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Abstract

The objectives of this research were to study 1. the patronage system in the Chiang
Mai municipality from the beginning to now 2. the reasons why the local politicians could make
use of the patronage system to support their political power 3. the impact of the patronage
system on the people, the politics, and the Chiang Mai municipality administration and 4. the
future trend of the patronage system in the Chiang Mai municipality.

Data were obtained from documentary research in library, government agencies, and
interviews with 9 former and present administrators and members of Chiang Mai municipality
assembly, 13 community leaders and the people, and 3 academics, altogether 25 samples. Data
were analyzed in accordance with the patronage and the political culture theories.

The findings were:

1. When Chiang Mai municipality was founded, the provincial governor nominated
the majority of the Chiang Mai municipality assembly members. So the patronage system was a
relation between the nominator and the nominees. After the introduction of election and the
formation of political groupings, the patronage system became a three-tier relationship between
the political groupings” leaders, the groupings’ members (municipality assémbly members), and
the people. |

2. The local politicians could make use of the patronage system to support their
political power because the people or the clients still needed a lot of resources, either for the
community or for themselves.

3. The impact of the patronage system in the Chiang Mai municipality was both

positive and negative. Positively, there was no substantial pressure from the mass on the



administration and the people were taken good care of. Negatively, importance was attached to
personality than policy. People lacked authentic representatives because municipality assembly
members tended to represent the groupings’ leaders rather than the people.

4. The patronage system in the Chiang Mai municipality would persist in the future.
However, local politicians could not solely rely on the patronage system. They must be
professional and ethical because people would have a better understanding of representative

democracy.



