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While Thailand is able to produce enough rice to support the population, some
vulnerable households have inadequate consumption to meet energy and nutritional needs,
particularly in the rural areas. The household food poverty line in 2007 was averaged at
22.58US$/person/month, or 54 percent of the total poverty line. 416,410 people in Thailand, or
0.65 percent of the population were affected by food poverty . The rural poor lived with limited
natural conditions and land ownership. More than 400,000 households in the rural area are
landless and are the most vulnerable group that affected by food poverty . Moreover, there had
been an unequal distribution of land and land rights between small-scale farmers and large
scale farmers. Small-scale farmers have insecure rights and tend to rely on crops cultivated on
margina lands. With insecure rights and scarcity of water ,they are unlikely to make their full
effort to make long term investment in their cultivated land and hence reducing productivity.
These problems of land tenure system in Thailand pose risks to agricultural productivity and
exploitation of natural resources and thus the sustainability of food security for all households,
especially the poor.

Objectives of study wereto explore how differencesin land access or land tenure rights
affect household's decision to choose crop to produce, farming system and trade off between
short-term consumption and long term preservation of land, to analyze impacts on rural
livelihood strategies or the way in which assets are used to generate access to food that meets
nutrition status, particularly when households face negative shocks under differences in land
tenurerights.

Target area was Khon Khen province ,one of the most vulnerable provinces to food
poverty. The data used was from the field survey in Khon-Khaen. Three types of land titles
were selected: Certificate of Utilization (N.S-3), Title Deed, and Undocumented Land.Data are
collected through questionnaires.The empirical model was estimated using the choice model.
The dependent variables were the decision to invest/ conserve land. The independent variables
included major land right variables and control variables such as household characteristics.

Empirical results revealed that more secured land rights induce more food security or, in
other words, reduce the vulnerability to be food-poor. Unfortunately, its relative importance is
much less than money income. This implied that the observed agriculturalists are market- or
commercial-oriented and concern less about being self-sufficient in term of food. Alternatively,
liquidity and value mismatch between land and food security could explain this relative less
importance of land rights.

Moreover, it was found that rice cultivation caused household to be more vulnerable.
This raises our concern on the long-term implication on rice production and widespread food
insecurity in Thailand. It is essential for the government to develop a set of policy to assure
food security by doing something else apart from securing farmers’ rights over their land. Land
reform can reduce food vulnerability but money income is more effective. Rice cultivation is
apparently under threat since it reduces food security for the household. Revised policy on rice
is urgently required. Agriculturalists behavior on their trade-off between short-term
consumption and long-term preservation of land remains to be further examined.



unAnea

i lATaNIg : RDG5310012

dalasanns : Land Tenure and Food Security
Sedsniunng : AT.ANGA DNIFEFNNIF

E-mail Address . supruet@econ.tu.ac.th
seiznanTATNNg S 1 WY 2553 1 31 JuAN 2554

Turnusndsemalnagnunsnnandnq AN anafa AN AaINI171a91 921 LASIH AT FaLN
RENFABNIFUFNAN IINANIULAZA17D U I NN NAA DA NARIN17189919717 TALANITASITAL
TuruLy 1EUANNENNAUANUAIUNT1849T] 2550 LaadlAvingl 22.58 naaaNfAanuFAaLAaL 117a 54%

1a9iduAnanaulagu Useainsg 416,410 Aulutlszinelng virevindu 0.65% veedszans

'
aaa o

TnasaulifunansznuaInAINENNARANLe1INT Uszains unnndn 400,000 ARl AN AU

'
o oA

a ISP o | % dla dl ' % QI 1 ?.'/ o a
nulazidaaninluauiiduianresnnu unqunidassaniuainaufIue1ung gena1ii €9inng

q
' 1

nazane ldineuiulunaulazans lunauseuinunemInsmetasazinEnnase o) inemnmns

1 Qi 1 oI/ dl a -de o % Qi o dla o a dj o
setiasi liidnnuiuasluGes@nslunau nldfeanisamuinininuunAuiIiueesnuLes 1990
Tlsc@ninmnisuananas deanasanuluAIsUaNIFaATaFau

[ %

TrnilszasAraenisAnen AatansaaaudnANuans1slu@nslunaudinansenusanis
FRAUIAABNNITNAS TTULNNINARAENNLT LAZATIAALINITABNIENINNILTINATuITe v duLazNg
[ rdla dll a s 1 adaa Y o T o A ¥ dl
aysnEnAuluszazeng INedlAziNansEnUsadnaInaINNIT LinIndRuIaInFITauluA U1
INENWBFIEAYINFBIN1TAN78 11192895908 LuReu s 898N T IunAuINNY
g oda 4o o A @ e o 4 da d4 y y
WunAN® Ao Winveuiiu TududamdanilaniiAnuidessiaanNeINausIUaIuT 103a
o o o o = A o ag Aa =
Nlfu1a1NN134199901 AN TUTBUINWENUILLARLIDNN NIANEIABNANT AU 3 LU AR 14,3
,Taun uarlsifianans@ns uuudiaesnldae Choice  Model tnafiautlsanuaanissndulalunig
dlca o a A a a QIIQ o a o A o ] o A
amulunay AauLlsdasymedns lunauinny uarinlsnruaANARANUEANNT8ATITRY
=8 I QI a a dla o a a oI/ = QI o 1 aI/ %
HANNIANIUIINGIN B9ANE AU AUl ANTuALieln Azt ligranuiunamiedin

A !

BTN WTDWABNAENIAD AzdranANBRENTBNNITAAANNEINAUAUAIUT WeilaalaR

[
o a A o £

a a -dla = ] I QJdI o a 1 A % 1

and luiaunnuilimnudnAnydeandime lindustu naname inemnslfaauaulasamana

PALNLNNINAIUAINTURLNINNITHART1NAUNE F9NTITU WL ANHAIEANITNINTNEATNN AR
dl QI d%/ o =K o ¥ dl = o a a dIQ )

ANREINT Tuszazend STasasimunulaunafuauuanmwiiaann1snMUARTE lunauN

Aunn I liAaANTRAIAIWE IU1T UlauNeAaAUT19AY TN NUNIU Lmzwqﬁmmﬂ'mﬁ@ﬂ

szt lnalussasduuazniseyindnaulussuzfiasnisnisnsaaaasia bl



	1
	2
	3
	4
	5
	6
	7
	8
	9
	10
	11

