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RONGKLA VILLAGERS' OPINIONS ON THE CONSERVATION OF NATURAL
RESOURCES IN PHU HIN RONGKLA NATIONAL PARK,
PHITSANULOK PROVINCE, THAILAND
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ABSTRACT

Abstract of special problem submitted to the Graduate School of Maejo University in

partial fulfiliment of the requirements for the degree of Master of Science in Agriculturé\s

and Forestry Administration

RONGKLA VILLAGERS' OPINIONS ON THE CONSERVATION OF NATURAL
RESOURCES IN PHU HIN RONGKLA NATIONAL PARK,
PHITSANULOK PROVINCE, THAILAND
BY
CHONGKLA! VORAPHONGSTON
DECEMBER 1998

Chairman: Dr.Weerasak Prokati
Department_(Faculty: Department of Agricuiturjal Extension.

Faculty of Agricultural Business

This research aimed to examine 1) knowledge, understanding and
opinions of the people in Ban Rongkla on conservation of natural resources; 2) their
socio-economic status and 3) selected socio-economic factors affecting their
opinions on conservation of natural resources. The data were collected from 111
randomly selected Ban Rongkla inhabitants by using questionnaires during August-
September 1998, and analyzed by the Statistical Package for the Social Sciences
(SPSS/PC)

The research findings indicated that the majority of the respondents were
men (84.68%), with an average age of 34 years. Most of them were married (86.49%),
had an average of 5 household members, were literate and engaged in the cultivation
of field crops (95.50%). They had an average annual family income of 47,466 Baht

and have moved into Ban Rongkla for 13 years.  They obtained information about
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natural resources through radio, television, and from forestry o icers, district heads
and village heads

The indings indicated that the respondents had ve y good knowledge
anc inderstanding of the conversation of forests and rivers but not good enough
knowledge and understanding of the conservation of wildlife and soils. They iad
positive opinions on wildlife, soil and river conservation but they did not care much
about forest conservation. e factors positively affecting the respondents’ opinions
on he conservation of natural resources ‘ere found to t education and informatior

access.




