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the interpreters’ intuition and the pre-knowledge of local contexts and customs. In this
particular interview, it put a damper on the effectiveness of the questions asked by Martin
and Sascha, as the interpreter had to rely exclusively on her intuition, because her
inexperience in terms of being an interpreter and due to her lack of local knowledge.

What came out of theinterview?

There may have been nutritional deficienciesin this household — Child
deformities and the lack of healing of a knife wound suffered by male head of
family # 1, 4 months ago, the wound had been treated on the hospital and by the
local doctor, but it hadn’t healed yet.

The household had contact with tourists — they had strange looking currency notes
lying out in the open, stuffed away near one of the hearths (Indonesian upon
inquiry)

Items for sale to tourist were produced in periods with no other household chores,
it was integrated into the days work. At all times people were doing handy work
on some item, tool and/or product, when they were not being interviewed or asked
directly about a question.

The Belts worn by the women had traditional uses such as suggesting availability
in terms of marriage, the age of the individual, the status of the individual.

There were many different kinds of abdominal rings/belts, an exact number
wasn’t given

Young girls, age 12-14 start wearing special belts of aluminum or silver, signaling
thelir status as unmarried, this happens immediately upon menarche.

The shelves on top of the hearths functioned as storage for tools and food, as well
as doubling as workstations during preparation of food.

There were storage space along the sides of the walls near the entrance

There were two distinct sleeping quarters

A combined space of worship (Buddhist shrine), weaving and sleeping quarters
was on a platform in the big open room in which both hearths and the common
room was at.

Different families have different kinds of fertility items on their Buddhist shrine;
there is much statusin having the right kinds of produce and itemsin the shrine.
This may be areflection of the relative wealth of the family and/or the importance
the individual household places on customs and religion
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Abstract

The purpose of the field trip to Thailand was a combination of gaining methodological field experience and
investigating the current situation of the village Ban Pang Daeng Nok. The village islocated in Chiang Dao
district, Chiang Mai province. Northern Thailand is a multiethnic region. The mgority of Thailand’ s hill-tribes
have inhabited this region for more than a century. Most have groups have migrated continually in order to
have better opportunities. This pattern is evident in our study area. It is populated with four different ethnic
groups, it seemed logical to study them in relation to the physical, economically and socia surroundings. The
methods applied relied heavily on a spectrum of interviewing techniques, complemented by physical

measurements such as soil sampling and GPS.

The main issue discovered in the village was land scarcity, created by different factors; most importantly the
increasing population pressure, which in conjunction with the classification on the land and the lack of civil
rights for especially the Palong who arrived the latest (Fig. 1). Arriving late, markedly limited their
possibilities to secure alivelihood. The reductionsin livelihood strategies, causes the Palong to be heavily

dependent on powerful landlords for their income.
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Abbreviations

TAO = Taboon Administration Office

RFD = Royal Forest Department

LUD = Land Unit Department

NGO = Non Gover nmental Organisation

IMPECT = Inter Mountain Peoples Education and Culturein Thailand
BPDN = Ban Pan Daeng Nok

Definitions

Ethnic minority: Usualy know as hill tribesin English in Thailand

Village: Thevillage isthe community studied aslocation 5. The administration unit know as avillage to our
Thai counterpartsisin this rapport known as aMoo. Thereby the Village of BPDN islocated in Moo 9.
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1 Introduction

Duetoitslocation in aregion with along and turbulent history, a complex pattern of continued migration
usually disregarding borders has caused Thailand to become a multicultural country. The Thai government has
recognize eight major ethnic groups: Karen, Hmong, Lisu, Lahu, Mien, Akha, Htin and Mlabri. These ethnic
groups are called the hill tribe people, asthey live in the hills of Northern Thailand. There are more than these
eight ethnic minoritiesin Thailand today. Again these different groups have alow variable social status, partly
relating to the duration of presence in Thailand partly to the history of the group while having beenin
Thailand. Some groups have lived in Thailand, for centuries others for decades. (Dr. Chayan Vaddhanuphuiti
1995: The present situation of indignious peoplesin Thailand. In IWGIA 1995:*Vines that won't bind”
IWGIA Document 80)

Historically ethnic minorities have been well accepted by the Thais (Muntarbhorn, Vitit 1992: The status of the
refugeesin Asia. New York, Oxford University Press) From the 1960 on forward, the Thai state began
regarding the hill tribes as problematic in regards of National security, opium, forest destruction, and illiteracy.
(IWGIA, 1995 Source)

During the 80"s and 90°s, the government launched an ambitious package in order to control and develop the
hill tribes. The primarily goals were to stop the shifting cultivation and replace opium cultivation by
introducing alternative cash crops. Two of the means were to concentrate the hill tribes settlein certain area
and aplan to give acitizenship to hill tribe people (IWGIA, 1995).

Many of these people had no land rights, partly because of the forest policy, which proclaimed they lived of as
aforest reserve or national park. In other areas the land occupied by the hill tribes have been compromised by
the development of the Water Shed Classification System. This was initiated because massive deforestation on
hill slopes caused erosion which affecting the water retention of these ecosystems and created problems with
increased flooding and drought.

The village of Ban Pang Daeng Nok islocated in the The Mae Tor watershed (Class 1), Chiang Dao district, in
northern Thailand. Among others Ban Pan Daeng Nok is situated in Conservation zone according to the
National Forest Reserve classification made by the RFD. The village has four ethnic groups: the Thal, Lisu,
Lahu and Palong.

Our interdisciplinary approach was characterized by work in three sub-groups teams. a social, economic and
agricultural group. Our research question was chosen in accordance with the different issues of interest
presented in our location. Therefore the methodological aspects used during the field work became very

important for coordinating our research design and formulating a plan of investigation.



A perspective we all agreed on was to continuously measure the difference in these different issues according
to ethnic group. Thisis account for part of the reason why the Chiang Mai formulation of the research question

was as follows:

How does the ethnicity and the invol vement of organizations affect the natural resource management and land

use practice of Ban Pang Daeng Nok?

In this research question we assumed that the different ethnic groups would have different income strategies
and different practice and use of their land. Also we chose to investigate the impact of government policy,

local administration, and NGO’ s on the villagers management and use of their natural resources.

Upon our return to Denmark, it was decided to alter the problem formul ation once again. Based on the actual

research done in the field and some of the data, it has been decided to phrase a reflective problem description:
Land scarcity and uncertain prospectsin an ethnically diverse village.

This problem is the consequence of new issues being revealed to the studentsin the field. The current situation
in the village and their reaction to living under pressures from many sides including government offices and a
lack of resources, became areoccurring focus point in several investigations. The shift in our main problem is

thus awish from our side to describe the circumstances of the village, and our process of researching it.

2 Methodology

2.1 Methods used by all

2.1.1 Community meeting:

An ice-breaking community meeting was arranged upon arriving in BPDN. Assisted by our gracious host Mr.
Somboon, who not only provided us with a place to stay during our fieldwork, he also invited for and hosted
this community meeting.



About 100 people showed up, including approximately 30 children. All the different ethnic groups seemed to
be represented.

Mr. Somboon held a spirited welcome speech for us, where he reminded the villagers of former troublesin the
village, and encouraged them to talk to us about these and what else we wanted to know. In addition, Mr.

Somboon urged the villagers to learn from us and take note of us as examples of the merit of a good education.

After the speech of Mr. Somboon, we introduced us as a group and described briefly why we were in the
village; he presented us as the students of the villagers. Concluding the meeting was a session where the
Danish students presented some pictures from home and explained about their homelands with the aid of the
interpreters.

We consider the main purpose of the community meeting to introduce ourselves to the villagers, to be a
success. The villagers got to see us, and form an impression of us as a group. Also we got the opportunity to
create aless formal setting for future encounters by appearing happy and open.

Mr. Somboons speech was not planned to be part of our introduction, and it would have been preferable if he
had not used our presence to create a politically motivating scene. The speech was however one of the first

cluesto Mr. Somboons role as a community leader.

2.1.2 General Household Survey

One of the few things relatively settled before going to the field, was the need to get some basic village
information, we agreed on alarge household survey. This survey would include as many households as

possible in order to determine abase for further investigations and sampling strategies in the field.

Upon arriving in the village however a need to know the village setting became clear, and the first
investigation therefore was a guided tour of the village with Mr. Somboon. Based on this information a map

was drawn over the houses in the village.

That evening of the first full day atentative village map was constructed. All of next day was spent discussing
how to conduct what we called the general household survey (Diary). In the end a compromise was settled at
15 questions total. The question was designed to reveal tendencies towards the investigations later to be
conducted in-depth. By revealing as much information as possible on the most important subjects the purpose

was to use the information to categorize the villagers into groups for later in-depth interviews



The sampling strategy was debated vigorously, but a decision of a systematic random sampling, where every
second household in the village was to be interviewed, was made.

Due to the status of the village as an illegal settlement it was assumed that the households did not have an
official number. The sampling method therefore was based on interviewing every second household according
to aprovisional number being given dependant on their location on our map of the village starting with low

numbers in the westernmost part of the village and ending in the eastern part.

The students would split up into three groups with one interpreter each. One group worked in the western part,
onein the central and one in the eastern part of the village.
Because of only afew Thai and Lisu residents was living in BPDN, it was decided that the Lisu and Thai

households would al be interviewed to allow for better statistical representativity.

Several useful patterns and categories emerged from the survey results. But apart from having attained the
overall purpose of getting the village basics, amost everything else turned out questionably. Due to either
imprecise mapping or copying of the map it was very difficult to relate the map to the actual location of the
houses. The combination of imprecise maps and our unfamiliarity with the village setting lead to problems of
reliability in terms of which houses was actually in the household, it certainly violated the sacrosanct rule that
a systematic random sample should be systematically sound.

A second problem revea ed in the survey was the difference in the way the same questions were asked and

maybe even more importantly, recorded by fluctuating from yes and no, to long descriptions and blank boxes.

The data obtained from the general household survey is used throughout this rapport. The datais not 100%
reliable, but lack of other information within these categories make the use necessary.
Almost all people were present when we had planned to make the interviews and only two households,

unfortunately Thais both of them, were never interviewed.

2.1.3 PRA

A second community meeting was held on Sunday 26" in the evening (Diary). The purpose of it was to
discover the villager’ s perception of the village and it’ s context.

Several PRA methods' such as village mapping, crop calendar, cultural calendar and problem ranking was
planned. We had hopes the information we could gather could help to elaborate on some of the findings the

1 Mikkelsen, Britha 1995: Methods for development Work and research. New Delhi, Sage Publications



group had already made during the fieldwork, as well as help the villagers identify some common problems
and issues.

About 50 villagers turned up at the meeting. The mgjority of the 2% hours set aside for the meeting, was taken
up, mapping the community. Several large pieces of papers had been stuck together on a backboard and filled

in with the road and other selected basic structures such as the school.

Of the 50 villagers only few were active in the mapping exercise. Mainly 4-6 men were active along with the
Thai students. In retrospect the exercise were conducted too much by the students and too little by the
villagers.

The crop calendar and the cultural calendar went according to plan. Theindividual group were represented
well and got to give their input.

The problem ranking was to show the perceived problems of the villagers and how they important they viewed
the problems to be. In the process of stating the problems it became clear that afew people controlled the

action, making their opinion, the opinion of the village.

10



Thiswould usually be counteracted by letting the villagers vote on which problems were considered most

important. This process was clearly dysfunctional in this meeting, as the voting process was not made clear to
the villagers.

The community meeting proved to the group, how difficult, ssimple PRA methods are to use with success, and
how important small methodological considerations are for the result. Perhaps a meeting held during the
daytime, where the villagers were less eager to go home would have been better, and a more appropriate
method for voting in the ranking would have made the results more reliable.

The evening did not produce many of the desired results but functioned more as a possibility to practice using
PRA methods for the students.

11



2.2 Methodology used by the individual

2.2.1 ID-cards

In order to learn about the villagers attitude towards their legal position in Thailand in terms of identity cards
and registration as well astheir civil rights, severa different research methods were taking into use; Nine semi-

structured household interviews and two semi-structured expert interviews.

Semi-structured household interviews

Firstly, asmall round of interviews were planned and conducted with the villagers. The purpose with these
interviews were to learn how the villagers felt about the identity card they possessed, and their sense of
uncertainty regarding their current situation and their rights.

Nine interviews were planned with pre-selected househol ds. Nine households were deemed a respectable
compromise between time and representability. The pre-selections were based in part on the results of the
general household survey. Another consideration was the adequate coverage of the different ethnic groups. 4
Palong households were chosen, 3 Lahu, 1 Lisu and 1 Thai. All households were chosen based on their
ethnicity and what identity cards they had claimed to hold in the general household survey. Households with a
mix of identity cards was preferred, as they were believed to indicate a higher awareness of the difference of
rights and limits set by each kind of card. Of the Palong it was made certain that at |east one family with “blue
cards’ were represented as this seemed to congtitute the major part of the Palong community, and of the Lahu,

both “green card” holds aswell as Thai citizens were chosen.

Semi-structured expert interview
The expert interview with Mr. Wichit (4.2.1) was conducted with little preparation. There was time to prepare
some questions but not to consider much methodology. Thus the interview became a semi-structured interview

with open-ended questions.

Structured expert interview

The expert interview with Mr. Nikhom (4.2.2) was planned as a structured interview with only open-ended
guestion. Mr. Nikhom was considered to be a key informant to the current eventsin the watershed as awhole,
and because the NGO Mr. Nikhom runsis not very involved in BPDN. The intention was for each question to

urge Mr. Nikhom to talk about the topic as he deemed proper, in order to gain as much information as possible.

12



It was considered quite likely that he would be able to reveal new issues not yet known or considered to us, by

using this method. Should any specific question be left unanswered, it would then be possible to probe further.

2.2.2 Land Tenure

During the general household survey of 47 households, people were asked about many different issues, among
them, land tenure and access to land was asked in order to create a representative overview of land tenure.
These results form the basis for the questions used during in-depth interviews.

According to the four different ethnic groups living in BPDN a sel ection was made that to separate those who
have NS-3 and SPK land certificate.

The questions were semi-structured with specific and open-ended questions. The different interviews were
carried out in different places.

Some of the main points in gathering this information were to know more, in depth, who is the owner and what
are the effects of having aland certificate or not. Whether there were some differences and similarities
between those having aNS-3 or SPK in terms of they were doing agricultural practices any differently than

those who are using the land without any land certificate.

Observation walk

In order to locate different physical aspects and to be familiar with the area and the villagers of BPDN, an
observation walk was done. We walked from North-western toward North-eastern. We used direct informal
observations and participatory observations. The guide was a member of western Lahu ethnic group.

Firstly, the ideato use this method was to know the boarders of the village and the forest area.

Secondly, was to compare the physical aspects such as: types of crops, trees plantations, how big the areas,
were, those used for agricultural practices, and how houses are built.

Finally, the idea was create maps and transects while we were handling GPS.

Just only one objective among our three main objectives was reached. The first two were not possible. The first
one, we could not reach the boarders of the forest, our guide argued that we needed to walk at least couple of
hours more to reach that point. The second one, we could not compare the physical aspects of our village with
othersvillage, the time was an impediment to visit our neighbours.

After walked more than 3 hours, we reached the school of the village as a point reference the school is located

in the Northeastern part of the village.

13



In-depth Agricultural Interview

The natural resource group, split up after the first days into two groups. One group focused on the forest,
while, the other group investigated the agricultura systems. The purpose of this rearrangement was for the
agricultural group partly to focus on the physical aspects of the agricultural systems, the soil and the
agricultural practices, partly to quantify the economy within the composition of agricultural forms practiced by
the different groups.

Information within these subjects would be gathered by a combination of &) structured interviews,
administered in order to obtain information concerning input and output, expense and income of the agriculture
and b) Informal conversations. Some of these interviews would be followed by soil samples taken in the fields
belonging to the interviewees. The reason for doing this was several fold: to identify the geographical location
of the field and to measure and cross check the area of the field by using GPS (1.2.1), to analyze the quality of
the soil (1.2.2.) and not the least: to create an opportunity for an unstructured interview, partly to obtain further
information on the agricultural practices, partly to reveal information on other aspects of interest to the
interviewer and the interviewees. Astime went by and knowledge was gained on the intra-village situation this

became more and more focused on land ownership by certain persons.

2.2.3 Agricultural practices

The in-depth agricultural questionnaire

The creation of the in-depth agricultural questionnaire was a troublesome process, mainly because it had to
contain questionsin relation to both the agronomical as well as the economical side of the agriculture which
included both animals and crops and household economy in genera. Thisresulted in along and very detailed
interview that should be posed to between 15 and 20 personsin less than three days. In addition soil samples
should be taken from fields belonging to as many of the farmers as possible. The selection of households for
interviewing was based mainly on ethnicity so ideally an equal number from each ethnic group was to be
interviewed. However, the low numbers of Tha and Lisu householdsin the village would automatically result
in weak results for comparison of the different ethnic groups. The questions relating to household economy
would be posed both to households practicing agriculture and households that doesn’t.

After an ended interview one person from the household would be accompanied to the field in order to take a
soil sample. This proved to be an excellent opportunity to have an informal conversation both concerning
agricultural aspects but also problems within the village as the farmers often were more willing to discuss

these aspects than when neighbors might be listening.

14



One problem concerning the result of the agricultural interview was that it was conducted by researchers with
abiased interest towards the economical aspects of agriculture. Thisled to aquite vaguely and imprecise
documentation of the agricultural practices in favor of the economic outcome of the agriculture. Thisin
addition has to do with the complexity of both the questionnaire and the questions which were often answered
in different ways that cannot be compared. Therefore a meaningful evaluation the agricultural systems based

on quantitative datais not possible. Thisinstead has to be founded on single informal interviews.

A further problem was that time and ambition didn’t match. Either too many questions were asked or too many
people were interviewed to ensure accurate answers in a comparable form. For future situations, a solution
might be to split up the interview so that questions concerning economy and agricultural practiceswill be
asked in different interviews. The problem is however that these factors are so closely related trough the input
and yield that it would be a waste of time to ask many of the same questions twice. Probably it would be more
meaningful to either make the interview simpler with fewer and lesser detailed questions or be less ambitious
concerning how many households to interview and then make sure that all questions are answered and in the

same way.

Focus Group Meetings — why not?

A method which value for dataretrieval has probably been underestimated in this research, at least within the
agricultural research team, has been focus group meetings. These were considered, but rejected due to scarcity
of time. However, alot of data could probably have been obtained if groups of approx. 2-5 persons had been
given maps or asked to draw maps of the village area and explain in general on forest boundaries, land
ownership, soil quality, etc. The community meeting was thought to substitute for this but ended up being
quite disordered and probably information of equal or better quality could be obtained from smaller groups that
is lesser time and resource consuming (both of the villagers and researchers). In addition it might be believed
that critique of problemsin relation to the powerful persons tends to be avoided in large groups.

Actualy, we believe that when time is scarce as during this research it might be more valuable to ask questions
concerning the villagersin general instead of obtaining few datasets of questionable reliability concerning

individual villagers.

2.2.4 Etnicity

Informal Opportunistic Interview

15



Thiskind of interview is avariation of theinformal interview. Which is characterized, by H. Russell Bernard,
as being; “An interview characterized by the total lack of structure and control” (H. Russell Bernard, 2000).
Given the total lack of control, from the perspective of atarget or specific line of investigation and/or interest,
it may be tempting to assume that little benefit may be derived from such an interview. But, the function, as
opposed to the more structured kinds of interviews, is less to provide quantitative data, than to identify novel
lines of interest for further investigation. In addition as the title indicates, there is an important element of
chance, intuition and opportunism in the choice of instigating this kind of interview, these el ements should be
carefully considered and cannot be omitted from the analytic process that follows, both in the field and in the
general analytic process of data. Thusin order that an informal opportunistic interview fulfillsits purpose as a
contextualizing and complementary tool in the fieldworker’ s toolkit, a careful consideration of the data should
follow for each interview done, to promote the best possible degree of validity and reliability.

The four informal interviews done during the 11 days of fieldwork, are highly different and must not be
evauated as much for being of the informal opportunistic kind of interview, so much asfor yielding clueslike:
Time of arrival in BPDN of some of the ethnic groups (Fig. 1), the village history of BPDN, insights and
cross-referential data on external and internal conflicts of the village (4.4.1.4.), Citizenship issues (4.4.2.4),
political issues (4.4.2.4), and the general health of the village (4.4.2.1), etc.

The application of thiskind of interviews must, if considered in terms of complementary datayielded, in al

modesty be characterized as mildly successful.

Observational Interview

The observational interview is apeculiar mix of observation and interviewing. The observationa interview is
not possible to conduct by oneself. It requires the role of being present at the interview conducted by another
researcher. The observationa interview is aptly named aform of an epiphytic interview. It is observed in the
span of time allowed, while the primary interviewer conducts the interview, the primary interviewer may or
may not use a semi-structured form of interview, but regardless of the form of interview used by the primary
interviewer. The observational interview is using the other interview as a platform to formulate the questions
that the observational interviewer subjectively arrives at. At times when group interviews or interviews are
done by multiple researchers, the researchers focus on the precision of the data collected during the interview
proper. But the principle purpose of conducting the observational interview is not precision of the data and
information collected, rather the observational interviewer, is, striving towards a complementarity and an
expansion of internal context of the interview to provide an added dimension of particular depth. The internal
context of the interview includes such aspects as; physica setting of interview, psychological “feel” of the

interview discourse, asking questions based on intuitions and items, behavior or statements with elements of

16



curiosity, etc. There is also the issue of ability to understand the language spoken at an observational interview.
Asthe less the observationa interviewer understands the language the more other aspects will appear and
emerge from the background of the particular context of the interview. Therefore the degree to which the
observational interviewer understands the language a ongside the experience of the researcher, determines the
amount of effort, which must be applied in order to draw forth the extra-linguistic dimensions of the interview.
During the interviews done in BPDN, the idea of developing an ‘ observational interview’, was based on some
insights yielded by Judith Okely in her work on sensory knowledge embedded in the interview situation
(Okely, 1994). In her article on vicarious learning, she discusses the importance of the extra-sensory array with
which the body is equipped. Normally in an interview situation, the interviewer is inundated with verbal
information, thisinformation is processed as primary observation, but simultaneously, the body and the mind
absorbs the extra-semantic information as well a condition Okely calls Knowledge embodied through sight,
taste, sound, touch and smell” (Okely, 1994)

The observational interviewsin BPDN, was met with varied results, but in general it was mostly the intention
of expanding the internal context of the interview which worked. Because, the primary interviewer and the
observational interviewer, didn’t make enough of an effort to confer about the interviews afterwards, in order
to amplify the complimentary intentions of the method, this significantly diminished the complementary value
of the resultsyielded in the interview situation and hence the overall legitimization of the use of the method
during this fieldwork.

Life History interviews

Thelife history interview method was a so conceptualized as a complementary effort to fasten some of the
thinly bound findings which was the intentions of such a short period of fieldwork. That the life histories are
fictiona facts, is assumed in the methodology, Norman Denzin addresses the nature of the life history as
“Stories then, like the lives they tell about, are aways open ended inclusive and ambiguous, subject to multiply
interpretations’ (Horsbal, 1999). The strength and weakness, depending on the evaluative perspective may be
found in the life history’ s ability to give the initiative and word to the person whose life story is told.
According to Langness and Frank, there are six important components crucial to the success of alife history
interview; 1) Rapport, 2) Language, 3) Interviewing, 4) Reliability & Sampling, 5) Note taking & recording,
and 6) Personality (Langness and Frank, 1985). Each element plays arole in development of the life story and
must be evaluated retrospectively as analysis of the datais processed.

The success and failure of the life history interview rests on a knifes edge and clearly when going through the
results of the life history interviews done during this fieldwork process, an improvement with experience and

refinement of the method has taken place. A final important note isthat it is undeniable that immense
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importance is being put on the interpreter during the course of this kind of interview. Thus, selecting the proper
interpreter for the proper context and interview person, is of extreme importance, it was the single most

important factor during the fieldwork process concerning life histories collected in BPDN (4.4.1. or 1.1).

2.3 Ethical considerations:

Upon arriva in the village, instantly ethical dilemmas faced the students time and time again. The group was
faced with starving puppies, begging children, sick villagers requesting advice and a constant urge to reveal
information that seemed helpful to the villagers. It soon became clear that the individual constantly had to
make up his or her own mind as to what would be the best, nicest, wisest and most ethically correct thing to
do. In the end, different students chose different approaches.

Although not in line with the code of ethics planned from home, this might be reflected upon as avaluable

lesson that each ethical dilemma a person face should be considered in its context and can not be predefined.

The studentsin location 5 had considered what ethical problems there might arise during the field course and
how the students should deal with this. Despite the prearranged ethical code there was no consistent group-
code of conduct throughout the fieldwork process. Therefore, despite paying some attention to field-ethicsin
the synopsis, once the Danish group arrived in Thailand, most of these efforts were obscured. Asformulating a
working plan for the fieldwork in three days, prior to going into the actual field, became the most important
priority for the joint Thai-Danish team. Obviously, many important considerations were lost in the haste to put

together a work-plan. Among those were general issues of importance such as formal ethical considerations.

3 Results

3.1 Village Description

Bang Paeng Daeng Nok, isasmall village in Chiang Mai province in Northern Thailand. It consists of
approximately 89 households, depending on the definition of village limits. Four different ethnic groups live
side by side Lahu, Lisu, Palong, and Thais. Not surprisingly, dealing with inter-ethnic relations are an
everyday redlity in the village and has been for the past 25 years since the first Lisu settlers came to dwell on
the land where the central part of BPDN liestoday (Map.1).
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The coherence and size of each ethnic group within BPDN varies significantly. In order to accurately set up a
frame of reference for the latter part of the rapport, it is necessary to go into detail about the background of

each ethnic group and their respective rolein the village history of BPDN.

1) The Thai

Of all the ethnic groups, the Thai are the least numerous. In BPDN, there are approx. 4-5 households. The Thai
households are different from the other ethnic groupsin that they function as autonomous unitsin their own
rights, that is they don’t have a headman or leader. There has been a strong Thai presence historically in BPDN
as sources in the village indicate that a Buddhist temple use to be on the site where the village church, now
stand. Furthermore, the same source, profess to having had relatives living and working the fields surrounding
the temple grounds since 1895 (4.1.4.1.).

2) ThelLisu

The Lisu are the oldest of the ethnic minority groupsin BPDN, oldest in terms of the time spent in the village
that is. Three Lisu households arrived at BPDN 25 years ago and bought some land with NS-3 certificates
from aThai. The Core of the current population of Lisu, living in BPDN are related to these pioneers.
Currently, there are approximately 5-6 Lisu Householdsin BPDN. Most of the Lisu living in BPDN are
Christian as opposed to the majority of the Lisu in general, most of whom are Buddhist.

3) TheLahu

There are 3 groups of Red Lahu. They three groups are distinct and unrelated. Every one of the Lahu groups
came separately. Each group functions as an autonomous unit, organized around a small cluster of houses and
each have their own headman or leader. There are two large Lahu settlements and one smaller. In this study we
have not included the smaller of the three settlements, the Lahu Community North. The other two, are situated
west and east of the central part of BPDN. Each contains approx. 20 households. The eastern Lahu, arrived in

1989, whereas the western Lahu came two years earlier in 1987.

4) The Palong

Despite being the youngest in terms of arriving in the village, the Palong are the largest ethnic group in BPDN.
Numbering approx. 37-40 households presently, the first Palong arrived in 1994. Since then, the immigration
of the Palong into BPDN have steadily increased and so have the central bulge of the village itself, as the
Palong have settled close to the Christian Church. The early Palong settlers were extremely poor and landless,
they settled on some of the land owned by Mr. Somboon, a Lisu. Mr. Somboon mandated that the Palong
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settlers convert from their Buddhist traditions into Being Baptist Christians. Subsequent Palong settlers have
settled to dwell immediately in the vicinity of Mr. Somboon’ s land, and thisis why there are seemingly two
Palong communitiesin BPDN, the Christian and the Buddhist. They share a common leader though, cooperate
despite religious denomination and according to several sources (4.4.1.3.) the Palong remain Buddhist at heart,

despite appearances.
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3.2 Recent radical changes of BPDN

BPDN isone of five small communities situated within administrative village # 9 under the jurisdiction of sub-
district Tambon # 9 in the District of Chiang Dao. Just recently, in 2002 (4.4.2.4), BPDN achieved status as
being an administrative unit within administrative Village # 9. As a consequence of this event, two kinds of
village relations now exist side by sidein everyday life.

Until BPDN’ s ascension to be an administrative unit, the village functioned under the guidance of informal
leadership. Thisinformal village included all three surrounding satellite communities; the eastern-, the
northern-, and the western- Lahu. All satellite units were part of the dynamic village relations centered around
the central part of the village, near the Christian Church. However, with one broad sweep of the proverbial
painters brush, BPDN has changed from an informal cluster of houses, run by the informal leadership of the
village, into being an administrative unit in a public government structure (4.4.2.4). Before, BPDN was part of
administrative village # 9 three satellite communities were de facto incorporated into village administration,
according to rules and whims primarily outlined and enforced by village strongman Mr. Somboon (Multiple
interviews). Now since the political changes, only one community of the three, remain within, the village
proper, the western Lahu community (Map 1). Lahu community north, doesn’'t “exist” by all official accounts
due to its presence on Conservation Zone land, meanwhile Lahu community East is placein an entirely
different administrative village, Administrative village # 11.

Consequently the power structure of the village as changed radically just before us coming to study in the
village of BPDN.

3.3 Economic tendencies.

It seems that the Palong and Lisu are poorer than their Lahu and especially Tha neighbors (Table 1.3). We
know however that at least one Lisu household did not submit an income anywhere near what we surmised it
to be, thus making the numbers of this group unreliable. Further more, historical and family ties between the
Lisu familiesin the village could also indicate economic relations, but such ties has not been revealed to us.
The data from the Thai households appear more reliable. Severa household gave us exact numbers, as they
have to turn in tax figures every year.
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The Palong economic data correspond with the impression the group received while staying in the village.
They have few options of income, since only few have Thai citizenship. Also alarge number of Palongs are
economically dependable on Mr. Somboon from whom many borrow or rent land.

The Lahu are a“middleclass’ in the village if the numbers are to be believed. This concurs with the impression
the students got from their stay in the village. There are of course extremesin this aswell as other groups. One
Lahu household had anew car aswell as a (big) satellite dish. Generally however, the Lahu east, (which is not
part of the formal BPDN but rather Moo 11) seemed richer than the Lahu west area.

3.4 Land tenure

3.4.1 Land and registration in BPDN

The description of the land registration history in BPDN, starts more than 100 years ago.( appendix 4.1.4)
Mr. Y eepho a Thai farmer who has 12 (rais)* approximately 2 ha., in the Southwest part of the village. He got
the land by NS-3 deed by inheritance. His family have been here for 3 generations cultivating the land; Since
Mr. Y eepho’ s grandfather started to do agriculture at this area, the agriculture has been intensive. When Mr.
Y eephoo “s grandfather has died, and the land was transferred to his daughters, Mr.Y eephoo’ s mother became
to be one of the owners of the Southwest part sharing with her sistersin the 60°s. (4.1.4)

According to Y eephoo’s mother, the Land Reform Department Office came approximately 25 years ago and
gave land for free to those people who were doing some farming practices, he said that the land registration
and land distribution went from the Southwest part to Southeast part next to the stream, where now the school
take place. Whereasin the North part of BPDN always was a forest area until people from hill tribes cameto
BPDN.

Mr Paam a Tambon officer bought 40 rais (6.4 ha.) in 1975 from Mr. Y eephoo “s mother who gave him the
land next to stream in the southwest part of BPDN.

11 rai equals 0.16ha, making 1 ha approximately equivalent to 6 rai
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3.4.2 Does the land tenure affect land uses practices in BPDN?

Ban Pang Daeng Nok (BPDN) is situated in the C-zone. Branches of RFD are working towards including this
zone into protected areas. According to regulations to the land code no one should settle, cultivate or utilise
any tangible products. (4.1.5)

The Agriculture Land Reform Office and RFD hasissued SPK and NS-3 certificates of land in the village,
SPK introduced in 1975, that was issued by the Agriculture Land Reform Office, and could not be sold or
transferred. The second document, NS-3 was introduced in 1954 — 1972 by the same office; this document

allows the farmers to transact freely and legally for agiven tract of land, and it can be used as collateral.

Table 3, according to the perception of the villagers of ownership, shows that the majority of farmersin Ban
Pang Daeng Nok have no land (51%), those who own land are considered the (45%) and (4%) shows those
who could not be able to have any piece of information, Where n = 47, refer to the amount of households
obtained in our general survey, divided in the four ethnic groups settled in the village. The percentage results
of each ethnic group from the table, were obtained performing the same procedure, thereby the amount of
household for those who have no land, is divided for the total amount of household of each ethnic group and

multiple for hundred, in order to obtain the percentage same procedure for each ethnic group.

Table 1. Divisionin numbers and percentage of the owners and landless according to their own perception of ownership

ETHNIC Have noland % Own land No information
GROUPS %

Paongn=23 | 20 87% 3 13% 0 0%
Lisu n=4 2 50% 2 50% 0 0%
Lahu n=14 |2 14% 11 79% 1 7%
Tha n=6 0 0% 5 83% 1 17%
Tota n=47 |24 51% 21 45% 2 4%

N=89

Table 4 shows the number of households where the owner holds aland certificate NS-3 or SPK among the
whole population of the four different ethnic groups who livesin BPDN.
Another main point of the table 4 isto show those villagers who don "t has any land certificate, and are

categorized asillegally users of land. Among them there are those who borrow, rent and buy theillegal land.
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LAND NON LAND CERTIFICATE
CERTIFICATE
SPK NS-3 RENT NO TOTAL
ILLEGAL BORROW | INF. area
Palong
n=23 0 0 20 7 14(65) 2 124
(97) (29)
Lisun=4 0 2(97) 0 0 1 130
1(33)
Lahu
n=14 0 0 2(20) 0 | 297
1(15) 13(282)
Tha n=6 0 4(60.5) 0 0 1 | 745
1(14)
Totaln=47
16(120) 4 |625
N=89 1(14) 2(48) | 40(536,5) | 7(26)

Table 2. Distribution of land tenure in the 47 households interviewed in general households

(). Shows the amount of land in rais unit.

11 rai equals 0.16ha, making 1 ha approximately equivalent to 6 rai

Based on our survey datawe found that SPK distribution is located mainly in the South-eastern part of BPDN
where there are no intensive agricultural practices due to fallow period and also because most of those areas
are part of the government as for example: The school and the tourist place, both lands holds SPK. The
distribution of NS-3 ismainly located in the South-west areas where intensification of agricultural practices
takes place.

On the other hand, on the opposite side of the road, there are neither title deeds nor land certificates, thisis

because these areas are considered to be within the conservation zone.
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Map 1. Shows the distribution of the households from each ethnic group as well as the areas having title deeds

Despite this demarcation, some hill tribe people still practice illegal activities such as. bean and maize

cropping and the collection of non-timber forest products (Bamboo mushrooms).

According to the all interviewed farmers, NS-3 is very important in order to improve their livelihoods as it
provides economic opportunitiesin the form collateral. They also stated that if one wants to sell or buy
agricultural products, one needs atitle deed or land certificate.

According to our data (Appendix 4.1.4) those who are land owners have better management of agricultural

practices than those who have less possibility to own the land. Those who own land have better yield
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production with an average of 50 tin/rai. Compared to those who have less possibility to own their land 25
tin/ra.

In regard to private production investments the average is 400 Bath/rai, for land owners compared to 250
Bath/rai of those farmers who are rent land owners.

Land owners aso input more per unit weight of production 150 bath/kg);( No59) where it seemed that non-
land owners spent much less.

Our data suggest that those farmers who own the land invest more in the land using different inputs like:
fertilizer, pesticides, and herbicides and in one case used different machinery. (4.1.4)

Many farmers were not aware of the processes to follow in order to obtain atitle deed or land certificate,
knowledge, such as: when and where to apply. This emphasi zes the confusion amongst villagers about the
boundaries of c-zone and may explain the reason why they have no possibility to get atitle deed or land
certificate and are lacking information on how to manage their natural resources.

Another assumption referring on the confusion among the villagers about the boundaries of the zones
distributed is that probably they pretend not know, because they farm illegally cleared land.

One factor determining the right to apply for NS-3 and SPK is the intensity of land use in the South East part

and the numbers of years the land has been in use.

3.4.3 RFD — Land Unit Department

There are a series of problems according to RFD and LUD interviews. These problems are associated with the
process of NS-3 and SPK application. It seems that the lack of communication and coordination between these
two authorities, RFD and LUD which affect in a negative effect in order to get atitle deed. (appendix 4.1.1 &
4.1.2) The mentioned problem is that many farmers have land situated in c-zone and therefore have no right to
apply title deeds; this can only be obtained in the excluded area of national park reserve.

Comparing the maps prepared by the Department of the Geography Faculty of Social Science, Chiang Mai
University and the made by LUD and RFD shows a error of area measurements, that was confirmed during the
interview carry out in the LUD. (appendix 4.1.2)

Lack of information in how to obtain atitle deed and the processto get it is considered a big restriction for the
village people.

This excluded area came from a conflict between RFD and Land Unit Department. In 1973 RFD declare
conservation zone to the entire area where now BPDN islocated (its mean without right to have atitle deed)
then in 1977 came out a policy from Land Unit Department which gave NS-3 title deed to all of those people

who were doing agriculture farming practices, this policy was valid only in 1977

27



In order to avoid more conflicts between these two official bodies, RFD declare the mentioned zone as an
excluded area.

In 1992 the Royal Forestry Department made a classification of land use and according to this classification
Ban Pang Daeng Nok is situated in both in economic zone and in area excluded from National Reserve Forest.
According to the information obtained from some of our respondents in the South eastern part that land has

existed for over 100 years and generation by generation those Thai “s villagers have traditionally been farmers.

3.5.1 Citizenship issues and Civil Rights

One line of investigation in BPDN was centered around the ethnic minorities status in Thailand.
The problems concerning Thai citizenship and identity/registration cards are centered on the difference in civil
rights. According to Mr. Vichit, the IMPECT volunteer at location 2, there are 3 different cards of importance.

Thai Citizenship Blue Card Green Card with red border
(1990-1991) (1999)

Travel unrestricted Holder can travel only in Holder can travel only in district
province of issue. of issue

Holder can vote Holder can not vote Same

Holder can work Holder can not work unless

special permit exists.

Card can be used as buyers Holder can not buy items
identification requiring identification
Holder can not own land
Holder can own land Holder can not receive social
Holder can receive social aid such aid

as 30 B health insurance

Table 3. Different ID card types. (4.2.1.)

The Thai Citizen Card identifies the holder as Thai with the right to travel unrestricted, vote, work and social
services. The Blue card identifies the holder as an alien living in a province in Thailand. The card allows the
holder to travel within the province of issue, but denies the holder the right to vote, work, and to health care.
The green card with the red border only differs from the blue card in that the holder can travel within the

district of issue.
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According to Mr. Nikhom, Mr. Vichit aswell as several villagers, the citizenship application must be filled in
and handed to the local registration office. This creates a problem for illiterate individuals, who must seek the
aid of othersto fill out and understand the form. Some NGO’ s such as the Upper Mae Ping River Watershed
Project and IMPECT can help in these matters. (4.2.1 4.2.2)

The current civil status of the peoplein BPDN:
Based on the general household survey of the 20" & 21% of January 2003 the civil status of the villagers can be

shown according to ethnic group:

ID Card NoID Blue Card Green card Thai no% = Total

\ with red Citizenship amount of
Ethnic group border (ID) respondents
Tha n=6 0 0 0 100% (13) | 100% 13
Lisu n=4 67% (1) |0 333% (5 |60% 9 | 100% 15
Lahu n=14 109% (6) | O 182% (10) | 70,9% (39) | 33% 55
Palongn =23 21% (2) | 639% (62) | 31.9% (31) | 21% 2 | 62% 97
Chinesen=0 0 0 1000 (2 |0 100% 2
Total n=47 49% (9) | 341% (62) | 264% (48) | 346% (62) | 53%’ofthe | 182

N =89 total village

Table4. Percent of adults (15+ years old) according to ethnic group and identity card. N = households
surveyed. Parenthesis shows number of individuals.

Only adults are included in this table, since the process of registration of children born of parents with either

blue or green card is unknown to us.

As shown in table 7, the percentage of each ethnic minoritiesin BPDN which do not have a Thai citizenshipis
40% of the Lisu, 29% of the Lahu and 98% of the Palong. This makes an average 70% of the adult population,
excluding the Thais, in the village do not have a Thai citizenship.

2 Total number of households in is calculated in appendix X
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3.6 Agricultural practices

Table5: The percentage of the interviewed farmersthat used different inputs.

Type of input How many use Remark
20 kg/rai
- 0
Fertilizer 31% 15:15:15 and
13:13:21 seen
Primarily
Pesticides 69% Grammoxzone
and Round up
Mainly Maize,
Seeds 50%
Groundnut
Irrigation 6%
Pesticide pump 69%
Grass cutter 13%
Plough 13%

Table 5. the percentage of farmers that use different types of input.

Few of the farmers use any fertilizer despite that they have been experiencing declining yields. Some of them
have tried to use fertilizer but rejected it again due to a disappointing impact on the crop performance (4.3.6 &
4.3.7).

Most of the farmers use pesticides prior to sowing to clear the land for weeds (Table 5). After the weeds have
died most of the farmers burn them together with the crop residues from the previous harvest to obtain the
fertilizing effect.

Half of the farmers every year buy some of the seeds they use. The seeds most often bought are maize and
groundnut whereas black- and red beans are kept from year to year.

Generally, the farmers possess few agricultural tools, however many have a pesticide pump as the only item.
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Only one of the farmers claim to useirrigation water. Y et, when asked, 31% of the farmers considered ‘lack of

water’ to be the biggest problem faced when doing agriculture.
The average of the yields obtained from different fields are 387 kg/rai. (1.2.2).

During the observation walks we realized that within the agricultural areafour different waysto cultivate could

be quite clearly distinguished. At first this was mainly based on soil quality, crop types and agricultura

practices but subsequently it was found out that the different areas was under very different types of ownership

aswell.
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Map 2: Shows the distribution of different forest types and agriculture in BPDN. 1) The northeastern tract is

cropped with groundnut and maize 2)the central and western areawith rice on low fertility soil 3) the

southeastern area primarily with fruit trees 4) The south eastern NS3 intensively cropped area.

The different areas of cultivation:

A Newly cleared, eastern tract. (Map 2)
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This area was cropped with maize and peanuts. In some parts mango trees had been planted. Clearly most parts

of this area had recently been cleared of forest.

By three different sources we were told that fields here belonged to Mr. Somboon, the acting village |eader
(Appendix 4.3.7, 4.3.6, 4.3.4). This information was in agreement with information obtained that Mr.
Somboon formerly had been charged for allegedly having cleared 1700 rais of forest in 1992 (Appendix 4.3.7).

Many of the Palongs in the village work in these fields. Some as paid day-labour and others are given afield.
Some of them claim to lend the land for free, other to pay half the produce in return.
The major parts of this area had formerly been mixed deciduous forest. The soil had a high organic matter
content (Appendix 1.2.2). This causes the soil to have fine properties.

Rice fields on western poor soil.
Here the main production of rice takes place on stony soil very low on organic matter. In agradient going
South-North the soil isincreasingly poor. At least most of this area has formerly been dry dipterocarp forest
which thrives on this poor dry soil.
Several people farming in this area don’t own the land themselves but isto renting or borrowing it on often
one-year basis. Thisisone of the reasons that the soil isincreasingly impoverished because soil improvement
is an insecure long-term investment which may not be benefited from in the following years.

Orchards
In parts of both the areas with poor and rich soil orchards has been planted. Due to the perennial growth-form
and the low-nutrient harvestable productsit is well suited to the dry and poor soil. Most of the trees are old
(above 10 years) and one farmer we spoke to who recently had planted mango trees explained that had he been
aware that hisfield had illegal status he would not have risked the investment.

Intensive irrigated agriculture

The best agricultural lands are located close to the river it receives and is heavily dependant on irrigation. This
area has NS3 certificate. The crops grown are almost solely cabbage which is grown on contract farming.
According to Mr Somboon (Appendix 4.3.1) thisareais owned by the head of Tambon. It is cultivated by
Thaisliving outside the village. It receives both fertilizer and pesticides in generous amounts and heavy

machinery was used.

Table no. 6: The number of households from each ethnic group that practice agriculture and the number that
owns the land they uses. Percent of the total amount of agricultural products used for sale/consumption by the

different ethnic groups.
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Land-ownership Sale/consumption share
Ethnic | Number of | Average | Households| Households | Number of | Average | Average
group | households |area that that own households | percent | percent used

interviewed | farmed | practice land interviewed | used for |for

(rais) agriculture sade consumption

Palong | 23 5 77% 10% 6 13% 87%
Lisu |1 100% 100% 2 100% | 0%
Lahu |9 17 89% 86% 4 46% 54%
Thai 50% 100% 2 14% 86%

4 Discussion

The area now inhabited by the villagers of BPDN has been very sparsely populated until approximately 25
years ago but since then there has been an increase in population as well as an expansion in land use.

Village history tells us that this influx of people have occurred throughout the past 15 years as two new ethnic
groups, the Lahu and the Palong, have arrived and started to subsist off the land probably with a significant
impact in and of itself on the surrounding area of BPDN (Fig. 3).

According to interviews and field inspections it has become clear to usthat amost al the land used by the

villagersisillegaly owned, dueto it’s location within the Forest Reserve Area.

Within Moo # 9 there are still large areas that could potentially be converted into agriculture. However, it
appearsthat it isincreasingly problematic to do so. According to one interview, one Lahu peasant has
converted land at least up until five years ago. Most Palong do not own any land, and therefore cannot have
cleared any forest, mostly due to them arriving so late in comparison to the other ethnic groupsin the village.
An dternative ideais that perhaps, because of the increased focus of the RFD on the forest areas, the Palong
have chosen not to clear forest for agricultura land as a possible livelihood strategy.
The first Palong settlers arrived in BPDN in 1994 (Fig. 3). Nevertheless the Palong were singled out by the
RFD as being among the people chiefly responsible for the illegal clearing of forest in the conservation zone,
although the clearing of the forest according to several sources (Appendix 4.4.2. ) happened in 1992.
The difficult circumstances, under which the RFD currently has to operate under in the Northern part of
Thailand, may have resulted in the infamous arrest in 1997 (Howard).
By doing this, the RFD has been forced to implement a policy which isadmirablein principle, but that also
causes many people to act in ways that areillegal and unsustainable due to the general land scarcity and lack of
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security for the rising populaceinthearea.  The National forest policy act of 1985, which stipul ates that 40%
of Thailand should be covered by forest seems inconsistent with the rising population of Thailand. With the
attention the RFD has paid BPDN, in the past. Future encroachment of land does not seem to be aviable

option, if future conflicts should be avoided.

Our information and visual inspection seems to indicate that the only person having recently been clearing land
in BPDN in significant amounts is Mr. Somboon. He has been charged with thisland, but is still able to utilize
these areas. Possibly due to extensive use of illegal labour (The Palong) which makesit difficult for the RFD

to establish the connection between him and those areas.

Thetype of identity card they hold further reinforces the dependency of some villagers, especially the Palongs,
on Mr. Somboon, or other powerful landholders as a provider of an income. The possibilities of livelihood
strategy are limited for those who only have green, blue, or no identity card. In BPDN one of the few options
seems to be to work as cheap hired labor for Mr. Somboon on hisillegally obtained land. Especialy the
Christian Palong seemed to have little choice in this matter. Another option is to “borrow” some land from him
with the understanding that half the produce must be returned to Mr. Somboon.

Our results clearly indicate that al the ethnic groups except the Thais were very dependant on and did practice
agriculture. In this regard the Thais were a small but heterogeneous group that had very different strategiesto
secure a livelihood. One household had a big farm, two owned shops in the village and one other had had a
well paid job outside the village.

However, from each of the ethnic minorities approx. 80 % of the households did practice agriculture.
Generally there was no marked differences in the way that these groups did cultivate; they were dependant
only to avery limited extend on external inputs. Practically none of the villagers of BPDN owned any
machinery except the ubiquitous pesticide pump. Few of them used fertilizers, manures, or irrigation. Thisled
to avery inefficient agricultural system of low productivity that was very labour demanding.

Despite the villagers complaining of declining yieldsit did not seem likely that there would be any changesto

this situation under the present circumstances.

The Lahu generally have enough land to make an income despite alow-yielding system. This same fact
obviously goes for Mr. Somboon. Who is owner some of hisland without aland certificate.
For the landless Palong and Lisu, their lack of land caused by uncertainty of the future situation, leads them to

abide by an unofficia yet illegal local system of land tenure.



Insecurity of land isindeed present in BPDN. It can be seen working on two different levels.

Thefirst is caused by the illegitimacy of the agricultural fields because amajor part of these, dongside alarge
proportion of the households are located in Conservation Zone. This might eventually cause the RFD to throw
the villagers out of BPDN. Being banished is a clear and present danger expressed by many of the villagers.
Expressed, perhaps most enthusiastically by the big land owner of the village, Mr. Somboon, at the second
community meeting.

The other level might appear lessimportant but is not least influentia on the villager’ s current situation and
their way to do agriculture. A big part of the land of BPDN is owned by other people than those presently
cultivating it. All the unwritten rules on informal land ownership might have resulted in people that formerly
has owned or used land in this village. But, who now live elsewhere, to lending out their land on a variety of
terms as away of keeping the informal ownership.

Several of the villagers that lend or lease land in thisway have expressed that they do so on a one-year only
basis. Therefore they are restrained from doing long-term investments in soil fertility improvements as
fertilizers, manure or cover crops but are instead continuously mining the soil of nutrients)

The excluded area which crosses the Southern part of BPDN allows for the people to have land certificates and
to have some choice on different agricultural practices. The population of BPDN has been increasing by
steadily in recent times, and the BPDN is therefore being occupied by more and more people al the time,
rendering the land to subsist upon to become smaller and smaller steadily. The scarcity of land means that not

all of villagers have the same possibility to own land, either legaly or illegally.

A recent event is the acknowledgement of status as an administrative unit in the public system. This happened
asrecent aslast year, in 2002, BPDN became community # 5 in administrative village # 9 at thistime.

The possible implications of the recent change of going from unofficial settlement into being an administrative
unit within the Chiang Dao district are significant. Also the newly elected leader of the Palong has been chosen
to be the assistant head-villager of administrative village # 9. This might lead to important changes internally
in BPDN.

Before, being a part of Moo # 9, BPDN was bound together across the borders of Moo’s 11 and 9. This
informal network will be significantly affected by the change of administrative status for BPDN.

What prompted the change of administrative status for BPDN? That question is very interesting, but thisisa
guestion this rapport must relent from trying to answer, not enough data on the subject was gathered to do
more than speculate. Speculation and the words of the sub-district Kamnan indicates that this change in status

may have happened due to the recognition that BPDN as a settlement was becoming too large to ignore as
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being merely another settlement on forbidden grounds. Or there may have been other motivations at large, but

to go anymore into these questions would be too speculative at this point.

The conflict with RFD continues today with the possibility of the villagers being forced to abandon their
illegally obtained fields. Because, the magjority of the villagers are dependent on their fields and agriculture, for
both, economic and subsisting purposes, a continued escalation of the conflict would probably mean that the
villagers would have to |eave the area entirely and settle down somewhere else, with no guarantee of this new
place being anymore hospitable to them than the last..

Both villagers and the local NGO describe the possibility of loosing this land as being forced out. Perhaps the
RFD does plan to actually relocate the village entirely, but this we are not able to conclude with any certainty.

In the village there seem to be a perception of uncertainty regarding their future prospects.

5 Conclusion

Recent population increases in the village of Ban Pang Daeng Nok has together with an expansion of the
agricultural areainto Nationa Forest Reserve led to a more constant presence of the enforcing authorities. This
has made it difficult for the newcomers to obtain agricultural areas upon arrival and they are therefore
dependant on some form of income provided by the people already owning land. This dependency upon local
peopleis further amplified by the lack of civil rightsfor hill tribe people. Thus, people are funnelled primarily,
towards village strongman Mr. Somboon for whom the villagers work for low wages. But the landless people
are also forced to ask other local landowners, from whom, they borrow fields under different conditions than
the legal. This*“non-ownership” situation leads to unsustainable and unproductive agricultural systems as
people lack security to obtain benefit from improvements.

It appears that the discrepancy against groups of hill tribes limits their options radically and enforces power
structures within the village leading to unjust exploitation.

However many of these perceptions would benefit from further reconfirmation.
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