The Debate (no names have been included)
Questions-

· “The Australian reporter being let go, was the kings decision and this whole thing a warning sign that they shouldn’t be doing this?”
· “How do you understand medical issues in Thailand? You criticise NGO but your father is NGO as well?”
· “Do you really think Thaksin was the first to introduce the health care system? In my opinion Thaksin just used the policies that were made by many people in the ministry of health and just amended them like propaganda for the people who voted for him. Thailand has universal healthcare, even prescriptions are included, not even UK has this kind of system. It has problems- people who just have headache for 2 hours go to hospital, they go and waste the resources because they don’t have to pay the bill themselves. Also Thaksin benefitted a lot from his healthcare policy privately, he owned a lot of private hospitals, and got a lot of profit from rich and middle class people who paid for healthcare because they wanted private better healthcare.”
· “I want to know more about the economic policy being written into the constitution- neo liberalism being constitutionally mandatory- please expand on it. Another thing- the present PM had a good record as economics student, he got highest marks, are you suggesting he doesn’t understand economics? The other question, is that we have an opportunity to debate in this hall, but actually like in the past Soviet or current Burmese regime, is if they could prove anyone here said something, we could still be charged in Thailand- so is it really so safe for anyone to speak out?”
· In her opinion the red shirt still support Thaksin

· If democrats call referendum on lèse majesté would Giles accept that?

· “Thailand is not English or American- why we have to copy them? The way of thinking is different. Also, why has Thaksin’s visa been revoked from UK?”
· “What is your main intention in doing this? I used to be your student 10 years ago and admired you a lot, when you did anything you would take the consequences, like when you fought with the librarian, but after the coup you completely changed and used people and students … what is your intention in doing this?  What is you aim in 5 years? You want to be part of Thaksin’s next party? What do you want to do in Thailand?”
· She agrees king not powerful. He is suppose to be under the constitution, if he’s not powerful how can you expect him to do his duty and have power over anyone because he has no power? Also if the king dies now what would you have done in his place?

· “What is the main goal of the red shirt campaign? Is it for eliminating lèse majesté or complete revision of the monarchy?”
· “The Red shirts are surrounding parliament, AJ Giles says they call for democracy but now they are stopping democracy, the PM will try to get into parliament tomorrow what is AJ Ji’s opinion on their activities at the moment?”
· Woman in the audience- “The crown price and his wife- I have never seen any picture- the fact just that you mention the picture is no proof…you haven’t seen it---AJ Giles- “give me your email and I’ll send it to you” Woman-  “no no I don’t wish to see it”
· “What would you do if you were in the kings shoes?”
· “You haven’t really said what Thaksin should be doing now to make it better”
· “What are you going to do in next 10 days or a month, what’s your plans?”
· “May I give my opinion?” older woman stands up – “Thailand now is chaotic, if we keep going on like this our neighbour up north (china) will move down just like Tibet”
· What is sufficiency economy? What’s the connection to the poor?

· “I’m astonished that you didn’t report much on the actual laws- few countries in the world that have this harsher law. If the monarchy is so self evident it’s not argued about- if royal family were so popular there would be no lèse majesté law because the only reason you need this is because you are afraid many people have a bad opinion, there is no exception to this rule.”
· Gentleman speaks-“Why you only talk about negative and bad thing? Its misleading” –AJ Giles- “now is you opportunity to say the good thing s that are happening in Thailand”- Gentleman- “Thailand has nice culture, Thai culture, nice people, that’s what I think in my opinion.”  Chair- “this isn’t about running down Thailand, its wonderful culture- if you feel there is a good thing that has come out of the politics please feel free to say”- SILENCE

· “One of the things that ties Thailand together through the difficult process of modernisation is the focus of public sentiment on certain iconic themes like the monarchy and religion- the focus on the one hand is a person, a political force but on the other hand the king represents a value concept for the population at large, given the stresses modernization has imposed in Thai culture it seems a little difficult to image how that value concept can easily be dispensed with.”
· Woman stands “Have you ever met the king? I have and I always get a good feeling –its called barrame in Thai- feel warm love for him, he’s so young ,tries his best even though he’s not well, the Thai country needs the king, we should be grateful, you were born in Thailand, I suppose you are Thai? Why do you speak like this to our king? Can you see the positive, like what he’s devoted to Thai people, he puts his hand on peoples head, so many people tell me- we are fortunate to have a king, people think Thai people are lucky to have king”- (interjection form male audience member- “AJ Ji says he is Chinese English”- (woman) “oh then why are you in Thailand?” (AJ Giles) “I was born in Thailand… however the king wasn’t“ (another girl) “but the Thai people still respect him” (AJ Giles) “it doesn’t matter where you were born” (chair) “please refrain from personal attacks, no need to question someone nationality.”
· “What do you think about the timing of these events? If something happens to the king will there be change of opinion? “
· “What is Thai culture?”
· An older woman stands “ It doesn’t matter what skin you have, we have to believe in our heart, it wouldn’t be Siam or great Thailand without Thai royal family or our religion, we haven’t been colonised by anyone in the world”. (holds up poster of the king) “look at his face, you can see from his face, my love for him will never die. We should love him, love our country, I strongly believe anyone who belongs to Thailand will want to pay back to the beloved country we were born from, Thai have dignity and gratitude to pay back the country, I praise for all of us, long live the king of Thailand“ (applause)

· Young male audience member- “We’ve discussed a lot about the king, but we should get to the issues at hand, this is about democratisation and freedom of expression. I think we shouldn’t discuss if we love the king or not, it’s about the law”. (chair) “what do you think? Do you think lèse majesté as a law has a place in a modern democracy?” Young Male: “I don’t know. Its interesting, everyone who has studied democracy, it wouldn’t even be an exam question in Thailand because the answer is so straight forward, everyone should be in the democratic system- so I guess that’s my answer too”
· “ I’m African – from the discussion it seems to me the problem is not about the monarchy. The problem is in the society, the socialisation, the strong acceptance of monarchy and hierarchy as an institution. When you challenge these institutions which are considered to be part and parcel of Thai society, you are not just challenging the institution but the whole society. You can see from my friends in the room you can see the problems like in Africa you have a strong respect for elders, extended family, they are the most accepted and bottom up acceptance of the top down institutions, for me the society sees these things as good, it’s part of their political culture- the fight shouldn’t be on the military or monarchy- the fight should be on the society- what’s your comment?”
· lèse majesté – I want to hear your other perspective other than just criticising the king. It’s not fair because the king cant defend himself. She disagrees with AJ Giles that Thai people are like animals getting on their knees to the king, please explain what lèse majesté law is actually about?
· Professor in audience- “I’m astounded by what most of the people in the room are saying about lèse majesté law- people assume that if you say anything at all critical about the king, or don’t stand up in the cinema that you want to abolish the monarchy- If people are that sensitive about it how can they claim to be intelligent, if you respect an institution, that person wants to hear what you think about them, equating independent remarks about the king or the slightest bit of disrespect with a wish to overthrow the monarchy is very wide spread…but unbelievably stupid…. The king himself has said that he doesn’t like the law, so we need to think about why there is still this law?? We are not dealing with political questions here, we are dealing with value questions. This is not about the structure of society, or if interest groups prevail or not, but they shouldn’t be confused with the question the audience brings up, which are questions about how to arrange ones own intentions facing uncertainty, these questions relate to one value structure and the way in which one set up things in ones head. You can’t get around the fact that the population find the image of the king a key component in that function that they have to perform individually and collectively. So political questions are different to questions about values, and this can’t be separated, the people and the king cannot be separated.”  (AJ Giles speaks) “Individual values cannot be separated from social structure, not all people have the same values and it hasn’t always been the same, its historically changing, I encourage people to read my book about the history.”
· Could AJ Giles talk a bit more about his red constitution, or manifesto and what you are suggesting please?

ANSWERS

· My Chinese grandmother told my father that when people make personal attacks on you it’s because they don’t know how to use reasoned attack, they don’t know how to use reason. So I’ll just leave it there, its just quite typical of some sections of the PAD to do this, my brother Jon had throat cancer so it left his voice weak, the PAD attacked my brother for this not what he believed in. And I have NEVER used my students in my political activities, a lot of my colleagues do tell students to do things. I believe the best way to get students to revolt is to get them to think for themselves.
· I want to talk about the major points, I’m sorry if I don’t answer everything- I want to talk about the healthcare system, the sufficiency economy, why I joined the red shits, the issue of Thai culture and the issue of the king. There are minor points I mat try and answer as well

· What would I have done if I was the king? This is a question I cannot answer because I wouldn’t be king, so I can’t say that. But could a constitutional monarch do? I think  if we are to have a constitutional head of state, a monarch, unelected, then the very least they should do is to make sure that democracy and the constitution are stable and if they are unable to do that they should say so and that would be the honest thing to do.

· The point about Abhisit not understanding the crisis is quite right. He is no fool. I think it’s a political and economic decision and the question is how powerful he is as well and that needs to be taken into consideration when looking at government policy right now.

· The issue of a referendum on lèse majesté. I would accept it if we could have a referendum every 5 years and each time that there would be open debate, because it’s useless to have the referendum first because those who wanted to scrap the law would be thrown in prison so before we have a referendum we have to have freedom of speech. This is one of the problems of referendums, people legitimise themselves through them, but its about how a referendum is held. lèse majesté is a political tool and I believe it is not defending the  monarchy. Actually I believe the army, the PAD and all the other people are putting the monarchy under great danger right now. I can’t understand their behaviour.

· An interesting point about law, is that in Thailand you can go to prison for criticising the courts. It’s the twin of lese majeste. The contempt of court law means that the society cannot judge if the judgement is fair or not because if you criticise the law, you will go to prison. A contempt of court in a democracy is not about that, it’s about obstructing a court which is very different from criticising a court.
· Health care- the UHC put forward by TRT was initially put forward by people like Mor Sa-Nguan who I know well and I have a lot of respect for. It was also put forward by NGOs, it was adopted by TRT to their credit. It’s good when a good policy is taken on by a political party and offered to the people. It’s a good thing. Its not propaganda when people actually get healthcare and they kept it because when it comes to the next election people can chose whether or not they like the policy and they did like it. I’ve heard a lot of people say ‘oh a lot more people go to the doctor now with just a sore throat’ well actually I don’t believe people do that. I  believe people hate going to the doctors, they hate it as it’s associated will illness, people only go when they need to. The amount of people that go just proves the need for it in Thailand. The problem is that the doctors were over worked and under funded especially in big university teaching colleges. So it should have been better funded, it should have been funded like the NHS in the UK at the end of the second world war, without an internal market, it should have been funded for sufficiency if people needed health care the fund should have followed that. The problems were that there are different systems under the healthcare scheme, its different for the poor and the civil servants and public enterprises, a different system makes it more inefficient and also there is the private system as well.
· Sufficiency Economy (SE)- If you actually look at what they say, SE says that we should accept our selves, we should assess our strengths and weaknesses and we should spend and consume according to our strengths and weaknesses. It all sound very nice….but there is nothing there about redistribution of wealth. It means that the King and the royal family will be sufficient with their lots of houses, swimming pools for their dogs, it means that Thaksin will be sufficient with being a millionaire, it means that the middle class will be sufficient earning 20 times what poor people earn and it means the poor have to be sufficient in their poverty. 
It is not an economic theory and they don’t claim it to be an economic theory, they claim it to be a philosophy. And they said it is Buddhist- but anybody could claim to be Buddhist. I could use Buddhism and say Buddha teaches us to not oppress others therefore it says capitalism needs to be abolished. I could argue that and it could be true. And it could be true that the SE can claim statements from Buddhism, this is the nature of religion, anyone can claim. We know how people in Islam interpret it differently, or Christians interpret their religion differently.  So I think SE is a political ideology. An ideology that says we shouldn’t redistribute wealth in Thailand, that. the government shouldn’t spend money on welfare and that the poor have to stand on their own two feet in the midst of poverty. Now Thailand is one of the most unequal societies in the world, go and look at the gini-coefficient. Look at what the top 20% have compared to the bottom 20% and you will find that all the western European countries are much more equal societies and why is this?  It’s because they have welfare states. Even South Korea is more equal than Thailand. So this is the nature of Thailand.

Thailand is a very unequal society where poor people have been crying out for a universal healthcare system. And why is it that Thailand until recently was behind Malaysia and behind S. Korea in social policies toward health and education? It’s because the ruling elite have dominated the ideas in society with ‘nation, religion and king’ and I say in my manifesto we should instead talk about ‘equality , freedom and solidarity between all Thai citizens; I think this is a new value concept for Thailand. It doesn’t mean to insult anyone. It is actually paying deep respect to the Thai people. I love Thailand, I love the beaches, I love the way Thai people look after children. I love the way Thai people look after their elder relatives, looking after and respecting their elder relatives is nothing to do with respecting ‘poo yai’, the big people in society, that is a different type of respect, looking after and respecting relatives means that you have to insist on having a universal healthcare system you have to have a welfare state, you have to have pensions for elder people who have worked all their lives and get virtually nothing, well 500bht per month I believe- who can live on that? That’s the kind of thing we need to do. When I went to school and my son went to school there, it was  all about keeping your head down and respecting ‘poo yai’, what words do you use with those who are ‘superior’ to you, you may not have noticed this, but if you go to Thailand you will notice that hardly anybody opens the door for you, when they walk through a door they will leave it to slam in your face. This is not because Thai people are not nice, Thai people are wonderful; this is because we are taught day in and out to respect the people above, and not our fellow citizens. 
We need a culture of citizenship, we need equality, brother and sisterhood in Thailand, we don’t need crawling on the floor, this is one type of Thai culture, but that is the Thai culture from above, it is the culture that says those that crawl are animals,  because they are on all fours. There is another Thai culture, the culture of fighting for democracy more often in recent years than British people have. So don’t tell me that Thai culture is one unified culture, there is no single culture in any society, there are different competing cultures. And everybody is free to believe in the culture that they want. If you want to love the king you are free to do so, but if you don’t love the king you should be free too, in a democracy and in an equal society. And I am free to try and persuade you to change your mind, just as people are free to try and persuade those who love Thaksin to change their minds. There is not monopoly on argument in a free and fair society. 
In 1932 there was a revolution against the absolute monarchy, now if you actually go and read the history books, books written by people like Nakarin Mekguyrat, instead  of reading standard 2nd grade text books in school you will find there was a complete disregard for the monarchy in the 1930’s. A time of economic crisis, a time when people who were allowed democracy were helping themselves while people were loosing their jobs, the price of rice was going down and so on. So the monarchy has gone up and down in history, we don’t have a monarchy now that is similar to Sukothai or Ayuddhaya , it changes, its dynamic, so its not an argument when people say ‘Thai people have always liked the king’ a lot of people do like the king, and they are not stupid, I don’t believe people are stupid, but the yellow shirts believe the red shirts are stupid. The yellow shirts believe people who voted for Thaksin, who gave them UHC are stupid, but I want to listen why we have to love the king in such a manner in which I can’t see any reason for it. Maybe other people can but I’m still waiting for the argument. 
Now I have noting personal against the king, I wish he could retire at Hua Hin and live the rest of his life in happiness , without intervening in politics. And without other people pulling him to intervene in politics. Lets look at reality, on the 6th October 1976 there were violent action taken by a right wing group outside Thammsat university, go and look at the pictures, and what was the king’s position on that? He supported the village scouts, he said afterwards in his speech that Thailand had too much democracy at that point. I think that’s a terrible thing to say. I think we have the right to criticise him, the right to help him become a proper constitutional monarch. But apparently we don’t have that right. He has made statements where he says too much welfare makes people lazy. Well fine, you can have that opinion, but not if you’re head of state. I f you want to have an opinion like an ordinary citizen you should be an ordinary citizen. So he supported, or at least went along with the bloodbath on the 6th October, he disagreed with state welfare, he argues for the SE, his projects may have helped some people but they are nothing to what the previous governments, not just Thaksin’s, lots of other government have done to develop the economy and in reality who is it that develops Thailand? It is the farmers that work hard in the fields, it is the factory workers who work for a minimum wage in a factory, these people have developed the Thai economy and if we don’t accept that then we are not paying Thai people the respect that they deserve. 
People have the right to love the king and wear the yellow shirts, but they can also be forced, many many employees were forced by their employers to wear yellow shirt on a Monday, other people forced to wear black. This is something that goes along with lese majeste and the fact that the monarchy has been promoted. If we want to see real genuine love for the monarchy,  lets end lese majeste , lets allow people to stand or not to stand, and lets see. Lets see whether people love the monarchy or not and lets leave it at that. Why do we have to have all these enforcements? What are people who are royalist afraid of?  I think these are questions you need to ask yourself. 
Why do I support the red shirts? As I said earlier, the red shirts are not a pure movement. They started out at the very beginning, they weren’t actually red shirted, they were small groups of people that met at Sanam Luang who were led by very dubious politicians from the Thaskin party, but it grew and it grew until there were a hundred thousand people in the stadium with red shirts, and these people actually organised themselves, and you can see they organised themselves because they had hand made banners. … at the time of people organising themselves and this  can go far beyond the backward policies of Thaksin they will go beyond the leader ship of  politicians of his party. But they will not be able to do that easily if we stand on the sidelines and don’t do anything. I think we have a duty to join the pro-democracy movement and we have the duty to argue that it should be more progressive. 
I don’t give a damn what Thaksin does, I think its good that he had his visa to Britain revoked, because lots of people, genuine refugees, poor people, come to Britain and are  refused entry, why should Thaksin , a rich millionaire found guilty of corruption be able to come to Britain? I actually argued that the British government should withdraw his visa and I want to see a decrease in his influence among the red shirts. I will try to do that in my own little way, but other people in the red shirt movement will have to join the movement to lead it, to help lead it we need self leadership and to build a political  party from amongst the red shirts for democracy and against the PAD  and that is my position. 
Now many people in this room disagree with me and I’m glad we’ve had this debate but it think we need to remind ourselves that this debate cannot take place in Thailand and even as our friend here says many people are afraid to say what they think here because of what will happen when they go back. But this is the kind of thing that we should be able say and talk about in Thailand and we should also be able to talk about it without personal attacks or innuendo.
Thank you very much for coming to this meeting, if you want to hear more about what I believe you can read my manifesto on the internet, a lot of sites have been blocked by the Thai government and  I can give you the details if you talk to me afterwards. Thank you very much- applause

---- I have tried to write exactly what was said, however there may be some mistakes due to the rapidity of which people spoke and I apologise if there was a mistake, but this was not purposeful---- Susan Upton.

