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This thesis was the comparative study of the Social Dynamics of family in World
Heritage sites of Thailand and Lao People’s Democratic Republic. The main objectives of
this study were : 1) To study the social dynamics of family in two World Heritage sites.
2) To compare the social dynamics of the two case studies in World Heritage sites; Sri
Satchanalai, Thailand and Luang Pra Bang, Lao People's Democratic Republic.
3) To study the family life cycle development in World Heritage sites. The important
concepts adopted in this thesis were social dynamics, family, capital in terms of social,
cultural, financial and symbolic capital.

Qualitative research technique was applied by using in-depth interview, both
participant and non-participant observation and focus group discussion. Family was unit
of analysis which focussed on family life cycle changes over three periods of time

“namely: before the inscribed of World Heritage site, during the implementation of World
Heritage site and government policies change toward World Heritage site. Five types of
family work were textile, earthenware and celadon, silverware and ancient gold,
handicraft and merhood. The total samplings size was 30 families including 3 families
from each group.

The results of the study were: the remarkable of the families in Sri Satchanalai
were mode of production changes, based characteristics on market oriented by
modification of the heritage products for utilized purposes. Family relations were
changed from kinship to wage relationships and further to work network by knowledge
transfer among group members.

Whereas the main aspects of families in Luang Pra Bang were sale of products
at community level by modify the products as souvenirs. Their family relations were still
ki.nship relation and also transferred the knowledge only among their family members.

The similarity of Sri Satchanalai and Luang Pra Bang families were no family
structure changes in both countries. While the differentiation of two countries were family
change, caused by Thai government's policies on individual and social relationships,
whereas there was some changes in achieved status in Luang Pra Bang, Lao People's

 Democratic Republic.

Furthermore, there were 6 guidelines for the macro development of family
lifecycle in World Heritage sites, 1) to emphasize on infrastructure development as
physical capital 2) to develop the various occupational networks 3) to promote on family
potential in term of the informal economic sector 4) to develop social capital 5) to

develop cultural capital and 6) to develop financial capital.





