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The research aimed at 1. 'studying the reason of living in slum. 2. studying the
Quality of life in living aspect and 3. studying the intention of housing development. The
327 sampling were drawn from 2,412 local people using simple random sampling method.
The statistic used in this research was percentage distribution.

The study found that out of the 19 indicators, only 9 indicators met the standard
requirement of the quality of life indicators. These 9 indicators were ranked respectively,
starting from the highest to the lowest points, as followed : 1. enough clean drinking
water for the whole year (2 liters / person / day) 2. enough clean water for the whole
year. 3. legal electricity supply. 4. adequate light to walk around safely in the
community. 5. the main walkway in the community was sufficient for their use. 6.
people took part in natural resource and environment. 7. people protected and
maintained their public property provided by the state and the community. 8. People did
not face irritation harmful to their health. 9. the community took care of sanitary and
cleanliness.

Regarding the intention of housing development, it was found that their people
had low intention. Only 3 indicators out of 10 were found higher than the standard
criteria. These 3 indicators were 1. connecting their paveways. 2. pest - control of rats
and mosquitoes and 3. Cleaning the housing space.

Regarding the causes of living in slum, It was found that four main reasons were :
1. living since birth. 2. having friends living there before. 3. Having friends persuading

them to move in and 4. married to the spouse who lived in that slum, respectively.



