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Abstract

During 2005-2014, a period of political crisis as the nation was divided by
conflict between the so-called “yellow shirts” and “red shirts”, various scholars struggled
to redefine the meaning of “democracy”. Simultaneously, the scholars also utilized the
defined meaning as a political instrument to the group they identified with while

discrediting the other group.

Part of the meaning of “democracy” and its related thoughts scholarly presented
in this turbulent time are actually legacy of the past. The scholars picked and chose
parts of the past intellectual legacy and either reproduced or reoriented their focuses to
suit the changing context. In the case of “ yellow shirts sympathized-scholars” , the
employment of this strategy was apparent. They picked and chose thoughts and
concepts that derived from the past, modified them, and combined them with newly
created thoughts and concepts emerged during this political conflict. Hence, to
understand this struggle in redefining “democracy” in Thailand during 2005-2014, it is
necessary to explore the past intellectual legacy, i.e. thoughts and concepts descent

from the past, and particular scholars’ political opinion meticulously.

Indeed, difference in political standings among scholars were a result of
disagreement in basic world view and opinion towards Thai society. This disagreement
ranged from their difference in opinion towards terms and concepts such as
“Monarchy”, “Middle class-yellow shirt” “Villager-red shirt”, “New capital and Thaksin
regime” , “ Populist policy” , “ Coup d’ état” , “ Judicialization of politics” to their

disagreement on socio-political explanation and its solution.



Besides the struggle to redefine “ democracy”, dissents among scholars were
also visible in their competition to redefine “democracy” related thoughts. Constitution,
elections, balance of power, accountability and popular political movement etc. were

amongst the terms that they tried to reintrepet their meanings.

In this political crisis, the “yellow shirt sympathized-scholars” emphasized and
explained the failure of “ representative democracy” by adopting the past intellectual
legacy. While pointing on the negative side of “ western style democracy” , they
supported the movement of the People’s Alliance for Democracy and the People’'s
Democratic Reform Committee by portraying their movements as “ direct democracy”
and “participatory democracy”. In tandem with this depiction, the scholars invented the
significance of “democracy with the king as head of state” to create political stability,

fight with “Thaksin regime”, and support judicialization of politics.

For “democracy” defined by the “red shirts sympathized-scholars”, although

having difference in focus and content with the one defined by *“ yellow shirts
sympathized-scholars” , it shares indispensable common agreement with them.
Regardless of their emphasis on “substantial democracy”, the “red shirts sympathized-
scholars” shared with the “yellow shirts sympathized-scholars” common agreement on
these content of democracy: participatory democracy that sovereignty belongs to the
people, the protection of people’s right, all are equal in the eyes of law, the link between
political institution including political party to the people, the importance of election, fair
and unbiased justice, the importance of “ civil society” , distribution of power,
accountability, and rule of law.

In addition, some scholars’ view on what should be the means to solve political

conflict significantly affected their definition of “democracy”, be it “peaceful means” and

“the rule of law”.
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