JuanIng1as unIngaeuting Inentiwug /9

msfidaumvenlszmsulumssuifinnufamuaunszuiums Iinszvransznudunadon
AnpInsal JeninTzend

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION IN PUBLIC HEARING IN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT
ASSESSMENT: CASE STUDY RAYONG PROVIENCE

ANTIAMS NAONINABY 5437770 SHEV/M
2 v
an.u. (FINaDN)

A a a s a Aan an = a 2 a
ﬂﬂ!gﬂiiﬂﬂ'ﬁﬂlﬁﬂ‘kﬂ'}ﬂﬂWNWH‘ﬁ: eGRGET ﬂiuﬂ\l%ﬁﬁ, MN.A. (mﬂTuiaﬂmﬁmmﬁmu’mﬁ%u), AN LA
a 2 a J
QU, AY.A. (Faadeudnu), awwa ¥, 15.0. (Uszmnsmans)

) UNAAGD

mu‘iﬂwﬂﬂ%’qﬁﬁfmqﬂﬁzmﬁLﬁaﬁﬂyﬁzﬁumiﬁd’méammzgﬁawﬂﬁwmmum@hwm
Tasviiinanentsiidiuimvesdszmsulumsiudinnufadiumunszuumsinazdnanszny
Faunadoy i'mﬁ”’uﬁmauauuwum‘nNMmiﬁ'mﬁ?umiﬁdmiammﬂi myulumssuitannuaaiy
MUNTZIUMIINTI WHansznudwndew Tﬂﬂiﬁnaﬁminmﬁmﬂimm mmiﬁﬂmnuﬂiwwummﬁﬂ
aa“luwuwwu*n“lmwmmumwymumww 200 asusounazllsy Wmma1ﬁﬂaﬂuaﬂwumamwmmu
VaNEILAINA 200 A5IITOU mmamxm 18 T3 luaz Wﬂmﬁﬂaasluwumfmmuﬂ Hluse EJ‘"nm"laJuaﬂ
1 13 w3 eaflef 1 lumsiiede uuuaeuaw Jnszvdeyalasldada anwd sandiudesas Aunde
vadia Audouuumasgn Mgaga MAga MINAgeLANULANANIEHINUIRETIATETaBAMIAY
mlsma@en

HAMSANEINLN naumammmmumi11muS’m“lum'ﬁ‘nﬂammmmumuniwmums
INTTHNANTY wuammaauaﬂiuswwm $oaz 100.00 ﬂimmwwuﬂmﬁﬂ DITW ADIUNMNNITINY
uazmsilszaumsalsmlunszuiumslnnzvnanse wuam’maan Lﬂuﬂwawmmwammmmu
swlumssulianuAaiiuamnszuumsiinsziransznudunaden sdnitednymeadaissdu
0.001 wazdaseseldnasnedoniluilaseiiioninasenisidiuiwlumsiudianuaadiuay
nILUIUMIAIAT IR RansENUFuIAden adreiiTudiFneaiansef 0.01

Foraueuuzanuiselsznoudae 4 fufe Augduuvuaziimsfimuizan a3 1
ANUARYAUMINAUNTBA (screening) LATNIITHIVOLLVANIIANY (scooping) yoanquy iaulddnude
wan“lwmmu ﬂ’Jmmﬂummwaﬁmsmaqmmmu'5’;11wmﬂwawuawmmmmmﬂauwumu"lﬂ GRINGE
wamAnTY dunsilszandiniug ansTRsmsdsznduntusocanan 5 muﬂmiwa Boafidanu uay
i]ﬂ‘l/ﬂﬁ"t‘lﬂi‘”“]ﬂﬁilwu‘ﬁﬂllﬂ’ﬂlliﬂﬁuﬁlﬁ] FSrunnuwiiulidenszuiunssufianudaiiu maiuauedoya
Tﬂﬂmsm'ﬂmauamﬂuwaﬂiwwummmma“mmwaslwﬂswku“lﬂﬂamawmsmw “lumiﬂswvmu
ﬂqmmmmumwaﬂmqmmawuiy‘meinmmiwmmaﬂswamiumimu%wnﬂmwammuuh
9152 W1YU mumﬁmmimmm mwmimmﬁumwmwmmﬁ’;mﬁ siwansznuAadonlst
ﬂiwwumnmu mammmﬂiﬂwu Tagilszaen 51JLL1J°JJﬂjuﬂaumﬁ%ﬂmiwﬂmmﬁwwwaﬂiwwu
Funadeunaznsuddniuaznihiivesauies e aduniudilafinsstunaza s ad wudilam
sawnuedellszaniam

@ a1

MdAny: m3lauiin/ misulsnnuaamu / midnngiransenuaanaden

¥
190 ®UH1




o

adiaInede v Inedeniina TN HWUT /9

COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION IN PUBLIC HEARINGS IN
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT: CASE STUDY RAYONG
PROVIENCE

SUPUNNIKA KLOMKLIANG 5437770SHEV/M
M.A. (ENVIRONMENT)

THESIS ADVISORY COMMITTEE: WILASINEE ANOMASIRI, Ph.D.
(ENVIRONMENTAL TECHNOLOGY), CHUTIMA SANG-NGURN, Ph.D.
(ENVIRONMENTAL EDUCATION), WANIPPOL MAHAARCHA,
Ph.D.,(DEMOGRAPHY)

ABSTRACT

This research was to study the participation and to test differences of
factors affecting community participation in public hearings in environmental impact
assessment, including recommending approaches to promote community participation
in public hearings in environmental impact assessment. Quantitative research was
employed and conducted in individuals aged 18 and over and living in the area not less
than a year, including 200 individuals who are residing in the pollution control area
and 200 individuals who are residing outside the pollution control area. A
questionnaire was used for data collection. Frequency, percentage, means, standard
deviations, maximum value, minimum value, test of difference within groups and one-
way ANOVA were used to analyze the data.

The results showed that all participants had low level of community
participation in public hearings in environmental impact assessment. Residential areas,
occupation, social status, and experience of community participation in public
hearings have influenced people participation in public hearings in environmental
impact assessment with statistical significance (P=.001). Monthly income have
influenced community participation in public hearings in environmental impact
assessment with statistical significance (P=.01).

There are several recommendations from this research. First, give
importance to the proper model and the approach for screening and scooping of the
stakeholders. There must be diverse techniques of participation to reach more major
stakeholders. Second, public relation must be clear. Third, regarding trust on the
environmental impact assessment, it needs both positive and negative impacts in the
information for people to discrete. The project owner and the consultant companies
should elucidate objective in every signing for people’s trust. Finally, education
should be more promoted on environmental impact assessment for the people to know
rights and duties for the purpose of common understanding and enable people to solve
the problem effectively together.
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