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ASSESSING THE ADOPTION STATUS AND SOCIO-ECONOMIC IMPACT OF
ROW SEEDER ON MALE AND FEMALE FARMERS: A CASE STUDY IN THOI
LAI VILLAGE, CAN THO PROVINCE, SOUTH VIETNAM
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ABSTRACT

The important factor for adopting row seeder was the access of technological
information from extension program. Farmers who applied row seeder have save
seed cost, fertilizer and pesticide cost. Farmer understood situation of rice plants
in row seeding leading to less nutrient competition and insect pest attack. Row
seeding is labor saving technology; especially it reduced women labor in gap
filling and hand weeding. Therefore, it increased leisure time for female family
labor and improved their health. However, it caused lost jobs of poor and land less
women who work as hired labors in gap filling and hand weeding. Thus,
introduction of advance technology must be thought of its social negative impact to
find the suitable solutions, especially to poor and landless women.

RATIONALE

Rice is the most important crop of the
Mekong Delta farmers. The Mekong produces
half (51%) of the total national rice
production. Vietnam became a major exporter
of rice due to increase in rice productivity and
rice cropping intensity (Xuan and Matsui
1998). The increase in rice production was
due to expansion of the irrigation scheme
which is favorable for rice intensification of
from single rice to double or triple cropping
with high yielding and short-duration
varieties. Other changes are machinery for
land preparation and threshing. To reduce of
labor cost, farmers shifted from transplanting
to direct seeding of rice. However, they use
very high rate of seeds (about 200 kg ha™)
which in turn increasing seed cost, farmers
still have low profit from rice. The
participatory  rural  assessment  (PRA)
conducted in September 2003 indicated that
the consequence of using of row seeder is the
lesser cost for seed, fertilizer and pesticide
inputs. The row seeder was introduced 1998,
according to Tran Minh Tuan (2003), there
are 23,859 row seeders are being used in the
Mekong Delta. Of which, Can Tho is the
highest adoption province with 9014 row
seeders.

The feedback and the assessment of such
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intervention program as row seeder can
improve farmers’ benefit received from the
implementation. Attempt to assess the impact
of this intervention on social aspects is at the
frontier of social research in agriculture. A
study in the Mekong Delta, Vietnam revealed
that female workers contributed more than
44% of the total labor inputs in rice
production (Chi et al. 1994). The women in
the household with female-managed—farm can
do all tasks related to rice production (Dung
2001; Chi 2003) beside their traditional tasks
as transplanting, gap filling and re-
transplanting, weeding and harvesting. There
is a need to increase attention given to male
and female farmers’ perceptions and labor
allocation due to the introduction and
adoption of row seeder and its relation to
actual crop establishment as well as the social
impacts on the landless and poor farming
households.

The objective of this study is to determine the
adoption status and the socio- economic
impact of row seeder adoption with focus on
women workers from farming and landless
households.

METHODOLOGY

Thoi Lai village (Co Do district) in Can Tho
province has high rate of the row seeder
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adoption in the district (according to extension
station office, 2003). Row seeder applied area
occupies 16% of rice land. The landless
household in the village occupies 14%.

The dominant cropping system in the village
is rice-rice-rice + fish (56%) followed by rice-
rice-rice (33%). Two rice system or rice —
upland crop —rice is 3% each. The only upland
crop system with fish is 5%.

The classification of poor and better-off
households was based on the living standards
defined by village leaders. The poor
household has less than 0.5 ha of land. The
income per capita is equal or less than 200
000 VND/month. Most of them have no
television or electric machine. Their houses
mostly temporary and some are semi-
permanent. The better household has more
than 0.5 ha of land. The income per capita is
more than 200 000 VND/month. The house
has furniture completely. They have television
and electricity machines. Their houses are
permanent and semi- permanent.

A complete census of the rice farming
households in Thoi Lai village was conducted
to find out the adopters and non-adopters of
the row seeder. Among two groups of row
seeding adopters and non-adopters, the
husband and wife in 79 row seeding adopted
household and 41 non- adopted households
were interviewed directly and separately.
Among them, poor and better- off households
were classified. There are 60 poor women and
59 betters- off women. Forty landless-women
were included in this survey. The structured
questionnaires were employed to collect data
on  socio-economic  characteristics  of
respondents and household, the beliefs,
attitude, income, input and output from rice
production, access to training and information
sources.

Data were summarized in the forms of
frequency, mean and percentage. The
qualitative information will be summarized by
description and also applied the methods of
quantified coding. The T-test (2-tailed) was
applied to compared the differences on inputs
and output between row seeding adopters and
non adopters. Since the data comprises of both
qualitative and quantitative, the multiple
regression analysis was used to determine the
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factors affecting the adoption of row seeder.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION
Social  economic  characteristics of
households:

Both row seeder adopters and non - adopters
are in middle age and they worked on rice
farming about 20 years. The education of the
wife in adoption category is higher than the
wife in non- adoption category. This indicates
that better education of the wife can lead to
better adoption of new technology. In both
kinds of households with row seeder adoption
and non- adoption, the husbands are major
land owners. More than half of adopters
(59%) applied row seeding in 3 rice crop
reasons. One fifth of adopter (21%) applied
row seeding in 2 rice crop seasons. The rest
applied one rice season.

Farmers’ access to row seeders, information
and training:

Most of adopters started to apply row seeding
in recent years (2000, 2001, and 2002). Most
of them (71%) started to use row seeder in dry
season (Winter- Spring). Both husband and
wife of adopting households mentioned that
they applied row seeders to reduce inputs as
seeds, labors, fertilizer and pesticide. They
have observed other farmers who applied row
seeders with good outcomes as high yield and
benefit. They were recommended by
extension technicians from Mekong food
company, radio and television. They used row
seeder because of their trust of this technique.

Most of adopted farmers acquired row seeders
by borrowing from the group and hamlet
(51%). Nearly one- third of them (29%)
bought row seeders. The rests were provided
by village and extension station. If bought,
they got subsidy of 40% of cost from the
extension station. Both husband and wife
perceived that a row seeder can be used for 30
crop seasons if it is treated carefully. It should
be kept in shade after use.

More of the husbands (86%) than the wives
(54%) are willing to buy a row seeder by their
own cash if there is no subsidy. Some of them
are not willing to buy by their own cash
because of several reasons such as poor
farmers, expensive row seeder, small land,
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and being able to borrow easily. One- third of
adopted farmers also are willing to form a
group to buy and use one row seeder. This
rate was lower in non- adopted farmers.

Regarding to access to the information related
to row seeder, table 1 indicates that higher
rate of the husbands in row seeding adopted
households than those in non- adopted
households exposed to demonstration trials,
extension technician, farmers’ clubs, village
broadcast and television extension program.
The wife had less exposed to these
information sources as compared to their
husbands.

Among information sources, extension
technician and television program seem to be
important to the husbands in adopted
households, followed by village
demonstration trials. Other farmers and
neighbors seem to be influencing groups to
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both husband and wife of adopted and non-
adopted households.

More husbands (54%) than their wives (5%)
in row seeding adopted households
participated in technical training. The row
seeder use was one of the contents of the
training such as IPM, three reductions and
three gains (the 3 reductions include reducing
seed, fertilizer and pesticide inputs, the 3
gains are increasing yield, quality and
benefit), rice production, variety and seed
propagation, row seeder technique. Row
seeding was recommended during the
training. More husbands (70%) than their
wives (29%) saw row seeded demonstration
fields. Non- adopted farmers also saw row
seeded demonstration field (61% of the
husband and 35% of the wives). However,
they have not yet applied row seeders because
of unable to access a row seeder.

Table 1: Access to information related to row seeder
Information Adopter Non- adopter
Husband Wife Husband Wife
(n=79) (n=78) (n=39) (n=41)

Access to information (%) (%)
Village demonstration trials 41 9 36 10
Extension technician 78 34 51 17
Farmers' club members 18 6 3 5
Other farmers, neighbors 71 68 64 63
Relatives 28 28 18 22
Village/Hamlet broadcast 36 18 33 22
Radio 33 19 8 5
Television 88 57 54 34

Input reduction in row seeding:

Both adopters and non- adopters said that
applying row seeders reduces the amount of
seeds because it sows in rows with thinner
plant density than broadcasting. There was a
space between rows. They also knew that row
seeding requires less fertilizer than
broadcasting. The plants also uptake some
nutrients from the soil higher than in
broadcasting due to less competition in plant
population. It reduces 92 kg of fertilizer/ ha
(or saving 270 thousand Vietnam dong).
However, some of them are afraid of low

yield and wish the plant to be look good, they
still applied high amount of fertilizer as
broadcasting. This indicates that some of
adopters do not have strong belief on row
seeding.

The row seeding also reduces insecticide
expense. Farmers explained that in row
seeding, thin plant density without bushy
leaves, airy and enough sunlight for the whole
plant reduces insect pests. This status of the
plants is not good habitats for insect
reproduction. Row seeding save 238 thousand
Vietnam dong of insecticide per ha.
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Table 2: Fertilizer and insecticide cost reduction in row seeding

Inputs Amount

Fertilizer reduced (kg/ha) 92
Kinds of fertilizer reduced (kg/ha)

Urea 47

DAP 34

NPK 29
Fertilizer cost saved (1000 VND/ha) 270
Insecticide cost saved (1000 VND/ha) 238

Farmers’ perception on labor input, leisure,
health, hired working labor, net return from
rice production and life improvement.

Farmers agree that less labors for rice
production in row seeding than in
broadcasting, especially in gap filling
(replanting), weeding, cutting of off- typed
plants, spraying chemicals and fertilizer
application. Thus, it reduces the tasks of gap-
filling and hand weeding. Farmers found easy
to do these tasks along the rows because of
spaces between rows. With row- seeding,
female family labors in gap- filling and hand
weeding reduced. Few cases of female family
labors still have more works in gap- filling

and hand weeding because of bad weather and
golden snail attack.

Adoption of row seeder increases the leisure
time for female family members because of
less time in weeding and gap- filling. If
female family members are released from
gap-filling and hand weeding work, most of
them raise pig, chicken and duck side by side
with doing housework, caring of children.
They also engage in planting upland- crop,
weeding on the rice bunds, working as hired
labor on other farms. They relax, watch
television, contact friends, or visit parents
(Table 3).

Table 3: Work that female family members do if they are released from gap-filling and hand

weeding work (*)

Work No. %
Doing housework, cooking 90 57
Raising pig, chicken and duck 68 43
Take care of children 34 22
Relax, watch television, contact friends, visit their parents 23 15
Planting upland crop, do hand weeding on the bunds 25 16
Work as hired labors on other farms 11 7
Small trading 7 4
Sewing 4 3
Work in City 1 1

(*) Multiple responses

Adoption of row seeder reduces women health
problems as back pain, nail damaged due to
less gap- filling and hand weeding work.
Women said that skin itchy is reduced. They
reduce exposure under sun, field water and
insecticide. However, row seeding adoption
caused job loss for women working as hired
labor in gap- filling and hand weeding. In row
seeding less labor need in gap- filling and
hand weeding, thus these tasks mainly are

done by female family labor and no need to
hire other women.

Most of farmers agree that row seeder
adoption increases net return from rice
production. The main reasons for higher net
return included input reduction (seed, labor,
fertilizer and pesticide) and well plant
development. The row seeder adoption
improves family life. Farmers have better
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food in terms of quantity and nutrition. They
mainly use money for buying supplies,
clothes, for children education, raising animal.
Some of them use net return to pay fuel for
pumping water, fertilizer and pesticide,
planting vegetables. They also use money to
pay debt, for special occasions, preparing
house, buying motorcycle, bicycle, motorboat,
television, medicine....

Impact of row seeder on hired women
labors:

Women hired labors lost job in gap- filling
and hand weeding in row seeding. They find
the alternative jobs such as working as hired
labors in rice harvesting, finding hiring jobs in
the fields with broadcasting, weeding in
garden or find non- farm jobs as worker in
sewing factory, small trading. They also raise
animals, plant vegetable, catch fish or snails.
Most of them find these jobs at other districts,
and provinces or in village. Some of them
work in city.

Benefit in row seeding:

Benefit from rice production depends on labor
and material input. Row seeding reduces labor
in rice production. Total labor days/ ha, in row
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seeding in three rice crop seasons are lower
than in broadcasting. Women contributed
more labors in their traditional tasks of hand
weeding and gap- filling than male labors.
The imputed family- labors in row seeding in
three rice crop seasons are significantly lower
than those in broadcasting. Seed input (kg/ ha)
in row seeding was significantly lower than
those in broadcasting. Farmers reduce the
amount of seed from 72 kg/ ha to 77 kg/ ha
and they can save seed cost from 89 thousand
Vietnam dong per ha to 121 thousand
Vietnam dong per ha depending on seed price
and season. Though the cost of the total
material inputs for one rice crop season in row
seeding is not significantly lower than in
broadcasting, adopted farmers spent for rice
production cost less than non- adopted
farmers. Adopted farmers obtain net return
from rice production significantly higher than
those following broadcasting method in crop
establishment. The Benefit- Cost ratio with
excluding or including imputed family labors
in row seeding is significantly higher than
those in broadcasting. This proves that row
seeding increases benefit from rice production
(table 4).

Table 4: Cost benefit from rice production between two methods of crop establishment (1000

VND/ha)
Item Adopter | Non-adopter |T value| Sig. (2-
(n=79) (n=41) tailed)

'Winter-spring
Total material inputs 1953 2070 1.567 | 0.1200
Total hired labor 872 947 -1.160 | 0.2493
Imputed family labor 532 773 -2.742 | 0.0076
Rice income 13336 12077 1.999 | 0.0492
[Net return 11117 8799 4.527 | 0.0000
INet return minus imputed family labor 10586 8026 4.809 | 0.0000
BCR (Benefit-Cost ratio ) 4.24 3.15 4.580 | 0.0000
BCR (Benefit-Cost ratio, including imputed family| 3.42 2.26 5.849 | 0.0000
labor)
Summer-Autumn
Total material inputs 2050 2417 -1.437| 0.1550
Total hired labor 963 1061 -1.288 | 0.2021
Imputed family labor 530 978 -3.529 | 0.0008
Rice income 7962 7468 1.096 | 0.2764
Net return 5073 4013 1.855 | 0.0674
INet return minus imputed family labor 4544 3035 2.471 | 0.0158
BCR (Benefit-Cost ratio ) 1.86 1.39 2.353 | 0.0213
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Table 4: continue

Item Adopter | Non-adopter |T value| Sig. (2-

(n=79) (n=41) tailed)

BCR (Benefit-Cost ratio, including imputed family| 1.44 0.87 3.043 | 0.0033
labor)
Autumn-Winter
Total material inputs 1935 2078 -1.669 | 0.0980
Total hired labor 993 1102 -1.272 | 0.2074
Imputed family labor 565 1097 -3.143 | 0.0031
Rice income 8570 6873 3.246 | 0.0018
Net return 5652 3868 3.404 | 0.0011
INet return minus imputed family labor 5086 2771 3.855 | 0.0003
BCR (Benefit-Cost ratio ) 2.14 1.30 3.708 | 0.0004
BCR (Benefit-Cost ratio, including imputed family| 1.59 0.78 4.267 | 0.0001
labor)

Analysis factors affecting adoption of row
seeder indicates that most physical conditions
of the rice field do not affect the adoption of
row seeder. The topography (high field, level
field or low field) does not influence the
adoption of row seeder. The distance from the
rice field to irrigation source also does not
affect the adoption. Good soil type is
necessary condition for row seeding adoption.
The soil type mentioned by farmers refers to
soil fertility (good, medium or bad).

Contacting extension worker significantly
increase row seeding adoption. Farmers with
higher household income are faster adopters.
Reducing of seed amount is significant and
important factor for adoption of row seeder.
Education of the wives also influenced the
adoption of row seeder; however, this effect is
weak compared with above-mentioned
factors. Farmers with smaller rice land are
faster adopters because small rice field is easy
for them to test the new technology (Table 5).

Table 5: Affect of socio-economic factors on adoption of row seeder

Factors Coefficients |Std. Error | T value Sig.
(Constant) 1.0328 0.2309 | 4.4721| 0.00002
Seeing field demonstration 0.0395 0.0778 |0.5073| 0.6130
Contact extension worker 0.1720 0.0811 |2.1212] 0.0362
Watching extension program on Television 0.0739 0.0952 | 0.7764| 0.4392
Education of husband -0.0078 0.0132 |-0.5935] 0.5541
Education of wife 0.0332 0.0170 | 1.9500| 0.0538
Rice land area (ha) -0.0339 0.0149 |-2.2710] 0.0251
Amount of fertilizer use (kg/ha) -0.0001 0.0003 |-0.3892| 0.6979
Amount of seeds used (kg/ha) -0.0043 0.0008 |-5.3740| 0.0000004
Household income (1000 VND) 0.000003 | 0.000001] 2.2422| 0.0270
Non-farm income (1000 VND) -0.000005 | 0.000007|-0.6930| 0.4898

R’= 045 F=8.832

Impact of row seeding adoption on poor
women

Fifty percent of poor women work as hired
labors for other farms. Most of them do hand
weeding (80%), gap- filling (re- planting)
(77%) and rice harvesting (40%). Their
income from these jobs vary from 120 to 3180

thousand Vietnam dong per year. Among
women who work as hired labors, 57% of
them lost gap- filling job and 27% lost hand
weeding job from the introduction of row
seeder. Thus, they find off- farm labor (40%)
in other place where the row seeding adoption
has not yet at high extent. They also work as
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hired labor in hand weeding for vegetables.
Most of them (70%) raise pig at home. They
plant vegetables, collecting snail, do small
trading or help their husbands’ work. More
than half of them (55%) do alternative jobs
from lost of hiring job from weeding and gap-
filling at home. One fourth of them (23%)
find jobs at other districts and provinces.
More than half of them (55%) said that these
alternative jobs are easy to find. The rest find
difficult. The poor women are affected from
introduction of row seeder because they lost
hiring jobs. They have not enough money for
daily life, food and health care. Most of them
are not satisfied with the income from
alternative jobs because of low income and
not regular jobs. One third of them feel
satisfied because they work at home, and they
like to help husband and more stable in
income.

Impact of row seeder adoption of better- off
women

Majority of better- off women (92%) decrease
their labor in gap- filling and weeding from
introduction of row seeder. They decrease
their labors because of less weeds and gaps in
the field resulted from well land preparation,
growing well plants, less death of seedlings.
Only 2% of them increase their labor in gap-
filling because of golden snail attack their
field; they still do weeding as usual due to dry
field.

Most of better- off women (81%) has time to
spend for other activities due to their labor in
gap- filling and weeding decrease. They have
more time to care of children, husband and
house (86%). They spend that time for raising
animals (81%), planting vegetables (22%),
small trading (10%). Some of them work as
hired labor, sewing, irrigation fruit tree, or
relax and talking with other neighbor women.
Forty seven percent of these jobs generated
income with the average of 4581 thousand
Vietnam dong per year.

One- third of better- off women (32%) have
more time for leisure and socialization due to
their labor input declined in gap- filling and
hand weeding. They use their free time from
gap- filling and hand weeding to raise
animals, care of children, relax at home, plant
vegetables, or work as hired labors. They stay
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home because their houses are too far from
town without means of entertainment.

Half of better- off women (49%) feels better
health from introduction of row seeder. They
said the back pain, headache and rheumatism
have reduced. They feel less tired than
previous time with broadcasting. They also
increase weight and reduce nail damage

because they less contact with mud and water
in the fields.

Majority of better- off women (90%) are
happy with the introduction of row seeder
because they have less work in the field,
better health, and input deduction to save
money. They use these save money to hire
labor in rice production.

Impact of row seeder on landless women

All of landless women work as off- farm
labors. Gap- filling and hand weeding are the
hiring jobs of all landless women. They also
are hired to do rice harvesting, threshing and
rice drying. They earn VND 530,000 from
gap- filling and VND 517,000 from weeding
per year beside the income from other hiring
jobs. With the introduction of row seeder,
97% of landless women lost gap- filling and
hand weeding hiring jobs because less gaps to
fill- up and less weeds in the field. After lost
of these jobs, 43% of them are jobless. The
rest find the off- farm works as hand weeding
for other crops rather than rice (fruit trees,
upland crops). They do animal raising,
planting vegetables, small trading, fishing
with husband, sewing, catching snail. They do
the above jobs at home (38%), in village
(28%) and other provinces (10%). The longest
distance to do alternative job is 250 km from
home. The alternative jobs of landless women
are not easy to find (85%) and the jobs are not
regular (93%). In case of irregular jobs,
landless women encountered shortage of
money for daily food and health care. This
leads to difficult in living of landless family
(75%). They have to be in debt (25%). After
loosing of gap- filling and hand weeding jobs,
they find the alternative income which are not
satisfied because it is low income and not
regular.

CONCLUSION
Thoi Lai village has 16% of rice area applied
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row seeder generally. Within row- seeding
adopted farmers, 59% of their rice land is
applied row seeding. Most of them applied
row seeding for 3 rice seasons per year
(Winter- Spring from November to February,
Summer- Autumn from March to June and
Autumn- Winter from June to September).
These names of crop seasons are called by
farmers in Thoi Lai village. Farmers applied
row seeder followed recommendation from
extension technician, 3 reductions 3
increasing program, followed neighbors’
practices. Most of adopted farmers acquired
row seeder by borrowing from hamlet, and
farmer group. They also are provided by
village and extension station. Nearly one-
third of them bought row seeders for
themselves with 40% of subsidy. Most of
them access to the information related to row
seeder from extension technician, television,
village demonstration trials, other farmers,
village and hamlet broadcast. More of the
husbands than their wife access to the
information  sources. Information from
extension technician is ranked as the most
important by male- adopted farmers. These
farmers also participated in training related to
row seeders as rice production, IPM, three
increases three reductions, seed
multiplication, row seeder technique.

Most of male and female farmers have
positive perception of row seeder. They
believe that row seeder reduces seed, fertilizer
amount and insecticide cost because of thin
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SUMMARY IN VIETNAMESE

Anh huéng ciia ki thuat sa hang dén san xuét va doi song nong dan
¢ xa Théi Lai, Co P6, Can Tho

Khao sat tinh hinh tiép nhan k§ thuat may sa hang va tac dong ciia no6 dén doi séng kinh té xa
hoi ciia lao dong nir tir viéc phong van 240 nam nit ndng dan cd rudng lua va 40 nir khong dit.
Rudng trinh dién sa hang, tiép can can bo khuyén néng, hoi ndng dén, loa dai phat thanh ¢ xa,
chuong trinh khuyen néng truyén hinh, va tham dy 16p tap huén nhu IPM, ba giam ba ting, k¥
thuat san xudt Ia, k¥ thuat nhan giéng 1a cic ngudn quan méy sa hang. Sa hang giam dugc
luong giéng vi mat do cdy lua thua hon sa lan. Vi vay rudng sa hang cén it phan bon hon la sa
lan. Hon nita cdy lua sa theo hang ciing hdp thu dugc chét dinh dudng tir trong dat nhidu hon
cdy lua sa lan do su canh tranh trong quin thé cay la it di. Nong dan giam 92 kg phan bon/ha
(tuc 1a tiét kiém duge 270.000 dong). Sa hang giam thudc trir sau. Ho giai thich riang sa hang thi
mat do ciy lua thua, tan 14 khéng um tam, thoang khi va tiép nhan du anh sang va tinh trang nay
cua cay khong thich hop cho sy cu trt va sinh san cua con trung. Sa hang tiét kiém duogc
238.000 ddng thudc trir sau/ ha. Ho thdy ring sa hang giam cong lao dong san xuét laa khi so
sanh v6i sa lan, ddc biét 1a khau cdy dam, lam co, cit laa, phun thudc trir séu va bon phan. Vi
vy sa hang ting thoi gian giai tri cho nir lao dong gia dinh. Ho xem truyén hinh, thim ban bé
va ba con. Ho cling ¢6 thoi gian lam thém cong viéc khac dé c6 thu nhédp nhu nuoi heo, ga vit,
trong cdy mau, lam thué cho ruong néng dan khac. Ap dung méy sa hang lam giam bénh tat cho
phu nir nhu dau lung, giam thii mong chén va ngira da do glam lao dong ngoai troi, gidm ngam
minh trong nude rugng va giam tiép xtc voi thuoc trir sau. Ap dung may sa hang ting 1gi nhuan
hon sa lan nén sa hang c6 thé cai thién doi séng gia dinh. Phan loi nhuén thém nay nong déan c6
bura an day du luong va chat hon trude day. Ho ciing tich luy tién loi nhuan nay dé mua d6 dung
trong gia dinh, quan 4o, cho con cai hoc hanh, phat trién thém chin nuéi trong gia dinh, va ding
dau tu cho lia nhu mua phan bon va thude trir sdu va chi phi bom nuéc. Ho ciing di sir dung
tién nﬁy dé tra no, di dam tiéc, stra chita nha, mua xe may, xe dap, ghe may, truyén hinh, thudc
men ... Phan tich cac yéu té anh hué‘ng dén su tiép nhan may sa hang cho thiy cac diéu kién cua
dét lua khong c6 anh huong dén viéc tiép nhan may sa hang cua nong dan nhu d cao thap (go,
triing hay dat bang phing), khoang cach tir ruong dén nguén nude tudi. Trai lai tiép can thong
tin khoa hoc k§ thuét v cung quan trong trong viéc tiép nhan sa hang. Su tiép xuc véi can bd
khuyén néng co tac dong tich cuc dén su tiép nhan may sa hang ciia nong dan. Ho ¢ thu nhép
cao hon thi sy tiép nhan may sa hang nhanh hon. Trinh d6 vin hoa ctia ngudi vo ciing tac dong
dén viéc tiép nhan may sa hang Tuy nhién, 4p dung may sa hang gay mat viéc ddi v6i phy nir
chuyén kiém sbng bang cdy dam va lam co thué cho ltia. Tét ca nhitng phu nir khong déat déu
lam thué trén ruong dat cua ngudi khac. Cdy dam va lam co 1a cong viée lam thué cua 100%
phu nit khong dét. Ho ciing 1am thué nhitng cong viéc khac nhu cat lta, subt lta va phoi lua. Ho
kiém duogc 530 ngan dong tir cong viée cdy dam va 517 ngan dong tir cong viéc lam c¢6 mdi ndm
bén canh ngudn thu nhap tir nhitng cong viéc 1am thué khac cho cay lta. Vai su ap dung may sa
hang, 97% phu nir khong c6 dit mat cong viée cdy dam va 1am c¢o thué. Sau khi mét nhiing cong
viéc ndy, 43% nit khong dat khong tim dugc viée 1am khac. S6 con lai tim cong viée nhu lam
c0 thué trén nhiing céy trong khac (cay an trai, cdy mau). Ho cling chuyén sang chin nudi, trong
rau, bu6n ban nho, bt c4, bit 6¢, may quan 4o thué,... Tim kiém cong viéc khac thay thé cho
viéc cdy dim va lam co thué 601 véi phu nit khong dat that kho khan va khi tim duoc thi viée
lam va thu nhap ciing khéng 6n dinh. Vi vdy voi da phat trién kinh té xa hoi hién nay, vige img
dung khoa hoc k¥ thuat méi dé tang kinh té chung, can co chinh sach hd tro cong an viéc lam 6n
dinh cho nhém nit nghéo khong dit.
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