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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

e Voters across Thailand will go to the polls on 20 December 2020, to elect
chairmen of provincial administrative organisations and members of the councils
of those organisations.

e At atime of deep-seated political crisis in the country, observers have assumed the
“nationalisation” of Thai provincial politics, and the central relevance of political
parties to that process.

e Consideration of political parties’ decisions on whether formally to contest the
2020 provincial elections and close scrutiny of races for the post of provincial
administrative organisation chairman in four provinces on the Andaman Coast of
South Thailand suggest that this relevance, along with the role of parties, remains
minimal.

e In 2020, provincial-national dynamics in Thai politics, as mediated by political
parties, thus demonstrate little change from patterns of the recent past.

e Even the much-noted effort of the Progressive Movement led by Thanathorn
Juangroongruangkit to nationalise provincial polls does not seem to defy this
pattern.

e Thai political parties may rely on local structures of power, respect and influence
in fighting national elections. But to see candidates in provincial elections simply
as torch-bearers for national parties is to adopt a flawed understanding.

* Michael J. Montesano is Coordinator, Thailand and Myanmar Studies Programmes,
ISEAS — Yusof Ishak Institute, and a co-editor of the forthcoming book Praetorians,
Profiteers or Professionals? Studies on the Militaries of Myanmar and Thailand (ISEAS
Publishing).
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INTRODUCTION!

Voters across Thailand will go to the polls on 20 December, in the country’s first sub-
national elections since the National Council for Peace and Order (NCPO) junta’s coup
d’état in May 2014. They will cast their ballots for the chairmen of provincial
administrative organisations (PAOs) and for members of those organisations’ councils.?

Thailand is a unitary state in which provincial governors and district officers are civil
servants whom the Ministry of Interior dispatches from Bangkok to exercise paramount
authority at the sub-national level. At the same time, the country’s system of limited
decentralisation features “local” election® at four levels: the sub-district,* the municipality,
the province and Bangkok. As a “special local government area”, the Thai capital enjoys
the unique right to elect its governor, but voters there will not go to the polls this month.
Nor has the government of Prime Minister Prayut Chan-ocha scheduled municipal- or sub-
district-level elections. Just as the NCPO under General Prayut’s leadership delayed the
national elections that — when finally held in March 2019 — would lead to the junta’s
dissolution and the installation of an elected government, so has that government tarried in
holding long-promised “local” polls; ¢ perhaps it feared the “referendum effect” of
elections. As rather grudgingly conceded in October,’ elections will finally take place, but
exclusively at the provincial level — in, that is, 76 Thai provinces.

Elected sub-national authorities in Thailand enjoy budgetary and administrative powers in
such domains as public health, primary and secondary education, sanitation and
infrastructure. The transfer of some budgetary resources to the purview of those
authorities, including PAOs, following the promulgation of the country’s 1997
Constitution brought a new division of power between elected and appointed officials in
provincial Thailand.® Despite the Bangkok state’s resistance to the substantive devolution
of administrative authority, not least during the 2014-2019 NCPO dictatorship,’ even
limited decentralisation has expanded the space for, and increased the stakes in, active
participation in electoral politics at the sub-national level.!” It has, logically, also led to
interest in the role that national political parties play in that space.!!

Many observers in Bangkok — and many of those reliant on metropolitan perspectives for
their understanding of Thailand — have assumed that political parties’ will play a
significant role in the 20 May provincial elections. This paper seeks to evaluate this
assumption. It first examines the decisions of Thai political parties and other actors on
“nationalising” the coming polls by running candidates in numerous provinces under a
common umbrella, along with some of the consequences of those decisions. It then reports
briefly on contests for the post of PAO chairman in four provinces on the Andaman Coast
of South Thailand in order to explore those decisions in local contexts.

NATIONAL PARTIES AND THE 2020 PROVINCIAL POLLS

Article 34 of the 2019 Act on the Election of Members of Local Councils and Local
Administrators prohibits members of parliament, senators and other political and state
officials from unfairly using their positions to support candidates in sub-national
elections.!? Ostensibly a measure adopted to ensure clean politics and to curb the abuse of
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power, the act also reflects a determination to weaken Thai political parties by restricting
their activities. The Phalang Pracharat Party, the core member of the coalition on which
the current Prayut government depends for support, has taken the act’s strictures, and the
risk of being found to violate them, seriously.!? It announced in late October that it would

not as a party contest the December provincial polls or field candidates in those polls
under its umbrella.'*

Phuea Thai, the largest party and main opposition party in parliament, has chosen a
contrasting approach. Affirming that it could run candidates in its name without falling
afoul of the 2019 law on sub-national elections, the party has embraced the legacy of
former Prime Minister Thaksin Shinawatra’s original Thai Rak Thai Party in improving
economies and raising incomes in the provinces. In early November it announced the
names of Phuea Thai candidates for PAO chairman in 25 provinces, or about a third of the
total.!®

It is not the law governing sub-national elections that has brought grief to the Phuea Thai
Party’s effort to contest sub-national polls this year. Rather, that effort has stumbled
against realities that are almost inevitable when a national political party hastily involves
itself in provincial elections. Late November saw prominent Red Shirt leader Jatuporn
Prompan slam the party’s endorsement of a candidate for Chiang Mai PAO chairman. He
alleged that it had turned its back on a former holder of that office who had supported the
party, who had opposed the NCPO dictatorship, and who was now left to run on the ticket
of a local political group.'® In the aftermath of this blow-up, Phuea Thai Party strategist
and veteran Thaksinite Sudarat Keyuraphan announced her departure from the party. The
“last straw” in precipitating this break was Sudarat’s backing for provincial candidates
different from those formally backed by the party.'”

Trailing only Phuea Thai and Phalang Pracharat in Thailand’s March 2019 elections, the
Future Forward Party captured the third highest number of parliamentary seats in those
polls. Future Forward articulated a fundamental challenge to the country’s political order;
the Constitutional Court dissolved it in February 2020. The court’s verdict also banned
Future Forward’s leaders Thanathorn Juangroongruangkit, Piyabutr Saengkanokkul and
Pannika “Cho” Wanich from voting, holding political office, or founding or even
becoming members of a political party for a period of ten years.'® Absorbing a majority of
the dissolved party’s elected legislators, the Move Forward Party'® emerged as the vehicle
for continuing the Future Forward’s work in parliament. For their part, Thanathorn,
Piyabutr and Pannika established the Progressive Movement®° to further that work outside
of parliament.?!

Thanathorn made clear a determination to see his new movement play a prominent and
potentially transformative role in electoral politics at the sub-national level.?? The
movement would seek to bring national issues — above all the political dominance of the
military, the power of vested interests and the extreme centralisation of the state —
directly into the sub-national political arena.

The Progressive Movement initially announced plans to field candidates for the post of
PAO council chairman in 32 provinces.?® This roster expanded to cover 42 of Thailand’s
76 provinces, and in Thanathorn’s messaging the movement began to marry the local
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concern of transparency in provincial government to the national concerns that it had
theretofore stressed.?*

While it remained unclear how many Progressive Movement candidates could go toe-to-
toe with established figures in the provinces in which the new quasi-party was competing,
the hype with which Thanathorn invested its campaign for the 20 December elections
caught on with some observers.?> However, like Phuea Thai’s decision to field candidates
in those elections, that hype may also have backfired. Accusations that Thanathorn and
others associated with the former Future Forward Party seek to undermine the Thai
monarchy, along with an inability to tolerate the challenge to the established order that he
and his supporters represent, has merged with panic over norm-shattering student
demonstrations in Bangkok and elsewhere to confront Thanathorn’s determination to
nationalise his movement’s campaign with opposition rooted in national rather than
provincial concerns.

Thanthorn, Piyabutr and Pannika have travelled the country to show support for
Progressive Movement candidates. In the second week of January, Thanathorn’s travels
took him to Nakhon Si Thammarat in the South, where “royalist mobs” flooded the streets
of both the provincial capital and the important centre of Thung Song to obstruct his
campaigning. 2® Similar episodes soon followed, in Nakhon Ratchasima and Surin
Provinces in the Northeast and in Rayong Province on the Eastern Seaboard.?” Thanathorn
vowed not to succumb to these attempts at physical intimidation, which may have
reflected the machinations of Progressive Movement candidates’ local electoral rivals and
not simply been spontaneous expressions of citizens’ opposition to what Thanathorn and
his followers stand for. Whatever the case, the movement’s outspoken effort to link its
provincial campaigns to national concerns had provided its opponents with a pretext for
obstructing its activities.

Another threat to both the Progressive Movement and its candidates — also exemplifying
the way in which the movement’s effort to nationalise the coming provincial elections
may be backfiring — has joined this pattern of ugly harassment. The Election
Commission has opened an investigation into whether the movement effectively operates
as a political party and whether Thanathorn, Piyabutr and Pannika have somehow violated
the Political Party Act by campaigning for the movement’s candidates in the approaching
provincial polls.?® Coming in the legal arena rather than on the streets, and in ironic
recognition of the Progressive Movement’s effort to nationalise its campaign in provincial
elections, this threat recalls that which resulted in the dissolution of the Future Forward
Party just ten months ago.

EVIDENCE FROM THE ANDAMAN COAST: TRANG, KRABI, PHANG NGA,
PHUKET

The Progressive Movement has not fielded a candidate for PAO chairman in Trang. But
one of the three candidates vying for the post, Phupha Thongnok, coordinated the Future
Forward Party’s campaign for the March 2019 elections there.?® While continuing to stress
the need for Trang to break from the politics of the past, Phupha notes that his current
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campaign and the Trang Kao Mai group that he leads have not conducted activities jointly
with either the Progressive Movement or the Move Forward Party.?°

Little exemplifies the order that Phupha seeks to challenge so clearly as the identities of
the other two candidates for the post of PAO chairman in Trang. The first candidate,
Bunleng Losathaphonphipit, is running on the ticket of the Kitpuangchon team. He has
taken the baton from former Trang PAO chairman Kit Leekpai — the elder brother of
former Democrat Party leader, two-time former prime minister, and current speaker of
parliament Chuan Leekpai. Bunleng is himself the younger brother of former Democrat
member of parliament for Trang Somchai Losathaphonphiphit — whose seat Somchai’s
daughter Sunatcha won in the March 2019 general elections.?!

The second of Phupha’s electoral rivals is Sathon Wongnongtoei — a veteran Democrat
Party campaigner, former political aide to Chuan, and leading figure in the 2014 People’s
Democratic Reform Committee protests in Trang against the government of Prime
Minister Yingluck Shinawatra. Running at the head of the Trang Phatthana Mueang Trang
team, Sathon is also the younger brother of a prominent Democrat member of parliament
and former minister in the government of Prime Minister Abhisit Vejjajiva, Sathit
Wongnongtoei. Sathon has actively served Sathit in liaison work with constituents in the
province.*?

Last June, as part of his effort to prepare the Progressive Movement for anticipated sub-
national polls, Thanathorn visited Krabi, to the immediate north of Trang, to meet with the
movement’s leadership in the province.?’ In a development that perhaps reflects its
difficulty in recruiting suitable candidates, however, the movement has fielded no
candidate for PAO chairman there. Krabi numbers among three provinces in which the
2020 race for that post is uncontested.** Six- or seven-time Krabi PAO chairman Somsak
Kittithonkun will, as head of the Rak Krabi slate, retain the post.’> A long-time promoter
of Krabi’s world-renowned tourism sector, Somsak also serves as chairman of the
Association of Provincial Administrative Organisations in Thailand.*® While Somsak is
not running on the ticket of a national political party, his brother-in-law and PAO vice
chairman contested last year’s general elections as a Bhumjai Thai Party candidate.?’

As in Trang, three candidates are contesting the race for PAO chairman in Phang Nga,
bordering Krabi on the Andaman Coast.*® And in this province, the Progressive
Movement has fielded a candidate: the prominent local figure Sutthichok
Thongchumnum. Sutthichok, a businessman, is the former deputy mayor of Phang Nga
Municipality, the former chairman of the provincial chamber of commerce and a currently
serving member of the board of the Thai Chamber of Commerce.>”

Thanathorn has campaigned in several districts of Phang Nga. On 13 November, having
learned that the Progressive Movement leader was at a hotel in the mueang district of the
province during an electioneering visit on behalf of Sutthichok, a man arrived in a pick-up
truck with several children in the back. The entire group began shouting that, because of
his role in ongoing political disturbances in Thailand and his alleged support for reform of
the Thai monarchy, Thanathorn was not welcome in Phang Nga. The confrontation
became national news, and a video showing this additional episode of naked hostility
toward the Progressive Movement’s leaders as they campaigned in the provinces
circulated widely.*
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The most important of Suttichok’s two competitors in the coming polls is a businessman
and the most recent holder of the post of Phang Nga PAO chairman, Bamrung
Piyanamwanit of the Ruam Phattana Phang Nga group.*! Current Democrat Party leader,
Deputy Prime Minister, and Minister of Commerce Jurin Laksanawisit has long been
Phang Nga’s most distinguished political figure. As PAO chairman, Bamrung had
considerable contact with Jurin;*? he is reportedly close to the Democrat Party.*3

Following his confrontation with royalists in Phang Nga, Thanathorn crossed the Sarasin
Bridge to Phuket in order to launch his slate of candidates in the races there and to discuss
the Progressive Movement’s policy platform with them. However, the controversy that
now attached to him led the owner of the site reserved for these activities to cancel the
movement’s booking, leaving Thanathorn to meet with its candidates in a pizza restaurant
that operated as part of a PTT filling station.**

As its candidate for Phuket PAO chairman, the Progressive Movement has fielded
Sarawut Palimaphan, a member of a family that has reportedly been involved in politics in
the province for a long time and the organiser of a local campaign to call for Prime
Minister Prayut’s ouster. If he seeks now to build on the Future Forward Party’s success in
winning significant numbers of votes in Phuket in March 2019, Sarawut faces two strong
opponents among the four other candidates for PAO chairman there. Chirayut Songyot —
an unsuccessful Phuea Thai and Bhumjai Thai candidate for parliament in the past, a real
estate developer and the manager of the FC Phuket football club — is running with the
support of the Khon Ban Rao group. Having served as an advisor to the group’s now
deceased leader when the latter was Phuket PAO chairman, Chirayut now evidently aims
to leverage the support of that group in his own campaign for the post. In turn, Rewat
Arirop apparently aims to draw on the Democrat Party’s support base in the province.
While running as the candidate of the Phuket Yat Dai team*® rather than with the party’s
formal endorsement, Rewat is a two-term former Democrat member of parliament. Failing
to win re-election last year, he has served most recently as secretary to the Democrat
deputy minister of public health.4¢

CONCLUSION

Thananthorn returned to the Andaman Coast in early December. As he campaigned for
Sarawut in a Phuket night market, a crowd of protestors confronted him, shouting that he
should leave.*” What is the significance of such confrontations for our understanding,
first, of the nationalisation of Thailand’s 2020 provincial elections and, second, of the role
of political parties — and of a quasi-party like the Progressive Movement — in those
elections?

Slightly more than half the respondents to a National Institute of Development
Administration (NIDA) survey released in early November stated that the approaching
elections were local affairs, that national concerns would have no impact on their choices
at the ballot box.*® For the remaining respondents, the opposite was at least to some
degree true. One ambitious study has sought to gauge the extent to which the country’s
political parties will benefit from the support of voters in that latter group. It concludes
that, of the 332 candidates for PAO chairman in contested races, only 69 candidates may
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be running in the name of political parties, but another 157 have ties or prior relationships

with one party or another.*” To explain parties’ unwillingness openly to endorse these

latter candidates, the study points to Article 34 of the 2019 Act on the Election of

Members of Local Councils and Local Administrators. It argues that the data that it

presents demonstrate the centrality to the 2020 provincial polls of political parties and of

ties to parties. If provincial elections in Thailand have been nationalised this year, it thus
contends, national parties figure prominently in the story.

The present paper takes a different, more ambiguous, view. The experiences of the Phuea
Thai Party and of the Progressive Movement suggest that efforts to nationalise provincial
elections have, for example, done more harm than good to those undertaking such efforts.
In the case of Phuea Thai, misapprehension of local political realities helps explain that
harm. Scrutiny of races for PAO chairman in four Andaman Coast provinces of South
Thailand, in national politics a traditional Democrat Party bailiwick, reinforces this
ambiguous view as it relates to the Progressive Movement. The possibility that this quasi-
party can capture the post of Phang Nga PAO chairman, for example, may well say more
about the stature in the province of the candidate whom the movement has succeeded in
recruiting, Sutthichok Thongchumnum, than about support for its broad programme or
about the effectiveness of Thanathorn Juangroongruangkit’s dropping in from Bangkok to
campaign on Sutthichok’s behalf. To be sure, the protestors who have confronted
Thanathorn in Phang Nga and Phuket have cited — as the reasons for their hostility
toward him and the Progressive Movement — Thailand’s ongoing political crisis and the
challenge to the Thai monarchy that it has occasioned. But one also does well to keep in
mind the possibility that local interests and the stakes in political contests at the local level
also lie behind these confrontations. Similarly, it is inevitable that the next chairman of the
Trang PAO will be a man with close ties to the Democrat Party. But whether that man is
Bunleng Losathaphonphipit of Yantakhao District or Sathon Wongnongtoei of Huai Yot
District, his victory will be that of one of two prominent Trang political families and its
networks rather than that of the Democrat Party itself.’® The provincial-level contest
between these families bespeaks the weakness of and disarray in the party with which both
are aligned rather than that party’s relevance to the approaching provincial polls.

Drawing on extensive field research into sub-national electoral politics in Thailand in the
period before the 2014 coup, James Ockey argued for the continued primacy of provincial
politicians, rather than of national political parties, in that politics.>! Of course, those
politicians and the parties may enjoy mutually beneficial relationships. And, as the case of
Trang Province makes clear, the closest of family ties often link politicians active at the
provincial level to those serving in the national parliament. But evidence from up and
down the Andaman Coast suggests that the situation described by Ockey continues to
obtain even in the revolutionary year of 2020. The Progressive Movement’s success in
recruiting locally esteemed figures may yield victory in some contests on 20 December.
Boredom with old guards may also determine some electoral outcomes. But political
parties’ — and even Thanathorn’s — efforts to penetrate the Thai provinces
organisationally are likely to pale in significance next to provincial structures of power,
respect and influence, on the one hand, and voters’ concern with national issues
independent of the stances of national political parties, on the other.
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! The author thanks James Ockey for his comments on an earlier version of this paper. Any errors
of fact or interpretation are the author’s own.
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local people; accuses them of threatening its PAO campaigning and of attacking Thanathorn for
wanting to overthrow the monarchy], TNEWS, 30 November 2020
(https://www.tnews.co.th/politic/539153/agueAinamin-anasinai-iinn1siiiag-sua-da-2noiinu-
A19ANAIN-UILAEIDUI-TANAFTUIGI-AU &A1Y, downloaded 12 December 2020).

28 “Progressive Movement to be investigated for actions related to local elections”, Thai PBS, 30
November 2020 (https://www.thaipbsworld.com/progressive-movement-to-be-investigated-for-
actions-related-to-local-elections/, downloaded 11 December 2020), and “‘2593N¢i” 19619
ANA.JAY ‘AMLANINUY’ 116 nU.AUALTuTNENIYaTeyT” [“Chungchit” announces
appointment of committee to investigate “Progressive Movement”, notes that it is a criminal
matter|, Sayam rat, 7 December2020 (https://siamrath.co.th/n/202710, downloaded 12 December
2020).

2 Author’s interview with Phupha Thongnok, Trang, 12 January 2019, and “f39A1Tuvide ‘Qu1’
#9unanava.” [Trang Kao Mai fields “Phupha” to run for PAO chairman], /NN News, 6
November 2020 (https://www.innnews.co.th/regional-news/news 813975/, downloaded 13
December 2020).

0 cguamalfian ‘a¥nn v’ audidnsasiiniy ‘gui nasuan’ Aunsifiasynane
aU3.059” [Special interview with “Trang Kao Na”, little people need a platform, “Phupha
Thongnok” defiantly goes up against monopoly politics of Trang PAO], 77 khao det, 11 December
2020 (https://www.77kaoded.com/news/mydear/2044059, downloaded 13 December 2020).

3« fasadagaias unan aua. Yussna 335 au” [Publishing roster of 335 PAO chairman
candidates across the whole country], Khom chat luek, 6 December 2020
(https://www.komchadluek.net/news/scoop/451033, downloaded 12 December 2020); author’s
interviews with Somchai and Sunatcha Losathaphonphiphit, Yantakhao, 15 January 2019; Michael
J. Montesano, “The Approach of Elections in Trang, South Thailand, 2019 — Part I: Context and
Competition”, ISEAS Perspective 13/2019, 13 March 2019
(https://www.iseas.edu.sg/images/pdf/ISEAS_Perspective_2019_13.pdf, downloaded 13 March
2019); and “&fUni 1 : aalan-dndad @nde ‘unanaul.’ a3v-L1iavln” [Page 1 scoop:
bloodlines-dignity in Trang-Chiang Mai “PAO chairman” battles], Matichon, 9 November 2020
(https://www.matichon.co.th/politics/news 2433255, downloaded 13 December 2020). Note that
in the 2019 polls Sunatcha bested her own first cousin on her father’s side, a Phalang Pracharat
candidate. .

2 “gAdnin 1 : anadaa-dndaes @nde ‘uranaua.’ a3e-1adeaalni”, op cit.; “asvtdan 1ulng
“TALAY’ 24U “9AUUaILae’” [Trang on the boil, “Ko Leng” goes up against “Wongnongtoei”,
Khom chat luek, 16 November 2020 (https://www.komchadluek.net/news/scoop/449164,
downloaded 13 December 2020); and “@nsnatdan Uil B9aux.a39 ‘Yulay’ 1y ‘81653”” [War
of DP bloodlines for Trang PAO, “Bunleng” collides with “Sathon”], Krungthep thurakit, 2
November 2020 (https://www.bangkokbiznews.com/news/detail/905650, downloaded 2
November 2020). . 5 ‘

3 «gyn89 auwuwAull A.a5¢d Usenmag@nidanavriavdunnauiu” [“Thanathorn” goes to
meet Krabi leadership, announces that will fight local elections on all fields], MGR Online, 29
June 2020 (https://mgronline.com/south/detail/9630000066743, downloaded 13 December 2020).
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3 The others are Uthai Thani and Phetburi; see “tilasnadas@ias unan aua. Miaseind 335
AU”, op cit.

33 “Lﬂﬁli"lﬂ?jawallﬂ‘i Ulean aua. M')ﬂiun/lﬂ 335 aU”, op cit.; “Fugias eanau.-&.a13. ﬂiu‘].l
Juusn@n@n” [Busy first day of registration for PAO chalrman PAO councillors in Krabi], Ban
mueang, 2 November 2020 (https://www.banmuang.co.th/news/region/211213, downloaded 13
December 20200; and ““lidszanvuailsguae adia uwian aua. nsedl 7
fTaasRuRvdasaiiiag” [Not taking it easy even though he has no competitor, former 7-time
Krabi PAO chairman is out campaigning continuously], Ban mueang, 11 November 2020
(https://www.banmuang.co.th/news/region/212285 , downloaded 13 December 2020).

36 “Pjdlszanuailsaune” op cit. and “mﬂs"mmnﬂsmﬂm WaaNANA ARASINA
FyansgAaasutauiananaAu e iné” [Announcement of honorary master’s degree in political
science awarded to Mr Somsak Kittithonkun], Ramkhamhaeng University, n.d.
(https://ruir.lib.ru.ac.th/sites/default/files/Sommsak.pdf, downloaded 13 December 2020).

T ensefifingn! “Inand’ a1a1n1eIu A1 Laean’” [Krabi flips! “Ko Sut” in Ko Nguan’s line
topples “Engchuan”], Khom chat luek, 6 March 2019
(https://www.komchadluek.net/news/scoop/364666, downloaded 13 December 2020).

%« flasadanaiag uan aua. sz 335 AU, op cit.

¥ «3 wafasassuidandeunanaua. oo nasidassnlvirdotlaifiaowiu” [3 candidates for
Phang Nga PAO chairman, packed cheering sections giving support], Sayam rat, 3 November
2020 (https://siamrath.co.th/n/194362, downloaded 13 December 2020).

O cpynauindunszuy da'ld sunss indanul Aubivaulidasidan usatianAIn” [Man
brings children in a pick-up truck to drive Thanathorn out, meets him fact to face, Thanathorn tells
him that if he does not like him, he does not need to vote for him, but that he should not threaten
him], Khao sot, 15 November 2020 (https://www.khaosod.co.th/politics/news 5327255,
downloaded 13 December 2020), and “l3isaa! ‘6U1S5° wLauNIW99 MaKFTATUEA

AU AUZANRUIN IS gANUNRINIWIgAUaIUasTAULR” [It doesn’t work! “Thanathorn”
sneaks into Phang Nga to help Progressive Movement candidate for PAO chairman campaign, but
a Phang Nga man brings his children to yell at him to get out], MGR Online, 13 November 2020
(https://mgronline.com/south/detail/9630000117568, downloaded 13 December 2020). The starkly
contrasting perspectives of these two articles in themselves illustrate the manner in which the
provincial campaigning of the Progressive Movement has become a subject of contentiousness at a
time of national crisis. See the video capturing the incident at “FUNETRIRUTA ML HoUNEn
aul. %991 Tauaz1nu'la” [Thanathorn goes into the field to help campaign for Phang Nga PAO
chairman, confronts yelling to drive him out], Thai rat, 15 December 2020
(https://www.thairath.co.th/clip/466645, downloaded 13 December 2020).

43 giasfasasiuldandounanaua. woon nasidessiuluidelaiiiasuiv”, op cit.

2 See for example a report noting Bamrung’s having joining those who gathered at the Phuket
airport in June 2019 to congratulate Jurin on becoming party leader; “Funs’ Wl ‘guin-wee’
fuffu . srsguanivilusneleainwasns” [“Churin” goes to “Phuket — Phang Nga”,
confirms that DP will join government and hopes to revive farmers’ incomes], Voice TV, 7 June
2019 (https://voicetv.co.th/read/wiv55qj0r, downloaded 13 December 2020).

¥ ilpdayanisidanavungnuardunidnadanisuanisaludenia 2563 and the data on which
it draws, available at https://tinyurl.com/pao-candidates (downloaded 13 December 2020). The
third candidate for Phang Nga PAO chairman, Tharathip Thongchoem of the Ruam Sang Phang
Nga group, appears to have no established ties to a national political party. He is a seven-time
member of the PAO council and its former deputy chairman; “3

waumaosmaanmomunam W99 naaL?jﬂs'smi‘nmaaimuaauuu” op cit.

# “gungy’ afudauly guAs’ wuriTAsuNan aul.AagA1IRUN Aaudundy” [“Thanathorn”
lurks quietly to “Phuket”, meets Progressive Movement candidate for PAO chairman before
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hurrying back], Thai rat, 13 November 2020 (https://www.thairath.co.th/news/politic/1975911,
downloaed 13 December 2020).

* That is, iuLAAUER L6l

6 <lusgu ‘au1ss’ L& An aua.Lin” [Weathering a storm, “Thanathorn” risks the battle in
Phuket PAO race], Khom chat luek, 2 December 2020.
(www.komchadluek.net/news/scoop/450616, downloaded 13 December 2020). For a list of all five
candidates in Phuket, see “Lﬂmm‘ﬁavg”aﬁﬂs wan aua. MUssnd 335 au”, op cit.

T Uaudn! 1gindala-an ‘suney’ aueaiaiadna (A&1)” [Struck again! Phuket people
chase away and scold “Thanathorn” at the Si Ko night market (video)], Thai Post, 2 December
2020 (https://www.thaipost.net/main/detail/85677, downloaded 14 December 2020).

¥ “Most Say National Politics Do Not Affect Provincial Elections: Poll”, Bangkok Post, 8
November 2020 (https://www.bangkokpost.com/thailand/politics/2016103/most-say-national-
politics-do-not-affect-provincial-elections-poll, downloaded 14 December 2020)

¥ < fdadayanistdanfvunanuasauNgnadAn1suIINTRIUIINIA 25637, op cit. Again, the data
on which the analysis in this study draws are available at https://tinyurl.com/pao-candidates
(downloaded 13 December 2020). Those data, whose possible limitations the study
acknowledges, seek to capture party membership; any record of supporting a party, whether
through campaigning, offering financial support, or extending other forms of support; any history
of running as a party’s candidate for parliament; having a spouse, child or relative in a political
party; or having close ties to a politician or politicians from a given party. The author thanks his
ISEAS colleague Dr Termsak Chalermpalanupap for bringing this study to his attention.

5 In fact, and unlike its coalition partner Phalang Pracharat, the Democrat Party has officially
endorsed candidates for PAO chairman, but, curiously, only in two provinces: Satun to the
immediate south of Trang and Songkhla on the West Coast of South Thailand. See
“ladayanisidanasunaniazrdgundnadtAnisuanisgIudania 25637, op cit. Political families,
family ties and their role in electoral politics in Thailand, as well as the implications of that role
for the quality of Thai democracy, have emerged as major foci of study in recent years. See, for
example, James Ockey, “Thai Political Families: The Impact of Political Inheritance”, TRaNS:
Trans —Regional and —National Studies of Southeast Asia 111, 2 (July 2015): 191-211; and
Yoshinori Nishizaki, “New Wine in an Old Bottle: Female Politicians, Family Rule, and
Democratization in Thailand”, Journal of Asian Studies LXXVII, 2 (May 2018): 375-403, “Ironic
Political Reforms: Elected Senators, Party-List MPs, and Family Rule in Thailand”, Critical Asian
Studies L1, 2 (2019): 210-231, and “Birds of a Feather: Anand Panyarachun, Elite Families and
Network Monarchy in Thailand”, Journal of Southeast Asian Studies L1, 1-2 (June 2020): 197-
242,

5 See Ockey, “Team Work”, especially pp. 592-594.
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