25 3 (2002 )

* ** **k*%

Abstract

The purpose of this paper is to examine the methodology of agricultural outlook,
particularly focusing on the layer outlook. It is illustrating the way how to do the layer
outlook based on the biological process from the GPS(Grand Parent Stock) stage to the egg
production stage. Methodology to analyse the data and to interpret the survey results are
explained in detail. But there are many limitations such as data inconsistency, interpretation
of the farmers' intention, insufficient demand side analysis etc. Several improvement
schemes to settle those limitations are provided in the conclusion.
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