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Research Title The Participation of Community and Stakeholders in

Tourism

Environmental Issue Mapagément Green

Development of Khaogaai Forest Complexa€ase Study of Khao

Yai National Parkg#Thap Lan National P, PangSida National

Park, Ta Phraya'National Park and Dqg 2l Wildlife Sanctuar
Researcher 1. Assoc.Prof.Sirivan Serirat
2. Asst.Prof Dr. nisa Meehing ‘

3. Nongluck Popichit, Lectug

Research Con Assoc.Prof. Supada Siri

Organiza | Suan Dusit Rajabhat Sity
Year 2012

This research proje ental issue by investigating
opportunities, threat, s gth andig 5 from the perspeétives of"geyvernmental
officers, communities, 1@ s and ed the

otfer stakeholder is examination en

acknowledgement of problem issues, Utgency afid the collaboration in s¢ the

environmental dsseesmof tourism in K YaifrForest Complex. This rese was

qQualitati arch whichwas condug F. using depth interview and/or fi oup

as Ybservation with the samp

ne evaluation form was employe aluate

yth, weakness, oppertus reat alongfwith thefimportance of each

€s [Consistediof four groupsof stakg rs of Khao

aspect. The targ;

National Park, PangSida Natig Park, aya National

1l NationaliPark, Thap

ark and Dongyai Wildlife Sanctuany including five ig@ividuals each group of

communitie§; tourists, governmental @fficers and @tfer stake ers. Thus, the total

samples were 100 individuals of stakeholde

e research finding i the SWOT/TQ¥ analysis indicated that each

ational park of Khao Yai Fofe omplexaf@d the position according to its marking

points along with its relevant strategies as follows:




(1) Khao Yai Forest Complex was found to be in the position of SO which

indicated that Khao Yai Forest Complex had both streagth and oppectunity. The strategy

appropriate for this position was aggressive sifategy of which stigngth was utilized to

develop advantages from existing opportupifties.

(2) Thap Lan National Park was found to be in the posi of ST which indica

that Thap Lan National Park had both strength and threat strategy appropria
the position of ST was competitive strate@y of which*Stre ‘ as utilized to minj

existing threats.

(3) PamgSida National Park was found pe in the positio WT which
indicated ‘ nal parks had both weakg and threat. The_sti ‘ gy appropriate
for the pesition of WT was defensive st S tQ inate both
weaknessiand threat.

(4) TaRhraya Natione ] - the position of WT which

indicated these nationa ks had¥eo ess and threa rateg¥mappropriate

for the position of WT 5 defensivg, strategy which@was utilized to eliminate both

weakness and threat.

(5) Dongyai 5 fodnd to be in the position of

Alldlife Sanctuary

> national pakks had bof ess and threat. The strategy &

Sition of WT wa$s defe both

rategy which was utilized to el

and threat.

environment j Vhich related” organizati shoul ently give

portanceto were as fol

munities didn’t g much ourism.

Economic dimension; the o

on of onmental rules and

ocio-cultural dimension; the implemente

regulationsfwas not sufficiently employed.

Environmental dimension; the forest intr and devastation still existed

andtourists lacked awareness¥f,cleanline



(4) Management dimension; the inconvenience of the infrastructure of residence,

the overlapped area between national parks and coparitnities, insufficiency of the
management budget and the insufficiency of pgfsonnel and operating equipments.
e unsafe conditions

(5) Tourist destination dimension; ng traveling in the

tourist destinations, the destinations bging remote, time cg ming and the high

potential and attractiveness of other destinations.



