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The main objective of this study is to understand how homegarden communities change in
development context. Field research was conducted in Bang Noi and Bang Sakae - homegarden communities in
Amphur Bang Konthi, Samut Songkhram Province from July 1997-February 1998. Qualitative approach was used
in this study with a number of methods including participatory and non-participatory observation, informal

dialogue and in-depth interview.

It is found that the history of change in way of life of both communities can be divided into 3 major
periods. 1) Before 1967 -this period was characterized by subsistence economic activities along with market
economy. 2) 1967-1987 -the extensive state-sponsored development of infrastructure, such as roads, dams and
electricity, and an accompanying growth in market systems resulted in local people adopting a modern way of
life. The availability of modern agro-chemical inputs and the opportunities for off-farm employment were clearly
evident. 3) 1987-1997 -although the market economy has been developing for a long time, it is only within the
past 10 years that this process has accelerated. This transition has resulted in a greater diversification of
adaptations, particularly monocrop plantation, less nourishment for’ gardens and diversified work. These are
reflected in changes of people’s value systems, particularly concerning the relationship between humans and

nature, and social disintegration.

Moreover, it is found that communities® socio-cultural structure, especially kinship, Buddhism and
community ecosystem affect the adaptation process differently in each community. Community ecosystem is the
prime factor in pushing community to be opened to the outside economy. These case studies reveal at least 2
major implications. First, way of life is regarded as a social heritage undergone by local people in processes of
learning, development and creation for community’s socio-cultural structure. Strong community is inevitably
the basis of a good society. Second, despite being in the same development context, each community is unique.
Social change process is complex and suggests that the direction of development should depend on a holistic

view and on the basis of socio-cultural factors. This might have implications for development at other levels.






