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abstract

The thesis is a critical review of the community culture movement which emerged
in Thailand in the late 1970's among non-governmental organizations, academics and
intellectuals. The movement has developed the concept of "community culture” as a tool to
criticize state policy of rural development. It proposes that the culture of the rural people,
termed community culture, ought to be cherished, revived, strengthened and conceived as a
set of valuable knowledge as well as an alternative development strategy.

Having discussed the political economy of the movement and analyzed the texts and
writing strategies, the thesis concludes that community movement is not a localfregional
movement, but an initiative of one wing of the urban middle class to establish yet another set
of meaning of “culture” and *folk/rural people’ against those defined by other groups. The
critical reading of the text shows that community culture is not so much a straightforward
representation as a construct existing in the heart and mind of ‘the writers. Moreover, as a
development movement, community culture suffers from a dilemma of defining its position
vis-a-vis the folk people. While it claims to honor the dignity and wisdom of the folk people, it

cannot avoid the hierarchy and asymmetry in their relationship with the folk people.



