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ABSTRACT

173913

The present study of Cultural Landscape in Shan
Communities was primarily designed to seek a better understanding
on the subject of cultural landscape patterns of Shan communities in
Maehongsom, Thailand, and in Dehong Dai, China. Purposely, the
study was intended not only to explain and to identify various
intervening factors affecting landscapes, physical characteristics and
cultures of those Tai communities but also to present the matters of Tai
and Thai cultural landscapes and their future state of sustainability.

The study revealed that settiement, community characteristics,
and architecture of the study areas changed from the old Tai landscape
patterns as a result of the change in their cultures. Unlike the Socio-
economic structures of the past, those of Maehongsom and Dehong
Dai were opened. Presently, people from other cultures penetrated into
and related with study areas. As the cultural assimilation continued, the
Shan way of life changed to harmony with other cultures such as the
ways of eating, living, and sieeping. No doubt, it caused the change in
landscape at architecture level, especially their living units. However,
landscape in the levels of settiement and character of community were
different. The change of landscape from the old indicated that
communities were in the process of cultural assimilation and, at the
same time, of avoiding the world of supporting the east. On the other
hand, the landscape was indicated that community was assimilated
without cultural integration. This meant the state of sustainability was
still there.

While the age-old traditions of Tai communities were inevitably
changeable, the whole transformations of those cultural imprints were
not sustainable, as well. Thus, as the practices of preserving the
ancient identities and integrating the cultural landscape patterns were
undertaken in the way that the relationships within and among
communities were brought into balance, the sustainable environment,
then, would be expectedly established. Preferably, these circumstances
were suggested not only for the future Tai communities but also for

several other Thai communities which have similar contexts.



