UNAREa »
T161647
nsAnmdes “mafigauiannnaiiesrangulssadanluniaiiassiy
15 nadiAne nguasdnsanmaiasdunansaimadende uasnguednsusinuTes
Tne-RaUTlud 99911 A.4.1986-2000" (The Political Participation of Civil Society Groups in
National Politics: Case Study of National Watchdogs in Elections and Labour
Organizations in Thailand and the Philippines From 1986 to 2000) 'ﬁ wWunsAne3se
\BaRnuNIN (qualitative research # adumsirssiuazeaiunedsingnisainanisiies

v
o«

d'q X -l-l &~ o Y - Y - o -‘ [ 73 -J v
Wintu AAuadudufeou iR waregia &an wasdmusssnidiuifgades
duiufTaiunariu doawnll Asdesdnmisenesatnnsdson (holistic view) sianes
] 73 ] v o d’ o v d' v dlﬂl ]

2eN9TRLAMLATNENR g WNANRRSAY  (Wannauidr ladaulauasanwinadeuniuasie

i I f;/’ Lamad (-3 v s
naamegrasdmngnisaddu  eelfianaiuuassusandeysianansuardunisnl
yaraiieades veludsanalnauastsaneidtud el ldnngedoyaiiiluainuas
TuarennaesauiingnieludianignAnmatitauiads

ANUANITANBINLIN 1) UFUN (context) NadulseiRAans fay LASEENS

LAYANSLNAITDINIRDIL sUNAT A NLANANNY fej”ul.ﬁ@ommmwgmﬁrﬁéﬁﬁcylu&mﬁqq
e A 1.1 ﬁqqﬁ%ﬂﬁm’ﬁmmn@gimﬂlﬁmsﬂnmfawmaLﬂul,mmm”gmu?m CRERIG
v - i 1 : - LY
Wisnsiadeulnarainguilszandanndu wariinsneningulussueudsyanglng fu
dasiiivalfeundainisunasestul 1932 Taefldinsugndanaiiesluszuey
Userdulneacineaseds L ssangy lisingulunisiidousauvnamaiiassesinely
vor [ Y3 :// t 1 a} o [ v ©
IFFunasdgndeussimmannssusiusn 1.2 4aefinndnes (Marcos) Mugiinmanisnmisees
Ine grunsoairsauduennin (unity) Wius wIadanis (authoritarian power) 184
muetld  lnwenAuszuugUduf  (patronage  system) uszyullaumandes  (crony
capitalism) ud1Any  wiluiusifeaiy  WadTudanegnielfaunamfanisunines
< :z -l v o t -4 o dl' o LI 73 @ o «dl
Weasafames  firausaunfanusaimuinalnifetissiulildeuraiwfanisnaununn
18n  doudsunalnendudiesmnagluinugessnunanianmmsseundnenouy -
widrazdumgnigal 14 gant uaz 6 Aat wufafenN wiwasnsidanduunlaanasaly

T 1992 wamalidiuinnalnuntlasdszandulneeasing Inetanizetefaludruiifaaty



T 161647

Uszmraudadifiguaguin fserananlddrFunmalszifiaand dap wssghauszns
-t - -l o -‘ 4\' ] o 1 -l ] alt 1
Weavresaliud  fdnsnsnessiavmuinisresmadunidausauniaimaiisseangs
dszrdemnlunisifiassedumdlduinndiredye 2) snwuenisidriidaudasmnanisnilas
reengusradanluniadiesrsdutAreefialiiug dnsmunguiuedtuniiaowiviay
) J 1 o
gunsngiartetnenisiadaulne (movement networks) #aenand1a1919 uariindnnng
-~ G, J & ] & [}
jiRundaeuidugplsssunnnndiedine  Ussneuduaninnisaimanisidieslugad
< X L - U L B ] i
A.A.1986-2000 fiBalinisaiiunutsnguissadpanluiadtud Sacusiediasnnn
ndnguistdansedlnedon  3)  FsrsuyryresHalTudlumingianeaiudninig
il .« . . -l 1 <l -‘ l - - ]
nadles (civil right) wasnsiidausaunieniaiissasstseantu AduaTuntsiidausaunig
-l 0 ‘.’, o - o Vv A‘ 3 16/ LY
nailssrenguiszandens lusziumduassduinstiuunsusifgaesuynyetivl
-] o« .‘ z o« [ %4 1]
A.A.1935 warlimanudnAryundsiulufgssauyryeriull A.e.1987 dauszimalng usldn
Fyassuynyvaneatiuneuntifardsenaldfyassuyyevl  AA1997  aziluniiyol@
Meenudnsneniadiesuaznisidrusiunaniaiiesssstseangu usnsldaonudnAniu
mswdeuluareinguisvandeanieasivsngluigsssuynyeiul A.A.1997 iy 39f
ar 1 o« -l. o -l; v as o :/ o
delaiiRganeiavsasfumaafoulm uazldfunisaenfusnvadeiguiauaztsranoy 4)
RINAMHLANANIT ILEBINITNABNNAINNINTTIHNEY  (political  socialization) Jmiusess
ANRNY  LaTANITuNINesEdRAnans v linsAsuarnIvuaunf A i iU sy
Wl fgaussmnanisiiasesiegesdsomatiannuunnsnain IngludeaufadTudiy
wurANARgatuNTNA At uliuwenuge  Uszneununisiseandgiunieanidu
- 1 - -] H ] 1 1 A
grnnfiangassiemdnnduesiuy Mldinsadeulwiresruaunissineg adresaiiia
fapn Maddudlamsswinfennudrdyresnmuessuanudunadiea (civic virtue) Bnvis
yndefdeeiulgniabectiagrsafiamlusontivasauain  sonfunisdngn  vide
o : o [ cJ © T ] [SEl
anumiawy  Jadudoudrdgivinlinszueunisnaesinainisdianaingugin  1dakn
TaussIunInIniies (political culture) TlWaudAtysionmuusssuamlunaiies uay
m?ﬁdauéoumama‘tﬁmluvlnszm"uurimﬂﬁﬂﬂuzﬁ' TneLanizatefanissmusiafuie
wanulmanienisiiias flanasundludmusssuntaninileoainuiulsviallludaau
FauTlud uiludsmuinansufisnmasinseduion  Tddrandunisuasdnnisileasudas

1a91ufUun (political elite) mwmﬂ‘fmﬁumsmﬁaﬂua:ﬁ”‘awamnﬁmnndﬁﬁ%mwﬁ"q



T 161647

o - v 1 ol %/ o o o o o -l
Mufefenies sases  viadlUinmiudhedy  memszwinfandannamisdiasses
Uszmauluszdusinugh  (grass roots ) RegiluFesfideinelnegninn - Anvialady
neduansanf ligrsnsodr llfumuammanindieslnemssls danaliinsruauns
nasminamMIIMaiiteinefidimeadmusssunaniaiiasanfugiy  19anaanunn
anusssuailunaliesasliiag 5) aannasdneinlfanunsadssadfiulédn nisfidaudan
nnadinsenguilszandianlunalisssiumavednoussiatud  dassewdned
A.A.1986-2000 W wudnguuszndeanluidlTudarmnsousseunuan  uendlU
dausaunamaiiaslumaiiessyaufidedwieiias uasdamauninndnguilsradaay
Tudsunelng  SafuraBuilesnandmanmsluGesusssuanudunades  anels
- o -~ 4 all ] o ° A4 o
1unnedmussn wsegia fasuazniadlesiuansinaiy uazinlianuduiuglunis
suduunenailassenindyiunadszadeay Aramauratdiuiresszuey
dszantulme (consolidation democracy) HAanuuansaiulysoe

] ' o el ] ¢ ady o« o< :’1

winealefid  ludassswdnedl A.A.1986-2000 anmnsainiamaiiaavisly
dezalneuasdsunafadTud dldilalonaldnguissadonnldidrlyfidausanlunis

o - X ° 2 22 i < o’ -

Wesszdumduniu i ldusunalnefuws idufiavabremnuduudalFiiudsrandylne

X IAA - [~ o - v :/ 3
Trunaw lurnedNauTudldtansenisafrspnuduudsldiulszanslinaunnds Ffaus

T A.7.1986



Abstract
TE161647

The research on “The Political Participation of Civil Society Groups in
National Politics: Case Study of National Watchdogs in Election and Labour
Organizations in Thailand and the Philippines From 1986 to 2000" is a qualitative
research focusing on the analysis and explanation of political situation occurred. This
study is complicated due to the fact that it relates with various aspects of economic,
society and culture of the two countries. Therefore, it should be studied in holistic view
or be viewed in every relevant aspects to make an understanding on the condition and
environment having an influence on any situation happened. The ways of studies are
collecting and gathering all informations, documents as well as having an interview with
any persons concerned both in Thailand and the Philippines in order to gain all true
details from the cutizens' perspective in the society studied.

The study reveals the following facts: 1) Thailand and the Philippines have
different context in history, society, economics and politics. This is as a result of
important events occurred in two periods. 1.1 The first was during the period of
Philippines occupied by Spain and the United States. This event caused a movement of
civil society groups through the time of occupation and formed the foundation of
democratic regime by ihe United States. in Thailand, there was a government changing
in 1932 without initiating citizens to participate in politics. 1.2 The second was during
the period of Ferdinand E. Marcos and Thai soldier leaders which were under the
authoritarian power by residing in the patronage system and crony capitalism. While
the Philippines, governed by authoritarian power of Marcos just once, the successor
could develop the mechanism in preventing the country from the return of authoritarian
rule; Thailand had to sink into the circle of soldier power for a long time. In spite of
passing the October 14 and October 6's events, Thailand could not avoid the
authoritarian power in 1992. This event shows that the mechanism of protecting

Thailand democracy, especially in the concerning with the citizens was still more
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inefficient. Consequently, it could be said that the Philippines has a context in history,
society, economics and politics as assistance in developing a strong sense of political
participation of civil society in national politics, rather than Thailand. 2) The nature of
political participation of civil society groups in Philippines’ politics not only appears as
the bonded grouping and the widespread movement network. But it also constitutes as
practice more substantial than Thailand's. Moreover, unlike Thailand, the Philippines’
political situation during 1986-2000 had supported the continuity of its civil society
groups' working. 3) the Philippines' constitutions had a declaration about the civil right
and political participation of citizens, which encouraged civil society groups in nation
wide to participate in politics. This could be found in the constitution of 1935 and be
definitely underlined in the constituton of 1987. For Thailand, although many
constitutions that had been promulgated before the constitution of 1997 had a
declaration about the civil right and political participation of citizens, the matter of civil
society groups' movement was just stressed only in the constitution of 1997. This could
be considered neither enough to support the movement nor acceptable to the
government and its citizens. 4) The diversity of political socialization, culture, religion
and history contributes to the difference in the way of thinking and in the method of
persuading each country’s citizens into a political participation. In the Philippines’
society, the concept of mobilization has been inspired for a long time. Besides, having
confronted the colonization by other countries causes the successive movement of
various groups. So the Philippines' society has a real recognition of civil virtue.
Moreover, all of society in Philippines helps each other to cultivate this virtue within
family and educational institute as well as religion institute. This is essential for running
the procedure of political socialization from generation to generation so as to create the
political culture. It gives significance to civic virtue and political participation in every
levels of Philippines’ society; especially the matter of mobilizing, as political movement
becomes the political culture generally found in the society. On the contrary, in Thai

citizens' point of view, the politics belong to political elite. They feel familiar with waiting
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for government's favor rather than mobilizing to make a request or going to consuit
their government, which makes it hard to recognize the political power of the grass
roots. Moreover, the religious factor is unable to play a role directly in politics, this
causes a lack of civic virtue in the procedure E)f Thai political socialization. 5) According
to the study, it can be evaluated that the civil society groups in Philippines are more
obvious and continue promoiting political participation than Thailand’s. This is a result
of the development of civic virtue beneath the various context in culture, economics,
society and politics. There is also the difference between two countries in terms of
consolidation democracy and relation of the government and its citizens in political
procedures.

Nevertheless, during 1986-2000, the political situation in both countries:
Thailand and the Philippines had made an opportunity for civil society groups in more
political participation in national politics which would bring both countries into a good
direction in reinforcing the consolidation of democracy in the future. Especially in
Thailand, under the new constitution, consolidation democracy should be in our
agenda, while in the Philippines consolidation of democracy were in their agenda since

1986.





