UNAANNB D NNS

= 3 JI}A'A_V‘.I ,\l,-»w —
aungulalzNLy

QI = D s ‘,‘3{
NUNNSLHBINBIN

HUNIE FTLHeg> '

1

1 2 & | = o = ¥  a o o o

Tuauguiiifudouuilaraddasanis wadnnisiiaswany numstuAaauulaLne
a1ssuzin nelagalasIN1sIAENISIATNAS19ANEN N aln. gunnaz

o o ' a < o a

aontuAnsulauiaaisisue Nadedlua lun1sdaunnannNaTalg gy
1praUAN A.RuIRAN AT.BINUN nagauwaug  sA.aslodus  FTTqa
A.09. 598N 9196810 IA.A7.1IAR— TA.AT.NOUNA T1UZUIAT A.LTEIRAN ATE9R
sA.aNlaR sasana saunms Fouinnd Juantlu infadlng Auzing ssana Naumszga
dineddy Nawy wid

N

dndqsanniuAnenulaunaaasne avanenasdedlud dnAneszaudiyon

=

LON G1INATIAIPHANEUATHIYHEANE ANAIANANGRT NaneaeFadlus



128

A ETNIAnaa AN AT
I 11 atuil 1 nengAN-suNAN 2557

/s 1

Unanea
deanlnglutaamananai s unfaANUasLwl g
1euATENaat g inAadmaliiinAutunaslusuLN AN NAWAY
PINITINEY AUTUNANIUTULNNANTNNIINITLNBINABINITILINN
FEIUTINNNITNBY IALLANIZHIN “NITIABRNAN" LNIIZHNABEN
ANATYABNITINUUA “WlaLN8a18170uy” AnNasan1satiuTimaatng
& v o 4 A a v

10 wvantulidgnunnienndiedugugdilszneunimnanis
= . a A A v a o v A
W89 (agency politic) NnszAaTesulagianiznsiedluszauasnu
Aa & da aA v o v o v Vv A Ay 1o o %
nilunundannieniufiawmihlnddngiunlaacndlaianin nels
neafeANANAuEIuanuane luaunaaeasnssasasidnAnyls
o Y a d’lj A al [l = i o v I3
MAAANUNNUsz i aulnATRIAULEIHIUNNTIRENAY YNliedAnT
Unasasdouviastuilunug e Nuszaraulaiuy “Aun” iveaig

ar ar 6 ar ar il v =y z a a V“ v I”
aednriusiuTzuuLvdla usznis@enmdalalonali “aumiilug
v & A a ' oA
dngiuinensidiesatnewieiad

AAIATY: MILEBWIBIY, NMIAANAY, LATINANANELS



punguniluzuuniunndeienu | 129
Ty auten

Abstract

In the last few decades, there were changed in Thai society
which manifested in the gap between urban and rural in resource
accessibility. This gap is widening at an alarming rate especially in the
recent years. These changes which are of socio-politico-economic
nature have facilitated a new group of people to be emerged both in
rural and urban areas. Entering into political space of people in local
administrative organization through “election” has built massive bargain-
ing power. People gained bargaining power through network building
among various interest groups such as family and relatives, resources,
and capital. Hence, the local administrative organization becomes an
‘open space’ which people use to create a new form of relationship
with state. Moreover, local elections that take place continually make
local politicians build relationship with people in many levels as well.
“Election” then becomes as a political tool people use in bargaining
with local politicians. Additionally, election gives an opportunity to “new
comers” to enter into political space continuously. These indicate that
local politics is not monopolized by any one group. Local politics is
open for new comers unlimitedly within the context of network building
in many levels. Local politics is a “bargaining arena”, and importantly
is a space for people and self-government. Thailand in the last several
decades has had the changes in the economy, resulting in a rural middle
class politically. Middle class people in rural areas who have a political
consciousness wish to participate through “elections” to define “public
policy” that has affected to their lives. Middle class people jump into

the political space as political entrepreneurs (agency politic) enthusi-
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ast, especially in local politics. Local politics is an open space for the
new players indefinitely under the various relationships and a course
of negotiating. It becomes a major areas of autonomy that changes
through elections. Then local government opens the “open space” for
the public as a “space” for building rapport with the state in a new way.
Furthermore, the elections provide an opportunity for “new players” into

the political space continuously.

Keywords: local politics, election, network relationships



