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Abstract

This study assesses the impacts of the tenurensystdivelihoods and livelihood strategies of
villagers in Ban Kamphuan. An investigation to fiogt if and how the villagers are affected by
their tenure status from the way they perceiver thigiation and opportunities.While agriculture

is the main economic activity in Ban Kamphuan géaless than half of the 336 households
have titled land. This implies that most villaghes/e no security regarding use and ownership of
the land and are vulnerable to external forcesfacel a risk of being expelled from the land. The
feeling of insecurity perceived by the villagersynh@ad to short term planning and low
investment in the land used, which will have anaetmpn the income possibilities of the
households.

Contrary to the above notion the findings showedlifference in the use of land or investment
level between villagers with titled land and thesthout. The issue of land security through
titled land is important for the villagers howetke lack of it does not determine their livelihood
strategies as expected. The informal tenure systéhe area seems to have provided a certain
amount of security in order to invest time, eneaigg capital in the land. And in fact the growing
of long term crops such as para rubber, apart frmviding income is used as one of the
strategies by the villagers to secure land thrabghormal system.



Preface

The following report is a result of a field studgnducted as part of the Interdisciplinary Land-
use and Natural Resource Management course (ILUISBM). The field trip was conducted in
Southern Thailand in the village Ban Kamphuan, Sakn Ran district, Ranong during 11 days.
The work was done by three Master students fronvéisity of Copenhagen in cooperation with
four Thai students from the University of Kasets&#ngkok. The course gave opportunity to
apply qualitative, quantitative and participatoryethods in a real setting and experience
cooperation and data collection in an interdisoguly, intercultural and international setting.

All three students have participated and contridbideall parts of the report.

Anika Totojani David Oruka

Cecilie Fernandez
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Structure of the report
The report is divided into 7 chapters. The firshfer holds the introduction and identification of

objective and research question, followed by a whaptroducing the methods applied (Chapter
2). Chapter 3, 4 and 5 will present and discussiéte and results obtained in the field. It is done
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1. Introduction

The local context: Ban Kamphuan

Ban Kamphuan village is located in the South ofilEina in the district Suk Sam Ran in the
province of Ranong. It is considered an importamhmercial centre having various shops and a
market twice a week, to which people travel frorheotvillages and districts. The village was
established about 60 years ago and is located betthe National Park Laem Son and the forest
area Khao Na Phru Yai. The main activities suppgrtihe 336 households (Suk Sam Ran
District Office 2009) are fishery and agriculturpfoduction implying that there is high
dependency on access to natural resources suchtas and land. The situation in the village
however is that the majority of households do raatehland certificates for the plots they use and
therefore do not have formal right to the landtasfficially is public owned (Village headman
12.3.10).

98 98 o3 o 98
N
H

THE MAP SHOWING THE BOUNDARY OF KUM PHUAN

Map 1 Map showing the contours of

0 NoBant QU 3 | - ! Ban Kamphuan, the protected areas
oy ey £ 7 "'_ ,,_.\_ d in each end of the village and the
e connection between G3 and G7 T:‘"‘""{“““" Detween G3.and G4, % )\ garbage dump |nd|cat|ng the
5 ) 5 e gty sagheo Thong - o .
e 2727 g e = unofficial line between the public
!l £ e AN sl /| land and the dominantly private
X e 5 12 : : .
= Py LT St t- owned land in the center.
Wi :.'k. 'g. - Nl :
s = /N
el £
Symbols -y . Bf__}:. }
"1 @ viiagelocation j:/ 7 r
=  Sub-district boundary _L :
= = =  Kum phuan boundary . (‘\j .‘ . i 3 - . . -.
= River ¢ %
~——  Road pphis s;u . .," ' e\
- terathre . ‘m Dlst:c!olﬂce '
@ 0 120240 480 720 960\ oters | .- . / King e

T T T T
98 98 98 98 28

11



Defining the focus: land tenure and livelihood

Land classification in Thailand can roughly be ded into private and public land (including
protected areas) according to the Land Code of 1@bdch to date stipulates procedures for
issuing certificates for laddGine 2005). Land access and use is of great imapoe for the
opportunities and livelihoods of rural communitiest least in Thailand, where the agricultural
sector is fundamental. Besides being one of th@megonomic activities in the country it is a
whole way of life for the majority of the populatioApart from forming part of the natural
capital (e.g. natural resources and biodiversityicalture provides occupation, culture and
values for rural people (Thanwa 2002). Determinfantlivelihood strategiésare the assets
people have access to and how these are combinge ieffort to ensure survival. Assets or
capitalscan be human, social, financial, physical andra(@FID 19995. Land is an important
asset in several ways and people who have extengives to land are generally more able to
enjoy a sustainable livelihood than those with tedirights to land (FAO 2002). Land tenure is

thus decisive for villagers’ strategies.

There are many varieties of tenure, and distrilbutbé land can be formalized through private
property rights or done by e.g. customary law. Viesvs on the effects of the different kinds of

tenure are many, but according to FAO:

“Property rights to land, together with labor, forthe most common endowments used to
produce food for home consumption as well as caspscthat allow the family or individual to
pay for other needs such as health and educa(ieaO 2002).

Traditional economic theory similarly emphasizesparty rights (formalized private tenure) as

it is perceived a necessity to ensure investmedtpnductivity of the land. One of the most

! Types of land certificates include: NS-4 (full &djtle with right to sell, transfer and mortgags-3
(“Certificate of Use”) and NS-3K (“Exploitation Tesonial”), both with the right to transfer and Istble land. NS-
2 and SK-1 (time dependent and no right to setitarsfer), both are cancelled and no longer receghi

2 By livelihood strategy we refer tthe range and combinations of activities and cheithat people
make/undertake in order to achieve their livelih@uadls" (DFID, 1999:23, section 2.5).

% For further description see Chapter 3.
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important aspects is the opportunity to use thal laght to acquire financial capital. The
dominant belief is that formalized land securityade to long term planning and land
improvements through investment in e.g. fertilig@alrymple et al 2004). This seems to be the
conviction of the Thai government who in 2003 lawed a policy of “asset capitalization” with
the aim of stimulating agricultural production aimaproving the conditions for the rural poor
through issuance of land certificafe®Vithout property rights villagers can be said &vé no
security regarding use and ownership of the lamticam therefore be expelled and have nothing
officially hindering trespassers. This insecurityllwead to short term planning and low
investment in the land used, which will have an aetpon the income possibilities of the
households and can furthermore have environmeffiadta as the short term planning rarely
involve consideration of conservation (see Fede871Dalrymple et al 2004, FAO 2002,
Brasselle et al 2001, Pergamon 1996).

Based on these thoughts it seems crucial for fuvakeholds to hold certificates in order to
produce and secure income and stability on a leng basis. As a big part of the households in
Ban Kamphuan does not own official certificates floe land they use, the influence of the

tenure status on the land use and livelihoodsarvilhage is interesting to look into.

Objective

The general objective of this study was to asdessntpacts of the tenure system on livelihoods
and livelihood strategies of villagers in Ban Kamgph. It was investigated if the villagers are
affected by their tenure staflisa how they perceive their situation and oppotiesiand if there
are any differences in the choice of activities aiseé of land between households with land

certificates and households without. This intelestls to following research question:

Research question

How does the tenure status of the households in B&amphuan affect the livelihoods in the

village?

4 Goverment Annual Report 2008p://thailand.prd.go.th/ebook/review/content. pttpter| D=13
® By tenure status we refer to the possession &rdatand certificate (NS-4 or NS-3).

13



The research question will be answered by seekisger to three sub questions:

1. What characterizes the land tenure system in Bangkaan?
2. What characterizes the livelihoods and strategiddain Kamphuan?
3. How do livelihoods and strategies differ betweendeholds with tenure documents

and households without?

These are asked and will be answered in the ligftllowing hypothesis:
 Lack of a land certificate will result in insecwyritshort term planning and low

investment.

Box 1 Definition of relevant concepts

Household:Refers to a group of individuals sharing food artnd have a
common goal of improving their socioeconomic stdtas one generatiot]
to the next (FAO 1992 in Messer and Townsley 2003).

Land tenureThe relationship (legally or customarily defineathong
people as individuals or groups, regarding landlgiding natural resourcefs
such as water and trees). Rules of tenure definepnoperty rights to land
are to be allocated and how access is grantecetacaatrol, and transfer
land (FAO 2002).

Certificate Refers in the report to a NS-4 or NS-3K certifcproviding a
formalized secure tenure status according to ttee Ddind Code of 1954,
(Gine 2005).

Livelihood The way people make a living. Refers to the #adis,
occupations and the different factors influencing possibilities to ensure

an independent living (Messer and Townsley 2003).

D
—
o

Livelihood strategy:The activities and choices households undertak
achieve their livelihood goals (DFID 1999).

14



2. Methodology

In the following the different methods applied ihetfield to obtain data on tenure and
livelihoods in Ban Kamphuan will be presented. tie cooperation and methods have been

conducted with interpreters as mediators.

Qualitative method: Interview

The aim and strength of collecting qualitative datthorough investigation of a smaller amount
of data and it opens the possibility to exploratwdes, behavior and opinions (Bryman
2004:285). This was the reason for the interviewsva want to understand why the villagers
choose and act as they do and their perceptiotiewfopportunities and of the legal or non legal

use of the land. In the field study 14 semi strredunterviews have been conducted.

Key informants

5 interviews were done with key informants to getoaerall knowledge on the village and the
villagers in Ban Kamphuan from different perspeesivUpon arrival to Ban Kamphuan the first
interview was held with the village headman whoegeneral information on the village and
specific information regarding land use and langhts. Further information on social and
economic activities and land tenure we got fronerviews with the district deputy of security
and a deputy of occupational issues at the digiffite. The &' interview was conducted with a
villager assisting the headman with the issuanckmd certificates by collecting applications.
He provided information on the households applyfog certificates making it possible to
identify them through the application forms we weested. Further information on land use and
the possibilities and problems with land rights ga in the &' interview conducted with the

president of the Agricultural Processing group sub group of the Women Organization in the

village.
key Informant 1 Headman Ban Kamphuan
key Informant 2 District deputy (security)
key Informant 3 District deputy (demography)

15



Volunteering  villager  collecting
key Informant 4 applications

President of Agricultural Processing
key Informant 5 Group

Table 1 Key informants

Household interviews

9 interviews were conducted with villagers usingl awning land in the village and in the
surrounding areas. The interviews were semi stradtand conducted with follow up questions
to get in-depth information on the specific houddland their activities, perceptions and reasons
for acting and using the land as they do. 5 ineavgi were conducted with households with
mixed tenure status to assess if there seem toybdifierence in their use of the plot with and
without certificate. Furthermore we conducted Ziviews with households only using titled
land and 2 with households only using untitled lafigese were conducted to get insight into the
land use and reasons for it in households withedfiit tenure status. The reason for the unequal
amount of informants from the different groups whas availability of the informants. However

a minimum of 2 from each group was regarded a valithber as the purpose is a deeper

investigation of the specific household and notiargitative investigation.

Informant 1 Tinakon Outskirts + village 4 Titled plot + Untitled plot

Informant 2 Joern Sri Center + outskirts Titled plot + Untitled plot
Informant 3 Bangmadyh: Center + village 2 Titled plot + Untitled plot
Informant 4 Darii Center + outskirts Titled plot + Untitled plot
Informant 5 Hamina Center+ outskirts Titled plot + Untitled plot
Informant 6 Banghmard Center + outskirts Titled plots

Informant 7 Dukru Center + outskirts Titled plots

Informant 8 Rohna Outskirts Untitled plot

Informant 9 Chawalit Outskirts Untitled plot

Table 2 Informants.

16



Quantitative method: Household survey

A household survey formed part of our study in otdeget quantitative data.

Formula: n= N/ 1 + (é)x N (Yamane 1967 in Israel 20)9was used to calculate how many
questionnaires would be relevant for the studyis the sample size)\ is the number of
households (336) arelis the level of precision (15 % error). This pded the study with the

number of 40 questionnaires to be answered.

Selection of the households was done by strati@diom sampling: in households which had
land certificate and households without land cesdte. The last group was defined from their
status of applying for a certificdteand were identified through a key informant iiew
providing a list over applicants. 20 householdsrirthe list and 20 non-applicant households
were chosen by randomly picking them out aftertiogathe different households on a map over
the houses in the village.

Some households interesting for the study weretgldor semi structured interviews.

Participatory rural appraisal (PRA)?

Community resource map
A resource map was sketched by a group of villageget a visual overview of the village, and

the distribution and use of land, showing the lmrabf infrastructure such as the market, roads
and canals, households with and without certifgateajor crops, and location of the protected
areas, and other important places for the villag&articipants were selected from both
households with certificates and those without frdifferent parts of the village to ensure fair
coverage. 5 men and 5 women both young and theleldere selected to have a balanced

representation.

® Determining Sample Size: A Simplified Formula Favgrtions available from
http://edis.ifas.ufl.edu/pdffiles/PD/PD00600.pdf

" Though some had certificate for some plots thegewensidered as no-certificate households as evatrested
in the land use of the different plots and the inguace for the households using land without dediié.

8 By inspiration from Selener (1999)
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Seasonal calendar
The seasonal calendar was developed by the vilagehelp identify the different livelihood

tasks and categorize responsibilities by season iatghsity in the village. The villagers
enumerated the major economic activities they wevelved in all year round and the peak
periods for them. During the process of generativggcalendar, discussions on constraints and
opportunities related to the activities in the odkgr took place to get insight to the livelihood

aspects of the villagers.

Paired matrix ranking
A problem ranking exercise was conducted duringfigld study. The main idea was to look at

different problems for NLC and LC villagers. Thiseecise was done twice, in parallel sessions.
The villagers were divided in two groups (certifeand no-certificate) and asked to list their
main problems or troubles in their lives. Afterwsirthey were asked to discuss the problems
stated and to agree on the most important. Wheexbecise was finished, it was summed how

many times the same problem appeared resultingaoe for each of them.

Venn diagram
The Venn diagram was made after the problem rankigggion with villagers with no land

certificate. It was carried out to see the relafop between community members and different
institutions that are involved in the procedureisguance of land certificates. Participants
mentioned the institutions and actors with impactarfior the process and they described the
relation to each of them. Small circles of diffdreize (according to their perceived importance)
representing the different actors and institutimese placed around the community circle (in the
center) in the distance according to the percefféeling of the nearness or long distance of the

institution from their lives.

Transect walk
A transect walk of approximately 3 km was made ¢b @n overview of land uses, resources,

landscapes in the village and observe the plote. rEason of the route chosen was to have a
picture of different land uses in different arefshe village (see map 2). The walk began from
one outskirt where most of the households do nat land certificate, through the center where
most households own land certificate and ended Rotseholds with no land certificate, in the

other outskirt. A local person chosen for his krealge on the village went with the group.

18



During the transect additional information was aske relation to land use and land

certification. GPS was used to mark plots and @adenterest.
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Map 2 Indicating the route for the transect (greenine)

GPS mapping
GPS was used to create the different maps of BamplKaan. First of all to locate the borders of

the village and get an overview of the area whieeestudy took place. Furthermore to establish
the areas dominated by plots with certificates #red areas dominated by plots without land

certificates. And finally one was made showingrihate followed in the transect walk.

Observation
Observation has been an important part of theviietd. Through many visits and observations

of activities, houses, plantations etc. valuablewedge about the village was obtained.
Through participation and observation of the videgyin their daily activities and surroundings
e.g. the different types of houses and location @ntheir different reactions to questions we
have gathered important information about the géls, their opinions and relations which will

be useful in the overall analysis of the livelih@ithtegies in Ban Kamphuan.
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Secondary data
Secondary information about the village and ecoworctivities of the villagers, group

arrangements and major constraints was obtained thhe Community Development Office.

Data analysis
Analysis of the data obtained was done mainly thho8PSS and Excel sheets especially for

guantitative data, considering the key variablestlid study. Data from semi structured
interviews was analyzed by meaning condensationitedpretation of the various responses

obtained.

Box 2: Community meeting/debriefing

The study team organized a community meeting fgrdtakeholders and villagers in
Ban Kamphuan. The mobilization was carried outh®y village headman and a total
of about 30-40 villagers attended the meeting uhicly the village headman.

The purpose of the meeting was for the studentpgtoubrief the villagers on th
objectives of the study and the elementary findimigs. These included the problems,
the villagers perceive as the most important, thestmmportant resources to the
community, how they are distributed across theag#l and the location of households
with and without land titles. The briefing was ongzed in such a way that it woul
confirm to the findings of the different methodsedsand at the same time evoke
discussions on areas where the student team nesatednformation.
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3. Characteristics of the land tenure system in Ban
Kamphuan

This section focuses on the land tenure systentimxisn Ban Kamphuan. It looks at the
historical aspects of land ownership in the villagel analyses the changes that existed up to
present day. The different tenure arrangementdeseribed as well as the opportunities and
advantages associated with the different typerd keertificate. Information about the historical
tenure system and the existing land tenure arraegesmwas obtained through key informant
interviews with the village headman and the villageolved in receiving applications for land
certificates.

Evolution of land tenure in Ban Kamphuan village
The land tenure system in Ban Kamphuan has had miaayges through different periods to

present day. Traditionally the system of land asitjon and distribution in Ban Kamphuan was
by the “Stick system” where by the first personget to a piece of virgin land would stamp a
stick (Ban) on the plot of land as a sign of contHowever this has changed rapidly over time
especially with the introduction of reforms in laadiministration. According to the village
headman the increasing demand for private landladeed to conserve protected areas such as
forests and national parks has of recent led tcerboireaucratic approach to land certification
and hence ownership. Information from key informatgrviews gave insight into the nature of
the different tenure systems, procedures for laedification and what each form of land
certificate offers the land owner. Data from thestii¢ct Office (Amphoe) show that Ban
Kamphuan village comprises of 336 households, duwthoch less than half of the households
possess some form of land certificate. This imped a big proportion of the villagers use land
which they have no certificates for.

Types of certificate
Three different types of land certificates exisitedhe village of Ban Kamphuan: SK 1, NS3-K

and NS-4. However, SK1 was cancelled by the resplenauthorities on "8 February 2010,
rendering about 20% of the land users title-leseahinan).There exist two types of land
certificates recognised in Ban Kamphuan; NS-3K Bi&i4. NS-4 is a title deed and it is the

most important for villagers. It is a type of laodrtificate that offers the highest security of the
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land. The land owner with NS-4 (deed) marks thé with a concrete pin dug into the ground at

the boundaries of the plot a sign to show ownershigteed.

NS-4is the most desirable land title as it offersftiilowing opportunities; It can be sold, can be
mortgaged, its transferrable and can be used t@gtee evidence such as in court. It can also be
used as collateral for securing loans from lendingncial institutions. NS4 also has the highest

value in case the land owner decides to sell apaozd to any other type of land.

NS-3K on the other hand is a form of land certificatattis not a deed but as well offers high
security. NS-3K offers the same rights as deed 4NShe only difference being that it has no
well defined scope. The land with NS-3K is clagsifby fencing with using plants or trees as a
way of differentiating from land with other form§tenure status.

Following the cancellation of SK1 land title ceiddtes many villagers have taken initiative to
apply for valid land certificates (NS-3K and NS-Zhe interview with the villager responsible
for collecting application for land certificatessealed that about 160 applicants had requested or
were requesting for validation of their land ten8ace the majority of the villagers do not have
certificates for the land they use, the informadute arrangement is characterized by humble
agreements and common understanding of the comamoinboundaries among the neighbouring

villagers.

Why few farmers have land certificates
The key informant interviews and semi structuretbriviews to find out likely reasons why

fewer villagers have certificates pointed out thkofving causes:

Fear of taxation: Some villagers feared that once their land isdiit would attract mandatory
taxation associated with land ownership. Hence teyreluctant to obtain land certificates.

However there seems to be increasing communityeaveas against this notion

Ignorance of benefits of land titling: Some villagers are generally ignorant about what t
benefits would be if they had titles for their lar@@bupled with the fact that there is almost no
difference with owners of titled land in terms afeuthe motivation for obtaining certificates is

very small.
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Bureaucracy: The long and sometimes unsuccessful proceduren takabtain land certificates
have discouraged many villagers who would like fiplg for certificates. In some cases
corruption cases are cited whereby some influent@mmunity members are granted

applications within the shortest time as compaogtdmmon” villagers.

Illegal tenancy: Some villagers use land in the protected areadllegal act. Such community
members have fear of being apprehended in caseapisar to register such land or are simply

denied if applying.

Procedure for obtaining land certificate in Ban Kamphuan
According to the village member responsible folaexiing applications it takes about one year

between application and obtaining the land titlee Dureaucracy associated with the land title

application for applicants who do not possess gpg of certificate is outlined below.

Step Activity

1 Villagers without land certificates apply byllifig the application
form

2 The village headman he adman verifies the inftionagiven by the

applicant and endorses the application

3 Application documents are forwarded to the Disttiand certificate
office for further verification where by the Digitigovernor writes

covering letter for the application form

4 Application documents are further forwarded toovitice Land

Certificate office for further scrutiny.

5 Central land certificate check or Department afhd sends an officia
secretly to the village to confirm and cross chedlkrmation about

the applicant in question.
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6 Then Land Department sets up a committee to nakesion and

make arrangements to meet with the village headman

7 The Sub district headman mobilizes the villagemdg informs them

about the visit of the officials to the village atlte agenda of the

=

visit. (Land certification)

Table 3 Application process

The district land officials will visit the said gl with the district headman; take necessary
measurement and compares with the information gimethe application. At this point the
presence of the owners of the neighbouring plottandl is important so as to point out the
correct boundaries.

After the above process the villagers have to ansaare questions, which include: how that
person got the land, how many years that persobées living there or used the land, how they
use the land. The applicant has to prove thatdsebleen living in the said piece of land for a
long time and he and his family are depending erldahd.

All the findings will be sent to the province Lafidfice and the title deed (NS-4) will be issued.

Land ownership strategies in Ban Kamphuan
An interview with one of the key informants reve#ige existence of a law about abandoned /

idle land. Under this law, any land that is unuged crops or livestock is taken away by
government. The period considered before governmeshaims idle land however depends on
the type of land certificate for the land in questiNS3k: 3 years and NS 4: 10 years.

Another law states that if a tenant lives in yand for 10 years that person may not be evicted
from that land. He/she has a right of ownershifhaf piece of land.

From the interviews conducted it was found out thiégers living in and bordering protected
areas especially forest reserves grow long terménpeéal tree crops which take many years in
the field. This helps them retain the land becadiseng validation of land occupancy the
authorities consider the time one has lived inlémel and the value of the crops that person has
in the field. “Compromise” between the villagersdathe authorities responsible for land

adjudication is the key factor in the strategydae to retain the land.
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Land administration in Ban Kamphuan
Many players are involved in matters of land adstmaition in Ban Kamphuan, depending on the

interest and jurisdiction of the concerned authesit These include village headman, sub

district/district, forest and sanctuaries / natiqrark authorities.

Province

Institutions and actors involved in lanctertification Governor

District
Land

ne Verifies Landitee
official

v

”
Land Issues teeds/ibager
Department y - Owners
of

neigh-
bourina

Receives demarcation

omplaints about injustice on land ce}tl

/ ermes \and tenure R(ifies land tenure

Recgives cooperation from villager

Sub Distfict Governor

headman/
Headman

District
Land
Offfice

The use of the Venn diagram in PRA showed thaviltegers are well aware of the process of
land certification and the actors involved as vasllof their rights (e.g. they mention the actor to

contact in case of any unjust experiences).
The role of the different stakeholders can be aategd into; verification of documents done by

the governors both at district and province, veaifion of land tenure and issuing of certificates

by the district land office. The role of the villgsub district headman is mainly verification of
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the applicant and tenure status of the land in tgpresThe villagers have a responsibility of
giving accurate information to the responsiblecdis.

From the outlook of the administrative structurel dhe layout of procedures for land titling

formal arrangements would mean a more transparegegs. However according to interviews
with villagers and key informants it seems the iinfal system of negotiations and compromise
play bigger role in tenure management. This hasisieof promoting corruption tendencies and
result in unfairness as some influential memberthefcommunity have preferential treatment
thus leading to occupation of gazetted land, detaiilure of titling land for deserving villagers

and consequently undermining the existing land laws
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4. Characteristics of livelihoods and strategies in Ban
Kamphuan

Livelihood is an important concept when working lwipeople in developing countries. It
involves the way, in which people try to find resmes and figure out how to make a living.
People need some main bases to satisfy their gtteamd needs, but the idea is not only to get
bread and shelter. It is equally important to idgrgtatus, identity, information, management of
skills and relationships among people. Livelihotrdtegies compromise the capabilities, assets,
material and social resources and all activitiest @ire crucial to make a living. Livelihoods
strategies have to be sustainable, so it is es$¢émtiespond to the needs of the rural community
in both short and long terms (Phonsigiri). 5 p8laof livelihood: human, natural, financial,
physical and social capital illustrate the relasioip between the assets and people; how people
are using these assets to reach their objectivaleidneeds. Thereby it is shown the way that
poor people struggle with everyday life. In fig de ashown schematically the assets (DFID
1999).

In the following section will be described maindings from different methods used in the study

with regard to livelihood and strategies for eatthe capitals.
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Fig 1 Capitals/assets of livelihood framework
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Natural capital
Represents the natural resources such as land, featsst, parks.

In order to provide more income, villagers in Baankphuan are engaged in different livelihood

activities to make sure that they can deal witheatainties in their lives.

Occuaptions of the households'heads
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Graph 1 Occupation of the household head

Graph 1 shows that: 45 % household heads are #gralists, 17.5% works in service and other
activities. 12.5% are merchants and the lowestgmage 7.5% is represented by fishermen.
During the history of cultivation farmers in Thaithused to grow paddy rice, but after 1991 it
was changed into field crop cultivation and perahtrees™ In the study it was told that farmers
used to grow paddy-rice, but the problem with watgpply and with pests led into changes.
However in the last years their strategy of plaptad changed. Farmers are more flexible to
change the production. Nowadays they have switchtd high value cash crops in order to
provide sustainable incomes. The key informiatld that, fruit farmers stopped growing fruit
trees and changed to grow para —rubber, oil paesirbecause they will give higher incomes in

future. Para —rubber trees need less maintaitiag fruit trees. Actually villagers engaged in

10| and Tenure and Production Structure of Agricultur&hailand, 1991
1 Volunteering villager collecting applications
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agriculture have mixed orchard farfhglongkong, mangosteen, durian, rambutan, lansa ¢

nut, cashew nut, betel nut, nitta tree etc), panaber and oil palm farms.
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W Trade %

Graph 2 Percentage of consumption and trade of diérent crops and fisheries

Expansion of land
The borders of the village are surrounded by natipark and by the forest. Both these parts are

public owned land, but villagers use the land fgri@ulture purposes, even though they do not
own land certificate for the plots. Growth of pogitidn can lead to the need of more agricultural
land and therefore encroachment into protectedsarea

Although deforestation is not allowed in protectgdas, people still practice agriculture there.
They do not cut forest trees, but they plant treesinly para-rubber. Basically these activities
are not legal as the land is protected but it eepted by compromising with authorities.

Access to the land is crucial for agriculturalidtsit of the same importance is to have land
certificate for it. “I would like to be secure fony para-rubber plot and to do whatever | want
with that, | can invest more without fear that some can come and take it from me. | want to

give it to my son as my father did with the housesre | live.” — said one of the interviewees.

12 .
Information from Seasonal calendar
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Other activities
Agriculture is not the only activity that contrilast to the incomes of the households. Villagers

try to find other economic activities to have beftecomes. Interviews and seasonal calendar
showed told that villagers do different jobs; deafieg on the free time and on the season.
Farmers cannot work in farms in the dry seasonyThstead do fishery, work as hired labor,
sell in the market and some of them are local gowent employees. Villagers tend to diversify

the agriculture production at farm level and divfgrtheir economic activities.
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H Fishery
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0 1 1 1

Min/ircomes Ma/incomes

Graph 3 Min/Max incomel/year for farm, off-farm and fishery activities

26 households have max 600,000 baht income from &ativites, 4 households have 300,000
baht from fishery and 29 households have 125,000 fbam off-farm activities

In relation to fishery activity, data from the padrproblem ranking (people without LC) showed
lack of right equipment to fish in the sea. Soméehef fishermen are afraid of fishing again as a
result of the tsunami. They fish, mainly short mexelts, shrimps, crabs, squids, sillagos, fish
caged, jellies (see Appendix 3). They produce &f-consumption and surplus is sold in the

market.
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Place where to sell

B Market
m Middle

Processing factory

Graph 4 Place where farmers sell their agriculturalproducts and fish

62.50 % of villagers sell their products through thiddlemen and 30 % to the market, but there
are also farmers, who sell to both places. Only 20%armers sell directly to the processing
factory.

Box 3: Visit to the market

The market is open every day, but Wednesday ande§uihis much bigge

-

because other traders from the district come tb $aky gather products
from other villagers, or other district of the SeuThey sold fruits such as:
banana, mangos teen, pineapple, watermelon, cashewtc. Vegetables
such as: tomato, local vegetables, carrots, cucumetoe Generally traders
were females, age 30-40 years old, and tradingtieasnly occupation they
had. They bought the agriculture products througtidramen (agent) and
not directly from farmers. The prices of vegetablese higher compared to
fruits. They said that they bought them at a highréce. Other factors that
influence the prices are; seasonality, preferenoésthe consumers,
difficulties in storage of the agricultural prodsictetc. What makes
agricultural production different from other prodioa is related with

seasonality, biological cycle, water availabilitpputs (seeds, fertilizer

pesticides), way of cultivation, difficulties toosé stock of agriculturg

products.

32



Water
Regarding water resources data from problem rankimayv that villagers face the problem of

water supply: for consumption at home, at schodbaagricultural purposes. Villagers who live

near the village canal are fortunate, they use miaterrigate their farms (para—rubber, from

observation during the transect), the others havénd alternative ways to secure the supply.
According to the headman, scarcity of water isteglao difficulties constructing water pipes

because of the protected areas.

These natural resources/ public goods are supposserve the whole community, they don’t

have to exclude some and give more potential fertasothers. Ways, in which these natural
resources are distributed, normally create cosflaahong stakeholders, but it isn’'t the case in
BK village.

Financial capital
It is represented by saving credit, income from lempent, trade, remittances /economic

transfers. SSI interviews showed that villagersxdbborrow money from the banks; they rely
mainly on themselves. In addition, villagers withtand certificate do not have the opportunity
to borrow money. They are not able to put land @kteral for loans. However villagers who
own land certificates are afraid to get a loancase the production fails, they cannot honor the
bank and they can loose the land. Regarding adoelemns, only 15 respondents replied that
they have access to loans; basically they borroweyndrom private organizations that provided
money support after the tsunami: the Village Fuopgpsrted by the government and Islamic

Bank. 25 respondents do not have access to loans.

Access to loans

Hyes

Hno

Graph 5 Percentage of villagers who have/don’'t havaccess to financial institution
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Physical capital
It is represented by infrastructure, rails, tefaowunication, and access to water, energy, health

centers and market. It seems that the infrastreaggiwvell organized. There are no obstacles to
reach very fast everywhere. The market is situatetthe center of the village and farmers in

general have access to it.

Social capital
It represents membership of different groups, imarnetworks and relationship of trust among

stakeholders. The interview conducted at the Conitynudevelopment Office at the District
office, showed that 3 groups are actually functignin the village: “The Women Association”,
“Women Dressmakers of Kamphuan district”, Agricudtiuprocessing group”. After the tsunami
there were many villagers who registered the dffi€igroups. They hoped to increase their own
profits as a result of involvement in them, bueatome time they left because of no additional
profits. Factors contributing to disintegrationtbé groups were related to lack of management,
lack of good profits for members, no permanent mgrko marketing plan and lack of time to

join groups.

Box 4: Group organization
Group 1 “The women Association” made women clothes,
scarves, and souvenirs and sold them to northeailafid.
They took care of children nursery, people with Hivus and
changed villagers’ attitudes toward people with HIVhere
were good profits for members of the group as thag a
secure market where to sell. Group 2, “Women draksmg of
Kamphuan district” made and sold pillows, womentlohs.
Group 3, “Agricultural processing group” prepargdfesses
OTOP products like banana snack. They dried andl theim,
but didn’t get profits from this activity.

Information from SSI showed that few villagers werarticipating in the groups. Out of 40
respondents from questionnaires, only 12 respordeeate part of different groups and 28 were

not.

34



It would be a good opportunity for farmers beingdlved in inputs/marketing cooperatives.
Being part of cooperatives can lead to better prime inputs and for outputs as well. This
involvement can therefore lead to improved retumasher than always trading through the

middlemen.

Human capital
It represents skills, knowledge, health and abttityvork. Villagers base the production on their

own knowledge; they themselves manage how to pednd how to make decisions for their
families. They produce what gives more incomeséohtouseholds in order to satisfy their needs
and objectives. Some of the villagers seek adwviem ffriends or old farmers, who have more
experiences. Others seek advice from the officialshe district office or from agricultural
advisers. If agriculture is the main source of mecand is productive, the owner of the land also
hires labor, especially during the harvest timee $ame thing happens with fishermen; they hire

labor force to work with them.
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Graph 6 Level of education for members of each hoesold™

Almost 53% of the household heads have primary &thut, 28% have secondary and 18%
owns a bachelor degree. Ban Kamphuan village istimemercial center of the district, which

might explain the relatively high educational leasl it can offer possibilities and incentives to

3 Here are presenting only 4 households ‘membeis thiought to have only that as the rest mostychildren
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study as well as attracting people from other @geéth education). It might lead them to want

to stay and contribute to the community as it cavipe income for the family.

Migration
Out of 40 respondents in the survey 17 have fami&mbers migrated from the village. The

reason for them migrating is explained in grapluZdenerally it is for education purpose.
It may be concluded that most of the villagers @réd make their living in the village, as there

is only a few numbers migrating as work labor.
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Graph 7 Reasons for leaving the village
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5. Importance of certification of land for the villagers in Ban
Kamphuan

Following section will consist of a discussion bétimportance of the land tenure status for the
households in Ban Kamphuan. It will be done by carmg the activities and characteristics of

the households with certificate for their plots dne households without.

Income
The household surveshowed (Graph 8) that there is a slight differeimcencome between the

two groups. 30% of the LC households have a ta@me of more than 400.000 baht pr. year.
In the NLC households only 10% have an income highan 400.000 baht. Likewise the

educational level of the LC households seems tigbtly higher.

Income in households with and without certificate
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Graph 8 Income in NLC and LC households

The reasons for the variation can be many. Frondéte collected it is not possible to evaluate

conclusively on the impacts of the tenure on theoime and educational level. From our
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observations and interviews however, it does na@nseas if the tenure status has major
constraints on the income possibilities. On thetr@oy, it might be that the different variables,
such as education and income, are what actualgrmete the certificate status. For a successful
application, one has to prove a long term use aperkdency on the land and in some instances
possess negotiation skills (in order to prove yagint and if disagreements about the borders

arises). This might require a certain amount of an@and social capital (as much as financial).

Access to credit
Graph 9 shows that proportionally more householils eertificate (45% of them) have access

to loan than the households without (30% of thdfaythermore the frequency of using relatives
as credit source is higher in the latter group,clwhiould imply lacking official sourc&s
However, none of the informants showed any interesseeking credit through the land
certificate (either owned or applied for). As mengd in the previous subsection, the impression
in general was that the villagers are reluctantotm money from informal as well as formal
sources and that there is an awareness of theafisleing indebted. This was by the president of
the Agricultural Group mentioned as a possible hegaffect of the opportunities brought by a
land certificate — the access to credit. She hieisstiher plot due to lacking payments for a loan.
As the land was used as collateral it was takem byehe bank, leaving her to find new income

sources.

4 The frequency of borrowing money from the bankdsvever the same. This can be due to the mixedsstrt
some of the respondents in the ‘no-certificateugrthat actually do have access to bank loan ficate for some
land but other not).

38



Sources of loan

relatives
saving group

Source villagefund
H no certificate
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Graph 9 Sources of loan used by the two groups.

Activities, land use and crops
As illustrated in graph 10 the majority of both gps (75% of LC and 80% of NLC) cultivates

and sells para rubber. 15% of the LC group and 2@%he NLC group cultivate and sell oil
palm and there are only few households sellingrgtheducts such as durian, rambutan and betel
nut. Regarding all crops with the exception of lkoigg the NLC group is stronger represented,
which could imply that they tend to diversify th@roduction more than the LC. Though the

choice overall seem to be the same in the two grasghe main crops are the same.

Percentage of each group selling oil palm, para rubber, longkong,

rambutan, durian and rice
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Graph 10 Showing the percentage of the NLC and thieC group selling the different crops
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The impression from the interviews was likewiset tha crops chosen did not differ between the
plots with and without certificate. In contrasttkos, the household survey shows that 60% of the
households with mixed tenure stdfustate that they use the two types of plots diffdye(see
Table 4).

Number of| Percentage of

Informants informants who  usé

1%

land with and without

certificate
Yes 18 60
No 12 40
Total 30 100

Table 4 Answer to the question: “Do you use the lahwith certificate differently than the land
without?”

The survey did not tell us how they used the laifférgntly. However the different land use in
the village was observed during the transect walk identified in the community map, which
showed the differences throughout the village. plugs in the center of the village consisted
mainly of orchard farming, where the outskirts wdoeminated by rubber plantations and cases
of oil palm and cashew nut. From the interviewskmew that the different land use most often
is decided by the soil quality and opportunitiestbé plot location. Often the plots with
certificate is at the center of the village whdre household is also located and the plots without
are located elsewhere and this offers quite diffeopportunities for the use of land. Therefore
the different land use cannot be directly linkedhe tenure status but is more likely determined

by the characteristics of the specific plot (looatisize, soil).

Insecurity
According to our informants, the most important exgpand the greatest advantage with a

certificate is the security it offers. An examplietioe insecurity that the tenure status brings is

' During the survey we found out that more of thecedificate households are of mixed tenure statuthey both
use land with and without certificate, why we diewe asked if they use the different plots diffédgen
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described by one informant, who lives near the agebdumf. According to him, there are no
clear official borders of the PAs surrounding thikage, which also was the impression given
from the interview with the district deputy who d¢dunot inform or show us the exact areas on a
map. Plots therefore can be declared part of arévh bne day to another, as is described by the
informant. According to him the effects are appamamdom arrests of farmers, which creates
insecurity as the borders and rules are uncleatoring to this story, the farmers using land
without an official certificate live therefore withe everyday risk of getting harassed, arrested or

expelled from the land.

This description illustrates a top-down planningl dand classification with no regards to the
local circumstances. Another example of this isegiby an informant living in the center and
the president of the Agricultural Processing grotipey describe how the borders of the national
park (between village 3 and 7) in the beginninghef 1980’s were drawn from the map without
taking the local population and uses of land inbosideration. This caused problems for the
informant and other farmers in the area, as thégialty were prohibited to cultivate the plots
they had been using for decades. However, the pdrgerviewed was allowed to continue
cultivating after negotiating with the authoritie&d according to her, it didn’t affect the
production or income of the household. What do haveffect are intruders who now use and
claim part of the land. She cannot expel them asdsies not have any official right to the land.
These conflicts have reduced her plot from 2000 rhis and have therefore had a great impact

on her access to land.

Insecurity and investment
All the interviews showed a substantial amountmvestment in different forms such as time,

effort, fertilizer, hired work and construction tre land e.g. one informant living in the outskirts
of the village has built a new big house on thelland another has hired a person to take care of
her plot and to chase away trespassers (noneroflthge certificate for the plots).

The amount of energy and capital invested in tinel ldid not seem to differ according to the

tenure status, but more as a result of the cagiailable. The 6 informants using plots without

16 See village map, Map 1
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certificate all use fertilizer except from one, aiwas explained by the lack of funds (which is

credible, given that the house and surroundinge ¢fa& impression of a low income household).

Asked about the importance of the tenure statughfbemants expressed the insecurity they live
with, but spite of this, they showed no anxietiedazk of will to invest in the land. This was
explained with the long period of use of the land ¢&at all of them, with the exception of one.

have used the land without problems or disputes.

Long term planning
As already illustrated, most households in Ban Kangm have chosen to cultivate and invest in

para rubber regardless of having a certificate @it he main reasons for this are that para
rubber (in different amounts) can be harvestegiedlr round, contrary to most other crops, it fits
the soil quality and it is a valuable cash cropzeBal informants were waiting for the rubber to
be harvested as the tree needs a growing peri@dyefars before producing rubber. This crop
must therefore be seen as part of a long term pign\ possible reason for choosing para
rubber and why it can be seen as a ‘secure’ cripaispara rubber production is being promoted
by the Thai government. Due to changing prices083and the great importance of rubber
production for the economy (the individual househamd the agricultural sector) regulations and
rules have been changed, so rubber productiongthtmcated in forest reserves, in some cases

is allowed and gives access to resources and fligsibgranting certification¥'.

Compromising

As already described land has traditionally bestriButed by the ‘stick system’ and agreements
between the land users. Now this system seems raixsal with the new bureaucratic system of
private ownership and state owned forest areasy Tdre combined by negotiations and

‘compromising’, which we were told from officialds — the district deputy and from several of
the villagers. Through negotiation one informans lhaen allowed (by the officials) to build a

house and connect electricity and another was alfiotw use her land even though it officially

was declared as part of the national park Laem $oom our interviews these informal

negotiations seem to work and benefit the villag&rss however, has to be seen in the light of

7 Information from Thai Government Annual Report 200
http://thailand.prd.go.th/ebook/review/content. pttppteriD=13
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the conditions of our two informants, who are wedlucated and relative wealthy, which might
enhance their negotiation abilities compared to@er or less educated villager. The informants
less well off did not talk about negotiations orntact with the authorities except from
mentioning the risk of corruption and bribery ire thpplication process (in order to speed up the

process for the certificate and to avoid beingsted).

Opportunities and Limitations
Besides the security, a certificate offers accessreadit, as it can be used as collateral for loan

and can lead to government support for para rulpbeduction. The limitations are mainly

expressed as the lack of the opportunities, bottals risk of getting arrested for unlawful use of
land. Furthermore, the informants mention problevith corruption and bribery because of the
uncertain tenure status. With regards to the agpdic for certificates, it is mentioned that by
paying the officials the approval can be passedkijiwhere it normally takes about a year.
This can be seen in relation to the results froengioblem ranking, where the main problem for
the NLC households was the insecure tenure stBuisunjust treatment from the authorities
(government officials) was also mentioned as avegleproblem, which wasn’t mentioned in the
LC group. This could imply that due to the lackilagd right the NLC households more often
encounter problems with the authorities - such @isely, harassment or the risk of being
arrested.
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6. Challenges and retrospective reflections

Change of focus
Upon arrival to the village we found out that theykssues our synopsis was based on (conflict

between government officials from the national pamkl villagers) did not fit the actual situation
and inaccuracies in the basic information provigedr to the trip were discovered. The team
therefore had to carry out a rapid rural apprassahs to agree on the area of focus. The delays

affected the time we could have used in other nuktho

Intercultural challenges
Academic, cultural and language differences exisietiveen the Thai students and the Danish

group thus a lot of time was spent on agreeinghenstudy objective and e.g. harmonizing the
questionnaires. Furthermore the Thai students sthoavegreat orthodoxy in regards to the
authorities and emphasized collecting informatiord anaking appointments with villagers
through official informants such as the headmanctvinesulted in time loss in the beginning of
the study.

In the process of searching for information and imglappointments with the different kinds of
informants (for interviews, transect walks etcgluable time was spent and lost due to issues of
protocol, reluctance from key stakeholders to stiaee knowledge and the process of creating

trust between us and the villagers.

Reflecting on our role as foreigners it was impotrt@ assure the authorities and villagers that
our presence in Ban Kamphuan was not to enforagegrgam or solve any problems but to learn
from the villagers and the specific context in whtbey form their livelihoods. Relating to this,
cultural and religious considerations have beenomamt e.g. respecting the Islamic hours of
prayer when making appointments. Similarly how mtioie we could take from the villagers
collaborating has been a challenge and an ethioatideration, that in some ways have

determined the scope of the information obtained
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Language

Due to the setting of the field site and the faet twe as Danish students do not understand Thali,
all data collection as well as communication wiltte tcounterparts has been done through

interpreters. This will have influenced the infotina and knowledge obtained as it has been

mediated through a third person, who spite gooduage skills and comprehension of the study

area cannot avoid subjective interpretations aadds.

Comparisons of groups
Due to the complexity of the tenure arrangementsTlvailand it is complicated making

distinctive categorization of land owners such iledt and untitled land owners as many
respondents fall under both statuses. This mighe hiafluenced the results e.g. regarding the
(in) security the informants express as more omtlaetually have a partially secure status as
well as the selection of households for the surt4wever the team tried to focus on the use of
the different plots and combined the use and pémepf them as well as investigating the

households without any certificate at all to semrthttitudes, activities and behavior.

PRA
A constraint during the process of the PRA exescis@s the language barrier. The Danish

students were left out from valuable observatiams b lacking understanding of the discussions
going on. An issue possibly affecting the outconfetr® PRA process is furthermore the
behavior of the students in charge of the exercéseshey were very active and controlling
during the process, which conflicts with the oviea@th of the participatory method of letting the
participants be in charge. Furthermore the divisibparticipants in a ‘no-certificate group’ and
‘certificate group’ might have made them aware af mterest in their specific status. An
inherent problem when collecting data is the risknformants wanting ‘to please’ the researcher
especially in a developmental research contexteiMale 1997). It is therefore a challenge to
balance the important notification of the particifsaof the aim with the research with the
consideration of not ‘telling too much’ which coanfor all the different methods involving

informants.
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Validity of the findings

There are many pitfalls in doing research in aardisciplinary and intercultural setting. In order
to ascertain the quality of the information andufesswe have sought to triangulate our data
through the field study. This has been done thrahghcollection of information and data from
different sources and by using different methodmugh, we have to be aware of our own biases
as we can'’t claim total objectivity and our opinsoand worldview will influence the issues we
notice and emphasize. However, we have pursuedjastive and useful data as possible by
involving the different stakeholders in our studydahrough a continually discussion internally

in the group and with our Thai counterparts abbatresults and information obtained.
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7. Conclusion
Through the study it was found that the villager8an Kamphuan are dependent on their land

for agricultural purposes but increasingly areirejyon other activities thereby diversifying their
income possibilities further than within agricukaind fishery. We set out the investigation with
the hypothesis that the formal insecure tenureustébecause of no certificates for the land)
would lead to short term planning — short term srapd low investment. The results we have
gathered from the different methods in the fieldvboer show that this does not seem to be the
case. They showed no different use of land or imvest level among the two different status
groups. On the contrary it seems that long termpssuch as planting para rubber, besides being
a valuable cash crop, can be used as an activegstreo obtain a land certificate. In order to
obtain a certificate you have to show the deperglamc long period of use of the land you are
applying for. This can be done by cultivating agderm crop as para rubber, which requires a
growing period of at least 7 years before the farmen benefit from it. The amount of
investment more seems to depend on the income lamdl the crops grown than on
considerations regarding the future ownership eflémd.

The tenure system in Ban Kamphuan is very comptek there are many different types of
tenure statuses and perceptions of the securitgrexyred. The security issue is important for
the villagers but on the other hand most do notmsé® have any problems or any greater
preoccupations about getting the land taken away tduacking certificate. It seems that the
informal tenure system functioning in the village far has provided sufficient security for the
villagers to live of and use the land efficienthey have coped through negotiations with the
authorities that seem to be between two systerhe fotmal and informal thus strengthening the
risk of corruption and biased treatment of villager

It can therefore be concluded that the hypothdaited does not seem to fit with the realities in
Ban Kamphuan village. However, the investigatiorina interdependence of variables is a task
that requires a thorough and multifaceted explomatwhy it would be interesting to look further
into the influence of land tenure in the villageRBdn Kamphuan as well as in rural settings in

general.
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Appendix 1 Questionnaire
Land tenure and livelihoods in Ban Kamphuan Village

Introduction:

Dear respondent, we are a group of students fromelsity of Copenhagen and
University of Kasetsart carrying out a study on hoecupation and activities have
been influenced by land tenure. Selection of theskbolds for this survey was done
randomly. Your household happened to be one ofetlsetected to give an overview
of the whole village. Please feel very free to gywair response as possible and ask
guestions whenever you need clarification on asyasraised during our interaction.
The information obtained from your household wile kreated with utmost
confidentiality.

(Estimated time to fill the questionnaire: 30 minues)

To befilled out by the interviewer:

Name of Interviewer: Nr of houkEho
Interview No. Date of Survey:
INSTRUCTIONS:

For questions with options, Tick the boxes providednark with signx
1. Information about household members

Household Gender | Age Level of education Main Occupation
member 1.Female| 1. Below 18 | 1.Not attended school 1. Agriculture
2. male |2.18-25 2.Primary school 2. Fisheries

3. 26-35 3.Secondary school | 3. Seller

5.46 + 5. Higher than 5. Student

4. 36-45 4.Bachelor degree 4. Service/lemployee

bachelor 6. Others (specify)

@R WNE

50




2. How long has the household lived in this area?

Less than 10 yedd

2.1 Are there any members of the household livimigide Ban Kamphuarfd Yes O No

2.21f yes: What are the reasons for them being away?
b. Permanent labaDd

a. Seasonal labod

d. New family 3

3. What are the sources contributing to the maintenane of the household?

11-20 years O 21- 30 yeard

more than 30 yearS

e. Otherd

Farm

Activities:

Self-

consumption

Commercial

purpose

Income/
year

Rice production

Para—rubber production

Oil- palm production

Vegetable production

Rambuttan production

Cashewnut production

Longkong

Mangosteen

Fishery

Non-timber forest

products

c. Studyingd
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4. What are the incomes/ year for No- farm activities?

Non-farm activities:
Income / year

4.1 How are your products sold?

a) Directly at the market? 0 Yes
No

b) Through an agent/middleman? OYes [[ONo

c) To processing (e.g.) to a factory? 0 Yes
No

4.2 How far away is your workplace or the place yosell your products?

a) 1- 25 km O
b) 26-50 km a
c) 51-75km m)
d) 76-90 km m)

e) more than 90 km O

4.3 Main occupation: Baht/ year

4.4 Other activities: Baht/ year

5. Different assets

What kind of off farm assets do the household Esae

Off-farm land

O Yes O No

52



Car/Pick-up truck

3 Yes
Motorcycle

0 Yes

Boat

O No

O No

O Yes

Remittances/economic transfers

0 Yes O No
6. Land ownership

Do you own any land?
3 Yes 3 No

If yes do you have certificate for it?

3 Yes O No

6.1 The amount of land owned:

O No

Amount of land owned with
title deed NS 3 K/NS 4

Amount of land owned
without land certificate

6.2 When did you get the certificate (s)?

O Less than 5 years [ 6-10 years ago

O 11-15 years ago

6.3 Do you hire anybody to work on your land? Yes ([ No

6.4 Land used without certificate

3 More than 15 years
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Do you use any land which you have no certificate f O

Yes O No
Do you use that differently than the land you deeheertificate for? O Yes
O No

If yes : For what do you use it?

Para-rubberd Yes 3 No

Orchard 3 Yes 0 No

Oilpalm O Yes 3 No

Others 3 Yes O No

6.5 Do you have any disputes because of overlappmddéaims? OYes O
No

Do you have any constraints or problems due tangcland certificate? O Yes O No

7. Local participation

Are you a member of any village groups? O Yes O No
If yes: which?
Saving Group for Production Credit 3 Yes O no
Sustainable Agriculture Group 3 Yes O no
Artisanal Fishing Group O Yes 3 no
Environmental Protection Volunteer Network O Yes O no
Others, Please specify 0 Yes O no
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8. Sources of loan and saving

Do you have access to loans? O Yes O No
Sources

Did you borrow money from the bank last year? 0 Yes O No

Did you borrow money from any informal sources hsesar? 3 Yes O No

Did you borrow money from the village fund last y2a 0 Yes O No

Did you borrow money from the village saving grdagt year? 0 Yes 0 No

Did you borrow money from your relatives last year? O Yes O No

Thank you very much for accepting to take parhis interview and for your time. Would you
mind being considered for another session whereamdearn more about some of the issues that

affect this village?
Which day and time would be convenient for you?
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Appendix 2 Paired Matrix Ranking with villagers with land
certificate

Water X B A A E B 2 3

supply
A

Lack of X B B E B 5 2
water for
agriculture
B

Flood X C E F 1 5
C

Infertile X E F 0 6
soil
D

Low price X E 5%
for para-

rubber

E

Low fruit X 2 4
price
F

18 This was the major problem for the villagers, mfteey compare between problem B and C




1. Paired Matrix Ranking with villagers without land c ertificate

Land certificate
A

X A

A A A A A A A A A A 11

Injustice from the X B B B F B H I B B L 6
officials

B

Seasonality(impact X D E F G H | J K L O

on agricultural
products
C

Lack of water for
agricultural
purposes

D

Teenager
unemployment
E

Drug problems
F

Low prices for
fruit products
G

Drought
H

Low demand for
fruit products
I

Lack of water in
the school
J

Wrong equipment
for fishing activity
K

Lack of water

supply
L
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Appendix 3 Seasonal Calendar
It shows: Intensity of farm activities per month

s o — i — .‘—‘_

MONTH

JAN | FEB | MAR | APR | MAY AUG | SEPT| OCT | NOV | DEC

Agriculture

Pararubber

Oil palm

Longkong

Mangosteen

Durian

Rambutan

Lansat

Coco nut

Cashewnut
Betel nut

Nita tree (Satto)

58



Seasonal calendar

MONTH

FISHER

JAN

FEB

MAR

APR

MAY

JUN

JUL

AUG

SEPT

OoCT

NOV

DEC

Short mackerel

Shrimp gill het

Crab

Squid

Sillago

Caged Fish

Jelly fish
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Appendix 4 Semi structured interview guide (headman)
Purpose: To get an overview of the village, the main atidg and relations in Ban Kamphuan.

Duration: Approximately 2 hours.
Materials: recorder, notepaper.

Participants: All members of the group and translators

Introduction of the informant:
1. What is your name?
2. What is your occupation?

3. What are your role/responsibilities in Ban KampHuan

Introduction to the village:
1. When was the village established?
How many inhabitants?
How many households?
What are the main occupations in the village?

What are the main land uses?

o 0k~ w DN

Have there been any great changes in the mainitegivand occupations since the
establishment of the village?

7. What are the main problems in the village?

8. What are the main concerns in the village?

9. Are many people migrating from the area?

10.If yes, what are the reasons for people migrating?

Land tenure:
1. How has land traditionally been distributed in Béamphuan?
2. Has the way of distribution undergone big changesesthe establishment of the village
(and the park)?

3. Are there any territorial conflicts in the village?

Public Land, Protected Areas (National Park, Forest.and)

1. When was the national park established?



2. Was the park established in cooperation with lacébrs?

3. How has the park influenced the village?

S S

a) Any opportunities for the villagers?

b) Any problems for the villagers?

Are there any conflicts related to public land

Who are involved in the conflict (which areas, greuhouseholds, individuals)?
Has the conflict had any influence on the actigitieccupation etc. in the village?

If yes, on who and where?

61



Appendix 5 Semi Structured Guide for Key Informants

(Community Development Office; Volunteering village collecting applications: President of
Agricultural Processing Groups)
Purpose: To get general information in relation with theiaties in the village, organization of

different groups/ land tenure
Duration: 1 hour each of them
Materials: Notepaper.

Participants: All members of the group for each interview + Tgiamor

Partl.

What is the main responsibility of the CommunitywBlepment office?

What are the main activates that contribute tarthemes of the households in the village?
Which kind of groups exist in the village?

What is the role of groups?

What kind of opportunities these groups offer?

What kind of limitations these groups offer?

What kind of problems/concerns exists in the vidtag

NoakwNE

Part 2. To get depth information with regard tedaertificate in the village/ land tenure system

How land is distributed in the area? (Traditionafygtually)

What are the main certificates that exist in tHiage?

What kind of security they offer?

How is the process to apply for land certificate?

What are the main concerns of the villagers inti@teto security of land?

How many households have land certificate?

Do villagers change the strategy of planting whesytdon't have land certificate?
Do villagers have any concern in relation to puldicd?

Do they have any dispute with officials/ each other

©CoNoh,wWNE

62



Appendix 6 Semi structured interview guide households
Purpose: To explore the main activities (economical, sqcdl the villagers, the land use, their

main concerns and perception of their opportundies degree of security.
Duration: 1 hour each of them
Materials: notepaper.

Participants: 2 members of the group for each interview (+ tia@tios)

1. Occupation and activities:
1.1 Which activities does your family depend on?
1.2 What is the most important activity for your PiMhy?

2. Hots and certificate:
2.1 How many plots do you have?

2.2. How many do you have with certificate and hoany without?
2.3 Where are they located?

2.4. Are you applying for a certificate?

2.4 In your opinion what is the difference betwéamilies with certificates and people without? (in
e.g. economical, social or cultural aspects?)

2.5 In your opinion what are the most importanteg$p about owning a land certificate?
2.7 Do you feel there are opportunities you missahee of the lack of a certificate?
2.8 Do you feel there are opportunities you getibse of the possession of a certificate?

2. Land use:
3.1 How dependent are you on the land you use?

3.2 What do you use it for — which crops?

3.2 What are your reasons for growing the cropsardtivate on the land with certificate?
3.2.1 What are your reasons for growing the crapsagultivate on the land without certificate?

3.3 How much do you invest in the different plotsyear (e.g. pesticides, fertilizer etc.)?
3.3.1. And how labor intensive is the productiongot?

3.3.2 Do you hire anyone to work on your plot (s)?

3.4 What determines the amount of investment inahd and production?

3.5Do you invest differently in the plot with certifite and the plot without?

3.6 Where do you seek advice or help regarding yout tamproduction?
3.7 Are you a member of any village group or coapees?

63



3.7Have there been any changes in the way you uselgod®? Why?

3.8Do you have any disputes regarding access andf lsed?
3.8.1 How do the disputes affect activities of the howseh

3. If applicant:
4.1 Can you tell me about when and how you applied@di@& you in any way advised to and
informed on how to apply?)

4.2 What are your reasons for applying?
4.2.3 Can you tell me a bit about what the lack oértificate has meant to you?

4.3 Do you have any concerns in the way you cubivehich you wouldn’t have if you had a
certificate?

4.4 Have you had any problems or experienced amyaliions because of lacking certificate? (e.g.
problems with authorities, no funds available étc.?

4.5 What is your experience with the applicationgass? (Easy, difficult, problems, help from
somewhere, information?)

4. If not applicant:

5.1 When did you get your certificate?

5.1.2 Did you inherit or apply for it?

5.1.3 Can you tell me about the process and howggothe certificate?

5.2 Have you changed crops or way of cultivatiderahe possession of a certificate?
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Appendix 7 Transect walk
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Generall observation during transect

Nr of Land use Ownership of land
points
1 Cashew nut farm Without Land certificate
2 The foot of the hill
3 Little oil palm trees Without Land certificate
4 Para rubber farm Without Land Certificate
5 Oil palm farm Land certificate
6 Grave yard
7 Para rubber Without Land Certificate
8 Oil palm farm No information
9 Abandoned paddy- rice field
10 Oil palm and mixed farm ( mangos teen , banana, Land certificate
longkong
11 The house of the guide near the road Land certificate
12 Mixed orchard farm Land certificate
13 Kamphuan canal
14 Para rubber ( 4 years) No information
15 Mixed farm
16 Durian farm No information
17 Para rubber (2 years) with sprinkler, between the Without land certificate
rows are plant mangosteen, 2 years.
18 Para rubber farm, the foot of another hill Withdiand certificate
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Appendix 8 Resource map
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Appendix 9 Venn Diagram

Relation with actors / institution involved in the process of issue the land
certificate
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Appendix 10 Table of applied methods

Methods used

Quantity

Information

Questionnaire

40

Quantitative data on
livelihoods and tenure

Key informant interviews

5

Informant interviews

9

Depth information on
activities, land use,
organization of groups,
tenure status, kind of
certifications

GPS

2 maps

Map of village, borders
public land; Transect
route

PRA

Community resource map

Shows borders, publ
land, market, garbage
dump, mosque,
households

Seasonal Calendar

Activities by season

Paired Matrix Ranking

Shows the different
problems ranked in
order of importance for
villagers with land
certificate and without

Venn diagram

Relation with different
actors, institution
involved in the process
of issue the land
certificate

Transect walk

Shows the land use ai
land certificates in the
route chosen form
National Park to Forest
area

Observation

Used in all methods
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Introduction

The local context

The village Ban Kamphuan is located in the soutftwdiland in the district Suk Sam Ran in the
province of Ranong. Ban Kamphuan is consideredmoortant commercial centre in the district, as
it is where distribution of commercial productseakplace. The main activities that support the 321
households in the village are fishery and agricaltproduction (e.g. para rubber and fruit). The
village was established about 100 years ago afmt#ed close to the National Park®XBasic
Information Report 2009). Most national parks ireiléind have been established during the last 30-
40 year&’, why we presume that the village was there betfweeprotected area. A current problem
in Ban Kamphuan is a conflict between the villagens the national park authorities. Both claim
right to land and territory surrounding the villag#ithout title deeds on land it can be difficudt t
prove a legitimate claim in the modern bureaucrddys can result in expulsion from the use of

land, which villagers traditionally have used.

Identifying the problem

The forest area in Thailand has decreased fromricmyvabout 50% of the total land area in 1961 to
20-25% in 2000, why the Thai Government has foumecessary to establish protected areas in
order to stop the deforestation (FAO 2000). Therdénowever an inherent conflict in biological
protection as there often are people dependenh®matural resources, which they are excluded
from in the establishment of protected areas. Hisitly development projects and environmental
programs have been top-down focusing on conservaia not including the knowledge and
interests of local communities (Wells and Brand@93). Most people in rural areas are very
dependent on natural resources, not least forwdgmal activities, why it can have a great impact
on their livelihoods, if they are excluded from thee of the resourc®sin Thailand the agricultural
sector is fundamental. It is not only a major seus€ goods and foreign exchange, but is a way of

life for the majority of the population. Besidesrfong part of the natural capital of the country, i

19 At time of writing we don’t know the name of thational park, as there are various in the area.

% Thailand’s protected area system was establishtaih960s after passing of the Wild Animals Reston Act
(1960) and the National Parks Act (1961). During 1880s and 90s area protection increased rapisM 2003: 15).
2! Furthermore studies have shown that incorporatfdghe local communities is a necessity for sudutsenservation
of biodiversity and natural habitats, why it is ionfant for the well-being of people as well asdavironmental
protection (Wells and Brandon 1993).
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terms of natural resources, biodiversity and emwirent, agriculture provides an occupation,
culture, traditions and values for rural peoplepwiave long had their livelihoods based on a close
relation to nature (Thanwa 2002). The possiblectsf@n land access, land use and agricultural
activities in a Thai community will therefore hasa impact on the overall livelihood strategfes
Determinant for the livelihood strategies of poeople are the assets they have access to and how
these are combined in the effort to ensure survidakets orcapitals can be human, social,
financial, physical and natural. If land, which a& important asset especially in rural areas,
becomes scarce or changes in any way it will affieetvillagers’ strategies. Therefore land tenure
is of great importance. Rural communities in Thadldave traditionally relied on common property
resources with land distributed by customary lawroligh this tenure system the villagers have
access to and right to use land, which they donsatessarily have private property rights for
(Vandergeest 1999). Because of lack of officialpemby rights these relations are seldom taken into
consideration when establishing protected areas diknational park. Most households in Ban
Kamphuan earn a living by agricultural productiomdare dependent on accessible land. How the
establishment and existence of the national pafBan Kamphuan can cause conflict and how it
influences the lives and livelihoods of the locdlagers is therefore an interesting issue to look

into.

Objective

The general objective of this study is to assesseffects of the overlapping territorial claims and
the conflict with the national park on the liveldas and livelihood strategies of villagers in Ban
Kamphuan. We will investigate if the villagers aeeonomically affected by the overlapping
territorial claims and to what extent the disp@ads to new economic activities for the households
in BK (e.g. changes in land use, migration, fishezgotourism). We will focus on economic
activities, but will include the cultural, sociaddhuman aspects, which are important determinants
for the livelihood strategy and outcomes.

This interest leads to following research question:

22 gy livelihood strategy we refer tthe range and combinations of activities and cheithat people make/undertake
in order to achieve their livelihood goalFID, 1999:23, section 2.5).
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Research question

How do the overlapping territorial claims between the villagers and the national park influence

livelihood strategiesin Ban Kamphuan?

To be able to answer the overall research questienill first answer three sub questions:

Sub questions:
1) What characterizes the livelihoods and strategid3?
2) What characterizes the tenure system in BK?

3) How is the national park managed?

These questions enable us to get an understantlihg ¢ocal context and the different elements,
structures and stakeholders involved in the teratalispute between the national park authorities

and the local villagers, which is a necessity fusveering the research question.

Definition of relevant concepts

Livelihood: The way people make a living, in thisidy mainly focused on the economic resource
base people have at their disposal and make use of.

Livelihood strategy: The activities and choices seholds undertake to achieve their livelihood
goals (DFID 1999).

Household: Refers here to a group of individualarisiy food and who have a common goal of
improving their socioeconomic status from one gatien to the next (FAO 1992 in Messer and
Townsley 2003).

Land tenure: Land tenure is the relationship (lggat customarily defined) among people as
individuals or groups, regarding land (includesehaatural resources such as water and trees).
Rules of tenure define how property rights to lame to be allocated and how access is granted to
use, control, and transfer land (FAO 2002).
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Analytical approach

To guide our investigation we are inspired by tlelihood approach described by DFID (1999). In
contrast to the traditional approach to rural depsient that focused on agriculture and natural
resources this is a bottom-up approach that takparture in the multidimensionality of poverty
and is focused on the agency and the capabilityacibrs (ODI 1999). It emphasizes the
investigation of the different assets people anaskbolds have access to and how they use them.
Inspired hereby, this study will focus on the asghe households in Ban Kamphuan rely on and
what determines the character of them and the soegs the importance of the national park.
Structures and processes in the households, thegoity and at a macro level (e.g. governmental)
influence the character of assets and access. Wéhwaiefore look at the structures shaping land
tenure and protected area management in Ban Kampfwaget a full picture it is furthermore
relevant to incorporate a time dimension, whicH & done by exploring how assets and strategies
have changed over time e.g. occupation and incomeas (DFID 1999). Exploring the livelihoods
and strategies of households is a complex mattéreaails incorporating various aspects in the
assessment of them and in determining the relatiasther variables such as territorial dispfites
How we will assess these issues and answer ouarodseuestion will be described in the

following.

Methodology

The knowledge and information for our study will detained through quantitative, qualitative and
participatory methods. The methods used will hedpaoswer our research question by providing
data on the different households, stakeholderdamtiuses in the village as well as information on
the protected area and perceptions and views ofdkienal park. The data will be analyzed and
compared in order to determine the effect of therleyping territorial claims on the livelihoods in
Ban Kamphuan.

Semi-structured interview

We will conduct 8 semi-structured interviews in Béamphuan.

23 See Appendix 9 for more on sustainable livelihand the different factors influencing livelihoodsats, strategies
and outcomes.
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a) 1 interview with a key informant: the village heaam The objective is to get general
knowledge about the village and the villagers e@pnomic, social and cultural activities
and the different land uses, demographic featuneiste conflict with the national park.
Through the interview we aspire to get informatwnhouseholds involved in the territorial
disputes with the national park. This will be usedthe sampling of households for
distribution of questionnaires. Furthermore we exp® do a transect walk with the
informant and gather further information througformal conversation while exploring the

village.

b) 1 interview will be conducted with a governmenti@#l from the National Park. The
objective is to achieve knowledge on the managemoktite park, the background for the
establishment, the borders and regulations andthewark authorities cooperate with the
local community and farmers. Furthermore it willopide a view on how the park is
affecting the possibilities of the villagers in Bdtamphuan from the governmental

perspective.

c) 3 interviews will be carried out with householddhigh in some way are involved in the
territorial dispute and 3 with households who aoé iThe 6 households will be chosen by
most similarities (e.g. size and location) to avagl many differing variables as possible
affecting the household. The results (answers, rghtens etc.) from the interviews with
the two groups (involved and not-involved) will bempared in order to establish if there
seem to be any divergences in their choices anditaag and if that might stem from the

territorial conflict.

Group interview

An interview involving a group of 4 to 6 participgarselected from the various existing community
groups in the villag¢ will be conducted to obtain information on thefefiént occupational

activities in the village and what characterizes likelihoods of the members of the groups. The
group interview is aimed at providing insight iretimain concerns of the villagers relating to the
overlapping territorial claims, the people involvadd changes in livelihood strategies that have

resulted from the disputes. Through probing tealesgmore open discussion can be generated and

24 Ban Kamphuan has various village groups. The oreeknow of are: a saving group for production crealit
sustainable agriculture group, an artisanal fislgrayp and a natural resources and environmergégiron volunteer
network. Each group has between 150 and 200 members.
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the interviewers can gather information from thikage groups (Krishna 1987). Interviewers will
also take notes on observations of the nonverddaber of the participants as well as own ideas

and thoughts of issues raised during the interview.

Questionnaires

The group will carry out a household survey with l&useholds to obtain quantitative data on
characteristics and livelihood strategies in thiage.

Selection of households will be done through atifizd random sampling, where the population is
stratified into two categories; those involved lie tdisputes with the national park and those not
involved and then randomly selecting 10 respondieats each of the two strata. This will be done
from the information given in the previous intewe

Information obtained about the livelihood charastars of the two groups will be compared to see
if there are any important divergences in the tyoes of households. 3 households from each
group will be chosen for further exploration thrbugemi-structured interviews in order to
understand the reasons for the activities in thesébolds and what role the overlapping territorial
claims play in the villagers’ livelihood strategieBhe questionnaires will be administered by the

group member&’

GPS

The GPS will be used for mapping the householdsdgizating in the survey so as to establish the
location of the households involved and those neblved in the territorial disputes and to see if
there’s a spatial relationship between the maielilmod activities of the households and the

involvement in the territorial disputes.

Participatory rural appraisal

In the field we will use PRA methods that provitie bpportunity to get firsthand information from

local people on the village and issues relatetieo tivelihood strategies.

%> When distributing the questionnaires we will besithe structured questions ask about working hiowsder to
know at what time we can gather the individualsifieerviews or PRA exercises.
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Community resource map

A resource map will be sketched by a group of 1@gers to get a visual overview of the village,
and the distribution and use of land: infrastruetirtouseholds, crops, location of the protected, are
the disputed areas (and type of land) and otheoiitapt places for the villagers. 4 participantd wil
be selected from households involved in the canflelready visited in the distribution of
guestionnaires), and 6 will be selected randondynfdifferent parts of the village to make sure all
areas are covered. 3 men and 3 women will be seléctmake sure any gender-specific knowledge

is represented and with the criteria that they lihee& main economic activity in the village.

Activities ranking exercise

This activity will be done with villagers particifdag in the community resource map exercise. The
villagers will be asked to name all (economic) atigs in the village, enumerate the various
livelihood activities in the community and rank mtnén the order of importance. This method will

indicate the most important activities for the aglers and through discussions it will provide
information on the reasons for their priorities:ywtihey rank as they do and if the priorities have

changed due to the territorial disputes with thex f&elener et al. 1999).

Community history exercise

In this exercise a group of 6-8 elderly villagendl e gathered to describe and discuss main eyents
activities and changes in Ban Kamphuan throughakiedecades. Participants will be chosen for
their age, as they preferably should give us infdfom on the village as far back as possible.
Through this exercise we will be able to make eline with the most important events and why
and how they have happened (Selener et al. 199®)pugh the discussion we will obtain
information on the reactions and effects of thaldshment of the park and what characterized the
village and the livelihoods before and after thekpgas established. It may also be used to compare

with the results from the activity exercise ranking

Observation

Observation will be an inevitable and crucial taolour fieldwork. Through observation of the
villagers in their daily activities and of theirsponses and reactions in e.g. group discussions we
will gather important information about the village their opinions and relations which will be
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useful in the overall analysis of the livelihoodasegies in Ban Kamphuan and the connection to the

territorial disputes.

Transect walks

Two transect walks will be conducted, one in tHiage (to get an idea of the village, park, plots,

crops, activities etc) and the other in the nafipaak. Together with the village headman a trahsec
walk will be carried out across the village. Theigas production and physical livelihood aspects
of the village as well as topographical featuresation of the fields and protected areas will be
observed and described and analyzed in the makiagransect diagram. The aspects may include
soil management, types of crops, forests, live kstaafrastructure, aspects related to natural
resource conservation and management. Problemgodenitials related to the above aspects will be
noted. The transect walk in the national park \gille an overview of the protected area and
localize the official borders of the park. The twalks will furthermore show the location and type

of land that is disputed.
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Appendix 1 - Data matrix

Sub questions

Objectives

Methods

What
livelihoods and strategies
BK?

characterizes th

eDetermine the differen
roccupations and assets in t

village.

t Semi-structured interview wit
hthe village headman
Questionnaire

Resource Mapping

Activities ranking exercise

Group interview/discussion

Identify the different land use
in Ban Kamphuan (agriculturg

fishing etc.)

sSemi-structured interview
> Transect walk
Questionnaire

Resource Mapping

Group interview/discussion

Identify households involve

in the disputes with th

national park

dSemi-structured interview wit
pthe village headman

Group interview/discussion
Questionnaire

GPS

Determine characteristics
the livelihood strategies of th
villagers who are involved i

the territorial conflict

pfSemi-structured interview
ewith villagers

nActivities ranking exercise

Determine characteristics
the livelihood strategies of th
villagers who are not involve

in the territorial conflict

pSemi-structured interview
ewith villagers

dActivities ranking exercise

What characterizes the tend
system in BK?

r&nderstand how lan
traditionally has been divide
and allocated and how it

currently done.

dSemi-structured interview wit
dthe village headman
gGroup interview/discussion

Community history exercise
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Understand/determine fro

where/what the overlappin

territorial claims derive

mSemi-structured interview wit
ghe village headman arn
villagers

Resource mapping

Community history exercise

Identify the disputed areas

Semi-structured ingsvwvith
the headman
Transect walk + diagram
Questionnaire

Resource Mapping

Insight in the Vvillagers
perception of the distributio
of land (e.g. land controlled b

the national park)

Semi-structured interviews
nGroup interview/discussion
yResource mapping

Community history exercise

How is

managed?

the national

par

kldentify official
and

regulations

rules laws regardin

natural conservation and i

National Park.

Semi-structured interview wit
gpark authority representative

ne

Identify the borders of th
National Park

eTransect walk + diagram
Semi-structured interview wit

park authority representative

Assess how the pat
authorities/government
officials view the relationshiy

with the local community

KSemi-structured interview wit
park authority representative
)

Investigate if the villagers af
the

activities/management of th

incorporated in

park

eSemi-structured interview wit
2 park authority representative
eSemi-structured interview

with villagers

if

problems with illegal activities

Investigating there ar

in the park

pSemi-structured interview wit

5 park authority representative
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Assess the villagers’ view ofGroup interview/discussion

the national park Semi-structured interview

with villagers
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Appendix 2 - Time schedule

Time schedule Fieldwork of March — 229 of March

Date Activity Time
Travel to Research Station Morning
March Meeting with our Thai counterparts Afternoon
10 Discussing and preparing the fieldwork with thenj
Walk in the village
March Preparations for the various activities: discussipiMorning
11 translations of questionnaires, interview guides et
Walk and observation Afternoon
Make an appointment with village headman and a
park official.
Semi-structured interview with key informaniorning
March (headman of the village) and a transect walk with
12 him through the village.
Identify village groups representatives and mpaRdéternoon
appointment
Semi-structured interview with park official [+Morning
March Transect walk with him
13
Group interview with representatives from thafternoon
village groups.
Preparation of questionnaires and sampling
March Household survey/marking the households (GPS) Mgrni
14
Household survey/marking the households (GPS) Abten
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March Household survey/marking the households (GPS)Morning
15

Household survey/marking the households (GPS)Afternoon
March Evaluation of activities and data until now Morgin
16 Follow up on activities if necessary Afternoon

Mobilization of villagers for the PRA exercises
March Community history exercise Morning
17

Resource Mapping Afternoon

Activity ranking exercise
March | 3 semi structured interviews with villagers Morning
18

3 semi structured interviews with villagers Afternoon
March Overview of data collected All day
19 Follow up on the different activities and exercises

and possible lacks
March Follow up and data analysis Morning
20 .

Data analysis Afternoon
March Data analysis Morning
21
March Departure from the Research Station
22
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*Each evening the group will gather the informatioallected and make a short description

followed by discussion. The plan for the next day e updated.

88



Appendix 3 - Questionnaire

Introduction:

Dear respondent, we are a group of students fromelsity of Copenhagen and Thai

students carrying out a study on how occupation antvities have been influenced

by land tenure - more specific, by the existencéhefnational park. Selection of the

households for this survey was done randomly. Ymwsehold happened to be one of
those selected to give an overview of the whollagd. Please feel very free to give
your response as possible and ask questions wheyeveneed clarification on any

issue raised during our interaction. The informmatabtained from your household

will be treated with utmost confidentiality.

(Estimated time to fill the questionnaire: 30 minues)
To befilled out by the interviewer:

Name of Interviewer:

Interview No.: D

Date of Survey:

INSTRUCTIONS:
For questions with options, Tick the boxes providedhark with sigrn

Part 1: Personal Data

1.1. Name of the respondent (optional):

1.2. Gender: Male Female
1.3. Are you the head of the Househol Yeq No
1.4. Age 5-25 26-3 36-45 46 and above

1.5. What is your level of education?

Not attended school
Primary school grade 1-6

Elementary school grae 7
High School
University
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[

Household Gender Age Level of education | Main Occupation
member 1.Female |1.15-25 1.Not attended 1. Agriculture
2. male 2. 26-35 school 2. Fisheries
3.36-45 2.Primary 1-7 3. Governmen
4.46 + 3. High school employee
4.University 4. Others (specify)
1
2
3
4
5
6

Information about other household members

1.6 How long has the household lived in this area?

Less than 1 year

Comments:

1-10 years 11-20 years

21- 30 years

>30 years

1.7What are the activities contributing to the maimatere of the household?

For what purpose

Farm Activities

Production

Self-

consumption

Commercial
(e.g. selling on

the market)

Fruit production

Rice production

Para —rubber production

Oil- palms production
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Vegetable production

Rambuttan production

Cahewnuts production

Livestock keeping

Non-farm activities

Fishery

Collection of non-timber

forest products

Lumbering

Factory work

Government employment

(e.g. in the park)

Work outside the are
(BK)

Remittances/economic

transfers

Other

1.8Does the National Park affect your household &es/? YeD

If yes: in what way?

New job opportunities

Less job opportunities

N
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Less land available

Restrictions on the choice of crops

2. Do you own any land? Y ] No[ ]

2.11f yes do you have title for it’?YD o|:|

2.2What type of land ownership do you possess?
N.S.-4 (Full Title Deed)
N.S.-3 (Certificate of Utilization)
Others (Please Specify)

Comments:
2.3 How many plots? And how manypeaplot?
Plot 1 Rai
Plot 2 Rai
Plot 3 Rai
Plot 4 Rai

Do you use land you don't have title deeds fors |:| No|:|

3. Do you have any problems with territorial dissgmnents? YD N|:|
31. If yes: with whom?

Other households

The National Park

Other

Comments:

3.2. Do you have any disputes with the nationakpar Yesl:| qu

4. Are you a member of any of the village groups? Yes|:| No|:|
4.1 If yes: which?

Saving Group for Production Credit

Sustainable Agriculture Group

Artisanal Fishing Group
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Environmental Protection Volunteer Network

Others

5. Do you have access to microcredit? No
5.1 If yes: from where? D I:I

Local bank

Group savings

Credit institutions

Other

Thank you very much for accepting to take parthis interview and for your time. Would you
mind being considered for another session whereamelearn more about some of the issues that
affect this village?

Which day and time would be convenient for you?
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Appendix 4 - Interview introduction and interview guides

Aim of qualitative research

The aim and strength of collecting qualitative datthe thorough investigation of a smaller amount

of data and the possibility to explore attitudeshdwior and opinions, which is not captured in the

guantitative methods (Bryman 2004:285). This isrgeeson for doing interviews in this study as we

want to understand why the villagers choose andaacihey do — what reasons lye behind the
household activities, what is their perceptionhaf hational park and what are the links between the

territorial conflict and the activities of the \aljers.

Introduction to the informants and reflections on aur role as researchers in the
field

As we are foreigners visiting and interfering i thormal life of the villagers in Ban Kamphuan it
Is important that we reflect on our role as out-eocsn We have to be aware of local customs and
habits and try as much as possible to act accotditigem. We find it very important to inform our
informants and participants about the aim of osit\dand study, so there won't be any doubts about
our presence and the use of the data and informgathered. This is also necessary in order to
gain the trust of the informants and establish oappvhich will facilitate the collection of useful
data. Due to the traditionally top-down approachdefrelopment projects and studies this also
seems particular relevant as to ensure that owepoe in Ban Kamphuan is not to enforce a
program or the like but on the contrary to leaomfrthe villagers and the specific context in which
they form their livelihoods. This is furthermoreportant in order to avoid any misunderstandings
regarding the purpose with our visit e.g. that we ot perceived as possible donors and links to
aid in some way of another, which would have amafion the relations we establish and the

information given.
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Interview 1: Semi structured interview with the village headman

Purpose: To get an overview of the village, the main atiédg and relations in Ban Kamphuan.
Duration: Approximately 2 hours.

Materials: recorder, notepaper.

Participants: All members of the group and a translator

Introduction of the informant:
4. What is your name?
5. What is your occupation?

6. What are your role/responsibilities in Ban KampHian

Introduction to the village:
11.When was the village established?
12.How many inhabitants?
13.How many households?
14.What are the main occupations in the village?
15. What are the main land uses?
16.Have there been any great changes in the mainitegivand occupations since the

establishment of the village?

17.What are the main problems in the village?
18.What are the main concerns in the village?
19. Are many people migrating from the area?

20.1f yes, what are the reasons for people migrating?

Land tenure:
4. How has land traditionally been distributed in B@amphuan?
5. Has the way of distribution undergone big changesesthe establishment of the village
(and the park)?

6. Are there any territorial conflicts in the village?

National park:
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8. When was the national park established?
9. Was the park established in cooperation with lacébrs?
10.How has the park influenced the village?
c) Any opportunities for the villagers?
d) Any problems for the villagers?
11. Are there any conflicts related to the nationakfar
12.Who are involved in the conflict (which areas, grieuhouseholds, individuals)?
13.Has the conflict had any influence on the actigitieccupation etc. in the village?
14.1f yes, on who and where?
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Interview 2: Semi structured interview with an Official from the National

Park

Purpose: To get information on the park management, rukes regulation, the park area and the
disputed areas. And to get a view on the relatipnsith the local community and the conflict from
the perspective of a government official.

Duration: 1 1/2 hour (+ 2 hours for transect walk)

Materials: recorder, notepaper

Participants: All members of the group + translator

When was the park established?

Who established the park and why?

How were the borders determined?

Was it in cooperation with local actors?

How is the park regulated (local specific rule®werall general national rules)?
How are the rules enforced?

Who is involved in the decision-making processegeming the park?

Is there any form of cooperation between the vidtagand the park administration?

© © N o g w0 DdhPE

Are the local villagers in any way allowed to preetactivities in the park?
10.How do you perceive the relation to the local comity?

11. Are there any disagreements between the park @tiglsaand the local villagers?
12. Are there any problems with illegal activities?

13. If yes, what do you about it?
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Interview 3: Semi structured interview with 6 villagers

Purpose: To explore the main economic activities of thdageérs, their main concerns and their
perception of the National Park.

Duration: 1 hour each of them

Materials: recorder, notepaper.

Participants: 2 members of the group for each interview + traiios!

General information
1. What are the main activities that support the hbolkk
Why have you chosen these activities?
Have you changed your occupation/the activitieemdg? Why?
What is most important for you in order to takeecaf your family?
Are you dependent on land access?
Do you have title deeds on all the land you use?
What is the accessible land used for? (if agricaltwhich crops)

Have there been any changes in the way you uselgod®? Why?

© © N o o k& w0 N

Do you have any disputes over access and landglgs?

10. How do the disputes affect economic activitieshef household?
Information regarding the National Park:
What is your opinion on the National Park?

Does the park in any way provide you with any opyaties?

Does the park in any way constrain your activities?

H w NP

Are you in contact with the park’s authority? Homdafor what?
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Interview 4: Group interview with representatives from village groups

Purpose: To gather spokespersons from the village groupsesenting a big part of the village
population (each group has between 150 and 200 ewsinto get information on the livelihood
strategies and perceptions regarding the Natioai. H' hey will provide information useful for the
sampling of households for distributing questionesiand semi structured interviews.

Duration: 2 hours

Materials: recorder, notepaper, refreshments.

Interviewer: 1 member + translator. All members present
Questions:

What are the main activities in the groups?

What type of members do you have?

What do the members gain from the membership?

Are your members dependent on access to or canenlland?

Are the members in any way influenced by territodiaputes?

Does the national park offer any opportunities(Bamonomic) activities for your members?
Does the national park in any way hinder (economativities for your members?

Which members/households are affected — any spegibup?

© © N o g DN

In what way are they affected?

10. Where are the involved/affected households (aegifip areas)?
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Appendix 5 - Ranking exercise of activities

Purpose: To identify the most important activities for thvillagers and the reasons for their
priorities and if they have changed due to thetteral disputes with the park

Participants: 10 villagers from Ban Kamphuan

Duration: 1 hour

Materials: paper, markers, refreshments.

Facilitator: Members of the group + translator

Example:

espondents| A (B |C (D |E |[F |G| H| || J | Total Ranking

Activities

Agriculture

Fishery

Ecotourism

Collectors
(In the Nationa
Park (NTFPs)

Collectors
(Outside the
National Park
(NTFPs)

Others

1 is less practiced x most practiced
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Appendix 6 - Resource mapping exercise

Purpose: to get a visual representation of the village frim perspective of the
villagers. It will provide an overview of the houmsxéds, plots, crops, land use and the
disputed areas. In the exercise different opin@amd perceptions of the relations in
the village might also be revealed.

Duration: 4 hours

Materials: big pieces of paper, markers, color pens, refrestsn

Facilitators: all members of the group + translator

Activity: The participants will be asked to draw an overvigwhe village: roads,

households, plots, the crops and different culiovest as well as key locations and
places of importance (market, places of occupatibn)doing this the participants
will be gathered outside in an open space and atkkedake an overview of the
community and the spatial relations in the villdge using natural materials (by
drawing in the ground and using stones, sticksjdeatc.). Afterwards participants,
group members and the translator will gather ingilé¢he community hall) and draw
the map on paper, which will provide the visualressgntation of the community and

the resources present.
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Appendix 7 - Community history exercise

Purpose: Information on the main events and activitieshia village as far back in time as possible.
This is important in order to understand the curgtuation in Ban Kamphuan — the priorities,
opportunities, problems and conflicts.

Participants: 6-8 elderly from the village

Duration: 2 hours

Materials: Big piece of paper, markers, refreshments.

Facilitator: 2 group members + translator

Activity: The participants will be asked to name all event$ ehanges they find important as far
back as they remember. The themes will mainly lelitional land use, occupation and the
establishment of the national park but every aspeetparticipants bring in will be noted and
followed up where relevant. The issues discussédwinoted on a big piece of paper or on a board
to get an overview of all events influencing thenoounity through time. The events may as well be

drawn if it facilitates the process and discussion.
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Appendix 8 - Extra activities

Depending on the time available and the need fahéu information there are two activities, we
might carry out during the fieldwork:

a) A semi-structured interview with an official frorhd Administrative Office, who will be
able to give us some overall information on the dgraphic characteristics of Ban
Kamphuan and how they have changed through timet issan official office he may be
able to provide some secondary data e.g. statidata or the like on the area and the
village.

b) The second possible activity is a focus group wisv with people involved and not
involved in the territorial disputes to get theipimion on the national park and the
opportunities and constraints it brings. Besideplaing the relationship between the
National Park (authorities) and the villagers, ttiscussion could reveal the relationship
between different villagers and show if there argy anternal disputes amongst them
regarding the national park or other issues.
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Appendix 9 - Livelihood and livelihood strategies

Livelihood is a very important concept working witkople in developing countries. It involves the
way, in which people tried to find resources andigare out how to make a living. People need
some main bases to satisfy their own interest a®dls), but the idea is not only to get bread and
shelter. It is equally important to identify statidentity, information, management of skills and
relationships among people. It compromises the lmhjp@s, assets, material and social resources
and all activities that are crucial to make a lgzihivelihoods strategies have to be sustainabld, s

is important to respond to the needs of the ru@hraunity in both short and long terms
(Phonsigiri).

Capital assets- is very important to take into aotccapital assets that farmers have in their
disposition such as: livestock, buildings, machmequipment, agricultural chemicals, seeds, crops
etc (Upton 1996). It is very important for farméoshave capital that is a possibility to go in with
farming and produce to maintain their householdanof the farmers in Thailand are small- scale
ones, who produce for themselves and what is sisrthey sell in the market.

Natural resource- Land is one of the most signifidactors for farmers especially for poor ones. If
farmers have access to land that lead to use ibmigtfor direct and productive activates, but also
for collateral for loans (DFID 1999). However itdeucial for farmers to have land title. In additio

to our research, it will be investigated to seatreh between villagers and National Park and how
are they arguing for their land and their rights.

Other important resources are forest, wild-resqurager, air quality, conservation of biodiversity,
protection from erosion. All of these are publicoge and have to serve to the whole community,
they don’t have to exclude some and give potefdialise to the others. Ways in which these public
goods are distributed create conflicts among stalklens. It should be taken into account interests,
basic needs, and aim of all of villagers, even gffioconservation of biodiversity is a big issue.
Physical capitalinvolves infrastructure (roads, rails, telecomneation, access to water, energy,
health centers and market). Villagers, who donitehaccess to land has to find other opportunities
and to choose in which sectors to be involved thepsources of income, thus will lead in new
strategies for livelihood. However to be able tad tigs chancesocial capitalhas to be part of
villagers’ strategy. Personal skills, knowledgel @bnnections, networks and membership in
particular groups to enhance collaboration, muittarests, trust among members, should be taken
into account. On the other hafidancial capitalis vital to ensure life, it can be converted tigiou
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structures and processes into other types of ¢agitzh as education or to be transformed into
political influence, so villagers could gain poveerd thus be actively organized, be part of politica

decision to have access to natural resource (DBEIL
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