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ABSTRACT

The Comparative Studies of Socio-Economic of Forest
Village Project and without Forest Village Project Case
Study : in Buffer Zone of Huai Kua Khaeng Wildlife Sanctuary
Uthaithani Province was conducted by means of questionnaire
during December 1-10,1993 from 174 case of population in Ban
Subsombun Tumbol Rabam Amphoe Lansak Uthaithani Province in
Buffer Zone of The Huai Kua Khaeng Wildlife Sanctuary  or
inside Forest Village Project (IFP) and 174 case of
population in outside Forest Village Project (OFP) (70 case

from Ban Khoakhang and 104 case from Ban Khoakhuaw) .



The data were analyzed by means of the SPsS/PC”  and
statistic used were frequency , precentage , means ,standard
deviation , t-test , multiple regression analysis and set
statistical significant at 0.05.

The results show that the different in Economic are:
average income per year (IFP show higher than OFP), past and
present land owner (IFP more than OFP).

The different in Social are:join in govermentproject
(IFP more than OFP), education (IFP more than OFP) , chidren
education expected (IFP higher than OFP) and water resource
(IFP better than OFP).

Statistical different in attitude of wildlife
conservation , forest conservation , public forest plant and
forest village project are : IFP show highly attitude of
wildlife conservation , forest conservation and forest’s
village project and modurately attitude of public forest
plant but OFP show modurately attitude of wildlife
conservation and 1lowly attitude of forest conservation,

public forest plant and forest’s village project.
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