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CHAPTER 1 

I NTRODUCTION 

1.1 Summary 

This c ha p ter gives a brief outline of t h e purpose of this 

study of the Rangitaiki Plains and Galatea. The population of 

f a r ms fro m which the survey sample was taken is defin ed, and a 

th esis guide is given. 

1.2 The Purpos e of the Survey 

Prior to this survey some farmers on the Rangitaiki Plains 

a nd in Galatea were making l a r ge increases in butt erfat production 

by following a pattern of high e r stock ing rat es, a nd incre ased 

rates of a pplication of f e rtilizer, together with the r e quir e d 

co mpl e me ntary inputs. It was noticed, however, by the district 

ext ension office rs, and officials of the Rangitaiki Plains Dairy 

Compa ny tha t many othe r f a rme rs we r e remaining st a tic in prod-

uction. 

This study consisted of a survey of 37 d a iry f a rms 

s e l e ct e d fro m this district, a nd was a i me d to . firstly evalua t e , 

both p hy s ically a nd fina ncia lly, development projects on pro gr-

esGive farms, and s e condly to inv~stigate the factors which were 

hinde ring othe r f a rme rs fro m increasing production, n nd to find 
11 

ways of ove rcoming t hes e proble ms. 

1. The obj e ctive s of t h e survey a r e fully out l ine d in Se ction 4.2. 



2 

This study u~s re s tricted to suppliers to tho Rangita iki 

Pl::-.. i ns D:1. i ry Company which i s the only dr.iry fo.ctory ope rn. ting 

i n the H~ngitniki Pl a ins district. Included in thi s district 

the Wh2kri.b:me r:Lv c· r v::illey ;:,_nd The total a r ea i s 

spproxi mnt0ly 85 ,000 a cres of intens ive dairying l ~nd . 

Thi ,s surv0y w::1.s cora1noncr"d in November 1965, and hence 

selection of th8 s urvey f~rms w~s made fro m the 646 s upplie r s in 

the 1964/65 season . 
V 

Thi s s e ct i on outlines the cont ents of the remaining chap-

tcrs in t he thesis. 

Chnpter _2 gives nn ou tline of the f~ r minc environment 2nd 

s~rvicos on the Rangit2iki Pl Rins ~nd GRlat en . A r e view of the 

lit 1) ratu.r8 on f c".rm r;;urv eyr..: -'.?tnd t he ir uses i s given in Chc1pte r _ _:?.. 

Chnp t e r 4 discusses in det~il the obj~ctives of thi s sur vey, th0 

selection of the survey f~rms , Rnd the survey method. 

Ch~pter_5 discusse s fnrming on th e s urvey farms and out-

linas the mnjor types of f a r ming encounte r ed i n this survey . In 

Ch0rter G vnrious n.~Jpccts of evalua tine; the pr-ofit o.b iJ.i ty of LU'f.1 

development are di scussed ~nd 5 c3se farm studies are given to 

sho11 thG p~ofi tnbility of deve lo pment on the su rvey farms . 

2 . Tho ~cthod of sele ction of far ms is dis cussed fully i n Section 
1,-, 3, 



ThG .su1·vey r u .sul ts o_re reported in _Chnpters 7 . .'.~· 

includes diccussion oa fa~ily situ~tions nnd nttitudes rela ted to 

dev2lopnent 1 the loc~l extension officers views of needed husb­

~ndry changes for increased production , and the f~ctors which the 

~ithor considers are actually hindering increased production on 

the survey f,?. :;_~r:1s . Cl;gpter 9 gives the au tho rs recorY1.end::t tions 

for overco~ing the f~ctars which he considers the sur7ey haa 

de□onstr~te6 to be hindering increased butterfat product i on , pud 

Ch:::tpter 1_0 gives ::.i ... s12rr1r:1ary r.nd conclusion to the thesis. 




