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Politics of Protest: Bias behind “Mob”
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Abstract

Nowadays the political conflict, in term of protest, has significantly changed,
from the conflict between Thai state and peoples on the living hood to the confrontation
between peoples who have extremely different political belief. Moreover this new conflict
deeply infiltrates into the whole society, the basic of social unit, family. Besides of facing
the unusual violence of conflict, to understanding this condition encounters radically the
ordinary myths of this direct political participation. These are some premises of hiring
protest, the third hand or even the dispersed order mostly ending with deaths or the
coup d'etat. This article frames to study the political incident during 2006-2009,
especially the riot on April 13, 2009 or known as “Blood April 2009” which seemed to be
the milestone of the modern Thai politics. These political movements need to be
seriously and carefully rethink.

To understanding this new conflict, the most important problem is to define the
word “mob” as “protest” which has obviously evidence in the Transliteration Dictionary of
the Royal Institute (2006). This is absolutely odd to the ideal democratic society

especially the Western, which mob by the technical term means both unruly/fickle crowd



and crowd, but in the political and sociological terms this word historically drive into the
categorization of social collective behavior. Using “mob” in Thai therefore reflects to the
unawareness on the dimensions of pattern and/or procedure of gathering which
naturally led to what sociologists called “collective behavior” with the difference of
violent practice. In the political views, this is an indicator for categorizing the peaceful
protest under the constitution and the unlawful protest, or mob. In addition, this indicates
the level of democratization in each political society as well.

By the way, the main hypothesis of this article is that, if the word “mob” is
specifically use in the meaning of unruly/fickle crowd, it will be helpful to understand the
difference of political movement in each stage. This also means to legitimize the right to
protest according to the democratic doctrine and, in the other words making the new
social condition without political bias on protest in our society. Therefore this would be
an approach to solve the current political conflict.
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