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The objectives of this research were to study 1) some socio-economic
backgrounds of community forest committee; 2) community forest project operational
conditions, and problems; 3) opinions of community forest committee towards
community forest development project; and 4) comparison of opinions of the
community forest committee of different backgrounds. The samples were 160
community forest committee members randomly selected from 670 community forest
committee members in Khon Kaen using multi-stage sampling technique. Data were
collected through personal interviews and analyzed by using SPSS for Windows:
statistical package.

It was found that the community forest committee members were mostly
males with an average of 44.7 years of age, 58 percent of forest committee members
had primary education, 60 percent had been community forest committee members
for more than 3 years. Approximately 79.4 percent had agriculture as their main
occupation. The average family size was 3.9 family members, and the average family
labors were 2.5 persons. The average agricultural land holding of a household was
20.6 rai, and average annual income was 21,928.75 baht per household per year.

The community forest project operational conditions were found to be as
follows: most of the community forest committee members practiced according to the
guidelines from time to time in areas of public relation and reforestation, and they
practiced continually in arrears of forest protection and conservation. The important
problems relating to the community forest project operation were 1) insufficient
" financial and material supports; 2) the concerning officials did not regularly visit and
supervise the committee; and 3) lack of cooperation from villagers living in other
villages.

As for the opinions of community forest committee members towards the
community forest development project, most of the committee members indicated that
the community forest development project operational guidelines were very much
suitable. The committee members who were community leaders and non-community
leaders had different opinions on 2 out of 45 issues studied. Those having different
experience on training had different opinions on 4 issues studied, and those having
different implementation areas according to the forest laws had different opinion on 1
issue. The community forest committee members with difference on duration of being
community forest committee members had no different opinion on community forest
development project operational guidelines.





