(4)

»
a

A A o o 1 d aa 4
¥a1384 llﬂ“i“mﬂQﬂ'ﬁ’JizmuﬁﬂUﬂ‘l“ﬂ‘li“ﬂm"U'Jlﬂquflﬁ‘lu“u“quu'l

e L]
sy guingariagld sunedunsio Samiadoalmi

¥odjiiau wwiauz 1mlszniy
¥orlTagn Inmnaasummindgin aINMITANININGININEINYAS
uazdauadoy

1 L] o« o a o
szsmnssuidion  d¥aomanssd asesny Laswa
unfinge

e I o A o A ) v : 1
nuiteliliaqlszasifeadauusines emsdsailiunguduveunas
nsanoImwIveslamamdiunnmsuazlsadiudnon musansfaninis
] 3 a o .: ‘1 .' J i .’ = [ o v
vesamgudaiinaluiuiigni Tasiinufignindav ol sunedunse Saniadolmi
4 4 a
#un 17.96 i Tawas dWunsdfn
= - J ia L o
Insidoyafaiiuiinszinndeyantafion Land sat TM7 saufiu
amtonenw TaslETilsunsuduIegil PC Erdas Imagine 8.x 1oz PC Arc View 3.x #1319
<% J i b o -
Jusznugufoyadeiun  uazanufniusveddeyagadnuazdioszuuglicaums
4 a < - a 7 & d e .
iedinzigudoyadmiuninszieyaguun e msuennesnmd Ao
v - 1 o of @ o
feoaz Aunto unzdnammdinlszinsmdiuianhbsunsuduIespmadnumansd
a o o = J i L] 1 a
dmivahwuudasusiuiiinovesimsaauinsseunsaniald 2 uuudines Ae
] ] » ]
wudasn 1 Memnlsziiunguiuvsiundiveuioznuyaves lene
o <1 o ] = ¥ R L. r o
mdwiiumoms 31 3 eds Wus msdumathtaumrdaneadion szAumALRY
U a o « o W
unnsaunor  szAumsmauquesldlszlon  uazkanszvufenssuiihitnnzeuves
d ) H o J i U : J b a'. L
unneaisn  musadmuaiuiaunguuveumanisuiiernuywed Tememisa
L3 1 1 J a‘. L 1 = qr r
Tumnns senidiu 4 ngu Ae nquituiiduTay 50.9% (MARFo 4.21-5.00) s8sR0NAD NYU
J H =, 4 o 1 = qr ’ - al.d [ o H 1 = qr
NUNBITUTANRAIU 27% (AT 1.80-2.60) nauAuNNeduTanszAuR 2 17.2% (AMdY

« & dd e o a v m o oo
3.14‘4.19) llﬂzﬂﬂ'u“uﬁﬂ\’ﬁu Tﬁﬂizﬁun 14.7% (ﬂ'l'ﬂﬂtl 2.61"4313) AUARY



&)

H g i -
wuudiaesi 2 issliussAudnonivuiiveanis e e uvio u¥atinall 3
flodo 1Aun Anvuzmasssund  qundonmusamaanioudion wozr Jrusssuaznsil
» ] »
fusvesguyy dszdiuld 5 sedu Wungnhiifnonmvesiledonesisumadnonn
seAUR 2 szAufnoniles himnzaufeswann  isdmgqunionmusannameaiion
froamszaun 1 hilifenmlumsiann  Adausssmasmistidius e sy
] » . ]
ANOAMAWSZALT 2 T2AD Az 1.90 AzsuY (Fronmypsiufiegluszauiidenin)
» ] [
MINMIKaMsad UL Ia8INe 2y Helnngd uuvdiaedi 1 Allwaw
a:' - L L] ; J 3 o ) .’ L=
minzeuies dalssdiumsianquiuanumnzeuiui lussdugini aunsodsaiiuny
I 41 e s s 4 do -
minzauvesnuiignindurninIfA 2 jluuy fe ngumuiidulauiuiiduseuuuuas
& o A4 ad e . . o o ML . w
Huinuunguiunsssumaniennluaeudn dmnuudaen 2 lanumnzaudiniy
[ » z »
Uszdiuszaudnsmmwmswanmseaiondinalunuiqni  wuiidiusveagusu
o s o o o o 4: A : e L 4 Ll @ A
yazfinuuzendnvainanssund  disliudnsnmyssmuniguindavo Wegseaunil
L3 ] 1 L d 1 4 e ] L : J 1 L) : L]
fnonmlieohinnnzaufesRannmsveanioudaiinalussduiiufigni - uAliaaw

[ r » ] »
mwzeulusgAnhunanfissiannmseafivadaiinmanziiugaluduinduminiu



(6)

Title Watershed Potential Modeling for Eco-Tourism

Development Case Study: Huai Jo Low-Hill

Watershed Chiang Mai Basin

Author - Mr. Rattana Boonprasert

Degree of ’ Master of Science in Agricultural Resource and
Environmental Management

Advisory Committee Chairperson Assistant Professor Dr. Orathai Mingtipol

ABSTRACT

The main objectives of this research were to build a model for assessing tourism
group levels based on recreation opportunities and to evaluate the potentials for eco-tourism
development of Huai Jo low-hill watershed area in Sansai district, Chiang Mai province. The
case study area consisted of 17.96 sq. km._ of the watershed area.

Site data analysis utilized the information provided by the Land sat TM7 satellite
together with aerial photography using software packages of PC ERDAS Imagine 8.x and PC
Arc View 3.x which produced a spatial database system and relationship of basic geographic
data. The geographic information system was then used to analyze all data for frequency
distribution, percentages, means, coefficient and correlation values in order to build a site model.

As a result of the study, two models were built, as follow:

1. Model 1 was designed to assess the classes of eco-tourism sites based on
recreation opportunities where three factors, namely: traveling to eco-tourism sites; tourist
management; and control of benefits and impacts of inappropriate activities of tourists, were used
to identify four tourism sites. These included a primitive site (50.9%) followed by naturally-

developed natural (27.0%), semi-primitive class II (17.2%) and semi-primitive class I (4.7%).



M

2. Model 2 was produced to evaluate the site potentials for eco-tourism
development. Likewise, it considered three factors such as natural characteristics of the site,
scenery, and community culture and participation using five evaluation levels: 1 = no capability;
2= Iow_capability and not qualified for development; 3 = medium capability; 4 = high capability;
and, 5 = extremely high capability a;nd qualified to for development. Results of the study showed
that Huai Jo watershed area had level 2 capability in natural characteristics which meant that it
was not qualified for natural development; level 1 in scenery which indicated it had no potentials
for development, and, level 2 in community culture and participation. Over-all score was 1.90
indicating that the Huai Jo watershed area has very low level for eco-tourism.

Further results of the study showed that Model 1 which was appropriate for
assessing site management, was able to evaluate the suitability of Huai Jo watershed in 2 types,
¢.g. primitive class in the upper area and naturally-developed site in the lower area. As for Model
2, it was appropriate for evaluating the capability level for site potentials towards eco-tourism
development through community participation and natural sites, which showed that Huai Jo
watershed area had low potentials and was not suitable for eco-tourism development although it

had medium potentials for eco-tourism development but only in some site points.





