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The Bangkok Middle Class’ Non-commitment to Democracy

and Modernization Theory™**

Apichat Satitniramai*

Abstract

This study proposes two main points. Firstly, it tries to answer empirically the question of
who are the supporters of the movement of People’s Alliance for Democracy (PAD) and the People’s
Democratic Reform Committee (PDRC), and what are their socio-economic attributes and political
values. Secondly and contrary to the conventional tendency, it applies modernization theory to
analyze why these middle class participants did not adhere to democratic values. This paper argues
that re-interpreting the democratic values of the Bangkok middle class through modernization theory

is still beneficial.

Keywords: modernization theory, middle class, Yellow-Shirt, PDRC, PAD
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A15199 1 L‘].I?ﬂ‘uL‘ﬁﬂ‘umwmem'"mﬁmgmzmaLmigrgﬁ%ﬁ”\mmmmmuLLNumﬂﬁﬁmﬂa‘:ﬁﬁu

FEMINNGUARALNUASTUNGHINADS

Fauls wAg aRg Mean test
Son ARy ANdleay Swau Aledn  Adea p-value*
Anaging NRIFIU Anaging NMTFIY

WA 69 1.49 0.50 374 1.49 0.50 0.958
21 69 46.86 14.39 374 38.39 13.06 0.000
Aunlinns@nm 69 11.88 5.29 374 14.97 2.97 0.000
Auugnndinlunseunsa 69 3.29 1.74 374 3.17 1.63 0.591
melfraaniaGau (um) 69 22592 23,586 374 26,886 32,038 0.289
duaunganniaaiidia 69 0.35 0.48 374 0.45 0.50 0.129
fi’]muﬂﬁagjhﬂ@q N 45 21.67 11.20 206 19.07 6.83 0.044
(1 =lalpenas, 2 = e A%4, 3 = vag, 4 = 1Tuilsedn)

TU§uangRThemnmnen 69 1.57 0.72 374 1.92 0.57 0.000
TU§uangRThadunda 69 2.10 0.83 374 2.39 0.66 0.001
T§uaneRvhanalh 69 2.67 0.80 374 2.68 0.75 0.879
Iveaiieafiszmalueds 69 1.41 0.75 374 1.74 0.88 0.003
Thvinaifiesluglsd 69 1.20 0.58 374 1.33 0.65 0.125
(1 =4, 2 = "1a14)

HiinsiAssim 69 0.29 0.46 374 0.52 0.50 0.000
fiinsdaau 69 0.17 0.38 374 0.22 0.42 0.373
gumiadeRuiviaiulafdnnmndmngels 69 0.07 0.26 374 0.20 0.40 0.014
drumidanmdngeldauiuds 69 0.23 043 374 042 0.49 0.004
livuamesziudmaiang 69 0.29 0.46 374 0.48 0.50 0.004
A un i ununiianussdnsa 69 0.14 0.35 374 0.34 0.48 0.001
felanendul 1 43anTituidn 45 0.51 0.51 207 0.36 0.48 0.064
21T (dummy = 1)

HanufulegauszAuiizms 69 0.19 0.39 374 0.29 0.46 0.079
dgnanng 69 0.03 0.17 374 0.10 0.30 0.060
wiinewgndnresdgminenuiziavne 69 0.06 0.24 374 0.16 0.36 0.033
nilnawgndraienau (ulszdn) 69 0.13 0.34 374 0.23 0.42 0.059
§U& (freelance) 69 0.09 0.28 374 0.09 0.28 0.973
ganadausafane (ldlgndna) 69 0.30 0.46 374 0.10 0.30 0.000
gaiadousioAnang (Hyndsluiiu s av) 69 0.06 0.24 374 0.06 0.25 0.846
gafadousiodnang (Hynanaiu 5 aw) 69 0.06 0.24 374 0.05 0.22 0.806
$udnaldusauialy (@ulszdn) 69 0.01 0.12 374 0.01 0.10 0.784
$udnaldusaauialy (@ulaiszdn) 69 0.03 0.17 374 0.02 0.14 0.580
WnFawinAnm 69 0.04 0.21 374 0.10 0.30 0.140
walrinu 69 0.06 0.24 374 0.04 0.20 0.578
dreamy/laifiein 69 0.12 0.32 374 0.04 0.19 0.006
féuq 69 0.01 0.12 374 0.00 0.00 0.020
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AnsusNagaIAy (dummy = 1)

fhwiea 69 0.29
Aauln 69 0.10
g 69 0.19
uWamdaad/mann 69 0.23
ANLnA 69 0.19

0.46 374 0.36 0.48 0.239
0.30 374 0.11 0.32 0.792
0.39 374 0.19 0.39 0.978
0.43 374 0.22 0.41 0.778
0.39 374 0.12 0.32 0.107

*1A7 p-value {I11NN91 0.05 1971agluiarusL8N L ATIAT mean TENABINGNAAIINLANFINTITY

UNEINB): Uix&toﬂﬁ@gmvnuummlmﬂu (Wanwiphang Manachotphong and Apichat Satitniramai 2017)
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FugumaIIngane mudszanadlee
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dszar3ullae uwannsiiaes Ae noudslanai
anaanindas wiudreiuneluilasea¥ieuas
mmﬁmuﬁwmdqmu%uﬁmj Lﬁfaﬁmmmwﬁw
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Feapnfinamanisnaneidulseasdinefeanda
81908 lA919711189 Rustow (1970) waz O'Donnell
and Schmitter (1986) (uf2ULNUIBILUINIIH
N asu AN kIIN 19N NIannidn
AnsUE “WIIneMIenales” (political theology)
= o a . . 4‘
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dszandillnoazanipsaiiaslafiaiu wanienige
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a 1

=l =
N3NNIl as e 1wlus Ty
wasUiasdnmaizinuaiianil (Wucherpfennig
and Deutsch 2009, 2) WAYTILITLAINUUDS
. ?/ @ .é’d 1 I
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AmuAsrgnanuyszanslaewindy na1ane
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AATIYY U 9411289 Boix (2003) Ne@Niladed
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Abstract

The theory of the separation of powers between legislative, executive, and juridical
branches is the foundation of modern constitutionalism. Although the theory was developed
during the course of the seventeenth and eighteenth centuries, it still plays a significant role in
political debates and discourses up to the present time. A recent study entitled The Concept of
Contempt of Parliament is an example of an attempt to analyze constitutional politics in Thailand with
reference to the separation of powers principle. However, the study exhibits unclear interpretation and
a lack of understanding of the complexity and dynamics of the separation of powers theory. Today,
the so-called pure Montesquian model of three distinct organs exercising power independently is

subject to considerable skepticism about its contemporary fit.
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Ambiguity in the Notion of the Separation of Powers in the Study of the Contempt of Parliament:

A Case Study of Pornson Liengboonlertchai’s the Concept of Contempt of Parliament
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Political Thinking and Voting Decision
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Abstract

This research aimed to investigate whether Thai voters base their voting decision on their
political thinking or on their expectations that the candidates and/or political parties they vote for
would be win the elections, or both. The dataset used was from “the pre-election countrywide
survey of public opinion towards the 2001 General Elections to the House of Representative”, with
a sample size of 1,500, jointly conducted by the National Statistical Office (Thailand) and the King
Prajadhipok’s Institute. Our Chi-square test of independence and Log-linear model analysis revealed
that Thai voters voted for the candidates and/or political parties they saw as most likely to represent
their political thinking and also who and/or which were likely to win the elections. Hence, candidates
and political parties should emphasize communication of their political thinking and seek to convince
voters of the likelihood of their winning. Future research should focus on finding effective political

communication strategies, especially those suitable for small and medium-sized political parties.
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Breaking Free from Victim Mentality

“Toxic Fruits of Family Violence”**
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Abstract

|11

All human beings are born with “Free Will”, which means we have freedom to choose to do
or not to do something in our lives. However, there are many things in life that one has no control
over, one of those is the family to which one is born and raised. However, that family happens to
be among the most important social institutions and also has the most significant impacts on one’s
entire life, for better or worse. If the foundation of life and society is dysfunctional or violent, it will have

negative effects on other social institutions as well.

The findings in this article, indicated that Classical Sociological Theory, which generally
explained the reproduction of violence, were toned down with the transformation of social structure
and social context in a “Post-Societal Phase”. In addition, this article reveals that humans could
break free from victim mentality, “the toxic fruit of family violence”, which is constructed from violent
experiences in childhood. Because humans are like fruits that come with “the seed of worthiness”
which contains power within or have the potential to transform themselves and also the ability to

create a better society.
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2. NUNAUNIEINAINTUISINUMS
Nﬁmﬁﬁm’m‘{uuﬁa (victim mentality and

reproduction of violence)
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WudAnsau/minuanalnniedeansosig uiu
nisnszingasifalanyananazrinssaineasly
arn19ndtasizuenanniuladag 19dniau
(Supang Chantavanich 2012, 256-259)

ANTNLUIAATAY Anthony Giddens
Un&eANANeNT1989ng Y JRmuINgE)nI1Tne
Fin184LATNAFI9AMNANAUSNINEIAN (theory of

structuration/structuration theory) gdaidunng

Aarnziilyuimedeanludnenizniansniies

duslusimlifesgnezinnisuaslanaiie (Chetta
Puanghut 2007, 1-42) @1u130ununldlunng
afu1an19NagUANANAUs 109TATIA TN
Fanudn Taseairadunalndndnfiddoulunis
ANNUATIANNAIANLATNOANTINTDINYIE LAz
TuanzipeiuannTnaesdenniedlugusgnsein
nisfidusoninualaseafraniedanig uiu
Hesannilugfifdaulunisudn (production) uay
AmN (reproduction) TAseaF1an1edennliniiu
siely) Tassadredaduianmauaznadnizesns
neeinyeanyms (Supang Chantavanich 2012,
256-259) ?ﬁlqaﬂLﬂumwﬁﬁ*qmﬂﬂﬁﬂ"amLﬂu%’@m
D dsanInenniauiaiagiiudn uiasaudn
Nypdaasz lunnsnsevinadadviragninseaing
AnduAIuANAULY (Pinwadee Srisupan 2012,
191) Fatlanunsninudimanzidenlaelsvidu
flymauguusslunsauniauiials 2 dou A N5
TassafraiunisiuangAnssnzesnysduaila
fnazinnisiunsinuunlasaieANuLseing

aunsnagU AR NunIng 1

UISEERY “MUMANNIULI WHIAANITLsENaUATIIMNAIANEBNTIAANITLUsTAUNNIAIAINEILI" B89 WAL

WINNUTUG

SilelunannnsdnAtyaes Bible study NldesunansaunauAnideas (negative mindset) aasilalanyananliiusunainnig

gnNsEiin (be abused) AeAYNIULIS vidagNU IR WA e lignsies (mistreated) atindluiluassu (injustice) (Osteen 2017a)
lalanaseunfydsan/yanaseude faananiunisaifsedes/idun/Seulaniedeny

4 49 1fu#l 2 nsngrAN-FurAN 2562 89



Breaking Free from Victim Mentality “Toxic Fruits of Family Violence”

Individual
With
family violent experiences
in childhood

(agency as defenseless victim)  as Agenicy

Violence Individual

as Structure
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“victim mentality”
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ununggnnasvinlaaden (indirect victim) weananu (witness) Ae §nFuFmuin/lsguiesslumgnisaianuguussiiia

X ! = = o & a Moy 2 3o =~ <) Py .
PUITWINANTNAUBUL L UATALIASY eﬁ\iﬂ{]l,@ﬁvl.lliﬂ')’] '14ﬂmuuﬂ@uimummmu/mmmﬂmmWﬂmsmuwmummgmmmﬂmu
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Breaking Free from Victim Mentality “Toxic Fruits of Family Violence”
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aunedzasfduldld vislinenznsaunan@nd
TULTILNBL TGN szNaUAF I AL FRLAN

fapiansnalunsmnunTinueyAraiiuag

Tasagi Tasea¥wanuguussignilsznay
afausuAnalnduiuguuisinedaniu
ATAUATIFANAUNNAR ANITN TN UATAUAT LAY
WOFANIINTDIYAAADE NN LHBIAIMANTAIN
wazunanieaala (vulnerability) wazeialdflingd
ANAUABANNIULIY IWIzRzTiuAnAgliaINIn
Unflasdataslaasinlianidumtiansuguiss

. v P
(defenseless victim) Taatn9d1am7e wanannil
winéialsiannnsndaanaesiadldateanysal ws
o o y o ° aa o o
feandusasianigaulunisassdinlszandu
TunangsnuiNe A N8 (survival) 817 N9
4 . 2 NI
WanTIAdevied (819113 NBERAY LATBITHUN WAz
o dl AI dl o 1 o aa
g15ne1Tea) T BAINANITURBNIFANTNTAR
.£I a -£I % a 3| 1%
ANFANININIINITRE ANTAININAUARA LTI
anislaginldaouguussiiiniuluaseunaio
lalgwmanisaliiAnauiiesaiafes (not usually
a one-time incident) LAXNNALIAATUTILAYT1AN
A o o = =
fanwuzadfaaasiuyuaulilun (cycle of
violence) (Finley 2016, 41) annfinanauidnasiu
azauliiiiugg Taseaiepningunsauazilaian
yaralugusgnzianislitnunszuaunisniasa
1A7985 19PN NENRUETNNFIAN LGN DUN TN ADNTIN
3| d’l’ a o % o Le
aunaneluiameniulsenauaiiady “ulusidd
MEMANNIULN” TedeilunsaumuAaNRAFo

A 1 o a r-dll
m@ﬁ\mgimmummﬂmmmL%mmﬁm wlu

winliuddyanatiuazainisan1neaniiain
c dJ v v 1 o &
anun1snfanguLsanileliudn winluiay
v
fananafifansdaninainliynnatiudensuan

a dl | | d’l v v @ aa
wqmm?w@mwmgium WUl aznaulwiiuls

b

TAsaaiaANIuLsaTuNITAIUUANG ANTINT

TULIIVBIN Y]

duh 2 Hnszvinneriunisinvunlaeaing
AYTNTULIN (agency and the construction of

structure)

ArnudAylunsiiAssidauil Ae
uywe A astanauuralas ainan N UL
edenauatnaanlivialal vsauiasaudonise
o = ! = ! o
Hdnsnniazsadiiatlanlaausiasaanann

TassaiaannguLssiasaindInueaueg |

nasaAsziniglanseungeniInesn
2a4laseairepuduiusnedeanunisy iy
@%mﬂﬁ@mnumalugmz@m:ﬁﬁ (agency) T4
o o o dld o 1
Wusdauansd1Anynin1Ineesiamae 9 (human
4 i -
action) TuiugNHA N NI lUNIIANANTUN
dnmarnseinetnelslugniunisalvile (capacity
to know how to act) tlugnseyinn1snidanlu
nsuanLasHantnlAseaF1an19dean (Supang
Chantavanich 2012) y7afdqunaatass Ay

TULIAINNInANsag ludsausialdl

A1AN1TAN®IARE’T WU MANNAY

szaunisalaninguisaluaseuaia dalanyana

o o

Anrsuansununivainuaneluaauduius

"9UARBEDN “NMLIMANNIULTS: WHIAANTTLTzNeUAT I NAIANABN1ITANITLITTALINIIAYINTULIN” T8 WINAIIUG
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~ | a A : =
W?uuiﬂ1NMQQNMWEQuﬂUWUWWIQUWUWWﬁuQ

Q
|

Wasananuduiuslunsaumaiadauluniinag
AlfiadEM91L (long period of time) ATALIATY
3aflwasm (family dynamics) fnnsilaguunilas
Tdmuduiusninnialuaesasaunsa (family
relationships) s BuNadaaNTisnad ey
(social context) UVIU’]VIm‘ﬂ\?ﬂ@L@ﬂuﬂﬁﬂuumﬁ
AaNgulsslunsaLAiaAlalasRiuAa TS
wazuldldmuaniunisairanquuseiiyanati

ANRILNTEY

UNAATIZAIN AT AN AT uiT e
wadszaunisaiaaugulssluasauAiireangy
Faaginanudn nAuaznIsUiufaAungAnssx
(behavioral adaptation) Lﬁfﬂﬂf;’m@ﬁ_ﬂiiﬂm (survival)
TulAs9a319ANTILEY NA1IAD NYEETRN9EEuE
fiaztlfudasuunuam (changing roles) ann
ummmmmﬁ@ﬁm}fgnmzﬁﬁ (victim or the
abused) ldgunuingnsziiipaiuguuss (the
abuser) L8194 Tmﬂﬁmm%\mwhﬂﬂugﬂLmu
maﬁq%’qmﬁummiﬂ wianaLlun1InsLinAaNy
TULTIABAULEY (self-directed violence) L1U
n13iniesaLes (self-abuse) N13lEaNLANGAR
(substance abuse) AMMTNWHIUTNHFIFAE
(suicide attempt) UFAU (The Childhood
Domestic Violence Association 2017) Tmﬂ‘ﬁlma‘
UFusaresnysdlulaseairenugunsedoulugy
fnazEuduanainnisdeuifiagidnaudiivae

AUARENT I EAYINIUILES" (violent action = violent

. = o & dl [ o
reaction) taaenaldngiszasdiietlasiumales
y3ailnilasanndnauaulunsaunsa (to defend
oneself/others) vizalufiilun1slanaviiaasing
gninF1emulaamsa (to punish the abuser) il

~a o X
wanansainnismeulfiAvNguesegluuuiilena
= = o Ay - X =
NazniaruguusslilussAuniiausatisiu auda
Y Ay o aa A Avao o
TunN@eTInrenidnlunin “an1oznanu
AUABYINI” (the battered person’s syndrome)
= PP P R T o w
gaunstinvtievzadngnnaznifauAINIuLe
nanendugd MeriiinA1uguLINReNNLALILEY

(Crawford, Liebling-Kalifani and Hill 2009, 65)

anundAzifinanaandefu asanu
Whdiudn daanyaaafigniuaglulassaiepanu
Juussnet et diignnssindannany
ﬁ;uLLa‘am;Tum'd”ﬂLﬁﬂ TaadaulvnjaziAulnu
wianfunslsznauaienszuauiialiian aufe
mﬁlfammmmqmm (victim mentality) (Mcgraw
2017) viianuRenaLARIaslAsIa9TisuLsAAN
ﬁiﬂqﬁﬁiiu (the results of violent structure/unjust
society) FaluuAdeiGand “uluiAinigmn
ANNTULIY" LaTaunsauAa N AT R LT
Anannlunisinfremues fau dedansellly
A nnsAnEAsenuEesanlszaunisainany
gues wudn Wlwirdssnanaldnsnainldilaian
qﬁm@mam%ﬂmm;uuﬂ Tnedaulunjasiaueinu
nsnanalne (blaming) luded@wietiunnieen
879 muﬁwqﬁmimﬂwﬁmmm@LLmﬂwﬁ’TuLLuu

ATIHNTULIY UNAUAATINIIZIINT1aAunauy

2nstinauaaugunes Wunildlwinsenisiesisenvesuymd viafEundn “defense mechanism” (Schacter 2011,

482)
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a ¥ 1%

an/ G aAa A A o v 912// o
AHUAUANANTLALAWeIANTEN PN AL
o o 1% =X o ¥ % = i/dl ¥
wzdapndulnaieaainlinuneczauinas g
ANgULsaNelasiufa eI NiBduR N ELan
uANAINRUIIAUNEII1 ANTuuIIat luszau
AUGNITUUTOAUNDANINAILIADA LNINTREUY
ladarnnsouilaaauuiasld @nviunanunes
dszaunisaiaruguusaniuzasreslanasni
AnazaNIude Assdudessannusalyl udu
TunremsadnuIeAuaziaur1unITna 9 ne
FLNTITUILES 11 ARNARTI NN LNy
k% o =3 all 1 £
Faauannany mszaudwanilidlassienis
puAsgNnenis mezauianfunszaamaus
$ @ 1y Ada | =
wmszasiuillfaridineg lilineasls inevau
=] 1 :J/ 1@ = o Y]
FanaaANaUguNIAIuALAN AeinlAianTue
o erﬁl o v 1 v
wiAninangau inlinuseunusanisgnld
ANINTRUIY/YNNATTNWAINANNTNTUATELATY
ludl 11 @78 N99en gn pANTen1enguNIe
, " & o e
(in-laws) Ui wananiuiansdlaziausn
amBNFasEaNauuEan1sgnldaINULIILNe
Fesnisantdutinesuliuundy et aauagildn
2 a a ] dgldl dl 1 o 4
ANENIAUAIINAATIA LT BHTLDINAIHATI1 19
P2 A v o A = 3
yaramaduiiualiunazdunes/nandinau
qunsesialii@uies Geusdaraudinnsliiunng
(rationalize) wazldAaugaussss (justify) fu
nsldmnuguunssrasnuluianuansiaiuly fan

nann g

uanani Jllauneddn “wluiainign
A a all 1
AITNTULETY” AN e uNEAR (myth) NaaaN

(delude) Tuymeiaad Auguusaiuiinig
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% ¥ A | 4
ﬂ’]iLLﬂ‘]jﬂ&lﬂ’Wlﬂﬂﬁ]’ﬂ\‘i vraiflunislimnnugausssu

a
' '

AunMINszinNquLssTasaulesdn Wuiagnsiag
ANWBANKA ATALNNITNART sie L LAz
wWunseumNAnNUALiaA1Na3e (conceal the
truth) inliilalanyanaidiadn aulddndsuinne
a s o A~
(powerless) W@ZM@QHUIP]NZQ?NWJ”]N’;:uLLNMﬁ‘@N
r-dll aa dIQ 1 1 dl
ANTelUANN19ARAdY aulianunsalasulas
a dl kA a Y £% ] v
woAnssNAguLaals anuniiaszidiesiulals
UNILAININRN1IAUNAA/NARTIAINNTUL S
waduarlvatnisnnadiulaseadenie
dl o/ rdl dJ o o o/

wWanuulasuluiaiingulssisasausviiuaAy
AnuaznnAnssNaedmuld Tunianduny uywe
dl aa ¥ [ 9/3’/
annnsnienguzteulaludinaesnuls ladadii
ALAARALALIANIVINNNA AN INLIAF NN Ll
wAluuAnN TRk lnanedavanaasnely
Tanlutinegmilanisaaupnaasnyeed wiatsls
ARNNNYEETRAIN190L1AANTAZAILANNUN I
nslEEaL (how to react) AaANIUNITAING | 7
nTusaUfare9nwls (Winfrey 2015) 1ii89ann
nywe lugIuedneeian s lndeg w1 AL tenn
(powerful individual) ANTARUUATEANUTEAT A

FImaaaniaals (self-determination)

3. N1FUU: N19ABNATNIIATAITH
TULTI? (escaping: the exit of cycle of

violence?)

LWHBANIHIULIINIAINF 1L IININT Y
i = = = = >
nsutauduanuilanunisiunuynawaenld

dl 4 v c dl
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AULTEY (to escape from violent circumstances)
Feumnsnaguuuiueenld® veilagullédn nnwil
@faﬂf«nnmmuﬂf]iaimma;ul,l,mi%uﬂwvlsﬂﬁm\mﬂﬂ
n199 (permanent exit) a1N29a3/lATIAFI9AIN

1 v
sunsanAsatiyAnatiuag s Anigean

q Kl
'
o

919 (temporary exit) Wil nanqAe Talan

yaranIaazuiiaanaindn un1saiANsuL i

Kl 9

a

Anduluaseunialdfiase wilalfuanananad
1,;mmmﬁmwﬁﬁu@@ﬂmmwmfmuqmmﬁlu°1 7
fansmadannuaganatnanningludeanld a1
mwa;ul,m@\ﬁm\m’éw (structural violence) Lay
mw:;w,mﬁ'ﬂ\mﬂﬁﬂ@%ﬂu’imuﬁﬁm (cultural
violence) @dlundnddu flanyanaiianansauiii
anuluifAmigmanuquLssiadunsauay
ﬁm‘ﬁ'n"aﬁTqm‘w%’@uﬁuﬂ?mumiﬂmm;mm

sanana el

yanangniuatluagas/inseainanans
';;uu,mmfaﬂ"]\mmu’m%ﬁmiﬂi:n@um”'m
(construct) ﬂi@‘ummﬁmﬁLLmﬁ’hﬂmmguLm

AAFNAANNIANINATANNNTULINTUAE Daudidn

Yanatuari1aWuaInA NN uE Nguu el
prauAflAudafinuvzausidnyanaiuazinain
ANANTUSAINAUNINFaauldat19duEuan
<3 Gl ¥ ol/ vai o o
fnu wraudnseiivg Nnseiin/aanseinaany
US4 (the abuser) Mivluans/daqiurulinie
anaulduiuuds weetrelsfiay yanani
WAV IEIMAI NI UL AT AR LU TN
" - ¥ R
AzAunan/mandiANguLesall ivilitiesann
NIALIANINANNTILIIAINATY Sepsdiandnasianis

° a

miudRnuazdepaiufaiuuaniaien sau
ﬁwﬁquﬁnﬁmmﬁ&u@q PLHENE [T TR R
axfeudn audnazinfadieiiaszuianiiy
NNA/AYINIURINAINNNIYNNTEINTUERAR LT Fae
nsnsadadie NITEWARGI/EN ATINNEINYNNE N
Aane LWAN U1ANATTaUAINT UL UL
U ULT LAV AULULAE B8R s aW
wsnznesidanauangnnszin lueAnddlal 4
A AssTuateanan lusmziiuneaugzten
runiseanuisalaaTemn sanduusanisgnld

A Nguuasiall s

BaannIsAnERAENULN NN3ndl (escaping) AnasasadNguLesluasauas w1 4 giluuy

1) msuilnuugdansia unimieanllfFiney luguauauidunisdana a7 guawieuys guaulfm guau

P o - N @ v a P 4 A A o
WEANET WNNITNUU qmu@@u”l,@u/m@/mwgmm Wiy wdewduifidaauuninaulaldlun1edn edeasnisdnnig

Hoymnintuluaseuais Tefluwiliniadngasasasuguussau - seld

2) MENBUUUEIAIANNANAUS siTouTaanuIa N uiguLs wisnadapsisnInAsegiaviadenamulzyan

fiusgminann@nlunseaunineg Ve AN 94519928 £ UM N UNANT W LU nMsuenfiuey (separation) nNIUTeanNNEe

sinadandnsinanusnsduguinuie Wisy Inefidnglseasfinednidesnstnzmaunanasuguusdluaseuni

3) msuluuumAnuIANNENRUE tnadindeanananuduiusdiulung/lifesnisdnldeanaatudinezyinanu

JUI39EN (the abuser) Lﬂummﬁ@faﬂmq‘tmﬂﬁmmmmiﬁawqmaLﬂmgﬁw?@mmﬁmﬁuﬁmﬂﬁuﬁq

4) msuiwuuals #an13dN AR (short-cut) ENBNNTHNFIANE (suicide) BN FeIFaled (self-abuse) 13

\ale o g . A 9 P . A 9
WEI’WF.I’]N?N’]QVISL?]WJWNQ‘%LLNEL%DQLLHGHEI (battering) L‘W’ﬂﬁ]@\‘iﬂ’]ﬁ‘ﬂ@ﬂ‘ﬂ@'ﬂﬂ[5]’3L’ﬂ\i@@ﬂ@’]ﬂ')\‘i@i‘ﬁ')qhguui\iEEI’]\?@’]’JTV]"TLIWJEIF‘YJ’]N[}]’]F;I
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4. nMsAAgIEnI 1Y NTEinn1snu
TASIATIIAIINTULSTI (the battle
between active agency and violent

structure)

talanyapaniiulan luaseuniasas
N7ULTY AN199AN19UszaUNIIDAINTUL S
wauuansiueanllaiunisfuiuazhinaiy
dszaunisafrasusazyana lnaiyanaid
dszaunisniaonuguuseluaseunfadaulund
wunldunazdnnisdszaunisnimantiusaanigld
AINHIULIN (management of violent experiences
with violence) usiaeinglafisny aannnaAnsIde ™
oA - 4o
uisesiandszaunisniaesiaianymnaiinesn
UaNaE LUNTDUAITNAANIENNAINTULTS WL
YARALAANUIUAINTNFE BT NAzIaTNaF19na s

: 4 .

wianuiatlagundasuuanialunisdnnig
dszaunisnfaasauliluddnianladgunss (non-

violence approach) sia b édui

Tudawil dlauasiinmezidsziiung
WANMIBAININAINHTUTALNIEINAIINTULIY
(breaking free from victim mentality) u’?@m@aﬁ
NNIALNBANIENNANIULI (breaking the cycle
of family violence) YINNNANLTUNGIANTINALE
neldnseungenisnasazediasaaiieniny
AUANUSNINEIAN (Strong Structuration Theory:
SST) 184 Rob Stones daulungufifignitmun

Lﬁ'mﬁummnmqwﬁmm Anthony Giddens &Tﬂ‘ﬁl
Tdamnzifluuda eilnnuiaes Stones Téain
WwueLuudgansninesizesinaiieau
AUNUTNIEIAN (cycle of structuration) (Stones
2005, 9) Fatlszneudag 4 asflszneuman Taud
TaseaFeannauen (external structures) tA39AFI4
aely (internal structure) nszinmsiinfanas
N7e9N (active agency) LAYHAAWSUIAINITNIZNN
(outcome) (Pinwadee Srisupan 2012, 193) 1ag
HilauAz i nANN1981ATYAINUUIAAAINA1IHA
afUmaiAnissedrrudedalanynnalugiue
AngzrinNITLaTIeasANIuL g luguelAseaing
famy L‘ﬁlfﬂ'ﬂﬁﬂﬁ‘”]ﬂﬂ@iﬂﬁ?‘@ﬂﬁ‘zuquﬂ’]iﬂﬁwﬂi
AN NG aasnInaInuluiAinIg1nAIN

sunsssialyl

1) TAS99519n18uan (external

structures)'

‘LumuﬁwﬁLm‘ww‘rﬂmm;w,l,a‘ﬂuﬁﬁu:
Tassarenmeandadunalimedennynszsuiiss
HARBNTNIETINYaaNI TN TUAIANYINNNALTUN
Fapnganade (contemporary social context) 1138
qﬂﬁzﬁv\muﬁumﬁ@m%’ﬁzﬁ “glanaanniudenn”
(post-societal phase) AuilosunannianAdml
(globalization) (Burawoy 2005) Vl?/\i"f:ﬁmﬁuw}\‘i
&3Ax (social institutions) NNIzALIAIURAIUAATY

Ao N AT uUasnsuqui Al llalan

“9UAARIEEN “NEINANNIULSS LWIAANTLTzNaLATINedIANsanI1ARN1LsrALNITAIAYINTHIIY” 989 WINANIULYN

WIVVNAUG

“Hilsunesinlanaidouiiadiounasadnaidasdinnluaanuia (the light shines in the darkness) wasa3 91Ul Ao

nstausesAAnu/yuNesininddsrlasiaindsan dauannuiln e HAuaRuazwgAnssnfiguLsstesyaraielusasAsy

quusnimegandumteresiuimmguusasnetenouu unsdalenalifiulsGauinassediunluiminauguusesialy
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Y v
Y o a

UAAALAINAN NUNITLaUBLUIAA/DIARAINNT I
dl 17 t4 a a dl
MduIMENsaLANARRNNTULITeaTAIAN
yara neliiianIsAnd1anuLes (selfreflection)
LAZLAANIIAIAIDINALNTELUIUAAKLAN (old
paradigm) ianimnuidnlalszaunisaimanu
JusavreInuuazgauluguneslug o (new

. ¥ =<
perspectives) TAseafraniauanaaunalnnig
v Ao o d . i v
AapundrAyasannisntinilalanynnanla funs
neegnuanniszaunisninangulsliainnsaidi
gnszuaunisdfuilasunssuaudimd (paradigm
shift) AMNIANTNTULIITNNEINIUNIANLIIINY 1
fundaguandasudulilguluiadnlysune
pialyl

=8 2 v 15 1 a dl v

AINNIFANEIIAE' WU wuaRANLEINN
WensaumNAnRNRdIuAATYAaN1TFaTes
dszaunisnimnuguusaaesilaianyana 1HesaIn
LA AAmAaITuEdulun Tl AsuEuAY
58n'" (the affective turn) (Fosha 2000, 144) AN
ANIANLTIAY (negative affect) 11 ARINEAN
TnesuAuw nanalne INAuAnA? B8aan Aanag
=] a =] o 1 %
UL FANHA FANIIAAINTNANNaLEY Lus
wasuulasligaanudanidiauan (positive affect)
wnun a1 aawin anadnlanisliade/ldnan
Ineisdaesiargan munsanusslanaziuin

aa o QI Y aa 1 % a
TOUTIRANBILATEINAUTIN NN 1TUFAY LUIAR
IEUaNMAN LA N UL AIAINNANN TN A

v a A

dsznraponaa lWAug Al fuinvrananszny

andszaunisaipanugulaluasauaialiainigm
deauwdngnszusumsaiuairandeaesauies
(self-empowerment) Lﬁ'ﬂﬂizﬂ’auéﬁm%’mmu (self-
assembly) esaaidndneaiuianuln (new
identity reconstruction) VLﬂslu?JﬁVlesiﬁ;uLL’NLﬁ@

wispnnFannazsediulasiainsaanguLsssialll

Taseaiedouil azviausunalnnisdeny
NANETEALAILATEALAINANAUTIENTNYAAS
< - - . = i
T9R1AUNIEDN aNNInTuATELATY HRTAINARAIN
Waus Ausaud1aAudan (acquaintance) vFauL
nezamullanutinianisanaliinanisasiauy
a v o v ?/ é’ | A o
AnRaadaelAedu nanake nawludean
arnsnidnddausonlunszusunisliuaiy
- 4 vo wan vs
An tlasuyunesliiugnlafunansenuann
dszaunisalaningusemaiulaisdu Tassa¥
. | = o o a = =
dauslann Aa nalnszAudean a7 Taaizau de
AFNAIIF TNTU TUTBLANDU NA1IAD ADNTUNNY

v o So A o o
dapnynsziunadunalniidauddoudAnylu

v v
Y o a

nsgAtleymimannguussluasauaialivedu oy
LfaqumsﬁﬂL@uml,mﬁmslmiﬁlLiﬁmﬁﬂﬁiﬁlmg
Tufsauaasasazaouunsaiagninsa¥ied
quussinFranietsenauulimdagnszuounng

' o

@snafandwisnuautinlilgnssuaunissiediv

- o o . oL X
N3aUANNANNIULINTIATaLd et sall] 719l
na1aladn nalnnisaviieuAndonfaledtiuazinn
pnefiuliminnisfufuaznisfinaudszauniend

VBILFATLAAA

"*IUAFBEET “NIEIMNAINIULTE WUIRANTLIENELATININAIANABNIIAAN1TLTTALNITRIAIINTULIY 2B WAL

NINUHTUG

"rausl A.A. 2000 HndsanmanfuazinuyseAmansEuliannaulalunisfnemguiiinesdasiuainidnlugius

- - - o . a 4 o . c aa
wunanazidnladesanysraunisnlaeanyse 18991 “Aules” (self) udiunilaaslsngnisainAnmg wesdtensunlauidn

HeoudaelunslaauuamgAnsssudaneinianauguwes (Fosha 2000, 141) HANNNIANATYTRILWIAATRABNNIALTIRWALLEY

o o
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Y o A a Ay e = a o
dodanaiuinnlaainnisAneide

" o - ¥ o
Aa niailasuulaadslasea¥rquaridundany
1aq1y Wud1 wadmnedaAN (social dynamics)
gniuiAdauNnganassei 21 lugandsannuily
daan” Fadugaiaorudioudinianalulad
(technological advancement) gnawlilating
a7 nanke TaneaulatiiuezalnaBumesiin
(internet network) N NaNENa&ATyaEiNgEs
lulandausauazlanniedennadrananiaaslalls
walulatiuazipTasilanisfinsadaansadslud
WAAILNLNAATY (major role) ludimiszandu
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Breaking Free from Victim Mentality “Toxic Fruits of Family Violence”

Violence as Structure

Toxic Root Healthy Root
Culture, Culture,
Economic, Economic,
Politic, Palitic,
Toxic Healthy
Society, I — Environment Society,
9 Community,
Community, Toxic Healthy
" Neighborhood,
Neighborhood/ Relationships | Relationships <9
School, Family, Family, School,
Media, .Frlends, ’U Friends, Media,
Meighbor, Neighbor, d  Ete.

Etc.

Etc. Healthy Fruits Etc.

Non-Vialent
Attitudes
& Behaviors

b ‘

Social Learning process
fasnwanuluimimemanagun

(breaking free from victim mentality)

Active Agency
(powerful individual)

Victor Mentality
Managing violent experiences with

msﬂu'n aANIEIN PI‘?"I&I?J.I.IS!I
(reproduction of violence)

&

Victim Mentality

Individual
as Agency

“toxic fruits” of family violence
\f-directed/Interpersonal/Collective Violel
(transmission of viclence)

non-violence
{self-empowerment)

Social Learning process

N32UAUNINTADT0IMAADN (negotiation of choices)
The Affective Turn (self-reflection/self-assembly)

anduyuuadlnl q (new perspectives) whuwimesilufiminemanuguuss
(mnaruduiugsoudig @nsa i fuwuuild) e doatreassd/Support Group
maenanmmilmifiiussToninndanyuowguauiaiowdosaladiiussioninnfmmutan)

Social context in a “Post-Societal Phase”

WNWNNA 3 unaginissiedrendnednazinniaiulasaaingnnngunes

(the battle between active agency and violent structure)
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Political Partnership**
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Abstract

The promotion of people’s political participation is one aspect of democratic political
development. However, political participation in itself is not sufficient for the achievement of political
influence. Political partnership should thus receive greater attention. It is when individuals or
organizations with a sense of political belonging join together in some political activity. It can be
classified into two dimensions, the individual and the organizational. In the first dimension, the
individual has, for instance, cognitive, affective and evaluative stances to politics, a sense of
belonging to politics, a fondness of sense form of politics on political activity, political ideology,
political behavior and political habits. The second dimension, of interactions between individuals
and/or organizations, involves shared perceptions of politics, shared awareness of politics, a shared
sense of political belonging, a common ideology, a sense for political alliances and affiliations,
collective action in a political movement, the achievement of unity and harmony and expansion in

political alliance-making.
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nanguanaiduninsgiulunisaiunisnases
Tagldnguuneieduunynnau daaseiuaaiy
Tauearendnafgunaiulseantu warsendng
Uszrrruseiueslnadufag tnedAnaLdy

a

¥ = = v dJ
gRarsaninansan liiduldaaunguuie @9
doavinlilscaauag sauiuliat19dun ol
nguangidunseuaesAnlsTngAvrednnAl
vlusin

e ¥ A o

AUINAN1TNaIN1IUNATAIANNTE LAY
Uszaslmeuntsldeurantenisiieailuees
svrnmy Uszanauasmandldfdqulufanssy

A o o a
NN19LHeINNIEAY Winuinislszansillae
Fi9a1AENTTNAaUTINNIINITIEN BN AL T T
WIZN1TRAIUTINTRIL TN TY (public parti-
. . % a g
cipation) tJun1snszatelanialiseanauidn
FANNNNTRBILATATLETUN N LN IR PR ]S
TuFa s ] 9INNINIIIAATININEINITRITNTY
WATURITNR TIRZAINANTLNUABIDNTIAUAY
Asiuataasdszanau Inantslideys wana
ANAAWIL T ALUEINUTAMY FaNNLEY Fau
U5 masnaunisasuANingnseanssanTu
(Kanungnit Sribua-iem et al. 2002, abstract)
Awiuglununisnasessnusyuaulszansylpei
ANeNg eNnNa (Witthayakon Chiangkun 2007)

Tauunaandlu 3 guluuy 16w (1) dseansillae

Tneimaa (direct democracy) Lﬂugﬂuuuﬁﬂ?x‘mw
RHEES Vi aflsnazaspziuuiuludes
&1Any i miﬂizﬂ;uﬁmwﬂazmm ngusieluy
sxfuffastiuvitenisastlsvanuilussdulssime
U nagaziunselufusneigassuynyatiulud
(2) dszansulmouuugunu (representative
democracy) Lﬁ@qmnﬂﬁzmﬂmuslufy'ﬁﬂi:mm
11N Aponduden fesnisarunine asdnld
Ardendunutuliiludraiiwsuazdazeen
nguRnausy (3) Uszrnsdlnauuuissamuiidon
791 (participatory democracy) mmmmmuﬁq
2 wnuuIn usennslflszanauiinistnases
pulaslussAuTafiuinTy Seadnsaaseisnmm
natls=lomitnesvanay TAeutaTuLazesdns
Uszgnmuiidiuuds netlssamwitedsny nades
dununlunisdndulaizesnistdnnsssing
Aaudanan | ananguNie wilanguangls
Wuanennautinn1alesld InneiansalAnAnu

wlannadAny L dusiu

atnlafin Useailneludsanadeluy
Handudaulunailszlogizaingunatiosading
wainuane asdsngdenniiesdAyseszuy
(TN (ﬁu’]@’mﬂﬂﬁ‘lﬁ’ﬂﬂg/\‘i) nalATNrR9TEuaL
dszasdlmeluilaqiiudy dszansulnauuudunu
suilutlszansi/lnadiuasevitela? (Yodpol
Thepsitthar 2014) IALLAN SN WD IULRS Jacques
Ranciere (2013; Yodpol Thepsitthar 2014) 16
Lmu@mwﬁﬂmﬁumu%dﬂ wiasaudatuszuy
éLLVI‘lﬂﬂl‘ﬁ?ﬁlQuﬁﬁ\‘lﬂ‘ﬂ\iﬂ?:ﬁ’ﬁiﬂiﬁm nnusu
douniiressvuunnnillag (oligarchie) 111521
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sluuulpiuauegiunuinssuuannsylaendlali
IS A A ¥ = ! =3 =
i afiuilitlszasuiidausannanienaizean
Iadiudszansylng lunendufuwnnidanunlsd
o 4 o & A S, oE )
tiaevellaiunlunisfideuanfionaasiiauaan

TugtuuvresszuumAanis s
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o o o

patunszuawiAdaasdszesllneluy
IAauadanisuilasdqanisdaasunisidausan
TnamssannynniadouiEandt “noudscasllng
wuURdausan” (participation democracy) wlu
NOEINEUNHAuT NN TR UL IN1991
wlatne Uszansilmauuuiidousauitiunseuaunig
44 . . i -
Naenleersud NNIATTUAZAIARY 7] 111 gonA
enTy Uszanau quau wazesAnssng ) 1ild
= v a 1 a o a
flanadrunfidausanlunishauazsindula
Auiunagnsniiunld W n1anszaeaIuia

a g 1 a o
NYeNduINAalszanaY Uszainansnd Usvan
= a v 1

w1Te Uszand n1al Akt ayaa19819999
919019 LWWUWFAU (Sanya Kenaphoom 2018, 303-
304) ©aNaIN Helena Catt (1999, 39-56) &
wuaaulandAyaesaanuiulszaniulae
wuufdausondn ldun (1) ynAuanisaen
sziautloym el yuanilsiunnivanivuaiie
119229401919 IH ATNIIDLAUBNINLADNULAY
a 1 A o v a v v
Hdousanlunisianvsanissindulagainals
(2) lunstlszguinnauainisaysnaiuldetng
a0 (face-to-face meeting) (3) An1ssnEuiTe
4 = . A a -
wraandsasziauiloyrinuduanuInansun
Auae 193192919 AU INIsRdauTan 1y
nsaddnauazuansnuAniulsat19Aun

= 2% dl v a 3 v
uaz (4) Juualiufineeruaglfiiamanuidiuies

(consensus) FaufululszifuToymnfatsan
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FoiutlsrananeuuuS dausanaemang
fan1sigrunalunisdadulailaynisiluaes
nguALATUIUTRY LAS1uIAAstATUNIARATS
Tusgwinatlszanguienn q pulddlaniafiagd
ANTNAFADNANTTNAUIIN (Bowornsak Uwanno
and Thawilwadee Burikul 2005, 15) a#14lsfia
UsviduiunfiansaunsaAe Anududurasnisdl
daugon uasdAng garrnulne waz 0land Yina
(Bowornsak Uwanno and Thawilwadee Burikul
2005, 29 — 30) LARNuLuUNTEAUNTRAIUTINTR
UsznauFaemusisuanigalinigean téun
(1) szsunsliidiaya (2) szAunsiafuaaumnLiiv
andszaney (3) szAuntsdInHuNTe (4) sTAu
NTINUHUTINAY (5) seAun1sfand iR uay
(6) izﬁun’mmuauimﬂimwu u@nmnﬁu
Arnstein (1969) l@Auin1sNdauTNTa9Llsz 1 Tw
ﬁﬁﬂwmuﬂu%uﬁuim (participation leader)
8 dunew 3 nuaA vy el (1) uamusn NI
fananvizeliidaudan (pseudo-participation or
non-participation) sznauaagasdunau TEun
%ugﬂmzﬁﬁ (manipulation) Furininine (therapy)
(2) nuaATged NafidausaNILFURTNTILMEe
N13REIUFINL9EIU (degree of tokenism partial
participation) dsznaudaeanudunes @A Fusy
W9a19413 (information) %uﬁnm (consultation)
%uﬂmu% (placation) (3) wmmﬁ%vw AP
dousanszauaunaliunesdseangi (degree of
citizen) Uszneudauansdu Taun duidusfu
411 (partnership) ETIE CITaETIBNY INTReY (dele-
gated) %umu@u‘lﬁmﬂﬂ?mwu (citizen control)
azilddn sziuesmsiidausaaididussiug
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e - Ao i X 4
dan1snanssuMdn tURdqausqunnIunlssney
Aae AdNEANwazNgANsTNNITduudauLas
N7 B1RIANTTIANNTNIN AL AL/ VTEN1 G BN
Ime Arnstein (1969) €4921)91 n17RAIUT I
Tunuaafgunad1dun1988ausaniniasa
(genuine participation) Imﬂ‘-gm}iwmwmmmiﬁ
o 4 I 4 Y
dousanlumedlazesnilsaaiuizesresnisadig
ANNLTULA1T89 (sense of belonging) L84ann
AT LN B NARAN19Y NINIANAINELAY
Anaalaluninszindsledamiieaiiflunaniannnig
WA 9 Ll UETe9199ANNARINITLALRANI9T
4 v - a s
NsdaguLlas azAasiNINAUAAAINNAAS TN
lugn19U 1R (Yupaporn Roopngam 2002, 5)
, A o & aaads X o ~
agnalana e liueadiulinanaaveanisdn i
doulndrunilalunanssnlnfanssunilanazyian
e NluR1299 (ownership) @9l ANy
Wugdaw (partnership) lunisanszauangadalyl
vieiAan lakarngAnssunaznseindelndanils
v 1 =3 v Y @ =&
AsLT U U auAsasaubisiunsa Ly
\]1289NNN9T NNTREIUIIN (participation) Aty
AANINNNTBIN1INYARAAZFINHB TN I9TIN A
nszinnsdslaRanilaliduesnem a9pqsliaanu

o o

A1Atypendnniduiugdau (partnership) Miail
nigqml a17ung uwarAuaw ) (Natthawut Arin et al.
2013, 100-106) fivlgnaadn “Arrnianiiudou
W88 U N8R ANAR ARINFANTRY
UAAATLAAIDNANNYNAY ANN1AnRTA Ao
ludnresiiesiiu Anannenduay duifinain
dl 1 3// yal 1a o o 5o 3//

nnsfyanamantiul AR AN us Y wananiiu
¥ 1 o a v o v aa o | A

Yudaudalgirnnldlulfniedean nanane
Fuaun19deanilun19saNFafugeafaLnuann
NgNYAAA U WTDAINAIANINNNNTUAY

R

D

apx (civil society) wazdasanlufianindanau )

v U

Fasnigddanieuduiudaulusnunedian

=b.

ulauniia Tngeianiusaniud1unns
Anmuaulauny wiranisinulaunellgnis s

1 v
TIN1INANNNUIINTUANAEIZA FILATEALTNTY

Se

a a = o o P
ANDU QNJ‘IW@‘M?@?:@U‘U?ZLV}W] W UNININIUN

UAUNENYIINAITUAIE B HATILRNIZIAZA

D sSop

fleennazsausniuianssuiiflulss lomireden
su T uAM NN TIaL I N AL AR
Tval 7 Tunnauflatlyswvienisdainng lanns
WrmmaﬁﬂmLLmz‘ﬁ'ﬁﬂﬁm&lLﬂumimuﬁqﬁummmm
NARIUFNG ) %qmm?g (public sector) NNALANTY
(private sector) AMAUsza1dIAN (civil society)
(Scotland. Social Research 2002, 6-9)

Feanlszansdlnedudaauninou
wanuataluANAALTIUNIINITINEY AN
ARITNTOUTITUNTT “ANTUN" UTANITIUATLAN

A XK A ' o 1
n1en1siiedasiaNuanaaiueantl nquna
s leminnanisile (political interest group)
AURATUAIYLUALATIINIIUABHIINAIINFBINT
1R9nguALNAFETudNTNngNAY nszinAanssx
nenaasienalsslagiaeanguau nguena

a o 3| A 1 & % 1
azddnwzifunianisviselididunienieile
W37ANIILHY nquuulTonszasllnusiadiu
LAANITWINTE (Wi, 150 NguIAaLAY) WusHAT
dszanmuinatszandillag (nguideinaas) ngu
AnznssunTsLszaTuienisilan U acfsy
dszwalnalidulszasdlnenanysaiuuudud
weznunwrseneniullsvye (nlia.) nqguadann

1 < Al | ¥ o oA
Auau nquiauale sl n1esNfreInguiig
ARNIAINAIINABINITNAI1EAAITL AUREN

% ]

| % dJ = U A
naeNHuudINTaEendn “Yudiun1enisiies”
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(political partnership) A4tiuNIgTUTUAIUNI
P = dl = P
nistilas wunede n1endalaniiaoiuidnidy
W1289n19LH e (political sense of belonging)
winfiansainluninsanzesiglinaaniznisiides
wuutlszrsulnafisrysn deeanmuiiwdnaes
d1uaeidlay Taanfiaoiuianiduidnans
dunaeillnuetnegeds dsranautanazuany
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asilnelauainalanilsimannnistiuaanann
dsramu Useanaudanlaiatananiulsd viaun
NarsuInIndaaaaan1siilas Muiats n1ed
a \ = = P )
ANNINLRINgUNTHesAsH AN AN T uANT89
' A ' o K o | = P
ngunIgiessaNiuaainlignisiigaunisninig
NILHANANLLLRTLIBNNgN 1Y 9ANNI90i8Y
WIzAAaNHatas gann1sniaaenssalsraating

Ly dl 3| k%
AANNITIUUBINTTA L‘W‘ﬂVL‘VIF;I SEITANY

NuBULes 4yeyn 1A (Sanya

'
= o

Kenaphoom 2016, 110-113) Fa4n1ssin@ulanns
naeauudflseasdlng: wwAauazgluuy
anwouz 1daBune “avaduiudounianiaiies”
e . U =2 =R
(political partnership) FINNHILAIAITHGAN
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N17LUNTUANFURATAL NITULLNLNLINNNG
A 1 rd‘ a 49(
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WOANTINNINITLHERLNLINAHTui g
NN TeuiuNd NN 8IB9N T LAAING ANTTH
= = a o 1 A
NINNITNAIRINAN UL 2 U92N1T NAN9AS

(Worathip Meemarkand and Cheewin Chaya-
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chawalit 2004, 48-49) (1) gtluuur84NqNNA
dselead (political interest group) N19TINAYNY
[~ 1 | & o a
rasyppadunguvirassAnsludennaziillnvane
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Tnglfidlmnnenazdldiduiguiainensunsg
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1 o 1 = v Yo
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A A ~ Y o o o
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= v Yo o 3 e dl 1
Fanfedliigunadnrinulaunevrelasaniings
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e da 4 o A
FIUNANAULBIYAARNHAIINLTENIINILHDIN

ARLARINY WINUNIEUANAzasNN17498 N TNAY

U
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warinuualselagirasgausan n19as19giin
NNNI9HBY NIAILANAAATNLATATIAABLN
nstiles iudu ludouaesilszarguiaiuisn
il iluiudeunteniailesls Wy nsadaniu

g

aundnngsa nisdnysegungs naslszmndniug

AANTINIAINIIA N19TIEITUTIANLAEN LT 29N

A 2’/ [~ %
NNTLABNFAY LLIURAY



Sanya Kenaphoom

A919 2 AonaEluiudaunneniaiiias (political partnership)

stluvvaasngurailszlagy

siuvurainssAmaLias

v & 2 T o
1. nesansiavizanesanguiaudlaiiyuidian
A oA o L Aa 4 oy oA ~
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= o =
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o 1 @ waa A Ay = o
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mm;&ﬂﬁumﬁm%ﬁuqmu
2. mslafuinansalfilulsysuvizedautingu
deo . o .
ngalunsindula anaasiiussAuguay
2LFUVRIDU YTRTLA LT
3. maguyrdenl e aiuayuizuIa
A 9 A o > Y
4. matiudaizanFasaanusasnisuitloyml
5. NMIAUILIUVTRTN N 72794 (protestors)
INAFR959ANADINIFUNARILNGDEN
6. nMaguuNindeulNe ARAIUITLS
7. madnsrduniihiu Inanisazilianguang
ARIRIAN
8. nsrieaaIaaie AL U ilauiadaung
1 d’ dl v [ = £4 U £4
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S L LYYl bra e
9. n13naANlNgILNIeNITHes Wiran1slE AN
US4 (violence) WENEINATINHANTENLIFENIS
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avilasunlasssuuniaiies sy
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Fguszung uiu WhdanAunssaneniiatias
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3. maluanndngnszseseiuleInssANIaiies
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NITALANITAN
4. nedandsrguINUNIRINgIA
5. NM93INANUUNANIINANBNTULVBINGN
A A A
NNFLHEY YTANTIANITLND
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[ = g A Z.J/ | [
seAula MINHNTIEIE@RaNAY [ guTU vyiinu
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P Sanya Kenaphoom (2016, 112)
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atn9lefiniunisafuneaeiaAN
“ArLiuudaun1an9ies” (political partner-
ship) fieldasaumguuaneilsziiu 1My neay
wuapnluiAresdaanyana TulRrenguyana
viseasdng TulRUfdnRussendnayanaiuyAns
A | ¥ a
wranguyAna 1usu Inslanizeaziaanaes

WAATNANFRIN1FANR LN AN TN

Y v
=<

a A @ yva a g
N ngedy wanilidudssiauaiulifndiasnz
patan Avdwietnldgnseuuuifnnisfnm
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a A =KX v = = a g |
NANgINNIaLies asseeinIsAnEAAsziAamy
Hudaun19anN19iles (political partnership) 1o
. o X Ja oo -
ANINTALAUNINENTU UNAINTAINRLTTaA
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DA = A4 o : =
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a 4 y o a X
WoANIINN N9 el iazBuANINENIY AaanaL
inldgnisonifeanisdginisliiianisimunesd

AHFREINgsLLg

nTaULRIARMSILATIZRANLT U
NURIUNIWIMSLNRY

dnimnsalneuassinadsymdldedung
ANINNNNETBIAIIN “udau” (partnership) 15
agnauanuane Lawa (1) Kickbush Way Quick
(1998, 68-69) AYNNNNILUBIUAIU (partner-
ship) Tunedsanaranidugluuuaesdfduiug
PedpTELARILNLTN (actor) athatias 2 de
anasladuduiudouiy Junuimuazudnnis
'*7'{mnm@'fmﬁmﬁ@mimi@Lﬂwmﬁﬁéwﬁu
(2) Shepard et al. (2002, 139-140) a5uU1291

Wudau (partnership) Aa n1sduReIusaNiy
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o P =< o o . v Iy
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ae19lsinIN NilgviAuiansasnmesn
ANluudau (partnership) danuunaaniilu
Adszinn n1sRanss L leafunuan AnNu
v | a v v o |Aaa
Hudouiansunldananuidnuazeilizen
dl v a < 1 & Dd‘ o
Muanseen §auwiingn assmaninaztinniy
nann1siugulunisauuna N ufuaou
TAunnzas Ae a9AUIeNaUUIRnAR 3 89A
dsznay (Krech, Crutchfield and Ballachey
1962; Triandis 1971; Brehm and Kassin 1996,
370) Aadl (1) eaAlsznaustuang (cognitive
component) W AN ANLTE AINAR WAE
o o de o 2 g 2 A .
ARNARTIUTIOIARATH BRI LARINTLS (2) B9A
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a
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flu 2 dou TuFesaasanlagdiliauEandt “aoui
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WANsTN” (behaviors) Al

aAaaa a
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%
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AuLdla (understanding) AauATEUINTY
1 v i %
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Fan1aniguazanan ludn Tz a99n1TLAn
poailudnaesieiansnnldaesunes nanaie
(1) ngnzyinredfalmnyAAA 1Y NITLARIAIIN
Thadnaes NsuaAARTNINAERLALAY N9V
Tannassan n1salufanssusaniu nnggau
FudATausaniue n19FuNalselagiuasuanseny
gouriu usiu waz (2) n1snseriiseudnyanase
ANANT U NNFULANWILUITIN (MOU) N1l
AusanianissiunsduIAAaunIIAa (N9
Aeulin) NsAausan nsnaunawiduannin
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AINN1TIATIEHAINNUNILTBIAITN
Wuiudou §lasuladunseiannuiuiudou
(partnership) AUAanssNN19N9Liee (political

R g 2 o, A ”
activities) ArUgaNAELTIW “Fudaumienisidias
(political partnership) TagnvualszifAunig

AAIITIIINFIN139N 3

o o
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AN uvudI

AN uiudIuneImsLiias

URARMINE (psychology)

apvenilalanuang

- A Ldnla

- ANEAN

- AumgEnin LU LAY
- AnuFaniluidnaes

- FILATUNUIY

- §ANN"IRd

48

HudaunansiesiAtlaianu

ARINEINGN
o Y b2 1
- NNITUITIN (A Hdlagqw)
- ARINEINGN (NTLRATIN)
| v 1
- uiEnvessn
- §ANNITOLIN

4

4 ! A

PUAIUNNNITENAINF

!

U duiugseninyrrauaz/
A (3

1T99ANS

NAUBINDANTTN (behaviors)

waanssNilalanyAAa
- WANTIN

- aUdn

48

2 ! = aa
uumum\imimmumﬁ@ LN

WOANTTNNRY
- NNTLANUILUITIN (MOU)
- ANNFINND (NN999NAINY
=}
N7LHAY)
- nsduAAsUNgH
o
(Mapaaulum)
- N3AYLTIN
- NsnAaNNAWIWENATN
ST

3 A aa
VUAIUNWNNTNRINR
UfduiussTndnyAnauay/
VERGNCIE

N : nsdaAzfann Krech, Crutchfield and Ballachey (1962); Triandis (1971); Brehm and

Kassin (1996, 370)
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AINA1319N1IAUATIET AT W ud Y
nanadesagllaon sudaunneaniaidias unnens
nsiiyapasiteasAnsldidsantusniuianssy
mennailasatnalaagnemile iy pNgANT
299 NN Nsuwiiiunatselamd nedaniu
Suimtey (usu aenelsfa n1sRa1TuIsILLn
dszinnfuaaunianisilesendagiuninig
fansanannuuAnfuanmieniaiies aeldun
YARA NGNYAAA 29ANT ADT1 Famauanaidu
N7 LavFaLanadldiflunienis (Thasothorn
Toothongkum 2017, 8) Faganndasiuinandli
ulaiunegns194 (Woradech Jantarasorn 2009)
lAun dnnandes 41919019 wuaaeuniaiy
User1au nadseandsan Wusu Tnawinaaumu
LAIAZTAUIIRINITDALUNAAN LT UAILA A
flalanymAAa (individual) LAZAILAANNGNLAAR
W3889ANT (group or organization) ﬁ\‘iﬁuﬁ:umu
nuNndasasanunmnawunaaniluaesd@ Taun
Hudaunanisilesiftlaianau (individual political
partnership) wazudIunINITlelAlAuius
i:ﬁ'ﬂﬂ\‘luﬂﬁmmz/ﬁﬂmﬁﬂ? (inter-action between
individuals and/or organizations political

. = = o X
partnership) Tngisneazidan fail

v 1

1. WUAIUMIMTLNBINALALANT 1

qQ

Wudaunitanisiilesifilatangu

(individual dimension) PN NITWAAIDANN
o o < o =

ng 9141 wazladnwusladnenieniiantsenis
prifludnaesluesdilsznausiig o) neniaies
apsifalanyana laddnandunisiuf auidnuas
N1ILAAIBANTINANEUTANITNANS LUN19DBATEY
a9AlszNaUAe ] NINNTHBY W AN LETNN

PN N17WEAIBBN NALNNIINNTHEEY NTTLILNNT
NI9IN1TLRBY AANTINNIINIFLNAY HANAANIY
ANTLHAY AABAAUNANTENUNINNTLNDY I UAW
TARINITONANTUINITBAAIDDNTIAITN LT 1
Y o
18NUD9 Faid
11 ANSUgat1wd1lamsiiag
= o o Ao o P
un1e0e nrsfufiduat19mneaiunIsilesdy
WEAAUAINUNIE ANWOLE NTTLUIUNNT NADD
Hangeny a4 Taggan o iunisfufaudaladn
= = = 1 1 A
nsilesheasls nisleviluatiatnels n1aies
Fuarusaieasials Hallsziuminuidilauag
qﬂﬂ@ﬁﬁmﬁmmﬂﬁmﬁu \iu (1) 7281 percepti
o val ~ oV v o -
onnnsfuiniilwiasaauanldnanafiinisides
Aaazls (2) 726U understanding AL lA
Tuaruduniadeawuusssua lussAuNgaau
(3) 7281 comprehend AudNlaluAnTLl
A Ao o o v X o
BN BINHANNAAUTUTRUNINTY (4) 7241
realized A uulalusyauNNlszaunisnl
(experience) lunnaiaaduag19a Wuaau
dinlaasanteaonudAniiunmaivsaldiugnian
(5) 52a1 enlightenment \HuAa Nt lag 19
anaauuunia¥ veauuundes (insight) luaanu
wnlaluszuunaznalnaasdsladenilaasinanaqui
(Muunfaclsfidaniliatnauanuss ponudnla
o d” =] = = 1 o 1
srauiAd i N lunianisleaiienaenfansng

WHiudesssuaaANdnla)

1.2 AMuANAaMSLANaY (political
feeling) uunede arsnaiAiinannnisladuda
Aanssun1eniniiiessing o ldnazdunslafy
fayatnnans n1esussAingafiunaiies nasld
a a 4A 3.’/ v a U =l
ansiaensy nadldiduann@nngunisiias
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mMsLNa9 (political value awareness) PUN8ID
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AANITNUNRENTBINITANNTLHEY AANgINFENTY

a a = [~ £
ANTLAZLATNIN LLIURY

1.4 anuganiulanuaimsiiag
(sense of belonging to politics) NHEDe AN
o = aq Ay v | =
Artinnnandlanldidudouniieuesnszuaunng
PIANANTINNINTNBINUATLILI AN 1NN
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1.5 Snuaznaaunugluuumsiiag
(political love and cherish) Munefiy AMNEAN
nelangaunainlasyniuiunisiilesateln
.4 D ve o
aeeuile Wuauganislanlasngniugluuy
nisLilasrsananssunisiies Weyanainuay
o Y & a 1 £ 4
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FC) visaluunuiuguivsaluniaguaaanssa
nauiteaiis gy

1.6 AANMITUNIIMSLHB (political
ideologies) wuN8de AINNAALATAINNITElY
N7M09RWTIAI1ADEN LT INENRIAANN SEIOLFY
uarfedfiAdedinasengfinssunisuansaan
299AAA 11U §ANNITAINIINITIEes (political
ideology) luszuaunisilesnisdnasesuuy
Uszandellpg axfimnuAamnudeiRadesTuana
EInmawiTeufuaesauludany nsteny
wanwaNA n1seansu@esdnannn Lazianswides

dn9tiag wlufw (Pathan Suwanmongkol 2018, 1)

1.7 WOANTTNNIIMFLERY (political
behaviors) UN18Da a1AUAFENBININLAAIBEN
NNNBLAZINANAN UL AR LTI BeiNanTel

- d' o - .
wyAnssNAkanseanaINIndszr sl lng 1o
NINAALLAUININNIILEEs nsean tlldaviaan
Fl9 NsdNFINAANIINNIINNTINeY N udN1Tn
NGNVTANIIANINNDY NLauesataiudoun

A | ¥
N19NNTINAY usu

1.8 gUidan1amsiias (political
habits) wu1efe woAnssunUfiRawAedua
HaslingresyanavisanginssniyrraiialAiy
AuFuuumeaiuinazdsewgRu uRan sz o
ag/ilesline neclFnet 19N ANITHNIINITIHe

P = A
we9yAna iU Aaonnaulaluizesnisilienasn
a1 TALYAAAUNUIETaINITHaTluszan deu
AnnERansainisinuzesiguna dnazidisan
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NN (Wu wides Fanfesdnsuaziaanan
d ¢« A ¥ a o
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ﬂ’)']ll;i:ﬂﬂﬁ]‘ﬂ NITLEN

+ AumszminluguAtsanisdies

g = [ 2 =4
A1 wgamﬂum TUBINITEHEN

-

«
AMTiudw
=4 =

numaeslulg - ¢ >
131falanyAna

A ar 4
INEAZUIN Lmugﬂ LLTNITEN BN

91 gaunsainnenisiiies

9 wqﬁﬂism’mmitﬂm

1 quidemenisiiles

wunnd 1 uanspodiduiudounienisiedduiifaastiaanyaaa

fxn: nsdaAsIzFann Krech, Crutchfield and Ballachey (1962); Triandis (1971); Brehm and

Kassin (1996, 370); Thasothorn Toothongkum (2017, 8); Woradech Jantarasorn (2009)

v 1 Qs [

2. qudIumImsiiaslnUannus

Q

FTRINNUAAALAL/NTDDY P{ﬂi

AiEluudaun e niles AU AN
%ijumﬂmm:/ﬁﬂmﬁm (dimension of inter-
action between individuals and/or organizations)
nunede nndiunFannsesanlatunseinnig
Aanssunisiflasatinlaatreanilssanfusendng
UYARRTLYAAR UAAATLBIANINIINITLENDY LAY
AYANININNNTHBITLBIANININNITINEY ANBUY
pa3ALTuudal An nadnsanAniuRanssy

A v d” Y a Y o
nenlesAaaaliiianisldAnaninans

e dy @ oy e s oo
yana/aaAnsid i uiudauluianieiiasuiu
LAENIAUAININNIINIINUIALAIRY TaNNg
L ! ¥ g 3 a IS {
o wiudoulunisanbunisaziinasa
NNIIANTAAIINAINITONTONTATUAITDINRBINE
NNN9EeY Aruiunisiiansnnmonudiduses
YudaunianiaileslAlduiugszndneyAnauay/

= ' v 1
17009607 1ALA

21 N155USFINNIINITLAD

(political shared perception) &N NM3NLAAR
Cl 8 = o v dl o A

LAZ/MTBBNANININNITHBFUF IR UNN9LHe

F9u71L AaanauAINLIT 1 laLT uauntleduLAe9
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aNFufingaiuaniunisainienIaiessaniudn
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a % A

Huanesndiuasizeliiadusnn visednganisnd
NaNHed AN lansanulul e
A 1 v A % 0 KR a a
NI9HY LY NAQATINEUBINITINBIARIATINENS
= a = 1
TN TTTITU AIINAUABL A AIINNIGN
Wudu Aaudilaludsnasldgiilinunemng
= 1 o 1 U 1 ad a
AN9LEa9TINAN 1w W ladAan1alszanglne
Windudsagsin I munaniannsilesussgua
SARITANY
22 [AAINUITINNIINITLNA
(political shared awareness) Wx"&Dy AINIAN
FaunN19N19LEeY (political attitude) a19ualFan
NINNTLHD (political mood) AARAAUNITATLULN
TuAAII89N19NEEN 11 A NAUlaAnanaD
Tugnruni1rainisieasan ATALARNLTEUN DY
r?’fmﬁusluﬂmngm@ﬂmqmﬂﬁm AYNINENAY
G al o 1 ada a G
PTAAINNLN AL ATIABATNITUINTUTLIN AT D
o = oA o @ v -
AL AAININNI TN TWLALINN sy Taansunl
ANFANIWMAI AL AFUBNENAA NN LANINIS
A " I @ R
LAY (political stream) at1alafin UINAATNIAN
. o Ay = - ~ !
sonaanun ludnugilifslszasdonagnizandn
gyl
2.3 AN ULANURIMSLRRITIN
(political shared ownership) ¥l1889 AINTAN
waTNITLAAIaaN AN ANITBANTDITNTY
A9AN UseNATIRFIINAU LU ANNTNLAZATNEN
Tuilszanidlne n1suamsaannIanIsiasiay
1ntlaanazsndszanslpe  AnusnuazrawL
anN1unaNsLEes n1aduiRnueengunisiiieg
[~ v = [~ v
NNTIURIUDINTTANITEHDY NIFLTIANURILTZINA

Foni 1uAu
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24 ANNMTANIINTLARITIN
(political shared ideology) 11804 ANNARALTY
LmzmmL%@ﬂ'wLLNﬂﬁW@@ﬂzﬁmmﬂmﬁLﬁuﬁ@q
FoafuitelufiannafanfuReasunisides Taidn
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n13Liles (political actors) ¥idaan iuni19nsiles

(political institute)

2.5 MIBAMNUILWIFTINNINMILNDY
(political shared alliance) NN NITHAYN
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= o o dJ =
N19N1TNeIA Nl aA N nielataa N
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o = v a alkXx ak 2 o a
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10937 Jusiu
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N19LeY Uy

2.7 msaaaulnaniamsLiassau
(joint political movement) NN NNTAATNANTIN

o LA : A Aa
Wqﬂﬂq?LN@QT@\Tﬂ@‘NM?@ bUATANNINNITEHNANNH



Sanya Kenaphoom

o o [ o dl A
TrguszasAineniu nisiaasulnanianisiies
ludnwurladneuzuiaviaduldniunguune
W N13TINFRUNe AU UIn1en gLl aiToymn
TATNWADY N3sanFaiNeaTIAUNIATHY
U229FFUA Asdpnanssndnansulssla
Wusu warlfuldaiungunng Wy nnsguys
dsziiaeltlunguuny n1shaune nassefiu
fyu1a nasnieaanaaiiefeAuIRTguAlauneda
u9etie Matssiinanilaesaansnsnuay nsre
' A A 12
ANl aILNIaNN9Ides wran sldAuguus
(violence) N13a9AIINLLLNAGIAT Mda'ffam@ﬂgjf:"ﬁ
Fguszing ilusi
I =% o .
2.8 maAqusINLLUULLRL (unity
merger) MNNETN N1IUABNIINNGNNITLAABULIA
A ¥ 1 L3 A '
nensiesliidunguualszlaminisdiaaingu
W0 1w nguAnsiaslszaauinedszanillae
(wex.) ngx e ngu nua. dusu n1saay
291 IAANITIN AYINLTE AABAALYANNITOINIG
A a o v a o = o Y a 1 1
nailesdansaslndinseiu awinliiiangulug
X, ad .
T uiusazauariiuguinwanssiueenly
= [ .
2.9 msnaxunaurLiutannIn (unity
harmony) Mx1809 N1INAANIINNGUUUITINT
= = | L
wasulmaninisiiasaunanaiungulusngs
a4 Aa = o o P :
wenfdiennan Tnsinisdnsslassairsnasngs
Tusian Annsdnsuidaunelungalud Sewnuun

' A = = \ X
:m34mima@uvl,mmqmimmmjmmlmymnmu

fAazrinliiingueruiantenisileaiduudennn
o X ° , - o & o o
91U aueatilignisiFanfesitenniuiuig
Y = 5 a = ] \ -
Taatineflilsz@ninan Fandn “ngunailszlamnd

NNNN9LHAN"

2.10 MSULNENAUUITINNIMSLND
(political alignment expansion) NNNEDe AN
wmmmmmmmmmn@jﬂﬁﬁmmmiumﬁu Y
RYCERT T ﬁLLméqmﬁumﬂumﬂm@m@u
BIATNENYNNIAGIUTBIAIAN %qﬁmuﬁmm@aﬂ@;u
deufnatusiuraniasasaanianiniiies i
ninngueglsaduayuiguiadavidunase
@nesnIneesigua asatudiuninnguaeg i
nednFguIafazinlin1suiniseueesigung
laisniiuanniin wazanatinllgnisdsevingdnagng
NMTAHNIIUTR9ITUNG 11U nspaeulmes
ngu nia. Auasen1sLEnseuesigLIauian

gaanend Tudng 1w

pRTluudun e silas i AL HANALE
FTUINYARALAL/AFEDIANIAINAT HIWN1TNANTON
N1 nnFannsesFanlalunisanifiufanssu
N9 sl aedneusladnEneuie R A duTeq
nsfuf Wnla Wiuauen aaenaunisiadewlin
namaiiles nespRanIsINNInEies Famanil

ﬁN@ﬂﬁ‘ZV]‘UEllﬂ’émWuﬂ’]’iﬂjﬂ/l’]ﬂﬂ’Wﬁ‘Lﬁ@\‘iﬁ\ﬂuLLd@U

[%
e o A

wazluwduan Tnsaguiludanluiemd Aanl

o o

4 49 iUl 2 nsngrAn-fuanan 2562 125



Political Partnership

4 n3fusdaunnaniades

4 ARINENFINNNNTES

[=1 1 %4 <4 ]
a PN WwRnresniailiagion

2
A andlutiudaung v gauNsainanIsilesi
=4 o e ar g
nsliasliALlduig . . "
2 > NTUANUIUUITINN N TR
l L]
FEUINNYARAUAT/ TR
. Al nssansanIeniies
89ANT
\‘ = = ]
naedeulnamenaiilesdon
‘ I P
nzauruiiuviianen
1 = &
nsnannauiuennw
Y msrensnauutiniensiiies

WU 2 wanspasiuiudaunianisileslfidduiusssndnayrnauaziizeasdns
AN nNdATIEY Krech, Crutchfield and Ballachey (1962); Triandis (1971); Brehm and
Kassin (1996, 370); Thasothorn Toothongkum (2017, 8); Woradech Jantarasorn (2009)
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Evolution of Cooperation in Prisoner’s Dilemma Games
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Abstract

This article is part of an ongoing project seeking to understand global affairs and
international politics through the lens of critical philosophical inquiry and reflection. It aims to analyse
state-sanctioned violence and the resulting trauma with a focus on the use of drone technology in the
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Introduction

This article adopts Lacanian psychoana-
lysis in the examination of how military use of
drones has produced multiple scenarios of
human traumas. Lacanian psychoanalysis is
different from traditional psychoanalysis that
focuses mainly on the ftripartite of id, ego,
superego introduced by Sigmund Freud. In his
own interpretation of Freud, Jacques Lacan,
a French critical psychoanalyst, introduces a
new psychoanalytic theory that focuses on the
subject encountering violence, the dissolution
of the self, and the impossibility of a unified self
within the subject. Lacanian psychoanalysis
urges one to focus on psychological effects on
the subject, which culminates in the breakdown
of the worldview the subject reflects to himself.
In this article, the Lacanian perspective allows
us to articulate the impact that drone attacks
have in the psychical dimension and how
violence affects the subject. While many social
and political theorists rooted in postcolonial
theory and liberal democracy have criticized
the United States government for its imperial-
ist tendencies and lack of accountability, these
perspectives have not provided a sufficient
analysis of subjectivity. Instead of relying on
liberal democracy and postcolonial theories, this
article proposes that the analysis of subjectivity
based on the legacy of Lacanian psychoanaly-

sis is necessary. The psychoanalytic approach

of Lacan will help shed light on the relation
between violence caused by several drone
attacks and the psychological effects on a
traumatized person. Thus, this psychoanalytic
approach will enable us to have a better grasp

of the psychical dimension.

How can one begin to understand drone
in relation to violence? First, drones have been
increasingly used as part of counterterrorism
operations, which also must meet the
requirements of international law. The use of
armed drones raises alarmist public concern
about humanitarian crises as well as human
rights violations. This has brought drones to
the centre of academic debates. Some raise
concerns about the difference between
domestic law and international law that regulate,
govern, and prohibit the use of armed drones
(Malsen 2018, 1-7). To meet the requirements
of international law, drones are permissible if
they can target enemies with precision but will
be illegal if the victims or the dead persons
are civilians. Second, drones have led to
a philosophical debates about its moral
implications. Drone technology is reflection of
the late modernity evolution of military warfare,
and of course human scientific knowledge.
Here, the moral implication is that such scientific
progress in human history also has a dark side.
Progress in human history, especially drones

being comprehended as a machine of war, is a
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remarkable achievement of a new mode of
surveillance and at the same time a new mode
of annihilation, resulting in many deaths
(Chamayou 2015, 135). It is at this second point
which is not only critical not only to morality but
also to the question of how drones have affected
the lives of the traumatized persons, or, in other
words, the subjectivity of those who remain and
are continuing their lives following a series of

violence encounters.

Thus, the objective of this article is to
reflect critically on technology, not as an image
of hope but rather on its catastrophic effects
in terms of causing trauma in global contexts.
It focuses specifically on the use of drone
technology in military warfare and the trauma it
has caused in multiple dimensions. In this case,
trauma is defined as psychological damage
that individuals suffer from as a result of drone
attacks. Rather than celebrating the virtues of
technology, this article seeks to demonstrate

how drone technology used in the context of
world politics, e.g. the war on terror, has led to
the transformation of the self of traumatised

persons.

In order to accomplish this goal, three
concepts are taken from Lacan. First, the
concept of the mirror stage will be discussed
in order to elucidate the misidentification of
the American self-image abroad. Second, the

concept of master-signifier will be employed
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to bring to light the widespread impact of
trauma, and to critically examine the concept
of collective trauma. Third, the concept of the
sinthome will enable us to understand the
transformation of the self of traumatised persons
and the subjectivity that emerges as a result
of being a victim or perpetrator traumatized by

drone attacks.

The Mirror Stage

The first point highlights the tension
between American subjectivity with respect
to war, which | describe as a “morally warring
nation”, and what the psychoanalysis of Lacan
would term as “the mirror stage”. To explicate,
the mirror stage begins in infancy when the ego
is established as essentially dependent on
externalized objects and the symbolic order. The
symbolic order refers to the world of signs and
language that produces, adds something to, or
reproduces social meaning. A child attempts
to express himself/herself in the symbolic order
because it is the only way to let others know of
his/her existence, thoughts, needs, demands,
desires, fantasies, and the self in the external
world. However, the child is immature and
vulnerable. In Lacan’s own words (Lacan 2001,
5), “the child at the infant stage, still sunk in his
motor incapacity and nursling dependence,
would seem to exhibit in an exemplary situation
the symbolic matrix in which the | is precipitated

in a primordial form.” (Lacan 2001, 5)
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The child enters the symbolic order,
endeavoring to express the self and his/
her thoughts in the world despite his/her
immaturity and state of dependence. The child,
“precipitated [into the symbolic order] in a
primordial form” and in relation to the other,
eventually faces an objection from the symbolic
order, which compels him/her to revise his/her
self conception. This engenders suffering due to
the incongruity between his/her view of himself/
herself and that of the symbolic order. It fol-
lows that the formation of the self, according to
Lacan (2001), “is objectified in the dialectic of
identification with the other, and before language
restores to it, in the universal, its function as
subject”. In the symbolic order, the world of
language and signs, the child remedies the
misidentification that has occurred and ends the
primordial fantasy. The symbolic order shows
the child what he/she really needs to come-into-
being (le devenir). Lacan points out the role of
the symbolic order in resolving the tension
produced by the discord between the self and

the reality of the world (Lacan 2001, 5).

Lacan uses the term gestalt to discuss
the formation of the self in relation to the
symbolic order. Gestalt in a Lacanian sense
refers to the necessity for the self to embrace its
own alienating element, or that which one wishes
to deny (Lacan 2001, 6). The self-attempt to
move toward completion by projecting its image

into the world, but the image that the world

mirrors back to the self is different from what
the self anticipates. The challenge is for the
self to incorporate this alienating element in a
gestalt, the ultimate and mature stage of mental

development (Lacan 2001, 6).

From this point onwards, | will show how
Lacan’s mirror stage is applicable to American
subjectivity with respect to war. To begin with,
former US Attorney General Eric Holder in a
speech at Northwestern University School of
Law professed that America is a nation at war.
He asserted that the US was “facing a nim-
ble and discriminated enemy that cannot be
underestimated” (Holder 2012). Security has
been moved to the top of the agenda for
every US administration since 9/11. It is the
responsibility of the US government to protect
the country and its citizens with the lawful use
of lethal force. As the use of force is not illegal
for a nation at war, the US sees justification for
expressing its subjectivity as a warring nation.
The justification for this warring subjectivity is
largely based on law. First, in relation to the
US Constitution, the President can declare war
against an imminent enemy with the approval
of Congress. Second, any US war in a foreign
country must be waged in accordance with
international law based upon a principle of
self-defense. International law sanctions a
state’s use of force outside its borders on the
grounds that it is necessary to prevent an

imminent attack. Despite its subjectivity as a
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warring nation, the US is in no way exempted
from this international framework of the rule of

law (Knuckey 2015, 1-12).

In the aforementioned address, Holder
maintained that the US must abide by the law,
even in wartime. While setting security as the
main item on the agenda of the US government
is within its rights, it is nonetheless duty bound
to respect human rights. Nicholas Rengger
discusses the relationship between international
law, norms, and American power in terms of
moral justification. One way to understand
Rengger’'s argument is to differentiate between
the art and technique of war (jus in bello) when
considering the question of whether or not a war
is just (jus ad bellum) (Rengger 2013). Rengger
argues that the question of jus in bello is
more important than jus ad bellum. Many
related security frameworks such as legal
exceptionalism, sovereign decisionism, and the
rhetoric of “Right to Protect” are techniques of
war that serve as the legal basis for a state’s
use of force (Rengger 2013; Di Gregorio 2014).
Following Rengger, when a state uses force, it
must take human rights into consideration and
abide by the legal principle of the right to life.
Deploying force and the use of military weaponry
must be limited to the targeted enemy. Indeed, it
is legal only if the targets on the “kill list” are the
enemy, and it is ipso facto illegal if extended to

civilians.
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At this point, a sovereign’s decision with
respect to whom it wishes to protect comes into
play. This relates to Andrew Latham’s view that
participatory actors in world politics make war
conceivable, with all internationally engaged
actors producing what he calls ‘the structure
of war’ (Latham 2012). Alexander Wendt's
constructivist notion holds that war is what war
actors make of it, but at essence, it is a product
of the madness of men. This follows the
Weberian thesis regarding the state’s monopoly
of violence and the institutionalisation of war as
it relates to order, language, and belief. In
Latham’s analysis, (Latham 2012; Oosterhoff
2014), the institutionalisation of war not only
creates an international order in which war is
acceptable among nations but also a legal
and moral basis for war itself, including drone
warfare and how states distinguish enemies
from civilians. However, it will be subsequently
argued that such an international order that
deems war to be a moral and legal act reflects
the subjectivity of warring nations. In light of
this, the Killing of civilians such as in drone
warfare draws us close to what Lacan calls the
Real; the trauma that disturbs the fantasy of the
international-symbolic order. From 9/11 until the
assassination of Osama Bin Laden, the US faced
a moral dilemma; that is to say, it needed to
maintain its subjectivity as a belligerent nation,
and, at the same time, a moral nation. The tension

that this created was not easily resolved. Being
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a morally warring nation leads to two scenarios.
On the one hand, when the enemy is killed in
war, trauma is tolerable and violence justifiable.
On the other hand, killing innocents generates
collective trauma. Jeffrey Alexander, a sociologist
at Yale University, reminds us that collective
trauma occurs when a group of people suffer
from an incident that has negative impacts on

their lives (Alexander 2012).

Drones can be understood in some
ways as “humanitarian weapons”. This means
that the moral justification of drone is to use it
for the sake of humanitarian intervention (Weber
2006, 56). However, in a Lacanian interpreta-
tion, it can be said that drone attacks undermine
the US’s subjectivity as a morally warring nation.
The fact that drone attacks kill many innocent
civilians raises moral questions about the
US’s participation in the conflict with al-Qaida.
Kenneth Anderson (2013) points out that “the
leading objection to drone warfare today is that
it supposedly involves large, or ‘excessive,’

numbers of civilian casualties.”

The Bureau of Investigative Journalism
(TBIJ) estimated that out of 344 drone strikes in
Pakistan between 2004-2012, between 2,562
and 3,325 people were killed, of whom between
474 and 881 were civilians. Meanwhile, according
to the New America Foundation (NAF), between
1,873 and 3,171 people have been killed over-

all in Pakistan, of whom between 282 and 459

were civilians. Between May 2008 to June
2009, drone attacks killed at least 70 people
in Pakistan. The great number of civilian
casualties suggests that drone attacks constitute
a cause of a collective trauma. According to
Jane Mayer (2009), US officials insisted that they
would continue with drone attacks in the region
until they could be assured that they had eliminated
their chief target, Baitullah Mehsud, the leader of
the Taliban in Pakistan. Mayer’s report allows us
to get a sense of the collective trauma. She writes:
“in several Pakistani cities, large protests have
been held to decry the drone program. And, in
the past year, perpetrators of terrorist bombings
in Pakistan have begun presenting their acts as
‘revenge for the drone attacks’™ (Mayer 2009).
However, some reports have also shown local
support for drone attacks. Agil Shah, a professor
at Oklahoma University, interviewed 147 people
in South Waziristan and found that they believed
that drone attacks had led to the deterioration of
the Pakistani Taliban and a reduction in the number
of civilian casualties (Crilly 2016). Shah reported
that 79% of the interviewees supported drone
attacks (Crilly 2016). By the same token, the
controversial whistleblowing site Wikileaks has
released numerous documents showing that
the Pakistani military and other bodies of
the government secretly agreed with drone
attacks despite publicly denouncing such
war technology (The British Broadcasting

Corporation 2010).
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The legal frameworks both at home and
abroad are crucial resources for subjectivity
formation. The Legislative, Executive, and
Judicial branches of the US government all
permit the use of force, as long as the threat
is imminent. Moreover, the US government
maintains that its drone operations are
consistent with the core value of the rule of law.
This demonstrates its subjectivity as a morally
warring nation. However, the world does not
view this American subjectivity in the expected
way. The US expresses itself in the symbolic
order like a child in the immature stage and it
necessarily faces objections from the symbolic
order, in this case, the TBIJ's and NAF’s reports
on the number of civilian causalities that have
occurred as a result of drone attacks. The
symbolic order reflects the true self of American
subjectivity, effectively disrupting the fantasy
and misidentification of the infant. This may allow
for the “American gestalt” to emerge, but it will
require the US to embrace the alienated self,
that is, the US as an imperialist aggressor.
Only then will the US enter the mature stage of
development, that is, becomes both a morally
warring nation and at the same time an
imperialist aggressor, the latter is the self that
the US does not want. According to Lacan, and
as described earlier, the child in the immature
state shows their desires, fantasies, and
thoughts in “a primordial form”. Once the child
entered in the symbolic order, such primordial

form is objected and castrated by others, and
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the child becomes alienated to their own selves
in consequence. This Lacanian account is
considerable to American subjectivity. By the
time that the US views themselves as a moral
nation, such state of self-expression is a fantasy
and desire in a primordial form, and this is
concerned as similar as a child in the immature
state. And when the US started drone attacks,
such formation of a moral nation subjectivity
is counterproductive because the US is more
distinctive as an imperial aggressor, instead of
being seen as a moral nation. Based on Lacanian
psychoanalysis, it is observed the American
identity is alienated. It is estranged from being
a moral nation, analogous to a child viewing
themselves in the immature (primordial) state,
to another crucial state of self-formation in the
symbolic order, that is, the US as an imperial
aggressor. Thus, according to a paper by the
Stimson Center, “the United States was founded
upon rule of law principles and historically has
sought to ensure that its own actions...are
consistent with these principles...However...it
would be difficult to conclude that US targeted
strikes are consistent with core rule of law

norms” (Jensen and Childs 2016, 23).

There Is No Master-Signifier

For the second consideration, it will
be argued that drone attacks produce many
scenarios of psychological trauma. Looking at

this from a Lacanian perspective suggests that
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trauma has no master-signifier to represent it in
its full image. Lacan distinguishes between the
Other and the other. The master-signifier aligns
with the discourse of the Other whilst the other
serves as a function of the lack of a master-
signifier. There is no knowledge without a
signifier; its function is to instill meaning into
a system of knowledge. The signifier that
produces and totalises the knowledge is the
master-signifier (Lacan 2007, 16). As Lacan
emphasises in the seminar, “From an Other to
the other”, the master-signfier is the Other’s
jouissance (a surplus of enjoyment). However,
Lacan views the other as the object petite a
(the object small a), which is in opposition to
the Other’s jouissance, and does not signify
a completion of knowledge. Thus, the master-
signifier is unable to produce a totality of
knowledge, leading Lacan to conclude that
“something defined as a loss emerges from
this trajectory. This is what the letter to be read
as object a designates” (Lacan 2007, 21).
Lacan explains the relationship between the

Other and the other as follows:

This other [the objet petit a informing
a lack] signifier is not alone. The stomach of
the Other, the big Other, is full of them. This
stomach is like some monstrous Trojan horse
that provides the foundations for the fantasy of
a totality-knowledge. It is, however, clear that
its function entails that something comes and

strikes it from without, otherwise nothing will

ever emerge from it. And Troy will never be

taken. (Lacan 2007, 20)

In other words, the Other is replete with
lack. The Other simply acts as the totality of
knowledge. Yet, it is a fantasy that bears with the
hole in the master-signifier of knowledge. The
ontology of knowledge is the hole, something
that is always already inside displacing the
system. It is necessary in the beginning for the
seeker of knowledge to identify with the master-
signifier, which provides the foundation of
knowledge. Hence, a paradox emerges sooner
or later. It is impossible to acquire knowledge
without the master-signifier and the master-
signifier is a lack. This is why in the seminar The
Other Side of Psychoanalysis, Lacan suggests
that we must move from the Other to the other.
The Other refers to the signifier that serves as
the foundation of knowledge whilst the other is
a critique of the Other (Lacan 2007, 23). This
account differs from a previous seminar in which
Lacan holds the Other in relation to jouissance.
The other is the objet a whilst jouissance is a
surplus and an excess. The master-signifier
pertains to a lack of knowledge, yet it is only
through this lack that we can expect to acquire
a surplus of knowledge beyond the master-
signifier. The lack that we realise that the Other,
the master-signifier, serves as a means to
acquire jouissance; in other words, this process
involves moving from loss or lack to surplus

(Lacan 2007, 23). Thus, one particular signifier
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(S1) always suggests meaning that differs from
its original signification. Discovering the true
meaning of S1 requires looking at the meaning
that S1 seeks to suppress, and that is where
another signifier, or S2, emerges from S1,

causing S1 to retreat (Lacan 2007).

Following Lacan, | argue that there is
no master-signifier that can depict trauma
in its full spectrum. Trauma influences human
life in @ multitude of ways. This is one reason
why Lacan assumes that the master-signifier
is untenable (Lacan 2007, 34). None of the
subjects and objects can emerge from the
position of language and speech to consolidate
a foundation of knowledge. The master-signifier
cannot stand as a whole aspect of knowledge.
It is incapable of standing for the truth of an
incident and is only a function of knowledge
or meaning (Klepec 2016, 117). As long as
subjects resisting the dominant position of
knowledge, the master-signifier cannot sustain
itself. This means that the master-signifier is
simultaneously solid and untenable. Essential
to this is the absolute negation of the master-
signifier, which is central to the idea that nothing
entering the symbolic order can fulfill our desire
and fantasy (Klepec 2016, 199). Thus, | propose
in relation to language and the justification of
knowledge that the master-signifier has two
primordial functions. On the one hand, it draws
us in by way of creating proximity between

our understanding of the world and what it
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represents to us, so as to hold us in the symbolic
order. On the other, the master-signifier draws
us out, that is, it disillusions us from our
presupposed knowledge - an effect of
knowledge is that the master-signifier is
predominant over us — to envisage what remains
unconsciously excessive in relation to that

signifier, so as to traverse the fantasy.

By the same token, the Lacanian
philosopher Slavoj Zizek explains the master-
signifier by tethering to what Lacan calls the
“point de capiton” or the “quilting point” (Zizek
2006, 36). Zizek sees the master-signifier as
crucial in reproducing meaning, making all
knowledge comprehensible (Zizek 2006, 36).
However, seeking to traverse the fantasy means
to turn a wrongdoing order into an optimistic
disorder. It requires dissipating a stabilised
positivism of meaning in order to anticipate what
Jacques Alain-Miller calls “the ruptured images
of the pure Real”. | adopt Alain-Miller’s “pure
Real” to refer to the multiplicity unbounded to the
master-signifier (Miller 2012). There is no master-
signifier that can incorporate all the contents of
the Real, which consists of multiple layers, some
of them overlapping and supplementing each
other. It is crucial to note that for Alain-Miller,
the Real adheres to the symbolic order and
is something that each individual must deal
with differently (Briole 2014). At this point, the
master-signifier gives way to the multi-layered

Real, which is something largely inherent to the
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symbolic order, imposing antagonism,
overlapping, and supplementing the meaning.
This is consonant with what | described earlier.
Introducing the Other does not emphasise the
positivism of knowledge, but instead raises
awareness of the lack, allowing for anticipation
of the surplus of knowledge excessive to the

master-signifier.

Adopting this theoretical framework to
the context of drone attacks, | argue that there
is no master-signifier that can represent the
entire spectrum of trauma. Trauma is a surplus.
Trauma is a multiplicity in the same sense as
Alain-Miller’'s proposition of the Real. Accordingly,
we can assume that trauma is a surplus. There is
no master-signifier or Other that can depict
knowledge about trauma as a consequence of
drone attacks as a whole. | now seek to understand
the multiplicity of trauma by way of two scenarios
relevant to drone attacks. These scenarios are
consistent with the underlying assumption that
trauma is a multiplicity. The analysis attempts to
place all scenarios of trauma on the same level

by not giving more weight to one over the other.

First, drone attacks have had a profound
psychological effect on communities in north-
west Pakistan. Numerous invisible drone strikes
from the sky have hit residents, vehicles, and
public spaces, threatening the lives of men,
women, and children (Knowdrones 2012). The

fact that Pakistani villagers cannot tell whether

the hovering sounds are emanating from
military drones or from civilian airplanes causes
even more anxiety for the people living in areas
subject to drone attacks. According to the report
“Traumatising Skies: US Drone Operations and
Post-Traumatic Stress Disorder (PTSD)” by the
human rights organisation Al Karma, civilians
living in war zones often suffer from PTSD,
psychological symptoms which include “deep
emotional distress (94%), constant anxiety and
fear (92%), sleep-related issues (83%), as well
as clear signs of depression” (Alkarama 2015).
The report states that “there is a heavy cost paid
by the most vulnerable living under drones
in Yemen. These civilians, who are already
grappling with extreme poverty and are exposed
to insecurities from diverse armed groups, are
being further traumatized from the skies by a
much more powerful actor. The most vulnerable
people in the Yemeni society, namely women
and children, are particularly at risk of suffering
from severe psychological issues. Filled with
anxiety, fear, depression, anger and frustration,
both the young and old are craving justice and
some for revenge against those operating the

drones” (Alkarama 2015).

Living in areas where drone attacks
occur causes a constant state of fear. The
deaths of relatives leave those that remain in
bereavement, while communities are destroyed.
A report entitled Living Under Drones details the
trauma that follows drone attacks, leading to a
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disruption of normal life, or the so-called “jirga

system”:

One of the most troubling community-
wide consequences of the fear of gathering is,
in several interviewees’ views, the erosion of
the jirga system, a community-based con-
flict resolution process that is fundamental to
Pashtun society. Khalil Khan, the son of a
community leader killed in the March 17, 2011
jirga strike, explained that “everybody after the
strike seems to have come to the conclusion that
we cannot gather together in large numbers and
we cannot hold a jirga to solve our problems.”
Noor Khan, whose father Malik Daud Khan
presided over that jirga and was Kkilled,
confirmed this account: Everybody is scared,
especially the elders...They can’t get together
and discuss problems...If a problem occurs,
they can't resolve it, because they are all scared
that, if we get together, we will be targeted
again...Everybody, all the mothers, all the wives,
they have told their people not to congregate
together in a jirga...They are pleading to them
not to, as they fear they will be targeted

(Cavallaro, Sonnenberg and Knuckey 2012).

The jirga system is vital to the communal
and political life of Pashtun society. The system
gives its members an opportunity to participate
politically and socially. It allows them to solve
political conflicts looming large over the society

based on the principle of egalitarianism. It is
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not incorrect to claim that drone attacks have
a catastrophic impact on communities. Some
news agencies suspect the Central Intelligence
Agency (CIA) of conducting drone attacks that
terrorise local civilians. The British Broadcasting
Corporation (2012) reported that “rescuers
treating the casualties are also being killed and
wounded by follow-up strikes.” Drone attacks
not only result in collective trauma, but also
generate a desire for revenge against those
who order and conduct drone strikes. However,
our analysis does not seek to understand the
emotional condition of those living in drone
attack zones. In other words, our emphasis
differs from a psychiatrist who wants to
understand the psychological damage to
survivors e.g. anger, revenge, guilt, etc. Our
analysis assumes the impossibility of cataloging
the impacts of trauma. Our core assumption
here is that none of the incidents or painful
memories of a particular group of people can
represent the entire image of trauma following
drone attacks. It must be emphasised that
trauma is indeterminable and wide-ranging,
consisting of multiple layers and images. As
none of the groups of traumatised people can
signify the whole image of trauma, this analysis
follows Lacan’s injunction that there is no
master-signifier. Since there is no master-
signifier, of course we can also say that there is
no such thing as collective trauma within the

Pashtun community itself. Drone violence may
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be gendered since men of military age (MAM’s)
are especially targeted. Men and women are
supposed to have an experience on trauma in a
different way. According to this logic, there is no
such thing as collective trauma. However, if the
existence of collective trauma is assumed, such
collective trauma is not coherent but generates
multiple layers within it. Therefore, collective
trauma can turn into a divided trauma based on

the subjects’ different experiences of trauma.

It will be shown next that drone attacks
not only have psychological effects on the
individuals of Pashtun society, but trauma is
also implicit in the cultural productions of
film and documentary makers in Europe as
well as of the drone operators themselves. An
example is the film Good Kill that displays the
traumatic condition and moral concern of a
drone pilot whose mission is to drop bomb in
Afghanistan from a ditance. With respect to the
documentary and filmmakers in Europe who
look at the subject of drone attacks, the trauma
seems to transcend the location where the
violence occurs. What is most notable about
the work is the flmmakers’ refusal to insert their
opinions and feelings about trauma. They take
great pains to remain as neutral as possible
as they go about the process of gathering
information through interviews with the survivors
and the drone operators. A good example of
this is Sonia Kennebeck, whose Wim Wenders-

produced film National Bird was screened at

the Berlin Film Festival. In her film, she interviews
three former United States Air Force personnel
from the drone division who have been diagnosed
with PTSD, namely, Lisa, Daniel, and Heather.
Kennebeck is struck by the psychological trauma

her interviewees have experienced.

However, the three dealt with their
trauma in very different ways. Lisa returned to
Afghanistan to meet a family who lost children in
an airstrike. Daniel decided to become an anti-
war campaigner. Heather, a former drone
imagery analyst, eventually became the first
veteran from the drone program to receive
state support for her treatment. Prior to that, no
psychiatric treatment for drone operators or
analysts had been available for the combatants
in this new type of war (Barnes 2016). Pratap
Chatterjee, a writer for Mother Jones magazine,
points out that “in theory, drone pilots have a
cushy life. Unlike soldiers on duty in ‘war zones,’
they can continue to live with their families here
in the United States. No muddy foxholes or
sandstorm-swept desert barracks under threat
of enemy attack for them. Instead, these new
techno-warriors commute to work like any office
employees and sit in front of computer screens
wielding joysticks, playing what most people
would consider a glorified video game” (Chatterjee
2015). Nonetheless, Chatterjee must realise that
such a characterization does not tell the full story.
Video games are different than the reality of war

in that the former is not sufficient to cause PTSD,
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in contrast to the latter. As one drone operator
states, “in video games you have checkpoints
and restarts but in drone war you do not” (Heller

2015).

However, what is most disturbing, and a
crucial factor exacerbating the suffering that
stems from PTSD, is that the US Air Force often
treats drone operators as second-class citizens
compared to combatants who see active duty
on the ground. Nevertheless, in regard to drone
operators, Chatterjee provocatively asks the
following: “is it possible that a brand-new form
of war—by remote control—is also spawning
a brand-new, as yet unlabelled, form of
psychological strain?” (Chatterjee 2015). Drone
warfare is unlike traditional means of war in
which soldiers fight on the battlefield, Killing
and defeating the enemy by virtue of strategic
planning, skill, and strength. In this respect,
drone war can be seen as a “coward’s war”,
which may explain why drone operators are
regarded as second-class citizens among
military officers in the air force. In consequence,
using a computer and remote control to attack
people from afar leads to a shared feeling of
shame and dishonour among drone warriors.
Attacking people from a distance creates not
only a moral dilemma in terms of the decision
whether to kill or not to kill unidentified targets
(often it is unclear whether the target is on the kill

list or just a civilian), but also a feeling that drone
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operators are not as revered as combatants on

the ground.

Despite being far removed from the
battlefield, it is nonetheless evident that PTSD
affects many drone operators. A drone instructor
named Ryan confessed to Mother Jones
magazine that “it is tough working night shifts
watching your buddies do great things in the
field while you are turning circles in the sky”
(Chatterjee 2015). Brandon Bryant, a drone
camera operator based at Nellis Air Force
Base, confessed that “everyone else thinks that
the whole program or the people behind it are
a joke, that we are video-game warriors, that
we are Nintendo warriors” (Chatterjee 2015).
He also told KNPR Radio in Nevada that “it was
horrifying to know how easy it was. | felt like
a coward because | was halfway across the
world and the guy never even knew | was there”
(Schoenmann 2015). Elsewhere, he said that
“| felt like | was haunted by a legion of the dead.
My physical health was gone, my mental health
crumbled. | was in so much pain | was ready to
eat a bullet myself” (The Honor Society 2015).
Heather Linebaugh wrote similarly in The
Guardian that “when you are exposed to it over
and over again it becomes like a small video,
embedded in your head, forever on repeat,
causing psychological pain and suffering that
many people will hopefully never experience”

(Linebaugh 2013).
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In addition, GQ magazine published
Matthew Power’s article “Confessions of a
Drone Warrior” (2013). Power interviewed
Brandon Bryant, a drone operator, whom Power
describes as “one of the first recruits for a new
kind of warfare in which men and machine
merge. He [Bryant] flew multiple missions, but
he never left his computer. He hunted top
terrorists, saved lives, but always from afar. He
stalked and killed countless people, but could
not always tell you precisely what he was hitting”
(Power 2013). After several missions, Bryant
began suffering from PTSD. Although he claimed
he had no fear of going to battle, what troubled
him was the moral dilemma of being forced to
kill others from afar. In his words, “I really have
no fear. It's more like I've had a soul-crushing
experience, an experience that | thought I'd
never have. | was never prepared to take a life”
(Power 2013). A German newspaper described
him as a “drone operator [who] followed orders
to shoot a child...and decided he had to quit.”
In light of Bryant’s confession, Power concluded
that “drone operators can suffer from trauma”
(Power 2013). And this shows that trauma
occurs not only to victims of drone attacks, but
also to people who are reluctant to operate

drones to kill others.

To reiterate, in Lacanian psychoanalysis,
subjects move from the master-signifier — a
signal of the incompletion or the lack of

knowledge — to the anticipation of jouissance, or

the meaning that exceeds the master-signifier
itself. The master-signifier, from the position of
S1 transforms into S2, which highlights the
multiple dimensions of the pure Real. According
to Alain-Miller, the pure Real has no single
discourse capable of sustaining the entire im-
age and meaning. This is applicable to the case
of trauma, a psychological catastrophe inflicted
upon subjects engaging in drone attacks.
Collective trauma serves as a function of the
master-signifier as it represents the whole
meaning or image of trauma. However, if we
reduce our understanding of trauma to collective
trauma by believing that the trauma of Pashtun
society can represent its entire image, this then
becomes fantasy. It was argued earlier that
we need to assume a surplus of knowledge
exceeding the master-signifier by resorting
to the multifarious character of the Real.
Connecting to the multiplicity of the Real is
the crucial ground that allows us to traverse a
fantasy. Thus, traversing the fantasy of the
collective trauma by overemphasising the
trauma of Pashtun individuals enables other
scenarios of trauma to emerge. That is, the
trauma of drone operators and implicitly of the
European flm and documentary makers whose
artworks are influenced by the trauma resulting
from drone attacks. This means that it is
impractical to identify drone attack trauma by
simply encapsulating it as a painful memory

specific to one group. Beyond the master-
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signifier lies the multiplicity of the Real; trauma
that supplements, overlaps, and even adding
to itself. When social transnational order or
symbolic order (e.g. a drone strike in military
warfare) is caught in conflict, a chain of multiple
dimensions of trauma is already inherent to the
symbolic order as well as the multiplicity of the

pure Real, which lies inside the symbolic order.

The chain of trauma continues in an
infinite cascade not limited to a specific group
of people. As such, Slavoj Zizek’s view that the
pure Real allows us to evade the reality of social
antagonism is misconstrued (Zizek 2017). The
fact is that apart from the trauma of drone
operators, multiple traumas emerge, which are
both empirical and valid, such as in the case
of Anwar al-Awlaki and Samir Khan. They were
American citizens who died as a result of drone
attacks authorized by President Obama. In a
New York Times interview, Baher Azmy claimed
that the American government lacked evidence
that Mr. Awlaki was a terrorist (Salvage 2014b).
Azmy told the NYT that “the Constitution cannot
permit the killing of US citizens based on the
government’s untested claim of dangerousness”
(Salvage 2014a). President Obama was
accused of ordering drone attacks to Kkill
American citizens without a trial (Salvage 2011).
The situation was made worse for the relatives
of the victims when judges dismissed a suit
brought to court by Nasser al-Awlaki, the father

of Awlaki with the assistance of the American
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Civil Liberties Union and the Center for
Constitutional Rights. Thus, the Awlaki family not
only experienced trauma due to the loss of life,
but also from a loss of faith in the institutional
framework of the US government. This latter
dimension of trauma is reminiscent of what
Jenny Edkins describes as the state’s betrayal of
its fundamental role of providing for the security

of its citizens (Edkins 2006, 99-115).

The Sinthome

In this section, it will be shown that the
term sinthome is conceptually practical for
expressing the subjectivities of both the drone
operators and the Pakistanis opposing the US
government. For Lacan, the sinthome is the life
that lies beyond fantasy (Derbyshire 2007, 95).
The sinthome refers to the subject that realises
its own fulflment outside the symbolic order. It is
the subject that leaves behind the imaginary
function of fantasy. It is the subject that knows
itself and can be independent without any so-
cial interference. The sinthome is a sublime
subjectivity that emerges after the traverse of
fantasy. Fantasy is realized to be a symptom,
enabling the subject to abandon fantasy for
the sake of self-fulfilment. Such subjectivity that
exists after the decline of the fantasy function
is life that rejects fixation and permanency, an
emergence that Gilles Deleuze calls “becoming”
(Zevnik 2016, 15). The sinthome is a becoming

and another mode of life that confronts the Real,
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ceasing to identify its imaginary reflection
with the symbolic order. In other words, the
sinthome no longer manifests its existence in
the symbolic order; it is the subject that
realises that the desire of the Other is false. It is
a particular mode of being that unleashes itself
as extraordinarily sublime where the tripartite
Lacanian knot comes together at a single
point; the Real (e.g. jouissance, trauma), the
Symbolic Order (e.g. language, speech, the
desire of the Other, fantasy), and the Imaginary
(e.g. the body, the senses, and images) (Morel
and Vegso 2006, 68). As a consequence of
the traverse of fantasy, there is a point at which
the subject encounters the Real, and what
follows is disillusionment with fantasy. This is not
only a symptom of the symbolic function, but
also the self-fulfilment, jouissance, death drive,
etc. of the subjects, allowing for a transformation
into a new existence. Yet, it can also be argued
that the sinthome is partial and fleeting rather
than permanent and enduring since the subject
cannot exist outside the boundary of symbolic

order all the time.

Placing the sinthome in the context
of drone attacks, | propose that the most
substantiated form of the Lacanian sinthome
pertains to the Pakistanis and drone operators
who oppose the US government’s drone
operations. There are three explanations for
why Pakistanis oppose such attacks. First, many

Pakistanis consider the US’s drone attacks in

Fata as a violation of Pakistan’'s sovereignty
and territorial integrity (International, The News
2010). The majority of people in Fata are
true Pakistanis who serve in government
departments and the armed forces. Thus,
Pakistanis consider drone attacks to be
disrespectful to Pakistani sovereignty
(Masood and Mehsud 2013), although some
news agencies contend that the Pakistani
government has in fact consented to drone
attacks (The British Broadcasting Corporation
2013). Second, the Pakistanis claim that drone
attacks violate their human dignity. They
condemn the US attacks for randomly Killing
innocent people, which is a clear violation of
conventions on human rights and international
laws (International, The News 2010). Third,
Pakistanis claim that US drone attacks engender
more counterattacks by terrorists rather than
helping to stop them. In other words, drone at-
tacks exacerbate the problem of global terrorism
rather than mitigating it (International, The News
2010). Meanwhile, in the US, three former drone
operators, namely, Brandon Bryant, Lisa Ling,
and Cian Westmoreland, participated in bringing
a lawsuit against President Obama over the deaths
of innocent Yemenis in drone attacks (Middle
East Eye 2016). These former drone operators
share in the belief that the Obama administration
misinformed the public regarding the negative
impacts of drone warfare, specifically the deaths
of many innocent people in Pakistan and Yemen

(Middle East Eye 2016).
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In retrospect, one may view the
Pakistanis’ and former American drone
operators’ political opposition to President
Obama’s decision on drone strikes from the
perspective of postcolonialism and liberal
democracy. The postcolonial perspective may
see this opposition as empowering the voice of
the subaltern. To be more specific, the subaltern
can refer to the Pakistani protestors who attempt
to strike back at the empire and defend the
sovereignty of the nation. In an act of political
resistance, they aim to speak out about
the national loss and trauma resulting from
the imperialist drone attacks. Meanwhile, from
the perspective of liberal democracy, those
who are cynical about the US government
may take it to task for a lack of accountability
and transparency. The fact that former drone
operators brought a lawsuit against President
Obama is evidence of his guilt with respect to
committing illegal actions abroad that violated
the principles of liberal democracy, most notably
a failure to act in compliance with the principles
of human rights, freedom of expression, freedom
of speech, transparency, accountability, and

respect the Constitution.

However, | argue that the perspectives
of postcolonialism and liberal democracy leave
the question of subjectivity unaddressed. These
two perspectives do not sufficiently highlight
how the subjects confronting trauma have
transformed into another mode of life, or, into
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another mode of existence no longer trusting the
symbolic order. Empowering the voice of the
subaltern is a conception that does not afford
access to the psychological condition of the
subjects facing trauma. Rather than seeking to
articulate the subjectivity of traumatised persons,
the postcolonial perspective subverts imperial
discourse by focusing on a Western country’s
technology in a colonial-military context.
Meanwhile, liberal democrats who advocate for
the right to know what actions President Obama
executed abroad also leave aside the question
of subjectivity. Thus, Lacanian psychoanalysis,
with its emphasis on the sinthome — a mode of
life following the encounter with the Real,
which fulfills its own jouissance — differs from
the perspectives of postcolonialism and liberal

democracy.

Contending that the theoretical accounts
of postcolonialism and liberal democracy ignore
subjectivity in their analyses, | will outline two
major arguments. First, | argue that opposition
to US drone attacks shows that the subjects
have separated their desire from the desire of
the Other. Defending sovereignty as well
as safeguarding human dignity for and by
themselves suggests that such subjectivity
is independent from the object of desire. The
object of desire prescribes the subject as the
fantasy, that is, the drone as a new technology
that enables the killing of specific targets with

discretion and discrimination. However, an
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encounter with the Real, such as devastation,
the deaths of many innocent people, and PTSD
in drone operators, etc., urges the subjects to
lift off the veil of fantasy. It must be noted that
an encounter with the traumatic Real may lead
to another consequence, that is, the subject’s
psychic breakdown following the killing of
innocent victims, and this means that the veil of
fantasy is not lifted off. Second, the subjects who
separate from the desire of the Other, or that
which Lacan calls the sinthome, pertain to the
Pakistanis and former drone operators opposing
the US government. They are the sinthome who
can decide what to make of their existence. This
is evidence of an alteration of their thinking; thus,
they fulfil the metaphysical life of becoming.
At the point where the Lacanian trinity (the Real,
the Symbolic, and the Imaginary) converges,
the subjects transform into the sinthome
after encountering trauma, that is, the Real.
Opposition to the government reflects that the
sinthome has sought to fulfil its own jouissance.
They no longer have faith in the meaning of the
symbolic order, in this case, the desire of the
Other, such as President Obama’s orders and

the military effectiveness of drone technology.

Conclusion

In summary, this article employs
Lacanian psychoanalysis to produce a critical
perspective on drone attacks, which the writer

considers as one of the crucial scenarios in

international politics. It is part of the writer’'s
ongoing research that endeavours to make
sense of global affairs with the aid of critical
theory. This article views drone attacks through
the prism of Lacan’s psychoanalytic concepts
of the mirror stage, the master-signifier, and the
sinthome. Other concepts such as the desire
of the Other, jouissance, the Real, the symbolic
order, and the Imaginary also come into play.
To integrate, the concept of the mirror stage
suggests a misidentification of the subject when
confronting the symbolic order. The subject
faces rejection from the symbolic order, which
contradicts the constructed self-mage and
compels the subject to embrace the alienating
characteristics of the self. As the US views itself
as a morally warring nation, this self-imaginary
construction collapses when faced with the

reality of drone attacks.

There is no master-signifier that can
confer absolute meaning to trauma, as trauma
is comprised of multiple layers produced out of
a single scenario of political violence such as a
drone attack. Trauma is something that adds to
and overlaps with itself. The assumption is that
trauma is ontologically infinite. As trauma is not
a painful experience specific to one group of
people, the term collective trauma is inaccurate.
Instead of resorting to the concept of collec-
tive trauma, | assert that trauma is a multiplicity
and something that is uncountable. This avoids

highlighting the ego-centrism of trauma, or
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trauma that a specific group of people has to
bear and express through activities such as
commemoration and mourning. In the case of
drone attacks, we can observe how trauma is
wide spread and diverse, from Pashtun society
to the trauma of American citizens whose
family members must endure the pain of losing

beloved relatives.

Lastly, the concept of sinthome refers
to the subjects who, following the encounter with
the Real, emerge as subjects who have shifted
their imaginary perceptions toward the world.
The sinthome is the existence of the subject that
integrates the Lacanian trinity, namely, the Real,
the Imaginary, and the Symbolic. The Pakistanis
and former US drone operators are marvellous
examples of the sinthome. The fear, anxiety, and
rage that the subjects experience shatter the
symbolic order and reveal it as fantasy, thereby
enabling the sinthome embodied with jouissance
and the death drive to traverse the fantasy by
way of protesting the government. Hence, this
Lacanian sinthome indicates the transformative
aspect of (the becoming of) the self of the
traumatised persons. Crucially, it stages the
theoretical collusion of the Lacanian and
Deleuzian perspectives, which produces critical
thinking revolving around the interrelated issues
of violence, trauma, technology, memory, and
traumatised subjects in global affairs. This
conceptual bloc of Lacan-Deleuze stakes out a

theoretical position and which is the cornerstone
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of my ongoing research related to critical theory

and global affairs.

Understanding trauma through the lens
of Lacanian psychoanalysis allows us to discuss
world politics in relation to political philosophy.
This article should make scholars aware of the
subjectivity formation that takes place in the
context of war and violence. In some of the
literature that combines political philosophy
and world politics, the debate centers on the
interrelationships between violence, the state,
and sovereignty e.g. in Rengger and Latham.
Consequently, this article endeavours to shed
light on the subjectivity and mental condition
of traumatised persons, thereby filling some of
the lacunae left by the previous literature. The
Lacanian perspective on trauma directs us to the
psychical condition of the traumatised persons.
Bringing this perspective to world politics
reveals how those who have suffered from war
try to renegotiate power relations. Some of the
literature, e.g. the works of Rengger and Latham,
strive to study world politics on the basis of
political philosophy. This perspective sees the
use of legally sanctioned, institutionalized war
and violence by sovereign states as crucial for
the maintenance of the international order. The
analysis in this article, focusing on a Lacanian
view of trauma and subjectivity as it relates to
power relations, attempts to add some missing

elements to this top-down approach.
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Introduction

The relationship between India and
Bhutan under the modern state concept can be
traced back to the 19th century when the British
colonial government established a treaty with
Bhutan in 1865 known as Treaty of Sinchula af-
ter the victory of the British in the war between
British India and Bhutanese Kingdom. This treaty
has resulted in a more tangible border between
British India and Bhutan. However, the treaty
was in place until Bhutan established a
monarchy and King Ugyen Wangchuck
succeeded in integrating the land in 1970. This
new situation led to a change in the treaty
between Bhutan and British India in 1910 at
Punakha. According to the new treaty, the British
government undertook that it would not interfere
with the internal affairs of Bhutan. Meanwhile,
the Bhutanese government agreed to provide
Britain with assistance and advice on external
affairs. Therefore, this treaty was a sign of the
relationship between the British Indian and
Bhutanese government. Political relations
between India and Bhutan grew in terms of
economics and politics. Bhutan has become a
major hub for trade on routes between British
India and Tibet. It was a major contributor to
British India’s supply of forest products and

transportation to Tibet.

The nature of relations between India
and Bhutan changed again after India’s
independence in 1947, which led to the
formation of the “Republic of India”. The
Government of India under the leadership of
Prime Minister Nehru decided to review the
relationship with Bhutan, then under the rule of
the Second King, in 1949. This led to the signing
of a treaty of friendship between the two
countries, modifying some details in the previous
treaty. However, the overall content was not
altered, especially provisions regarding external
relations whereby Bhutan’s foreign policy was to
remain under the guidance of India (Walcott
2011, 253-254). However, the new treaty
contributed greatly to Bhutan’s consolidation of
its sovereignty. It signified that India recognized
Bhutan’s independence. A major turning point
for India’s further expansion of its relationship
with Bhutan was the annexation of Tibet
into China in 1950 because India saw a
greater threat from China in the Himalayan
region (Rathore 1974, 61-64). The changing
circumstances resulted in dramatic changes in
the attitude of India to the Himalayan countries.
In addition, the Cold War made India’s policy
towards Bhutan one of coalition-building. India
offered several benefits to Bhutan to prevent it
from becoming under Chinese influence. For

example, India offered a grant to the Bhutan and
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supported it to become the member of United
Nations in 1971 (The Permanent Mission of the

Kingdom of Bhutan to the United Nations 2017).

Economic cooperation, especially in the
form of finance for economic development is an
important matter that strengthens cooperation
between India and Bhutan. India plays a very
pivotal role in driving the development of
the Bhutanese economy. As a result, Bhutan’s
economy is tied to the economy of India. India
has been instrumental in setting the framework
for Bhutan’s economic development since 1961.
It also provided financial support for Bhutan’s
five-year plan to drive internal change (Mehra
1981, 129). The key economic sector, which
symbolizes the relationship between India and
Bhutan, is hydroelectric power generation (Royal
Bhutanese Embassy, New Delhi 2016). Bhutan
is assessed to have the potential to generate
electricity from hydropower up to 30,000 MW
(International Hydropower Association 2017).
India has invested in hydroelectric power in
Bhutan. The first HEP dam project began in the
1970s under the name Chukka Hydropower

Project.

In addition, India has many hydroelec-
tricity projects under construction within Bhutan
such as Tala Hydroelectric, Punatsangchu-I,
Punatsangchu-Il, Mangdechu, Chamkarchu, etc.
(Royal Bhutanese Embassy, New Delhi 2016).
This is a result of the 1949 Treaty of Friendship.

176 MsASAIANAERST AZSTANEAT AW

According to the Treaty, Bhutan’s foreign policy
was under the guidance of the Government of
India. In addition, the treaty also provides for
free trade between the two countries. However,
the internal political situation in Bhutan has
continued to change. One of the major changes
was the change of regime from monarchy to
democracy in 2006. This phenomenon has
prompted Bhutan to negotiate with India to
amend the treaty of friendship, particularly its
section two, which stipulated India’s great
influence on Bhutan’s foreign policy. These led
to the revision of the treaty of friendship between
India and Bhutan in 2007. As a result, Bhutan
has become more independent in external
affairs. This trend of changing relationships
between these two countries is the subject of
this study. The main question is how India’s
investment of hydroelectricity project in Bhutan
symbolizes Bhutan-India Relations? Thus,
the paper focuses on the cooperation between
India and Bhutan in hydroelectricity generation
since 2007 and analyses information in terms
of policy and organizational structure related
to hydroelectricity generation. In this regard,
the study posits that cooperation between India
and Bhutan in hydroelectricity generation is
an important part of India’s Foreign Policy
toward Bhutan. The study examines primary
and secondary data. The primary data are
governmental documents searched through

the websites of both Bhutanese and Indian
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governments, such as the 1949 Treaty of
Friendship, the 2007 Treaty of Friendship.
Secondary sources are articles, books, and
news and comments items on Bhutan-India

relations.

Hydroelectricity Cooperation: The

Role of India’s Investment in Bhutan

Since India gained independence from
Britain in 1947, the expansion of its international
political role has been increasing through
many foreign policies such as in the Non-
Aligned Movement and the Five Principles of
Peaceful Coexistence (Fraser, Bhattacharya and
Bhattacharya 2001, 18-19). However, India’s
approach and structure of foreign policy largely
adhered to the framework of the colonial era
because of limited human resource. This meant
that there was little change in Indian foreign
policy (Mahajan 2015, 91-92). Most foreign
policy operated in the same way as during the
colonial era, such as building relations with
neighbouring countries or maintaining a treaty
that the British had made. As a result, India after
Independence had good relations with its
neighbours, such as Nepal, Bhutan, Myanmair,
Sri Lanka, and China, except for Pakistan. India
did not become a member of United Nations
Security Council and supported China to be
the only representative of the south countries

(Kennedy 2015, 129-131). Although Indian

foreign policy as a whole has not changed
much, great efforts were made to stay away
from the colonial government’'s legacy. Bhutan
depended on India for its defence, especially in
the western part of the country, and Bhutan is
in turn privileged to pass through India (Kharat
2016, 96-98). Between 1949 and 2007, India
was a country that played a significant role in
Bhutan’s foreign policy. The Treaty of Friendship
indicated that Bhutan must seek advice from
India in external affairs. It is safe to say that India
was the main actor in defining Bhutan’s foreign
policy throughout that period. Although the treaty
specified that Bhutan must seek foreign policy
advice from India, this is not to say that Bhutan
lost its sovereignty because Bhutan could
choose not to follow that advice. For example,
Bhutan voted against India on the case of
Cambodia’s seat in the United Nations in 1979

(Stobdan 2017).

Moreover, India is one of the countries
that has employed economic activities
as instruments of foreign policy with great
efficiency, especially with neighbouring
countries, so that they become dependent on
the Indian economy such as for consumption,
investment, loans, etc. Bhutan is highly
dependent on India as a market for exports,
financial assistance for development, and
investment in a wide range of industries (Rajput
2011, 126-128). Economic assistance is a main

plank of India’s foreign policy to reinforce
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Indo-Bhutan relationship. These involve the
provision of subsidies in various forms, such as
grants, loans, and investments to develop
transportation, education, and electricity. These
financial and economic policies have made the
relationship between India and Bhutan more
intimate and special. Bhutan’'s hydroelectric
power scheme is an economic unit in which
Bhutan gives many privileges to India. India’s
investment in Bhutan's hydropower industry is
the important sector because these investments

are not open to other countries.

The growth of India’s hydroelectric
power investments in Bhutan started in 1961
under Bhutan’s first five-year plan, with the
government contributing over Nu. 107.2 mil-
lion (1.6 million USD) to the plan. In 1961, the
government of India and Bhutan signed the
construction of Jaldhaka hydroelectric power
project in the south-western region, which was
the first time that Bhutan could generate
electricity. It exports electricity to India’s West
Bengal, which had its first electricity supply in
1968. Following the success of the above-
mentioned project, India has invested in two
more Bhutanese hydroelectric power projects
to increase energy security in Bhutan. India
provided 89.8 percent of the operating funds of
more than 475.2 million rupees (6.9 million USD)
of Bhutan’s third five-year plan, 1971-1976. This
five-year plan led to the large-scale hydroelectric

power agreement that India signed with Bhutan
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in 1974. The Chukha Hydroelectric Power
Project has a capacity of 336 megawatts. India
has invested over Rs. 2,040 million, of which
60 percent as a grant and 40 percent as a
loan (Kharat 2005, 106-107). In this regard,
the Chukha Hydropower Project is being
implemented through the full ownership of
the Bhutanese Government's Chukha Project
Authority. However, the agreement stipulated
that the Chukha Project Authority be under
the advisory authority of the Water and Power
Development Consultancy Services (India) Ltd.
This meant that Chukha Hydropower exported

the electricity to India only.

From 1961 until 2007, there were three
major investment projects that were imple-
mented through the agreement system in the
same way as the Chukha project (Kharat 2009,
163-165). India thus receives low-cost electricity
from Bhutan. A study on the development of
hydroelectric power in Bhutan found interesting
information that all projects were invested by
India and that India largely benefited from
it rather than Bhutan (Gupta 1999, 96-97).
However, Bhutan accepted this problem
because she also benefited from this kind
of development such as free electricity,
hydroelectricity development knowhow. India
has become a very privileged country for the
development of hydroelectric power in Bhutan
and is the only country that imports electricity

produced by the projects. For these reasons,
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Bhutan has largely acquiesced to India’s for-
eign policy towards it that had the extension of

economic assistance as its core.

Electricity has become an important
commodity enabling India to have a special
relationship with Bhutan because it generates
revenue for Bhutan. Economic figures show that
more than 75 percent of electricity produced
in Bhutan is exported to India and account
for more than 40 percent of national budget
revenue. In this regard, the Asian Development
Bank estimates that the hydropower sector will
grow to 50 percent of GDP and 75 percent of
its budget revenues by 2020 (Mitra and Jeong
2017, 382-383). Bhutanese hydroelectricity
development is not only economic investment
but contributes also to the economic stabil-
ity of Bhutan. India’s role in this industry is not
only economic but is also part of India’s foreign
policy influence on Bhutan. In the same way,
Bhutan’s Investment privileges in hydropower
projects reflect the changing dynamics of

Bhutan’s foreign policy.

Since the negotiation of a new friendship
treaty in 2007, Bhutan has changed its stance
on investment in developing hydroelectric
power. Bhutan’s hydroelectric power industry
has undergone a major structural change and
is now independent of the advice of the Water
and Power Development Consultancy Services

(India) Ltd. The organisational reform of many

mega hydropower projects on the Bhutan side
began in 2008, particularly this involved the
integration of hydropower companies such as
Chukha, Kurichhu and Basochhu Hydropower
Corporation under a single organisation known
as Druk Green Power Corporation Limited
(DGPC) (Ebinger 2011, 123-124). Although
the partnership between India and Bhutan has
not changed significantly, a large amount of
information suggests that Bhutan has increased
its own investment to reduce its dependence on
Indian capital (Mitra and Jeong 2017, 208-210).
Bhutan’'s democratic government has set up a
company for asset management and invest-
ment under the name of Druk Holding and
Investments Limited. DGPC is a State-Owned
Enterprise. It is responsible for the development
of hydropower projects on its own or as joint
ventures with external investment (Jain and
Saini 2016, 8). The increased autonomy of
the agencies responsible for managing all
hydropower projects within Bhutan is a
significant risk to India. Greater privatization
of Bhutan’s hydroelectric power management
would mean greater focus on operating for
profit rather than to privilege India. India has to
accept the risk of rising electricity prices in the
future. Bhutan is also very likely to seek external
investment alternatives to that from India, as
China is interested in importing electricity from
Bhutan. So, the relationship between India

and Bhutan after the 2007 treaty is changing,
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especially given Bhutan’s greater freedom in
foreign affairs. Meanwhile, the treaty allows
Bhutan to extend its foreign policy to neigh-
bouring countries like China. If it is considered
that the investment in Bhutan’s hydroelectric
power is an element of foreign policy, the
opportunity for China to invest in this sector will
be a key indicator of a decline in India’s
influence over Bhutan. As a matter of fact,
Bhutan’s hydroelectric power policy is not just
an investment and economic policy, namely
an internal one, it is also a foreign policy of
Bhutan in which was India accorded a very
important role. Therefore, changes in the
hydropower sector of Bhutan signifies of only
a change in domestic policy but also changes

in the relationship between India and Bhutan.

India’s Constituent States and
Policy Decision-Making towards
Bhutan: Costs and Benefits from

Hydro-Electricity Projects

Bhutan is one of India’s neighbouring
countries located near the north-eastern part of
India. In this regard, the western part of Bhutan
is connected with the state of Sikkim and West
Bengal, the south is connected with Assam, and
the east is connected with Arunachal Pradesh.

Sikkim is one of the states with the most obvious
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relationship with Bhutan, as it was considered by
British India as a buffer state along with Bhutan.
In addition, the Bhutanese dynasty also had
close ties with the Sikkimese dynasty (Phuntsho
2016, 572-573). These meant that the two states
enjoyed good relations in the past. This was until
India annexed the kingdom of Sikkim in 1975,
leading to the collapse of its monarchy. Thus,
the relationship between neighbouring Sikkim
and Bhutan has changed to one based on
the national interests rather than on traditional
kinship. Bhutan and the Himalayan state were
very close in the past because of similarities in
language and culture its influenced by Tibet
(Coelho 1971, 1-9). In the case of West Bengal,
impact on the Indo-Bhutan relationship derives
from its access to the sea and thus as a trade
channel for Bhutan (Mohapatra 2008, 59-60).
Therefore, West Bengal is geo-economically
strategic for Bhutan, affording it access to
markets. The relationship between West Bengal
and Bhutan can be traced back to the colo-
nial period when Bhutan was a viable trade route
between British India and Tibet. This relationship
ended after the Chinese occupation of Tibet.
It is particularly interesting that West Bengal is
the first area to benefit from the hydroelectric
power project between Bhutan and India
because the first hydroelectric dam generates
electricity for this state that is the main border

between India and Bhutan.
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Figure 1: A map of Bhutan and India’s states

Source: Google map

On the other hand, the relationship
between Bhutan and Assam was in the past
ridden with disputes and warfare until the
British occupation. Therefore, the Bhutanese
government had to negotiate with the British
Indian government until Indian independence.
The major problem that embroiled Assam and
the Indian government was terrorism, whereby
Bhutan was used by terrorists as a base for
hiding and operating. This problem resulted in
the Government of Bhutan, the state government
of Assam and the Government of India to work
together to solve concretely and eventually
destroyed the separatist groups. Apart from
security issues, Assam is also a major export

destination for Bhutan.

In the case of Arunachal Pradesh State,
the nature of the relationship is related to based
on the fact that Bhutanese people have the
same ethnic and linguistic characteristics as
the people in that state, especially in its eastern
part. In sum, the relationship and cooperation
between Bhutan and the states of India is
another form of relationship that is important for

India’s foreign policy orientation towards Bhutan.

One of the interesting aspects of Indian
foreign policy is the states’ influence on foreign
policy. For example, the Chief Minister of West
Bengal would greatly influence the dialogue
between India and Bangladesh (Staniland
and Narang 2015, 263-264). Although they
as stakeholders contribute to India’s foreign

policy framework, they are less active in terms of
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relations between India and Bhutan. Bilateral
relations between the two countries are
conducted by the Indian national government
and the diplomatic missions. The states
neighbouring Bhutan only indirectly influence
foreign policy decisions by giving interviews
critical of the government more than as
contributors to foreign policy decisions. This is
differs from the significant role played by the
Kerala government has in the development of
relations with Gulf countries. (Malone, Mohan
and Raghavan 2015, 208-209). It can safely be
said that the establishment and implementation
of India’'s foreign policy toward Bhutan is a
monopoly of the Indian Ministry of Foreign
Affairs, without the involvement of the constituent
states which may be affected by the policy. This
is a reflection of the fact that the HEP Projects’
benefits accrue mainly to the northern areas
such as Uttar Pradesh, Bihar and Jharkhand,
etc. Adjoining Indian states like West Bengal
and Assam are merely transmission routes of
electricity or only partially benefit from the
electricity generated (Alam et al. 2017, 589-590).
This situation is a result of economics and
politics. The states which benefits from electricity
are major political power bases and constitute
a large proportion of parliamentary seats. In
addition, the import of electricity to these
states is also necessary to maintain the level
of electrical security necessary for the special

economic zone being promoted.

182 MeRSAIANAIERS AMZSTANEAT AW

In fact, Assam and West Bengal continue
to experience significant inaccessibility
to electricity, which is vital to economic
development at the state level. But with
centralized policy and legal issues, the
central government does not allow the
state governments to negotiate with foreign
countries. These states are thus unable to
negotiate direct purchase of electricity from
Bhutan. This situation shows the states neigh-
bouring Bhutanese, such as West Bengal and
Assam, have no role to play in the relationship
between the two countries. However, we
must acknowledge that the construction of a
hydroelectric power plants has significantly led
to changes in the ecology of water resources
flowing through Bhutan to India, especially
in the Assam area. Although the development
of the hydropower projects in Bhutan is while
water flow is not blocked, the point needs to be
made that. There has been no environmental
impact assessment in both the upstream and
downstream areas (Premkumar 2016, 30-31).
This scenario could lead to further changes in
food and agricultural production, especially
in the lowlands of Assam, which is a major
source of crops in north-eastern India. Moreover,
this phenomenon has resulted in developmental
gaps that have contributed to the problem of
water supply to the neighbouring states of India,
as the rivers flowing from Bhutan affect agricultural

systems in Assam and West Bengal.
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The lack of India’s constituent states’
involvement in the formulation of the Indian
national government’s policy towards Bhutan is
having a major impact on the way of life in India.
While the roles of Sikkim and Arunachal Pradesh
are not different from those states, the central
government remains the main actor in foreign
policy decisions. The difference is that only two
states have the potential to produce electricity
to meet the needs of the state. This has resulted
in access to electricity without the need to
import. This paper found that in planning for the
development of a hydro-power plant project, a
government-affiliated partnership did not appear
to consult neighbouring state governments but
based its decisions on the political interests of
the dominant party in the national parliament.
This is top-down policy decision-making. While
the neighbouring Indian states gain little benefit
from foreign policy on hydropower development
in Bhutan, they nonetheless must bear the
negative impacts of the project’'s implemen-
tation. Therefore, it can be concluded that the
relationship and cooperation between India
and Bhutan have not drawn Indian’s constituent
state actors into the decision-making process.
Given that they are receiving negative impacts
or should receive some benefits, they should be
given channels of participation in decisions
about the future development of foreign relations

and economic cooperation.

A New Relationship between India

and Bhutan?

Having dealt with the relationship
between India and Bhutan in relation to the
development of the hydroelectric power, we
now move on to consider more fully how the
relationship is likely to change and why.
Bhutan’s current of forts to reengineer the
structure management and organisation of
hydroelectricity projects indicate that the
relationship is taking on a new direction. As
said, the new Bhutan-India Friendship Treaty of
2007 rendered Bhutan free to work with other
countries than India (Kharat 2015, 92-93). Rather
than continuing to depend solely on India for
investment in HEP generation, Bhutan is now
earnestly putting in its own investment and is
also negotiating electricity export to Bangladesh.
Should this become reality, India would no
longer be the only foreign importer of Bhutan’s
electricity. This economic more symbolizes
change in Bhutan’s foreign policy stance. The
landlocked country is seeking more options in
foreign investment and trade in order to ensure
the stability of its economy and independence
of action. With China’s inroads into the region,
Bhutan now locks to China in its rebalancing of
relations. Yet, China’s trade and investment in
Bhutan remains very limited, so its influence

on Bhutan’s foreign policy remains unclear
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when compared to that of India. And since the
possibility of exporting electricity to Bangladesh
is still being negotiated, thus rebalancing is

likely to be gradual.

In the past, cooperation between Bhutan
and India was carried out through the national
government, with the prime minister of India
and the monarch of Bhutan being a very active
actors. As Bhutan has transformed itself into
a democracy since 2008, the prime minister
now represents the people and is in charge of
managing the interests of the country. However,
the attitude of the Indian government in
negotiating the relationship has not changed.
It remains focused on negotiating with the
monarch rather than with the prime minister.
This is a major problem in India’s foreign policy
conduct of and is creating internal problems
for Bhutan, because it promotes confusion
over the status of the democratic government.
Constitutionally, this latter now makes policies.
Bhutan’s foreign policy can be changed at
any time without the need to adhere to the
recommendations of the monarch or follow
Indian foreign policy. We have seen more
dialogue between Bhutan and China, which is a
bad sign for India since 2007 (Singh 2014, 13-
17). India’s failure to adjust its conduct of foreign
policy in this changed situation is clouding Indo-
Bhutan relations. The Indian government has
expressed a hostile stance towards Bhutan’s

democratic government through its emphasis
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on the monarch over the government. For
example, the Indian government chose to
invite the Bhutanese king as an honorary guest
at the Indian National Day and to negotiate
political and economic issues with him (Ministry
of External Affairs, Government of India 2012). In
fact, the 2008 Bhutanese constitution gives the

monarch has no power to interfere with policy.

China’s political and economic growth
factor is another important variable that
could lead to a change in Bhutan’s foreign
policy towards India. At present, it must be
acknowledged that the broader influence of
China has transformed the dynamics of the
international arena. The rapid economic growth
followed by the political influence of China has
become a major factor that is contributing to the
global balance of change. China has begun to
spread its influence to the major US power areas
such as Southeast Asia, Central Asia, Africa,
West Asia, Eastern Europe, and South Asia. This
growth has contributed to a change in India’s
power status in South Asia. China has invested
enormously in Sri Lanka, Maldives, Nepal and
Pakistan. China’s One Belt One Road strategy
accords importance to South Asia as a major
economic and political maritime hub. In mid-
2017, China held a forum to discuss the
strategy, inviting many countries around the
world to participate. Nearly all South Asian
countries attended the meeting except India and

Bhutan. Both countries are neighbours of China
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which have not yet resolved border problems
with it. The main reason why India does
not accept China’s strategy is its claim to
sovereignty over Kashmir, an important
economic development area under this strategy.
Although Bhutan does not have official relations
with China, Chinese tourists are the main tourist
groups in Bhutan. At the same time, Bhutan has
opened an honorary consulate in Hong Kong to
facilitate Chinese tourists. In addition, China and
Bhutan have been negotiating border issues
continuously since 2007 to seek common
grounds in conflict resolution. These phenomena
bodes for India’s reduced influence on Bhutan,
which is expected to strengthen relations
with China in the future (Roy 2018). China’s
developing relations with Bhutan is a new threat
to India’s foreign policy that needs to be
re-examined to maintain its special relationship
status with Bhutan. Nepal and Sri Lanka should
be a key lesson for India in designing foreign

policy in order not to repeat history.

With the changing circumstances, In-
dia needs to change its foreign policy stance
towards Bhutan. At present, the relationship
covers military, political, economic, culture and
tourism matters (Kathuria 2007, 263-265). India
is Bhutan’s only major trading destination, while
India is the main importer of electricity which
generates substantial revenue for Bhutan. In-
dia’s foreign policy towards Bhutan needs to be

broadened in the economic aspect in order

to retain Bhutan's dependence on India while
helping Bhutan to gain more economic growth.
Hydropower is a major source of revenue for
Bhutan today. As Bhutan has adopted the Gross
National Happiness, economic development
model, which focuses on the balance between
the environment and the economy and which
has made it impossible for Bhutan to expand its
economic base to other sectors such as heavy
industry (Kinga, Galay, Rapten and Pain 1999,
24-29), India can provide additional assistance
to Bhutan to further strengthen its relationship
through the development of renewable energy
to generate electricity for export such as Wind
energy and Solar energy. This is a sector where
India has the potential to help because Bhutan
also has the potential to be a major producer of
solar, wind, and biogas. By signing of the Paris
Climate Change Agreement, India is playing a
key role in reducing greenhouse gas emissions
in the country, including carbon dioxide. A
carbon credit is another way Western coun-
tries have chosen to maintain their greenhouse
gas emissions by buying natural areas to store
greenhouse gases. Bhutan is a country that has
a negative carbon emission. Therefore, the
promotion and investment of carbon credits in
Bhutan will play an important role in enhancing
Bhutan’s economic development paths in order
to be more closely linked to the development of
India. This will help India maintain good relations

with Bhutan, even though Bhutan has expanded
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its cooperation to other countries. India also has
tremendous technological potential that can help
boost development within Bhutan. Shifting to
environmental, green economy, and technology
would help strengthen cooperation between the
two countries while spreading the benefits more
equally. These are the new areas of cooperation
that India can build on and work with Bhutan to
maintain the special relationship from which both

countries can benefi.

Conclusion

Historical relations between India and
Bhutan have been close-knit through political,
economic, social and cultural ties. At present,
the relationship is expanding, covering many
sectors, especially economic. Bhutan is a
country with very limited development and is
also a landlocked country. These factors have
made neighbouring countries very important for
economic and social development, which India
can effectively assist through bilateral economic
cooperation. One of the most important sectors
in Bhutan’s economy is hydroelectricity, which
generates revenue for the country and is a
key export commodity. The development of
hydroelectric power is an indicator of Bhutan’s
foreign policy since investment in this sector is
only open to countries with special relations.
This privilege falls to India only. Therefore, the

policy related to Bhutan’s hydroelectric power
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projects is not only an economic policy but also

a significant part of foreign policy.

The changes in investment privileges,
management, and organizational structure in
this sector demonstrate Bhutan’s changing its
foreign policy towards India which is the only
country with investment privileges. While India’s
foreign policy design on Bhutan is monopolized
by the central government, this pattern has
meant that actors in its constituent states lack
foreign policy involvement. This is particularly so
in the case Bhutanese hydropower development
projects, which directly impact those states as
downstream areas. India’s constituent states’
low participation in setting India’s foreign policy
framework for Bhutan is one important gap.
The needs of the constituent states’ are not
taken into account. Although the India-Bhutan
relationship remains good today, both internal
and external factors of the two countries are
significantly impacting the special relations. The
new Treaty of Friendship in 2007, the change in
Bhutan to a democratic regime in 2008, and the
growing Chinese influence are challenging India
to adjust its foreign policy towards Bhutan. So,
expanding the scope of economic cooperation,
to make Bhutan more dependent on India, in
new areas of green economy, renewable energy,
and technology is suggested as key to India and
Bhutan maintaining special relations. India has

to admit that both the internal and external
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contexts of the two countries are changing
rapidly. India has to adjust its foreign policy
to maintain a good and special relationship
because Bhutan is an independent state that
can strike up with other countries to maximise its
national interest. India needs to modify its stance
towards Bhutan and to extend equal trade and
investment benefits. The special relationship
may be waning when neighbouring countries
such as China can offer better deals, and
Bhutan is free to take that advantage. Finally,
one final note is that the conduct of foreign

policy is not only through diplomatic relations

and treaties. In the India-Bhutan case where
economic matters has been the cornerstone, it is
through imaginative changes in this area that

India-Bhutan foreign relations can be enhanced.
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