Abstract

This article applied ‘Intertextuaiity’ as a concept for analysis the conflict of Pak Mun dam. The main
argument here is the conflict was not only the problem of resource management, but it was the politics of
fruth in Thai society which clearly manifests two dynamism of truth management. Firstly, the truth of Pak
Mun dam was constructed under difference ‘episteme’. The pro and the con dams group separately
made their own ‘discourse’ to contend and counter gach other in diverse social space. However, the
content of their discourse is not completely contradictory separation from one another. Albeit the pro and
the can may against each other, but mutuaily referred and borrowed each other discourses, which
resulted the complexity and the elusiveness of the truth of Pak Mun dam. Secondly, Thai society is not
interested in and ignores the politics of truth. In the Fak Mun dam case study. so far, we are not able to
draw a clear-cut conciusion of “the truth”. “Let's the truth naturally and automatically goes silence” seems
to be our traditions or ways of proceeding in dealing with “the truth”. It can verified by the dramatic
events in the past: the truth about 6 October 1972, the truth about terrorism. and the truth about the

assassination of community leaders who resisted the unjust and hegemonic power.
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