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ABSTRACT

The thesis study the rural transformation trajectory in the Northern Thailand through
the aspect of relationship transformation in the “community” and “sub-village cluster” based on
the common property management during 1957-2007 under the various context of economic,
political and cultural, which led to the transformation of the position and meaning of the rural
community in Thailand. The study also illustrate that different sizes and different relationship
features between the “community” and the “sub-village cluster” have been significant contribute
to the different capacity of common property management.

The findings reveal that the rural economic transformation from the subsistence
economy to the market-based economy increasing rapidly. In the other hands, the constitution of
the state authority over territory, has been transforming the relationship in the rural society vastly
and profoundly. This transformed relationship has been subsequently contributes to the
transformation of the position and meaning of the common property. In the past, the rural remains
in the several units of the sub-village clusters. Then they were aggregated to be a community for

overcome the living conditions included; property, labor and so on; through constitution of



common property such as water resources, rituals and so on, and the villagers in the community
have to participate in management and conservation activities.

Then the economic transformation and state authority fluxing in the rural society,
substitute the subsistence economy by the market-based economy. There are the intensive capitals
including finance, machine, labor as well as its relevance to the market intimately and the mode
of production becoming more individualism. While the state power expansion was rectified
through the process of conservative forest constitution impact to the villagers and they do not
have power to pioneer the new land to use freely. Their adjustment is that they possess the
common property as the means of production. Therefore, when the common property was
destroyed and the power that links the relationship among the villagers was disappeared.
Consequently, the community-ness in nowadays is not exist anymore.

Moreover, the collapse of the common property management come from several
factors included: the unit of relationship is too large, numerous members and the ambiguity of the
territory boundaries. These factors cause the control system of the common property reckless.
Consequently, the villagers possess the common property. Then the common properties in the
sub-village cluster level are collapse, because it is the small unit of relationship, the amount of
member is stable and territory is clearer than the community.

Furthermore, the study also found that the meaning of the common property is
variable. For instance, when the villagers undergo the limited conditions of living that is the
surrounding property; therefore, they gave the meaning of common property as the means of
living sources. Then, the economic transformation had come and the villagers can accumulate the
capitals till they can mobile to the upper class. Therefore, the means of livelihoods are disposed
from the surrounding properties to the market-based economy. Lastly, the common property was
changed its meaning from the means to foster livelihoods to be the means of production.

As well as the position of the common property that can transform its position fluidly.
As in the past, the surrounding resources were common property. Then, when the state constituted
its power, it pushes those common property dispose to the state properties. Therefore, when the
economic transformation has come to the community, both common property and state property

are readily to dispose to the private properties.



