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THAI DISPATCHES Barry Petersen MC JP 17 June2014

Barry Petersen reporting from Bangkok has lived in Thailand since
December 1992 and has a good grasp of Thai politics and the
wealth disparity which exists in the country. That wealth disparity
was cleverly used by Thaksin, one of the wealthiest men in the
country, to gain the support of the poorest and the articles provide
some insight how Thaksin operated and still operates.
A letter by Vint Chavala mentions that problems started in 2001 when Thaksin’s Thai Rak
Thai party was elected to govern Thailand. Prior to that election, the administration of
Thailand was running smoothly despite the corruption, vote buying, godfathers playing
politicians, etcetera. Following his election, then-Prime Minister Thaksin Shinawatra
empowered his ministers to override laws by issuing ministerial decrees, he tried to muzzle
press freedom, he appointed relatives and cronies to senior positions of authority to cement
his grip on power, etcetera.
Barry Petersen has also included a number of photographs of the anti-(Yingluck)
government protestors which numbered in the hundreds of thousands leading up to the
declaration of martial law then the coup d’etat. The size of the earlier anti-government
protests certainly well and truly outnumbered the latest anti-coup protests. It would be
interesting to know how many photographs of the anti-(Yingluck) government appear in
foreign publications.
The articles provide an idea of the situation leading up to the declaration of martial law and
then the coup d’etat. The ‘Insider’s report on coup decision’ which appeared in the 23 May
14 edition of the Bangkok Post provides some idea why General Prayuth Chan-ocha
declared a military take-over (the coup d’etat). After months of avoiding martial law and a
coup, he had finally had enough of the squabbling.
About Barry Petersen: Barry is living in Bangkok, has one of those lives that seems
untrue. Yet it is not. Petersen was an Australian Army captain in 1963 and was awarded 13
medals for his service in Vietnam, Borneo and Malaysia. He ended up a lieutenant-colonel.
http://www.smh.com.au/national/barry-petersen-is-a-vietnam-war-hero-with-a-difference-20101112-17r9r.html

A RIGHT ROYAL HEADACHE
Far Eastern Economic Review January 10, 2002

It promises to be a messy new year for Thailand politically, if the messages from some
senior officials are to be believed. Thai Prime Minister Thaksin Shinawatra is becoming an
increasing source of irritation to King Bhumibol Adulyadej because of Thaksin's perceived
arrogance and his alleged attempts to meddle in royal family affairs.
Thailand's
constitutional monarch has no formal role in day-to-day politics, but in a speech in early
December marking his birthday he lambasted the premier in public. Thaksin is known to
have business links with the king's son, Crown Prince Vaji-ralongkorn.
According to a senior official close to the palace, all this is frowned upon by the king,
prompting speculation of a possible confrontation between the Prime Minister's Office and
the palace. The same source worries that Thaksin, who gained a massive majority in last
year's January 6 general election, may use his status as Thailand's wealthiest
businessman, with solid backing in parliament, to fend off the royal palace. That would
have serious and worrying implications for the future stability of Thailand.
MEDIA MIRED BY BINARY BLINDERS
SUNDAY, DECEMBER 8, 2013 Bangkok Post Pavin Chachavalpongpun
The tendency by foreign journalists to see the present political situation in Thailand in terms
of black and white is leading to misinterpretations abroad. It has been a long and winding
road for Thai democracy. The ongoing anti-government demonstration, spearheaded by
member of parliament-turned-mob leader Suthep Thaugsuban, has exposed a serious
problem facing the nation: the crisis of electoral politics.

Starting off with rallying against the controversial amnesty bill, the demonstrators have now
switched to the issue of corruption and tyranny of majority. They ride on the discourse of
the ''Thaksin regime'' as a kind of immoral and devilish pattern of politics and advocate the
overthrow of the elected government of Yingluck Shinawatra. Fears of political violence
have come true. So far, the confrontation has led to five people being killed and scores of
casualties. Some have predicted that the military's political intervention might be possible.
A number of foreign governments have issued travel warnings for their citizens planning to
visit Thailand. Foreign media have also followed the Thai situation closely.
CNN and BBC continue to report on the Thai crisis using information from their own
correspondents in Thailand, taking comments from pro- and anti-government camps, as
well as academics. Overall, they have seemed to focus on the development of mob
movement and the likelihood of military intervention, and more importantly, what they
believe to be the source of the present crisis – the influence of Thaksin Shinawatra. Some
have shown their sympathy toward the Yingluck government and praised its handling of the
demonstrations thus far, while others have questioned the legitimacy of the government.
Some of these foreign journalists appear to have misinterpreted the Thai situation. Their
reports mostly follow the agenda of the anti-government forces as if it was legitimate and
needed no elaboration, concentrating on the supposedly corrupt ''Thaksin regime''. This
explains why some reporters are interested in the idea of a people's parliament even when
the concept is in essence quite undemocratic.
The misperception lies in the fact that the ghost of Thaksin has come to eclipse the reality
within the opposition camp – the Democrat Party of which Mr Suthep was a member has
been unable to compete in the game of electoral politics. The party has never won a
majority since 1992, whereas Thaksin and his proxies have won every election since 2001.
The accusations of vote-buying are thin, as this would have triggered international
watchdogs to declare the election results illegitimate. But more importantly, saying that
rural residents are easily bought only insults their intelligence. They have become
politically conscious and are no longer passive in the game of politics.
A second misperception is found in the argument that the Thaksin regime has been forever
tainted by corruption and thus deserves to be eliminated. In taking this line, foreign
journalists fall into a trap, painting a picture of a conflict between the rural residents who
have sought to make their voices heard and the Bangkok residents who can no longer
stand the seemingly corrupt Shinawatra-led governments.
But how does one define morality and who has the right to claim moral authority? By what
measurement can the Bangkok elite automatically claim to possess moral authority? Rural
residents might claim that their revered leader, Thaksin, had moral authority since he
achieved political power through democratic means.

Meanwhile, many in the middle and upper classes in Bangkok made no pretence of hiding
their intention to support a military coup and other kinds of intervention in the elected
government. Can these be called moral acts? A few commentators have also relied on
questionable analyses as they investigate Thai politics. A binary picture has emerged of
the fight between moral forces in Bangkok and an evil regime which dominates the poor
region of the country. Is this merely an attempt to make quick sense out of a complicated
situation?
The last misinterpretation goes back to the point regarding electoral politics. Members of
the Democrat Party know full well that while they may claim to fight for democracy, they
have indeed lost faith and respect in electoral politics. Instead of remodelling their policies
to be bolder and better than Thaksin's in order to win hearts and minds of ordinary Thais,
they have opted to try to remove the elected government and risk damaging democratic
principles.
It is tricky to penetrate the many layers of Thai politics and come up with sound arguments.
This might be because of the complicated relationships among the many political actors.
While some foreign journalists are simply naive in their analysis due to a lack of information,
some become a part of the political play by choosing to write from the vantage point of their
own personal likes and dislikes.
Pavin Chachavalpongpun is Associate Professor at Kyoto University's Centre for Southeast
Asian Studies
STUDENTS LEFT UNDER SIEGE AS DAY TURNED TO NIGHTMARE
Bangkok Post

SPECTRUM

SUNDAY, DECEMBER 8, 2013
IN WRITING. Student
leaders present a
letter
with
their
concerns to police
officers, witnessed by
university rector Assoc
Prof
Wuthisak
Larpcharoensap, right.
PHOTO: THANARAK
KHOOTON

When shots rang out and five were killed around Ramkhamhaeng University last weekend,
police were nowhere to be seen during 17 hours of terror. Phoo, a 31-year-old political
science student studying at Ramkhamhaeng University usually keeps her distance from
both sides of Thai politics. But last Saturday, her friends urged her to join the antigovernment rally outside the campus.

''Come on, don't be chicken,'' a friend said to Phoo. ''It's not like someone is going to kill us
there.'' Phoo, who lives across the road from the campus, thought she would go for a few
hours and be back in her room by 8pm or 9pm, as she is most nights when studying. But
Phoo would become one of thousands of students trapped on campus for 17 terrifying
hours as street battles raged around them and shots were fired from a freeway flyover, and,
some students and teachers claim, from snipers hiding in university buildings.
SHELL SHOCKED: Injured progovernment supporters and
commuters after anti-government
protestors attacked a bus going
toward Rajamangala National
Stadium. Officials have so far
confirmed that five people died
during and after the siege of
Saturday night and Sunday
morning.
Interviews by Spectrum have confirmed violent battles between the students and armed red
shirt supporters who were gathering for a mass rally of 70,000 people to show support for
the embattled government of Yingluck Shinawatra at Rajamangala National Stadium, which
is next to the university campus. While reporters and television news crews openly
witnessed and recorded the street skirmishes between the students and red shirts on
Saturday afternoon as government supporters travelled to the stadium, little has been
revealed about what happened later that night.
Spectrum has learned that there were bloody confrontations in Ramkhamhaeng Soi 24
behind the university and stadium as red shirts, at least half a dozen believed to be armed,
and students carrying bats and rocks attacked each other. Our team was also told of how
men in police uniforms stood idly by as the fighting took place. A 29-year-old Cambodian
worker living in a small tin worker's shed under the stairs of a stadium under construction at
the university, was unlucky enough to be struck by a stray bullet, but Spectrum was told by
other workers at the site that bullets had penetrated their tin sheds and they showed us the
bullet holes as proof.
As the violence raged and the majority of students sought haven inside the university, it still
remains a mystery as to why the police refused to answer a request for help from the
university's rector, Assoc Prof Wuthisak Larpcharoensap, or why the organisers of the red
shirt rally were allowed to stage the event at the stadium when it was public knowledge that
many Ramkhamhaeng students and academics are antagonistic towards the government.
For Ramkhamhaeng students such as Phoo, who was listening to anti-government
speeches from a stage set up inside the university square, things were proceeding with
decorum until about 7pm. ''I started to hear the guns and the bombs,'' she said. ''The
students started to scream. I was terrified and thought about running back home. ''But
there were many young students there and they were even more panicked than me.

I felt sorry for them so I stuck around to help.'' Students injured off-campus were taken to
the area near the stage and Phoo and others cleaned their wounds as the night wore on
and more casualties arrived. ''I used Facebook, Twitter and all kinds of social media to ask
for more medical supplies from people outside as I heard that no ambulances could get
near the area. First aid supplies ran out quickly, but luckily a rescue team gave us some
more when they came in to take the injured students to nearby hospitals.'' For 17 hours the
students endured the ordeal. It only ended when soldiers arrived around noon on Sunday
and allowed them to leave the campus, many of them wearing flak jackets provided by the
military. ''I heard that soldiers were coming to help us, I felt so relieved,'' Phoo said. ''I
knew that everyone would be safe. So I decided to get out from the university around
11am and managed to get back to my condo safely.''
SPOILING FOR A FIGHT. Loud and
proud.
Pro-government supporters
blow horns at a rally at Rajamangala
stadium.
Apemuk Sinchai, 35, who is studying
education at Ramkhamhaeng, said
tensions between students and red
shirts at the stadium had been brewing
since the previous Wednesday.
Mr Apemuk, who once headed the San Saeng Thong student party at the university, said a
group of younger students were attacked and abused. After returning from an antigovernment rally at Democracy Monument and street vendors and food sellers had also
earned the ire of the red shirts. ''Anyone with a whistle around their necks can become a
red shirt target,'' said Mr Apemuk, referring to the anti-government protest action of ''blowing
the whistle'' at the Yingluck government which opponents claim is a puppet of ousted former
prime minister Thaksin Shinawatra.
The campus rumour mill went into overdrive when three students returning from the rally at
Democracy Monument were hauled into Wang Thonglang police station and tested for
drugs and searched for weapons. Even though police found nothing, they were detained at
the station overnight and until the afternoon of the following day. Further suspicions were to
be raised on Thursday, when a banner of images of the symbol of the university, King
Ramkhamhaeng, was vandalised.
''I got a phone call from students at the university at around 7pm last Thursday,'' Mr
Apemuk said. ''They said they were attacked by red shirts and the red shirts cut the image
of King Ramkhamhaeng from the banner. For us that was very offensive,'' he said. By
Friday, the situation had reached boiling point when there were reports that a female
student had been slapped by a red shirt guard near the university.

BRING IT ON . Assistant National Police chief Pol Gen Jaramporn Suramanee said the
student leaders started to gather in front of the university two days before the violent
clashes. They were mobilising the students, accusing the red shirts of attacking
Ramkhamhaeng students. Confrontations between the two groups occurred sporadically
but there was no violence, Pol Gen Jaramporn said. Late on Saturday morning, police say a
group of the students smashed a Toyota Fortuner in Ramkhamhaeng Soi 65 as they
believed it belonged to red shirts.
In the late afternoon, a few hundred students had gathered in front of the main gates near
the clock tower by Ramkhamhaeng Road. Some stood under trees to avoid the scorching
sun, while others stood in the open, waving Thai flags. On the road, 10 current and former
student leaders had turned a truck into a mobile stage from which they delivered antigovernment speeches to the crowd, which sporadically booed and jeered.
The student leaders slammed red shirt protesters who were gathering in Rajamangala
Stadium, one bus stop away, and accused them of disturbing classes at the university. Mr
Apemuk, one of the speakers, said after the alleged attacks on students they had sought
assurances from local police commanders that they would be safe. At about 4pm, the
student leaders invited their rector, Mr Wuthisak, as well as the police commanders of Hua
Mak and Wang Thonglang police stations, to a meeting where they read a statement calling
on the officers to ensure their safety from the red shirt protesters.
They also asked the governor of the Sports Authority of Thailand to review his decision to
allow the stadium to host the red shirt rallyBut after the letter was handed to the rector and
the two police commanders, the other side of the road was plunged into chaos. The
students standing in the shade and others on the roadside ran across Ramkhamhaeng
Road, crossed over the steel barrier dividing the road and began shouted abuse.
Pickup trucks carrying red shirt protesters were the target. By 5pm, the truck used as a
makeshift stage had left and the situation descended into violence. Spectrum witnessed
students armed with wooden sticks and clubs, rocks, chunks of cement and iron bars
attacking the red shirt vehicles.
Student leaders tried to persuade the students to retreat to the university compound. The
main gates were open, but several students, mostly young men in jeans and black T-shirts
were still patrolling on the street. They intercepted motorcycles, cars and others they
believed were headed to the stadium. One elderly couple on a motorcycle was asked to
make a U-turn when the students noticed they were wearing red T-shirts under their shirts.
At about 6pm, a group of students attacked a public bus they believed had red shirts on
board, shattering windows and terrifying passengers with rocks and chunks of concrete. A
few gunshots were heard as the bus drove away.
The situation was out of hand as bystanders sought sanctuary inside shops. The students
set up a roadblock to check on red shirts at Thep Leela intersection and another near the
stadium. A 500m section of Ramkhamhaeng Road was empty of traffic, falling silent as the

street lights flickered on. No police were present despite the unstable situation. By 7pm, a
few thousand students were scattered around Phor Khun Ramkhamhaeng square inside
the university. Young male students armed with sticks and clubs, and under control of the
student leaders who had resumed their speeches inside the campus, were appointed
security guards. But at the back entrance of the university, in Ramkhamhaeng Soi 24, more
than 100 students had gathered.
YOU'RE ON YOUR OWN. The students and teachers sheltering inside the campus had
little idea of what was going on outside the gates. All they were aware of from about 7pm
was shots being fired into the compound and the sounds of explosions, most likely pingpong bombs. To add to the dramatic situation, a helicopter shining a spotlight passed
overhead, fuelling some students' fears that they were being shot at from the air. ''From
time to time, we saw the helicopter fly over the university with a big spotlight shining on us,''
said Phoo. ''After it had gone, there were the sounds of gunshots and bombs going off.''
Despite the precarious situation inside the university, police refused to come to the rescue.
Two patrol cars were stationed on a freeway flyover where students and teachers thought
shots were being fired from. ''The situation was very severe,'' Pol Col Narongrit Promsawat,
the superintendent of Hua Mak police station, said. ''We couldn't get inside as it was
dangerous; four police officers were hurt, a police car was hit and we could not specify
which side did that.'' He said after the letter from the student leaders asking for the police to
protect them was handed over to the two officers, he had no idea where the police
commanders went.
THROUGH THE WIRE. The
fence to the Engineering
Faculty’s building was cut by
red shirts last Sunday night.
Mr Wuthisak said he did not
want the student leaders to rally
inside the campus, but opened
the gates after the earlier
scuffles on Ramkhamhaeng
Road.
As more gunshots were heard during the night, Mr Wuthisak tried to contact police officers
to come and help the students, but to no avail. At about 11pm, he tried again after he
heard gunshots and ping-pong bomb explosions from the flyover in front of the university.
''At this point, I called [Deputy Prime Minister] Pol Gen Pracha Promnok for help,'' Mr
Wuthisak said. ''The police officers at Rajamangala said they would come immediately. ''I
waited for them at the main gate for around 15 minutes. However, he phoned me later
telling me that they could not come because of the confrontations in Soi 24. So, I said
never mind, and from that point on, I knew that we had to take care of ourselves.''

BACK STREET BRAWL. Pol Gen Pracha, head of the Centre for the Administration of
Peace and Order (Capo) at the time, sent two police patrol cars to be stationed on the
flyover, but no police officers were seen by Spectrum inside the campus. The main back
gate to the university was closed, but a small side gate was open, giving students access to
Ramkhamhaeng Soi 24, which runs along the back of the campus and the stadium, and is
home to many small shops. It was this small gate that a group of students armed with
clubs and steel bars used to enter the soi and confront a group of red shirts, according to
photographers and journalists at the scene.
However, after four or five gunshots were heard, the students retreated onto the campus.
At about 8pm, a Cambodian woman in tears walked onto campus from the building site for
the university's new stadium. She asked the media for help, saying her husband had been
shot in the back and was lying in the rear of the building. His fellow construction workers
told Spectrum they were taking a rest when several bullets hit their makeshift camp, forcing
them to flee back inside the building. Spectrum revisited the site and saw bullet fragments
and four or five spots on the cement bases of the workers' camp that appeared to have
been caused by gunfire.
The Cambodian, who survived, was the first gunshot victim in Soi 24. A shop owner in the
soi who witnessed the fights, said students had tried to block red shirts getting to the
stadium via the back street as Ramkhamhaeng Road was closed. The university lights were
turned off, causing the so to be dimly lit. She also claimed she saw men in police uniforms
firing shots. ''I saw police in uniform shoot at two students,'' she said. ''Their friends took
them away and I heard afterwards that they were severely injured.'' She said that after the
first two students were shot, the two groups kept fighting.
She said the students were armed with clubs, bricks and stones while many of their
opponents had guns. ''More than 90% of gunshots were from the red shirts,'' she said.
''After the red shirt group couldn't get inside the stadium, more people from inside came out
to help. Then the students were confronted on both sides, so they had to retreat back
inside the university and lock the gate.'' She said after the students retreated a group of red
shirts and men in black fired into the university grounds. She also claimed to have
witnessed the murder of a student. ''The student was standing alone during the attack, he
was hit by a group of red shirts then shot dead.''
One local man, Paisit, said he was sitting in a restaurant when he witnessed red shirts firing
on the students. ''I could see four people holding guns just near the restaurant,'' he said.
''One of those started shooting at two students. ''There were some police officers standing
in the area but they did nothing.'' He said that initially there was an announcement from the
Ramkhamhaeng students urging them not to be rash as they had no weapons for
protection.

''The Ramkhamhaeng students were besieged by red shirts,'' he said. ''The weapons the
students had were wooden clubs. After that there were four people injured. Some of them
had severe injuries – I'm not sure whether they survived or not.'' The next day, he and his
friends collected 9mm shells in the area. He is convinced the students were unarmed.
Another witness in Soi 24 told Spectrum a ''long convoy'' of police cars arrived at around
midnight after a number of people were already dead. A security guard at a clothing shop
on the soi said the students had antagonised the red shirts all night.
He said he heard explosions that he believed were fire crackers being thrown at the red
shirts. He and seven other security guards were told to stay inside the building and protect
it. However, he says they observed events through a large shop window.
''Some of the
angry red shirts attacked the students in the morning,'' he said. ''I think it is because the
students goaded them for the whole night. Still, the students were lucky. If all the red
shirts from the stadium came out it would have been much worse.'' He said he was also
worried by talk that soldiers or police had shot one of the students.
He said the security guards inside the clothing shop were apprehensive, but the students
did not retaliate. ''It made me afraid they would mistake my uniform for that of a policeman
or soldier as it looks similar to the border patrol uniform,'' he said. ''We all had to change
into casual clothes for safety reasons.'' Hua Mak station's Pol Col Narongrit said police did
not fire any shots and only used riot shields for crowd control. ''It was risky to use weapons
with people there,'' he said. ''There was the possibility of making a mistake and making the
situation worse.''

He said they tried to keep the warring factions apart and also suggested a number of
vocational students, some of whom have a reputation for street violence, had joined the
Ramkhamhaeng university students. ''We're trying to see which institution it was, but there
were not only Ramkhamhaeng students in the group,'' he said. Pol Col Narongrit said four
officers stationed in front of the university were injured during the fights, while a police car at
the back of the university was damaged ''when it tried to get to the centre of the attack''.
DANGEROUS DAWN.
Mr Wuthisak slept in his office and awoke at about 6am on
Sunday. He said he did not see any police cars on the flyover and walked towards the
fence in front of the university. However, the morning silence was broken by the sound of
gunshots and he retreated to the back of the building housing his office where he heard
more shots and saw his students crying for help. Several had been shot.
He used the university's public address system to order students scattered around the
campus to move inside the buildings. Mr Wuthisak again contacted police. He waited until
10am for them to arrive, but after they failed to show up for a second time he contacted the
military for help. ''Considering what happened in the morning, my staff and I wished to
move the students out of the compound as quickly as possible because if we were still in
the compound, more attacks were likely,'' Mr Wuthisak said.

About 150 military officers were sent in to help the students in the afternoon and the
evacuation of students was completed a few hours later. The rector then left the compound
with his staff and declared the temporary closure of the university.''You ask whether or not
the students have something to do with the ongoing protests outside,'' he said when asked
what role the students played in baiting the red shirts into violent reprisal.

''I would say some of the students have been joining the protests, but here it is very clear
that what they demanded has nothing to do with the ongoing political situation,'' he said.
''They just wanted to protect the university's dignity.'' Phoo said inside the campus there
were no more attacks after midnight, but at around 6am there were shots heard at the front
gate of the university.
''During the night, most of the gunshots were
from the back of the university, but in the
morning it sounded like it was happening
right next to us,'' she said. She said the
students' sense of security quickly
disappeared during the morning as they
waited for police to arrive.
She said they were given assurances by
local people that if the situation worsened
they could seek shelter in their homes. ''The
villagers who live in the area are mostly
Muslim, and they were very nice to us,'' she
said.
''They told us that if anything happens while we are escaping, we can run into anyone's
house and they would be happy to offer us shelter. I feel lucky I made it out alive.'' A
vendor from Soi 24 said the red shirts were bent on revenge in the morning, even attacking
local residents. ''There were plenty of them on the street when a local rode his motorcycle
past,'' he said. ''I heard them shout loudly 'Rush to the front of Ramkhamhaeng.' ''They
stopped him and destroyed the motorbike. I don't know why they did that. Everyone
around there [in the early morning] ran away as the red shirts seemed to attack everyone,
even locals beside the road.''
THE AFTERMATH. Five people are confirmed to have died in the conflict, three of those
identified as red shirts. Organisers of the red shit rally at Rajamangala stadium claim two of
their supporters were shot in or around the stadium, one by a sniper hiding on the university
campus. Viroj Khemnak, 43, and Visanu Phaophu, 26, were shot dead on Sunday
morning, and the Senate committee on human rights is investigating the killings. Off-duty
soldier Pte Thanasit Viengkham, 22, was pronounced dead on Monday after he fell into a
coma after a gunshot to the head sustained at around 2am on Sunday, on Ramkhamhaeng
Soi 24.
Thanasit's uncle said his nephew was a regular attendee of the 2010 red shirt rallies. ''On
Saturday night, when there was a call for volunteers to patrol the stadium and guard tens of
thousands of us inside, many young folks such as vocational students and ordinary people
like Mr Thanasit offered to do so,'' said Thasit Viengkham.

The charred bones found in the burned bus outside the campus could be the remains of
Suradet Khampaengjai, a 17-year-old student of Bangkapi Technology College, who
disappeared on Sunday. Relatives believe a ring, key and belt buckle found on the bus are
his. A friend of Suradet's said that Suradet and another person rode a motorcycle from
Ekamai Soi 30 to the stadium on Sunday afternoon where they were attacked with a pingpong bomb. The two rushed to
hide on the bus, which was
damaged and parked nearby.

Saturday.

The friend said he heard
someone shout ''fire'', so he fled
the bus and lost contact with
Suradet. The only student
confirmed dead is Thaweesak
Phokaew, 21, who was shot
dead by an unidentified gunman
in Soi 24 at about 8pm on

A total of 64 people were injured during the confrontations in and around Ramkhamhaeng
Road. That the red shirt side suffered three deaths given the multiple accounts of them
and men in police uniforms being armed seems unusual. There are accusations from the
students and red shirts that provocateurs were on the streets that night changing from
casual clothes into police uniforms and black attire. From the accounts of witnesses and
police theories, the gunmen who fired the fatal shots were familiar with firearms. Initial
forensic results show most of the victims were killed at fairly close range with the shooter
standing either directly in front of or behind the victims.

Pol Gen Jaramporn says an initial forensic
examination of Thaweesak's body indicates
he was shot by someone directly in front of
him as the bullets ran through his chest
horizontally. His body was found slumped in
a telephone booth outside the university gate,
and police officers collected 11mm bullets
from the scene.
''The shooting was straight,'' said Pol Gen
Jaramporn. ''It suggests that the shooter was
precise.'' Police say they deployed at least
three battalions during that night, mainly
stationed at the stadium for crowd control.
They say they checked protestors at the stadium for weapons and at least two men were
arrested. One was found carrying more than 100 rounds for a 9mm gun. Police received a
report at 2am on Sunday that a man found at the back gate of the stadium in Soi 24 was
shot through his helmet. He was sent to a hospital but later died. Again, the bullet entry
was horizontal. Police have asked for the bullet from the hospital for further forensic
examination to determine the type of gun used.
They have already collected .22 calibre casings
from near where the man's body was found. The
victim is likely to be the off-duty soldier who died
in hospital on Monday. Police also received a
report at around 4am that a body had been
discovered in the stadium.
Viroj Khemnak was shot in the chest when he
was walking from the stadium to the toilet. Pol
Gen Jaramporn said the bullet entry point
suggested Viroj was shot from the opposite side
of the stadium, which Ramkhamhaeng
University is located behind.
Visanu Phaophu was shot at around 6.30am on Sunday as he was heading home. Police
said witnesses said he had been chased by a group of people after exiting Gate 1 at the
stadium. Based on the entry angle of the bullet, they believe he was standing on the
pavement and the shooter was on the road. He was shot in the chest by a 9mm gun from
close range, police said. Pol Gen Jaramporn said the police conducted a search in several
locations around Ramkhamhaeng University where the clashes were reported and around
the stadium. They found at least 34 bullet casing of seven different types.

''There were certainly more than seven guns used in this incident,'' said Pol Gen
Jaramporn. He declined to comment on whether there were snipers in the university as
claimed by the university's executives. Police say they have six criminal cases; four
involve the killings, the other two involve property damage to a bus and a van. ''We will not
rush to conclude the cases but let the evidence, as well as the witnesses, show what
happened. We're trying our best to investigate, both by conducting forensic examinations
and questioning witnesses before issuing any arrest warrants.''
But one red shirt supporter who was at Rajamangala stadium said they were told the
students were armed and attacking the red shirts trying to get to the venue. When she left
the stadium at about 8pm to buy food she heard an explosion and gunshots. She said a
security guard told all red shirts to retreat into the stadium. ''I wasn't panicking,'' she said.
''I joined the rally in 2010 and I experienced worse. So I didn't try to rush back to the
stadium – I walked around the area to observe the situation. ''That's when I heard over the
security guard's walkie-talkie a man saying that a fellow red shirt had been shot dead at the
back of Ramkhamhaeng University, around Soi 24.''
She said she walked back into the stadium to tell her grandmother the news but someone
had already made the announcement from the stage. ''No one knows who shot the red
shirt supporter,'' she said. ''But the man on stage said that a man in a black T-shirt with a
Thai flag ribbon tied around their head shot the red shirt. ''I heard it from other protesters
that these men in black T-shirts have guns. Our unarmed guards fought back with just
rocks and clubs. The guards managed to get four of the men in black shirts for questioning
but they would not say who hired them,'' she said.
She said the stadium was surrounded by students, or people claiming to be students, and
the red shirts stayed inside until morning. ''Ten red shirts tried to leave the stadium because
they were scared, but they were stopped by a group of students and beaten up,'' she said.
''They came back with bruises and one had a broken collar bone from the attack.''
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THITINAN PONGSUDHIRAK. An anti-government
protester carries a flag as her group marches through
central Bangkok. Reuters/ Damir Sagolj. Despite
their demand to uproot the “Thaksin regime”, their
bigger challenge is putting down the Thaksin
challenge while maintaining electoral democracy.

To be sure, the PDRC protesters are spot-on in targeting corruption. Their broad anticorruption crusade has given Thailand an opportunity to systematically tackle the
cancer that has been eating away at the fabric of its fledgling democracy.
Fighting corruption can now be made into a top policy priority for subsequent
governments. Although corruption pervades Thai society, it is correct to see the Thaksin
regime as the epitome and embodiment of corruption in Thailand. The PDRC's campaign
against the Thaksin regime is also on the mark.
The Thaksin regime, or "Thaksinism", has existed for more than a decade. It is based on
running Thai politics as a family-owned business conglomerate, expropriating public
interests for private gains. Thaksin promoted Thailand Incorporated with a clutch of
industrial policies and cluster development projects but the flip side of Thaksin Incorporated
stood to gain handsomely from Thai economic development under his rule.
The Thaksin regime began in earnest in 2001 when Thaksin came to power, and
entrenched itself to the point of being embedded in Thailand's economy and politics ever
since. Nepotism and cronyism were rife in the bureaucracy, the military, and the police.
The Thai media were co-opted, coerced or simply purchased, as was the case with a
television news channel. Thaksin's military preparatory academy classmates received
choice positions in state agencies. His cousin became the army chief at one point.
State violence and abuses of power characterised his rule. The Tak Bai massacre in
October 2004, when scores of young Malay-Muslim men died unnecessarily, transpired
under Thaksin's command. The "war on drugs" killed some 2,275, many extra-judicially.
Thaksin's authoritarian ways were enabled by his virtual monopoly on electoral politics. It
is regrettable that many of his opponents today did not nip his rise in the bud earlier when
he was caught hiding and falsifying his assets. Those who saw Thaksin's corruption
colours since December 2000, when the anti-corruption commission indicted him 8 to 1 on
false assets declaration, must be heartened by the current anti-corruption movement
centring on Thaksin.
But all that is only half of Thailand's story. The other half is what to do about the Thaksin
regime. Many things have been tried, including a military coup in 2006, a new constitution
in 2007 to contain politicians like Thaksin, a judicial intervention in 2008, and an opposing
government led by the Democrat Party from December 2008-July 2011, and now an
unprecedented civilian-led attempt to take over the government headed by Thaksin's sister,
caretaker Prime Minister Yingluck Shinawatra. None of these attempts have succeeded in
keeping the Thaksin forces away for good because they are short-cuts. The long, hard
road of having both – of putting down the Thaksin challenge and of maintaining electoral
democracy – requires going to the electorate and convincing them of Thaksin's
manipulation and abuses.

The Yingluck government's disastrous rice-pledging losses and the pro-government red
shirts' earlier disenchantment with the amnesty bill that would have absolved Thaksin along
with government leaders for the May 2010 crackdown are two opportunities that could build
an eventual electoral victory over Thaksin's party machine. To do so requires, first and
foremost, the recognition and respect of ordinary people up and down the provinces and
their ability to exercise their voting rights and equal ownership of Thailand.
We will never know what could
have happened in the electoral
arena if the Democrat Party ran
on an anti-corruption platform,
exposing fiscal burdens the
Yingluck government is passing
on to future generations. The
Democrats' boycott could have
called for a "vote no" campaign to
entice people to vote for no one.
In the nullified April 2006 election, the "vote no" count came out to 38%, while Thaksin's
party garnered 61% running uncontested. With smaller and medium-sized parties together
with the Democrats, this election would likely have seen a considerable dent in Pheu Thai's
results.
Instead the Democrats and the PDRC are calling for a "no vote", turning away from an
electoral democracy that is flawed but indispensable. They demand "reform before
election" but they have been vague on a concrete reform agenda. In fact, the 2007 charter
already includes reforms to shift authority away from elected politicians to the judiciary and
watchdog agencies like the anti-corruption commission.
An amendment during the
Democrats' government also changed the party-list portion from 100 to 125 in the 500member assembly because the Democrats nearly beat Thaksin's vehicle on the party-list
count in the December 2007 polls. The rules are already stacked against the Thaksin side.
What is needed now is the hard work to benefit from those rules.
Many votes this Sunday will not be for Thaksin and Ms Yingluck but will be in support of
Thailand's electoral democracy. It will be the only day that all Thais can feel equal when
they enter the polling booth. The most prominent neon sign in Bangkok should read: No
Thaksin, No Suthep, Yes Democracy. The flaws and defects of Thailand electoral
democracy certainly must be fixed but all Thais are entitled to address them together in
whatever way we can within the system that we have, with warts and all.
Thitinan Pongsudhirak is associate professor of International Political Economy and director
of the Institute of Security and International Studies, Faculty of Political Science,
Chulalongkorn University.
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Police seemingly stood by as caches of war weapons were assembled; now the junta can
cool the crisis by bringing justice to bear. Large caches of war weapons have been seized
by authorities since the ruling National Council for Peace and Order (NCPO) issued an
order on May 29 people for to hand over military hardware to the authorities.

Anyone arrested in possession of war weapons will be tried in a military court and faces
between two and 20 years in jail if found guilty, according to the junta's order. In the two
weeks since, more than 1,500 guns, 900 grenades and thousands of rounds of ammunition
– much of it for assault rifles – have been seized or surrendered. Adding to the pile are the
M-16 and AK-47 assault rifles, M67 and rocket-propelled grenades found "abandoned" in
many provinces – most likely as a result of the NCPO order and its accompanying threat of
lengthy imprisonment.
The NCPO order and its
dramatic effect contrasts sharply
with the action – or rather, lack of
action – taken by police over the
six months of street protests
leading up to the coup that
ousted the Pheu Thai-led
government. Police never made
any arrests in connection with
the series of attacks on
anti~government protests prior to
the May 22 coup.

In the six months of rallies led by the People's Democratic Reform Committee, starting in
late November and continuing until the military intervened, 28 protesters and bystanders
were killed and more than 800 injured by unknown assailants armed with military-grade
weapons. We now know that those weapons were just the tip of the iceberg, a fraction of
the armouries of military hardware being stockpiled across the country to wage political
violence. Many of those arrested in connection with the illegal caches have been found to
have political links.

All this has intensified the focus on the police and their failure to prevent this dangerous
"military build-up" and the attacks on protesters. There are strong suggestions that the
police failed to do their job properly because they were also embroiled in the political crisis.
Law enforcers were repeatedly accused of siding with the politicians in power and acting
against anti-government protesters.
Many allege that senior police officers allowed
themselves to become pawns of politicians. Evidence for these allegations came with the
breakdown in security and the unchecked spread of political violence, which military
commanders led by Army chief General Prayuth Chan-ocha cited as the motive behind their
decision to seize power.

Now the junta must justify its action by returning security to the country and getting rid of the
illegally stockpiled war weapons. Authorities also need to focus on preventing weapons
from being smuggled out of military or police arsenals by men in uniform. In order to avoid
allegations of double standards, men in uniform found in illegal possession of war weapons
should face the penalties under the NCPO order. If it wants to make good on its pledge to
"bring back happiness to the people", the junta must ensure that all those caught fomenting
violence are punished according to the law, regardless of their political or military
connections.

FOREIGN FRIENDS NEED TO HELP REFORM BID
Bangkok Post Surakiart Sathirathai Wednesday, June 11, 2014

Soldiers sweep near Victory Monument during a clean-up day last week. Life in Bangkok
has mostly returned to normal following the May 22 coup, but foreign governments must
now help the country move forward rather than offering knee-jerk reactions to the military
takeover, says former deputy prime minister Surakiart Sathirathai. APICHART JINAKUL
It is never easy to justify a coup. The international standards of governance, with their
emphasis on democracy and human rights, that have evolved in the West over centuries
are now considered almost a natural, and certainly desired, state of affairs by those
countries.
This attitude has engendered an almost knee-jerk rejection and automatic
condemnation of any military involvement in politics regardless of circumstances, and it has
tended to act as a bar to any real search for a sympathetic or even fair-minded analysis of
the reasons behind such actions. But for true foreign friends and allies of Thailand, instead
of haste knee-jerk reactions, why not try to recognise that this time will allow the country to
build a stronger foundation for democratic governance that will make our partnership and
alliances more mutually beneficial?
What we had in Thailand before last month was not the kind of governance that Thai people
either deserve or expect. At best it could be described as "a dysfunctional democracy" but
probably more accurately as one which ignored some of the essential and very basic
principles of any true democracy – respect for the law, equality before the law, good
governance, and a system of checks and balances. We also had a situation where rice
farmers were not being paid for their crops as promised by the government. A great many
had to enter into debt that they could not afford. Some were driven to suicide in their
despair.
We had a situation where anti-government protesters were being attacked almost nightly.
Scores of people were being killed and hundreds were being injured. As anger mounted
among the protesters with threats of escalating violence, tension was growing among both
the pro- and anti-government protest groups.
The caretaker government seemed
increasingly and seriously incapable of maintaining law and order. Nor was it able, by law,
to engage in any policy decisions or allocate funding for policy implementation. The
situation warranted that no election could be held that would be acceptable to all parties in
the conflict.
Despite many reconciliation efforts by a great many well-intentioned people, be they
business people, scholars, technocrats, and others, politicians refused to compromise or
offer a way out. An agreed peaceful breakthrough to this most difficult impasse became
desperately and totally unattainable. We faced such a deadlock that a threat of civil war
seemed real.
Today, the violence and killings have stopped, the real threat of a
bloodbath and subsequent civil war averted. Debts that the government owed to rice
farmers have been duly paid within a mere couple of weeks, ending their despair. This is
not a question of condoning the action by the military, but recognizing that we have now
exited from a dreadful stalemate, which disastrously crippled this country for more than six

months, and we have done so without further bloodshed. Now is the time for looking
forward to the future, to avoid the recurrence of past mistakes.
Thailand has been a longstanding partner of all the major powers. We are the oldest treaty
ally of the United States in Southeast Asia and an old ally of other Western countries.
Thailand was instrumental in establishing Asean and the Asia Cooperation Dialogue of
which more than 30 countries in Asia are members. We are an active participant in Apec
and the Asia-Europe Meeting. We have played a constructive role in the East Asia Summit
where both the US and Australia are members. We have started our discussions, as
invited by the US, on the Trans-Pacific Partnership and we are an active member of the
largest-to-be regional free trade area, the Regional Comprehensive Economic Partnership
where Asean, China, Japan, South Korea, India, Australia and New Zealand are members.
We enjoy fruitful partnerships with regional and international friends on a variety of fronts,
whether it is political, economic, security or social cooperation extending to disaster relief
and the environment. Thailand has paid her dues and played her part in the fostering of
international peace, security and progress. Being the second-largest economy in Asean,
Thailand provides a productive and profitable base of operations for a wide range of
international manufacturers, investors and service industries.
These
economic realities make Thailand's active role in such various intra-regional and interregional partnerships bear fruit and mutual benefit for all concerned. It certainly is in the
interest of all should they continue to do so.
The temporary administration of the country by the military must not and does not change
any of these basic facts nor compromise the prospect of a continuing dynamic future for the
Thai economy. Nor should it affect the role Thailand has played for such mutual benefit.
Thailand will continue to seek to play a positive role in the international community, the role
that continues to be of great value to our friends and allies. We surely trust that they, too,
continue to see the same benefits. On the domestic front, this is now a unique opportunity
through a comprehensive reform process to improve on the many shortcomings and failings
of our previous politics.
In short, we have the precious opportunity to make mid-course corrections and push a reset
button for an improved common future where all Thai people shall be the beneficiaries.
The train of reform should not leave anyone behind. We shall soon be returning to
democracy but with strengthened institutions to safeguard the proper rule of law with
enhanced transparency and honesty in public life, genuine public participation and
effective checks and balances of the executive branch. The test of when and how we can
achieve the necessary reforms and to have democracy restored, however, is not just the
simple matter of setting an election date. An election in any proper democratic process
must be one that reassures a better future and forward progress to all the citizens alike.
An election that brings an ongoing impasse, greater divisiveness, corruption and abuse of
power should not be an election desired by any democracy as we know it. The reform

agenda must involve better governance through greater transparency, respect for the law,
strengthened anti-corruption processes, proper punishment of offenders, reduced powers
and a decentralization of the state bureaucracy, and full participation by all levels of society
in the legislative process. Proper and effective checks and balances for the executive
branch of our government must be high on the agenda. This is a process that our
longstanding friends and partners around the world, who are genuinely interested in the
establishment of a true and functioning democracy in Thailand, should fully support and
become part of.
Exchange of views and ideas, offering expertise and practical
experiences on any of the reform agenda – all with a view as to how a better functioning
democracy can be achieved and, as importantly, sustained – are what we look for from our
foreign friends.
As democracies around the world go through testing times, we look for partnership from our
friends for this unique opportunity to help embed genuine democracy in our country rather
than megaphone critiques or the mere demand of an early election date. What we seek,
after so much sacrifice has been made and after so many failed trial and error experiments
over so many years, is now to put down firm roots for a fully functioning, sustainable and
deliverable democracy for the benefit of all Thai people. This should be the right way
forward, with friends working together side by side as true partners in a unique undertaking
to achieve ideals and standards in governance that in hard practical terms will offer better
lives and greater hope for all Thai people – and through so doing contribute to greater
stability and an enhanced future for our whole region.
Dr Surakiart Sathirathai is a former deputy prime minister and former foreign minister of
Thailand.

