1
S

TaFasaneiinug nansenuraanisiatethlfifaidsgia den

AQNBATNT BUNBLNAD FaTALWTFYyIn]
d“ W | =l = e
Ty WEENAT ATty
ANUIA1ARTNU TR R (NBATFAIART) A1 EIEARTUAIINLRT

ALLNITNNATABLANGHNUS |
79AMERINANTS mg. Twyael 4nagnn dsznunstunag
m3. wede UFaniiynn ngsAUNT
2e4ANENTATd NJU ATHIAR NIINNIS

finarransnansd a2, asvird BundaAung nIsunTs

UNARED

AduilRTandszasdifednentanansznusasniainane liseiassgia
fian 1eainERINISINaNAe Saudawesyrl uastszfunanssuilinadu Uszansild
TunnsAnsiAe dsrainsdinaande dandnwasysal Fomilnauazain Seditsznnaia
VIR 20,827 AYAE 6,338 AFFDU daurnilsznauanInnanERAs

nafurumndeyaiied 3 fumau fa 1) zﬁqm@ﬁwﬂﬁ%’f;ﬁfau'tmﬂﬁ"q'lﬂmwﬁ’m
wiangia dsmn uazszanns dmiau 116 aFrdeu Tauunudadiutealszming indnya
fFunagundn Percentage uazeRLnENeTld 2) madunmaliangin aeding
RRA. (Rapid Rural Appraisal) wa inemsnsfiiumdine uazmaiansingi %qtﬂumundu
'Lm_j‘ufaa‘ﬁuﬁLﬂunfa;uﬁqmifwlun'\ﬁﬁ’un'\mﬁﬂmu 24 pu (dheay 12 AW Inuandaaany
LANFNNTNENEE 3 aee (Triangulation) Aa wihiug we warengaesiiduniwnl
3) 1’1Glﬁ‘r)‘].lﬂ‘é‘ﬂilﬂﬁﬂs&ﬂﬁiﬁ@’m%uﬂﬂuﬁl 2 funERINIIIuI 300 Au dszanmuAnge
Ussgansfiannudasiu 95 wWefidus Ainsvidayainaldllsunsudriiagumedannmans

Statistical Package for the Social Science (SPSS)



= s 1 = o ¥ P T ¢=1
anuan1sdenudnsmzdgnitgitentsAnlasanirirdniitgnanuana
1 | 4
arnfurasiudiiasuldaanuuauazlgninaaaunniseyinfaunasininliay
. ¥ a a4
wanuaevnsianmgninaeianeanuasnieden  wihulasewiziBoaiiaadii
1 nasunzilgninanfanaisatnsanfaauialgwduiudeninsuvie auia”
nsmzlgnidnatenasieiadldiaesiiunniuacdunlindingmsnasiedimldans
nl o as ‘A .:é' =] | i ql =l ar
Reatutladenis@ngaiugnll  AsfiandengaiazanaquaanmatlrznausTnmese
FepaednatumAmaesnanaanenisinsmsi ifiasuwiueudngoy
g = o a ar i or =l = |¥ a
wihufifaanniswanangldiWanaaiaaailunismiztgniiaasguann - M
WdeAdnuaNganeTzILnA phihdpsasRwduannndluedn - drfundnieauyneila
124 L] ] 2 1
anat denalinnnuasuumasannaandadinifedndrbuneian tliuunllddoinl
TauAsUIMAIa I ands sz it aqiunumsnsfesdantmafiey
- d Las Loy d
ynafiaaneuenguTy Regandurennunmsuasilszmdagiclifiauivmnsiaci
wrlfannTradenls menelianananunifiielgneatudauaniuthieed

=l , ] = k' = 'U:’/ ° 2
HARET8INNI11AuARURHNY 7 Teemnldaqnarmuaflaadn il

[}
13 o =

9/ = 73N ﬂ: Ag dl 1 :’I 9
numsnsdaaanldanamingulaegiiin  anndasuilaunaniiy dRaNIENLINNATY

al

[ 2 20 ] 4:1' -4 =l a} 4 &

AIANTRAUNBAINTANBLUAE "LmLLnﬂnymuuaul.mzmﬂ"lmmnmmwLmﬂmmmmwﬂu
1% 1 14

NNIANLHLINITUBANAINS LN ABEITL AIUUANFN9T8937 8 LALATATNIARANAINNY

Kandudody mnnfursreiniswizlgniindsegiiafasidinatlunisquadeuitenn

2

o =l o ] = ) ] [ 1 - e L aadca,
V!’]l'ﬁLﬂ'l:l’ﬁ]i‘ﬂi‘uL'Jﬂ’]ﬂ“i%‘ﬂ‘]ill,ﬂﬂ’ﬂﬂﬁ‘ﬂi‘quﬂﬁ}lﬂu‘hﬂlﬁﬁﬂﬂd‘ﬂﬂq\‘iﬁl?\i"lﬂu‘ﬂﬂﬂﬂ AT VAR WL

[}
v =

= lg 2 ar
fufucunas dusuudiaunuilouviFedeasdioannauinliaugniunazany

be

Fuiusretumwiaszndnsaulufiadiuaniossy i lWHAANLOSINTUIBINERINTINA

2 I3 d' @ ar ] o
AduudsTatlueLasadAgAan TN



Thesis Title Farmer's Socio-economic Impact of Deforestation in Khao Kho

District, Phetchabun Province

Author Mr. Teeradej Wutticharoen

M.S. (Agriculture) Agricultural Extension

Examining Committee :

Assoc. Prof. Dr. Paiboon Suthasupa Chairman

Dr. Pornchai Preechapanya Member

Assoc. Prof. Katin Srimongkol Member

Asst. Prof. Dr.Wollratat Intaruccomporn Member
ABSTRACT

The objectives of this research were to study the impact of deforestation on
farmer's socio-economic system in Khao Kho district, Phetchabun province and
evaluate its impacts. Data was collected 3 steps as foliows 1) survey the general data
about socio-economic, and demographic factors from 116 households proportionally.
2) In—depth Interview by Rapid Rural Appraisal technique (RRA.) for Thai and Hmong
farmers who are the majority as the sample of 24 farmers {12 each) by using
triangulation methods, e.g. tribes, sex and age. 3) Test individual statements from 300
farmers to ascertain whether the samples are the representatives of the population at 95
percent level of confidence and analyzed Statistical Package for the Social Science
(SPSS).

From research findings, cash corps especially grown on slope by cutting down

trees and grow without soil and water conservation damaged bio-diversity directly or



indirectly, especially surface soil or the slope used for planting was destroyed rapidly
causing soil depletion. Cultivation was reduced with more ferilizer use causing the
farmers to pay more production inputs annually. Therefore, the farmers had not only high
risk for their enterprises but also for their unstable price of products.

Destruction of soil brought chemicals to the river causing the imbalance of
ecosystem. Canals are shallow than before and almost aquatic animals decreases
leading to insufficiency of food resources especially wild animals and plants. Now the
farmers had to purchase food from outside. Almost all farmers had to use timber from
sawmill because they can not find wood to construct or restore their houses due to the
decrease of forest area.

Natural and forest shortage forces the farmers to spend more money
unintentionally. Such change affects social impact to farmers in Khao Kho district.e.g.
indebtedness and low income leading to the migration out of Khao Kho district.
Disparity of income and society occurs. Since the cultivation of cash crops takes time,
the farmers have little time to organize social groups. Beside, local ways of life turn to
capitalism and urbanization causing less social interaction and community strength and

therefore hindering development.



