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Don Daeng Village in Northeast Thailand
Editor’s Notes

Hayao Fuxkur*

This special issue introduces some of the
results of an integrated village study of
Don Daeng in Northeast Thailand. The
fieldwork is completed, but it will take
considerable time to analyse all the data
obtained. The papers in this issue do not
therefore represent the whole study; only
those aspects in which analysis has pro-

gressed to a certain extent have been selected.

* The Center for Southeast Asian Studies, Kyoto
University

The research project was directed by
Professor Yoneo Ishii of The Center for
Southeast Asian Studies of Kyoto University
and mainly funded by the Ministry of
Education, Science and Culture. Fieldwork
was carried out for seven months in 1981-
1982 and for 12 months in 1983-1984. Six-
teen Japanese and three Thai researchers
were involved in the first term, and 20
Japanese and two Thai in the second. Most
of them twice conducted fieldwork in the

221



RBTITHE 28%3F

village for from one to six months. They
included anthropologists, sociologists, econo-
mists, geographers, environmental scientists,
and specialists in various branches of
agricultural science.

Why so many researchers in different
disciplines participated in this village study
should be explained briefly. Village study
is an established study method in anthro-
pology. By viewing all the main elements
that contribute to a particular society or
culture as functionally interrelated, anthro-
pologists try to grasp the society as an
integral whole through detailed analysis of
the relationships between the various core
elements. This approach is not, however,
without problems, insofar as “one man,
one village, one year” is the routine practice.
It is almost impossible by such means for
an anthropologist to comprehend in detail
a society or culture as a whole, and his
analysis of reality is, therefore, usually
incomplete, particularly in the relationships
between nature and society. We have
attempted a new method of village study
by an interdisciplinary team, and have
restudied a village that was first studied
by an anthropologist, the late Koichi Mizuno,
in 1964.

For agricultural scientists, village study
is somehow adventurous. Like other natural
scientists, their predominant method of
research is experimental. To participate
in a village study means to abandon this
time-honored method and engage instead in
fact-finding fieldwork. Their work in the
village may benefit their social scientist
colleagues, but none is certain whether he
will be properly rewarded in his own dis-

222

cipline. In view of the various problems of
rural development in developing countries,
however, a comprehensive understanding
of farming systems at different levels is
relevant. Though there is no established
method of research, it is a worthwhile
challenge to seek such an understanding
at the village level by means of village
study.

Both social and natural scientists were
thus agreed that an integrated village study
was worthwhile. This research project is
based on a consensus among us that no one
would be satisfied with studying only limited
aspects of the village, and that everyone is
concerned with all aspects.

The presence of a group of researchers
inevitably disturbed village life. At any one
time about 10 foreigners together with five
or six Lao-speaking university students who
worked as assistants stayed in two or three
rented houses or rooms in this village of
176 households. The team recruited three
maids and four informants-cum-consultants
throughout the fieldwork, and five or six
temporary laborers, all of them villagers.
Kin groups are called sum in the village.
Our team was called sum jiphun (the Japa-
nese kin group).

The main daily task of the social scientists
was to conduct interviews. They visited the
households one by one and attended all
sorts of gatherings, secular as well as reli-
gious. Some worked outside the village,
visiting neighboring villages, and offices and
markets in the towns. Others surveyed land
with a theodotite. Ingredients of meals were
recorded, jars of drinking water counted, and

well-water sampled for chemical analysis.
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Agronomists went out to the field in the
morning, had lunch and a nap there, and
followed the water buffaloes home in the
evening. We also visited the villages in
other provinces from where the villagers’
ancestors had come, and the villages in
frontier provinces to where relatives and
neighbors had emigrated.

We believe that the villagers readily ac-
cepted us in the village, and that we adapted
well to village life. Naturally our relationship
with the villagers was quite different from
that which a single anthropologist would

have developed. That there were many

researchers, however, did not seem to have
a serious negative effect on the fieldwork.
Rather, we felt that the potential short-
comings of single-researcher fieldwork were
avoided to some extent. There was a great
diversity of personalities and ages among
the researchers as well as among the
villagers, and this helped to establish multi-
ple channels of communication between us.
This in turn provided a counterbalance to
the biases of individual researchers in gath-

ering and interpreting information.
(September 1985)
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