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There are many reasons to explain why the forest in tropical countries has been
depleted at an enormous rate. Among these, the human factor will be rated very high.
Those people who live near the forest play an important role in the forest land use due to
their dependencies on the forest. The access opportunities to forest areas due to good
physical infrastructure and loopholes in management procedures offer the chance to people to
convert the forest to other uses due to changes in the socioecon-politics of the areas. As
forest degradation tends to be a human-caused problem, this leads to the concept of forest
management which recognizes the involvement of those people who live near the forest in
the planning and implementing of forest working plans. This is the concept of community
forestry.

Community forestry gained its generality in the late 1970’s when many international as
well as regional meeting and conferences concentrated on the social values of forest ac-
tivities. Starting from the FAO experts’ consolation meeting on the role of forestry in rural
community development in 1976, many other meetings at various levels were held in later
years. The energy crisis in the beginning of the 1970’s, together with the alarming rate of

forest degradation in many tropical countries, have led to community forestry becoming more
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accepted as a new field of study and as a new approach to forest resource development. In-
stitutions active in the line of community forestry were established, like ICRAF in Kenya in
1977. Clearer roles of community forestry sprung up at the 8th World Forestry Congress in
Jakarta, Indonesia in 1978 which had the theme of “FOREST FOR THE PEOPLE”. Many
doners, including the World Bank, started to finance projects which are community forestry
oriented. Many meeting at the country and regional levels were conducted, resulting in
clearer views of the nature and extent of community forestry.

Community forestry consists of various activities with different levels of management.
Some activities reflect individual management like the small forest farmers who practice tree
farming for supplying wood products to serve themselves or the community. Some activities
reflect communal management like communal forest which have been allocated for the com-
mon use of the community. The activities in community forestry reflect the level of
dependency of the community on the forest resources. This varies from place to place due to
the level of the development of the area, the agriculture and forest land tenure system and
the group or community organization. The community here will referred to the villages or
the group of villages which directly depend on the forest resources close to their villages.

The forest resources have their roles for those communities. The first is to supply forest
products in terms of wood and non-wood products. The activities aimed at this role will be
in the area of product-based community forestry. The second role is to provide land for the
expanded population. The activities aimed at this role comes under land-based community
forestry. The last role is to offer services in terms of environmental protection, water
resource control, soil conservation, provision of recreational and religious places for the com-
munities. The activities aimed at this role will be in the sphere of environment-based com-
munity forestry.

Communal forest, as the activities in the community forestry, is the system of forest
management at the community level which shows how the community can be involved in
forest activities and how the community can manage their forests to meet the needs of the
community. Communal forest management varies from country to country due to the degree
of involvement of the rural communities in the national forest management system. As tradi-
tional practice and indigenous knowledge, the communal forest management in the country
varies from place to place depending on how the villagers can use the forests. The case
study on Thailand’s experience of communal forestry will show the experience of how the na-
tional forest policy and the local traditional practice can be matched in order to make the

concept of community forestry practicable.
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AN OUTLINE OF FOREST POLICY AND
COMMUNAL FORESTS IN THAILAND

Before the establishment of the Royal Forest Dapartment in 1896, all the forest lands
belonged to and were controlled by the local town chiefs. In the northern part of the country
especially, those who wanted to harvest forest products, particularly timber, had to pay a
royalty to the local town chiefs. As there were many disputes between the European timber
logging companies and the town chiefs regarding the unfairness of the royalty payments and
the lack of proper management of the forests, the Royal Forest Department was established
by central government. The mandates of the Royal Forest Department were : (1) to
regulate the timber harvest ; and (2) to collect the tax payments from the logging com-
panies. Since then the formulation and implementation of forest working plans have been re-
quired for all the forest lands of the country. All forest land became government land under
the control and management of the Royal Forest Department to meet the nation’s economic
and environmental security.

In 1961, the beginning of the adoption of the first 5 year national social and economic
plan (1961 —1966), a policy was established to allocate 50 percent of the national land as
forest land. At that time there were about 53 percent of national land left as forest land.
However, the impact of rural infrastructure development, such as roads and water reservoirs
for agriculture, made access to forest areas easier. These were accompanied by an increase
in the population in the agricultural sector which needed more clearing of the forest land for
agricultural purposes. Also there was the migration of those hill tribes to the watershed
areas in the North from neighboring countries like Laos, and Burma due to the political con-
flicts in the 1960’s. All this resulted in the alarming rate of forest degradation in Thailand
which was made manifest through satellite remote sensing techniques. It was calculated that
the remaining national forest cover was 43 percent in 1973 and 28 percent in 1988 (See
Table 1)

In 1985, the first written forest policy in Thailand was drafted. The policy gave
guidelines for reserving percentages of the national land as National Forest Land. Since the
remaining national forest land was only 29 percent of the total land area, the forest policy
called for all agencies concerned to participate in forest protection and rehabilitation. The
policy also stated the involvement of the role of private sector and the local community in
forest management, especially in forest plantation and communal forestry in order to raise
the area of forest land to meet the stated target of 40 percent of the national land area.

In December 1988, a huge and destructive flood hit the southern part of the country,
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Table 1 Remaining Natural Forest in Thailand

Region Regional area Regional Forest Land Area in the Region (%)
g10 (km?) (vear)
1961 1973 1976 1978 1982 1985 1988
North 169, 645 69 67 60 55 52 50 47
Northeast 168, 855 42 30 25 18 15 15 14
Central plain 103, 900 55 38 33 30 26 25 24
South 70,715 42 26 29 25 24 22 21
Total 513,115 53 43 38 34 30 29 28

Source: Forest Management Division, Royal Forest Dapartment. 1988

resulting in the death of many villagers and the destruction of their property. The govern-
ment has promulgated a forest law, for the environment security of nation, to stop all logg-
ing in forest concession lands, except in the mangrove forest. This has led to the considera-
tion of communal forests as a means to involve the villagers who live close to the forest in
the protection and rehabilitation the forest for the sustainability of forest benefits and for en-

vironmental security.

COMMUNAL FOREST DEVELOPMENT IN THAILAND

Communal forests are those which have been managed by the villagers to meet their
own needs for products and benefits derived from the forest. The holding and management
scale of the forest and management systems of the villagers vary from place to place as a
result of variations between the ethnic groups, their believes, cultures and traditions. The
benefits from the forest range from direct benefits, like wood and non-wood products, food
and medical products; or indirect benefits like water resources for paddy fields, places for
recreation and wildlife protection. The harvesting of forest products and benefits range from
a means of subsistence basis to a commercial basis.

In the North, some hill tribes in Chiang Mai (the Meo, Lisu, Aka and other ethnic
groups), protect the forests as the place of spirits. The forest protection ritual is performed
in relation to the spirit. The Karens and Lua groups protect the forest for their water
resources needed in the paddy fields. Also the forest is protected as a place for rituals con-
cerning the spirits. For the lowland Thai, forests are often kept for crematoriums. In Nan,
the lowland Thai have protected the forest in watershed areas for their downstream paddy
fields. The arrangement whereby firewood, edible vegetation, mushroom and bamboo shoots

can be collected by the villagers. They in return, agree not to cut the trees. If also, it is
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well known that the Buddhist monks have their temples on the top of mountains and protect
the whole forest surrounding these temples.

In the Northeast, the forest near the villages have been reserved for rituals concerning
the spirits and for ceremonies concerned with agriculture. Before the rice planting season,
farmers perform rituals to insure good yields of the crops. The forests are considered the
home of their ancestors and must therefore be protected. The forests are called “Don Pu
Ta” which means “the place of the grandfather.” Firewood, edible vegetation, mushrooms
and bamboo shoots can be collected by the villagers as long as the trees are not cut and
destroyed. In Sakonnakorn, Ubol Rachatani and Roi Et, there are well known Buddhist
temples that protect the forest land surrounding the temple. The word “Wat Pa’’ is used for
the temples which means “temple of forest.” The forest serves as a place of nature and
silent meditation under the Buddhist worship.

In the Central region, Lopburi, Chainat and Nakornsawan are well known places where
Buddhist monks have reserved the forests surrounding their temples. The forests are forbid-
den places for hunting or “Kait Api Tan” which means “the forgiveness zone” under the
Buddhist doctrine. In the western part of the region, in Kanchanaburi, the Karen hill tribes
also keep the forest for the water resources and the spirits. On the east coast of Chantaburi
the mangrove forests are kept by the villagers as breeding places for sea food. Fishes, crab
and shrimp can be caught in the mangrove forest.

In the South the buddhist temple in Suratthani has protected the forest as a place of
nature and silent meditation and the “forgiveness zone.” In Nakorn Srithammaraj and
Songkla, the villagers protect the forest as a source of edible fruit trees. Wild durian,
mangosteen and parkia can be obtained from such forests. In Trang, the mangrove forest
has been kept as a place of sea food for the villagers.

The communal forests have been protected and the benefits have been allocated through
the group efforts in the villages. The mechanism for group management exists in various
forms among from the beneficiary groups concerned, mostly through the existing village com-
mittee.

In the North, among the lowland Thai in Chiang Mai, the beneficiary group on water
use for paddy fields is a very strong group working on communal projects. The group
organizes the local people to construct communal dams to protect the forest for their water
for agriculture and wood supply. In many cases the village committee, the smallest unit at
the village level of administration, is the strong group that functions to protect the forest for
the villagers. However, the participation of the villagers in the communal projects mostly

depends on the leadership of the villages, the so-called “Pu Yai Ban” or the headman. In
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some cases, Buddhist monks also play a great role of leadership to encourage the villagers to

carry out communal projects (See Table 2).

Table 2 Traditional Management of Communal Forest.

Region Forest type Sg;:égtglty Organization Rule
North Mixed Deciduous, Ritual, Beneficiary group,  Customary,
Dry Dipterocarp, Religion, Customary group, Buddhism doctrine,
Hill Evergreen, Wood and non- Village committee, Village agreement,
Dry Evergreen wood products, Forest law
Food and medicine,
Water resources,
Recreation
Northeast Dry Dipterocarp, Ritual, Beneficiary group, Customary,
Dry Evergreen Religion, Customary group, Buddhism doctrine,
Wood and non- Village committee  Village agreement,
wood products, Forest law
Food and medicine,
Recreation
Central Mixed Deciduous, Religion, Beneficiary group, Buddhism doctrine,
Dry Evergreen, Wood and non- Village committee  Village agreement,
Mangrove, wood product, Forest law
Tropical Rain Food and medicine,
Recreation
South Tropical Rain, Religion Beneficiary group, Buddhism doctrine,

Mangrove

Wood and non-
wood products,
Food and medicine,
Recreation

Village committee

Village agreement,
Forest law

There are many forms of rules used for the protection of the communal forest. In some
hill tribe communities, the custom is to protect the forest for the spirits. This rule is com-
monly accepted and leads to no tree cutting in those forests. Also in the lowland Thai
villages, nobody is allowed to cut the trees in the crematorium forest. In the Northeast, the
forest is reserved for the spirit or “Don Pu Ta’. Nobody will cut trees from the forest
without the permission of the spirit. In order to get the permission, rituals have to be per-
formed. In some villages, agreements are made among the members of the village, the
village committee under the supervision of the headman, and the monks or old-man groups.
They use the agreements to protect the forest. A punishment will be imposed on those who

break the agreement. The punishment will be in terms of fines.
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In many cases, the communal forest is managed for recreation, wildlife sanctuary and
botanical gardens. The agreement among the villagers alone is not enough to prevent in-
terference from the outsiders. The existing forest law like the Forest Reserved Act will be
used as an umbrella to protect the forest. In some cases, the existing forest law leads to
more conflict arising between the villagers who like to manage the forest for their own
benefits and the government forest officers who have the responsibility in law to conserve

the forest.

Concepts of communal forest

The communal forest is an area which matches the human communities and the forest
communities together. Each community has its own components and linkages which can
maintain its sustainability. The co-existence of both communities might result in prosperity
or degradation to each other. For better understanding, it is useful to assess the many con-

cepts behind the establishment of communal forests.

Man and forest ecosystem relation

Man is an important factor in determining the existence of the forest. As the forest
benefits user, man has his own use behavior which stems from the cultural economic,
political and administrative situations which shape the practice of using the forests. The sus-
tainability of forest products depends strongly on man’s behavior. The forest ecosystem has
various components which are linked together by various networks. The forest can recover
itself from minor destruction arising from inside or outside the system. The benefits from
forest can be obtained by people better without the destruction of the forest. These lead to
the sound management of the forest to benefit man. Forest is also an important factor in the
support of the culture and economics of man. As the communities depend on each other,
especially the human community existing in the forest, it is often better to consider these
two communities as one single unit of management in order to result in the sustainability of

both.

Forestry for rural development

The livelihood of the rural people depends strongly on the forest. Forests can satisfy the
basic needs of the rural communities such as wood for household consumption, food for daily
life, medicine, water for agriculture and recreation. The villagers have indigenous practices
that can obtain off-farm incomes from the forest. The believes and the activities of rural

communities are concerned with the existence of the forest. Many forest activities of rural
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communities can be strengthened to assure their development. As rural development
strengthens the capability of rural societies for self reliance, the forest activities existing in
the community can be part of many activities in the rural integrated development program,

especially for these rural communities.

Decentralization in natural resources management

Forest is considered by most rural people as common property whose benefits can be
managed to meet all the needs of various sectors of the country. As the national forests are
on government land, forest management is the responsibility of the central and regional
government agencies. They have to regulate the forest benefits to meet all needs of the
rural communities who live close to the forest. The rural communities have already the ways
and means to obtain the benefits from those forests. The need to manage the forest for their
own use is crying out. The role of the rural community in managing their own forest is con-
sidered one of the forms of management that can be decentralized from the central govern-

ment administration to the local community administration.

Forest as manageable renewable resources

As a renewable resource, the forest can be managed for the sustained benefit to
mankind. Wood and non-wood products can be regulated by the suitable silviculture system.
The forest has many meanings to the rural communities close to the forest. Those needs and
desires for the forest benefits can be the objectives in the small scale forest management.
The aim is to have sustained benefits for all members of the communities. As there are
many needs in the communities, the organization of the villagers will be the local point that
can divide the benefits equitably. Also the protection of the common resources has to be ar-
ranged. The rules for using the forest will be the tools to offer fair benefit sharing and

guarantee the sound forest management by the communities.

Government program for communal forest promotion

Communal forest is an indigenous practice that evolved not only from the believes, but al-
so cultures and traditions of the rural Thai people. It also evolved from different programs
of the government in different periods. Experience of tree planting can be shown in the
temples, schools, private land boundaries, and the irrigation canals. For a better understand-

ing the chronology of the government programs are shown below:—

(1) 1941—Start of national-wide promotion of tree planting on the special occasion of na-
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(2)

(3)

(4)

(5)

(6)

(7)

(8)

(9)

(10)

tional day; trees were planted in schools, temples, government offices and other
available land.

1952—The declaration of 24 June as a national arbor day. Tree planting was pro-
moted in various types of land as above.

1956 —The national land policy in which 20 percent of resettlement land was to re-
main as a communal forest for the members of the resettlement villages.

1970 —Promotion of the village supply forest for the villages located near the forest.
The village supply forest is managed to supply the household consumption needs of
those villages nearby.

1976 —The start of the forest village program in the degraded forest reserve: those
farmers who have stayed in the degraded watershed areas will be resetted in the
land that is suitable for agriculture. Infrastructure and basic services from the
authorities concerned will be offered. The degraded land in watershed areas or land
not suitable for agriculture will be planted under the forest plantation program which
can offer employment to villagers. Communal forestry was initiated as a wood supply
source for the village.

1977—The start of the volunteer for tree planting program: the seedlings were con-
tributed freely to those who needed them. Tree planting was encouraged on the
available land of temples, schools, government offices, roadside and village grazing
land.

1980 —The start of communal forest for firewood supply for the hilltribe communities
in the government integrated watershed development program.

1980 —The promotion of the village woodlots in 7 provinces of wood shortage areas in
the Northeast: the program was to produce the wood energy for the household con-
sumption of the villagers. The program is under the bilateral agreement between
Thailand and United States in the Renewable Non-conventional Energy Project.
1984 —The start of the national program on community wood supply program in poor
rural areas: the program promotes tree planting in the wood-shortage villages in the
North and the Northeast regions. The program was a part of government projects in
the national rural development program.

1985—The promotion of communal tree plantation in the central plains: the program
promotes tree planting in communal grazing lands in order to demonstrate the raising
and production of trees for the community nearby. It also includes training for the
villagers to the establishment of reforestation. The program supported by the Green

Earth Foundation of Japan.

— 111 —



Bull. Tsukuba Univ. For. No.7 ’91

(11) 1987 —The start of the national program on communal forest establishment in national
agricultural land: the program is designed to strengthen the communal wood supply
program started in 1984. The program includes the organization of planting groups,
group training and seedling subsidies for communal plantation.

(12) 1987 —The national land use policy was to reallocate forest lands less than 100 ha in
land reclassification areas, for communal forests under the supervision of the sub-
district council or the village committee.

(13) 1988 —The establishment of the forest extension structure in the Royal Forest Depart-
ment: the program is supported by the UNDP,“FAO, SIDA, 100 forest districts in 47 provinces
were equipped with motorcycles and manned by extension-trained forest officers to
work with the target villages, 10 mobile forestry extension units were established in 10 regional
forest offices for public awareness campaigns in the target villages. The forestry ex-
tension demonstration centres were established to be station demonstration and
village training centres. Also with support from the Ford foundation, the pilot project
on upland social forestry was established in 4 sites in the North and Northeast pro-
vinces in order to be the pilot villages for the involvement of the villager in the
forestry activities and the study of the coordination between the implementing agen-

cies and academic institutes in solving the rural problems on forestry aspects.

PROBLEMS IN PROMOTING COMMUNAL FORESTS

Communal forest in the Thailand context is a set of evolutions which have emerged from
the traditional practices and the simultaneous promotion and extension programs of the
government. There are many lessons that can be learned from the Thai experience. For
those who are interested in the setting up of communal forests, some experience will now be

explained.

Needs of the villagers

Communal forests are managed to fulfill the needs for the local communities. This will
assure the sense of belonging and the participation of the villagers. The villagers will involve
in some activities where they can really see their own benefits. Communal forests sometimes
meet conflicts among the various needs arising from the village due to the different views
that they hold on the forests.

From a survey of 52,909 villages in 58,896 villages all over the country, about 66 per-

cent of villages used firewood and charcoal for their household wood energy consumption.
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The need for firewood and charcoal is different between the regions. A level of wood shor-
tage is also experienced in the villages. From the distance and times the villager spends for
firewood collection, about 58.6 percent of village can be considered self-sufficient in
firewood, 2.2 percent of villages can be considered to be at the beginning of a wood shor-
tage and about 39.1 percent can be called wood shortage village.

The status of wood shortage villages varies from region to region due to their practice of

indigenous agroforestry, communal forest and the existence of natural forest (See Table 3).

Table 3 Sources of Firewood and Charcoal

Region
North Northeast Central South Total
Number of villages 11,957 24, 348 15,496 7,095 58, 896
Number of Villages surveyed 10, 810 22,564 12,852 6, 683 52,909
Firewood or charcoal
using village 7,210 17,211 4,928 5,390 34,739
(100) (100) (100) (100) (100)
(67) (76) (38) (81) (66)
Firewood or charcoal used
from available sources
not more than 5 kms.
or not more than 60 minutes
walking distance 2,034 10, 146 3,742 4,448 20, 370
(28.21) (59.0) (75.9) (82.5) (58.6)
Firewood or charcoal used
from available sources
not more than 5—10 kms.
or not more than 60— 120 minutes
walking distance 209 421 78 62 770
(2.9 (2.4) (1.6) (1.2) (2.2)
Firewood or charcoal used
from forest resources
which are over 10 kms
or more than 120 minutes
walking distance 4,967 6,644 1,108 880 13,599
(68.9) (38.6) (22.5) (16.3) (39.1)

Sources: Basic information of rural villages in 1987. Rural Development Coordination Centre,
NESDB.

Remarks: Does not include villages which use gas or other sources of energy for household con-
sumption, or buy firewood or charcoal.
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However firewood and other non-wood products like mushrooms, edible fruits, or bam-
boo shoot are considered as by products from the forest which individuals can collect from
the forest on the basis of their individual needs rather than communal management. Much
evidence has been found that villagers view the forest as a land bank for agriculture. In the
survey of 52,909 villages, about 14,022 villages all over the country have members who use
the forest land for agriculture with Legal permission. The different views of forest land use
among the members of the village have to be considered for the involvement in the com-

munal management of forest activities. Sometimes they need more support from outsiders.

The group efforts for communal management

Communal forests need more effort on the part of village groups in managing the com-
mon property to fulfill all the needs in the community. There is a need for the groups to
maintain, rehabilitate and protect the forests. The beneficiary groups can be set up to take
care of their common property. If the village is small, the beneficiary group can be the same
group as the official village committee. Mostly the influence of the headman or other
respected persons in the village like old man, monks and primary school principals will play

a great role in the strengthening of the group efforts in communal management.

Management skill of the villagers

The communal forests have been known as an indigenous forest management in the rural
communities. The villagers know how to collect wood and non-wood products without the
destruction of the forests. They know the season of collecting edible vegetation, mushrooms
and bamboo shoots. However, as the population in the communities expands and the com-
modity-currency economy penetrate in to the communities the production from the forest
can be commercialized due to improved access to urban markets. There is more need for the
management skills of the communities in the regulation of the sustained yield of the forest.
There is a need to rehabilitate degraded forests under appropriate techniques of silviculture.
Also, there is a need for setting up a system of benefit sharing among the villagers who col-
lect the benefits from the forest. The last need requires a capability in dealing with commer-
cial goods from the forest in the outside market. These management skills open the room

for extension services which should offer benefits to the rural communities.

Common agreement and forest law

Communal forests are well protected by the common agreement of the villagers in the

rural areas. The common agreement might stem from common believes, religious doctrines
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or leadership of headmen. However, as the communities are opened to outsiders there are
more contacts and relationships with other communities. The common agreement in one com-
munity is not always accepted by the others. This leads to conflicts among the communities
over the forest uses. The national forest law can be applied to protect the communal forests
but this resulted in conflicts between the villagers and forest officers. There is a call for the
promulgation of a new law on communal forests which can provide authority to rural com-

munities for their own natural resources management.

The commitment of the government

The government should have a clear policy for the community management of their own
resources. The communal forest is an indicator of the willingness of the government to
decentralize authority from the central administration to the local administration, especially to
the village level. The communities still need much administrative infrastructure from the
government in managing their forest. Much support is still needed from the government.
The technical aspects and materials should be provided through an extension system of the
government. It is needed to assure the development of the capability of the communities to

practice self-reliance in management.

Role of non-government organizations

The communities need much more support to strengthen their capability for natural
resources management. Group work in the communities is something that has evolved from
their believes, traditions and the hierarchy of people in rural society. The system of group
work varies from community to community. Sometimes communities cannot accept the sup-
port provided by government which is not flexible enough to cope with the real situation in
these communities. The non-government organizations are non-profit making and aim to
help strengthen the communities capability in solving their own problems. The flexibility of
non-government organizations can fulfill the need of the communities for strengthening their
group work. In many cases, the request for communal management of the forest close to the
village has been pushed by the non-government organizations that work in the village. There
should be a channel for coordination between non-government organizations and government

agencies in working on community forest promotion.

Role of the existing local markets

Communal forests are sometimes not managed for the subsistence of the communities

themselves. As the benefits from the forest, in terms of wood and non-wood products, ex-
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ceed the need of the communities, the excess can be sold to other communities. There are
many villagers who buy forest products from other villagers. Also, trader buyers come from
the urban areas. Competition between the local merchants and the outsider merchants
sometimes results in more destruction of the forest resources. Overuse of the forest land is
sometimes experienced. This leads to more support for the village communities to apply
stronger rules in the regulation of the benefits from the forest to assure that sustained
benefits can be got from the forest. Also there is an incentive for Villages to set up their
own structure in dealing with the commerical aspects of the forest products. The fairness of

prices would then be assured.

CONCLUSION

Thailand has experienced an alarming rate of forest destruction in last 2 decades. This
has pointed to the need to involve local communities in forest management. In order to meet
the national target of having 40 percent of national land as a forest land, Thailand will fur-
ther expand communal forests. Many discussions on various aspects of communal forests by
various groups concerned have arisen. The policy issues relating to the involvement of rural
communities in natural resources management have been assessed at many research papers,
books and several meetings. The nature of the implementation program, involvement of local
group efforts, technical services, subsidies and other support measures are also in the pro-
cess of discussion. As the discussions continue, many considerations should be made to have
a clear view of the picture of communal forests in the future.

The Agrarian Land Reform Bill is now in the process of amendment and finalization in
Parliament. The Bill will provide the chance of land reform in those degraded forest lands.
It aims to assist those farmers who have stayed on forest land to obtain legal land tenure
over it. The existing parcels of forest land of not more than 100 ha and degraded forest land
will be reserved as communal forests under the supervision of the lead administration. This
will hopefully lead to a change in the attitude that the forest, which once used to be com-
mon property, can be claimed for individuals properties. In many cases, farmers have en-
croached into the communal forests. It is a question to communal forest whether it can be
kept as a forest or convert it into an agricultural land under the individual property right.

As Thailand rural societies are on the stage of changing from subsistence agriculture into
more commercial-commodity agriculture, the experience of produce for sale is also shown.
These lead to the attitude of individuals more than the communal one as before. The prac-

tice of sharing work is changing to the hiring labor in many communities. Moreover, from
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the survey of 52,909 villages all over the country, about 90 percent of the villages have
members who look for off farm-incomes from other villages or in the urban areas. Their ex-
perience of modern life and the hiring labor system are resulting in the question of the
changing in the attitude of the villagers from the communal work to the individual work.

The harvesting of forest products is not just for self subsistence but for commercial as
experience from many communities. These lead to the issue of sustainability of the forest
products which resulted from the mismanagement of the forest as a communal property.
Also the competition among the local traders in buying the forest product not only give an
incentive to the villagers to overuse the forest but also indicator of low price that the
villagers cannot get from the real market. The question is given whether the establishment
of co-operative structure can be introduced to rural communities. Also if it is really introduc-
ed to the communities whether it can work well in the rural contexts.

As 20 percent of the people live in the urban communities; their attitude and use
behavior are different from those in rural areas. Many trees on the roadside have been cut
for expanding or widening the road. Trees in the house yards, well known as home garden
agroforestry, have been cut for electricity lines. Many housing projects for the increased
population in urban areas have resulted in more trees being cut. More urban communities
need parks for their recreation. There are different demands on the forest and different ac-
tivities that can be promoted in urban areas. Consideration also have to be given to urban
forestry for urban communities.

There are still many questions arising in the management of communal forests. It is
believed that there will be no single solution for communal forests. As experience has shown
in Thailand, practices due to traditions and the modification of systems leads to a varying
set of solutions. The baseline surveys of various systems of communal forest management
should be carried out. This will result in a more clear view of the management of the forest
by the rural people. It is also hoped that the adoption of the practices of the rural people

can be a means to involve them in forest management in Thailand.

REFERENCE

King, K. F. S. (1989), The History of Agroforestry (in P. K. R. Nair (ed) Agroforestry
Systems in the Tropics), Dordrecht: Kluwer Academic Publishers. The Netherlands
Hummel, F. C. (1984), Forest Policy; a Contribution to Resource Development, Martinus

Nijhoff /Dr. W. Junk Publishers, The Haague.
Terry Rambo. (1984) Human Ecology research by Social Scientists on Tropical Agroecosystem.

— 117 —



Bull. Tsukuba Univ. For. No. 7 ’91

An Introduction to Human Ecology (Research on Agricultural System in Southeast Asia),
UPLB, Philippines.

FAO (1978) Forestry for Local Community Development, FAO Forestry Paper, M 36 ISSN
92—5—100—-585—0114., FAO,“RAPA, Bangkok.

FAO (1978) Forestry for Rural Communities, FAO Forestry Paper 1,1 6240, E 279,500,

. FAO,”RAPA, Bangkok.

Komon Pragtong (1989) Communal forest Concepts, Royal Forest Department, Bangkok.

Thanom Premrassami (1970) Communal Forest Vanasarn, Vol 28 no. 2 April-June, Royal
Forest Department, Bangkok, Thailand.

Somphot Tongkum (1953), Kho Kanun Village Forest Management in Chachoengsoa Vanasarn,
Vol 11 no. 3, July-September. Royal Forest Department, Bangkok, Thailand.

Royal Forest Department (1988), Communal Forest Management, Ungkarnthahanpansuek
Press, Bangkok.

Royal Forest Department (1989) Community forestry in Thailand, Chumnumsahakornkarn-
kaset of Thailand Press, Bangkok.

NESDB (1987) Basic Information at Rural Village Level, NESDB Press, Bangkok.

Komon Pragtong and David E. Thomas (1988) Evolving Management Systems in Thailand
in Keeper of the Forest: Land Management Alternatives in South East Asia, Kumarian
Press (Forthcoming 1990)

Komon Pragtong (1990) Overview of Community Forestry (in Proc. of the Regional Training
Course in Community Forestry Development Technique), Jan. 22—Feb. 28, 1990, Royal
Forest Department, Bangkok.

C:3 =

HAE, BEHIIC I B BHROBANIE L £ 4 & F 1961 EHLEED3% % did T 7
KRS, 2THEBDIBEICIZHT N8I~ LR X KA Lic, Z 0RERICT ABOFRKCK %
EhR\, $7cbb AnSimctt 5 ZRtkositil, WEHER, MEERREN BT oh5, SR
BT BHROES - HFICEA LT, FROE ESHEERPBCORKHT 2Dt liE L
TUWAEHM, b bHBERRGKSER Shb, ARLTE, £ 1CBT2RERREEKR OV
T, ZOBREMBACOVWTEET S,

& AR AREEREKE, HIBRIC LD, &AL - TEAKEBEEZ R T, —EON%ERE
BB AR - RO OEE DL — AL X » THELBO—EDOHFK X B S B L, 8
MROKRM, BB, W, ¥/ 2, 24572, BEEOFRET TR, BRcBAcI by
BT AHEKTH D, TOLDCHNEERAOPRELT>BMARTH > T, FIITEEOKHDT
HOKERE LT, HEREEICdOHKE LT, IHCBETIVZ Y =—Y 3 VAECD

— 118 —



COMMUNAL FOREST: A MEANS TO INVOLVE VILLAGERS IN FOREST MANAGEMENT IN THAILAND (K. Pragtong et al)

T HHKRTH D,

BB OBA M & 4 Tik, BELoA0% BB E UTHERT S L\ 5 PREBHRA 19851
WEINT, S CHEAIRTWLON, HEERI MER LEELTE W2 RERRBKRTH
%o BUfEX A EETIL, EBHSEROREFBIRMBEMICA > T\50, &2 TIHRRICRRA
A DRA TR Ll B ER S L, N%EFREK S LTl00haRilio ko 5F & my Gk
LIdELTVD, HBEREYBRERCEEM VAL LIk > T, FROMHERERZKAS &
TH5LDTH b,

Lo LBREED % A BT, BRIEENOEENEBEOGRIELOODH D, TORE,
O EHHLRS B BERYECE > TEb Y, BROBRHCKT 287 @tHE» LT
The FLTFRE L DICEBRIBHBALOMENE LD L L - T, BREFIC L DHMK
DOFFEMFIA R E v, BROBEFIMOMEN A L, BRIAEGE T 2HREDMEME<HZ LR
BLEVCHRIEMIE LTS, 2O ik, 21 OBRNERCHAHEGEBEAONERE LS &
HREL TV 5,

A CIXERD20% NEATSOEECHEA TV EA, COERIC L ZHFMAROH 0 Hi3HTT
HEROFhERL > T 5, HRER BROZE, HEERZC L > THEROEKEA THRTY
BHo ZECHERICIBZHEMKOLV 7 ) 2~ g VOERBAE LTS, WWHAHEIFEED D
iE, TOERICEE LR ERFAEREERINHEE Shis { Tk bicly,

2 4 OFEILFEEMRICBET A RBEILSIc b b, LU TE—OBRKED H 278\ NEHLH
AR BT 5 8 4 IR RIS OV TOFERE I DIctED b s  Te b7\ TH H 5,

— 119 —



