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ABSTRACT

In recent years, the concept and practices of “Sufficiency Economy” have generated
wide interest among academics, as an alternative approach in the economic and political context
of Thailand. This study explores the Sufficiency Economy concept and practices through two
main approaches, namely “Discourse and Practice” and “Heterotopias”, using Baan Rong Plaai
Na, Amphoe Mae Lao, Chiang Rai province as a study area. This study has three objectives:
firstly, to study the development of the “Sufficiency Economy” concept in the context of social
and political transformations in Thailand; secondly, to examine the interaction between the State,
villagers and other groups in relation to the Sufficiency Economy discourse; lastly, to investigate
the various conditions in which the villagers have applied the Sufficiency Economy concept to
manage their livelihood in the current political economy context.

This study found that the Sufficiency Economy concept was intensively developed in
two different periods: 1) the 30 years of Progressive Development — Nationalism (1967 — 1996):
the rural area changed from being a “developing area” to being the area in which the contest for
political support between the Thai State and Communist groups took place, in the larger context
of global political conflict. In this period of time, mainstream development was implemented
along with a special concept of development that created the practice of Sufficiency Economy

discourse, which was embedded in the ideology of nationalism, and implemented through the



bureaucratic system in rural areas. 2) “Sufficiency Economicalism” (1997 — 2011): the
Sufficiency Economy concept has become a solution to the country’s economic problems caused
by the global economic crisis, and rural areas are now seen as “Economic recovery areas” for the
country’s political economy crisis. On the other hand, the image of rural areas remains “frozen”
by the State in order to continue to develop “Sufficiency Economy villages” in accordance with
the bureaucratic system.

This study also found that the State has not sufficiently taken into account the reality
and complexity of the situation in rural areas. Baan Rong Plaai Na is a “Special area” that shows
the resistance to the practice of development discourse, because of the conditions in which
villagers participate in the State Sufficiency Economy Project, not in order to have access to
economic resources, but to maintain their relationship with the local economic and political
leaders at different levels. Therefore, the Sufficiency Economy concept is embedded in the
changing political context and other power, consequently, the State’s development has altered the

power relations between villagers, local leaders and the State.



