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(Al-Mulhim, 1982)
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%
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 % 
 13038.02 31.98 

 3106.12 7.62 
 7565.86 18.56 

 2320.29 5.69 
 2598.95 6.37 

 1453.80 3.57 
 4717.01 11.57 

 2277.23 5.59 
 933.63 2.29 
 1563.06 3.83 
 772.73 1.90 
 419.77 1.03 

 5.69 0.01 
 40772.16 100.00 
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%%
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 ة%   

 2242.87 5.61 
 699.61 1.75 
   543.15 1.36 

  770.60 1.93 
  1237.723.10 
    2948.92 7.38 

1169.51 2.93 
 9612.38 24.04 

     6130.08 15.33 
   6241.62 15.61 

  5269.98 13.18 
  2557.42 6.40 
   1505.79 3.77 

     1260.89 3.15 
 7400.25 18.51 

  39978.41 100.00 
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 %  

 2429.558 1702.193 70.16 

 296.310 212.269 71.65 

148.648 70.863 47.710 

 1345.619 1108.590 82.41 

660.082 523.714 79.32 

 376.653 292.219 77.63 

 374.978 297.392 79.32 

 1259.972928.653 73.74 

 20.121 5.062 25.211 

 162.060 91.462 56.48 

124.715 17.699 14.212 

 36.668 17.804 48.69 

 802.658 510.552 63.67 

 8038.043 5778.473 71.9
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   % 
97.363.001 64.70 13 

 687.127 475.578 69.20 11 

 196.773 111.602 56.70 15 

 51.386 30.031 58.40 14 

 21.257 18.163 85.40 5 

 448.593 311.75 69.50 10 

 101.186 67.681 66.90 12 

 101.376 94.106 92.80 3 

 10.604 8.984 84.70 7 

 2.002 1.726 86.20 4 

 91.023 73.078 80.30 9 

 5.844 4.797 82.10 8 

 10.371    

0.66 0.225 34.10 18 

 20.05 19.237 95.90  

 24.761 13.414 54.20 16 

 2.685 2.277 85.10 6 

0.925 0.402 43.50 17 
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1X

2X

3X

4X

Stepwise Multiple 

Regression

Log y = -3.04 + 0.61 log X1 + 0.12 log X2   

             (-3.69)** (7.33)**  (2.50)**  

                       +0.07 log X3         

                           (3.15)  

             R-2 = 0.80         F = 76.58 
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ABSTRACT 

Determinants of The Efficiency of The Collection of Agricultural Loans, 

 Saudi Arabia  
Othman Saad Al-Nashwan  

       that an increase in these variables by 10% lead to  

higher Altheselip efficiency rate of 6.1%, 1.2%, 

0.7% respectively 

3 - Altheselip efficiency of agricultural loans require 

the adoption of several policies, notably the need to 

obtain adequate guarantees real, activate binding 

procedures for payment by the executive and the 

judiciary, the availability of sufficient and accurate 

information on the financial status and behavior of 

borrowers, to ensure that realistic studies of 

technical and economic feasibility and include on 

the environmental dimension, activating the process 

of supervision and monitoring of agricultural 

projects since the beginning of construction until the 

end of the loan, review the policy of lending to 

agricultural development fund through the 

collection and broaden the base of a ceiling on the 

Fund's contribution of capital investment for 

agricultural projects, which should not exceed 50% 

of the Total investment costs for the project. 

Key words: Agricultural development fund,  gricultural 

loans, Altheselip Efficiency  

  

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

This research aims to measure Altheselip efficiency 

for agricultural loans and to identify the most important 

factors specific economic efficiency and propose policies 

to improve Altheselip efficiency the various branches and 

offices of the Agricultural Development Fund. This 

research was adopted for economic analysis and 

descriptive statistics, in addition to data published 

secondary and primary data collected through the 

questionnaire. 

The result of this study group of the most important 

results include:  

1- Qaseem occupied the first rank in Altheselip efficiency 

to total loans, hence the collection rate of about 

82.4% during the period 1410-1428 e, followed by 

the regions of Tabuk and the Eastern collection rate 

reached 79.3% each, and then the Aseer area by 

77.6%, and then by Hail 73.7%, then the Makkah by 

71.6%.  

2- Altheselip efficiency of loans determined by of 

economic factors including: number of staff of the 

collection, inadequate safeguards, the number of 

production cycles for the broiler chicken, it was found  

 

 

 

 

 

 


