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Introduction

Rural livelihood augmentation has long been a crucial challenge for the effectiveness of Vietnamese government policies in the coffee -
sector. Although Vietnam remains the world’s most competitive coffee producers, there now are still thousands of rural farmers struggling ) ﬁ%
against the extreme coffee price volatility and losing hope to improve their primary source of income. Thus, the sustainable future of the
industry is being questioned upon various problems such as climate change and deforestation, intensive conventional farming, aging R EeRTiFIEg SAIRTRAE
coffee trees, unbalanced power relation between marketers, spot market transaction and the traditional price mechanism, and foremost
the small-scale production system. In this regard, the Vietnamese government has launched the sustainable-certified coffee program of
which coordinating production and distribution with leading coffee processors/exporters are believed to bring better market access, new
product development (standardized and higher quality), and improvement of farmers’ welfare. However, these new institutional
arrangements have not only gained successes but also many failures. Therefore, the overall objective of our study was to discuss the
future development of sustainable-certified coffee in terms of production efficiency and factors that influence farmers’ access to high-
value markets in Dak Lak.
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The sustainable-certified farmers have been exercising
poor farming practices such as excessive use of fertilizer,

buying agent. The study suggests that

‘ economic activities explain the most
World markets Domestic markets @ preferred access to spot markets of
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over-irrigation, improper pruning, pesticide overuse, and coordinating Bracuction and Distribution improving education, credit access, and
choice of old varieties in replantation process. ( collective actions are essential for

i sustainable coffee farmers to mitigate
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