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Al {lassification of Case Study Provinces by Criteria
3-1 3-2 3-3 4 5 6 7
Local .
L Potential of Owerzll Level
Criteria A;gzﬁ:tﬁl{e Level of Industriaiization Orga;rllzataon Natural Accessibility of
Participation Resources Development
. Number of % Members of . Gross
GPPin ) - Road Distance S
Indicators Agriculture per Establishments : Monthiy Wage! Groups in Fnrestbry Area k) per 1,000 Provincial
Capita (B2ht) per 16,000 {baht) Total (%) st km Product per
P Pecple Poputation g. km. capita (baht)
LAMPANG 4 287 13 4,697 15 83.0 1058 48,220
BUR! RARM 5,260 3 4,584 2.0 5.1 245 22,585
ANG THONG 7,485 10 7,162 2.4 0.0 524 48 038
NAKHON ST 13,037 6 5311 1.7 12.7 164 42176
Rating
LAMPANG L H L . H pi M
BURI RAM L L it L L H L
ANG THONG L L H H L H L
NAKhON ST M L H L L M L
Refarence
National Average 12,238 12 5,002 22 21.3 154 56,072
North Region 7,823 g 4736 45 431 100 37,526
Average
North-East 5,345 5 4,960 2.1 12.7 178 24,979
Region Average .
Central Plain .
Region Average 11.502 21 5,486 1.7 2.7 188 98,837
South Regien 24,180 11 4,823 18 18.7 173 62,946

Average

Mote: High (M) : higher than both the national and regional average
Medium (M); between the national and regional average
Low {L}: lower than both the national and regional average
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Level of Industrialization

MNumber of Establishments per 10,000 People

1 BING BURKE
2 ANGTHONG

3 AYUTTHAYA

4 PATHUM THANE

5 NAKHON NAYUK

& NAEEION PATHOM

T NONTHABURE

8 BANGEOR

2 SAMUT PRAKAN

10 SAMUY SAKHON
£1 SAMUT SONGETIRAM

" : Higher than both the national
and regional average

Between the national
and regional average

: Lower than both the national
and regional average
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Level of Inguseriglization

Average Monthly Wages
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1 SING BURL

2 ANGTHONG
ZAYUTIRIAYA

4 PATHURM THANZ

3 MATHION NAYDE

& MARKTEDMN PATHOM
T NONTZABURI

8§ BANGEQX

2 SAMUT PRAEAN

¥ SARMUT SAFREON

11 SAMTTT BONGEFIRAR

Higher than both the natienal
and regional average

Berween the national
and regional average

Lower than both the national
. .

and regional average
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Local Organization and Participation
Percentage of Total Memberships of Leading Organizations

" * Raichasinag

£ SING BURIL

2 ANGTTIONG
JAYUTTHAYA

4 PATHUM THANZ

5 NAKEION NAYOK

6 MAKTION PATHOM
T NONTHABURE

8 BANGROE
$SAMUT PRAKAN

20 SAMUT SARHON

11 SAMUT SONGEHRAM

High : Higher than both the national
and regional average

Medium : Berween the national
and regional average

sy Low : Lower than both the national
R and regional average




Potential of Natural Rescurces
Percentage of Forest Area in the Province

TR

1 SENG BURE

Z ANGTHONG

3 AYUTTHAYA

4 PATHURM THANE

3 MNAEHION NAYGE

& NARFION PATHGM
T NONTHABURI

5 BANGEOR

3 SAMITT PRATAN
1 SABEUT SARIEON
1 BAMIIT SONGHITRAM

: Higher than both the national
and regional average

: Beiween the natonal
and regional average

: Lower than both the natonal
ane regional average




Accessibility
Road Distance per 1,000 sq.km.

1 SING BRI
2 ANGTHONG

3 AYUTTHAYA

4 PATHUM THAMI

3 NAKRON NAYGE

& MAZEHON PATHOM

T NONTHARURE

8 BANGEOE

% SAMUT PRABAN

16 SAMUT SAKFEON

11 SAMUT SONGEHRAM

High ¢ Higher than both the national
and regional average

Medium : Between the national
and regional average

2 e Low : Lower than both the national
ERE RS and regional average
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Overall Level of Development
Per Capita Gross Provincial Products

1 SENG BURI
2 ANGTHOMNG
5AYUTTHAYA
4 PATHUR THANL
5 NAXHON MAYOR
& NAKEHION PATHOM
T NONTHABURI
8 BANGROE
% SARMUT PRAKAN

53 BAMUT SARIEON

11 SAMITIT SOMGRHRAM

High  :Higher than both the national

and regional average

Medium ; Berween the nationsl
and regiona] averags

Fha

Low : Lower than both the national
and regional average
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L.ocal administration : conventional versus CEO
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2 ANGTEHONG

3 AYUTTHAYA

4 PATHUM THANK

5 NAKHON NAYOR
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Profile of ali provinces in Thalland

Y T Leveiof Local : b
: Level of Y Botential of .
i . Agriculturay  ]1.evel of Industriatization Development] Orgam.za“m.’ and Natural Accessipitity Overal: Levs! af
¥ Dev o articipation Resources Deyeiopmeant
i elop Development
Region] Provincs q P % i
GPP of | Estanlish ! A Organization i, 8. - AL oS .
: Agricaitiire | Standi ‘_qemperEStandln Monihly Wagel Standi mamber ‘.S(mdm % Forestryj StandirjDistance (k)] Standip  Provincial | Standin]
5 pe:' Capita hg “10‘000 / (Bant} ng aganst | Areg G per 1,000sqf{ ng Prndyc& 9 i
i jiBaw) [ People | Popuiaion | j [ (BeR)
Wheile Klngdom I 42238 12 5,602 23} 253 154 | 58072
Horth : :
Khamphaeng Phet | 10518 | W 4 L 5,270 H 3pl M 1 2z M 1i4 Ri_! 41493 | W
Chiang Ral 18575 L 8§ | L i 5315 Tl 22|_i | 3331 ! m 102 i 26568 | L
Chiang fai 7086 L 26 | H 5420 H 87, H ; 708 | H W) L 55,068 H
Tak 6,432 C 8 L 3252 % L 31 M 70.% H ¢t s0 | ¢ 47,185 Pl
Nakhos Sawan 8370 M | 8 [N 5534 | H 21] 1 70 1 L | 144 T M 36,353 W
Nan 1 5854 L |7 L 5032 T'H 278t H 418 M| 78 1 ¢ 28374 r
Phavao | 5,791 L & L 5861 H 50 385 M ] 121 ! @ 28,177 L
Phichit I 11,598 W 7 L 4732 M 27] M 75.0 H 243 H 33,934 L
Phitsanuiok T 21,530 M 3 . L 5018} B | 241 M 22,3 [ a7 L 40321 W
y Pheichapun { 7.377 W 5 L 4 361 W 28| M 198 L 107 W 25060 31 L
i Prae [ a742 it | 9 A 5 196 H 400 M 370 | W 417 A 25,748 L
i Was Horg Son 1 7,386 L ] 7 i &L 4431 L 281 M 705 | H 37 L 33,724 L
T R R L s A B e . PR Y s i CABT R T BAD Mo E 0 e R
Lampiin 7,571 L b3 T e T 4401 L 105 H 478 T H | 486 H_: 715 H
Sukhothal 8.758 M | 6 | L 4,861 A 281 M 338 M | 127 W] 31792 L
Utlaradit 8,771 M| 8 | M 5400 1 H 62 H 388 | M| 424 W | 39418 L
Uthai Thar 10,481 a A L 3521 ; L 221 L 385 | w108 W 34 875 L
NE 3 % % % 2
Kalasin 5,063 L 4 L 1 4886 1 23] H | 885 | L 238 H 21,588 L
¥hon Kaen T as2 L ) W 1 6652 | H | 15] L | 15 L | 170 ' /o044 | M
Chaiyaphum | Fst W 4 L 1 es4d | L | 191 L 238 | H | 534 A 1w
[Neknon Phanom__ . 3698 L 4 7 L 7 6334 KL 27| H 183 | v | 223 =
1 nNekhon RS 7,172 M 8 | W 5170 H | 20} L 1 3tp 11 156 ]
1 e . R e e asaa LT T e R T T T oA 2
4 [Maha Sarakham 5585 M £ L 3,720 [ 27 H ! a8 L 274 H
Mukdahan 5152 L 2 M 383 | L | 24 H | 308 H 159 W
Yasothon 4955 L | 4 i. 3694 L | 38] H | 31 Lo 2h H
R 5513 | M | 3 L 3723 | L 30| R i 23 L 257 1 K
i Loei 7013 | M | 5 M 5286 | o 14! L 255 H 07 1 &
H Si8a Ket 5403 | M | 3 L L 4800 ¢ L 18] L 82 . L 7C 1 M
P Sakhon Nakhon 4 465 L | 4 i 5.17C 2] T8 L 145 | M 87 | H
il Surn 5,172 L | 3 L 4333 L 190 t 34 | L ¢ #1 | H
f Nong Khal 4,276 Lt i 4 L 3,763 L 14 1 5.4 L] 196 | H
Nong Bua LP 5325 L | 3 |1 4419 A 11l L § 1.7 L 156 B
Arnnat Chareen 5913 W) 5 | M 5,270 H | 1.9, L | 337 H 268 H
Udor: Thant 5,007 L 7 1w 5,058 H 200 L 7 160 | W 148§ L
Ubon Racha TN 4487 [ 5 W 3,858 R 5. L 15.8 B B L
o] ‘ 2 ; T ; ;
] Nakhon Pathom 5,188 L 25 1 H 5833 | H ] L 412 H
! Nonthaburi ) L 27 H 6503 | H | L 654 | H
Pafhewm 5 hani 5147 L 35 H 7758 | H ! L 347 H ;|
Samt Praxan 17.803 H &1 H ] 8571 | H 1L 246 H_ . 197408 H_;
Samut Sakhon 3¢,213 H_ | 80 H [ 5254 [ Ty 402 H 1 854,728 H
Chainat 15,810 H ' 7 | i ¢ 5355 W L 245 | p ! 45970 L
PNS Ayutthayz 5570 L | 17 {u 5,405 H L 285 | H | 402817 H
Lopburi 8087 i el L 3848 | L i 171w 47,336 L
Sarabur; 8,187 L 22 H 6,46C H L I 238 H 123882 | 1
Sing Buri 18,315 L i3 i 5,847 H Lo H L
Bmsthore. o 1 3 EBe L A F A8 4 ki g
£ [Chantaburi 14,820 Wi 13 M 5,033 A H & N
Chacheengsaa 12,380 F 1 M 5 710 4 7 5 [ Y
Chon Buri 7,883 L 30 H 6,554 Ho L 253 H | 234143 | H
Trat 29,887 H 4 | M 4026 L H 157 L 82,730 M
iNakhon Nayok 2,708 L [ L L H 233 | W 32804 L
Prachin Bui 8,015 L 12 [ [ H 74 i 58,587 A
Rayong ] 17,018 H 3¢ | d H L 212 H 273,300 H
Se Kaco 8,304 L 4 L L M 151 L | 39333 L
W | Kanchanabur 2,580 L g L. H H &1 L | 55018 M
| Prachusn KK 15487 . H 12 M L M 235 E | 8720 M
[Phetehabyrt 7281 | L 12 B L H L) 86201 . M
Racnaburi 8583 | L 13 [ L H H | 8p3se [
Samut Songkhram 8984 - L B L L H | 42457 L
Suphan Buri 12,701 H L L H 48,304 L
23728 H 12 3 M 5815 H ] L i 53,854
|Chumphen 20,889 "ot 1 M 5,497 H 381 H W 140 L 49,480
Trang 23 872 G g L 5137 A 221 M ot 231 H 45694
] B e L B R ey A B Y i B CERLE Tl poase ey TE A are
i Narathiwat 11,758 L 7 L 3,707 L 0gi L L 178 H 32,433 i
Ll Patani 29,657 H 7 L 4,861 M 130 L L 388 H 51,403 L
Phangnga 49,720 H 12 M 4503 L 23 H B 118 L 73,970 H
Phatthalung R L 5 | i i 4990 % 501 H L 276 o 28,394 L
Phuket 20,070 | M 54 | H | 5804 H iG] t 4. L 548 H 175,538 H
Yala 12,761 W ) i 4308 Lol 1. L i 253 H 198 H L 44647 L
Ranong £4,880 H i H 3621 L | i3 L | 332 H 28 L ] ip4347 H
Songkhia 22,003 H 16 H 4,555 L 28] L | 7o L 251 W 1 62183 i
I iSatun 2€ 381 H g L 5186 | H | 130 L | 228 H 258 H ] saB0y ¢ L
Surat Than! 20,596 H 15 H 4562 | L ¢t 171 L I 238 H B8 ;L | 59821 | M

mobe:  High () ; higher than both the nafional and regional average
Madium (#) - between the rational and regicnal average
Low {L} ; jower thar both the nations! and regional averags
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