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Abstract

7 The study of Forest Resource Conservation by Hill Tribes at Namlang
Watershed, Pangmapha District, Maehongsom Province aimed at investigating the relation ship
between personal aspects, economic as well as social aspects of those tribal folk leaders and
their forest resources conservation management. It also aimed at investigating the problems
and suggestions being related to the forest resource conservation of those 106 tribal folk
leaders who lived in 3 sub — districts, 17 villages along the Lang River Basin in Pangmapha
District, Machongsorn Province. A set of structural interviewing sheet was applied for data
collection while the data derived was analyzed through SPSS/PC” and presented in terms of
percentage, means, standard deviation, maximum/minimum figures, weight mean scores. The
correlation was tested on interpersonal relation, economic as well as social aspects of the
tribal folks and the forest resource conservation by Chi- square.
The results, as far as the economic and social aspects of those samples were

concerned, showed that 54.7 of them were Lahu Tribe ; 73.6% were males with the age



average of 353 years. Among these samples, 73.6% of them married, 63.2% were
uneducated, 61.3% could not read and write Thai. Eighty percent of them could give correct
answers regarding the forest resource conservation comprehension. The average number of
children in each family was 2.7 persons. Each family had the average of 2.6 members while
the average income was 11,795.30 baht. Most of each family’s capital was 13,166.70 baht
rendered from the Agricultural and Cooperative Bank while the rest 9,500.00 baht was
rendered from private organizations. The number of 42.3% of them possessed less than 5 rais
with title deeds and 29.9% of them possessed 6— 10 rais without title deeds. As for contacts
to be made with highland developing officers both from the public and private sectors, most
of them 65.8% and 52.6% did it once. They could access to the information through
newspapers, radios and TVs. As for social status, most of them were members of the District
Forest Conservation Committee ; some of them had roles to play while the rest had not in
conserving the forests, 42.9% and 57.1% respectively. )

In conserving the forests of those tribal folks, it was fairly practiced in terms of
reforestation, bush fire protection and publicizing.

In forest resource conserving management of those tribal folks, they agreed upon
aspects regarding planing, acting, forest resources utilizing and following up.

The contact to be made with the officers was significantly correlated with the
training and protecting the forest conserved (P <0.05), forest resource conserving role was
significantly correlated with the protection over the forest resource conserved (P < 0.01),
education was significantly correlated with the bush fire protection over the forest conserved
(P < 0.05), family workforce and land for agricultural practices with title deeds were
significantly correlated with the training conceming protection' over the forest resource
conserved (P < 0.05), land for agricultural practices without title deeds was significantly
correlated with the publicizing the forest resource conserved (P <0.05) and the comprehension

was significantly correlated with the publicizing the forest resource conserved (P <0.01).



