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ABSTRACT

The study on “Negotiating Resource Access of Communities in the Interstitial
Areas between Khao Chamao - Khao Wong National Park and Khao Ang Ruenai Wildlife
Sanctuary” was primarily to examine the community’s capacity, its proposed guidelines, and
negotiating process in utilizing natural resources in the prohibited and protected areas declared by
the government. These areas included national reserved forest, national park, watershed areas, and
wild life conservation areas. The community’s proposed conservation guidelines were to be
acceptable both to the community and the government sector. The study “Theory of Access”, and
that of the resolution of the conflict among community, public sector and non-governmental
organization (NGO), particularly on the discourse of the negotiation, community’s culture, and
social space, to set the framework for this study.

The findings reveal that the community has capacity to negotiate to utilize the natural
resources- soil, water, forest, and wild life animals, with a shared ideology and creativity in
developing their community and society, particularly in the aspects of education and sustainable
natural resources management. The community had strong leadership, fund raising, and
partnership in connecting itself with the network of the concerned NGOs who were drawn as well
into the negotiation. The community, however, had some constraints blocking it from achieving
the goal. These included obstacles of legal framework, the government’s declarations on
conservation, prohibition, and protection areas, the government officials’ attitude, the

government’s fault beneficiary, and its contending principle of relocating people from the forest.



The method of the negotiation between the community and the government sector in
utilizing natural resources in the protected areas mentioned above could be conceived in four
strategies: (1) political negotiation at local level between the community core leaders and
government officials, (2) construction of the sign to regulate the zoning and zoning expansion,
making use of the areas under conflict between the community and government, (3) using
community culture to build up the community’s image of their being natural resources sustainable
managing community, and (4) using the cases of the local influential people who had misused the
lands in negotiating with local government officials.

In the process of negotiation between the community and government sector to
continue utilizing the areas under the study, there were three processes, namely (1) the process of
finding alternative knowledge from the community’s long existence before the government’s
declaration of conservation forest to resist the government’s insisting scientific forestry
knowledge, (2) the process of campaigning for using the areas for sustainable agricultural practice
to prevent the government’s attempt to reclaim the forest from the community’s management, and
(3) the process of taking part in the governmental and non-governmental organizations in
conserving the resources in the areas. However, at present the negotiation process has no longer
practiced in some communities due to the critical and problematic laws declaring conservation
areas over the lands long used by the community and/or the community had other better economic

choices.



