanun district, Pattalung province

Earth Net foundation

BarkRue sub - district, Mahachanachai district, Yasothorn province.

6 Soi PiboonUppatum - Wattananivej 7, Suthisarn road, Samsennok sub - district, 

HuayKwang district, Bangkok. 10310



Top Organic Products and Supply co., Ltd.

126/83 Krung Thonburi road, BanglumpooLang sub - district, Klongsarn district, 

Bangkok 10600

Medifood (Thailand) Co., Ltd.

222/7 The primary prestige village, Rachada - RamIntra road, KlongKum sub - 

district, BungKum district, Bangkok 10230

Medifood (Thailand) Co., Ltd. Chaiyabhumi branch

333 Moo 7 ChongSamMor sub - district, Klangkro district, Chaiyabhumi province, 

36150

Thai Organic Farm Co., Ltd. (Rai - Pruk - Ruk)

976/17 Soi Rama IV hospital, Bangkapi, Bangkok

130 Moo 1 Petchakerm road, Wangyen sub - district, BangPae district, Rachaburi 

province.

Merit Food Products Co., Ltd.

39/16 Moo 3 NongKangKoak sub - district, Muang district, Chonburi province

Promgungwahn Ltd., Part.

53 Moo 7, Sunsai sub - district, Sarapee district, Chiengmai province

Surakij farm

organic aquaculture community enterprise

Moo 13 LaemFahPar sub 0 district, Prasamutchedi district, Samutprakarn province

Sureerath Farm

105 Moo 13 Paknam Laemsing sub - district, Laemsing district, Chantaburi province.
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Sureerath Organic Products Co., Ltd.

333 Moo 13 Paknam Laemsing sub - district, Laemsing district, Chantaburi province.

KungKaBane Fishery Cooperative, Ltd.

5/1 Moo 3 KlongKut sub - district, Tha - Mai District, Chantaburi province.

Central food retails Co., Ltd.

15 - 18 floor, Central Plaza Chang Wattana Office Tower 

99/9 Moo 2, Chang Wattana road, Bangtalad sub - district, PakKled district, 

Nontaburi province

SangSook Chanel

493 Sappasit road, NaiMuang sub - district, Muang Ubonrachatani, Ubonrachatani 

province

Institute for a sustainable agriculture community (ISAC)

363 Moo 4 Cheingmai - MaeJo road, NongJom sub - district, Sansai district, 

Cheingmai province

School of administrative studies, MaeJo University

Thep Pongpanij building, MaeJo University, NongHarn sub - district, Sansai district, 

Cheingmai province

Faculty of Natural resources, Rajamangala University of Technology Isan 

Sakonnakhon campus

199 Moo 3, PungKoln - Warichabhumi road, PungKoln sub - district, PungKoln 

district, Sakolnakorn province

350



Green Net Cooperative, Ltd.

6 Soi PiboonUppatum - Wattananivej 7, Suthisarn road, Samsennok sub - district, 

HuayKwang district, Bangkok. 10310

Khaokwan foundation, Supanburi province

13/1 Moo 3, TedsabarnThasadej road, soi 6, Sakeaw sub - district, MuangSupanburi 

district, Supanburi province.

Agri - Nature Foundation

Nongbonnedaeng sub - district, Bann bung district, Chonburi province.
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