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Abstract

The income distribution of Thai farmers over the last two decades represents an
interesting case study. This study employs the concept of “Pro-Poor Growth” using
secondary data collected by the Office of Agricultural Economics in the periods 1995/96
and 2012/13. The results revealed that over this period the income of farmers as a whole
rose. However, despite such growth income inequality among farmers worsened, with the
exception of farmers in the irrigation area, small cultivated areas and central region. The
agricultural economic growth experienced failed to provide tangible benefits to poor
farmers at all. Rich farmers alone were able to take advantage. To ameliorate this problem,
the government should invest in improving the infrastructure, especially irrigation systems,
centralizing markets and educating farmers to maximize both their bargaining power and
productivity.
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\RevaesmmssuiiuanUssmalneimuaiapiviaimaasugiafigdu lnsamemansinunsds
fanadunamrsugiafiddyvesuszma lnonaaigdvladinanannsofiasanlivansdia wu eldres
Ty (GDP per capita) A CE ORI e (Employment) ﬁ‘]’wmuﬂuﬁagﬂuaﬂnzmm&J’mﬁ]uama\ﬁ (Poverty)
msnsreTgldseinayaraiau (income Distribution) Wudu Wefinsarludiuvesadindnfasfuias
UssrmAniamainunsfiuiass o a0 wa. 2531 ulignu (it 1) wutwasdnanlfifugsduan
0.3 &uuwlud 2536 19u 1.4 Swuwlud wa. 2556 uazidlofinnsanainyadndndasinasuuszei
aamsneasrevaiiuiads a 91018 we. 2531 Hulig famdl 2 nuidiyasdugedudedutu ng
distuann 15,320 vwisevt iy 27,313 umsletta Tl ne. 2556
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M3 1 NansENuvesnuRsaiulanaAsegianenuenaukazatlivieuiuvesusas s

Yidnen Uszmadidnen anmenay  anuldvindisunu
1980-2012 1udi3e anas Wi
1978-2012 Ju - e
1970-2007 Mivuen3n (9l ueadise luSonlnuazdsus) anag anas
1980-2010 avAuBLIENT wazwasulleu - Wi
1992-2002 TneadT anas sy
1995-2009 D YIIUA anas anas
1995-2009 30 anaq anas
1995-2009 AAADIU anas sty
1995-2009 Asheaau anas Wi
1995-2009 MANAU anas Wi
1995-2009 gwuiianiu anas sy

fiun: Bashir, Olufunsho andJameelah (2015); Ying and Hong (2015); Amir and Dan (2015); Zouheir and Mohamed (2012);
Fernando, Carlos and Maria (2014); Loesse (2012); Mehmet and Ozlem (2013)
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TuazAneusni dsliuvusassmaasugiivnaeuuuidnues Simon Kuznets nanifioseldseiiiiutuay
dliAatgmnisnszaneseldfugadlussezusn wagdymnisnszaneseldazanadluszeginaiseun
MnuansAnnU fudsiiiavswadensnszaresels Iiun Saudmsfinudusm sasidudle waznns
Ufsumaasugna waen1snszaneseld 12 Usewa 910 16 Ussinaluasiivewsnudulunuannfigiuves
Kuznets luvaugifieniu Chang and Ram (2000) lngldnaaaumnuduiusseninsnisiulaniuasugianu
manszateseldmuaunfigiuues Simon Kuznets fetuiu Tnsfnwitamaly 65 Ussne Ingldtoyanme
AU WAZBUNTULIANTENINT A.A. 1965-1996 Nan1sAn¥IMUIILANUFURUTTENINNTRTYLAULANIS
wswgnanunsnsrateseld Wuldmuauufigiures Simon Kuznets lnefiyannndustszning 750-17,000
AOARNTANTT
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avwliiieumeneld nelideyaluszaugania senined wa. 2539-2552 lnsuistianafinyieanidugas
sywinAngaATysiaLasndingaLAsugia U we. 2500 Genudn ArwduiusseninsnnAulawazany
Tiwindeumesglidulunuauyfgiuves Kuznets lngrudadesunsfinu anugmassugiadeeu way
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iwswgiaseausnaululssmalnadh fdnvugnsaigdulaiduiuy Trickle-down Jesnegs nisiiule
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Tnsamglulssmamdaiau ddumasnuidemadiunseiuiisnsudlvanunsalasldvinfontusay
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Tudszmelnemnnanianiamsinens Tndeadufinasvgiaifanuddgniignveseme
ilesninunsnsdanlngflendmmnzgninga 3.7 duesiouvidednidudndiuosas 26 vesaiaFeulne
FaUszine ﬁqﬁy'u%'n?jdﬁmasiaizuummgﬁwaﬂwaLﬂuasmmrw definrsannmemaasusiadafiun
8INUVBIYIUT WU dndruaTisouriunnguzenaululinizdgn 2538/39 wuiildadiuiesay 51 Tu
Yo AUmzUgn 2555/56 wunanaandeievas 26 udluiiivesnisnszaenelduazaliminfieniuves
ymwinethuddhifimsfnumegieiouds fafumiddeitdamugemsinymsnszareneldveswuilne
Tugemmssuiruariiuieliogls lnsenfouwpnsnsnsssaiulnfiaeusslomnisonuau (Pro-Poor
Growth Rate) Hufle nsiisuifisunisidsuudasmesssldvesmnuniifigiuzeinau (Poor) uazns
Wasuuasglduesymuniifigiuglinau (Non-poor) Tasmaidsuudasiuasfesainssslovdsongy
ynfguensunnnInguy I idgulienay nanfe madsuudasisnnaigdvlavesels
°uawnmﬁﬁg’mzmﬂﬁ]u%éfmgqn’jwnmﬁﬁgmﬂﬂmnauﬂ"mm (Ravallion, M., 2004) lun15AAszsiazly
Joyaniuseuruinetineugn 2538/39 way Yigdan 2555/56 91NNN3E153A018ATEENAEIANATY
SRUNYATVBIETNNUATYFAINITN YA

2. hurAndnsINSRsYRulaaUsslavilsanuau (Pro-Poor Growth)
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AulieInau (Non-poor) T,m&Jﬂ’15Lﬂ§emLLﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁﬁ%’NUiﬂ%ﬁﬁiaﬂejmumﬂauu’mﬂ’hﬂfjmﬂﬂmﬂﬁm
(Klasen, 2004; Dollar and Kraay, 2000; Kakwani and Pernia, 2000; McCulloch and Baulch, 2000; Kakwani,
Khamdkerand Son, 2002) WaafunswSaiulaiideusdleniroauauiio daumsaifinsiesadviams
Lﬂi@gﬁﬁ]ﬁﬂumﬂaulé’f%'uﬂﬁﬂwﬁ (Ravallion, 2004) Lm'a&J’mvl,iLLmﬁmmﬁmwmﬁLﬁﬁ@Lauimﬁlﬁyaﬂﬁﬂwﬁ
seAugnIudiivediney 3 Usenis 1) wnRnilfeanuddyfudsdumsiulnveseldauauinnnin
Uspdunaisyiiulnasysinnas wu lundndtehmaiulaesgldiadevemnnguogi Sevas 2
wazmsidulaveseldruaudesas 3 Andilunsaiinsidvlnvesnelfiadsvomnnauegifesas 6 wins
dulavesseldauaueyi evay 42) lunnuasugianada naiulafideuslovironuauanunsaatuld
Srseldvosauauanasiosniingldvesaulionnau e q 930 9 wdrnuenadlildanatay 3) luma
UitRundnionnduteddissnadmsnuessuuassiadioanmialivnfeslaellidadlasziuns
W AUlamLAsEERaNIasId (UNDP, 2004)

nMsiesginnuldmindentureseldiuannisidndnduldavesnisivla (Growth Incidence
Curve: GIO) FsannsnosunglalasSuaniladdurauninag duazas (COF)
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Chen, 2003) 31 dwinniduldsvesmaiule (GIO) egwmilednaud () Tunn p wansiinisnszatevessnela
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