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Questionnaire response deadline June 25, 2010

Questionnaires response recovery status

JCC Economic Survey Team

Press release on July 30, 2010

Number of questionnaires issued : 1,299 to JCC member companies

(Eleven governmental organizations are excluded.)

Number of'responded companies : 375

Response ratio : 28.9%

Note
Please note that number of companies responded
to some questions may not be sufficient for

making any judgment solely based on the ratio.

Report of response to this questionnaire
Please refer to the following pages.
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Industry No.

Food 13
Textile 14

» |Chemical 25
fg Steel/ non-ferrous metal 27
& |General machinery 17
& |Electric/ electronics machinery 39
= Transportation machinery 35
Others 40
Manufacturing sector total 230
Trading 44

£ [Retailer 12
& |Finance/ insurance/ securities 15
f;: Construction/ civil engineering 20
E Transportation/ communication 27
2 [Others 27
Non- manufacturing sector total 145
Total 375




1. BUSINESS SENTIMENT

(1) Summary

%

From the second half of 2009 to the second half of 2010, the target period of this
survey, business sentiment turned to be “improving” in the second half of 2009, and
continued to “improve” more rapidly in the first half of 2010. The improvement may slow
down in the second half of 2010, but it is expected to improve continuously. (Table 1-1)

(Table 1-1) Business Sentiment

Unit: percent

Past Surveys Survey this time
Result Forecast Result Forecast
05H2 j06H1 |06H2 {07H1 | 07H2 | 08H1 | 08H2 | 09H1 | 09H2 | 10H1 | 09H2 | 10H1 | 10H2
Improving 58 49 37 39 49 57 21 15 64 52 71 74 59
No change 18] 27 25 30 27 23 15 17 18 36 14 14 31
Deteriorating 24 24 38 31 24 20) 65 68 19 12 16 13 10
(Ref) DI 34 25 -1 8 25 37 -44 -53 45 40 55 61 49

(Note) 1. DI= "improving” - “deteriorating"

2. Since the fraction of percentage is rounded off, the totaling may not be equal to 100 percent. This also applies to the tables below:

(Note) To determine whether business sentiment is “improving” or “deteriorating”, business sentiment is compared

between in this term and in the previous term. If DI, which is the balance between those two figures, is positive, it
signifies that business sentiment is improving. If DI is negative, it means that business sentiment is deteriorating

compared to the previous term.

(2) The second half of 2008 (July — December)

The percentage of the firms reporting that business sentiment was “improving”
increased by 56 points to 71 percent from the previous term (15 percent), whereas that
reporting “deteriorating” decreased by 52 points, to 16 percent from the previous term
(68 percent). As a result, diffusion index (DI), which is the balance between “improving”
and “deteriorating,” was calculated at +55 points, 108 points increased from the previous
term (-53). The overall DI has shown a positive figure for the first time in the past three
terms. (Table 1-1)

In the manufacturing sector, DI continued to be “improving” in the food industry,
and improved in all industries. As a result, DI in the manufacturing sector increased by
126 points to +69 from the previous term (-57). For the non-manufacturing sector, DI
continued to be “deteriorating” in the construction/civil engineering industries, but
continued to be improving in the retailer industry, finance/ insurance/ securities started to
improve resulting in an overall DI increase to +34, a 81-point increase from the previous
term (-47).  (Table 1-2)
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(3) The first half of 2010 (January — June)

The percentage of the firms reporting that business sentiment is “improving”
increased by 3 points to 74 percent from the previous term (71 percent), whereas the
percentage of the firms reporting “deteriorating” decreased by 3 points to 13 percent from
the previous term (16 percent). As a result, DI increased by 6 points, to +61 from the
previous term (+55). It increased for two consecutive terms with wider increments.
(Table 1-1)

In the manufacturing sector, the transportation machinery and general machinery
industries are expected to improve significantly, while the food industry has negative
prospects. As a result, the overall DI, +69, remains the same as the previous term. In the
non-manufacturing sector, the construction/ civil engineering industries will start
improving, and all industries will continue to improve, Increment range of improvement
will be greater in all industries but the retail industry, leading the D1 point increase by 15
to +49 from the previous term (+34).  (Table 1-2)

(4) The second half of 2010 (July — December)

The percentage of the firms reporting that business sentiment was “improving” was
decreased by 15 points to 59 percent from the previous term (74 percent), whereas the
percentage of the firms reporting “deteriorating” fell by 3 points to 10 percent from the
previous term (13 percent). As a result, the overall DI turned to be a positive figure of +49
and will continues to improve even though the increment of improvement will be smaller
than the previous term. (+61) (Table 1-1)

In the manufacturing sector, all industries are expected to improve. The food
industry will turn to positive improvement, and all other industries are expected to improve
with smaller increments compared to previous. Therefore, DI figure +41 is smaller than
previous term (+69), but is expected to continue to improve. As for the non-manufacturing
DI, all industries are expected to improve, and the increments will be greater in the
industries other than the trading industry. Overall 1D is expected to be +61, an increase
from the previous term (+49), (Table 1-2)
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(Table 1-2) DI by industry

(“Business sentiment improving” — “Business sentiment deteriorating®)

Past Surveys

Survey this time

Result Forecast Result Forecast

Industry 06H2 | OTH1 | O7H2 | 08H1 | 08H2 | 09H1 | 09H2 | 10H1 | o912 | 10H1 | 10H2

Food -20 -37 -15 13 27 33 17 42 54 -15 7
Textile -§ 25 15 33 -28 40 56 19 43 43 3t

o Chemical 16 11 48 44 -62 321 - 72 50 34 80 60
£ | steel/ non-ferrous metal 19 13 21 58] 70 88 79 55 70 77 25
~§ General machinery -20 0 -15 25 -50 -57 28 28 70 88 59
S | Blectric! electronics machinery 24 3 11 13 -s5[ 35 48] 2 74 64 48
= Transpertation machinery 6 24 53 55 -46 88 79 63 82 95 40
Others 16 i5| 41| 39| 45| s8] 42| 29 as| 2| 40
Manufacturing sector total 2 6 28 38 46 -57 58 40 69 69 41

o Trading -22 28 68 -57 43 61 49 61 72 63
:::; Retailer -30 60 75 -16 9 42 54 75 50 67
& | Finance/ insurance/ securities 25 33 0 1o 33 47 0 46 33 54 73
2 | Construction/ civil engineering ol s | 4] 25 e7] as| | asl 15| 35
E Transportation/ communication -16 -5 0 32 67 -53 38 47 37 53 74
2 Others 18 25 18 16 20 -56 10 35 19 30 48
Non-manufacturing sector total -5 9 19 35 -39 47 21 40 34 49 61
Total 13 L 18] 37| a4 s3] as| a0 ss| el 4o
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(Figure 1) Trend survey of diffusion index (DI} in the Japanese corporations.

(98) {(Forecast,)

190

L] AN
40/\ \\'
X

i
i
. h

"

2 Y N WP S v s
i
] ~ /
N Y,
—8&— Improving
—a— [eteriorating
AW Diionly
RAIRY |

4 100
84 B B6 87 88 83 90 91 92 83 94 95 96 97 98 99 DO O1 02 @3 04 05 06 07 08 0% 10

(Year)

(Note)
1. Diffusion Index (DI) = improving — deteriorating (Compared to the previous term)

2. No survey was performed in the second half of 1991,
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2. SALES

The percentage of the firms reporting an “increase” in their total sales in 2009 fell by 23
points to 33 percent from the previous year (56 percent), 11 points increase form the forecast at the
time of the previous survey. The percentage of the firms expecting a “more than 20% increase” in
their total sales decreased to 6 percent, 8 points decrease form the previous year (14 percent).

(Iable 2-1 and Tuble 2-2)

Regarding sales forecast for 2010, the firms anticipating an “increase” in their total sales
increased by 50 points to 83 percent from the previous year; and the percentage of the firms
anticipating “more than 20% increase” in their total sales increased by 29 points, from 6 percent in
the previous period to 35 percent.  (Table 2-1 and Table 2-3).

(Table 2-1) Changes in total sales

Unit: percent

Past Surveys Survey this time
Result Forecast Forecast
Year 02 03 04 05 06 07 0§ 09 10 09 10
Sales Increase 74 80 82 73 65 61 56 22 73 33 83
Sales increase more than 20% 32 £} 4 27 17 14 14 4 11 6 35
{Note) Years are based on the financial year of each corperation.
{Table 2-2) Sales in 2009
Unit: No. of firms and (%)
Increase No Change Decrease
Industry More than Less than Less than More than
20% | 1020% | oy 109% | 1020% 150y
Food 9 @ 3 3 2 s 4 @l 2 s 2 asi 1 @ o @ (8
Textile 4 a1 1 o@ 6 o 3@ o @ ©o e 1 8 & s (15)
p [Chemical 8 @2 0 @ 5 ool 3 o 1 @ 16 @ 2 @ 7 @8 7 08
£ [Steelmon-ferrous metal 2 8y 0O o 1 (@) 1 (4 2@ 21 @4 o Q] 8 (31 13 (52)
< |General machinery 6 a8l 1 6y 2 3] 3 a9l 1 ¢ 9 el 1 © 1 6 7T @4
=1
g Electric/electronics machinery 14 (38} 3 @3y 4 (1 7 (19} 1 (3) 22 (59 & (22 8 (22 6 (16)
Transportation machinery 9 (16} 0 oy 3 (5) 6 (11 L (2) 45 (82 9 (le) 14 (25% 22 (40)
Others 12 (32) 1 @3y 7 (18) 4 (1 0 (o) 26 (63) 5 (13y 10 26y 11 (29)
Manufacturing sector total 64  (29% 9 @) 24 (11 31 (14 8 ()] 150 (68) 27 (12) 34 (24) 69 {(31)
Trading 19 43} 5 ({11y 6 (14) 8 (18) 3 (M 22 (500 6 (14 5 (1) 11 (25)
E Retailer 6 (50 O oy 2 (17N 4 (33} 2 (17 4 (33 3 (25 I (8 0 (0)
& |Financefinsurance/securities 8 (62} 3 (23y 0 (0) 5 (38) 4 (31) 1 8y 0 0 I (8 0 (@)
E=]
£ [Construction/civil engineering 5 (251 0 oY 4 (20) I (5) 2 (1) 13 (65) 1 (5 2 {10y 10 {(350)
E [Transportation/communication 5 9y 2 8y 2 {8) 1 (4) 28 19 (73 2 (8 4 (15} 13 (30)
Z |Others 11 @] 3 13y 5 (21) 3 (13) 4 (17 9 (38 2 (8 3 (13 4 (17)
Non-manufacturing sector total | 54 (39) 13 gy 19 (14 22 16y 17 (12} 68 (49 14 {10y 16 (12} 38 (27)
Total 113 (33) 22 6y 43 (12 53 (15) 25 (7218 (60 41 11y 70 (19) 107 (30)
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(Table 2-3) Sales forecast in 2010

-

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Increase No change Decrease
Industry More than 10-20% Less than Less than 10-20% | More than
20% 10% 10% 20%

Food 10 (77 2 (15) 2 (15 6 (46) 2 (15) 1 8y 0 0 1 @By ¢ (0
Textile w @n 4 @Gy 5 (38 1 (8 2 (15 1 (8 1 8 0 w ¢ O

o Chemical 23 (@2) 8 (32) 13 (52} 2 (B 0 (0 2 (8 1 c 0 o 1 (4)
2 Pteel/non-ferrous metal 23 (96 14 (5By 7 (29) 2 (8) 0 (D) 1 (4 1 4 0 o o ()
£ [General machinery 14 (88) 8§ (50 3 (19} 3 (19) 2 {13) 0 {0y o ) o0 m o (0)
é Electric/electronics machinery | 33 (89) 11 (30y 10 (27) 12 (32) 1 (3) 3 (8 I 3) 2 5 0 (O
Transportation machinery 51 (93) 29 (53y 18 (33) 14 (7) 2 (4) 2 “ [ (2) 1 2 0 (O
Dithers 33 (BN 15 (39) 12 (32) &6 {16 1 (3) 4 (1 1 (3] 2 (5) 1 (3)
PManufacturing sector total 197 (B 91 41y 70 (31 36 (16)] 10 (5 14 (6% 6 (3) 6 3 2 (D
Trading 35 (80) 17 (39§ 12 (27 6 (14) 7 (16) 2 (5 0 () | @)Y 1 (3

E Retailer 9 (78] 0 o 7 (58 2z (17) 2 (17 1 8y 1 8) 0 ™ o (0
& Finance/insurance/securities 0 @7 3 @3 3 (23) 4 (31) 3023 0 (@ o @ 0 @ o (O
E, Construction/civil engineering g (e 2 (10) 6 (30 0 (0) 5 (23) 7 (35 0 M 2 {0y 35 (25
E lransportation/communication | 21 (81)] 5 (19) 14 (54) 2 (8) 1 ) 4 (15 3 (12) 1 @ o0
‘ZD Others 17 (M) 6 (26)] S5 (22)) 6 (26) 2. O 4 (a7 1 4 2 o) 1 4
Non-manufacturing sector total | 100 (72)] 33 Q24) 47 (4) 20 (4 20 (4 18 (13 5 (4) 6 4y 7 (5),
Total 297  (8Nf124  (35) 117  (33) 56 (16} 30 (8 32 (9) 11 (3 12 (GYy 9 (%)
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3. PROFIT & LOSS BEFORE TAX

The firms reporting the “profit” in their 2009 before tax profit/loss accounted for 77
percent. The firms reporting an “increase™ in their net profit (including the case that their loss will
diminish or improve to break-even) accounted for 36 percent, whereas those reporting a “decrease”
in their net profit accounted for 50 percent. (Table 3-1)

The percentage of the firms anticipating the “profit” in their 2010 before tax profit/loss
accounted for 86 percent. The firms anticipating an “increase” in their net profit accounted for 63

percent, whereas those anticipating a “decrease” in their net profit accounted for 18 percent.
(Tuble 3-2)

(Table 3-1) Result of Before Tax Profit/Loss in 2009

(Comparison the previous year)

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Industry Profit Balance Loss Total . Profit No change { Profit decrease
increase

Food 9 (69 0 (0 4 (31 13 6 (46) 5 (38 2 (15
Textile 11 (85 0 (0 2 (15 13 5 (38) 1 (8 7 (54

o [Chemical 22 (88 2 (8 1 “4 25 11 44y 2 8 12 (48
£ Pteel/non-ferrous metal 13 (52 3 {12 9 (36 25 5 (204 1 4 19 (76
€ ieneral machinery 10 67 3 (@0 2 (13 15 6 o) 3 (20 6 (40
é Electric/electronics machinery 31 (82 3 (B 4 (11 38 16 (42)] 8 (21 14 (37)
[Transportation machinery 51 (93 3 (5 1 (2 55 13 (24) 5 (9) 37 (67)
Others 29 (73 1 (3 10 (25 40 15 (38) 7 (18) 18 (43),
Manufacturing sector total 176 (79 15 (7 33 (15 224 77 (34)| 32 (14) 115 {51)
Trading 28 (64 3 7 13 (30 44 19 43) 3 (7) 22 {50)

£ Retailer 1 (92 0 (@ 1 ¢y 12 7 (8 2 (7 3 (25)
& [Finance/insurance/securities 11 (85 0 (0 2 (15 13 6 (46) 2 (15) 5 (38)
£ |Construction/civil engincering 16 @) o0 (© 4 @0y 20 6 (30) 2 (o) 12 (60)
E [Transportation/communication 17 (68 0 (0 8 (32 25 6 (24) 3 (12) 16 (64)
2 Others 19 (76 1 (4 5 (20 25 9  (36) 8 (32) 3 {32)
INon-manulacturing sector total 102 {73 4 (3 33 (24 139 53 (38) 20 (14) 66 (47)
Total 278 (77 19 (5 66 (18 363 130 (36)] 52 (14) 181 {50)

(Note)
1. Profit increase indicates either of expanding profit, turning to the black, diminishing loss, or moving up te the break-even-point.

2. No change indicates either of remaining at the same level as before regardiess of the black, the break-even-point. or the red.

3. Profit decrease indicates either of diminishing profit, falling into the red, expanding loss, or moving down to the

break-even-point.
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(Table 3-2) Forecast for before Tax Profit/Loss in 2010

(Comparison with the previous year)

Unit: No, of firms and (%)}

Industry Profit Balance Loss Total | Profit increase | No change |Profit decrease

Food 10 (77) 0 3 (23) 13 4 (31} ‘ & (46) 3 (23)
Textile 12 (92) 0 (™ 1 (8) 13 (69) 2 (15 2 (15

Y Chemical 23 (92) 2 (8 V(1)) 25 18 (72) 3 (12) 4  (l6)
é;Steelfnon-fen'ous metal 21 (84) 1 @) 3 (12) 25 22 (838) 2 (8 1 (3]
“EGencrﬂl machinery 13 (87) 2 (13 o0 W 15 12 (80) 2 (13) 1M
‘E" Electric/electronics machinery 34 (92) 2 (5 1 (3 37 17 (46) 12 (32) 8 (22)
Transportation machinery 54  (98) 1 (2) (U (4)] 55 42 (76) 7 (13) 6 (1)
Others 31 (718) 5 (13) 4 (10) 40]) 22 (5%) 7 (18) 11 (28)
Manufacturing sector total 198 {89) 13 (6} 12 (5) 2231 146 (65)] 4l (18] 36 (1)
Trading 35 (8D 4 (%) 4 (9 43 33 (N 6 (14) 9
g Retailer I (92) 0 (0 1 (8 12 7 (58) 3 (2% (17
& [Finance/insurance/securities 12 (92) (1) 1 (& I3 7 (54 3 (23) (23)
EConsiruction/civil engineering 14 {70) 1 (5 5 (25) 20 4 (20} 5 (25) 11 (55)
g [ ransportation/commaunication 21 (88) 2 (8) 1 {4) 24 16  (67) 5 (21} (13}
Z [others 18 (72) 2 ® 5 (20) 25 13 (52) 5 (20} (28)
INon-manufacturing sector total | 111 (81) 9 (N 17 (12) 137 80  (58) 27 (20} 30 (22)
Total 309  (36) 22 (6)] 29 (8) 3600 226 (63) 68 (19} 66 (18)

(Note) See table 3-1.
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4. CAPITAL INVESTMENT (MANUFACTURING SECTOR)

The amount of planned capital investment (in the manufacturing sector) in 2010 is expected to
increase by 74.7 percent from 2009. (The total number of responding firms is 205.} In terms of the
number of firms, those who reported “increase” their investment (148) is greater than those who
responded they will “decrease” (24).

The transportation equipment industry and electric/electronic industry have prospects to

increase investments over the previous year.

(Table 4-1)

The predominant reason for capital investment was “replacement of equipment” in 2009,
while the percentage of responding “new” and “expansion” are expected to increase in 2010,

(Table 4-2 and Table 4-3)

(Table 4-1) Actual capital investment in 2009 planned capital investment in 2010

{Manufacturing sector)

Unit; million baht and (%)

2009 2010 Number of {irms responded
Indusery Amount Amount Increase % Increase | No change Decrease | Undecided | Total
Food 2,119 2,573 214 (50 {42) 1 ® 0 © 12
Textile 493 641 30.1 (62) (15) 2 {15) I (8) 13
Chemical 4449 2,519 -43.3 14 (58) 4 (17 5 (21) 1 &) 24
Steel/Non-ferrous metal 689 1,378 100.1 14 (56)] 10 (40) 1 ) 0 (O 25
General machinery 449 1,391 209.7 8 (53) 6 (40) 0 ) I M 15
Electric/Electronics machinery 8,797 16,567 88.3 30 (79) 3 (8) 3 (8) 2 (9 38
Transportation machinery 10,698 23,565 120.3 43 (78) {13) 5 9) 0 (O 35
QOthers 4,844 8,180 68.9 25 (63) {15) 7 (18) 2 (5 40
Manufacturing sector total 32,528 56,812 47 148 gp| B gyl 24 ap 7T 3 222
(Note}  The figures in the above table show aggregation of corporations who responded in the years 2009 and 2010,
The capital-investment amount in the above does not equal to that of the Japanese corporations as a whole.
(Table 4-2) Details on actual capital investment in 2009 (Checked all that apply)
No, of firms and (%)
Industry New Expansion Replacement | Streamlining Others Total | Respond
Food 3 U7 2 (D 6 (33) 6 (33) 1 (©) 18 11
Textile 2 (13 2 (13 7 (44) 4 (25 1 6) 16, 12
g |Chemical 4 (12) 5 (15) 3 39 11 (33) [H (1)) 33 24
g Steel/Non-ferrous metal 2 (N 4 (14 18 (64) 4 (14) 0 (0) 28 22
E General machinery 2 (13) 1) 9 (60) 21y 1 M 15 12
= |Electric/Electronics machinery 7 (14) 11 {(22) 20 (39) 11 (22) 2 ) 51 33
Transportation machinery 14 (18) o) 31 @ 23 @9 3@ 78 53
Others 12 (25) (17) 17 3% 10 (21 1 (2) 48 37
Manufaciuring sector total 46 (16) 40 (14) 121 (42) 71 (25 9 (3) 287 204
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(Table 4-3) Details on planned capital investment in 2010 (Checked all that apply)

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Industry New Expansion Replacement | Streamlining Others Total | Respond

Food 3 (18 2 (12) 5 (29) 6 (35) 1 (6) 17 1
Textile 5 (26) 4 21y 7 (37 3 (16) 0 ()] 19 13

@ [Chemical 7 (19} 7 (19 15 (41} 8 (22) 0 (M 37 23
§ Steel/Non-ferrous metal 4 (1) 11 (29 17 (45) 5 (13} 1 3) 38 23
Lg General machinery I an 6 (33) 7 (39 2 (1 0 ()} 18 12
= Electric/Electronics machinery 20 (29 18  (26) 14 21 15 (22) 1 (1) 68 36
‘Transportation machinery 32 (31} 23 (22) 25 (24) 20 (19 4 @) 104 54
Others 15 27} 14 (25) 14 (25) 10 (18) 2 (4} 55 38
Manufacturing sector total 89 (5| 8 @] 104 ooyl 6 (g 9 3y 3% 210
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5. EXPORT TREND
The percentage of the firms reporting an “increase” in their export compared to the previous
year (the same term) accounted for 58 percent in the first half of 2010, 50 percent in the second half

of 2010, and 62 percent for the whole year of 2010 showing the strong trend of recovery.
(Table 5-1, Table 5-2, and Table 5-3)

(Table 5-1) Exports in 2010 (the first half)

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

The first half of 2010
Increase Decrease
Industry

More than | 10-20% | Less than No Less than 10-20% | More than | Total

20% increase| increase |10% increase| Change 10% decrease| decrease 0% decrease
Food 8 (62) 2 (15 2 (15 4 (31 4 (3 1 (8 0 0) 1 (8 0 (0 13
Textile 9 {64) 7 (50 0 O 2 (4 3 (21 2 4 2 14 0 (0 0 ( 14
Chemical 16 (64) 6 (24) 4 (16 6 (24) 8 (32 1 4y O o 1 @ 0 (0y 25
Steel/Non-ferrous metal 92 (39 5oy 2 o® 20 @ 2 6o 5 @ 3 a3 1 @« 1 @y 23
General machinery T (54) I @3 18 3 (23 6 (e 0 (oy O @ 0 (0 0 © 13
Electric/Electronics machinery | 28 (76), 12 (32) 11 30y 5 (14) ¢ (16) 3 (8} 3 ® 0 (@ 0 (@ 37
Transportation machinery 3L (60 I8 35 6 (2 7 Q314 @1 7 (13 3 s 1 2 3 (6 52
Others 24 (67 11 (31) 8 (22 5 4 6 a7y 6 (17 0 M 4 (11 2 (6 36
Manufacturing sector total 132 (62 64 (30) 34 (16 34 (16} 56 (26) 25 (12y 11 (5) 8 (4 6 (3 213
Trading 19 (51 8 @2 5 (4 6 qej1e @y 2 By L 3 o (© 1 @3y 37
Retailer 0 (© 0 @ © (@ o (@ S@aoo) 0 @ © © © (@ 0 (© 5
Construction/civil engineering | 0 (0 0 (0 0 @ 0 @y o0 oy 1 (og O © 1 (100 0 (0 1
Others 2 (25 Loasy 1 a3 0 @ 5 (63 1 (a3 0 @ 0 (0 I (13 8
Non-manufacturing sector total] 21 (41 9 (18] 6 {12y 6 (12)26 (51 4 (8 1 (2 1 @2 2 ¢ 51
Total 153 (58] 73 (28] 40 (15 40 (582 31329 () 12 5 9 (3 8§ (31 264
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(Table 5-2) Exports in 2010 (the second half)

-13-

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

The second half of 2010

Industry Increase Decrease
More than | 10-20% | Less than No Less than 10-20% | More than | Total
20% increase| increase |10% increase| Change 10% decrease] decrease [20% decrease
Food 9 (69 3 (23) 4 (31 2 (15 4 (31 © o 0 0 (0 o (0 13
Textile 9 (64 0 @ 3 @i 6 @) 31 2 (4 2 4 0 (0 0 (o) 14
Chemical 13 (52 3 7 @) 3 g2y W@l Lo o@ 1 @ o © o @ 25
Steel/Non-ferrous metal 4 (18 I 5 3 (4 0 oy 9 @y 9 @ 3 (14 4 (1% 2 (9 22
General machinery (46 2 a8 1 o8 3 @3y T4 0 (@ O o o (o 0 (0 13
Electric/Electronics machinery | 29 (78) 13y 17 6] L1 (300 6 (16 2 (5 t @ 0 (0 1 @3 37
Transportation machinery 26 (50) 4 (@) 9 (7 13 (255 20 (38 6 (12) 4 (8 1 (2 I @ 52
Others 17 {47) 7 (19) (19 3 (8) 14 (39 5 (14 1 3) 2 (6 2 (6 36
Manufacturing sector total 113 (53) 21 (o) 51 (24) 41 (19) 74 (3525 (12y 12 6] 7 (3 6 (3] 212
Trading 16 (43) 5 (4) 6 (16) 5 (4 196G 2 )Y 1 @3] o (o 1 @ 37
Retailer 0 (0 0 (0 0 o 0 0y S{10m ¢ (0 0 (0 0 (0 0 (0 5
Construction/civil engineering | 0 (0 0 0 @y 0 @ 0 (0 1 (100 0 (0 1 (100 0 (0 1
Others 3 (38 1 (13 L a4 1 a3 400 1 (13 0 @ 0 (0 1 (13 8
Non-manufacturing sector total| 19 (37 6 (12 7 (14y 6 (12) 28 (55 4 (8 1 (2 1 (2 2 (4 51
Total 132 (s 27 (10} 58 (22) 47 (18 102 (39) 29 (1§ 13 (5 8 (3 8 (3) 263
(Table 5-3) Exports in 2010 (the whole year)
Unit: No. of firms and (%)
The whole year of 2010
Increase Decrease
Idustry More than | 10-20% Less than No Less than 10-20% | More than | Total
20% increase| increase |10% increase| Change 10% decrease| decrease 20% decrease)
Food 9 (69) 1 (8 4 (31) 4 @G 4 @Y 0 (© 0 © 0 @ 0 (@ 13
Textile 0 (77) 2 (15 4 (31 4 @3y Ut @ 2 (15 2 (15 0 (0 ¢ (0 13
Chemical 15 6o 5 o) 6 @4 4 (6 S@el 1 @ 0 @ 1 (4 o) 25
Steel/Non-ferrous metal § (36) 4 (18 4 (18 0 of 706 7 @y 4 a8 2 O 1 (5 22
General machinery 8 (62) 3 (23 0 )y 5 (38 5 (38) 0 (0 0 0 0 (0 0 (0 13
Electric/Electronics machinery | 30 (86) S 4y 13 37m 12 34y 4 ¢y L 3y 0 o 1 {3 0 (0 15
Transportation machinery 35 (67) I @y 11 @ 13 @5y 14 279 3 (6 1 @ 2 ¢ 0 (0 52
Others 22 (61) 7 (19 9 @25 6 (gm B Ey 6 7y 2 6 2 (6 2 (6 36
Manufacturing sector totak 137 (66)] 38 (18) 51 (24) 48 (23) 52 (253 20 (10 9 4 8 (4 301y 209
Trading 20 (54) 5 (14) 6 (16) 9 {(24) 14 (38} 3 (8 2 (5 o (o 1 3 37
Retailer 0 (0 ¢ (@ 0 © ) @Y 5S¢0 0 (0 0 {0 ¢ (0 o 5
Construction/eivil engineering | 0 (0 0 (@ 0 (0 0 Oy ¢ () 1 {100 0 (3] 1 (100 0 (0 1
Others 3 (38 a3 2 @50 0 oy 4oy L a3y 0 0 0 1 (13 8
Non-manufacturing sector totall 23 (45 6 (12) 8 (16) 9 (18y 23 (45 5 (10 2 (4 L2 2 (4 51
Total 160 (62) 44 (7| 59 (@m 57T (27| 75 (2925 oy N @ 9 @ 5 (@) 260
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6. PROSPECTIVE EXPORT MARKET IN THE FUTURE

For the prospective export market in the future (checked all that apply), “India” (46 percent)
was ranked 1* continuing from the previous term, followed by “ASEAN (Vietnam, Cambodia, Laos,
and Myanmar are excluded.)” (43 percent); “Vietnam” (33 percent); and “China” (24 percent) in the
same order as the previous term. CLM rose in the ranking, while Europe fell. (Table 6)

(Table 6} Prospective export market in the future (checked all that apply)

Unit; No, of firms and (%)

: Latin
Indusmy tnia | AEAN [ Y| cping | apan Mde | usa Oen | cim | Europe | Amesi | Russia | Osher fota F’fﬂ‘;“;
ca
Food 7 115 | 4 a@n | 4G | 40n 323 | 3@ | 209 | Z08 | 559 i3 ] G 3 3
Textile 4 {29 AN 4(29) 7150) 7 (50) 010 321 1{7} 2(14) 32 1 {0 0(0) 0 (0 A 4
Chemical 13(59) | 1464 | 90 | 7432 | A0 | 739 i) 34 Z(9) iG] (0 10) [0 Bt ;
Steel non-ferrous metal | 13(57_|_ 939 | _6(28) (9 0 303|303 1@ EXCE I TR 0(0 1) 00 [ 7
General machinery 4 @31 | 5038 [ 645 | 2015 | 2415 1(8) () 1{8) 2(15) a0 00 0{0) 0[0 2 13
,f,';g,‘g:;;'“m’“'“ wEy [ zen | wey | ooes | sua | s | swm | amn | rog | spg | spom | spm | emm | 13 | s
i’:::;‘:’r‘;““ Wis | WEn | e | o0 | sm 9{17) a(8) 8{15) 24 38 7013 0(0) Ty | 12 53
Others _ 17 (47) 11 (31 a4(22 719 9(25) 7{19) 5{14) 2(6) 2[6) 1{3 1(3) 1(3) 1{3 72 35
{‘:ﬁ“fa“‘““"g SN gaqay | saeh | es@an | 4e(2y | ampe | mos | By | 200 | 2oy | a0 | s 10(5 15M | 54 | 200
Trading 18 (60) 9{30) 133 | 10(33 6{20) 3010) 0¢0) 103 010} 0{0) 0] 2{7 [} 62 30
Retailer 3075 0(0) 2 (50} 1125 1(25) 0{0) 010) 010 0{0} 0{0) 00 0[0 [} 7 4
expherg 2009 | 2000 | o | o [ 0w [ o [ 0w [ o | 0w | owm | twm | om @ 4| 2
Others 0{0) 375 378 128 1(25) 0{0 [T] a0 00} (0] 00 0{0) 00} 4
Non- facturi
ceor ol TE 26 | 140 | 8Ms | 1200 | seeor | 368 o0 13 o(c) o) 010 25} 0 (0 81 &
Total 115 149) (‘40373 033y | eoee | ssm | o | men | 29 | 2m | 2nae | se | e | nw | ss | 2
Cusrent ranking 1 2 3 3 B B 7 ] ] & i 2 =
Previous ranking 1 2 3 4 5 6 [} [] 1" 7 12 10

(Note) 1. Vietan, Cambodia, Laos, and Myanmar wre e.\'clyded from ASEAN.
2, CLM stands for Cambedia, Laos, and Myanmar.
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7. EXCHANGE RATE USED IN BUSINESS PLAN

{1) Thai baht / US dollar
With reference to the exchange rate used in business plan (Thai baht / US dollar), the

predominant response was “not less than 33.0 but less than 33.5” (36 percent), followed by “not less
than 32.0 but less than 32.5” (23 percent) and “not less than 32.5 but less than 33.0” (13 percent).

(Table 7-1)

(Table 7-1) Exchange rate used in business plan (Thai baht / US dollar)
Unit: Thai baht / US dollar, No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
g g
£ & = x
b=
= [ o =} b
g £ |2 5 :
] o w [ 5 &0
(4] [} =
2 gl e £ 3 '
E|l=S| 5] g 2 3
& & 8 (= = & —_
(5|22 |¢ El wl s g
< |2 |E|S|E|5|E|g|S|E£|=| 2 |c& 2
S| E[2| 215 |8|E|s|2|E|3| £ |35 £
|l || iQC|@|=|C| 2| & | = =} Z &l
Not less than29.0  but less than29.5 0 0 0 0 0 ] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0.0)
Not less than 29.5  but less than 30.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0.0)
Not less than 30.0  but less than 30.5 0 0 0 0 1 0 1 0 2 0 0 1 1 3 (1.5)
Not less than 30.5  but less than 31.0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0.0)
Not less than31.0  but less than 31.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 1 2 1 0 0 1 3 (1.5
Not less than 31.5  but less than 32.0 4] 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 (0.5)
Not less than 32.0  but less than 32.5 2 5 8 4 1 5 7 3 35 9 0 2 11 46 (22.8)
Not less than 32.5  but less than 33.0 2 1 2 2 0 6 5 3 21 4 0 1 5 26 (12.9)
Not less than33.0  but less than 33,5 3 6 6 7 5 14 10 10 61 9 2 0 11 72 (35.6)
Not less than 33.5  but less than 34.0 1 0 2 3 0 3 1 2 12 0 0 1 [ 13 (6.4)
Not less than 34.0  but less than 34,5 1 0 2 3 0 3 2 1 12 2 0 1 3 15 (7.4)
Not less than 34.5  but less than 35.0 0 0 0 1 0 1 1 0 3 2 0 0 2 5 (2.5)
Not less than 35.0  but less than 35.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 6 2 8 2 1 1 4 12 (5.9)
Not less than 35.5  but less than 36.0 0 0 0 0 1] 2 0 0 2 0 0 1] 0 2 (1.0)
Not less than 36.0  but less than 36.5 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 1] 1 0 0 0 0 1 (0.5)
Not less than 36.5  but less than 37.0 0 0 1] 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 {0.5)
Not less than 37.0  but less than 37.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 1 (0.5)
Not less than 37.5  but less than 38.0 0 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0.0)
Not less than 38.0  but less than 38.5 0 0 0 0 0 1] 1 0 1 0 0 0 1 {0.5)
No. of firms 9 (12 [20 |21 | 7 |36 |35 |22 |162]30 | 3 7 40 202
Average 32,88 ) 32.55| 3272 33.20| 3352 33.12| 33.20| 35.06| 33.03] 33.08| 3370 32,81 33.08 ExNIE)
Median 33.00] 32.75] 32.75] 33.00| 33.00 | 33.00| 33.00| 35.00| 33.00] 33.00( 33.10 32.60| 33.00 33.00
Mode 32.00| 32.00| 3200 332.00| 33.00| 33.00| 33.00| 33.00| 3300| 3300 mwat  anvA| 3300 3300

{Note) The median indicates the value located at the center of distribution to exclude deviation dite to the number of respondenis or the lowest/
lighest vatue as much as possible. The mode indicates the value that has the largest imumber of respondents. If there are nore than one values
that has the largest wimber of respondents, "§N/A ™ (not applicable) is described,
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With reference to the exchange rate used in business plan (Japanese yen / Thai baht), the
predominant response was “not less than 2.7 but less than 2.8” (32 percent), followed by “not less
than 2.8 but less than 2.9” (32 percent). (Table 7-2)

(Table 7-2) Exchange rate used in business plan (Japanese yen / Thai baht)

Unit: Japanese yen / Thai baht, No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
=1 b=} T
] E = 8 2
=} v (3] = a0
3 il <] a 2 g
2 g g =] @ 'E
A 2 :
& = 2 = . & —
| S| E| 2| % E = E
= £ 7] g <]
o | 2 2| 8] & & Sl 2 & g e
32| Bl e 5| ElE|25|5)| £ |z £
% 5
S| 5| &|8|a|E|S|S|E|&2| 8|2 &
Not less than2.4  butlessthan 2,5 [¢] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0.0)
Not less than2.5  but less than 2.6 0 0 2 1 0 1 2 0 1 0 3 9 (4.0)
Not less than 2,6 bu; less than 2.7 0 1] 2 3 0 5 5 5| 20 9 0 0 9 29 (13.0)
Not less than2.7  but less than 2.8 2 2 5 4 7 13 16 9] 58 11 0 3 14 72 (32.3)
Not less than 2.8 but less than 2.9 3 4 11 5 4 8 14 11 60 9 1 1 11 71 (31.8)
Not less than 2,9 but less than 3.0 2 2 0 4 0 2 1 5 16 4 0 2 6 22 (9.9)
Not less than 3.0 but less than 3.1 3 0 2 1 0 1 3 1 11 2 0 3 5 16 (7.2)
Not less than 3.1 but less than 3.2 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 1 (0.4)
Not less than 3.2 but less than 3.3 1] 0 0 0 0 0 [¢] 1 1 0 0 0 0 1 (0.4)
Not less than 3.3 but less than 3.4 0 0 1] 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 0 0 [ 2 {0.9)
Not less than3.4  but less than 3.5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 {0.0)
Not less than 3.5  but less than 3.6 0 0 1] 0 1] 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 (0.0)
No. of firms 10 8] 22| 20| 11| 30| 41| 33| 175] 37 2 9| 48 223
Average 2.88] 2.81] 2.78] 2.83| 2.75] 2.74| 2.76( 2.82| 2.78F 2.74| 2.65| 2.86| 2.76] 2.78
Median 2.88( 2.80] 2,80 2.80| 2,75] 2.71[ 2.75] 2.80] 2.80] 2.73| 2.65| 2.90| 2.75] 2.80
Mode 2.80( 2.80]| 2.70{ 2.80| 2.70| 2.70( 2.80] 2.80| 2.80| 2.80[#N/A| 2.70]| 2.70| 2.80

(Note) The madian indicates the value located at the center of distribution to exclude devigtion due to the number of respondents
or the lowest/ highest value as much as possible. The mode indicates the value that has the largest number of
respondents.
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8. PROCUREMENT SOURCE OF PARTS/ MATERIALS

The ratio of procurement source in 2009 (simple average of respondents) was 62.4 percent
from the ASEAN region, including 51.4 percent from Thailand, (7able 8-1)

Regarding the ratio of planned procurement source in 2010, the percentage from Japan
decreased compared to 2009, while the procurement ratio from the ASEAN region and Thai
domestic are expected to increase. (Table 8-2)

(Table 8-1) Suppliers of parts and materials in 2009

Unit: (%)
ASEAN
Industry . ASEAN Japan Others Total  |No. of firms
Thailand {except Thailand}
Food 74.8 64.8 0.1 13.6 11.5 100.0 I3
Textile 57.6 52.3 53 17.7 247 100.0 14
. |Chemical 61.7 54.8 6.8 32.8 5.3 100.0 25
% Steel/Non-ferrous metal 41.6 359 5.7 43.1 153 100.0 24
_%" General machinery 63.3 53.4 9.9 349 1.8 100.0 13
"g Electric/Electronics machinery 589 ' 43.7 152 29.6 11.5 100.0 17
= |Transportation machinery 60.2 55.4 4.3 36.9 239 100.0 53
Others 58.4 48.4 10.1 32.6 9.0 100.0 38
Manufacturing average 59.6 51.1 8.5 30.2 10.3 100.0 217
5 |Trading 50.5 40.6 99 47.0 2.5(. 100.0 38
2., Retailer 57.5 47.5 10.0 350 7.5 100.0 6
g Construction/civil engineering 100.0 75.0 25.0 0.0 0.0 100.0 2
;g Others 52.6 44.1 8.4 25.0 224 106.0 7
zé Non-manufacturing  average 65.1 51.8 13.3 26.8 8.1 100.0 53
Total 62.4 514 10.9 28.5 9.2 100.0 270
(Note) The ratio indicates the simple average of those of respondents.
(Table 8-2) Planned suppliers of parts and materials in 2010
Unit: (%)
ASEAN
Industry . ASEAN Japan Others Total  [No. of finms
Thailand | cept Thailand)

Food 75.6 65.7 9.9 13.2 112 100.0 13
Textile 584 52.9 5.0 172 244 100.0 14
. |Chemical 63.6 57.0 66 - 311 52 100.0 23
§ Steel/Non-ferrous metal 44.] 374 6.7 41.9 14.0 100.0 23
‘§ General machinery 63.3 53.0 10.3 35.7 Li 100.0 12
‘:g Electric/Electronics machinery 602 44.6 15.6 284 114 1000 37
= | Transporiation machinery 59.9 549 50 36.0 4.1 100.0 53
Others 58.7 48.1 10.6 339 7.4 100.0 33
Manufacturing  average 60.5 51.7 8.8 29,7 9.9 160.0 215
5 |Trading 54.5 429 11,7 435 1.9 100.0 37
E,, Retailer 69.0 57.0 12.0 24.0 7.0 100.0 5
-;§ Construction/civil engineering 100.0 75.0 250 0.0 0.0 100.0 2
E Others 56.4 47.6 8.9 19.3 243 100.0 7
zé Non-manufacturing  average 70.0 55.6 14.4 217 g3 [00.0 51
Total 652 53.7 11.6 25.7 9.1 100.0 266

(Note) See Table 81
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9. PROBLEMS WITH CORPORATE MANAGEMENT

Regarding problems with corporale management (multiple selection), the predominant
response was “excessive competition with competitors (1 rank in the previous survey)” (67 percent),
followed by “decreased selling price {price war)” rose to 2™ rank (previous 5”'), “hike in material
prices” was the 3" the ranking stayed the same as previous, but response ration increased from the
previous 29 percent to current 47 percent. “Foreign exchange fluctuation” moved down to the 6™
(Table 9.)

(Table 9) Problems with corporate management (multiple selections)

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Manufacture Non-manufacture
=
5 8| E |2
@ E| = E| g |2 -
® G| & a | £ g =
@ o = @ [=:] =] k=]
E| =] E| B = 21 s £ o
o o = @ _— =3 =
g12|€]| € k= 2|5 £ 5
® EB|E5|E| 5 4 S22 8 £
= Ele| 8| % g g1 8|8 5 w
= — = | E| 2 i) = £ =5 = = =
2| g S| 8|s|2 2 3 5 || 2|2 g =
3| £ 2lels|e|S|e|e|s|8|2|e|g|e|legl| & B
5|2 BlE|le/E|e|5|&8|2|5|R|E|2|E|&8l2]| < 8
ol = Ele|c|d|lo|jlg|lc|B| =2|E|&|E|8|E (8] 2 5]
1 1 Excessive competition with competitors 6 (45) 6{43) 12 {48)[16 (84)[12 (71)[20 {74)| 41 (75) | 22 (56) | 144 (63) 34(77) | 9(75) |13(87) [ 19(95) | 16(62) [ 16 (58) | 107 {14) 251 {67)
5 | 2 | Decreased seltng price (price war) 2¢15) |6 (43 [14 (56} 8 (32) [9¢53) 30 (77| 30 (59) [ 24 6oy | 123 150y | 21 400 | 3(25) | 320y [ 157 (4508 | 1 (an) | e84am 191 {51
3 | 3 | Hkein material prices o (6e) |9 184) [17 (58)17 (6|6 359 [27 (69| a3 60 [ 24 (60 | 142182 |17 (391 | 01y | 01w |4 [7iem | 3om | 3 m D
2 4 | Lack of human resources of manager-level 4(31) 7(50) |5(20) |10(40)|9(53) [13(33)| 30(55) [19(48) | 97 (43) | 25(57)| 4(33) | B(53) |10(50) | 8(31) | 9(33) | 6444 151 (43)
6 ] s 1:::"'2”" puman rosoutes. of OSSN g gy |a e 950 050 424 fiscom| 20 e |14 30 | ssim | 5 | o [aen |swm [rem [som [mom | we
Btans-eve
4 6 | Foreign exchange fluctuation 3(23)|7{50) |6(24) | §(4) [5(299 [23(59)) 11 (20) [12(30) | 6843 |16(36) [ 302 [ 1(M [ 0(q) [4015 [4(15) | 2818} 9% (26)
7 | 7 | Increased in total labor cost 3423 | 10 |B132) (5 (200 |3 018) |14 (36} 12 (22) 124300 | 5825 | s018) |20 | 040y [ 6129 | 5123 |80 | 29020 g7 (2
8 | 8 | cQualtyconint 4031 (642 602 |8 32 [3018) [6 15 [ 1202 (1 (28 | sei2m | s | 1@ | ot | 305 | 5019|4019 | 1803 0
9 & | Changes in productsf users’ needs I(23) (4020 | 00} |51200 [ 106) |Ari0N| 713 40100 | 28012 [ 601y 4030 | 0m | 14m | 6023 | 509 | 22015 50 {13)
10 | 10 | Job hopping of employee g (204 |7ee | 1@ 1@ |soa| 7y (503 | 0a eoe | 1@ (209 | 200 | 2@ | 2 17019 4% (13)]
i | mfrf"“’ D colecting payment fom |y i |1 (o |0 [om | om |3 | 6w | 2@ | 20m | 209 |som | o [3em | 170 p (s;I
customers R
13 | 12 | Excessive # of employees o |1 |1 (1 (0@ {219 | 0O [ | 7 Qo | 0@ |1 200 | 2@ | 1w | 6@ 13 (3)|
14 | 13 | Difcutty in funding 18100 [o© [1¢) [0 o | 0O Japn | 6 |20 | 0w | ow | o | o | oy | 3 9 b
12 | 14 | Excessive equipment o | 0@ [ |14 |00 [ o | 00 | 1m | 3 o |16 |00 [ o [ 00 |14 | 2m 5 &
15 | 15 | infringerment of inteflectua) property rights o [o@ | 0@ o) |80 (1| 1@ [o@ | 2 | o [ 00 [ 0O | o [ 00 [o@ | om 2 (
Oters 1@ | 0@ |0 [ 1 | %O o | 3w |10 | 6@ |2 | 1® | 9@ [ o | 00 |1 | 4 10 (3
Total 46| 54| e7| 84| s3] wel| 21| 13 g2| 54| a1 u| w| wm| 7n 4| 1306
No. of fims 13| u| 25| 2| 47| w] ss| a0 | | 2| 5| w| m| w 1w 3 oy
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10. IMPACT FROM THE DEMONSTRATION

(1) Location Status

As for the impact from the United Front for Democracy Against Dictatorship (UDD)
demonstration, about 40 percent of companies had their office locations inside or close to the

demonstration area, and about 60 percent of companies had them outside the demonstration
area. (Table 10-1)

{Table 10-1) Office Locations

Unit: Number of firms and tesponse ratio (%)

Industry [nside Near Outside #of
: responses

Manufacturing sector total 14 (6) 9 (N 177 (3D 230

N"“'ma““ff‘)f:]“mg seetor | 2 sy | 62 @y | s8 @n| 142

Total 36 (10) | 101 @7 | 235 (63) 372

(2) Impact On Business Practice

As for impact on business practice, 47 percent, the greatest percentage of the
companies, responded as there has been “Some impact” on their business practice, and 21
percent “Major impact.” The percentage of companies whose business practice was impacted
was greater than the ratio of companies within or close to the demonstration area. 15 percent of
the companies responded “Not now, but future impact.” (Table 10-2)

(Table 10-2) Business Impacted by the UDD Demonstration

Unit: Number of firms and response ratio (%)

. Not now . Major #of
Industry No impact b1:lt future | Some impact mpact responses
impact

Food 1 (8) 0 {9 8 (62) 4 (31 13
Textile I 3 @2n 6 (43) 4 (29) 14
Chemical 4 (6 [ 5 0 | 14 (56) 2 (@) 15
£ | Steelnon-ferrous metal 7@ |3 ap | u @y |6 @ | 27
‘é General machinery 6 (35 | 2 (1) 74 2y 17
é Electric/electronics machinery N )] 8 @2n 29 (74) 1 & 39
Transportation machinery 13 024 (13 @4 | 28 (51 @ 55
Others 11 (28) 5 (13) 19 (48) 5 (13) 40

Manufacturing sector total 44 (19) | 39 (17) | 122 (53) | 25 (11) 230
Trading 5 (12) 5 (12) 19 (44) 14 (33) 43
E Retailer L] 2 (13 5 (45) 3 @n tH
E Finance/insurance/securities 0 {0 2 (13 3 (20) 10 (67) 15
§ Construction/civil enginecring 4 @2n | 2 an 3 (42) 526 19
g Transportation/communication 520 | 3 (12) 9 (36} 8 (32) 25
=z Others 1 (4 4 (15) 9 (33) 13 (48) 27
Non-manufaciuring sector tolal 16 (11) | 18 (13} 53 (38) 53 (38) 140

Total 60  (16) | 57 (15} 175 (47) 78 (21) 370
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(3) Impact On Business Performance

Regarding the impact on business performance, the greatest percentage, 45 percent, of
the companies responded, "Not now, but future impact," and seven percent “Major impact, “No
impact” was 25 percent. Manufacturers as well as Non-manufactures have their performance
impacted or future concerns, (Table 10-3)

(Table 10-3) Business Performance Impacted by the UDD Demonstration

Unit: Number of firms and response ratio (%)

Ity Noimpuce | Netrowbut | Some | Mo #p‘?f
Food 2 U5 | 2 (5 |7 4 | 2 (15 13
Textile 2 (14) 9 (64) 32N 0 (o 14
Chemical 8 (32) 12 {48} 5 Q00 (O 25
5 | steel/mon-ferrous metal 2 @l 1 6n |2 @ |3 an|
£ | General machinery s )| 8 @4y |3 oam |1 o | 1
E Electric/electronics machinery 13 (33 15 (33) 10 (26| I (3 39
Transportation machinery 14 (26) 30 (56) 2 a7 1 (2) 54
Others 12 (30) 19 (48) g (23) [V} 40
Manufacturing sector total 68 (30) | 105 (46) |48 (2L)| 8 (3) 229
Trading 8§ (18) 23 (52) 10 (23) 3 (7} 44
g Retailer I )] 4 (36} I (3 @ 11
& | Finance/insurance/securities 2 (13| 2 (13 |9 (60 |2 (13) | 15
g Construction/civil engineering L (5 12 (63) 6 (32) 0 {0) 19
g Transportation/communication 727 13 (50} 3 a2 30(12) 26
z Others 5 (19) 8 (31) 5 (19 8§ (31 26
Non-manufacturing sector total 24 (17) | 62 (44) |36 (26) | 19 (13) 141
Total 92 (25) 167 (45) 84 {23) 27 (D 370
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(4) Impact On Investment Decision

As for impact on investment decision, 67 percent, the highest percentage of the

companies responded, “Not now, but future impact.” The 14 manufacturers and 10

non-manufactures (7%) responded that they “Increased investment criteria in Thailand,” “No

impact” was 26 percent. (Table 10-4)

(Table 10-4) Investment Decision Impacted by the UDD Demonstration

Unit: Number of firms and response ratio (%)

_Increased Postpon
: Notnow but | "vestmen ed -szcel!ed #of
Industry No impact fiature impact t cr{terla investm mvestment responses
in plan
Thailand | €™ Pl0

Food 5 (38 7 (54 I (8) 0 (0 0 (O 13
Textile 3o@n n (7% UN(1)) 0 (0 0 (D) 14
Chemical 2 (8 19 (76) 4 (16) | 0 (@ 6 (0 25

£ | Steelnon-ferrous metal 8 G0y | 18 60 [ 1 @ |0 @ | 0 27
‘S General machinery 8 (47 8 (47 1 (6} (U (D) ¢ (@ 7
£ | Blectricielectronics mackinery | 6 (16) [ 29 78 | 2 ) o @ | 0 @ 37
Transportation machinery 19 (35) 34 (62) L@y [1 () 0 (0) 55

Others 12 (30) 24 (60) 4 (lo) 0 (0) 0 (O 40
Manufacturing sector total 63 (28) 150  (66) 14 (6) 1 {0 0 (0) 228
Trading 10 (24} 28 (68) 3N 0 (0 0 @ 41

& Reiler 4 (36) 6 (55) L 0 0 (D) 1
E Finance/insurance/securities 2 (13 12 (80) ) 0 (0 ()} 15
§ Construction/civil engineering 4 (20) 16 (80) 0 (O (1)) 0 (0 20
Z | Transporationcommunication | 6 @9 | 18 ) |1 @ [0 @ | 0 @ 25
= Others 7 (28 13 (52) 4 (16) 1 (4) (1)) 25
Non-manufacturing sector total 33 (24) 93 (68) 0 (m |1 M 0 {0) 137

Total 9% (6) | 243 (67 | 24 (M |2 O] 0 (© 165
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(5) Impact On The Thai Economy

As for the impact on the Thai cconomy, the highest percentage, 61 percent, of the
companies responded that there was a “Slight impact.” “More impact than recovery” was 23

percent and “Major impact” 15 percent. Only five companies (1%) selected “no impact.”
(Tuble 10-5)

(Table 10-5) Impact on the Thai Economy

Unit: Number of firms and response ratio (%)

" More )
Industry Noimpact | Slight impact ":;z:_lc{ il:::*]:; resgo(:fses
recovery

Food 0 © | 7 (54 | 2 (5 | 4 3D 13
Textile o (0) 12 (86) 2 (l14) 0 (0) 14
Chemical 1 4@ 13 (52) 7 @28 4 (16) 25

g Steel/non-ferrous metal 0 15 (56) 8  (30) 4 (15) 27
‘*§ General machinery 0 12 (71) 3 (18) 2 (1) 17
‘; Electric/electronics machinery 1 (3) 29 (76) 7 (18) 1 (3 38
Transpertation machinery 2 @) 35 (65) 10 (9 | 7 (13) 54

Others 0 (0 19 (48) 15 (3% 6 (15 40
Manufacturing sector toal 4 (2) 142 (62) | 54 (24) | 28 (12) 228
Trading 1 (2) 29 (69) 8 (19 4 (10) 42

g Retailer 0 (@ 7 (64) 1 9 3 27 11
53 Finatice/insurance/securities 0 (0 12 (30} 3 @20 0 (0 Is
E Construction/civil engineering o0 (O 7 (35) 7 (35 6 (30) 20
g Transportation/communication 0 (0 13 {50) 8 @an 5 (19 26
=4 Others 0 (0) 4 (52) 4 (15) 9 (33 27
Non-manufacturing sector total L (1) 82 (58) 31 (22) [27 (19) 141
Total 5 (1) | 224 (61) | 85 @3) |55 (5) | 369
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11. OUTLOOK FOR THE OVERSEAS ECONOMY

(1) Outlook For The Overseas Economy

As for the outlook for the overseas economy (multiple selections), 34 percent of the
companies responded that there were “Concerns in the European market.” 19 percent of the

companies had “Concerns in the Japanese market, and 3 1percent selected, "Overseas economy
is strong, (Table 11-1)

(Table 11-1) Overseas economy outlook (Muitiple selections)

Manufacture Non-manulacture
=1
g o | &2
- e 'g a 3 —
K= R =1
E g 2 2|55 g
Q - =i —_— [ =
z w | B ) & 3 ,5_ 6l
=l el 8 ] =] g | = B -8
] o =1 E = g E o g
=] .5 =4 e ) g 5] ] =
5 S| 8 .8 -H 5| 2| .8 s
Sl sl |8 = 22| 8 = g
AHEIEIR Sl ]l o518 g g
|2 E|5|5|E|E sl S| E|2|E(2l8 |2 =
S sl 28|28 &= E|RB|E|28| 58|51 & g
H|lF|Oj@a|S|(d|le | O = Fle | & |0 |F |0 A 0
Overseas economy is strong 6| 3| 10| 6] §| 12] 22| 17 81] 10 4 | ) 8 5 29 110 (31)
Concerns in the North
American market 1] 3] 3] 2] 0] 3 7 6 25 4 0 0 0 3 i 3 33 {9)
Concerns in the Japanese
market 2( 4] 4 3] 3] 6| 11] 10 43| 11 1 1 6 2 3 24 67  (19)
Concerns in the ASEAN
market 1] 1| 3] 4| 1| 3 2 2 17 3 0 0 5 0 0 8 25 {7
Concerns in the Middle
Western market 11 0] 2 0] 2| 5 1 1 12 1 1] 0 0 0 2 3 15 (4)
IConcerns in the European
market 4] 6| 12 12] 7| 21| 23 8 93f 11 0 3 2] 11 1 28§ 121 (34)
Concerns in other markets 0 0 1 2 0 0 1 0 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 7 (2)
No export 1] o 2| 3 3] 1 5 6 211 11 7] 10 9 8] 13 58 79 (22)
Total 16| 17| 37] 32| 21] 51| 72| s50) 296| s4| 12| 15| 23| 32| 25| 161] 457
Number of firmed responded | 13} 14| 25| 26| 16| 37| 54| 40f 225] 41| 11| 14| 19| 26| 24| 135] 360 (100)
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(2) Impact from Overseas Economy

Regarding the Impact from overseas economy, the highest percentage, 45 percent, of the
companies considered that “No impact on their companies’ performance, while “33 percent of
the companies selected “Negative impact on Thai economy.”  (Tuble 11 -2)

(Table 11-2) TImpact from Overseas Economy (Multiple selections)

Unit: Number of firms and response ratio (%)

No major 'Negative No impact iﬁ;iitt“;
Industry impact on 1mpact_ on on your’ your #of
Thai Thai co_mpany s company’s responses
economy | economy | performance performance
Food 7 (54) 1 (8 6 (46) 4 (31 I3
Textile 3023 3 (23) 6 (46) 6 (46) 13
Chemical 7 (28 g8 (32) 15 (60) 7 (28) 25
E Steel/non-ferrons metal 7 @7 9 (35 10 (38) 8 (31 26
£ | General machinery 6 (35 |3 a® | 10 9 | 2 (2 17
§ Electric/electronics machinery 12 @) | 1 @Go | 13 (35 12 (32} 37
Transportation machinery 17 (32) | 18 (34) [ 22 (42) 12 (23) 53
Others 9 (23) 15 (38) 18 (45) 11 (28) 40
Manufacturing sector total 68 (30) | 68 (30) | 100 (45) | 62 (28) 224
Trading 8 (19) 15 (36) 22 (52} 7 (17 42
g Retailer Qo | 4 @0 6 (60) 0 (0 10
& Finance/insurance/securities L@ |7 0 6 (43) 214 14
& | constructioncivil engineering 1 & |7 60| 8 @ | 6 @ 19
£ | Trnsporistioncommunication | 4 (16) | 12 @8 | & @2 | 10 @0 | 2
2 Others 8 (33 6 (25) 11 (46) 3 (13) 24
Non-manufacturing sector total 23 (7 | 51 (38) 61 (46} 28 (21) 134
Total 91 (25) 119 (33} 161 (45) a0 (25) 358
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12. IMPACT FROM THE MAP TA PHUT PROBLEM

In relation to the administrative tribunal of the Map Ta Phut industrial development,
some companies in the chemical, general machining, and trading industries had "Direct impact
concerns.” 31 companies” in the manufacturing industries and 30 companies in the
non-manufacturing industries, 17 percent of the total, had “Indirect impact concerns.”

{Table 12)

(Table 12) Impact from Map Ta Phut Problem

Unit: Number of firms and response ratio (%)

Direct Indirect Investment 4 of

Industry impact impact plan may be | Unknown Other responses

concerns concems re-examined

Food 0 (0 I (8) ()] 11 {85) 1 (8) 13
Textile 0 (0) 2 (14) 0 (0 13 (93) 6 (0 14
Chemical 4 (16) 9 (36) 1@ 12 (48) ¢ (0 25
E Steel/non-ferrous metal T )] 4 (15) 0 (O 21 (81) 1 (4 26
S | General mahinery 44 | 4 4 o @ | 9yl 0@ 17
é Electric/electronics machinery 0 (O 5 (14) 1 (3) 30 {(83) 0 (O 36
Transportation machinery 1 (2 4 (N I 2} 49 (89) 0 (0) 55
Others 6 (0 2 (3 0 (O 38 (95) 0 {0 40
Manufacturing sector total 164 il (14} 3 183 8D | 2 (1) 226
Trading 3 8 (20 0 31 (76} 0 () 41
g Retailer (UN{) 2y 0 (0 9 (82) 0 1
g Finance/insurance/securities ¢ (0} 4 (27 0 (0 10 (67) 1M 15
% Construction/civil engineering ¢ (0 7 (3%) 0 (@ I3 (63) 0 (0 20
E Transportation/communication 1 @) 6 (24) 1 {4) 17 (68) 2 (® 25
Z Others 2 M9 3 (13) o (O 17 (74) 1 4) 23
Non-manufacturing sector total 6 4 30 {22) 1 (1) 97 (72) 4 (3 135
Total 6 @ | 61 (m 4 |20 ]| 6 @ 361
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(Reference) Last Survey Results of Impact from Map Ta Phut Problem (November 2009)

Unit: No. of firms and (%)

Direct impact

Indirect impact

Possible review

Industry concerned concermed of in\l;ulsaslt]ment Unknown Others No. of firms
Food 0 {0 0 () 0 0 12 (92) 1 &) 13
Textile 0 (1] 2 Uy o () 13 (81) I (6) 16
Chemical 3 (11 9 @33 2 (7 16 (59) 0 (o) 27
E Steel/non-ferrous metal 2 6 11 (32 0 (0 21 (62 0 (0) 34
“"2 General machinery 2 (14 2 {14) 0 © 10 (71 0 (0) 14
= [Electric/electronics machinery 1 @ § (6] o (© 41 (82) Y 50
[Transportation machinery 1 (2 11 {22) 0 (0 38 (76) 1 (2) 50
Cthers 2 (5 5 {12} 1 (2 34 (D 2 (5) 43
Manufachuring sector total 1 (4 48 g 3 (1 185 (75 5 (2 247
Trading 2 (5 12 (321 0 (0 21 (57 2 (M 37
o [Retailer 0 © 2 (18) 0 {0 9 (82 0 {8 11
fé Finance/insurance/securities [ {7 7 47) 0 (0 7 @ 0 (0) 15
% Construction/civil engineering 3 (15 12 (60) 0 0 7 (3%) 0 (0) 20
E [Transportation/communication 1 (6 9 (50) 0 (1] 9 (50 ¢ (0 18
“ Others 1 (4 10 (38 1 (4 6 {62) 0 (0) 26
Non-manufacturing sector total 8 {6 52 (4l 1 {1 69 (54) 2@ 127
Total 19 (5 100 (27 4 (1 254  (68) 8 (2) 374
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13. REQUESTS TO THE THAI GOVERNMENT

Regarding the requests to the Thai government (checked all that apply), the
predominant response was “Development and implementation of customs-related system” (45
percent), followed by “Implementation of tax-related system™ (31 percent) indicating that
taxation is their major concern. The third highest ranked item was “Enhancement of training /

human resources development.” The HIN1 flu concerns were slightly less than previous.
(Table 13)

(Table 13) Requests To The Thai Government (Multiple selections)

Unit: No. of respondent, in ( ) percentage to total firms (%)

Manulacture Non-manufacture
5 el s
£ g5 |8
a 5| & E| 2| E
b 5 g | 5 2| | 2
g 3] £ | E ] B E
. g Wy [33 o o £
£ 2 [ g 2| = G
8] w g g g E g | z 2
o | £ Bl 2| 8| & E| 8| %
E| = S| 88| <€ g5 |2 -
o | | E|3T |8 E| g | £ g
2] = 8|l el =S| ¢ | 5| @ S g
2 =] o .= =] ] 'E =N » s | 2 =] g =% B hoy
2B 2l 2| El3|8|S|E|e|ls|s|B|§|2|&g|B]ls]| %
£l 3 sl |2 8|8 | 8| E|s|E|E|S|E|B|E|=|E8)E
210 clr|lo|@d ||| C]lr]lFrlE|lE|lolr|Oo]l=] &
Improvement in the system and 12 20 30 15 105 28 14 59
! operation about customs duty SGO TG0 | apy MHDFED | sy | sy |y | wsy | ey PED[OO [3U8) | g (969 | gy [16269)
Improvement in the operation o
B | 1B U 13 a2
212 ::gl;(t)rt:é gitem, suchas 329 (506 303 |70 |66 | o | ay {on [ gy OO0 10D | g (500|509 | 55 36D
4|3 Enhancement of training / human 6 | | 2 nol w bs e P .
resources development 163 (508 [407) |6@3) 203 |y | gy | 63 [0 ] a5 OO 20 200 [seo (son | 2 [nzen
Relaxation of the Foreign 12 3 10 | 5
S Business Act HE) (3020|709 |77 4@ |09 | oy |708) [ ] o PO 960 (267 (768 [ gy | @y JO70D)
Development of infrastructure in
3 | 5 | Bangkok metropolis and L® 204 [sow [ran |3en |7an ] 2 loen Isten] 17 lee son |seo [seo fson ] % lses
. 263 3% [£35]
surrcunding areas
14 43
716 Work permit/ visa-related issues [ L& [5G0 303 [s09) 203 [s0a | 1@ [s039 fran| o) [10) 863 [se [seo |7an | 5 |00
Development and implementation
of legal system (except customs
817 duty,gcust);mscl(earan[::eor tax 3(25) |204) (2038} [3(31) |0() |7019) (9017 (8203 |46 @D |SAN |19 [2013) [3016) |5(20) | 1¢4) (};) 63 {47
system)
Customs clearance procedures w |. 12 2
? 1 8 | (except customs duty) 000) {17 [S@N) [4(15) |2(13) | g, |5 [708) 09| o5 (16 |00 o |22 |1 | 5 [568
Broad-based infrastructure
10 | 9 | development linking Thailand 20m |30 303 103 [ 1o 209 2@ 708 oy [son oo (oo [ 1o |eea oo |7 [sa
. . . “ (12}
with neighboring countries
M X t threak
6|10 orﬁseu:m‘;]?]f:%xﬁu’ (@ [ 1w |20 |20 |1 [r09 |50 [sas fsan b (oo 20 |o@ |10 |20 [s@ 4w
1] gez.s;."" f‘thewm’]esal'“g/ 1@ |0 [o@ | 1@ |10 |13 [0 [om | 4@ | 3o 208 0@ 0@ [0 [ 1 [s@ |10 @
etailing Ac
12 | 12 | Price control by the government 18y [ 0(0) [ 0G0y | 2¢8) | 0(O) [ C() | 1¢2) [0(o) | 4¢ J 0@ [0 ]| 0@ |0 |2 ®fow |2z ]6 (2
1313 gz‘jlﬁ';sl;"dfe‘\}f’:lflg’l‘:e";m ¢ |0 [o@ |1 |0 |0 |0 [ow | 1@ [ 1@ [om|o@ |10 | 10 | 0@ |3 |4 (0
- - | Others GO |20 4017 [3C12) | 5(D |6 0N TAN| 203 (2500 37 | 1| 0@ |36 |30 | 2¢) 12 ] 37000
Total 2 | 36 [ 60 | 67 | 27 | | 130 | o8 | ss3 | s {2 | a3 | as | 7| 51 | | 0w
No. of firms 12 14 4 | 2% 15 B | 4 |40 m “ | 19 | 25 |26 | 140 (?gé)
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