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This study was carried out to analyze John Locke’s concepts of toleration and
freedom of religion. The concept was used to examine the Thai state under the
Constitution during 1932 to 1997. The study of Locke’s concept constructed two
conceptual and analytical frameworks for a study of Thai state’s toleration and religious
freedom. .

The first framework involved object of toleration, that is religion. With regard to
Locke’s theory, civil society and church (religious societies) differ in ends and means. The

nature of church entails that state should not use coercive means in the sphere of spiritual
matters. However, in the case of the Thai society, religion is not only the spiritual basis
but also a moral standard that the Thai state has to uphold. Therefore, religious beliefs and
worships that the Thai state can tolerate must not conflict with the state church.

Secondly, it deals with the people involved in toleration, namely, the tolerator and
the tolerated. This framework analyses four relationships between the tolerator and the
tolerated. The first is the relation between state and church. The Thai state has a power to
organize and structure the religious society including a power of law enforcement over the
religions’ sphere. The second lies in the relations amongst the state, the state church and
the citizen of other religions. In this matter, the Thai state used to have intolerance with
the Christian and Muslim during the Pibulsongkram government. Although the intolerance
declined later on, however, the negative attitude to other religions still exist tacitly. The

‘third is the relationship between the state, the orthodoxy and the Buddhist sects or
religious movement. In Locke’s concept, it is the responsibility of each individual to seek
for the truth and the way to heaven, so the state or anyone can not use coercive means in
this religion matter. Nevertheless, the Thai state proclaims that religion is the basis for
moral standards that the state has to uphold. Thai state, then, issued laws that allow state
and orthodoxy to sanction heretics or schism. The last is the relationship amongst the
citizens. The extent of mutual toleration amongst the Buddhists themselves is higher than
the state’s toleration towards some group of citizens.

This study has some suggestions with regard to the restructuring of the relationship
between the state and the religious society, and the need for reforming law for more
religious freedom and toleration. It also proposed that religion should be disposed as a
means to gain the public good in civil society instead of accomplishing of their own goals.





