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This anthropological research examines border trade practices at the Chong Mek border
checkpoint in Ubon Ratchathani province, and also the history of various dimensions of border
trade. The framework used in this research views borders not as naturalistic or static but as
constructed by the state, and populated by local socio-cultural local networks which use the border
to their advantage and make border trade relations into dynamic negotiations.

The main research findings include three points. First, border trade in border areas has
been based on local traditional trade, but changes closely related to state and extra-state contexts
have been introduced. Globalized trade supported by the state has created bbth support for, and
obstacles to, trade in the border area, so that to understand the border area trade requires moving
past a unidimensional or unilineal viewpoint to consider the chronology of state intervention
and to assess several different types of trade. Second, the ability of the state to control its
borders, such as by establishing checkpoints, has in practice been limited; indeed, some
local government officials even engage in illegai trade. Bringing checkpoints up to international
standards with new regulations and technology has occurred for only the last five years. These
improvements allow state control to be implemented more effectively. Third, negotiation among
traders has long been a part of border trade, and see their own practices as legitimate and certain
state regulations as violating their rules. There are various ways of negotiating trade practices at
the border, including asserting one’s rights, siding with the rules, violating the rules, and other
types of adaptation.

[n summary, the paper argues that we must go beyond a state- oriented approach and see
how traders either support or subvert state control, and this entails examining border trader
potential, and the dynamics and complexity of border trade. Understanding the border is
not simply a matter of understanding traders, but of understanding state and local policy and

practice. Such an understanding can led to more efficient, effective, and appropriate policy.





