unfaL

: ] _ T167121
msIduiii gyl zmﬁlﬁaﬂszmussﬁ’ummtﬂuumsjmﬂaqqnmuuﬁwﬁﬂauqmw -
Youaziveaunagnissduljianis lumsonssRumasguundansafivmiesssuyialy
vandadus IniTaslFgnomnvssndacsgmw-joidunsdidou udninauenansinuiun
' o o [Y) Y 1 P a o [ Y a s o
misnufiisateslunisimuinseuiisamnsssumdiens Idifan s wannusul e
3 < 3 a a . M aw : S
oo Sugauls uasadumsinSyidy Tasdndidu deyalunisisoasefistuswernms
nummenas msdisemamuin msdumvel uezmsdszquszavanes Tasmssdidgves
mddesutmnsouisesn1fidu 3dau fo namsdszfussduamuihanas giuvesgno

’ a a < v J 4 4
UYIHIARDUTINN-1f HAMIUAS1TAYANTS gasou TomaunzglassavouAazRuf uazna

¢ ar o

Qe $ d’ d’ d' d’ d' + = =
gniszAvUiamsdumsveanisrvesiuil ifissiniui lugnonuvsnasosgmmn-yelian

v
3 <~

3 [ = n’: d’d Y A d’ o et 1 o : o a I3 < A
UaNANNU ﬂ"l'iﬁﬂﬂ’]ﬂ?du%ﬂﬂlﬁﬂﬂ 4Wﬂﬂﬂllﬂ']1mlﬂﬂﬂNﬂulﬂU'ﬂu‘YIﬂ’JDUNﬂﬂ‘lﬂ1§ﬁﬂH1 1o

o o

Yimnuian wszdmingednsidnm uazfanszsqgasogmmasinig uaznythuriaun
AUy

msﬂs:xﬁuszﬁumwﬁ]ummgTwu'oqqntnuuﬁqmﬁﬂauqmw-ﬂu&mﬂumsﬂsznﬁu
TaolinaaidwiifagmnimnasgruumnaaisaiivagadavilasTnsanisdnyr3sonissants
wyudfudanafey nmamile Tudininnde uninndodolnissusaniudunadon
Tne @ 2544) Falszdudmiunsasnaoudl 77 Ysznovdaw Snyazniemeninveaunds
veufivr mssnwqmamdunadey wsughouasdann AaSmusssy Usziamansuay
Tusund gursmumsiouduaznisAn uazmsuinig Namsﬂszlﬁuszuhﬁfuﬁwszﬁmﬁn
pRefsilnmd hanuiauasans £5IRABIINNIT IMsNszAuasg ey lunuaia Tao'ld
AU ILAUATNIMA BTt A udoraz 70 67 uar 62 mud IRy uaznytiu
U asvsliszAumaspiueg unusitwnanuaz ldazuuuniasguaunimunas
vieufinrsnniifudevas 52

HaMsINs Iz gauda Yo Tammmzqﬂﬂssﬂmmuviazi“:uﬁ WU ﬁ’mnuﬁmﬁﬂ.ﬂ
u%aﬁ'm?mﬁﬂym:mqmumwuazmmqﬂﬁnusaﬁjaussmﬂﬁ rvaufenIsuIMIsians

Tusnuenggmaneuiion Temafedeidvaazinlszuanldiy druglassafeanumioide



-T167121

ms fiszuuilnmizzgnsuniuninmsvisuiior wssdmingiessinmitigaudefonisusms
Tavdninwszads gagsufenunnegmeousnnsedminilgnuiosmssanisvoy Tomado
a o ' & 0. q ¥ a & ¥ -
AMNINMANNUIATULANA RIS W I zdgnimdosnun1d uazgUassafenny
uanARAursIMIuTMTamsvesivui luuazuenwszdmin Jansesmassqmnasimsiiyn
3 a ad o ’ v 1y ) ot ’ aa y ' o A
wiefonisiFoiFvainiiutagihugifesveuoslntuazifatzuvudmu yasoufosoans
miavznazmsguadalgrairmanuesIng Temafems 1d5uaulsenanaziSuaioayy
nnnIsguazienrusiiuisIne diugdassafemsivansaionsuiuuiam oinae
] o @ agaa g a v '

M3NUAN MUY aBufu TYALTIne Tau ST TuIAS IO B IAUUUAUALYOIFUINT JABDU
= "y - < o (: } 4 [
dendu hundenvosmsisgil Inauazansisylnis Temafenisliiendnualesduiausssy
waridauilueg dauglassa e msvawdszunalunswawwazdninanndanuiden
A3 auumaunldeud

pagns lumsonszduinasgmumasieuiied lumsiseasafiidunagninllanuminzaun

0o A o et o a ] 2 a ) a - o a
_szAudums Wiud amnsadutiums ldudaas anoluniisdluazusazienssuiumsdutiums
Py A A qyva do A J " a S o A o &

stnaoitiouie Iinananditude hlussezons Tavhanialinagnindnfomsianisine
msoysnYdunadeunazszuuinml nszdmingianswimilinagnindnienisdanisive

L4

mseysnidunadounazszuuiinmi lasgusulidiusiu Jansesmasuginwasinisiinagns
L v da [ 9 as o o o o 9/

wanfiemseysnufalausssuldnuendnusinuudwusznoufumssysnyanimuiadou

nasssumAnazdunadou uazngiuriu aoujelinagnindnfemsduneaausssuuaz

»
FPauuuaudunazmseySndanuindounasssuma



Abstract

Thjs research was aimed to evaluate the standard level of Doj Suth?p'-gx :l]\.lglr'z}];lilolna]
Park and to develop standard upgrading strategies for natural tourist sites in Chiang Mai Province by
using Doi Suthep-Pui Natural National Park as a case study. Then, the research will be presented to
the organizations that were involved in nature tourism development in order to improve weaknesses,
support strengths and develop a sustainable growth. The information in this research was collected
by reviewing documents, field survey, interviewing and brainstorming meeting. The main content of
this research could be divided into 3 parts; standard level evaluation result of Doi Suthep-Pui Natural
National Park, strengths-weakness-opportunities and threats assessment result of each selected areas
and its tourism functional level strategies. ~ Since there were various types of areas within Doi
Suthep-Pui Natural National Park, this research chose 4 different areas to be selected areas of study,
the places were Mae-Sa water falls, Bhubing Palace, Wat Phrathat Doi Suthep Rajavoravihara and
hill tribe village, Doi Pui.

The standard level evaluation of Doi Suthep-Pui Natural National Park was condu.ied
following the criteria of tourist sites quality standard indexes developed by the Human and‘
Environment Management Research Projects, Northern Territory, Graduated School, Chiang Mai
University and Thai Environmental Institute [Year 2002]. The assessment criteria consists of 7
dimensions including physical appearance of the place, environmental protection, economics and
socials, arts and culture, history and archaeology, values of learning and management. The results
showed that Bhubing Palace, Mae-Sa water falls and Wat Phrathat Doj Suthep Rajavoravihara were
in good level of standard with score 70%, 67% and 62%, respectively. While hill tribe village, Doi
Pui was in moderate level of standard with score 52%.

The results of strengths-weakness-opportunities and threats assessment showed that the
strengths of Mae-Sa water falls were its physical appearance and prosperous nature, the weakness was
the declining of management effectiveness in low season, the opportunities were its reputation and

sufficient budget, the threat was the vulnerable of nature. For Bhubing Palace, its strength was that it
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was managed by the Palace Bureau, the weakness was the garbage management problem outside the
palace, the opportunity was the cooler temperature that cold climate plants could grow and the threat
was the different in management of the area inside and outside the palace. Wat Phrathat Doi Suthep
Rajavoravihara’s strength was its reputation Chiang Mai’s highest respected temple with Lanna style
arts, the weaknesses were garbage management problem and the management of new and old
buildings, the opportunities was the sufficient budget from government and private sectors and .he
threat was a high number of tourists that were difficult to control. The hill tribe village, Doi Pui’s
strength was its unique culture and ancient living style of the tribe, the weakness was the insufficient
and low quality of infrastructure and utilities, its opportunity was the identity of both culture and life
styles that attract tourists and its threats were the lack of budget for development and the social
influence that change the tribe’s life style.

The strategies for upgrading natural tourist sites in this research were suitable to immediately
implement and could be finish within one year and each activities should be conducted continuously
to create a sustainable results. The main strategy of Mae-Sa water falls was management for protect
and maintain environmental, while the main strategy of ‘Bhubing Palace was also to protect and
maintain environment but needed to have local people participation. The main strategies of Wat
Phrathat Doi Suthep Rajavoravihara were to maintain the Lanna identity of the temple together with
protecting the environment. The main strategies of hill tribe village, Doi Pui were to maintain the

culture and ancient life style and also to protect the nature.



