
 
 

 
3085 3605 2549-50 

 

                                    

  
Local Wisdom and Local Knowledge of    in                                       

Forest Resource Management, Upper Mae Tia Watershed 

 

 

.   

  
 

 

 

 

 



 

 

 

  

 . . 
2535 

 

 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



 
Abstract 

 
Highland villages in Mae Tia Watershed have long been living with the forest based 

on belief and understanding in way of life. Forest management created by adapting way of life 

in compliance with nature has become repetitively local wisdom. The recognized conflict that 

was raised by Drug suppression of previous government and conflict with downstream villages 

in the era of intensive farming in conjunction with forest reallocation of Ob Luang National Park, 

which caused Mae Tia upstream villages to establish local organization for handling forest 

management systemically and strengthened together with driving force to highland group 

leaders so that they learn to solve the problems together.  They established an organization of 

highland conservation in 1992 (2535). The cultural capital was recognized by many social 

scientists as sustainable forest management that could maintain pristine forest. The question is: 

what makes a pristine forest? What is an indicator of practical and successful forest 

management? This research was performed by bringing local participation in social science 

and natural science applies in order to pursuit a reasonable answers.  

Results of the study on forest ecology showed the community forest having more 

diversity and sustainability than other types of forests based on the index of basal area and 

average diameter of trees including the proportion of regeneration with distribution and foliage 

coverage of trees.  However, there was less regeneration of small trees in the conservation 

forest as it was densely populated mostly by large trees.  It was also found that the rehabilitation 

forest of the two communities contained more species and number of trees than other types of 

forest use which could explain the good regeneration process of trees in the future.  When 

comparison was made on the ecological data of the conservation forest, community forest, 

traditional use forest and rehabilitation forest with the development of the management and 

types of forest use as controlled by the regulations set up by the community, results showed 

that Ban Huay Manao community had better forest ecology than Ban Hin Lek Fai except in the 

amount of logged area and average diameter of trees in rehabilitation forest because the effect 

of the forest use and management of community forest of Ban Huay Manao was much better 

than Ban Hin Lek Fai. 
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