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1)

2)

STATEMENT OF ORIGINALITY

In this thesis grower maturity model has presented as a new model of farmer
capability assessment and development. Implementation of Global Good
Agricultural Practices (Global GAP) has set as a framework for capability

development while maturity model has set as criterion and guide line.

The aim is to measure the capabilities of farmers and realize the requisite

fundamental knowledge in order to enhance capability of farmers for sustainable

farming.
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