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ABSTRACT

The objective of this research was to study the cultural structures and by narnics in
relation to development with specific reference to the establishment of relations by entering upon
camaraderie and kinship based on the fradition of patronage. The study sought answers to the five
principal questions: 1. Why did the marginal people around the Songkhia Lagoon find it necessary
to establish camaraderie and kinship relations? 2. How did they effect such relations? 3. How
were the energy and power of such relations and for what purposes did they serve, and
conversely, if there had been no such relations what world have happened in the “unruly™ society
of those people during that period (the Fourth and Fifth Reigns of the Bangkok period). However,
subsequently certain factors caused the people to de-emphasize such relations progressively until
the present (B.E.2544 or 2001 A.D.). 5. Under the existing circumstances (B.E. 2544), with the
said relations in the background, how would all organizations concerned, state and otherwise, set
policies and plans for development that would yield results?

The process of inquiry as stated above was subject to the following scope and limitations:
(a) the time limit of three months as per the contract and 10 months in reahty (June 2000-March
2001); (b) the area of the study covered the three provinces of Nakornsrithammara), Songkhla,
and Pattatung which border on the Lagoon, with Nakomsrithammaraj as center at the time; (¢) the
scope of content consisted of five parts: 1. Introduction, 2. Literature search about the origm, 3.
Lineage tracing to discover relations, 4. The energy and power of lineage and relations, and 5.
Loss of lineage and relations. The process inbolved in-depth interviews main data sources, and
benefited from the findings of the five research topics published earlier, namely, The Love Boat
by Pairin Ruikaew, Trade by Boat around the Songkhla Lagoon by Pok Kaewkan, The Wisdom
of Suppression Measures of Police Major-General Khun Phuntarakrajadej by Weera Saengpet,
Looking at the South through the Elephant” s Spoors by Sarcop Ritchoo, and The Bandits of
Pattalung by Lom Pengkaew and Pramuan Maneeoj.

The target groups of the population of the study were seven in the three provinces
{Chapter 3) : 1, The lover boat as an expression of love of waterways in the triangular area
(specifically the case of Nakornsrithammaraj), 2. The trade by boat around the Songkhla Lagoon,

to trace lineage and find relations between the people of both banks (the case of Pattalung and



Songkhla), 3. Self-identity as power unto itself that found expressions in acts of arrogance from
Rung Donsai to the Seng-ind brothers (the case of Pattalung), 4. The leftover rice from the
monk”s bowi that served to foster a kinship relation between a beneficiary and the monk, a case
study of the Ketchat family (Nakornsrithammaraj). Chapter 4 consisted of three case studies the
attempted to explain the energy and power of lineage and relations: 1. Police Major-General Khun
Puntaharakrajadej: suppression expert with one body and several sources of energy (a case
touching all the three provinces), 2. Elephant: on having ridden an elephant no longer
condescends to ride a dog, and the idea of better being a thin elephant than a fat tiger (the case of
Ban Chong Chang and the three provinces), and 3. From the red flag to the red barrel, cases of
killing to the point of extermination of lineage and relations (cases of Pattalung and Songkhla).

Following are the findings. Under the economic, social, and political conditions of the
Fourth-Sixth reigns, the society of the marginal people around the Songkhla Lagoon was an
“unruly” one, which means that the power of state did not touch it fully and consistently in the
period of transition from the rule of absolute power by the governor to one of administrative
region with remnants of the old system. Under such a system, the people suffered widely and
found it impossible to make a normal living, as reported by some senior officials on their
inspection trips through the South, such as Phra Saritpochankom, Phra Wijitworasasana, and
H.R.H. Prince Darorong, As Khun Phuntarakrajadej carried on his work, he made use principally
of camaderie and kinship in dealing with Jocal people. Then the case of love boat revealed
relationships based on equality and mutual assistance, While those of a semior generation
cautioned their young not to desert each other, also reflected was a feeling of deprivation from
The Love Boat expressed by a member of a marginal group against the phenomenon of a member
of the inner society having risen from commoner to millionaire.

With reference to the boat trade, it was found that lineage and relations were established
no less than in other cases. A case in point was one of Mr. Nao Khongprab, a big man in all
respects, befriended a person on the east coast of the Lagoon (Ban Khookhd) as a trader by
necessity. Both he and the friend wedded wives from the Khookhud community, the friend having
settled down on the west coast of the Lagoon (Ban Pabon Tam). Their relationships were
indicative of reciprocity and mutual care to the utmost. In addition, the case study of acts of

arrogance among the bandits from Rung Donsai to the Seng-iad brothers shows that the people of



the time were forced to becormme bandits to “survive, exist, and live well”. Tt is therefore not
surprising that they dared negate the state by prohibiting contact between their people and state
officials and refusing to pay a personal tax, as in the cases of Rung Donsai and Dum Huaprae. In
the case of leftover rice from the monk’ s bowl, a study of the relations between the Ketchat
family and Petcharik Monastery in the Nakornsrithammaraj Municipality found that Mr. Mia
Ketchat had been a friend of Phra Phuttisarnthera (ne Rin Yasapalo) as natives of the same
community (Banram Billage, Huasai District, Nakornsrithammaraj Province). The former put his
children in the care of the latter so that they could be schooled properly. The second son, Niwes
Ketchat, took a lead in habing the chief Buddha image created for the chapel of the monastery,
among many things he did to repay the debt of leftover rice he owed the monk. He also left the
instruction for all of his family in case of demise to be cremated at the monastery.

Concerning the elephant raisers, it was found that the elephant, being animal of great size,
was the symbol of economic and political power and opportunity. So the Kochaphakdee family of
the elephant district of Pattalung, the Noo Srikaew family of the elephant district of Suratthanee,
and Khun Pipoon of Nakornsrithammaraj, all prominent elephant owners of old, signified their
dominance over their entire territories. As it was said that “a tiger feared a stick and an elephant
feared fire and arrows”, the people in the environment where tigers and elephants abounded could
not afford to fear either tiger or elephant. It was their belief that carnaraderie and kinship could
extend as well as strenghthen their dominance.

Thus the fact that any groups owned elephants signified honor for such group. As the
saying went, “one having ridden an elephant would not condescend to be on a dog’s back™ and “to
be a thin slephant is better than a fat tiger”. As time passed, it was found that the reverse was
true. During the period when the communist party of Thailand was active, with cases of pushing
suspected culprits down a hill or of burning them in barrels, myths emerged about Suporn
Onruang as “the comrnunist chief district officer” and about Wanna Srisakda, 18-year-old favorite
daughter of Sungwej Sriskda. Eventually with reference to the loss of lineage and relations
(Chapter 5), it was found that, besides suspicion and rivalry among people themselves, a trend
based on some Western ideas accelerated mutual destruction with the loss of lineage and relations.

An example of this was the conflict between the bandit Iuan Prabduang and the village chief



Sompong Klaewthanong. The two started out as close friends and later turned mortal enemies,
who eventually fought each other to destruction.

Finally, the last question had to be answered. The structural mechanism of the margmnal
community around the Songkhla Lagoon involved the camaraderie and kinship relations for
mutual assistance in happy times as well as times of hardship. Such relations make for “true
friends” who are ever ready to give even life for friend in a ime of crisis. This became a pattern
of thought that crystallized into the folkway,"Friends are a source of wealth, while kin are even
more than friends; being a favorite of a state official is like being embraced by a tiger; there is no
way out of poverty unless one fights one’s superior; and being big in both appearance and heart.”
The last resulted in the culture of saving face at the expense of one’ 8 matenial possessions, as face
must be saved and words kept. So the way of thinking tended toward no surrender, more
breaking than bending. Based on the above findings, then, this research study intends to suggest
that the development of southern communities should take into account the following basics: 1.
straightforward talk to honor each other, with no hands under the table; 2. Avoidance of the use of
power for suppression and subjugation; 3. Superior wisdom must be demonstrated; 4, Proof of
evidence of sincerity, as southern people are suspicious and do not easily trust anyone, but on the
other hand of their trust is won their faithfulness is absolute, as would be their hater if they are 3o
motivated; 5. A high degree of tolerance of cross-examination is necessary, for most southerners
are aggressive and quick- witted in raising arguments; 6. Southerners are high in arrogance and
low on modesty (compared to locals of the other regions of the country in general); 7. A high
sense of group loyalty so much so that southerners are characterized as being “united singularly by
Sa-taw (vegetable originally found native to the South), which must never be overlooked, for this
phenomenon has given rise to miracles of some wonder, as evidenced by the results of all past

elections, especially the most recent one (2001)





