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## 6584006124 : MAJOR INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT STUDIES
KEYWORD:

Su Myat Thwe : Intersectionality and Livelihoods of Conflict-Induced Displaced Myanmar Women in Mae Sot,
Thailand. Advisor: Assoc. Prof. Dr. NARUEMON THABCHUMPON, Ph.D.

The Sustainable Development Goals Report (2022) highlighted the global displacement crisis as 24.5 million
population impacted by conflict by mid-2021; 311 out of every 100,000 people worldwide seeking refuge outside their
country of origin[1]. The cycle of migration to Thailand from Myanmar has a special history with many intersecting factors of
forced migration and a new trend emerges following 1st February 2021: only 1,527 cases in 9 shelters[2]; 986,670 regularized
as migrant workers in 2021[3]; tens of thousands of unrecorded. The role of Myanmar’s unsung heroines cannot go forgotten.
From a sociocultural conservative country with a constitution drafted by a patriarchal institution, women have increasingly
involved in the revolution either as active actors or as a rearguard while armed resistance intensifies - 44% of Myanmar
regularized workers in Thailand are women when most of the job openings for women tend to be in informal sectors[4]. Due
to the fast-paced development of the conflict in Myanmar, while the prolonged civil unrest or the recent events are often
viewed from a traditional security lens, the subtlety of women’s role in the cross-border settlement and the elusive nature of
intersectionality in non-convention party state are rarely approached from a human security perspective.

This research provides a gendered intersectionality perspective on academic studies of human security in
conflict-induced cross-border livelihoods while, at the same time, accentuating the resilience of women in displacement
situations during conflict times amidst the elusive nature of discrimination at different levels. Through focusing on the human
security of Myanmar women in Mae Sot asking how the unfulfilled aspects of human rights in country-of-origin Myanmar
and prejudice towards individual identities they hold onto intersect with getting legal protection and socioeconomic standing
in the host country Thailand, which livelihood assets the individuals have and in what ways the actors are ensuring such have
been explored through integrative inputs from expert practitioners and community actors to introduce how transdisciplinary
approach to participatory humanitarian assistance can help build the resilience of such population to achieve sustainable
livelihoods.

[1] UN DESA (2022). The Sustainable Development Goals Report 2022 - July 2022. New York, USA: UN
DESA. © UN DESA. https://unstats.un.org/sdgs/report/2022/

[2] TBC (2021, 2022). Refugee Camp Population: January 2021 vs Refugee Camp Population: December 2022.
The Border Consortium.

[3] ILO. (2022). TRIANGLE in ASEAN Quarterly Briefing Note: Myanmar (July to September 2022).
Bangkok: International Labour Organization.

[4] Sakulsri, T. (2022). Challenges of Labor Migrants to Thailand: Issues of Bilateral Agreements for the
Employment of Workers in the Greater Mekong Subregion (GMS). Journal of Population and Social Studies.

Field of Study: International Development Studies Student's Signature ..........ccccceveeerennenne
Academic Year: 2022 Advisor's Signature ..........cccoeeeevreenene.
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CHAPTER1

INTRODUCTION

1.1. Background of the Research

While talks on the unachieved indicators of 2030 Agenda for Sustainable
Development are ongoing despite considerable accomplishments recorded up to 2019,
Human Development Report 2021-22 (UNDP) underscored these reversals in human
development for almost every country causing uncertain times, unsettled lives- are of
not only by the destructive impacts of COVID-19 pandemic on global trade and
cooperation, but also by the conflicts from failed diplomacy in different sides of the
world causing humanitarian crises interlinking with both direct and indirect impacts
of the pandemic itself and threats to different layers of human security.

(The Sustainable Development Goals Report, 2022) highlighted that cost-of-living

crisis felt around the world have led to millions more people living in extreme poverty

and suffering from increased hunger compared to pre-pandemic levels, lives of close

to 15 million people lost from straining global health systems and disrupted essential
health services posing major threats to progress in fighting other deadly diseases,
significant effects on learning and wellbeing of estimated 147 million children who

missed more than half of in-person instruction over the past two years. The

socioeconomic fallout has disproportionately affected women as they struggled for
food security due to lost jobs, disadvantaged from limited mobility shouldering

unpaid care work burdens, and suffered in silent from intensifying domestic violence.
1.1.1. Global Crisis of Conflict-Induced Displacement
Migration and human mobility are a complex historical phenomenon. While (I10M,

World Migration Report 2022, 2021) reported the estimates of international migrants
in the world as per 2020 statistics at 281 million and claimed this number reflecting

only 3.6 per cent of the global population meant staying in home country is a norm
despite the globalization. However, that changed over time with, as COVID-19 related

immobility gradually lifted, great majority of people suffer from livelihoods peril in

aftermaths of pandemic choosing for economic migration, those resettling to similar



geographic planes as undetected climate change effects escalated, and communities

moved out of homes due to push factors as conflicts befell on them.
By mid-2021, the number of people forced to flee their countries due to war, conflict,

persecution, human rights violations, and events seriously disturbing public order had

grown to 24.5 million; which marked the highest absolute number on record with, 311

out of every 100,000 people worldwide are refugees outside their country of origin,

44 per cent rise from cross-border displacement data in 2015 (United Nations, 2022).

This was hugely reflecting the worst refugee crisis in recent history more than 6
million people, the majority of whom are women and children, moving out of Ukraine
as of 23 May 2022 records.

While the wars and conflicts imposed huge security threats to life and living in

homelands; but cross-border migration routes were no different. According to the
International Organization for Migration's Missing Migrants Project, the brutality of

these paths caused deaths of 5,895 people fleeing their countries in 2021 alone,

making it the deadliest year on record for migrants since 2017. Cross-border migration

resulting from conflict-induced displacement has become a pressing global issue, with
profound implications for the affected individuals, host countries, and regional
stability.

While world’s focus is on the shock waves sent by Russia’s invasion of Ukraine,
(ICG, 2023) also highlighted there are several other conflicts around the world
creating similar political and economic ramifications if not as considered a proxy as
the Europe war is. However, the Eurocentric takes focusing on first world’s
involvement in such conflicts have completely left a conflict as tragic as Ukraine, if
not suffering more causalities. While eyes are on human mobility within Europe, the
forgotten crisis of forced migration is alarming increasing for neighboring countries
of conflict-stricken Myanmar.

1.1.2. Conflict in Myanmar: Renewed crisis of displacement

This paper focuses on the specific case of cross-border migration in Thailand, which
has been significantly influenced by the renewed political and military crisis in

Myanmar. The deteriorating political situation in Myanmar has led to an escalation of



violence, human rights abuses, and widespread insecurity, forcing many people to flee
their homes and seek refuge across the border. The political and military crisis in
Myanmar has had a significant impact on the neighboring country's migration
dynamics.

This

displacement and livelihoods security is more evitable

humanitarian crisis on conflict-induced
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in the case of Myanmar and Thailand where the two

countries share the border of 2,416 km (Burma, 2022)

length starting from tripoint with Laos up to coast of
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Andaman Sea coast in the south. Such geographical e TERTeTs
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proximity has facilitated the movement of displaced

individuals seeking safety and stability. The crisis has e

led to a sharp increase in the number of Myanmar

nationals crossing the border into Thailand, driven by

the urgent need for protection and the search for a =+
better future. rlgure 1
The consequences of conflict-induced displacement are multifaceted and have far-
reaching implications for the individuals and communities involved. Displaced
individuals often face immense challenges, including limited access to basic services,
livelihood opportunities, and adequate healthcare. They also confront legal and
administrative hurdles due to their undocumented status, which further exacerbates
their vulnerability and restricts their rights. Thailand has traditionally been a host
country for refugees and migrants, with a history of accommodating displaced
populations from neighboring countries. However, the renewed political and military
crisis in Myanmar has placed significant strain on the country's resources and
infrastructure. The sudden influx of displaced individuals has overwhelmed existing
support systems, created urgent humanitarian needs and stretched the capacity of both
the Thai government and humanitarian organizations to provide assistance.

By analyzing the specific context of cross-border migration in Thailand and the
impact of the renewed crisis in Myanmar, this study aims to contribute to a better
understanding of the complexities surrounding conflict-induced displacement. It seeks

Map of Thailand-
Myanmar border [WikiCommon]



to inform policy discussions and interventions that can effectively address the needs
of displaced populations, protect their rights, and promote their integration and well-
being within host communities. Ultimately, a comprehensive approach is necessary to
ensure the provision of humanitarian assistance, address the root causes of the
conflict, and work towards sustainable peace and stability in both Myanmar and
Thailand.

1.2. Problem Statement

1.2.1. Cross-border Migration from Myanmar to Thailand
The cycle of migration to Thailand from Myanmar is a very special case with many
forced migration factors intersecting with regular, undocumented, and seasonal

economic migration particularly since Myanmar struggled with ongoing civil unrest

along the Thailand's neighboring ethnic areas for decades. The nine temporary shelters
along Thai-Myanmar border as listed by The Border Consortium (2021) recorded

79,523 population in Ban Mai Nai, Soi Ban Mae Surin, Mae La Oon, Mae Ra Ma
Luang, Mae La, Umpiem Mai, Nu Po, Ban Don Yang and Tham Hin at the end of

January 2021 in addition to those in workforce registered or undocumented.

The political unrest in Myanmar unfolded following the declaration of state of

emergency on 1% February 2021 by Tatmadaw ilitary of Myanmar) transferring all
political powers to the Commander in Chief. Toppling of the civilian government and

arresting of former cabinet members on grounds of alleged electoral fraud had led to

resistance movement by the citizens which the armed oppressions followed.

Intensifying armed oppressions on civilians and resuming attacks on ethnic areas

under ceasefire agreement escalated into full-blown civil war across the country. This
has pushed many people out of homes and resulted both internal and cross-border
displacements.

While tens of thousands of Myanmar people fled the country for life and economic
security, (Refugee Camp Population: December 2022) reported barely 1,527 cases
increased from February 2021 to December 2022 for the refugee camps. This showed

that the tracing on conflict-induced cross-border displacement from Myanmar to



Thailand is highly impossible. Those in search to gain some legal status, instead of

going into the shelters, relied on the regularization program with amnesties granted

periodically by the Thai government in the name of “Management of migrant workers
from Cambodia, Laos, Myanmar and Vietnam for Thailand's restoration.» It allowed

those irregular migrants recruited by the employers under a recognized industry to be
registered in accord with cabinet resolutions as 986,670 Myanmar people did during
those rounds on 13 July 2021 and 28 September 2021 (ILO, 2022).

1.2.2. Unsung heroines: post-coup livelihoods of Myanmar migrant women
Talking about the displaced population and how they suffer from atrocities of the

conflict, the important role of Myanmar women shall not be forgotten. While being a

sociocultural conservative country where the 2008 constitution in force was drafted

by patriarchal institution ‘Tatmadaw-, the revolution this time has shone light upon the
role of females. In addition to having increasing number of female activists such as
Esther Ze Naw Bamvo and Ei Thinzar Maung listed in TIME's most influential 100

and increasing ratio of females in the cabinet of shadow civilian government National

Unity Government (NUG), parts of the resistance are also organized and carried
mainly by women such as female-dominated health and education workforce taking
up largest ratio of the renowned civil disobedience movement (CDM) movement, or

Federation of General Workers Myanmar spearheading the mass public protest and

still leading labor strikes. The aspect of women is further highlighted either politically
or economically, with men joining ethnic armed organizations or people’s defense

forces to take on protector job for the oppressed civilians, when women take on the
breadwinner status of the families without male figure to make income and provide,
care children and elderly, manage socioeconomic sustainability of households, and to

financially support those in resistance acts.

Even from the accounted regularized 1,556,408 Myanmar migrant workers as of
September 2022 (ILO), 44« are women. Myanmar women as part of Thailand's

regular workforce already play a huge role in the infamous seafood processing

industry as well as in the garment factories and seasonal agricultural labor. Even



though most jobs available for migrant women are in un-regularized industries such as
domestic care and sex entertainment pushing them to stay without any legal protection
or social welfare entitlements, Myanmar women in Thailand are still sustaining their

economic standing to provide for families and comrades back home.

The silent outcry of these population amidst inapplicability of renowned ‘durable
solutions’ is heartbreaking and yet how such marginalization happened at policy
nexus is under addressed.

The disregarded second exile that Myanmar displaced women were forced to be in is
an intersectionality of several discriminations as well as the lack of protection from

both the home and host countries. But they are not weak at all despite them silently

enduring the numerous abuses and many overlooking the fearless roles Myanmar
women take on for the family, the community or the country, the threats to human

security for these heroines shall no longer go unspoken.
1.3. Research Questions

This research is approached through intersectionality of marginalized identities in
terms of the multifaceted layers of human security with the focus on identifying the

vulnerabilities in cross-border livelihoods and the resilience-building.

Main research question is “What are the human security concerns for displaced
Myanmar women migrant workers to build resilience in cross-border livelihoods?-
This question is further broken down into two sub-questions as follows: -

a. How are the marginalized identities impacting political and economic security
— in structural context?

b. In what ways such intersectionality has created vulnerabilities in cross-border

livelihoods and what are the adaptive responses through human agency?
By answering these questions, this intended transdisciplinary research integrates
scientific knowledge of academics and applied experience of the practitioners to
create holistic approach to understand how the actors help build the resilience to

achieve sustainable livelihoods.



1.4. Objectives of research

The objectives conducting research on the issue are:

1. To assess multifaceted human security concerns amidst sustainable livelihoods

efforts of Myanmar women in cross-border displacement as societal problem.

2. To explore the intersectionality of marginalized identities in the context of human
security for bridging the gap between knowledge and practice.

3. To analyze the sustainable livelihood approaches in-use by the actors on ground

helping to enhance resilience of the affected community.

With that, this paper aims to fill the academic gap in conflict-induced displacement

nexus from lens of human security as intersectionality is applied through integrative

research to propose possible countermeasures to achieve sustainable livelihood.
1.5. Key Arguments

The main argument is that the marginalization creates vulnerabilities in cross-border
livelihoods in interconnecting aspects of human security - especially in political and
economic securities - based on this case study of being a displaced woman from
conflict-induced home country ‘Myanmar- living as undocumented irregular migrant
worker in foreign country <Thailand-.

It is explored through sub argument that, by using transdisciplinary approach with
integrative inputs from expert practitioners and community actors, participatory
humanitarian assistance can help build the resilience of such community to achieve

sustainable livelihoods.
1.6. Significance of research

This research is to be served as intersectionality perspective on academic studies of

human security in conflict-induced cross-border livelihoods while, at the same time,

accentuating the resilience of women in displacement situation during conflict times

amidst elusive nature of discrimination at structural level. Through focusing on human

security of Myanmar women in Mae Sot, the explorative research asked how the

unfulfilled aspects of human rights in country-of-origin Myanmar and prejudice in



host country Thailand towards individual identities they hold onto intersect with

getting legal protection and socioeconomic standing in such a transit situation.

As the way forward, this paper can help participating organizations and other actors to
identify the specific needs of the displaced population living in Mae Sot, in terms of
both immediate and tertiary human security concerns endangering their livelihoods

and formulate effective and efficient development programs targeted for resilience-
building in a constrained status. This research paper, as scientifically carried out and

peer reviewed, could serve as policy brief for the humanitarian assistance of irregular
migrants in Thailand as well as guiding paper in intersectionality for future policy

implementation initiatives under the national screening mechanism or that alike.

In summary, the significance of the study lies in its contribution to the field of
international development studies, particularly in the context of conflict-induced
displacement, as study aligns with the broader goals of reducing inequalities (SDG
10) and peace, justice, and strong institutions (SDG 16). By identifying the specific
individual needs and structural vulnerabilities of the displaced population, the study
can contribute to the allocation of government spending and resources to sectors that
benefit women and vulnerable groups. Not only that, shedding light on the interplay
between Myanmar women’s unfulfilled human rights, social prejudices, and their
pursuit of legal protection and socioeconomic standing in Thailand also brings forth
the financial burdens and recruitment costs they face, contributing to an understanding
of the economic dimensions of migration and displacement. By examining the
resilience of displaced women with multiple intersecting identities, it goes beyond just
comparing the two opposite counterparts such as ‘male’ vs ‘female’ or ‘citizens’ vs
‘immigrants’ but brings out the unique experiences told by the individual themselves
and the challenges each household face through the lens of caregiver, With that, the
study helps informs policy and humanitarian interventions that promote the well-
being and empowerment of individuals, households and even communities in Mae Sot
with one or all of marginalized identities, and ultimately, foster more inclusive and

effective approaches for irregular migrants in Thailand.



CHAPTER 11
LITERATURE REVIEW AND CONCEPTUAL FRAMEWORK

2.1. Neglected Population: Uncertain Times and Unsettled Lives

While people moving from places to places searching for fertile lands and better
livelihood opportunities is what it may have shaped the ecology as a whole, the
complex nature of migration in lack of direction where various forms of violence or

exclusion often goes unrecorded. With the arrival of sustainable development goals
(SDGs) (United Nations), livelihoods, gender equality, power relations, institutional

structures, crimes, and justice have been mainstreamed into development studies

together with the whole discourse of migration - especially where people are forced
into the vulnerable status. Sovereign states are not only responsible for facilitation of
orderly and safe migration through planned and well-managed policies under indicator

7 of SDG 10, but also to protect labor rights of all migrants and take immediate
measures to eradicate any form of exploitations with special attention given to
unnoticed forms of violence against women and children 5.2, 5.3, 8.7, 8.8, 16.2; SDG
2030).

Since the history of migration and the patterns of mobility are of a cobweb nature, it is
inevitable but to see overlapping characteristics in a migrant especially in a south-
south regional context. Thailand has been no stranger to the influx of conflict-induced
refugees but the limitations with their legal terminology put a constraint to clearly
understand who a refugee really is, or how forced displacement is generally

considered in the public administrative mechanisms of Royal Thai Government

(RTG). This paper starts of by trying to understand which legally practicable scope that

this new population from Myanmar fit into in terms of best upholding for their rights

and dignity on contesting debates of identity.
2.1.1. Defining Displacement and Refugees: Voluntary vs Forced Migration

Refugees or, as generally considered, people seeking refuge in a place other than their

homes can be understood in different senses as it lacks one universally true definition.

Looking at the literary definition of the word -refugee’, (Cambridge) specifies
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departing from a country location saying it is a person who has escaped from their
own country for political, religious, or economic reasons or because of a war; while
(Oxford) generalizes the original home as just any context a person who has been
forced to leave their country or home, because there is a war or for political, religious

or social reasons. (Merriam-Webster) emphasizes on destination location and fear in

general, including but not limited to a country, that person is the one who flees to a
foreign country or power to escape danger or persecution; but the former two sources

expand the reasoning behind the move to include non-immediate push factor such as
economic reasons and even to allow the existence of choice.

The thin line between voluntary and involuntary choices to migrate makes the

discourse of refugee studies difficult. For one person in their whole life, they may
have to go through different levels of mobility either temporary or permanent. There

are hardly very few percentages of the world population who did not have history of

migration along their line of ancestry. But in this very policy-oriented age of the world

with intensifying geopolitics over borders and sovereignty, the highly legalized labels
do not help but rather handicap the nature of humans to migrate especially when they

face some degree of coercion. The limitations of forced migration seem very apparent
looking at just the term -refugee’ but how do we categorize, under different

international legal instruments, if someone is a refugee, asylum seeker or stateless

person; a migrant or displaced person either internally, cross-border or transnationally;

a victim or survivor of human trafficking; a felon or accomplice of smuggling; a child

on the move protected or abused (Hynes, 2021).

Talking about social justice for refugees in decades, the frameworks introduced were
much limited around border regimes and state protection mechanisms either
internally, bilaterally, or regionally but the accounts of real lived experiences are far

more complex than what those policies let them surface. Disaggregating of politics

and law is what the international definition and protection mechanisms should

embrace. With the supreme instrument of refugee context in practice today being 1951

Convention relating to the Status of Refugees and the associated 1967 Protocol, the

scope was very vaguely even though somewhat more expressively given. In such a
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case, the international, regional, or national bodies struggle to decide on three
characteristics of a person

i.  being unable or unwilling to return to their country of origin - where the

debates of ability persist as the situations changes over time while the
willingness is often a subordinated definition

ii.  owing to a well-founded fear of being persecuted - of which the subjectiveness

of fear to that individual and objectiveness of it to have concrete ground of
reason shall exist together with the burden of proof for actual possible
persecution

ii.  for reasons of race, religion, nationality, membership of a particular social

group, or political opinion - and when the conflicting issue of labelling the

basis lingers if that person needs protection for any of their identities not
entirely fitting under these five categories
What will we do if such a person does not satisfy the above three requisites while the
deciding credibility of their status is often politically and morally influenced? If they
cannot be determined as a refugee seeking refuge in that destination, are we seeing

their migration as voluntary? Especially in the case of a host country being a non-

signatory to refugee convention which national authorities have rejected responsibility

to receive and shelter non-citizens, how will those <recognized-, -undetermined- or
‘rejected’ of refugee status under the international convention be defined and

protected?
With the 1951 convention was shaped primarily on the circumstances of migration in
Europe, the term refugee embodied mostly about the flight status of a person who is

seeking of freedom in a safe(r) nation state. However, (Zolberg, 1989) theorized that
creation of nation-states was in itself a refuge generating process, for which the human

mobility is in anthropological nature and it no way should have been illegal, as he

argued that refugees being a by-product of social change pushed into political
categorizing. Following that, the original meaning of the refugee may best lie in the

assumption of a person who is worthy of being, and ought to be, assisted and

protected from the causes - not confining to the above five reasons of race, religion,
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nationality, membership of a particular social group, or political opinion - and
consequences if necessary (Goodwin-Gill, 1996).
Despite the several arguments about exclusionary definition of the -refugee’ in

international laws and politicized historical framing of those, there are still many

states, even being a party to the convention and,or having their own well-structured

refugee status determination instruments, the treatments towards the refugees grow
more and more negative oftentimes viewing them as undeserving of protection,
burdens to the country, threats to national security, dependents to the citizens, bogus
in nature, devils to the local resources, terrorizing problems or even over victimizing

their vulnerabilities. (Malkki, 1995) pointed out that almost all the asylum states and

international agencies dealing with refugees tend to share the premise that refugees

are not just ordinary people but necessarily a problem. It is undeniable truth that

getting refugee status and legal protection is hardly possible in any party state; and

that the unprotected population at non-party state being intentionally neglected has
become a common case.

Narrowing down to situation in Thailand, the enforceable power of 1951 Convention

is vested to the United Nations High Commissioner for Refugees (UNHCR) alone as it

being the only agency with mandate to protect refugees cornering a principle known

as non-refoulement (Hynes, 2021). However, with the legal scope of the Kingdom of
Thailand never using the word ‘refugee’, the term in practice has been interchangeably
used as ‘person of concern- by UNHCR while this UN Refugee Agency expands the

latter term from refugees to include asylum seekers, internally displaced persons,
stateless population, those returned and repatriated or even others of concern not

directly fall under such displaced status.

With this broadening concept of refugee, displacement out of original residence

either home, town, province, state or region) was born leading from mere short
distance, repetitive, temporary movements to cross-border, transnational global

movement and permanent resettlement involving corporeal travel of people

themselves, the physical movement of objects i.e. personal belongings and documents,
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intangible move of lived experiences of self, retold narratives of history and

imaginative aspirations for future (Blscher & Urry, 2009). Displacement covers, in

fact, not only the human mobility but also overlapping gang crimes smuggling these
people for border crossing or trafficking them at any stage of such process or even

modern slavery. The tragedies arise due to failure of states protection, if not of their

intentional disregard, and collapse of humanitarian logistics framework, if not
explicitly banned as happened in the case of those from Myanmar seeking refuge in
Thailand.

In this study, one cannot simply disregard the whole context of failed promise for
federal democracy creating civil unrest of seven decades under different military

regimes. Cross-border refuge and repatriation as well as migration and integration are

the two commonly coexisting phenomena that academics and practicians see in

Thailand for the case of people from Myanmar. Thus, displacement itself is best
understood not as a one-off event, but as a process that could last many months or

years with several mobilities evident depending upon whether the displaced are
located in urban areas or camps, whether they have easy access to the basic resources
that they need, whether they are fearful of renewed violence or political stress, and

whether they expect or aspire to return home (Gill , Caletrio, & Mason).

Human displacement cannot be fully understood in all its political, cultural, economic
and technological complexities without looking at the distinctive nature interlocking
mobilities in terms of voluntary and forced migration where the line is often fluid and
arbitrarily drawn (Crawley & Skleparis, 2018) with complex overlap between a
variety of different areas such as context of developing and developed nations,
existence of choice or decision making power to move or stay, movement from one
location to another uncertain of the future or destination, tensions of geopolitics in

such movement creating human security concerns which is of no celebratory cause -

which leads back to complex relationship between degree of push factor with or
without the choice to make decision to move and suffering of a forced migrant due to

lack of protection or even persecution from their state (Gill , Caletrio, & Mason).
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One key question remaining in defining the modern experience of forced or voluntary
movement is that, as there is no single theory of migration (Castles, de Haas, &
Miller, 2014) as international migration is a central feature of the contemporary world
with the political salience of migration strongly increasing in recent years, whether
the simplified frameworks pushed forward in terms of push and pull factors are

applicable in the conflict situation. Castles claimed that the distinction lies in choice

and that forced displacement is often related to not having any choice despite several

other theories of humans holding choice to remain or move in any critical life-death

situation, (Richmond, 1994) insisted the inexistence of single sociological

explanations of conflict or ethnic relations. This is applied to the more commonly
referred label by Thailand for Myanmar cross-border displaced people throughout the
history of off-and-on armed clashes as ‘displaced persons fleeing fighting: or for the
recent influx as ‘fleeing arrest:.

When these discussions in forced migration discourse are narrowed down to the

setting of cross-border movement from Myanmar to Thailand specifically following

the February 2021, (Tun, 2022) defined the push factor as security concerns to reject
the exitance of safer choice, meaning it is either be displaced out of homes or be
suffered from different insecurities, not only limited to five categories under refugee

status determination but also extended to a vastly extensive aspects of security. In the
sense of defining the conflict-induced displacement, the conflict incorporates, but not
limited to, newly witnessed armed clashes and civil warfare. The conflict more

diversely covers the disputes existed before this defined period of post 2021 but

heightened following due to coup d-état - between fascist roots of state’'s military
(Tatmadaw) and oppressed civilians, autocratic regime and democratic politicians,

nationalist ideology and federal process, Burmese chauvinism, and ethnic identity.
2.1.2. Intersectionality in Human Mobility and Livelihoods

Development theories and practice have seen gradual increase in gender sensitive lens
starting from the 1970s with the increasing feminist scholars challenged the

androcentrism of development thinking, the normative assumptions about how
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households, communities, states, regions or the world behave (Bastia,

Intersectionality, migration and development, 2014). Critiques by (Cornwall,

Harrison, & Whitehead, 2007) (Jackson & Pearson, 1998) (Kabeer, 1994) expressed

concerns on persistence of gender-based inequalities across the world especially

visible today in that of developing stage of which are often compounded of not only

gender but also complex social relations and multiple identities. While these create the

basis of inequalities and nurture them to persist even to this day, the interlocked effect
of them is seldom considered in either development theories or development practice

but rather differentiated in separate compartments.

2.1.2.1. Intersectionality beyond Feminist Legal Studies
The approach of testing intersectionality, serving as the analytical tool for these
complex notions under development studies, is rooted in feminist legal theories to link
the power relations with the conjoined nature of oppressions as (Crenshaw, 1991)
took her aspiration from critical race theorists, who rejected class, race and ethnicity
are separate essentialist categories, to emphasize on the interconnection between the

categories creating disadvantages for the people, especially women (Davis, 1983).

Even though different types of inequalities have always been present as a salient issue
within development studies, including issues of race (Kothari, 2006), the uptake of

intersectionality has been rather slow. Intersectionality was proposed as an alternative

approach to tackle identity politics, which made exemplary claims of black men as
subject to racism and white women to sexism (Prins, 2006), leading to obscure the

intra-group differences that black women suffered starting with very visible crime of
gender-based violence quoted as
“In the context of violence against women, this elision of

difference in identity politics is problematic, fundamentally
because the violence that many women experiences are often
shaped by other dimensions of their identities, such as race
and class” (Crenshaw, 1991, p. 1242).

Even though the feminist theories contributed to development studies to underscore

the inequalities that women and non-masculine gender suffer, the intersectionality
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remains largely under-theorized in mainstream development papers especially in the
area of migration politics where the real people are often disregarded under the states
patriarchal standpoints. Intersectionality aims to destabilize discrete forms of

oppression, whereby understanding the categories of oppression to be interconnected
and interdependent, and individual identities, subjected to vulnerable positions in that
specific context, to expose the failure to notice such complexity in the structural

discourse (Squires, 2008).

But further digging into the development literature, (Mohanty, 2019) plated critiques
towards the feminist intersectionality based on Western sisterhood mindset often

victimizing <Third World women’ which is also a form of oppression entrenched in the
capitalist-class system by pushing gender alone as the supreme form of discrimination
disregarding the equal influence of other identities of those women.

The notion of identity can be generally described as a person-s (unbelongingness to

the collective structure of others with many be, but limited to, political, economic,
social, cultural, legal, environmental and technical elements (Hughes, 2006) which

further shape that person-s identity such as nationality, citizenship, race, ethnicity,
religion, spiritual, sex, gender, etc. The important take on these identities is that they

are not innate but rather a social construction, repetitive patterns and personal
preferences which exhibits the position of that specific interlocked identities in that
defined society (Britton, 1991).

Although this phenomenon is visible whether patriarchal or non-patriarchal settings of
migration, the matriarchal shaping of livelihoods and caregiving in the conflict-

induced displacement discourse where men are sent to war and women are left behind
to shoulder all the financial and economic burdens, this study is to specifically focus
on the discourse of Myanmar displaced women in a foreign country where the

impacts may be from either intentional or unintentional activities. But the further
understanding of intersectionality with western-capitalist roots is necessary before

adapting it into post-colonial global south context of more complex cultural
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phenomenon with great differences to that of purely liberal democratic American

black women basis.

Seeing the demand of women in workforce for their unique feminine capabilities as

we now see in domestic and aging care sector beyond their entry to historically male-

dominated industries, it could be argued that intersectionality is just as useful as a tool

to analyze the privilege as it is for vulnerabilities. It is important for the research to not

limit the scope on disadvantages alone but instead keep an open perceptions for
inclusive intersectionality findings where the perceived marginalized identities may
somehow bring about the benefits empowering the resilience as supported by
importance of including both advantage and disadvantage to reveal how collective
identity of gender and nationality intersect with other personal identities such as
marital status, age and education, legal economic standing in displacement discourse
on livelihoods (Kynsilehto, 2011).

This flexibility of intersectionality, even enabling the historical analysis of power
interlinked within traditional social norms and colonial legacy, gender relations
change through the process of migration, on the other hand systematically linked

gender, ethnicity or nationality and class or socioeconomic status (Bastia, 2011).

Extending intersectionality from feminist lens is highly relevant, especially in the
global south migration context, since gender explanatory is only partially conclusive
for the barriers these migrant women face or the choices they made throughout the

cycle of migration.

Women holding economic standing across the border are not purely workers planning
for repatriation or integration for themselves but also daughters, wives and mothers
saving to invest in their aspirations to climb the social ladders in pursuit of higher

class for their families. And the definition of class is an interlinked concept of
collective racial and ethnicity together with individual experiences and perceptions.

This kind of combination seems to be essential to avoid depoliticizing

intersectionality and using it merely as a tick-boxing exercise, as with the well-known

consequences of the widespread use of ‘gender mainstreaming’ (Pearson, 2005).
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Having said this, there are also many studies which adopted -intersectional approach-

such as (Pratt, 1999) did to unpack classism and racism through gendered lens for the

Filipino migrants in Canada. But such studies on labor market or economic migration

did not exactly referenced intersectionality as a concept let alone as a methodology

tool. Seeing that, it may be assumed intersectionality serves more as an essential
thematic approach to gain in-depth insights of other more systematically structured

frameworks.
2.1.2.2. Intersectionality into migration studies: displacement, survival,

and livelihoods
The starting point of intersectionality for migrant populations was gradually

developed over the years as seen in three phases identified by (Prodolliet, 1999). 1

compensatory approach to visualize migrant women in conventional migration

studies, 2 attributive approach to highlight distinct characteristics and experiences
migrant women seeing them as autonomous movers, and 3) power dynamics approach
to construct of masculinity/femininity in the socialization process, the role of the
private/public divide, and exploitationoppression between native and migrant women.

This new embedding intersectionality in migration studies has gradually reached from
noticing the excluded experiences of women to empowering women as actors in labor
market integration in host countries, rising forces in remittance transfers, investors in

home or host countries contributing economic development. However, the points that

(Lutz & Amelina, 2021) made criticizing quantitative studies of socioeconomic
integration relying on a male breadwinner role model to examine such issues as labor
market integration or immigrant fertility does not seem to fit with the global south
settings, especially for Asia context where the role of women was not historically

forbidden but rather included in more feminine perspectives. In such a way, it can be

seen that the literatures have failed to change not only the privileged social position of
scholars but also the white male heteronormative approach when the distinction is
tried to be made between the majority society of citizens and immigrant minorities in

need of integration.
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It is not a shocking secret to say that the people in forced migration status need

immediate integration into the workforce. But it is important to understand that they

are not strategically integrating but rather entering the workforce to secure the

livelihoods in temporary sense, especially for the conflict-induced displacement either
by armed clashes or of political pressures as (South, 2007) highlighted. Integration of

forced migrants into labor market (Muller, Pannatier, & Viarengo, 2022) in the
context of Switzerland or other countries which grant refugee status and protect the

asylum seekers is not only probable but also measurable due to state's official
administrative records and social security data. But even the probability of it was

barred, not to say the empirical measurability, when these forced migrants cannot

even be called as refugees let alone official status. Then, the intersectionality shall not

be confined into European context of immigrants versus citizens but need to be

adapted into specific regional context.

While the intersectional debates by (Collins P. , 1990) argued on critical-political
philosophies of post-structuralism and postcolonialism to present the classical

inequality triad race-class-gender, ethnicityrrace, age/generation, disability/health and
North/South later come into the space (Amelina & Lutz, 2019). The modern unfolding

of refugee situations or migration patterns in general have brought out the importance
of differentiation between the origins of theories and applicability into global south in

general or Asia as a region or cross-border as very specific. Because, even when the
recorded displacements between Thailand-Myanmar have been going on since 1980s,

those crossing the border have never been legally recognized in Thailand as refugee

unless otherwise integrated into the country-s immigration systems.

The divisibility is obvious in identities of displaced people to link back into

intersectionality. While it seems acceptable to test labor-market integration right off

the bat, the barriers to integrate does not only come from the lack of legal status but
also from the geopolitics and strategical marginalization of specific nationalities, such
as Cambodia or Laos Hmong (Savin, Sack, Clarke, Meas, & Richart, 1996). When

there is the state violence from the home and state intentional neglect at the
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destination, should the instant concern of these people - after getting a momentary
chance to keep the life - be to become a labor or should it be to secure the living in

temporary sense? From the perspective that sustaining the livelihoods lies across the

cycles of cross-border displacement and the situations are interconnected most of the

times, various aspects are needed to be scientifically studied for better identification

of intersectionality for their short-medium term livelihoods and how they maymot)
integrate into labor-market as of now or into socioeconomic nexus later.

Thus, to avoid conflicting limits of intersectionality as the only consideration of
challenges in their livelihoods, this paper based upon human security as the sole social

science framework in testing the threats @nd opportunities) to cross-border livelihoods
resulted by vulnerable intersecting identities of Myanmar displaced women. By doing

so, the generalizability is narrowed down to researchable scope of identities which
may be expanded to both oppressions and opportunities under very specific structural

context.

2.1.2.3. Intersectionality and powers: marginalization in the structures
As migration and social norms are mutually constitutive (Lewis & Mills, 2016), the

movements of people can shape and reshape both the home and host societies. Until

late 20™" century, the studies on migration and human mobility have been gender blind
as development studies did due to the assumption of men as primary migrants for

economic -voluntary> migration and women as secondary migrants for associational

migration following the spouses (Donato, Gabaccia, Holdaway, Manalans, & Pessar,

2006). This traditional view excluding women from central idea of migration is no

longer applicable not only in the forced migration context that Myanmar women faces

but also in the voluntary migration of female workers in this twenty-first century labor
market.

Among the several weaknesses of how this newly founded and spreading popularity
approach is not applicable as scientific tool, the first claim made (McCall, 2005) was
the high generalizability of defining powers in a society as the studies are focused

only on lived experiences of the marginalized individuals leading to ‘intra-categorical
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complexity>. The metaphorical debates also include with applicability of
intersectionality - whether it is limited to marginalized identities or expandable to all
identities of both privileges and oppressions (Nash, 2008) - for its anti-exclusionary
school of thought.

Another weakness of the theory is that focusing on the oppressive experiences of

specified characteristics @t the micro-level) neglect the main structural problems
creating such inequalities in the first place n the macro-environment). This exclusion

can unintentionally lead to victimization of such community instead of finding ways
to empower their resilience and wellbeing by adding several other interlinking factors
such as nationality and ethnicity (Yuval-Davis, 2007), migration condition and

transnationalism (Chow, 2011) or disability and religion (Valentine, 2007) even.

While displacement is a political insecurity itself, cross-border livelihood is a mode of
survival is conceptually offered as valuable approach that works through living with
cross-border networks based on place-based differentials as displaced persons use
various tactical means to achieve a relatively good life. New insights into the
geopolitics and biopolitics of border control have been discussed in (Zhou, Wu, & Su,
2022) as the similar but stricter rejection is observed along China-Myanmar border
where the refugee or asylum seeking is outright rejected and yet subjectivity from
refugees to border residents is provided through open doors to explore opportunities
of cross-border trade and jobs for livelihood improvement. This was one of the many
examples on how displaced persons adopt necessary tactics to improve their
livelihood, with or without external help, through their own agency and negotiate with
harsh structural surroundings.

While Thailand is often referred to as ‘transit’ through international refugee policy
and humanitarian intervention organization rhetoric, (Coddington, 2020) argued that
the kingdom produces and maintains the status of transit country as ‘a place where no
one will stay’ through several discursive and material tactics, including security
spectacles, legal maneuvering, and migrant destitution to manage, control and exploit
such populations. In such a very political way of structural marginalization, ethnic
women from Myanmar fleeing the conflict are more prone to livelihood and security

threats as discovered through person-centered perspective adopted by (Koning, 2019)



22

characterizing and measuring violence embedded in displacement, including the
structural violence against women that is perpetuated across displacement contexts
and embodied over time even underlining social and health inequities in host
countries.

2.1.3.Migrant’'s Human Security: (unyprotection nexus in Thailand

When talking about the development of human security as notion in the first place
diverting from traditional military security, it can be assumed of a contesting
philosophy born during cold war era arguing that the states are vulnerable due to their
reliance on military as the sole power source even though it may inevitably cause

conflict and weaken the security (Morgenthau, Thompson, & Clinton, 2005). The

traditional realist view of dominance in international politics and diplomacy persisted
(Hoadley, 2006) while approaching into Cold War Era but the emergence of a new
political environment, where the ‘transnational threats- (Cusimano, 2010) happening

within the own sovereign not between two sovereigns made it obvious that these

transnational multifaceted issues cannot be solved by traditional security notion alone.
When the earlier concept of non-traditional security was first perceived as part of
western neo-liberalism (Ullman, 1983), scholars from Berkeley noted that the first

adoption of a more comprehensive security in East was by Japan in 1978 (Alagappa,

1988) extending the definition of transnational threat to include non-military powers.

Which was gradually seeped into diplomatic philosophies of other neighboring
nations with lesser military power to focus on other socioeconomic issues such as the

perceived threats of immigration waves in terms of non-traditional national security

for host country, bilateral diplomacy and conflict in the region of Asia Pacific
(Dupont, 1996).

The realization of such weaknesses in traditional security and shift towards
comprehensive security is what brought towards the alternative approach to conflict
and security studies which was then advocated by United Nations Development
Programme through publication of the whole ground of human security as a discourse

in 1994 Human Development Report. Since this research project tries to adopt concept

by (UNDP) on human security as the key research guideline, the overlapping context
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of displaced people will be put into find intersectionality between two components of

human security itself, namely: livelihoods security requiring protection from sudden

and hurtful disruption in the patterns of daily life whether in jobs or in communities,
and personal security from chronic threats as hunger, disease and repression in terms

of abuses and exploitations.

The characteristics of incorporating human security into the academic studies and
practical activities have been laid down in (UNDP, Human Development Report

1994: New Dimensions of Human Security, 1994, pp. 20-32) as: human security being

a universal concern; its components to be interdependent; early prevention making

easier to ensure it than later intervention; the basis of philosophy being on people-
centered development; and inclusive decision-making process especially for
vulnerable communities. The framework is to be complementarily used together with

several indicators for premature alarm of threats such as human rights issues, racial

and religious tensions, military expansion, food scarcity, and environmental risks.

Despite the wide dissemination of framework by United Nations agency and a
specific commission called Commission of Human Security being set up in early 21
century, it is widely criticized for being a vague analytical tool in security field where

the threats are utterly invisible to be called as a security concern. (Newman, 2010)

Severely other critiques involve the framework being influenced by globalization and
neoliberalism while proposing contrasting visions of economic integration and social
inclusion; trying to weaken the role of sovereign as the sole responsible institution for

security of the people. But the conclusive review of critiques based on five differing

clusters on conceptual critiques, analytical point of view, political implication, moral
implications and implementations by (Tadjbakhsh & Chenoy, Human Security:
Concepts and Implications, 2007) claimed that the human security concept is an
additional responsibility put on the state acting as a complementary to traditional

security purveyor role.
That, when applied the universality of human security as states’ responsibility to the

context of forced migration where the country of origin lacks the capability to provide

the human security, the country of destination and the country of transit if any shall
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also be held accountable for the provision of human security to those seeking refuge

inside their borders. This responsibility has been extended to all countries under the

scope of international laws, especially under the 1951 Convention and 1967 Protocol
for refugee, beyond refugees to include all people in refugee like situations (Amnesty
International, 2006) for their home government, in this case the State Administrative
Council of the Republic of Union of Myanmar, failing to protect the human security

for these people.

But where does this responsibility lie when a state, such as the Kingdom of Thailand,
rejects on the ground of not being a party to the international convention? Many
countries are yet to be a member of convention for its primary formulation being
centered around the European migrants and not reflecting much on other parts of the
world especially with the trends in the Global South. When looked at ASEAN

specifically, only the Kingdom of Cambodia and the Republic of the Philippines are
party states (Wahab, 2011) while, in reality, those two are placed in the country-of-

origin zone. While some experts claim that not only the refugee convention but also
the other international legal instruments can be extended to those non-party states for

providing protection of human security for all migrants documented or not as human
security is the basic right of a person (Jastram & Achiron, 2001), refugees and

asylum-seekers who live in ASEAN non-signatory countries have to deal with

additional exploitations and structured oppressions due to the lack of protection from

either the host country or the international agencies.

In talking about ASEAN as a regionality with lack of protection for the asylum,
Thailand is of no excuse despite them accepting forced migrants on humanitarian

grounds for four decades starting with Indochina influx (Issa, 2022). As said before,

since Thailand does not recognize refugees, all of them coming will be treated as

illegal migrants and offenders of Immigration Act B.E. 2522 (1979) who can be

subjected to arrest, detention, prosecution and deportation with a few exceptional

leniencies granted on a case-by-case basis only (Chantavanich & Jitpong, 2022). In

talking about leniency or any kind of humanitarian assistance that Royal Thai

Government may grant to those seeking refuge or as they refer to as ‘UNHCR persons
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of concern, very little compassion is shown towards those from neighboring countries

especially for people from politically turmoiled Myanmar with recorded influx since
1984. (Lang, 2001) This reluctance towards displaced people from Myanmar, sticking

to aid on a temporary basis as persons fleeing from fighting but discouraging long-
term stay pushing for repatriation as far as to breaching of non-refoulement, is taken
as a lesson learnt on traditional security measure- for Thai authorities after

experiencing from granting UNHCR for determination, sheltering and resettlement in
helping Indochinese refugees that allowing such can serve as a pull factor for more
people to come to Thailand deteriorating bilateral relationship with the government of
Myanmar as well as putting burden on the kingdom as the sheltering will never be a
temporary thing. (Vungsiriphisal, Chusri, & Chantavanich, 2014)

Due to cases of repatriation programs that previous previously took place before the
pandemic, many of those refusing to return and of new displaced live outside of the

temporary shelters along Thailand-Myanmar border to not be restricted of freedom

and rights as those camps are managed directly by the Ministry of Interior, Kingdom

of Thailand. (Lang, 2002) The whatever relief programmes provided to displaced
persons on cross-border have been a relatively little publicized, politicized or

internationalised response, mostly managed and provided by local committees
representing the displaced and NGO service providers, with only minor engagement

of international organizations until the advent of resettlement operations - which again
is rarely a possibility for Myanmar people given the history.

Also, with the poor facilities given at those camps and limited mobility have raised

human security concerns multiple times as the ministry-s sufficiency approach is to

make the administration functions with bare minimum of international staff,

provisions of basic living standards, encouragement of self-sufficiency among the
population and that little to no publicity allowed (Lang, 2002). This has been raising a

lot of human security concerns long before the pandemic, even without the fear of
exploitations, coercion, arrest, detainment or deportation as those outside these camps

face on a daily basis, (Song, 2015) as refugees suffer many implications in terms of
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political, economic and environment security even though the basic personal, food

and health securities - except from the mention of education - are guaranteed by the

interactions and feedback loops created among the camp leadership, international

organizations and non-governmental organizations as well as security within the
community itself. This highlighted political and economic freedom is the main

debated insecurity factor for new displacement reasons following the February 2021

where, in addition to the pandemic-related and other restrictions for access to those

regulated shelters, many of those displaced are for protection of life and livelihoods

which is indeed economic and safety concerns as RTG is now referring to as -persons
fleeing from arrest:.

Thailand officially hosts 303,678 migrant workers from Myanmar as of September
2022 per the statistics from Thailand's Ministry of Labor (TRIANGLE in ASEAN

Quarterly Briefing Note: Myanmar (July-September 2022)) where some exceptions
were granted on cabinet resolutions to be registered under the formal bilateral labor

migration governance. Such program, despite giving some breathing air for Myanmar

people when granted some exemptions for those stranded in Thailand, there are a lot
of constraints due to its complicated, lengthy and expensive procedures as well as for
exclusion of domestic work under the labor laws putting ropes on all those in cashless

displaced situation especially for women. Conclusively it can be said that, despite
several other efforts made by the Royal Thai Government pre-pandemic including the

drafting of national screening mechanisms, the informal entry to the country persisted
with various policy and institutional marginalities tightened around Myanmar
displaced population especially threatening the livelihoods of women even with the

ad-hoc regularizations of migrants. Narrowing it down on the livelihoods using the

seven indices of human security, intersectionality of different identities that these
displaced persons possess and the fear and want concerns of security including but not

limited to sexual and gender-based violence or even coercion and trafficking may well

be contested.
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2.1.3.1. Political (in)Security: political economy of labor-market

integration
The intersectionality of political insecurity for the forced migrants is that the legal
status and the perception of threat in host country limit them to get economic security

or to get employed at all. While labor-market integration is a multidimensional term

related to how likely an immigrant is to be part of the workforce extending from

umemployment to consider earnings, working hours, nature of a contract and skills
utilization. (Zinatsa & Saurombe, A framework for the labour market integration of

female accompanying spouses in South Africa, 2022) Literatures around labor market
integration of forced migrants highlight the complexities of the integration process

due to the process being highly context-specific and is influenced by various factors
that produce variable outcomes for the individual or community.

Through the intersectional approach, equal attention is paid to various levels of
oppression and advantage as they are faced by women (Chinyakata, Raselekoane, &
Mudau, 2019) and it can address how racism, economic disadvantage, patriarchy, and

other discriminatory mechanisms work in tandem to produce inequality in workforce.

(Kaushik & Walsh, 2019) argued that complete understanding of the settlement needs
of migrants requires the intersectional approach, as it tackles pragmatism and provides
full engagement in the sources of difference which helps identify those who are most
in need and in such a way humanitarian aids can be adequately targeted for integration

programs.

In the context of integration, labor market experiences are the outcomes of both
governing technologies, that is, factors which either positively or negatively mediate
various overarching power relations and the attempts of these migrants to resist or
counter any restriction despite being marked differently because of race, country of

origin, class or other social locations (Atewologun, 2019). Based on such identities,

they are likely to be subjected to immobility, precarity and informality in the labor
market, as linked variously to gendered, ethicized and racialized governing
technologies (Zinatsa & Saurombe, 2022) Regarding their integration into the labor

market, the participants were likely to cite issues such as underutilization of skills
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because of being over-skilled, underpaid and precariously employed by the nature of

employment, that is, professional versus nonprofessional and the inability to secure

permanent contracts (Zinatsa & Saurombe, 2022).

It has been pointed out that political economy of conflict and displacement for
Myanmar people is sparse, and most investigators have been constrained by their own

socio-political emphasis on ‘problem-finding: leading to take account of the positive
trends that have emerged in the past decade. Either voluntary or forced in the first

place, migration itself constitutes a coping mechanism gradually shifting to economic
migration which the agency of displaced people in economic development at the

destination is positive rather than viewing them as passive victims. For many

Myanmar nationals over the history, patterns of often cyclical migration involve

periods spent as laborer in other countries and/or more extended periods as refugees in
neighboring countries as (South, 2007) pointed out. Thus, this new (ncreasing)

population of displacement will have some percentage of them integrated into

Thailand's economic sphere in the long run, but the security for them to get stability
of livelihoods remains the key challenge for all of them now.

Growing complexity of recent migration trends and inappropriateness of durable

solutions, several in-depth analyses have pointed out on insufficient understanding of
human security despite it being a recently developed framework. The tool was

primarily developed to test the internal security for the people within the border that
they belong, but it needed to be linked back to a more traditional take of political

security in order to understand the interconnected nexus of all aspects for the cross-
border situations.

“People move because of some threat to security or to

improve their security. In so doing, they are often seen as a

threat to the security of the receiving population, or at
least sections thereof, particularly if the movement is large
enough in numerical terms or dissimilar enough in
qualitative terms.” (Graham & Poku, 1999)
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While human security impact assessment may well start at the point of political

security for such a conflict-induced displacement nexus since the insecurities at home

are the main driving force, the unprotection and marginalization from political

standpoint of host country in limiting legal status shall not be overlooked. Such

marginalization leads to vulnerable situations for the communities to be heavily

impacted with food and wellbeing insecurity. Countries in Africa and Asia are
recognized as low-income food-deficit countries by the Food and Agriculture
Organization (FAO) with food comprising between half to three-quarters of household

purchasing power in these regions, which creates a condition of leaving no margin for

survival in emergencies (Kuntjoro & Jamil, 2008).
Asian scholars have discussed about post-colonial forced migrations where often the

labels that the migrants get are meant to be justified for political oppression than to

protect their rights. While the donor countries see them as victims, host countries view
them as terrorists. Such nationalism philosophies have what seemed to have shaped

both the home and host countries with the struggles for liberation continue in different

parts of the region and refugees often feel more connected to their original homes.

(Murshid, 2014) pointed out that the manipulation of states in refugee identity as

-outsiders> and their resistance against notions of human rights to promote the ideal of
the nation-state is what creating protracted refugee crises.

This view towards presence of refugees and displaced populations increasing the risk
of subsequent conflict in host and origin countries through their expansion of rebel
social networks and negative externality of civil war has been also seen in several

modern literatures. (Salehyan, 2006) said that although the vast majority of refugees

never directly engage in violence, refugee flows may facilitate the transnational
spread of arms, combatants, and ideologies conducive to conflict; they alter the ethnic

composition of the state; and they can exacerbate economic competition. His

argument aligned with the conflict situations of Myanmar in a sense that the country
has never been peaceful as a whole with, depending on the regime of that specific

period, movement of insurgents, proliferation of weapons, provision of resources for
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domestic opposition going on. The traditional geopolitics security view of Thailand

with its neighbor and fear of competition with migrants by local people, as Myanmar
being historical archenemy, for employment and natural resources is what justifying

their strict policy responses towards forced migrants. It is their take on political
security.

(Lischer, 2001) laid down total of five categories of refugee-related political violence:
between refugees and government of sending state -Myanmar, between refugees and
government of receiving state ‘Thailand’, between groups of refugees -ethnic races’,

between refugees and local population of receiving state, interstate war or unilateral

intervention, and between refugees and transnational non-state armed groups. With
such a view on political security for Thailand as nation-state, the unprotection

behavior towards Myanmar people come into place by both the state actors and the

local citizens. The country not being a party to the less Asian context reflected

international convention and not yet having an effective domestic legal mechanism is
relatable; but barriers to active involvement of UNHCR, despite it being presence in

the country since 1975 and been praised for humanitarian and non-political efforts

over the course, for the recent asylum seekers from Myanmar creates intentional

marginalization.
Such a marginalization of people from Myanmar based on traditional (political for the
receiving states) security as a whole has been based of wrong concept of these people

being insurgents terrorizing Thailand as was proven by (Chaijaroenwatana & M.,
2020) for the case of Rohingya people and it seems to be extendable for displaced

population from Myanmar and neighboring countries in Asia. As Thailand uses

Immigration Act of 1979 to regulate all foreigners including recognized refugees by

UNHCR, all irregular migrants are considered «illegal> and are subject to arrest,

detention and deportation which applies to all the urban refugees especially those in

displaced situation at border areas.

While most scholars agreed that defining political security from traditional internal

armed strife and rights-based political oppression cover for Myanmar displaced
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population, it cannot be said that they are safe from political insecurities just because

they are out of the country. Lack of legal status and hostility that they receive are what

is shaping the politically insecure status of them as the modern view of human

security extends to organized crime, exploitation, and discrimination. (Tadjbakhsh &

Chenoy, 2006) The human security approach prescribes a cooperative global approach
toward conflict resolution with inbuilt guarantees for freedom of expression,
representation, and action for all as the preferred approach to security; with which
political security actually extends to enjoyment of civil and political rights, freedom
from political oppression from any actor, and entitlement to economic and

sociocultural rights.

Having been forced out of Myanmar by the conflict and rejected of proper recognition
by any state of international actors in Thailand, political security of Myanmar people
can never be guaranteed with all refugees in Thailand are severely limited in their

ability to freely associate, assemble, and express themselves. Political autonomy in

Thailand is inherently limited even for the previously welcomed and sheltered camp

refugees (Jackson E. , 2012). Those people not registered under UNHCR cannot vote

or represent in the camp committees; and those camp committees do not have

financial or entry/departure decision-making power as that is entirely up to the Thai
authorities.
Human security adopts a context-specific approach that takes into account the

particular context, insecurities and the needs of the most vulnerable in a given
situation of significantly varied expressions, impacts and root causes of the economic

and structural factors behind food insecurity. Moreover, human security encourages

the consideration of contextualized solutions that are embedded in local knowledge,
experience, and realities, while building on untapped capacities at the community

level as the previous cross-border case study from Myanmar has proven (UN, 2009).

Faced with loss of income, inadequate food security, lack of education and multiple
health challenges, the broad range of human security challenges confronted by the

targeted communities need to be addressed and the socio-economic alternatives
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highlighted to achieve food and economic security during the transition period into

new location (Lovendal & Knowles, 2005).
2.1.3.2. Economic (in)Security: unnoticed struggle of women in cross-

border livelihoods
Talking about displacement in recent decades, while most assume internal

displacement is the first start but almost half of the world's recorded displaced
population seek safety in geographically close countries. (Kone¢na & Mrva, 2021)

While there are many empirical studies focused on countries that provide protection
for the refugees under international laws, the recent conflict situations make it very

clear that such established countries are far from the violence-torn states; leading to
869 of the documented refugees being hosted by the developing countries which may
well not be the prosperous ones in terms of economy or of human rights or both.

These situations of refugees not getting decent living conditions with or without the
recognized entitlements by such states are no longer a discerning news as they are

struggling to provide such conditions for their own populations.

Displacement is, in fact, just a sudden change in status to grab a glimpse of

survivability in very short-term and there is still a long dark path remaining in front.

The intersectionality is the very basis approach serving as the groundwork of

understanding threats @nd opportunities) for the migrant population as a whole and
how it affects them in the further struggle to achieve sustainability of livelihoods.

While Thailand is known as the industrialized country in ASEAN, agriculture sector

cannot be left outside of the context. (Wongboonsin, 2004)

The main types of threats to economic security are unemployment and insistent

poverty. The unemployment comes from a displaced migrant worker not having

freedom of mobility due to being illegal under immigration laws, not possessing
proper documentation from entry without planning, not knowing the means to
communicate in local language, not matching for skills required in common job
openings or just from the host country being short of job opportunities as pandemic

recessions hit. (Laiphrakpam, Aroonsrimorakot, & Paisantanakij, 2022) Myanmar
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migrant workers constituted high ratio of the labor population in Thailand way before

but those were all mostly in the low-skilled sector and, despite them fueling Thai

economy, the negative perspectives towards them by the population were deep rooted

(Kulkolkarn & Potipiti, 2007) viewing them as reasons for joblessness of local low-
skilled workers.

Even though the refugees are not allowed to work outside the camp officially, many
find jobs and work illegally in Thailand despite those jobs do not offer any stable
income to sustain adequate standards of living (Lee, 2014), which is the biggest

problem for refugees: self-esteem and self-reliance. Various NGOs offer vocational
trainings such as sewing, hair-dressing, engine repair, electricity safety, cooking,

concrete flooring, bamboo growing, service, entrepreneurship and computer skills to
prepare refugees to be more employable when they eventually leave the camp (Song,
2015), but such are recorded for camp refugees who had some basic necessities

ensured. Urban refugees or those displaced outside the camp in penniless and landless

situation are always the most heavily impacted in situations of food insecurity

especially when a non-male figure is an only abled adult taking care of many children
andor elders.

Thailand has seen attempting to regularize the irregular migrant workers not only
from Myanmar but also from neighboring countries Cambodia, Laos and Vietnam
over the years but the bilateral agreements scheme did not seem to work well for these

migrants due to employer bondage and 54 percent of non-agricultural work force
relying on informal sectors (Komin, Thepparp, Subsing, & Engstrom, 2021). By

means of informal work, the migrant workers either taking up tasks those are not
recognized under the labor laws for social welfare protections or being employed

under a boss under ripped wage scheme without proper work permit. (Sakulsri, 2022)

Despite such tasks being dirty, dangerous, and difficult, these undocumented
displaced people will turn to them for pressing need of cash; and such will create
economic marginalization, making them especially vulnerable to the effects of the

governments shutdown of the economy to as seen in pandemic measures.
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Such an economic insecurity is in fact creating additional issues of human security.

The lack of legal status, exclusion from the policy, and little to no sustainable income

have increased vulnerability of displaced people. In most developing countries,

women in displaced situations are at the risk of being sexually exploited as they try to
sustain themselves since women also tend to work in the informal sector for example

as domestic workers and in entertainment industry. (WCRWC, 2006) outlined a broad
range risks faced by silent survivors of human rights violations displaced women and
girls of flight> including rape, domestic violence, harmful traditional practices, child

abuse, exploitative labor practices, involuntary recruitment into militia and armed
forces as combatants, servants, cooks and sex slaves, torture, trafficking,
abandonment, lack of safe access to water, food, fuel and other assistance for self and
family, coercive family planning practices, arbitrary arrest and detention, extortion,
coercion, extreme poverty, lack of familial and community support structures,

HIV/AIDS and unwanted pregnancies.

This has shown that, when gendered approach is taken towards the human security of
displaced people, it is evident that interconnecting nature of political and economic
security not only limits the labor market integration but also threatens the livelihoods

in terms of personal security - which again the health and community cannot be
overlooked especially when females are looked at. Those hosting countries may reject

the civil and political rights, in addition to refugee protection, being it too
overwhelming for its own stumbling foot, however, an individual's fundamental rights
to life, liberty, security of person, to freedom from slavery or servitude, from torture
or cruel, inhuman or degrading treatment or punishment, and from arbitrary arrest and
detention are proclaimed in the Universal Declaration of Human Right and cannot be
rejected (UDHR, 1948).

Just as the oversimplification of intersectionality, livelihoods post-conflict is too often

approached as a linear process from war to peace, from humanitarian relief to

rehabilitation and labor-market integration, from reconstruction to development.
(CHS, 2003) noted that while the common presumption is on feasibility of short-term

relief immediately after the conflict but, in reality, post-conflict recovery does not
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follow such a continuum and cannot be compartmentalized into distinct timeframes

under conventional, sector-based approaches. This is more evident with intensifying

civil war situations across Myanmar with highly decentralized resistance armed
groups freshly entering into the scene while established ethnic armed revolution

groups with diverse backgrounds have already been there. Such militarization and

traumatic oppressions faced cannot be omitted when such displaced people are to be

protected and integrated.
The victimization of Myanmar people comes from, again, the marginalization. Five

main themes of personal security namely violence, homelessness, prostitution and
early marriage, child labor, and deadly journeys were identified by (Akgul, Gurer, &

Aydin, 2021) based on study of Syrians refugees. Such a failure to promote the human

security of the refugees and letting them expose to several human insecurity

parameters at the individual level raises a new category freedom from indignity’ in
addition to freedom from fear- and freedom from want. This is also link back to the

health security which is often viewed as access to health facilities, and pandemic has

proven many have been rejected of that even if they can afford. Often times, non-

respiratory diseases go unattended as it seems to not threaten the national security but

other communicable diseases (hepatitis/ dermatitis) and non-communicable diseases
including maternal and child health is very important. (Papadimos, Pappada, Lyaker,

Papadimos, & Casabianca, 2020) Plight of displaced women extensively include the

need for mental healthcare starting from first-hand survivor of conflict to sexually

abused by partner, peer, smuggler or even police as well as the want for reproductive

healthcare which include, but no limited to, contraception and sanitary.

The exclusion of women from the studies or practices usually occurs due to seeing

them as insignificant or subordinate in economy. But, based on Afghanistan, (Finley,

Shimkus, & Dani, 2020) women have actively proven that their role is important in
improving productivity, and therefore, support economic development, contribute to
sustainable livelihood development and improve food security; and in general, women
are the primary caretakers in the domestic family setting, have specific roles in

farming and solely responsible for livestock, demonstrate excellent skills in many
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industrial jobs such as garment - making them a very important factor in economic
development even with these traditional prejudices. In areas fraught with conflict,
especially for Myanmar and the cross-border zone, instability of both crop-based and
livestock-based agriculture plays a very significant role in economic productivity,

livelihood development and public health and it is of no secret that poor,
undernourished, and ill populations are more vulnerable and rarely excluded out of

economic integration. (South, 2007)
From the whole human security perspective, today's post conflict strategies have

many shortcomings (CHS, 2003, p. 59), leaving many gaps in international responses
as the international architecture is segregated along security, humanitarian and
development lines, encouraging fragmented and competitive responses; the tendency
of focus on mandates emphasizing coordination rather than integration; too little
attention on building state capacities and institutions which results in the absence of
national ownership; failure to consider the impact on reconstruction and development
activities but instead focusing on speedy interventions; long hierarchy to mobilize
resources and implement humanitarian activities leads to hampering the longer term

development strategies.

In order to get added value of the human security approach in livelihoods people after
escaping the conflict, individuals and communities shall be at the center of analysis to
understand dynamic and interrelated forms of such interconnections to frame the

designing of multi-sector strategies in an integrated manner. (Collier & Hoeffler,
2004) Large numbers of actors involved in post-conflict situations calls for

collaborative and participatory frameworks that can best manage diversity and ensure

capacity-building through human security approach, which provides the analysis for
identifying local capacities and resources as well as the framework for linking top-
down and bottom-up, with its emphasis on people-centered solutions advances such a

framework in a collaborative and integrative manner (UN, 2009).
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2.1.4. Resilience building: vulnerabilities in cross-border livelihoods

Resilience is understood by (Holling, 1973) is that the persistence of systems and of
their ability to absorb change and disturbance and still maintain the same relationships
between populations or state variables. The definition of resilience by (Chapin IllI,
Kofinas, & Folke, 2009) was through recognition of coupling between social and
ecological systems in order to understand current and future changes or crises. In this
context of responding to stress and crisis, (Grothmann & Patt, 2005) used an agent-
based model of the adaptive capacity of human to simulate the influence on future
socio-economic attributes such as social relationships and people’s reliance. The
application is supported based on cluster analysis of people’s socio-economic
attributes; regression analysis of historical and structural attributes; and future trends
in the economic and environments.

While (De Haan, 2012) highlights livelihood approach is an important actor-oriented
perspective in development studies, the critique was on neglect of power relations.
Understanding of the operation of power in livelihood strategies can effectively
contribute to livelihood enhancement as generalizations of community and policy
harm the interventions. (Gibson-Graham, Hill, & Law, 2016) recommended steps
towards strengthening resilience starting on human scale with appreciating, caring for
and repairing the longstanding relationships by capturing the interdependence of
economies and ecologies with the concept of socio-ecological resilience. This puts
people within the communities and that power relations between structural and human
is fostered.

2.1.4.1. Ensuring human security through sustainable livelihoods
approach

The growing focus on trifecta of ‘self-reliance, resilience, and economic inclusion’ in
development-led approaches for refugee assistance programs seems to carry the
positive outlook but (Omata, 2023) these buzzwords can damage both refugees and
hosts as the words are given moral power by policymakers and are setting up
exemplary behaviors. The better theoretical approach to avoid such thing is look

through a lens of ‘reframing’ to redefine social problems and thereby control
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discourses as informed by the policymakers to gain political and economic incentives
around development opportunities.

Steps shall be taken to reduce vulnerability and build resilience by strengthening the
ability of communities to cope with and adapt to the new location starting with policy
responses sensitive to equity concerns and the social dimensions with an explicitly

normative focus on those who are most marginalized from institutional decision-
making - the poor, women, children, the elderly, migrants, indigenous peoples and

others who are socially marginalized through discrimination and prejudice (Elliott,

2012). Among other things, resilience building in terms of livelihoods should -realistic
analysis of people's livelihood strategies [toj provide an adequate understanding of
how they live- at the local, household and individual level, (FAO, 2017) and how
they are therefore likely to respond to pressures (Martin, 2010).

Using human security as a framework is to suggest an adaptation strategy where the

governance encompasses bottom-up policymaking for those who are most at risk and

most disadvantaged through consultation with communities, or at least the field
experts, and their involvement in the design and implementation of legal and policy
frameworks. Based on several literatures on security, (Elliott, 2012) suggested that the

move to politics of adaptation and resilience-building would be read as a de-
securitization of traditional national security, or as more reflectively said, counter-
securitization by means of rights-based human security. When the arrival of new

migrants is witnessed, the usual concern of the host community is the scarcity of

resources which may create human insecurities for themselves. However, (Bulder,

2017) argued that such a situation may even benefit the host community as
humanitarian organizations often also enter the region as the refugees arrive and that
their assistance help not only to alleviate the grievances of the displaced but to uplift

the general level of social services in the area. Such assistance of non-governmental

organizations was suggested as a positive impact for both the displaced and the host

helping achieve the sustainable livelihoods.
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The term -sustainable livelihood~ has been defined in a variety of ways by various
authors in the context of resource allocation, poverty alleviation and rights-based
development. While Brundtland Commission prioritized very poor to poor people for

helping to secure livelihoods, it implied the potential of less distress migration
(Chambers, Sustainable livelihoods, environment and development: putting poor rural

people first, 1987). The principle as discussed by (Hoon, Singh, & Wanmali, 1997).

Through the participatory research projects, 14 factors affecting sustainable rural
livelihoods, have been identified as in DFIDYs conceptual framework, including the

five capital assets human, social, financial, physical, and natural), institutional

methods, organizational structure, livelihood resilience or vulnerability, livelihood

strategies, and livelihood outcomes (Pasteur, 2002). People utilize five capital assets to
engage in various livelihood strategies such as income-generating or income-earning

activities, household coping, adaptive or survival methods, and livelihood strategies in
order to achieve livelihood objectives (Scoones, 1998) by responding to their

circumstances, including (Wanmali, 2001).

The situation of displaced persons from Myanmar living in the temporary shelters in
Thailand, which began around 1984 and continues until today, if not the tremendous
influx seen at the moment, has been described as the largest protracted refugee

situation in East Asia (Banki & Lang, 2008). And with the renewed political conflict

and civil war, it is unlikely that displaced persons will be able to repatriate soon
especially with loss of locality from destructed assets and villages or from shortage of

human resources. Past research papers in the field of forced migration studies,

especially regarding Myanmar refugees in Thailand, has concentrated on repatriation
and resettlement as durable solutions but the possibility of local integration has not
been adequately studied (Jacobsen, The Forgotten Solution: Local Integration for
Refugees in Developing Countries’’, in ., 2001) but a few studies have focused on

finding alternative and sustainable solutions. One of the practical means proposed in

2014 was to let the displaced persons find employment legally to improve their

! Department for International Development, UK
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livelihoods and access local services to help them gain self-sufficiency
(Thabchumpon, Moraras, Laocharoenwong, & Karom, 2014).

The condition faced by Myanmar displaced population is different from the common
sustainable livelihoods approach of rural poor, as (Jacobsen, 2014) asserted, they are
now in very poor stated from losing assets, family and community in home country,
and from sociopolitical and legal challenges in the host country, which the poverty is

usually — without the conflict as push factor - they may not have experienced. Being

said that (Harrell-Bond, 1986) has already pointed out the dependency of refugees is
not inherent in themselves but through the way the host limits their capability and the
policy bars their network as well as from how the humanitarian organizations try

solving this with cash and kind instead of advocacy and capacity building. (De Vriese,

2006) noted the resourcefulness of refugees and the strategies they use before defining
the concept of livelihood for each community based on the triangular resilience of
(Chambers & Conway, 1991) combining capabilities, assets and activities required for
a sustainable mean of living.

Many action researchers of the organizations in the filed have started formulating
sustainable livelihoods approaches following 1992's the United Nations Conference
on Environment and Development where the sustainability was considered as a tool

for linking socio-economic and environmental issues, thereby, shifting focus to people
and their livelihood activities (Brocklesby & Fisher, 2003). Aforementioned DFDI's

model of five capitals help understand what kind of capitals that households own

which they utilize through transforming structures -institutions’, and processes
‘policies’ to reduce the vulnerability of households or communities to risk (Bennett,
Lemelin, Koster, & Budke, 2012). (Jacobsen, 2002) said in addition to attracting the

international aid, refugees also provide a huge resource of human and knowledge
capital which, if allowed to be integrated, could create economic security not only for

themselves but also for the host community. This contradicts the old fear of

competition for scarce resources and that was also emphasized again and again by
other researchers like (Whitaker, 2002) and (Bulder, 2017) in the case of Tanzania,
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(Abedtalas, et al., 2021) for Turkey, (Omata, Refugee livelihoods and the private
sector: Ugandan case study, 2012) for Uganda.

The fundamental human security needs of the displaced population as seen in
humanitarian emergencies, crisis, war, and conflict should not be placed to the side as

separate concerns (Milner, 2014). The purpose of human security is to access the

lacking points and to find ways to address them so that the insecurities become secure

leading to <human development:. Putting resilience at the center should be a long-term
strategy for refugees: livelihoods for reason that the interventions need not be the
temporary dependency nature. (Jjuuko, 2022) pointed out that the existing focus on
human development programs by both the governments and non-state actors targeting
only citizens while keeping a large number of human resources -displaced population:
forgotten. (Carciotto & Ferraro, 2020) highlighted that, in the case of Kenya and

Uganda, the countries with large number of displaced populations can get success

through building resilience and self-reliance of these people because human

development survives in an environment that promises right to work, freedom of
mobility, access to education and capacity building, transnational networks and

knowledge-sharing community for refugees often maintain ties with their home

country and often utilize them for their economic activities for example through

remittances.
The question with the Myanmar displaced people post-2021 is that this is still an

emergency stage where the planning is far from that of protracted refugee situation in

camps. Even if this is to be treated as temporary situation, the planning for quasi-
durable solutions is necessary. Still, it is already evident that repatriation is not
happening soon, and resettlement is not in their book yet. (Chalamwong, Archapiraj,

Promjene, & Meepien, 2014) saw the necessities for the displaced persons in

Thailand, in or out of temporary shelters, as food, clothing, shelter and medicine. But

due to the laws and restrictions in the kingdom of Thailand, it would indeed be
difficult to let displaced persons fill the demand gap at the national and regional levels

but more practical and feasible at the provincial level. Local entrepreneurs in border
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provinces were willing to employ displaced persons if they were permitted to work
and local farmers in the surrounding areas were also reported to be willing to employ
displaced persons during the harvesting and planting seasons (Chalamwong,

Archapiraj, Promjene, & Meepien, 2014). However, the researchers also found the

reluctance points from employers for these displaced persons are considered to be
enemy of the government of Myanmar, and therefore employing them could create

unnecessary cross-border conflicts.

2.1.4.2. Role of Actors: Knowledge Integration from the field experts

In this actual societal issue requiring in-depth understanding of the intersectionality, the

need to have holistic outlook on how the effected communities perceive these vulnerabilities

and what the various stakeholders are doing on the ground to actually help build the
resilience of them. In this development studies, it is crucial to step out of academic discipline
and create a bridge between those in the field implementing the program. This idea is not

new, but the problems are tried to be understood by trying to change and reflect through

collective inquiry and experimentation grounded in experience and social history as part of

the participatory research (Hall, Participatory research: an approach for change, 1975).

This is drawn from multiple disciplines, extending from just observing the scenario and

analyzing it scientifically, in a hope to actually test the possible solutions, collect the real
results and recipients’ feelings, reflect on the findings through multi-level stakeholder
network and formulate a better workable intervention. The idea is exemplary in terms of
marginalized communities even with the proven success shown in social sciences academia

since mid-nineteenth century with Lewin’s use of participatory technique in (Action Research

and Minority Problems, 1946).

The participatory action research — combining a wide range of influences from different fields

of work with practitioners in the field, lived experiences of the people and narratives retold

from the history - benefit from an interdisciplinary development (Hall, 2005) drawing its

theoretical strength from adult education, sociology, political economy, community
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psychology, community development, feminist studies, critical psychology, organizational

development and more (as this issue link with development studies, economic livelihoods,

political science, public policy, sociology and human rights) (Hall, 1992)

While this bottom-up approach seems to help address the action gap in research field,

missing data were always an issue in community-based longitudinal studies calling into
guestion the representativeness of samples and bias in conclusions that the research has
generated. populations in light of potential bias created by missing data remains an open

question (Chevalier & Buckles, 2013) highlighted open question of missing data creating

potential bias and reasoned that by pointing out the difficulty of implementing random

sampling procedures in such complex studies and/or the inherent difficulty in sampling hard-

to-reach segments of the population being studied.

The interdisciplinary scientific research and participatory approach were linked together very
early in the anthropology studies, however, the distinguishment of transdisciplinary did not
come until the end of 1970s, (Kockelmans, 1979) proposes it to be continually provoked

through reflection, where it is required to do the task for everyone, not only for disciplinary

philosophers, in a critical attitude. Transdisciplinarity (International Transdisciplinarity
Conference in Zurich, 2000) was defined as: a manner of learning and solving problems with
the cooperation of society and academy to face the challenges of the societies.

According to (Mittelstral, 2005), transdisciplinarity is a principle of research and science but
not a method which pursuit two paths simultaneously—a path committed to the exploration
of new options for solving societal problems (the practical path); and a path committed to

the development of interdisciplinary approaches and methods (the scientific research path).

Carried out at the interface of society and science, transdisciplinary research explores and
finds solutions for societal problems, by making these problems, and the societal actors

involved, a central reference point of research and by further developing the scientific

research tools it has employed.
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The model of a reflexive transdisciplinary research process was developed by Institute for
Social-Ecological Research (ISOE) (Jahn, Bergmann, & Keil, 2012) setting scientific and
practice-related foundations for transdisciplinary research to examine how research and

cognitive processes change when applied to problems in the context of sustainable

development through further theoretical, conceptual and methodological principles that

facilitate at the same time high-quality science and social impact within transdisciplinary

research processes.

The methods of a transdisciplinary knowledge integration are normally described as relating
to a specific societal problem and in the context of the specific constellation of a given

research team, one composed of various disciplines, scientific fields and societal experts as

case-related; then, one wants to apply these methods to any other transdisciplinary problem

and discipline, these methods must be decoupled from their original contexts as

decontextualized, and described in general terms. (Bergmann, et al., 2010) The new

methods developed have served to integrate knowledge generated throughout the research

process. In this sense, transdisciplinarity is, then, not a method; rather, it is a way of doing

science, a mode producing knowledge that requires research methods developed and

adapted to its own specific approach.

Transdisciplinary is a matter of “distinguishing and linking disciplinary knowledge bases, as
well as scientific knowledge and knowledge drawn from daily practice” real-world-focused
approach is integrated with science-focused approach. In the real-world-focused approach,
the problem dealt with is often a matter of so-called services of public interest and
participation by experts drawn from the societal practice fields in question is highly valued. A
science-focused approach may be called for when complex internal scientific issues are at

hand Here outputs are used to improve scientific research and its results. (Jahn, 2008) At the

same time the development of concepts or models may also lead to new research needs; in

this case, the circle must close. But these two are often inseparable and complement each
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other instead of contrasting that ISOE model simultaneously pursuit two epistemic paths

offering both practical problem-oriented challenges and a scientific stimulus.

This parallel implementation of both approaches produces “added value” and moves beyond
a merely individual case study or discipline-bound approach to research. Added value is
characterized by cognitive integration problems (epistemological, social, communicative, and

technical) and by participative research arrangements (orientation towards the needs of the
societal actors affected; inclusion of users or stakeholders; and a commitment to a process of
mutual learning). (Bergmann, et al., 2010) It aims at supporting societal interventions and are
normally conducted in the form of projects and carried out by temporary teams assembled
for the purpose at hand. The goal is to have a practical effect on the world beyond science

and, in contrast to disciplinary research, to have some potential for a reflective monitoring of

the research process.

In such a way of addressing societal problems that are experienced in real life require the

proposal of solutions from different scientists in collaboration with those in face of crisis and

those in field of aid. (Hernandez-Aguilar, et al., 2020) The importance of contemplating re-

education and awareness of society should not be forgotten as the scientific community may

also teach and work with society to create great impact to the world by allowing evolution of

societies not involution. Despite its complex overlapping approach there is increasing

acceptance of transdisciplinary research in the world scientific community but there remains

a need of change for it to achieve its objective of intervention in systems, help thrive the

societies and contribute to evolve the nations.

Considering the two opposing tendencies— demand of scientific differentiation on the one

hand, and for integrated solutions to societal problems on the other—the claim that an

integrative orientation is more or less incompatible with the real motives of scientific

research is not tenable in light of the history of science. As a result, it is crucial to get the

non-scientific actors involved and, where possible, to bring these into the research process
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itself. A central epistemic attribute of transdisciplinary research, therefore, is the

development of methods for integrating 