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This study s aimed at exploring the types of message exchange and communication
problems between sea gypsies and community development officials; knowledge, attitude, participation,
SCIUgvpsles T expectation of tavorable  characteristios of community development  officials  and
s:rxpm:[umm:uf comnmuunity development projects. Questionaires were used to collect data from a tota] of

214 eypsigs - Ruwai, Phuket.  Also, depth interview with 10 community development officials

| . _
concerned. I Frequency, percentage, mean, t—test and One-Way ANOVA were used to analize data.

IFrom the I'Q!EHE:HI".’:h, the following results were foundi. The types of communication used between sed
gypsies undfcommunity development officials were village visiting, meeting and communicating through
OPNIon lez-uiicr:-;. 2. From the perspective of sea gypsies, the problems of intercultural communication
Were {icurm#ml. Most of sea gypsie have the sense of bemg the part of Phuket pcople. Moreover,
the {iii‘f'{:mnice of language was not communication problem. The comnunication problems in the

opuion of rcommunity development officials were the sense of untrust, the lack of psychological

mhmacy, negative attitude towards government officials and the different of language. 3. Knowledge
|

levels about Quality of Life Development Project were signiticantly different among the sea fypsics

I'I - - LRl L r . - -
whose marnal status and education Jevels were  different. 4. Attitude towards Quality of Life
i

Dcvclt}pnmr‘t Project was significantly different among those whose education levels were different. 5.

Participation levels in Quality of Life Development Project were significantly different among those
| ) _ .

whose sexey and length of domicile in the arca were different, 6. Lxpectation of characteristics of
f N

community lDew:lupmcnt officials were signiticantly different among those whose sexes were different.

N ) , . . . .

/. Expectation of community Development Projects were significantly different among those whose
i

SCXES wWere lt_iiffcrcnt. 8. Knowledge about Quality -of Lifc Development Project had correlation with

attitude towdrds Quality of Life Devclopment Project 9. Knowledge — about Quality  of  Life

!
Dcv-::[upmc:n:t Project had no correlation with practice regarding the project 10. Attitude towards the

. | . . _ . _
Project had ¢orrelation with practice regarding the project.
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