v w < S < e 4
?ﬂﬂﬁﬂaﬂﬂqﬂUﬂjqﬂ“ﬂﬂﬁﬁz ﬁﬁﬂmjﬂjﬁﬂﬂﬁLﬂﬂuﬂuu@gﬂjﬁlﬂaﬂuUﬂadgﬁﬂﬂuﬁqﬁuﬂu
1 < o, I.‘ l“
1nﬂ—WN7: ﬂﬁNﬁﬂHﬂU?Ljmuuu1ﬁﬂﬂ-uuu151ﬂ

<l '
e 1.n.ag§m 2967 19

¢

= .Y s £
MenFERTIMIETe ﬁwnw%ﬂwguﬁwﬁmi

ANENTIHNIATIEOUNTIAUA I YDA T

4
tel. @9, LEuUn @Wmﬁji ﬂ?Sﬁﬁuﬂ31uﬂ71
ia £ o a
2. 07 .. WIBAUNT TNRTEYETTY lieprliille
" e,
ﬂ.ﬂ?.ﬁN%ﬂW ﬂﬁ@auwug NFIUAT
1MAaEn

Y v o 4'1 "waw < se £
AIRNHIAUAI WD TE L Tag i amTaed Laeuauayn s LlRelas il
] = Y ¥ WY " 3 & ol ¢
e ns-win:  nIEFNEIYE LLIE E-1LaiN s an" Aval ndmgﬂizaoﬂnwsanﬁw 3
4 e J e £ -
dsenis ae 1 A Yemamsoasioeuey  2) ﬁnvwnwsLﬂaﬂuuﬂaqgunﬁuﬁs1uﬁ1m
' o % : o 4
uI L nwsuey 1ewn uuaawuwuasaﬂﬁwgﬁﬂﬁstnﬁ uar 3) 3nvnn11tﬁ§ﬂuuﬂaagﬁnﬁu
o a aXqsy ' 2alny Y 4 adl ﬁ‘ll
omerauimwsueu luntleun  aslEnen  wasnsfotugm SemAnentunng
a ¢ » < - "
AATHIALBNGTS  ABNRAILTiEY LN uasnTdTIamAdu AT LONTHVA AU
naAnEIL 19E 3R
|"6' l‘c’n 4 ) :
W ETE-WIi T ING Tt seueumEs L vEanpatTE ind Ing Bl the aewen Tne—
f ﬁ ' [ N - x ﬁu 3 o
WiLITEEY LM 102 didw e Llomad Lo Lo thisaduL iaannann
<y [ -~ -, o 4!1 o, -
ATTUFE MR IB A uaxnﬁwawnsﬁaqansaiiﬂuﬂuaaﬂqunmaonwswuanﬂuuﬂuaugﬂuiﬂ
-~ o K o W o E
femTue s S Lanas Lwilages ne iy higimhmsasnsiniieiu i fensiindu
ar ] Y = o =f 3 5
voowen lutl w.d.2436  mEs i lEFuLansy Falinasiinihul ssueuiudnaSanie
~ P -4 - o
SovoznaaLanueniuuaeh W w.d. 2530 uariaSemind w.6.2531 SmTacuwihdin
-d - [y - ]
At le 1 w.d. 2534 wazuantvasuderiuarstulull w.d. 2535 dauusausuan
o " } o 45 [ lﬂ’l J y 1 ¥
anim e unrsiinthuwuusanuiassneas ns Lﬂﬂdﬁﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂﬂgﬂizlﬂﬁadlﬁﬂﬁﬁ?ﬂ?ﬂuﬂ
a ﬁTQ o ¥ & a v oo v W 4 v B -,
s tuRusenau awuwaqtnmn11ﬂﬂTﬂqnmLﬁwemﬂuﬁwoLwaﬂiumaLﬁ1@ﬁn1wﬁuga1uwa1an1lam
(] . 2 . -
nTLlasumg Laugasa gL ieau e ludratamr 67 3 (w.d. 2470-2536)

Lo < a ¥ X o & & ol o <4 & ! '
WU?WNﬂW?Lﬂ@ﬂuuﬂaQﬂqdLﬂuﬂdau 41 ?ﬂ ﬂﬁiﬂiﬂﬂnwuﬂiﬂﬂﬁﬁulWNﬂuNﬁﬂﬂ?WNNWﬂT&NWm



7 @139 latams dnupliseinanulas like Lienndantanestsugdasug lifiuns
o £ gd’l o o’éﬁ “ £ ooy d ]
NIAERININE  WARLLURIAINMINTEIEANE O LFIRNKIMN 98 T 70 AT L 20T U
D%\’; <4 } ‘é ' ' 4-'5l"v L] -
SN o 1 Ap FeeTeEmIainAY netaduuan wasnduntie AN INEDINT Y
X . 5 * o'{dd d 1w L 24
WM TRMIAWEILAEA RN T asa MmN Lilaewilas Lduiu Temeeiuale
< ng Y =t 4} 1 r 1 v ﬂ‘i
A wen emadamin - Falins ulasuolasegmann luusasd ety dmiimiTulae
= (g ’ 4‘[ .\; v .- 1 o
uﬂaqimﬂugﬂﬂuuasagiut1aaﬂaonw#gna1ﬁﬁﬂﬁqiuLﬂﬂQMHuHuwuuu LRENTINREY R
' o &
toBuiiBaunannTgems e
4‘!’!‘ 31 | [y [ s |
WA L e Funen w.d.2470  Sen ol dregansdauinglentmn
P T oar ar 1 £ ) 4‘]
goatuarandnd  aunsefioludromBaseasmam o Feywy  (w.6.2490) Jn1Tiaaen
EY) v & 4 &:ﬁgdo o»ﬁé vy o
emaalsvyng L i e dug i Tluwuii s unnty i liee L ugnungawlssn v
ﬁugé a 3 < ay ¢ o K . <
LM s Lnsmsuas Lasadendenniy e Lildmualaedn sl AatuaEN T IaL T
D a wr 1 ul d’ L
tugrueuino L drssiuasfosaiord  aliun 5 (u.A.2525-2529) NLAUNIIATHUR
= ) <, “ v < o!/x‘:‘ &t -y
Laea Ty ludunling wavnsinam e ey A o uariateng sy
Y N t [y DY d dgd mdx
VI L0 e gAY uaraeneioaangud L Tamien uhign Anfalund Hanlugy
< v T G gﬁu" a 1
WJagn  Taiiu¥zuna inevenananie Ui s Lo Loon How Tean 3 LATegRaTendng
< 4 w o
iz ind lundinanaui gﬂuuuﬁaaﬂ@w1tﬁmuﬂu%qL7ntﬂ§ﬂu1ﬂtﬂuannmsuaaﬂ@nﬁaeﬂu
) ] o4 W <
gmdniaeany ﬂ@ﬁﬂﬂmnwwﬁzm “@n n%tamwﬁuuﬂuuwnnawasLﬁuﬂ@w11ﬂaﬁnnn1m
o v o da o 4 o & - m'ubdﬂu.’ju ' o ~
WM ANGOaATRINAURINL NeT Tuase  LEAUAUIINIMUINL thing L Fuii LeeaUNRTS

bt y = w ]
wardiat ¥en leonna Lasegianas SanssTuTeninale L



Independent. Study Title Thai-Burmese Boundary’s Evolution
and Border Landscape Change: A Case
Study of Mae Nam Sai-Mae Nam Rusk

Sector.,
Author Lt. Anujit Vans8rochana

M.S. (Geography? Master of Science in Geography

Examining Committee: |
Assist. Prof. Dr. Sanay Yarnasarn Chairman
Lecturer Dr. Pong-in Rakariyatham Member
Lecturer Dr. Santita Ganjanapan Member

Abstract

This Independent Study, "Thai-Burmese Boundary’s Evolution and
Border Landscape Change: A Case Study of Mae Nam Sai-Mae Nam Ruak
Sector” has three main objectives: 1) to study the boundary’s
evolution; 2) to study the physical border landscape change in terms
of river course and landforms; and 3) to study cultural border
landscape changes in terms of settlement and land-use patterns.

This study employed an historical approach based on such data
sources as documentary data, satellite imagery, cartographic as well
as field survey data.

The Mae Nam Sai and Mae Nam Ruak region has served as
Thailand’s border for 102 years. The demarcation was a consequence of
the expansion of British imperialism in Southeast Asia. The British
attempted to annex the timber-rich region in northern Thailand. This
led to many boundary disputes between the British colonists and the

Thai government, forcing Thailand to demarcate the Burmese-Thai



Boundary in 1893. After Burma became independent, the two river
boundaries were demarcated again in 1987-88, the agreements were
‘gigned by the two govermments in 1991 and ratified in 1992.

The study area is situated on an easily-eroded a.lluvié,l plain.
The river continually meanders. bDuring 87-year period (1927-1993),
the river course has been changing at 41 points, adding a total area
of seven square kilowmeters to the Thai territory.

The landform caused by the river action included the old river
courses, ox-bow lakes, flood-plain width expansion, stream lengths and
widths. These yaried by degrees of meandering and stream curvatures.
The transformed landscape caused by human action included riverbank
intrusion and sand dredging. '

Before 1927 this area was the forest, inhabited by people who
subsisted by hunting and gathering. Until the end of the Second World War
€1947), many people moved in to settle in this area, slashing and changing
the forest land into agricultural land. -

The landscape has changed rapidly since the Fifth National
Social and Economic Plan (1982-86), as a result of focused regional
development and promoted tourism industry. Therefore, land uses in urban
areas and border towns became more intensive with spillover effect. on
to them.

Nowadays, the Thai Government attempts to establish this area
as center of Northern Sub-Regional Economic Linkage Zone. This will
cause greater boundary problems (socio-economic, quality of life,
pollution, etc.) than land disputes in the past. So the boundary must -
be clearly defined according to the political limit as well as the
economic linkage line. As a result, the border landscape serves both
political demarcation and economic linkage functions.



