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ABSTRACT

This study deploys an historical approach in analysing the local whisky movement,
based on a fieldwork carried out in two communities, namely Ban Pa Ngio Commnmnity and
Ban Huai Khon Community. ¥t seeks to understand the strategies and schemes of the movement
under such diverse claims by the communities within the movement.

Historically speaking, whisky was reconstructed under the meaning differentiation.
Whisky was valuable and numerous benefit artifacts in holistic social and culture. Through its
commoditization, the meaning of whisky was reduced to tie with economic activities. The state
has embraced this fixed and rigid meaning of whisky in order to control the production of whisky.

The movement aims at claiming legitimacy and rights to access fo the fair and
equitable production and market of local whisky, by using several means and strategies. The
forms of the movement have been various and dynamic. The issues of the movement have
.differed according to the changing condition of the community context. Through this process, the
meaning of whiskey has been defined, and then broadened, and interwoven in a way that
represents their local culture and economy. They have exercised their rights based on the
Thailand Kingdom constitution 1997, by petitioning for the local whisky law. They have ]eamf
the concept of “civil disobedience”. They have built network with academics, and other People’s
Organizations, They have organized meetings and workings to share knowledge and mobilized
their support. However, though their networking with other People’s Organizations, the original
movement has then been separated into two distinct groups. The first one claims the rights to
produce whisky based on its sole economic values. The second group employs a more diverse
and broader meaning of whisky, in order to challenge the state’s homogenous conception of

whisky.



Meanwhile, the government policy that came out in 2003 has relatively granted local
. communities the rights to produce whisky. However, the policy has failed tb meet the demand of
the movement. As the state still strictly defines whisky in a homogenous, commodity sense, the

communities are inevitably forced to enter the capitalist market.



