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V E R A N S T A L T U N G S B E I T R A G  

 

Can Peace Dialogue End Southern 
Thailand’s Conflict Triangle?   

AS THE RECENT “GENERAL CONSENSUS ON PEACE DIALOGUE” IN KUALA LUMPUR 

SET OUT TO FACILITATE FORTHCOMING HIGH-LEVEL NEGOTIATION BETWEEN 

THE THAI STATE AND THE INSURGENT GROUP BARISAN REVOLUSI NASIONAL 

(BRN) HAS BEEN PERCEIVED AS FAIRLY SUCCESSFUL, THE IMMEDIATE SECU-

RITY IMPACT ON THE GROUND STILL BEGS THE QUESTION.  

To embrace a participatory approach in 

the peace dialogue process, “the peace 

agreement as well as its implication 

must take into account the people who 

have suffered,” contends Bhornchart 

Bunnag, Acting Advisor on Security Co-

ordination, National Security Council. 

Furthermore, during a public forum at 

the Siam Society jointly held by the 

European Union and Konrad Adenauer 

Stiftung on the same day as the first 

round of peace talks in Malaysia, Bun-

nag asked, “How can we resolve the 

conflict and respond to their [BRN’s] 

proposition if we do not first take time 

to understand their grievances?” 

The event, “From Endogenous to Exoge-

nous: The Presentation of Viable Solutions 

to the Deep-South Unrest,” stirred up a 

heated debate amongst local actors over 

the implications of peace talks on the 

ground. The first panel discussion was pre-

sented by key stakeholders from National 

Security Council (NSC), Cross Cultural 

Foundation (CrCF), Muslim Attorney Centre 

(MAC) and Deep South Watch (DSW). While 

the first panel was dedicated to the state-

civil society discourse on “high-level peace 

dialogue” as the fundamental element of 

peacemaking process, the second panel ex-

plored the path of “justice” through the sys-

tematic reform of the government’s Justice 

Fund policy option. The proposal drafted by 

a legal expert team led by Associated Pro-

fessor Narong Jaiharn, Dean of the Faculty 

of Law at Thammasat Univerisity, attempted 

to provide tangible recommendations to ex-

pedite the fund’s budgetary planning and 

internal management as well as exercised 

criteria. It aimed to broaden the definition 

of state legal aid services while advancing 

efficacy in current practice. Highlighting the 

importance of an efficient justice process in 

securing “peace” in the region, Associated 

Professor Narong contends that ”the signifi-

cant feature of the Justice Fund policy op-

tion, if being carried out, will endorse the 

role of the state in safeguarding an equal 

opportunity in access to justice for the 

population in the Deep South provinces.”  

Romadon Panjor, a journalist from Deep-

South Watch, reflects, “During my lifetime, 

Thai society has never been witness to this 

type of political dialogue, in particular with 

the so-called insurgents.” He adds, “This 

process is a vital first step for the insur-

gents to publicly address their grievances to 

the state.”  

In contrast, the representative from the 

NSC claims the idea of peace negotiation is 

not brand new: “NSC’s policy has underlined 

the peace process for over a decade. More-

over, according to the eighth objective of 

the current Policy of National Security 

Council 2012-2014, the organization is 

deemed to pursue a collaborative environ-

ment which facilitates dialogue in order to 

find a resolution to the conflict in the Deep 

South.” The senior NSC representative ad-

mits that a “lack of intrinsic knowledge to 

the root causes of the problem is still preva-
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lent among the people on the ground. We 

need to engage more stakeholders and ex-

change with them. I believe, currently, 

many of the insurgent members defined 

their emotion as the reason to fight.”  

On the other hand, Kamolsak Leewamoh, 

Senior Lawyer at Muslim Attorney Center, 

suggests that the Thai state should carefully 

interpret the proposals made by the insur-

gents whether they contain the basis for 

local grievances, as he believes the violence 

on the ground is a product of multi-layered 

affliction. Most importantly, the local popu-

lation should also benefit from the talks and 

not only from peaceful living, which would 

be reestablished in the region. Access to 

justice and state legal service delivery for 

the poor and unrepresented population 

must be addressed as well as improved ac-

cess to public services, education and 

healthcare. “There has been substantial 

support from local communities and key 

stakeholders confirmed by poll results and 

numerous public fora,” Kamolsak pointed 

out. “We have come the right way but in the 

future, the state needs to include stake-

holders that disagree with the violent 

means on the agenda as well.” According to 

Kamolsak, the peace talks give legitimacy to 

the insurgents but must not undermine the 

role of actors who have pursued their politi-

cal propositions through peaceful means.  

So far, the recent peace talk strategy pro-

posed by the government seems to suggest 

the protracted violent conflict in the Deep 

South region might be best subdued by 

means of negotiation rather than the exten-

sion of an inconsistently effective and costly 

counterinsurgency operation. Amidst the 

escalation of the violence on the ground, 

this political process has sparked hope 

among the locals that the conflict in the re-

gion might soon come to an end. 

In order to provide an exit strategy to a 

decades-long conflict through the means of 

peace dialogue, the substance of the nego-

tiation should not fail to address the issue of 

local injustice, which is often secondary to 

the issue of political authority over land and 

resources. The state must ensure impartial 

enforcement of law towards the Deep South 

population as well as enhance the justice 

system to guarantee equal opportunity for 

affected and underprivileged population to 

address their grievances efficiently. The 

path to ending the violent conflict is long 

and winding as the discontentment is deeply 

rooted in the region. Therefore, a precondi-

tion to sustainable peaceful conflict settle-

ment is palpable sincerity from both sides: 

the state and the insurgents. Most impor-

tantly, a “just” political and social climate 

must be galvanized and reestablished by 

the efforts of both state and local communi-

ties. 

 


