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Abstract

The purposes of this study are twofcld. The first is to compare socic - economic and
spatiai differentiation between the Saklee community, located close to industrial sites, and
Usamphao community, located somewhat distant from industrial sites. The second is to examine
problemns arising frem this differentiation during 1987-1987.

Relevant data were collected by various methods including questionnaire, semi-structured
interview, participant observation, and aerial photograph interpretation. The data were mostly
analyzed by descriptive statistics and qualitative analysis.

The findings revealed economic differentiation In both communities resulted from
industrialization in Saklee since 1987. However people in Usamphao still worked in their rice fields
while those in Saklee deveioped a higher degree of occupational diversity, Nonetheless, the
Usamphao community gained higher income compared to Saklee, since there were more lands
available for rice - field expénsion, which in turn led to a higher productivity. Contrasting to this
development was a higher rate of debt per capita in Saklee due to the more progressed

urbanization and commaeditization.



In terms of scctal differentiation, it was found £hat the average household size in Saklee
was bigger than that of Usamphso, due to the fact that the newly-married couples did not
eventually teave the family to start their own household, because of an inéreased cost of fiving.

Regarding sccial relations ameng community members, both communities were still very
much rural and thus only minor differentiation was found. However, families in Saklee spent less
time together and with friends due to different work schedules. Saklee also had a larger number of
immigrant residents and thus a highly diverse groups of people. This led to increasing crime rates
and drug abuses while in Usamphao those problems occurred rather fess.

Regarding the local change, Sakleé transformed from a farming community into one that
had a higher diversification in land use, trade and industry, which led to an increase in land prices.
Usamphao was mostly unchanged and still used most of the land for agﬁculture.

The differentiation in social, economic and spatial development resulted in social
stratification in both communities. Saklee developed four distinct classes, e.g. investors,
employees, traditional peasants and the poors. In Usamphao, there were emerging rich farmers,
well-to-do-peasant, poor peasants and the landless. This differentiation was seen as the reason for

differences in problems related to the social and economic situations.



