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ABSTRACT

The environmental Evaluation for wetland conservation in Nong Bong Kai restricted
hunting area in Chiang Saen Distinct of Chiang Rai Province was conducted with two objectives.
First was to understand the socio-economic background of the Thai visitors to Nong Bong Kai
restricted hunting area, and second was to assess the willingness to pay of these visitors for the
conservation of this restricted hunting area under three hypothetical scenarios: 1) water quality
were improved to the level possible for boating to view nature, bird watching, and fishing; 2)
water quality were improved to the level possible for swimming; and 3) water quality were
improved to drinking and cooking standards. Information was collected from 400 accidentally
sampled visitors. Analysis was based on the coefficient values obtained from the application of
Maximum Likelihood Estimation: MLE for the Tobit Model.

The findings indicated the average willingness to pay for the first scenario was 86.33
baht or the total economic value of 1,206,202.76 baht per year under the determining force of

such factors as gender, education, awareness and importance placed for the conservation of Nong



Bong Kai restricted hunting area, owning car, age, boating Activity, and number of family
members, respectively. The average willingness to pay fir the second scenario was 120.29 baht or
the total economic value of 1,680,691.88 baht per year as influenced by the factors of gender,
owning car, awareness and importance placed for the conservation of Nong Bong Kai restricted
hunting area, intention for revisit, age, education, monthly income, information, and number of
family members, respectively. The average willingness to pay for the third scenario was found to
be 166.99 baht or the total economic value of 2,333,184.28 baht per year. The factors affecting
this willingness to pay were gender, monthly income awareness and importance placed for the
conservation of Nong Bong Kai restricted hunting area, age, intention for revisit, domicile,

owning car, information, and number of family members, respectively.



