





1 CURRENT TOURISM ACTIVITIES

1.1 National Tourism Growth

. Thailand has enjo.y.'edfa rapid gr()wtﬁ of tourism industry since 1986, and the
tourism sector has been the primary f@rei'g'n exchange earning sector.
According to the latest tourism statisti’cé,‘ the intcrna'tional tourist arrivals
reached ‘about 4.8 million in 1989 or doubled since 1985, The average increase
rate during therrapidly growihg Ipcri_o'd 5étwéén 1986 and 1989 was as high as
20% per annum, as shown in Table 1,1 and Fig. 1.1. Thailand is an outstanding
tourism country;. being sﬁpporled by extreme increases in Asian Newly
Industrialized Economics (NiEs) tourism demands as well as those of Europeans
and Japanese. - Since Bangkok is an international transport node, the major
dcsfinatibn is Bangkok: more than 2 million international fourists travel this

capital city and its vicinitics.

As for the domestic tourist market, " Domestic Tourist Survey” conducied by
TAT in 1986 shows that a tqtal.numbe'r of domestic tourists rcachced 45.8 million.
Althongh current "d_z_zta is'_not_ available to know the growth trends of domestic
tourists, (it can easily be suprsed that along with the growth of per capita
national incpmc,' {hé domeétiq tourisr_n. demands are  proportionally increasing.
Hence, a n_ufnber of more than 56 million domestic tourists as Qf 1989 may be
estimated. It is noted that 49% of the domestic tourists originate from Bangkok

according to the survey.

Thus, the tourism market; both international: and domestic, is quite large for
the nation as a whole, and the market tends to become larger and larger.
Taking into account such :an expanding tourism market, an important issue is
how to make use of this-'cxpanding economi¢ -activities as a stimulus to boost

regional economic development in the UCR.

In the UCR, Ayutthaya is the focal tourism spot. Popular necarby Changwat for
tourists are Lop Buri, Sara Buri, Ang Thong and Sing Buri, Unlike the other
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Table 1.1 International Tourist Arriva!s in Thalland hy Naﬂonality YA
N ) UNRL; thousang
1984 1985' 1986' -198? 1988 . . 198g
Asian NIEs 1) 8753 872.8 1,0_63.8 © 13328 15053 1,58689
Japan 221.9 221.5 - 2504 341,86 . 4494 . - 5470
Major ECs 2) 289.4 298.7 367.1 . - 46447 - 6273 . 7032
USA 155.3 4712 1964 - . P35.9 2576 - 2809
Others 804.7 876.1 931.3 1,107.9 11,3915 1,687.6
Total 2,346.7 24383 28181 - 34830 - 42307 - - 48095
Growth Rate to ' 3.9% 156% . 23.6% 21.5% © 13.9%
Previous Year ' ' ' ' '
Source: Tourism Auihomy of Thaliand - :
Notes: 1) includes Taiwan, Korea, Ma!ayma and Slngapore
2} includes France, W, Gerr_nany and United Kingdom
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represgnlative - resorts such as Pattaya, Chiang Mai, and Phuket, thc UCR is a

destination. for one-day trip from Bangkok, and it is a tourism arca mainly for

the - domestic tourists. Accordmg to "Domcsuc Tourism Survey" conducted by

“TAT in 1987, 2 total of about 4.63 million people visited the UCR, out of which

about 164 mllhon people; or 35%, were tounsls who staycd at least one night in

:_thc UCR- and - the others: were just travellers who did not stay, as shown in Table
1.2, Ma_]onty of tourists and travellers were Thai people who reprcsented 97%.
Forclgners accoumcd only. for 135 thousand, or 3% of the total. Out of the total
number of foreigners, only 21 thousand, or 18%, stayed at lcast one night in
the UCR. - This" may prove that the UCR has not been an over-night tourism ™
destination for foreign tourists. '

Tab{e 1.2 Number of fc_su_rists: arid Travellers' in the UCR in .1987.'

UCR __ Ayufthaya AngThong = SingBun  Sara Bun LopBuri_ ChaiNaj

Total of Toutists and Travellers 4,630,524 1,353,808 _280.395 506,855 1,234,574 839,179

415,713
Thai - 4495739 1,205229 280395 506,855 1232905 834727 415,628
" Foreigner 134,785 128,579 ] ] 1,669 4,452 83
Number of Toviisls 1) 1635008 369,692 117,056 193274 551567 . 263809 139,630
: Thai © 1614383 552,205 117,056 193274 549898 262315 139545
Foreign = . 20,645 17,397 0 0 1,669 1,494 8s
Numberof Traveflers 2) -~ .- 2,995,496 984,116 163339 313581 683007 575370 276,083
' Thai 2,881,956 872,934 163339 313,581 683007 572412 276,083
Foreigner 114,140 111,182 0 0 0 2958 0

Share (%)
Total of Tousists and Travellers 100.0 100.0 000 100.6 100.0 100.6 100.0
' Thai 97.1 805 100.0 100.0 990 995 100.0
Foreigner - 29 25 00 0.0 0.1 Q.5 00
Mumber of Tourists 1) 35.3 273 417 38.1 447 -31.4 33.6
Thai 34.9 26.0 417 38.1 445 313 33.6
Foreign 0.4 i3 0.0 0.0 0.1 0.2 0.0
Number of Travellacs 2) _ 64.7 727 583 619 553 68.6 66.4
Thei 62.2 645 58.3 619 553 68.2 66.4
Forsigner 25 8.2 0.0 0.0 0.0 0.4 0.0

Source: Domestic Tourism Survey in 1987, Tourism Authority of Thaitend (1988)
Notes: 1) Tourists who stayed at least one night in the province;
2) Travellers who did not stay or passed through the province
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In terms of number of tourists, Sara Burl attracted the largest numbcr of 5‘32
{housand, followed by. Ayutthaya, 370 thousand “and Lop Bun. 264 ‘thousand.
‘Foreign tounsts were attracted 1o Ayutthaya only. although somo of them were

found in Sara Bun and - Lop. Buri.

In. splte of iss- proxnntty 10 Bangkok the power of the UCR 1o -attract.: tourtsts -
from - Bangkok soems to: be constdorably small, i 1t s’ taken: mto account that
number of tour:sts from Bangkok is about 29.2. mtlllon in 1988 of" whlch 25
million are clomcsttc tourists.: -k is - cstunatcd that the UCR has attracted only
3-4% of the: mtomational tourists - -and: 6- 7% of the - domostlc tourists’ from-
Bangkok We behove that the UCR could attract a much greator numbor of

tounsts, if its tounsm rosource cndowmonts could propcrly ‘be ut:hzed

.General characteustlcs of tounsm actmtles m the UCR can be demonstratod “in
Table 1.3 which shows C(mlpO.Sltl()n of transportanon mode ‘and type of
accommodqt:on tourists' orlgms by reglon, average length -of stay,_and
"avorago cxpenduure -per head per - day. - As for transponanon mode, it is noted
that tounsts o Ayutthaya usc tounst bus consnderably Twcnty elght pcrcont
of them use the’ tourist busos For tounsts to. Lop Bon, tram is a major -
transportatlon mode As for ongm of tour:sts, 36% of tourists in the UCR come
from Bangkok Relatwc magmtudc of the tourists from Bangkok in the total
toutists is the lughest in. Ayutthaya followed by Ang Thong On the other -
hand, Chai Nat attracts 35% of tourists form the _north_em region. ‘
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Table 1.3

Characteristics of Tourlsm Activities In the UCH 1 1987

Transportation Mode
by‘l_rain
bybus
by tourist bus
by private car .
others '

Type of Ac_oomcrd'aﬁon:q:
“Hotél
Bungalow
- Guest House ™
Others

Origin (by region, %) Y
Northeast
‘Central
.. West
East
“South
‘Bagnkok
Av. Length of Stay {days)
Ay, Expenditure (Bahtpersonfday)

Thaitourist
" Foréigner

UCR _Ayutthaya Ang Thong  Sing Bun  Sara Buri

10.4%
29.1%
14.1%

. 4B.3%

0.0%

59.9%

. 1.0%

0.5%
68.5%

124

1.6

237
6.3,

75
25
36.3

275

274 .

“ 740

12.6%
28.4%.
27.6%

32.1%

0.0%

21.5%
0.0%
2.4%

76.0%

7.2
224
64
114
‘22
435

220

356
812 -

Chai Nat

352

350

Lop Buri
C0.0% 0.0% 41%  321%  0.0%
L298% - 174%  400% 21.8% 28.3%
198% . 207% 24% 11.2% 0.0%
. 507% - 61.9% £3.8% 348% - T1I%
. 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
2B1%  299%  289%  457% . 593%
0.0% 0.0% - 3.0% 0.0% 0.0%
. 0.0% J0.0% T 0.0% 0.0% 0.0%
739% . 70.i% 88.1%  543% . 707%
65 167 . 68 165 35.1
4.8 2.7 272 6.9 44
339 423 169 23.1 1.1
50 - 8.2 4.7 64 9.1
9.3 59 59 58 42
1.4 0.6 14 38 7.2
40.1 238 37.1 37.8 20,8
261 223 184 234 3.24
243 354 211 218 335
0 511

S'otl."r'cég Domestic Tousiem 'éurve}'! in 1987, Tourism Authority of Thailand {1988)
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2 TOURISM MARKET POTENTIAL

The Prchmmary Survey for Tounsm Dcvc]opment of Ayutthaya and Nearby .
Provmces by Tourism Authmlty of Thailand - (’I‘AT) ln 1988 prcsents the future

cstimates of tourism demands for Ayutthaya as follows:
2.1 Tourism Demand Estimation
2.1.1 Thal Tourlst

In 1988 a fotal of 436,000 Tha1 lounsts visited Ayutthaya and it 1s estimated that
the total number will reach 472 500 lounsts by 1991 .at an average growth rate -
of 2.7% per annum. From 1992 . onward, ‘the average annual growth rate is

" projected to be 22% during the period 1992 to 1996 and 1.7% duriné fhe period -
1997 to 2001. | |

2.1.2 Forelgn Tourlst

The growth trend of foreign tourists is _sirﬁilai'.to lha.lrﬂf the Thai tourists, The
number of foreign tourists wil_l increase from 170,000 in 1988 to 205, 500 in 1991
at an annual increase rate of 6.5%. In long-lerm, the grewth will be at a lower
rate of 5.6% and 4.9% during the pcnods 1992 to 1996 and 1997 to 2001
respectively. However, it is cstimated that the share of foreign tourists in the
total tourists will increase substantially from 28% in 1988 to 30% in 1991, 34
and 37% in 1996 and 2001 respectively.

We think that .the above projectioh made based on the past rt're_nd méy be rather
pessimistic, and th_at given more intensive ‘tourism promotion and .
development in the UCR, the tourism demand would bé-exp'an_ded to a_ more
considerable extent than the projéction deliﬁcaicd .above_ as shown in '_Fig. 2L
We estimated tourist @iema_nd based on thé assurﬁptionsihat .the domestic
tourism demand is likely fo increase at slightly higher rate than that of per

capita income growth, and that the demand for 'in_ternatiqnal tourism will be
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Fig. 2.1 Tourist Demand Pro;ection o Ayutthaya by Tourism Development
' Master Plan (1988, TAT) and the UCR Study Team

dcpéndent- upon the atti‘activeﬁess_--_of- destination, but would not decrease - the
present share even in future. The outcome. shows .that a total number of - the
tourists visit'in'g .Ayutthaya will reach 1.3 million or double in the year 2001,
compared - with'-thg TAT's estimatc of ‘around 0.9 million in 2000.

A total.of the tourism demand. in the UCR can be cstimated based on the above
‘projection in  Ayutthaya. -The UCR. as a whole will attract about 3-4 times as
many.tourists‘ as-in Ayutthaya. As a result, it is estimated that the tourism
“market potential in the UCR will be about 4.0 million to 5.2 miltion in 2001
compared with the actual market size of 1.6 million as of 1987.

2.2 Tourism Resources

Moét of tourism attractions in the UCR are historical and architectural sites. In
A}émthayé;, 4'1-7 attractions out of 46 or almost 90 ‘per cent arc- historical and
archiiectural: ones while 17 out of 22 tourismn attractions are in Lop Buri, Sing
Bun and - Sara Buti. - It js also noted that most. of the natural beauties exist only
in Sara Buri. “Table. 2.-1 shows the inventory of these tourism resources in the

UCR and Fig. 2.2 illustrates the location of these resources.
In this region,"tourism -resources. of each Changwat are not various but rich in

the hlstcﬂcal assels such as- ancient monument, religious/ftraditional

monument and temple. Most of the existing historical sites and - ancient
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Table 2.1

Touf:ém Resources In _the UCR

Historleat and Roliglous Places Natoral Boauty Placos

Roliglous, Cuituro, Guslom, Lile Siyle and Other

Chat Nal

Sing Bud  Kal Bang Rachan Park; [ha tol-Burt Nallonal Museum,; Tho Reclining Duddha Wal Chak Si Worawlharn; Wat
The Anglaml Kiln al #ra Phiarg Tetnple, Amphoa Bang Plkuntong, Amphea Ta Chang. -
Rachan. X . _
Ang Thong  Kam Yard Residenca, Amnphoo Po Tong; Anclent Gity Rlca-Flotd Rirds, Amphoo Wal Ghalye Worawlhamn, Amphoo Chatyo; Wal ‘Pomok
Aulns, Amphoa Sawaong Ha Sawaeng Ha. Worawlharn, Amphoo Pamok; Wat Khbn tn Promool, Amphoo .
Po Tong: Wat Wisot Ghal Chars, Amphoo Wisel Chal Charn;
Mural Palnl a1 Wal Klon, Amphoo Wisot Chal Charn;
. Minlaluro' Thal Dolls Viltago ol Bang Sadot, Amphon Pamak;
CBHrom Maklng Village of Ekiara, Amphoe Pamek; Baskuhy
Vilaga of Bang Chao Cha; Amphico Fo Tong.
Aywithaya  Anclonl Palaco, Wal Phea Sil Sanphot, Vat Phia Rama, vikan Pra Mongkel Dopll, Khun Pmon House, Tho Chao
Wat Phia Mahathat, Wat Ratburana, Chedl Phu Khao Theng, Sam Plraya Natfonal Museum, Wat Panan Ghoeng, Wat Nivet
Wal Yai Chal Mongkel, The Elgphani Kraal, Chandra Kasem - Thampiawat, Royal Falk Arts and Cralts Cenlgr al Bang Sai,
Palaco, Foroigner Vitage, gang Pa In Pahcn . Way ol lila aldng tha Chao Phraya Aiver.
Lop Burf Phra Peong Som Yor, Naral ﬂatchanwet Fn?aco Wat Phra - Son Phea Kamn, Wal Lol
Sil Maha Thart, Vichoyen House, Piang Khack, Wat San
Pawfo, Wal Sra Thong, The Hindu Shilno. o )
Sara Burl Phra Buddha Baht.Templo: Phea Pra Pho Thl Sat Cave; Pra Thart Cavo; Muak Lek Waterlall;
Buddha Cha! Tomple Kusuma

Garden

Blrd Ground and Stiaw Bled Processlon,

Jod Sao Nol Watetfall Nabonal Park; Sam Lan Waterfall
Nallona! Pk, . .

monuments are located in. town areas; the Ancient City Island of Ayutthaya and

Lop Bur City.

'I‘here also. exist a number of historical and at:adcmlcly—valuable

cultural assets, which have not been exposed for tourism, alongside both- the

Chao Phraya River and the Noi River.

At present, Bang Pa-In Palace and Folk.

Aris and Crafts Cenier at Bang Sai are popular among international - tourists:

Natural resources, represented by the Khao Yai National Park, are located in

the"
Raichasima, Prachinburi and Nakhon Nayok.

castern arca in Sara Buri,

extending over Changwat Sara Buri,

Nakhon

. This mountainous beauties arc

some of strong attractions around Bangkok in conirast to the coastal tourism

attractions such as Pattaja and Hua Hin,

"Khao Yai is potentially an attractive

resort for not only Thai_but intermational tourists.
2.3 Potentials and Constraints

Major attraction of Ayutthaya is mear the center: of Bangkok (approximately 75
kms.) and accessible by bus, train and boat. This. rel'ativél'y: shoﬁ distance “is an
advantage of Ayutthaya over other places of fourist attraction: ~The UCR being
easily accessible from the. in_ternationai_.airport and- Bangkok - has high - :
poteniial jn both international and doinestic.td'uriSt market. - In addition “to-
highway access, the regibn is endowed with river boat access, which has
tourism  aitractiveness in  itself. * Based on these ‘endowments and transport -
conditions, TAT.has promoted it as a tourism spot suitable for one-day -
sightseéing.-trip from Bangkok since the Fou_rth -National Ec‘ono.mic and Social
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Development Plan. In the mcantime, ‘the other 5 Changwat have nol very
much been promoted though there arc various tourist attractions like
historical places, significant art and cultural assets including  religious places.

As long as the world tourism market continues to expand and the national
economic expansion further raise' the domestic income level, the - mcome level :
of Bangkok in pamcular. the UCR can be Sald o have strong market potennals
as described in the preceding section. In spite of these market and _resource
potentials, the UCR’ has not relatively been a major tourism arca duer to several

interrelated constraints as follows:

First, the TUCR is too close to Bangkok o be a tourlsm desimanon for ovemxght
stay. Day irip tourists naturally spcnd much less. amount of expendlture than
overnight trip tourists with a result- that substanual tourism investments havc
not been warranted. The lack of sufficient. overmght mp tourists partly

results in this lack of the mvestments to make up hlstorical and cultural assets
as tourism attractions. TAT's campaign has also been hlghhghtmg this region

as mcrely an area for the day trip tourists.

Second, in spite of a variety of the historical and cultural assets scattered over
the region, they are all more or less similar in the eyes of tourists because
these assets are not given with such man- made attractions that would add
distinguished charactcnstlcs to different placcs. . Those assets have not been
linked by the tourism loop which could - provide more attractive interests for

tourists.

Third, the UCR lacks attractive cities where tourists can enjoy overnight stay
with shopping and dining. Existing accommodations and entertainment

~ service can serve only for local market. Most hotels are small énd'hot up to a
standard for international j_touﬁsts There are also a small number- of |
restaurants and souvenir shops. Without the urban amcnities - like- abovc, the
UCR will continue to be a tramsit region in terms of not only industdal and -

business activities but also tourism.
Fourth, although historical and cultural assets have fairly been restored with

effort of the Depanment of Fine Ans, such effori has been confined to
individual spots of historicalfcultural building. ‘Looking at thesc assets as - a
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~group to form tourism environment, however, sufficicni effort has. not been

made to improve and. conserve the environment with proper land use control.
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3. REVIEW OF DEVELOPMENT e
DIRECTIONS IN PREVIOUS STUDIES

Regardmg the tourism in the UCR, ‘hree prehmmary studles and one  master
plan have been made by Tourism Authority of Thailand (TAT). namely,
Preliminary Study for ‘I‘ourism Developmcnt of Ayuuhaya (1985) Preliminary
Survey . for Tourlsm Developmem of Lop. Bun (1987): Prehmmary Study . for .
Tourism vaclopmcnt of - Nokhon Sawan, Uthal Thani,  Chai Nat, and Smg Bun
(1989); - and Tourlsm Dcvclopmem Master Plan of Ayutthaya and Nearby
Prnvmces (1988) ~There is also another study being carned out: Prehmmary
Study for Tourism Deveiopmem in Suphan Buri, Ang Thong, Lop Buri_ and . Sara
Buri, which is to be completed in 1990. Of thase, developmem d:rccuons and
polices are clcariy shown in. "Tournsm Development Master: Plan of Ayutthaya
and Nearby ' Provinces (1988)" which provides useful 1ns1ghts and

canmdcratmns for our study. This .mast_cr plan is _imeﬂy reviewed as follows:

1) © The master plan based on thc Prchmmary Study (1985) prowdcs main
1deas for. tourism developmcnt pmJects and programs in Ayutthaya and
guldelmcs “for five nearby Changwat namely. Sara Buri, Lop Buri, Ang
Thong, Sing Buri and Suphan Buri. '

2) The plan has p'r'o'pose.d a strategy for tourié_m dsvcldpment of Ayutthaya
under a concept of promoting Ayutthaya as: the center  for _';_oygr-nig'ht
visitors and international entrance stop ~with - attention to preservation
of natural resources. ‘The development guidelines for this end has been

prdpose_d ' as follows:

(1)  Marketing :P_romg;ion: It is proposed 1o create a mew tourism
image of Ayutt'haya-'by emphasizi'ng the - ancient city so és_ to
provide new éc_tiirities for the tourists who are interested in
historical: and culiural t’durs. .-'I‘érget groups '.'Will be the - Thai

" organized in the package tours which could be prumoted
throughout the ycar. ThiS specxal tour cxcursnon can be
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| 2)

3)

(4)

(5)

(8

'-promotcd for international market “during the pcak season - and

famous fesuvals The programs are ‘to be supportcd by well-
managcd promotion actwmes and information by usmg alI kinds
of mass media.

Tour Loop Arrangement: The master plan has proposed promotion

of tourism loops  from Ayutthaya 10 other nearby Changwat.

.- Ayutthaya is recommended to be the tourist center of the region.

The tourism loops are:

. - One-day trip: Ayutthaya - Sing Buri - Lop Buri - Sara Buri -

Ayutthaya, -

- ‘Half- day -trip: Ayutthaya - Suphan Buri - Ang Thong - Sing Buri -

Ayutlhaya

- 3/4 day tnp Ayuuhaya-- Bang Pa In - Bang Sai - Ayutthaya.

TranSDort Nelwgrk g-g Pgbiic '§§rviCGS' Thc plan has proposed

'-expansmn of pubhc utility - services to cope with the growing
“market . and an integrated transportation system combined with

river cruise, train and coach from -Bangkok to -Ayutthaya and

other Changwat, The plan also proposcs development of i;euv_orks

of the.sccond tourism resources groups such as Ancient City,

B.an_g Pa In, Foreign Villages, Ancient Elephant Kraal, Ayutthaya,
Nakhon Luang Palace and the. southern and western riversides of

the Ancient City Island. .

‘Handicrafis Devglggmgh;: The. plan rccommends to revive the

well-known ‘ancient style handicrafts and improve -these designs

~'so as to fit for daily uses. The development of local handicraft

will contribute to not only tourism promotion but also generation

of local : people's income.

| ogal Qulmral ngelopmen; The proposcd pro_lecl is to revive and

improve the arts and traditions in order to fascinate visitors with

_ the well planned programs operated from onc to another all year

round,

‘AS 1vic ah Fagilitie s“ D ¥ lopment: The plan recu’mmends 10

_construct more standard lOl.ll'iSt hotels and accommodauons as well
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3)

(1)

(2)

3

(4)

as more. souvemr shops and restaurants. “The. plan a!so proposes a
number of - facmtles for improvemcnt “of “the tourlsm cnvxronmcnt
that ‘is, construction’ of tourist landmarks -both 'inland and

nvorsnde, Ayutthaya Historical Smdy Cemer, permanont I!ght and
sound - presentation; permanem clephant show. at- Anment Elcphant

Kraal; great pond for fresh water. fish™ and so on.

- The - master plan has proposed . guldelmos for tourlsm dcvclopment in

'othcr Changwat as follows

Sara Bgi‘" -Based on domestlic toorisﬁl domands; this-C‘h’angWat
should be dcvclopcd as-a supplcmentary tourism dostmauon to
Ayutthaya ‘with natural recreauonal resources and hlstorlcal and
rchgl_ous sites.. - Picnic or camping arcas could .be" fcamblo by

providing security measures and improved acc_:_css:blht.y. .

Lop Buri: As the second royal cny, tho town tourlsm of Lop Bun

should be more encouraged by improvmg the presentation of .

ancncnt archltcctural monuments and valuable cullural assets.

-Promouon -of - joint’ ‘tour- programs’ “to- cover’ Ayutthaya and Lop

Buri could be ¢ffective.  Thé most important measures are proper
restoration. of cultural assets, land use regulation, the resoi.\rce

use control for tounsm eity cleanmg service and - tho provision .

_of security system

Ang_Thong and Sing Buri: These two Chahgwat*ondo\ved with the
similar naturc'-of-'ir.osourccs' 's_ho'_ul_d. be’ developed as
su’pplomentary’.'dostination and should be mtcgrated in the tour'
loops centered atroﬁn‘d Ayu'tthaya-.i: In Ang: Thong, specaal
emphasis may be placed  on -its handicrafts - produ_ct_l_on and river

tourism to attract the international tourists who are interested in

‘rural life in ‘Thailand.

Chai Nat: The ‘master plan describes- that Chai Nat is 100 far from
Ayutthaya to enjoy the p'osltive -influenco of .toUIis'm promotion -
in Ayutthaya and that this area should. thereforo, be

-mcorporated in the: development pohccs for the iowor northom

region.-
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4. RECOMMENDATIONS

4.1 - Policles

- Of imponance- is»_a" ,ba"sié ‘recognition that tourism development should be
concordant _‘ w_ith"tl_le_,"poiicics for regional. economic and social development as
' wel_l"asvtho'se' f@'rr-nat’u’ral -and -culi_urail resources conservation. - Given proper
policies for “tourism - p:romoti(in/dcvelopr_nent; t_ourism'.c:ould be ‘a stimulus .to
boost: “ihe _region,fal ,_ éconniny and: be a pfci_ﬁl_ising industry tO'g'ene'rat_e regional
incomg’ and -‘create ‘more - employment opportunities. . However, more attention
shou}'d_;--'a'lso be '..péid' to its negative -impacts on social and'.nét’ural deterioration
as well a's_positivé impag_ts' on the regional economy. 'For instance, the
indu'cem-ent of tourists into towns may economically benefit these towns and
their surroundmgs but, -at the same time, may require higher costs for
external dlscconomles such as destruct:on of - communmcs and environment.
This is common to the -argument on urbanization. ‘In this regard, a proper
pa'ce.of.'gr'o.vi.th is imporiant so that region may keep up with social changes
and local gQVGrnfﬁent "ma_y 'maﬁagc ‘the costs for eliminating external

' di’seconomi_és, A rapid growth of tourism should’ not necessarily be urged, but
rather stcady dcvclopmént should be carried out based on long-term

' perspectives.

th p()tCﬂtial market, both domestic and international, and: the distinct

strength in hlstoncal/cultural resources as well as in ‘inland natural beauties,

the UCR s assessed to become one of the outstanding national and

mtematlonal tounsm dcsunations in the long-run. - Development policies

E should be taken toward this. goal and may be divided into two phases: short-

and " medlum-tenn ‘(ihe: 7th ‘and- 8th National Plan Period:1992 - 2001) and long-
term' (Séyoﬁd-"zeﬂl).'

In short-" and mcdmm term, an’. emphams should: be given to the fullest.

unllzanon of ~major - existing’ tounsm résources, -including Ayutlhaya and Lop

Buri, 50 that they may becomc major mtemanonal tourisin areas as a stop-over
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destination.” In Iong term hlstoncal and cultural assets m the rest of the UCR
should be integrated into the loops of both mtcmatlonal and domcstrc tourism
with their base at Ayutthaya, and- these loops should be supportcd by the
nnproved urban services and amemues ‘of  other. major cities, meludmg Sara
Buri, Ang Thong, Smg Biiri and Chai’ Nut. These tonrtsm developments wath
improved -urban services and ~amenitics - will ot~ enly attract tourists but also

encourage those engaged in urban_. serv;ce.;,actlv_ltles__

Regardmg programs/prc)]ects, the proposals : and recemmendatlons prcsented
by the master plan entttled "I'I‘our.tsm Devel()pment Master Plan . of Ayutthaya
and Nearby Pr0vmces- (1988) ", whtch ‘was reviewed in the prccedmg section,
arc appreciable enough to be cons:dered A basw spatlal system delineated by
the master plan is ‘the . one “that. we. may’ rceommend Ayutthaya shouid ‘be ‘the--
tourism center of the UCR w1th the: mtegratlon of resources’ in-.other nearby
provirit':es Kéeping this - basm system in mmd “greater emphasm should be.
placed on the local peoples partlelpatton m tourism industry. ‘and activities.

4.2 Measu'res
The follo'_wing : meas'ures ‘need _te'_ be taken:

1) ' Emphasis of TAT m the marketmg strategtes for the UCR Ayutthaya in.
parucular shou!d be shifted from one-day sxghtseemg to - the new stop-
over destination espec:ally_-for_ the international tourists. The target ..

tourism resources for promotion will include:

- Historical sntes of the . Anc:ent Ayutthaya Island and the Ancient
Elephant Kraal. : '

- Bang Pa- In - Bang Sa: _

- The Ancient City Ruins: of Lop Bun, and

- The Kai Bang Ra Chan- Menument in Smg ‘Buri, o

In this regard a greater effort sheuld be made in promotmg river . tour,
as a sel!mg strategy, in_ whxch travelmg loops could be Bangkok -
Ayutthaya and Ayutthaya -. Bang Pa In = Bang Sai or Ayutthaya - Ang
Thong as-well- as-short boat tnps i Ayutthaya Area. Also, Public.
Relattons and Campatgn shouId be empioyed 10 ‘¢reate net.v reg;ona!
image. - ‘These can. be _mana_g_cdw through all 'ki_nd_s of medta..
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_-'mtcmahonai and domestic tourists. It is rccommended that TA’I‘,

- fogether with ' Department of National Parks ‘put its development plan

3).

Khao “Yai- Nauonal Park is anothcr rcsourcc altractive to both -

~ forward’ though in a ‘controlied manner with “due attention 1o the

nat’u’ral_ ‘environmental conservation. - Excessive development by - the

private Sector should be avoided.

More ‘investments should ‘be made to enhancce urban services and

7 improve urban samlary ‘conditions in major cities. Urban amenities

should be promoted in addition 1o the existing historical, cultural and

‘natural assets. Spcc1a1 attention should be paid to the followings:

(1) i-'-Ilh_provementi'of- public utilities, “sewerage and ‘garbage disposal

: particulaily in Ayutlhaya, 'Lop Buri, and -Sara Buri Cities.

(2) -Encouragement of provision of hotelsfaccommodations at an

international standard.

(3) Upgrading of ‘thc main entrance to promotc "scnse of arrival” for
. visitors coming to- Ayutthaya by boat, Fort Peich by Chao Phraya
River is suggested as the landmark point. It is necessary to
: prb'vide facilities to support the river tour such as piers at Bang
- Pa-In, Ancient City and Handicraft Center of Ang Thong.

(4) ‘Targets for new investments in added man-made ~attractions
espécially in Ayuithaya and its- vicinities - should include the
projects proposed by the master plan (TAT) such as:

- The Chedi of Wat Sam Pleum as the landmark point for visitors
who travel by coach or passenger. car
- Development of Cily Plaza of ‘Ayutthaya Historical Parks to
attract night spendmg tourists all - year- round -
- Constmctmg of the Four Royal City and Ayutthaya Towcr for
the bird-eye view of Ayutthaya Histotical Parks.
- Integrated improvement of landscaping, - sign boards,
'-difcbtion_'-signs, story boards and information center in '
- specific target - areas.. SR '
- Sport facilitics at international standard.
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(5) Centered on Ayut_thaya, tourism excursion . loops named _."Exp'loref
the Origin of Thai Culture" arc recommended to be organized and
promoted as proposed by the master plan (TAT).  This kind of
tours . should be. encouraged as cducational tours. for the Thai . -

school children.

(6) Within these loops, added attractions should be made by making
full use of characteristics of existing local economic activities - -

such as handicraft industries. at Ayutthaya and Ang Thong.

4) Restoration of ‘ancient ruins and their immediate environment -
especially in Khun '_Phan Residence of Ayutthaya and Ancient City of
Lop Buri should bé encouraged in- the long run. in coll_éboratiqn with
Department of Fine Arts and academic areas. ‘Land . use control and
building regulations to maintain .the citvironment are vefy necessary

in these areas.

53 Because of the disadvantage of long distance from Bangkok and
Ayuithaya, Chai Nat is hardly put in the tourisfn_:_zone centered on
Ayutthaya. . However, this Changwat - has méi_n'tained natural beauties,
the typical feature of Thai rural life styic and the rcligious/cullufa]
asseis alongside the. Chao Phraya River. Using. th_eéc resources, Chai Nat
is recommended to be devclbpcd_'as one of river rcruising stations " like
"Center for River-Side Exploration” with ‘a2 river-port piér, restaurants,
information center, festival deck and so on. In order to overcome its
locational disadvaniage, this project would nced spccially well-

organized promotion aciivities supported by TAT.
4.3 Local Participation

In implementing the above measures, an essential nced . is Jlocal participation.
We propose tourisrﬁ ‘development in the UCR as an -i:ﬁpo_rtant '_componem to
stimulate the local economy and 'grbén'service activities.  Tourism
development without local participation tends to result -in. the creation of
tourism enclaves with very limited local economic impact, the imbalance '
between tourism investments - and . the local environmental and infrastructure

capacities and the deterioration of the local spirit,to maintain and- enhance
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historical and cuitural assets.  This is particularly true in the tourism areas
lxkc the UCR where the tourism atiractions such as historical and cultural
as_sets cocxist with 1ocal communities,

In the UCR, the local pammpauon should be encouraged particulatly in the
followmg fields:

1) Enhan’cing local peoples awareness of historical and cultural assets
through formal and nonformal cducauon and locally mltiated

campalgn

2y _St_rc.ngthgn'ing the role of Changwat Chamber of Commerce in the
information exchange between the hotel investors, both local and
external, and'the other local tourism-related industries éuch as shops,
'restaurant-, ‘and the various potential local suppliers of food and other

materials for hotels,

3) Supporting the traditional festivals and cultural shows involving local

communitics in coordination with tourism campaign of TAT.

4y Supporting'ldc'al' invcslors, focal communilies/groups and people’s

organizations to launch and manage new tourism projects and business.

.Tourism-'rel'a_ted industries are another important ficld for the Iocal
-participatioh, and. may providc direct benefits for the local people with limited
access to the economic externalitics of tourism, Handicraft industries should
be encouraged for the tourism ‘purposc by improving quality and design of
their products.  Argiculture-related tourism may be another facet of local

~ participation. Making use of diversified agricultural activities, scveral ideas
can be’ considcréd eg'. “Tourism Ranch" where fresh milk, meet, primary
"processed agro- products experience of livestock work can be provided; "Fresh
Food Park" wh:ch serves fresh fish and meals; and "Fruits Heaven" where

 tourists . can expencnce harvesting of fruits and cnjoy shopping of fresh

fruits  and more _sOphi$ti6atcd fruit processed goods at low prices. Local
people's attempts of this kind of business should be supported by TAT'S

promotion activities.
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APPENDIX 1. SOCIAL AND ECONOMIC

CHANGES

A set of data regarding sociocconomic changes in Greater Bangkok

Region, comprising Bangkok and its influence areas, is compiled. The

UCR is localed within the influence areas. Tables are:

Table
Table
Table
Table
Table

Table

Al-1:

Al-2:
Al-3:
Al-4:
Al-5:

Al-6:

Population Changes in Greater Bangkok Region
Economic Changes in Greater Bangkok Region
Population Changes in Major Regional Centers
Popuilation Changes in the UCR by District (Amphoe)
Percentage Distribution of Employed In-Migrants to the
Bangkok Metropolis (June 1983 - May 1985) by Current
Occupation and Former Occupation

Educational Career of Employed In-Migrants to the
Bangkok Metropolis (June 1983 - May 1985)
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Table A1-2: . Economic Changes in Greater Bangkok Region

GDP {mill.B ot 1972 prices) Per Capila GDP (Baht at 1972 Prices)
_ 4 1981 1506 G.R. 1381 1986 G.R.
] . : (% p.a.} ) ] 1981-86

BANGKOK METROPOLITAN 135,718.1 173,274.8 5.0% 18,181 21,575 3.48%
BANGKOK, . C. 109,578.0 136,9420 46% 21,750 23,505 1.56%
OUTER BANGKOK 26,1401 36,3328 6.8% 12,252 14,179 2.96%
NONTHABUR! - c © 2,629 1,508.1 T 59% 6,691 72.016  0.95%
PATHUM THANI ' C 4,284.7 7,081 10.6% 13;143 18,536  7.12%
SAMUT PRAKAN H 11,9141 16,9366 7.3% 21,344 24,293 2.06%
SAMUT SAKHON W 3,126.7 3,517.0 2.4% 11,754 11,272 -~0.83%
NAKHON PATHOM W 4,185.0 5.2300 4.8% 7,446 8,890 3.61%
AREAS WITHIN 100 KM 25,5471 31,6235 4.4% 7,447 8,466 2.60%
#AYUTTHAYA uc 2,610 3,290.3 47% 4,204 5,149 4.14%
CHACHOENGSAO E. %4228 4,201.3 42% 6,914 8,126 3.286%
CHON'BURT . E © 97493 12,6423 . 3% 13,428 15,882 3.41%
RATCHABUR! - - W 5,006.8 5,735 2.8% 7,62 8,599 2.07%
SUPHAN BURI W . 3,9923 4,7997.7 . 3% 5,638 6,211  2.15%
SAMUT SONGKHRAM W 764.9 956.4 4.6% 3,902 4,830 4.36%
AREAS FROM 100 TO 200 25,801.6 32,9150 C5.0% 6,331 7,207 2.63%
sCHAINAT .. . U 2,008.5 2,176.5 168 . 6,108 6,575  1.49%
*LOP BURF uc 31837 3,781.6 33% 4,860 5,504  2.52%
*SING BUR! uc . 91,1572 14,4348 4.4% © 5,728 6,832 3.59%
£54RA BURI ue 5,945.1 5,242.1 6.3% 8,429 11,083 5638
*ANG THORG ue 1,301.6 1,503.2 2.9% 5,124 5,693 2.13%
NAKHON HAYOY, E L 911.8 i,007.7) 2.0% 4,559 4,868 1.32%
PRACHIN BURI. E 2,858.1 3,7985 5.9% 4,493 4,907 1.78%
RAYONG £ 2,6153 3,7353 O 7.4% 7,145 9,066  488%
PETCHABURI W 2,476.4 3,107.0 46% 6,747 7,787 291%
KARCHANABUR) W 5,343.8 7,028.3 5.6% 10,120 11,559 2.69%
REST OF WHOLE KINGDOF 124,198.5 148,979.7 3.7% 3,775 4,067 1.50%
WHOLE XINGDOM 311,265.5 3867930 4.4% 6,520 7,345  2.41%

industrial Activities (GPP Of MFG sectar)
{Mil1. B) Sharsof Share to WK

MFG
BANGKOK METROPOLITAN REGION  63,908.1 36.9% 77.4%
BANGKOX . c 45,107.9 12.9% 54.6%
DUTER BANGKOK 18,800.2 51.7% 22.5%
NONTHABUR! C 952.9 27.4% 1.2%
PATHUM THANI C 4,525.6 £3.0% SSR
SAMUT PRAKAN £ 10,686.0 63.1% 129%
SAMUT SAKHON W 1,299% 76.9% LA
MAKHON PATHOM W 1,325.2 5 1% VAR
AREAS WITHIN 100 XM 6,857.4 21.1% 9.3%
*AYUTTHAYA Ut 380.2 11.6% 0%
CHACHOENGSAD £ 279.4 £.7% 0.2%
" CHON BURL 3 4,414.9 15.4% 5.4%
RATCHABURI w 1,514.6 26.4% 1.8%
SUPHAN BURY W 131.4 2.7% 0.2%
SAMUT SONGKHRAM W 76.9 3.0% COE
AREAS FROM 100 T0 200 KM 3,409.2 10.4% 4.1%
*CHAIMAT uc 80.0 3T DA%
#(0P BURL uc 119 - 3.2% 01%
#51NG BUR 1w 187.7 13.1% 0.2%
%SARA BURI uc 1,211.4 22.7% 1.5%
#ANG THONG ue 331 2.2% N.O%
 NAKHON HAYOK E 27.7 . 2,78 . DOR
PRACHIN BURI £ 247.3 £5% 0.3%
RAYONG £ 166.7 45% 02%
PETCHABURI w 224.2 2.2% 0.3%
KANCHANABURI w 1,i11.2 15.8% FLEE
REST ¢ HOLE XKIHGDOM 8,434.4 5. 7% 10.2%
WHSEITLEU)IH?GDQM 82,609.1 21.4% 100.0%
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Table A1-3: Population Changes ln: M_ajdt Reglonal Centers

" Growth Rete { % pa. on average)

1987 1972-¢71_ 197i-1982 _ 1962-87
Regional Urban Growth Centers . o ool
CHIANG MAl Province . 1,313,859  13% . 1.5% 188 -
MuangChisng? 211,552 188 19% [ 26X ] -
Macpl.Chaing - 50,856 = 0.8% 5.0% ~OA%
KHON KAEN  Province 1,638,260 128 . 23% o B0%. .
Muang Kon K&~ 322,683  -29% 3.4%
Mnepl. Khon Ke 190,637 - -83% L% 3R
NK. RATCHASI Provirice 2298024 34%  1.7% . 30%
_ Muang MR, -~ 400,770  4.7% 2.2%
Mocph NR. 193,266 S57% 0% -35%
CHONBUR Province . 849,807 ~ 25%. 21% | 2d%.
' Muang Chen By~ 207,643 218  19m [ 33% |
Mncpl.Chon Bt 159,661  25% = 26% - 49%
SONGKHLA/W Province 1,044,244  33% . 21% 338 .
Maung Songkhl 216,590 42% 20% | 348 ]
Mncpl. Songkhl 131,445  35% 1.0% 46%
Muang Hat Yai 265,880  33% 21K 2% |
Mucpl. HatYei 130,758 33% . -25% . 00%
Second-Generation Reatonal Uﬂiﬂn Grnv’tﬁ. Cent_e'rs' | ' _
PHITSANULOE Province 756,073 36% 0.9% - 1.28
' Muang Phitsan 226,561 1.6% 0.9% - 2.8%
Mnepl. Phifsen 148,502  2.5% 1.7% 3 4%
UDONTHANI Province 1,740,650  42% 19%  29%
Muang Udon Th - 349,276 2.4% 1.4% 1.8%
Mncpl. Udon Tt~ 267,084  27% 1A% - 2.4%
NAKHON S6W,Province 1,059,900  23% 1A% 12%
Muang Nakhon 233,225 Z29% 168 - 20%
Fincpl. Nakhen 129,486 3.4% ~3ZR - 1.8%
RATCHABURI Province 699,422  2.3% 168 11R
Muang Ratchiab 166,429 2A% 24% 1.0%
Mncpl. Ralesbi 12%,244 25% 2% 3%
SURAT THANI Province 699,805  2.3% 188 26%
.. MusngSuratTi 110,375  08% - . . 248 . . .1.7%
Mrcpl. Surat T 68,735 2.0% 18% .. 22%
PHUKET  Provinee = 151,716 2.3% 23% - - 18%
. Musng Phuket 90,292 | 2.5% 23% T z0%
Mncpl. Phuket . 43,375  3.0% 37% . 36%

Source: Depsrment of Local administration, Ministry of Interia

196



[ Yabla At-a: - Poputation Changes In the UCR by District (Amphoe)

Lo Namo of Provincas -Area . Population Growlh Rate (% pa}
L and Dislficts_ {5q.4m) @ 1962 1967 __ 197282 198287
100 CHALNAT - B
01 Muang Chai Nat 2376 60,808 < . 72,312 70,054 7% 04%
L3 - Manosom 2169 . 36,224 . 33,243 35080 08% 1.6%
103 Wal Sing 5836 44,233 . 44,145 ‘43,152 0.0% -0.5%
o Sankhahu 341t 50,775 65,606 66,500 26% 0.53%
03 Sarphaya . 2195 | 48,145 49,704 51,658 0.3% 0.5%
106 : Hankha . @711 50,878 67,600 76529 12% ZE6%
Province Total 2460.7 200,055 332,710 344,362 1.0% 0.7%
. 200 SING BURI - )
<@ - Muang Sing Bud a4 43,812 45,914 50,699 0.5% 2%
202 Khal Béing Rachan 8.4 - 22,026 27,324 . 128,155 22% 0%
“203 Tha Ghang 343 15,892 15,055 15,507 06% 0.6%
204 Bang Rathan 1905 29,062 33597 36,694 1.5% L5%
205 Phrom Bei 825 27.537 25,092 - 95078 05% 0.0%
206 ) 1 Buei 3143 54,735 59,084 63,533 0.6% 1.5%
Praiinea Total 8225 - 193,164 205086 220096 0.6% 3%
380 * ANG THONG .
301 tuang Ang Thoag 1028 40,232 44646 46433 1.0% 0.8%
LI Ghaiyo 733 25005 22,082 22,404 o.5% 0.3%
303 Pa Mok 819 27,044 28,776 28350 0.6% B4R
304 Pho Thong' 2222 47,280 - 49,574 56404 0.5% 26%
395 Wisat Chai Chan 2276 61877 65.450 67,186 0.6% 5%
. a0s ~ Samke 83.0 13,491 15,435 B384 - - 14% 9%
-307 Sawasngha 1840 31312 32,511 34861 | D.4% 1.4%
: Provirica Total “ 9814 242,241 258403 . 273621 0.1% 11%
400 - PHRAMAKHON S| AYUTTHAYA
401" . PhrSiAyuthaya - 1203 04476 107.362 118,412 1.3% 1.5%
402 - " Tha Rua 105.2 40,318 148,593 50,929 C18% 09%
403 - Nakhon Luang” 1470 ap,922 26,424 92.405 06% 2.9%
404 Bang Sai 1403 19.621 19877 19,380 1% 0.5%
405 Bang Shal 2021 39.014 40,780 42,862 04% 1.0%
408 Bang Ban 851 32gem 33,331 34,000 0.3% 0.1%
407 Bang Pahan 1207 34,234 34,507 35918 0.1% +.8%
408° Bang Pa-la 2269, 48,134 54,459 60,806 12% 23%
408 Ban Pivaek 1128 9124’ Q605 - 8282 ‘0.5% EiN S
410 Phak Hai 182.2 47,857 47,203 45998 0.1% -0.6%
411 Phachi 843 27,033 28,344 20,503 0.5% 05%
412 #Azha Aal 9.1 23,781 2207 23,260 0.2% 0.9%
43 . LalBualuang 215.7 25933 20478 31,268 1.3% 123
FIT © WangNel © 2174 0 32588 34,065 29646 T07% 2.7%
415 Sena 2036 54,001 56,542 58,833 0.4% 08%
418 Uthai 1883~ 30,726 34,473 - 36,198 2% 1.0%
Province Tota! 25476 588,701 £31,285 £58511 0% 12%
- 500 LOP BURL R
501: Muang Lop Burt 560.2 186,181 227,801 245,655 19% 1.5%
502 . KnokSamieng 1,169.6 129872 115,350 117,145 0.9% 0.2%
503 ChalBadan  1,710.7 86,224 95402 195,897 1.0% 19%
504 Tha Luang 563.2 - 20,914 22,i57 2%
505 Tha Wung 2444 . 45.448 49,853 49,759 05% 0.1%
506 ] Ban Mi 580.4 78,296 20549 #4919 0.3% 1%
507 Phatlahana Nikhom 520.3 44,319 51316 51,813 15% 0.2%
508 ' SaBoat 893.1 . 20658 44,245 16.5%
Province Total 6,190.8 574,312 666,958 722,578 1.5% 16%
600 SARA BURI ) R
601 Muzng Sara Buii 503.8 83.942 103,710 118,856 1.5% 2.8%
602 “Kaang Knoi 8711 59,251 68,800 69423 1.5% 02%
523 Doa Phut €5.6 7988 5,209 5,292 2a% 0.6%
604 " Ban ko 2790 <0,92F T 43476 46,250 0.5% F4%
505 - Phea Paitthabat 3246 58,353 46,498 47,100 4% 0.3%
- 606 Muak Lek 7525 28,757 51,418 60,052 5.0% 32
807 Wihan Daeng 228 27,340 28,485 - ar2ds 0.4% 19%
508  Saohal 125.1 25,926 26.300 25,498 01% 0.6%
500 Nong Khas 2538 58,427 76,505 75,736 2.9% 0.2%
810 Nong Saeng 97.4 14,365 15,331 15,820 2.7% 0.6%
811 Mang Don I 13,819 13,132 13,459 0.6% 0.5%
Peovince Total ‘35765 475,189 479,544 509750 1.2% V2%
Upper Contral Total 16,597.2 2,023,666 2575052 2,738,990 1.0% 1.2%
Shars of UGR to the Mation 603% 5.27% 5.08% RE
BMR 'S457,511 7688871  B.292,009 35% 15%
" BMA 2793763 54682856  5500,352 3.7% 05%
Whola Nation 38471,684  48,846927 - 53.873,i72 Z4% 2.0%
"Sourea 1

Pogutation:Registration Division, Local Administration Dapariment.
Minlstry of Interior - :
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Table A1-5:

Metropolls (June '1”983'_} May 1985) byCurr’e’nt ‘Occupation and

Former Occupation

Current Qecupation

Professional Technical and Related !‘lorker.s
Administration, Executive & Managerial ‘J.nr'kers
Clericsl Horkers

Sales Workers

Farmers, Fishermen, Miners & Related Workers
Workers %n Transpert & Communication o
Crafesmen, Production Workers & Laborers

Service Horkers

- Former Occupation of Migramts o
'?l ] W - N —ﬂ B o
R S S PR EAE S - 5
B i PR . b2 : 9 . BICE
H U - 83 s § 3. “
D_ﬂ ) .5 IO B R A . B i L §. . 32 ) o vk
® o ) e . . o ]
gal A e lasa s S VRN A% 1 T N K
;l‘.; g. o W o & 3 ) -u.& 5 S ‘o0 TR K 8
Sel b lab lEs A piEs | as A 8
Wi |- D o T Fi N o P L 3 ) ud
?\% -t oo . & E- 4 o (2] [ L [+ . o
3 83 [ Y ey A | oga & 8
Tt 5 8w & 7 2 P waet | Ba o W e
e 8% (g | B | G pEARCLEYIoEELo8 i
"'l'§~_ '3_ - -ﬁé w 5] -Eq !E mE LR 2o
HEDN IR N AR AR
2 B lhg a3 o “ [ ] ::3 o3 & :?_a
Total 100,01 100.0] 100.0] 100.0 | 100.0] 100.0 ._100;'0 100.0 100.9_ 160,90 100.0
6.8( 1.7] 74.3] 13.4 3.5 w04 =1 - e -
6.3] 6.1 28] 125 - - e -] es) s -
12| 2.8 - -{ 28] 28] 0.9 - R
2] 7| wir] 11| | solel s el mafire . -
sAf. 1.2 - - - v -] el - -
7.1] - b s se]| w1 ]ssa| 3.3 1.3 |2
ar9| asz| e <1 70 2| wa|gso e} e[ -
12| 63| 3. -1 35l 1| w0 - |1 {eez | 20
0.8 0.4 - - - - oa - - TN

Workers not Classifiable by Occupation &
Unknowe :

1} bata on the employed persons of the Bangkok Metcopolls by occupation are from the National Dfﬂce,

FORCE SURVEY, WHOLE KINCDOH, (ROUND 2} MHAY,. 1985,

Table A1-6:

Metropolls (June 1983 - May 1985)

REPORT OF THE LABOR

Educational Career of E_niployed In-Migrants to the Bangkok

‘Parcentage ':Dtsttflbhtjlon_ of Employed In-Migrants to the Bangkok

Total kale Female
utside the In the  Ouvside the i in t.he Qutside the X 7} In the
Leval of Educaticn Bangkak. Eaployed Bangkak | Bangkek Eaploye Bangkok | Bangkoek . Euployed Bangkok
Y - ‘Hn- :
Hetropolis In-Higrants HetropolidMetropolis In mizram_s Fetropoligtetropolis e ms_ra”_s Hatropolis
3] 1) n n 1} 1)
Total 100.0 1no.0 1000 100,60 100.0 100.0 . 100.0° . 100.0
None ' 7.1 1.4 4.1 5.1 1.1 2.4 9.7 1.5. 6.3
Less then Cospleted Elemantary 65.5 66.1 43.5 765.9 46.6 _41.3 65,4 © 459 46.3
Conpleted £lementary 16.8 36.7 13.0 16.7 9.5 13.7 1.0 41,4 12.0
fompleted lLover Secondary ) 7.0 . 11.8 159 9.4 15,8 ne 0 5.4 8.0
Cozplered Upper Secondary 1.t J.e 4.5 1.4 4.5 5.4 0.8 : 2.(}: 3.3
Completed Certificate of Voratienal ) : . :
oot on Fave of Nocatlons 1.6 2.2 8.7 1.8 3.8 B 13 3.2 9.1
Corpieted Diploma of Vocationul . - - : 1
Education ot Equlv. 0.5 13 2.6 0.5 .2 2.8 0.5 0.6 2.4
Unfversity (including Diplams) 0:6 . 1.0 i o e 8.4 o5 0.8 77
Conpleted Tender Trafning 1,9 1.0 -2.3 1,8 06 1.1 2,1 . 1.3 217
Cowpleted Short Course Vocatienal - 0,1 ‘0.7 - - - - 0.2 .4
‘Ochers or Unkown 0.3 0.2 1.3 0.3 0.6 1.7 0.1 0.8

1) Data on the employéd persons of the Bangkok Metto

BEPORT OF THE LABOR FRCE SURVEY, WIKLE munmr!. Asoinp 2)‘ I_IA\’. 1985,
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golis and outside the Bangkok Metropolis are from

the National Statistical Office, .









APPENDIX 2. LAND PRICES IN BANGKOK
AND iTS ECONOMIC
INFLUENCE AREAS, 1989

Land prices in 1989 are listed up in this appendix to support the
argument of urbanization in the main text. Table A2-1 shows the row
data by the Department of Land, Ministry of Interior, and Fig. A2-2
shows the relations between distance form Bangkok and land price by
land use category and access to road. The distance is measurcd with the
basc point at a hypothetical center of Bangkok, namely, the democracy

monument,
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Table A2-1:  Land Prices In. 1989 (Department of Land)

NOHTHERNAREA e
. : : { . Uni: 1 1000 Bahlsffan )
DISTANCE NAME - 1 - : : U\ND PRICE BY CATEGORIES . :
feom F . ROADNO, [Land. in the agriculiural area [Land In the urban area -
BMA PLACE . (INEAR BYY _roadside | ofiroad | roadside | ol road -
10 Ban Thung Si Kan, (BKK) 1 ' - "20,000.0 - 4,800.0
27 Ban Klong Nung,(BKK} i 300.0 80.0 2,000.0 C700.0.
38 Ban Phayom, (Paliwm Thani) i 100.0 25.0 450.0 100:0
58 Ban Hanira Fang Nua, {(Ayulthaya) 32 ' 550.0 240.0
5 8 Ban Nam Hak, (Ang Thong} 32 15.0 45.0 ~81.3 54.0
108 Ban Phu Khae, (Ang Thong) 1 45.0 40.0 .
125 Ban Huan Pradu,(Saraburi} ) 1 46.90 12.0 100.0 40.0
78 Ban Hin Kong,(Saraburt} 1 45,0 8.5 350.0 100.0
100 Ban Taling Chan,(Saraburi) . 2 30.0 B.0 .
105 Ban Song Khon Tai,(Saraburi) 2 36.0 8.0
45 Ban Bo Ta Lo,{Ayulthaya) 309 45.0 7.0
120 Ban Nong Pho, (Lopburi} . ) . 21 16.0 6.0
83 Ban Khok Daeng, (Ayul!ha)'a) 329 . :
93 Khao Pong,{Saisburi) . ) 1 400.0 80.0
63 Ban Khlong Sip,(Ayulthaya) nE 200.0 20.0 )
t 0 Amphoe Pak Krel,{Nonthaburi) . 3,200.0 - 800.0 1:200.0 1,200.0
10 Ban Khlong Maha Sawal " 340 600.0 320.0 1,200.0 720.0
16 Ban Ton Ghuak,{MNonthaburi}. S 340 1,000.0 -400.0 - ; S
27 Ban Kitlong Ta Chom,{Nonthabur) . 340 2,000.0 "800.0 T 10,000.0 4,800.0
40 Ban Plai Khlong Bang Pha Si{Pathum Thar 340 150.0 60.0° e
62 Ban Nai Thum, {Ayolthya) 340 50.0 8.0
77 Ban Bang Yi Hon (Suphanbun) 340 40.0 20.0 - . ]
95 Suphanburi 340 20.0 10.0 160.0 30.0
LAND PRICE 1989 " Land Price WEST! EHNFREA B
_ {_Unit * 1,000 Bahlshau }
DISTANCE NAME LAND PRICE BY GATEGORIES :
from F ROADNQ. [Land in_ha agriculiural grea JLand in the urban area -
BHA PLAGE ) NEAR BY) roadside | . off road " |. roadside | . off read
i 0 Ban Bang Rathuk,{MNakhon Pathom} 338 500 300
20 Amphog Sam Phran{Nakhon Pathom} - 338 500 65 1,200 600
30 Amphoe NaKhon Chaisi,{Nakhen Pathom} ne 4 60 20 .
40 NaKhon Pathom ,(NaKhon Pathom) 4 350 17 1,200 a0
60 Ban Ichang {Ratchabuei) 4 70 40 i2 -7
85 Ralchaburi,{Ralchaburi). 4 12 8 50 18
100 Ban Nam Phung,{Ralchaburi} 4 16 ie .60 30
60 Amphoe Ban Pong,{Ralchaburi) 323 300 80 10,000 2,000
90 Ban Wang Sala,(Kanchanaburi} 3iz3. 160 20 400 40 .
10 Amphoe Bang Khun Thian,(Samul Sakhon} 4 300 80 2,000 400
20 Ban Khiong Om Yal,{Samut Sakhon) 4 750 240
10 Ban khlong 8ang Bon,{Samut Sakhon) 35 2,800 800
20 Ban Khok Krabu,(Samut Sakhon} 35 500 50
3 0 Bridge of Mae Nam Tha Chin,(Samul Sakhor 35 800 200
50 Ban Bang Bo.{Samu Sakhon) 35 120 490
49 Ban Bang Si Khot {Samul Sakhon} 35 200 100
LAND PRIGE 1969 Land Price EASTERNAREA
{ Unil - 1, 000 Bahis/rai )
DISTANCE NAME . : LAND PRICE BY CATEGOR!ES
from F ROADNO. [Land in_the agriculiural area jLand in the urban area
BMA PLACE (NEAR BY] _roadside | off road roadside | - off road
10 Samul Prakan,{Samul Prakan) 3 1,200 400 6,000 1,200
20 Ban Hua Lam Phu,(Samut Prakan) 3 480 120 1,000 320
30 Ban Ta Chia{Samul Prakan) 3 - 800 280 1,000 320
40 Ban Khipng Dan,{Samut Prakan) 3 800 280 ' i
60 Ban Khlong Hua Chak,(Samul Prakan} 3 2,800 720
30 Khleng Pha-Ong Chao Chaiyanuchil {Samui 34 180 100 . .
10 Ban Khlong Salut,(Samul Prakan}) 34 800 200 8,000 800
20 Ban Khong Bang Krathiam,{Samul Prakan) 34 1,200 200 2,000 800
43 Ban Bang Samak,{Chachoengsao) 34 560 35 - 800 200
60 Ban Si Phalo,(Chachoengsao) 3 125 6 150 10
70 Chon Burl,(Chon Buri) - 3 800 40 5,000 400
90 Amphoe Si Racha,{Chon Buri} 3 1,200 150 2,000 600
112 Amphoe Bang Lamung,(Chon Burl) 36 60 B 200 8
17.5 Ban BAng_'Ch_an {BiKK) ' 304 400- 320 2,000 400
3 0 THANON RAM INTHRA {BKK) 304 2,000 400 8,000 . 2,400
40 Ban Khiong Song (BKK) o 304 30 8 :
50 Ban Khlong. Khwang,{Chachoengsac) © 304 30 & 200 20
&3 ChaChoengsas,{Chachoengsao) - 304 30 8 300 . 50
90 Ban Sai Hai ,(Chachoengsao}. 304 70 25 i0 2
45 Ban Khlong Prawal Buid Aom (Chachoenqsa RURAL 150 20 500 50
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A2-2:

thousand Bahts/ral

_- Relations b_eiween Distance from Bangkok and Land Price by
Land Use and Location Category
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