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Chapter TII

Thailand’s Mons
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difficult to decide who old days, Mon
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themselves as Thai, but if one coyld count those who claim,a strong
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100,000. If one restricted the count to those who speak Mon fluently,
the number would be much smaller ; if ohe counted everyone with some

level of Mon ancestry, the number would be many times larger.
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Brian L. Foster in his research on Mon communities ,

carried out in 1973 |, revealed that most of the main Mon settlements at
the ime were near Bangkok. The largest extended along both banks of
the Chao Phya River from Pakret district, which is in today,s Nonthaburi

province , to the border of Ayudha second largest group
was probably that in Ratchab w&k Mae Klong River in
the Ban Pong and Pho 13 Wknown group is no
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ascription , carried'out in 1994 , reveals that most of the soclo-

cultra b0 SIAINIAIN B @(%Je ess

distinct. Mon communities in general have held fast to the traditions

of their people in Myanmar virtully all of which are related to Mon-style
Buddhism. One of the most spectacular and distinctive of these

traditions is the funeral ceremony of venerable Mon monks. Self-
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ascription, the meaning of an individual’s being Mon , varies from place
to place. Mon people in Kanchanaburi and Ratchaburi provinces , for
example , describe themselves as Phya Ram’s descendants and strongly
adhere to Mon Buddhist values and tradition ; Mon-ness is usually

Wdhists and loyal to “Muang
‘ &on temple or Wat is -

associated with a state of being a

M the Mon State
recognized as being a cen e%j)fzdon religious and
cultural activities. Mo ! . mples from Thai

temples by looking for th a swan on top,

as a symbol of Mon-n vince form the

largest Mon concentrati intain well-defined

Mon cultural boundaries. Kret and some in
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are known to be wealtily IC2 CIE, present-generation

offsprings educated in o 6}Cla.l Thai schools seem to be unwilling to
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In respect of Mon socio-cultural boundaries, it is widely

recognized that among other ethno-linguistic components , the Mon

language has declined and that busting urban life as well as modern
surroundings have robbed Mon communities around Bangkok of the
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colorful traditional atmosphere which characterizes their up-country
counterparts. Thailand’s  modernization process is argued to be a
significant factor eroding the strength of Mon socio-cultural boundaries
across Thailand. For example, soaring land prices , a consequence of
Bangkok’s rapid urban expansion unding provinces , has
induced a number of Mon. VI@ W bun and Pathumtani
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Even more significant arg’s 025 pulsory education

which is centered upon contributed to the
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leen the disintegrative impact of Thailand’s
modernization upon Thailand’s Mon communities, leading to the
inadequate state of linguistic unity, most of the new generation of

Thailand’s Mon , educated in state run schools , no longer speak the Mon
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language in the same way as their parents. The culture and languge of
ethnic minority children is neither taught nor recognised as an additional
skill. However, the Mon language still plays a signifant role within their

own community life, especially at markets in Ratchaburi. Even at

provincial schools supervised by the wp uthority , the Mon language
is spoken within the pﬂva@ ‘ /@aﬁcaﬁon and raises no
serious problems even W"-e lsts%cfﬁcml language.
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particular have harboured a strong sense of ethnic nationalism. With the

exception of some of those Thai Mons who have been closely involved

with the New Mon State Party, most Mons are found to nurture what
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should be classified as a sense of remotely euphoric , rather than strong
ethnic Mon nationalism accounted for by their working actively in
conjunction with the existing Mon organizations , such as the Thai
Raman Association and the Mon Youth Association for Mon cultural

revival programme.
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