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News Framing and Discourse Analysis on  

the 2007 Constitution Amendment Debate in the Thai Press in 2012 

 

 

 

Abstract 

 

 

The study intends to investigate the role of the Thai press during the long drawn political 

conflict since 2006 by taking the Constitution amendment process as its case study. In the 

research news framing and discourse analysis are the main methods used to look at how the 

Thai press reported the Constitution amendment in 2012 through 3 types of content; 1) front 

page news 2) editorial 3) opinion column. Six newspapers are selected; Thai Rath, Kom Chad 

Luek, Matichon, Thai Post, Bangkok Post and ASTV Pujadkaan and the 4-month samples are 

drawn from April-July 2012. The study also explores the role of media professional 

organizations and how their political stances are circumscribed by rapid economic 

transformation and technological challenges. 

 

The research found 6 major frames divided into 2 clusters. The first cluster discusses issues 

of division and balance of power in a democracy. The second cluster discusses political 

tactics, power play, political conflict and negative image of politicians. There are 2 groups of 

discourses in the newspaper content. The first group primarily supports and legitimizes the 

amendment. The second group opposes the amendment and demonstrates the illegitimacy of 

the move to amend the constitution. The opposing discourses are; to destroy the monarchy 

and democratic rule, to salvage former prime minster Thaksin Shinawatra, to take an 

aggressive political action against the opposition, to deepen the political conflict which may 

lead to civil war, to dominate the amendment process by pro-amendment politicians. 

 

On the role of media professional organizations, the mainstream press organizes several 

professional organizations such as the Reporter and the Thai Journalists Association, the 

National Press Council of Thailand to protect their interests. In recent years, their concern on 

press freedom and safety for journalists in the field show that the industry has been affected 

by the deep political conflict in the country and rapid economic transformation as a result of 

globalization. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Keywords: Constitution amendment, Thai press, news framing, discourse analysis, 
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Introduction 

 

The media scape is fast transforming itself amidst new technologies and new media players. 

These changes are circumscribed by a series of political conflict during the past decade. 

Undoubtedly, the media is central to the on-going political struggle signified by the color 

yellow, red, and a mix of other combination. Its political role has been well recognized along 

with other power institutions in the Thai society. At this historical juncture it seems the media 

can no longer hold middle ground for free and fair information and opinion. A large number 

of them have turned into media machine of political groups in order to voice their message 

and discourse. One very significant role is to rally the masses to their side. Some of these 

media propagate conservatism, some populism, and not least, monarchist ideology. It is a 

game of extreme dramatization of information and expression, swinging from adoration, on 

one end, to hate, on the other end. Media politicization and radicalization has deepened the 

divide of the mainstream media in general and the press in particular. 

 

The study on news framing and discourse analysis on the 2007 Constitution amendment 

debate in the Thai press in 2012 is formulated in this tense political climate where the press 

remains pivotal to set the news agenda. The constitution amendment debate is chosen as a 

case to explore how the news media, especially the press, frame the debate, and how public 

perception is being shaped. In addition, the study will analyze the discourse used to present 

the debate in order to understand the perspectives from those who propose to amend the 

constitution and those who oppose it. 
 

Research objectives and methods 

 

The objectives of the research are; to study the news frame and discourse on the Constitution 

amendment debate in the Thai press, and to study the economic transformation of the press 

and their professional organizations.  

 

The study employs a content analysis method. News framing theory and discourse analysis 

are used to analyze the frame and discourse that are presented in the newspapers.  
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In this study six newspapers are selected;  

 

 Popular newspapers  Thai Rath and Kom Chad Luek  

 Political newspapers  Matichon and Thai Post  

 Business newspapers  Bangkok Post and ASTV Pujadkaan  

 

Samples are selected from the above newspapers published during April – July 2012. There 

are 122 days in the selected period and a total of 61 days are selected by picking samples on 

alternate days. 

 
                     

*ASTV Puchadkarn does not have an editorial column. 

 

Three types of content are selected for the study; front page news, editorial and op-ed 

column. There are 301 pieces of front page news, 88 pieces of editorial and 267 pieces of op-

ed column about the Constitution amendment debate. 

 

Data are sorted and analyzed according to the amendment process during April – July. 

 

1. April  2
nd

 reading in the Parliament 

2. May  2
nd

 reading in the Parliament 

3. 1-19 June  Constitutional Court accepted 5 petitions  

4. 20-30 June  Constitutional Court prepared to hear the cases 

5. 1-13 July  Constitutional Court calling witnesses to the hearing  

and passed the ruling on 13 July 

6. 14-31 July  Aftermath of the Court verdict 

 

News framing and discourse analysis 

 

                                                 

 

Type of 

content 

Thai Rath Kom Chad 

Luek 
Matichon Thai Post Bangkok 

Post 

ASTV 

Puchadkaan 

Total 

Front page 
news 

70 
 

54 
 

57 
 

58 
 

22 
 

40  301 

Editorial 31 10 
 

11 
 

28 
 

8 
 

-  88 
 

Op-ed column 17 25 
 

91 
 

44 
 

19 
 

71 267 
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Frame theory has been used widely in political communication research. The focus is on how 

the media select certain messages and present them in such a way that the audience could 

make sense of the story readily. Framing a story positively or negatively could affect public 

opinion one way or the other. These news stories, and not least op-ed column, not only 

inform citizens but tell them how to understand public policies through their frames. 

"Frames are principles of selection, emphasis and presentation composed of little tacit 

theories about what exists, what happens, and what matters." (Gitlin 1980: 6) For Goffman 

(1974) and Gitlin (1980) frames are indispensable for communications, they are the scaffolds 

for any credible stories. On the whole, frames are not consciously manufactured but are 

unconsciously adopted in the course of communicative processes. On a very banal level, 

frames structure some parts of reality and bring them to public attention. Journalists use 

frame in their day-to-day reporting to tell the story. But because the story is being conveyed 

in a particular perspective frame is thus employed as a normative narrative device by 

journalists in most news room. 

For Entman, "[t]o frame is to select some aspects of a perceived reality and make them more 

salient in a communicating text, in such a way as to promote a particular problem definition, 

causal interpretation, moral evaluation, and/or treatment recommendation." (Entman 1993: 

52) Goffman (1974), on the contrary, assumed that frames do not limit, but rather enable the 

perception of and communication of (social and physical) reality. In other words, frames are 

basic cognitive structures which guide the perception and representation of reality. But 

conscious selection of frames can be powerful discursive cues affecting attitude change. 

 

Agenda setting, Priming, Framing and Media Effect 
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Scheufele and Tewksbury (2007) argued that media content as such or even agenda setting do 

not have deep effect as many scholars believed. They pointed out that it is the mode of 

presentation of news stories or opinion which describe, define, and prioritize certain issues 

through language, metaphor, subtle expression, satire or sometimes humor that touch readers 

emotionally. This kind of story has a deep emotive effect and, thus, convincing. Frames and 

their expressiveness work hand in hand to communicate to audience how to think about a 

particular issue rather than telling them what issues they should be thinking about. The latter 

is the focus of media agenda setting by which journalist and editor select an interesting issue 

of the day to publish. 

 

Discourse analysis will be used in this study to investigate how the constitution amendment is 

being debated within the frames established by the press. The key argument and rationale in 

each of the frame is formed within a set of social knowledge and understanding or logical 

explanation which is the discourse that is shared by the majority of the population. Discourse 

in story telling is a powerful device to translate reality into socially constructed knowledge. 

Michel Foucault, the French philosopher, expounded discourse theory from his study on the 

corpus of knowledge and logic developed in modern sciences and social sciences in 17-19
th

 

centuries (Foucault, 1970). Economics, linguistics and biology, for instance, are founded on 

systematic thinking and certain sets of rationalization. Once there is a paradigm shift in our 

logical thinking the form of knowledge in these subjects will shift accordingly. Knowledge is 

essentially grounded in human rationalization and not from discovering scientific reality or 

truth (Thongchai Winichakul 2534; 15).  

 

Discourse, power and knowledge are inter-linked. There is no knowledge without power. 

There is no knowledge that does not derived from discourse and discursive practice. Through 

language and discourse we actualize our thinking and understand the world around us. 

Equally significant are the rules, practices, traditions, the institutionalization of values and 

beliefs or discursive practice in which we learn to follow obediently (Chairat Charoensin-O-

Larn 2543: 21). The dominant discourse in a society is manufactured by most members to the 

degree of consensual practice and flow readily within many levels of our social networks. 

Chairat Charoensin-O-Larn 
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News is a kind of public discourse and its structure is shared by the relationship between the 

producers of news, journalists and editors, and their readers. Discourse analysis in news 

report attempts to unpack the logical thinking behind the news story. The analysis emphasizes 

the use of language in the text and visual languages such as the headline, the page layout, the 

graphic and photograph. It also analyzes the relationship between text and context that 

appeared in the news story. Discourse analysis should bear in mind the larger socio-economic 

and historical conditions surrounding the events or happenings in the news which the 

discourse is embedded (van Dijk 1988: 9, 18). 

 

Framework on the study of news framing and discourse analysis 

On the 2007 Constitution amendment debate in the Thai press in 2012 

 
 

Amending the Constitution 

 

The present Constitution came about as a result of the coup d’état in September 2006. The 

coup makers, the National Security Council (NSC), set up the Constitution Drafting 

Committee (CDC) to draft a new constitution. After the draft was written up the Election 

Commission held a referendum on 19
th

 August to legitimize the draft. The ballot on the new 

constitution was 14,727,306 for the draft and 10,747,441 against the draft 
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http://www.ect.go.th/thai/download50/post156.pdf . The Constitution was, thus, promulgated 

on 24
th

 August 2007. 

 

At least, three subsequent governments have made attempt to amend the Constitution. The 

first trial was by the Palang Prachachon coalition government in 2008. The second attempt, in 

2011, was successfully carried out by the Democrat government. And the third is the present 

one launched by the Puea Thai government in 2012. The move has been stalled by ruling 

from the Constitutional Court in July 2012. The following is a summary of the Constitution 

amendment process thus far. 

 

 

After the Constitution was promulgated in August a general election was held on 23
rd

 

December 2007 under the government of General Surayud Chulanond. During the election 

campaign Palang Prachachon Party proposed on its platform that it would restore democracy 

and amend the Constitution. Winning a majority in the House of Parliament, Palang 

Prachachon Party was able to form a new government led by Prime Minister Samak 

Sundaravej. The motion to amend the Constitution was passed at the annual caucus of Palang 

Prachachon Party on 22
nd

 March 2008. The urgent agenda was on Article 237 regarding the 

closure of political party. Within Palang Prachachon Party, at the time, there were two 

different positions. Executive members of the Party proposed to amend only certain articles 
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of the Constitution whereas MPs who are members of United Front for Democracy against 

Dictatorship (UDD) wanted to overhaul the Constitution of 2007 by reinstituting the 1997 

Constitution instead. 

 

The first attempt to amend the Constitution of 2007 was launched by 164 MPs and from MPs 

from Palang Prachachon Party, Puea Pandin Party, Ruamjai Thai Chat Pattana Party, 

Machima Thipatai Party, Pracharaj Party and some senators. The group initiated an agenda in 

Parliament to draft a new constitution based on the Constitution of 1997 but Sections 1-3, on 

the monarchy and rights and freedom of citizens, of the Constitution of 2007 would be 

retained. 1 The People’s Alliance for Democracy (PAD) immediately demonstrated against 

the move to amend the Constitution. It also sent a petition to the Speaker of the Senate calling 

for the expulsion of the 164 MPs and senators. 

 

The group who opposed to the amendment was made up of university lecturers, former 

members of CDC, the Democrat Party and the PAD. They believed that the idea behind the 

move to amend Article 237 (closing down political party) and Article 309 (revoking the right 

of politician to engage in political activities) was to assist politicians and former prime 

minister Thaksin Shinawatra. But the initiation failed to materialize when the Constitution 

Court ruled that Prime Minister Samak Sundaravej was involved in activity that was in 

conflict with his duty as a public officer. 2 He was ousted from his position after the court 

ruling. 

 

The second attempt to amend the Constitution of 2007 was successfully carried out by the 

Democrat Party. 3 This time the Democrat Party was able to amend Article 93-98 (on election 

methods and number of MPs) and Article 190 (on signing international treaty). On 25
th

 

November 2010 the government and 102 MPs from the coalition government led by the 

Democrat Party proposed a draft amendment to the joint session of the House of Parliament 

and the Senate. Parliament passed the amendment on Article 93-98 and Article 190 on 

                                                 
1 http://www.manager.co.th/Politics/ViewNews.aspx?NewsID=9510000059302 accessed on November 20th, 2012. 

 
2 Samak Sundravej was charged for misconduct on appearing in a cooking show on television. 

 
3The red shirt, prior to the move by the Democrat government, organized a committee called People’s Committee for the 

Amendment of the Constitution of 2007. Weng Tojirakaan, Chair of the Kor Por Por Ror committee, gathered 71,543 signatures 

with an aim to amend the Constitution based on the Constitution of 1997. The joint session of Parliament rejected their draft 

during its legislative session between August 1st – November 28th, 2010. http://web.parliament.go.th/parcy/sapa_db/sapa-

upload/42-20110105112421_2553-2.pdf. Accessed November 20th, 2012. 

http://www.manager.co.th/Politics/ViewNews.aspx?NewsID=9510000059302%20accessed%20on%20November%2020th,%202012.เข้าถึง
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February 11

th
 2011. On March 4

th
 the Royal Gazette decreed that the Constitution amended in 

2011 stipulated in Article 93 that “The House of Parliament is composed of 500 members, of 

whom 375 are elected from single district polling, and another 125 members are party list 

members.” Article 94 stipulated that “In electing members of Parliament from the single 

district polling system those who hold the right to vote has the right to vote for one candidate 

in one district.” 4 

 

The Democrat government dissolved Parliament on May 10
th

 2011 after succeeded in 

amending the election section of the Constitution. A general election was held on July 3
rd

 

2011. This was one year after the government sent troops to crackdown on red shirt 

demonstrators in the central business district of Bangkok. The protesters made demand that 

the government call a new election but was brutally refused. During the 2011 election 

campaign Puea Thai Party, once again, promised to amend the Constitution. When it became 

the ruling party after the election the coalition government of Yingluck Shinawatra 

pronounced in the inaugural policy that it would amend the Constitution by setting up an 

independent constitution convention and holding a referendum on the new draft constitution 

(policy no. 1.16). 5 

 

Concurrently, Nitirat Group, a 7-member civil society movement organization, has 

announced on September 20th 2011, commemorating the fifth anniversary of the 2006 coup 

d’état and first anniversary of Nitirat, that the Constitution of 2007 should be eradicated and a 

new constitution be drafted. Essentially, it must abolish the negative consequences of the 

2006 coup d’état enshrined in the Constitution of 2007 http://www.enlightened-

jurists.com/blog/44 accessed 20 November 2012. 

 

After nearly a year of intense political struggle the 3
rd

 effort to amend the Constitution did not 

come to fruition. The process has been suspended by Constitutional Court ruling since July 

13
th

 2012. The following is a chronology of the amendment carried out by Puea Thai 

coalition government. 

                                                 
4 Before the amendment the number of elected MPs was set at 400, and the number of party list MPs was 100 in Article 93. 

And Article 94 stipulated a multiple polling system in each polling district. A voter can vote for 1-3 candidates. 

 
5 No.1.16 Carry out political reform which open widely to public participation as a matter of urgency. Set up an independent 

constitution convention to draft a new constitution in order to install a lawful system of governance, with full accountability 

towards the people, and check and balances. The draft constitution will be ratified by a public referendum. (Inaugural policy 

statement of the government of Yingluck Shinawatra addressed to the Parliament on August 23rd 2011, p.10). 

http://www.mua.go.th/~bpp/developplan/download/news/policy-yingluk.pdf 

http://www.enlightened-jurists.com/blog/44%20accessed%2020%20November%202012
http://www.enlightened-jurists.com/blog/44%20accessed%2020%20November%202012
http://www.mua.go.th/~bpp/developplan/download/news/policy-yingluk.pdf
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Chronology of Constitution Amendment 

February – August 2012 

 

24 February 2012 

 The government, MP from Puea Thai Party and Chat Thai Pattana Party proposed to 

amend Article 291 of the 2007 Constitution to initiate the amendment process. 

 Parliament voted for the amendment, 399 / 199, in its first reading and agreed to set 

up a Constitution Convention to draft a new constitution. 6 

 

10 April – 14 May 2012 

 Amendment passage in the Parliament whereby 15 days were spent on 2
nd

 reading. 

 Parliament decided to set up a Constitution Convention made up of 99 elected 

members and to hold a referendum on the draft constitution. 

 Parliament prepared to sit for 3
rd

 reading in early June. 

 

10-13 May 

 Five petitions were sent to the Constitution Court against the on-going amendment. 

 Office of the Attorney General rejected the petitions because the amendment did not 

violate Article 68 of the Constitution. 

 In turn, Constitution Court accepted the petitions from 5 groups; 1.Appointed Senator 

General Somjed Boontanom , Somchai Swangkarn and Porapan Punyaratabandhu 

2.Wanthongchai Chamnankit 3.Opposition MP Wirat Kalayasiri from the Democrat 

Party 4.Former appointed senator Warin Thiamcharas 5.Boworn Yasintorn, etc.  

 The petition charged that amending Article 291 to revoke the 2007 Constitution 

would destroy the democratic regime with the King as Head of State. The government 

and those who wanted to amend the Constitution were seeking power to rule 

unconstitutionally.  

 The amendment was unlawful because it is violating Article 68. Hence, the petitioners 

filed the petitions based on the right to protect the Constitution. 

 

1-19 June 

 Constitution Court made a public statement that it could accept the petitions directly 

despite the rejection by the Office of the Attorney General. 

 Constitution Court asked Parliament to suspend its 3
rd

 reading of the amendment. 

 Parliament closed its legislative session on June 19. 

 

1-13 July 

 Constitution Court hearing process kicked off whereby witness from the petitioner, 

Prof. Surapol Nitikraipoj, former rector of Thammasat University and former dean of 

                                                 
6 Summary of 1st Joint Parliament session, Legislative session, 24 February 2012. 
http://www.parliament.go.th/ewtadmin/ewt/parliament_parcy/download/article/article_20120301113843.pdf accessed 20 

November 2012. 

http://www.parliament.go.th/ewtadmin/ewt/parliament_parcy/download/article/article_20120301113843.pdf
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Law Faculty, stated that the power to found a constitution is derived from the people. 

Since the 2007 Constitution has been ratified by a referendum if Parliament wanted to 

draft a whole new constitution it must first hold a referendum in order to get the 

consensus from the public. 

 Constitution Court ruled that amending Article 291 did not violate Article 68. It did 

not destroy the democratic regime but Parliament should hold a referendum before it 

launches the amendment drafting process. 

 Puea Thai Party suspended the 3
rd

 reading of the amendment.  

 It set up a joint party task force, chaired by Bhokin Bhalakula, to study how to amend 

Article 291. 

 

 

How the press framed the Constitution amendment debate 

 

News frames 

From 301 front page news stories on the Constitution amendment debate the study finds that 

the press reported the stories in 6 major news frames. These are classified from the news 

content and news headline. The most reported news frames (by frequency ranking) are: 1. 

Constitution and democracy (37.87%) 2. Political game of the government (26.91%) 3. 

Sensationalizing the conflict (13.95%) 4. Amendment process and technicality (12.29%) 5. 

Diverting the amendment agenda (7.30%) 6. The role and the power of the Constitution Court 

(1.66%) 

The 6 major news frames above can be grouped into 2 clusters. The first cluster (a) Check 

and balance of power discusses issues of constitution content, especially on checks and 
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balances, and division of power in a democracy. The second cluster (b) Political game 

discusses political tactics, power play, political conflict and the portrayal of negative image 

of politicians. Cluster (a) is made up of frames 1, 4 and 6 and cluster (b) is made up of frames 

2, 3, and 5. The ratio of news frames among the 2 clusters are a / b : 51.82% / 48.17% or 

approximately 3 percent apart. In fact, the figure shows that the 2 clusters are almost equally 

framed. However, there is a real difference between these 2 clusters. While the first cluster 

emphasizes on the content of the amendment and democracy the second clusters tend to 

emphasize on the power game between the government and the opposition. The underlying 

theme of these frames is the political legitimacy on the constitution amendment. The news 

stories show that the government sought to adhere to its campaign policy to amend the 

constitution and attempted to legitimize the move based on this social contract. On the other 

hand, the opposition clearly denounced the government’s move to amend the constitution. It 

reiterated the illegitimacy of the whole matter. The news stories report the opposition’s view 

that it is a political game and a conspiracy of the government and former prime minister 

Thaksin Shinawatra.  

 

The most significant debate comes from the first frame on constitution and democracy 

(37.87%). It has two diverse perspectives. One argues that amending the constitution would 

democratize Thai politics. The other counter argues that it would not have a democratization 

effect since the amendment would only benefit politicians, not society nor citizens. It is 

merely a political game. 
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Matichon and Thai Rath reported the debate using the pro-amendment argument in their front 

page news citing that Puea Thai Party has the legitimacy to amend the constitution because it 

made a social contract during the election campaign (Matichon, 5 April 2012, 15 May 2012, 

8 June 2012, 16 July 2012, Thai Rath, 8 June 2012, 20 July 2012). Moreover the Constitution 

of 2007 is not democratic because it came as a result the coup d’état in 2006 (Matichon, 12 

June 2012, Thai Rath 10 June 2012). And members of the future constitution convention will 

be elected by the people. Hence, they are entitled to draft a new constitution (Thai Rath, 8 

July 2012). The power to found a constitution is, essentially, the power of the parliament and 

the people (Matichon, 12 June 2012). 

 

Thai Post, ASTV Pujadkaan, the Bangkok Post, and Kom Chad Luek framed the amendment 

debate differently. Although most of them use the frame on constitution and democracy their 

perspective is opposed to the amendment. The charge is that the amendment would benefit 

only politician, particularly Thaksin Shinawatra (12%-16%) (Bangkok Post, 17 April 2012, 

Kom Chad Luek, 4 July 2012, Thai Post, 15 May 2012, ASTV Puchadkaan, 21 May 2012), 

and destroy the monarchy (15-16%) (Kom Chad Luek, 11 June 2012, Thai Post, 5 April 

2012, ASTV Puchadkaan, 13 April 2012, 4 June 2012). The power to found the constitution 

lies with those who gave consent to the Constitution of 2007 and, thus, irrevocable (Thai 

Post, 6 July 2012, 14 July 2012, Bangkok Post, 6 July 2012, Kom Chad Luek, 14 July 2012). 

Kom Chad Luek, Thai Post, and ASTV Pujadkaan are openly opposed to the amendment in 
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their news report and headline. News stories in the Bangkok Post although framed in the pro-

amendment constitution and democracy frame (31%) the other frames appeared to over ride 

the first frame with their discordant perspective (political game, 31% and sensationalizing the 

conflict, 22%).  

 

The discourse used to legitimize the Constitution amendment is primarily on Puea Thai 

Party’s political mandate. Nonetheless, the ‘pro-amendment’ newspapers do not go all out to 

support the process. Both Matichon and Thai Rath also rationalize that the amendment is a 

political game (12% and 11%) and may have serious and damaging effect in destroying the 

monarchy (12%) and may lead to a civil war (10%). These reasons are similar to the anti-

amendment discourses in the news reports where the opposition presents it with a dissenting 

twist. The two key discourses to delegitimize the government are destroying the monarchy 

and a cunning political game or power play of Puea Thai Party. The amendment is 

understood as a political tactic and instrumental to rehabilitate Thaksin Shinawatra to his 

power position. Matichon and Thai Rath paradoxically combine the pro-amendment 

discourse with the foreseeable negative effects.  

 

Thai Post and ASTV Pujadkaan, on the other hand, are straightforward in their debate. They 

frame and rationalize the disastrous consequences of the amendment without any 

reservations. This can be detected in their partisan perspective and labeling in the headline 

and news reports. The Bangkok Post for its part framed the story in the constitution and 

democracy frame (31%) and as a political game and sensationalizing the conflict (54%). But 

the discourses are; to destroy the monarchy and democracy (15%), political game of the 

government (15%) and to salvage Thaksin (12%). The Bangkok Post employed an observer 

perspective in the news report and used straight language in the headline. Its dissenting 

political stance is, thereby, concealed by the way in which news stories are presented. Kom 

Chad Luek, on the contrary, framed the stories largely in the constitution and democracy 

frame (46%), and political game (24%), the discourses are equally divided between to destroy 

the monarchy and democracy (16%), political game of the government (16%) and 

government political mandate (16%). The pro-amendment discourse is compromised by the 

partisan perspective and the frames and discourses which deliberately delegitimize the 

amendment. 

 

Editorial frames 
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Editorial column is a space whereby opinion of the newspaper on a particular event or topic is 

expressed (Wilber and Miller 2003). From 88 editorial pieces on the Constitution amendment 

debate of 5 newspapers (except for ASTV Pujadkaan which does not have an editorial 

column) the study finds that there are 6 major frames (by frequency ranking): 1. Constitution 

and democracy (30.68%) 2. Sensationalizing the conflict (27.27%) 3. Diverting the 

amendment agenda (21.59%) 4. Political game of the government (10.20%) 5. Amendment 

process and technicality (9.09%) 6. The role and the power of the Constitution Court 

(1.13%). The frames in cluster (b), political game, have a larger ratio over cluster (a), 

constitution and democracy, by 59.09% to 40.90%. The majority of editorial content and 

frames portray the deepening conflict in a negative light. The authors of the editorials fear 

that the conflict might lead to yet another crisis. The emphasis of the editorial pieces is 

evidently spotted on the political power play rather than the gist of the amendment itself. 

 

 

 

 

 

The editorials of Thai Rath and Matichon both point out the importance of the constitution 

amendment. But despite their political stance they also criticize the Constitution Court and 
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the government that they should concern themselves with the interests of the people and not 

just protecting their own interests. In the editorial titled “The norm of the Constitution Court” 

(Matichon, 5 July 2012), the author stated that,  

“.. the function of the Constitution Court is to make judgement on whether a 

particular law / legal practice is against the constitution and all concerned public 

institutions must take its ruling into practice. Thus, the Constitution Court has a 

significant role in a democracy. So far, the petition on amending Article 201 is 

viewed suspiciously. The government fears that there might be a hidden agenda to 

close down the political parties. The Constitution Court must be very careful in its 

ruling. It should take all factors into consideration, be conspicuous and fair in order 

to set a good standard. It should secure complete confidence of the people.” 

 
The editorial of Thai Rath is vehemently critical of the government. In the piece titled “Don’t 

open the way to free corruption” (Thai Rath, 27 July 2012), the author said, 

“Although the government is undecided on the detail content of the constitution 

amendment, Deputy Prime Minister, Chalerm Yubamrung, has already created a 

splash in the news that it would amend the constitution article by article. The main 

point is to amend 5 areas….to integrate the Constitution Court with the 

Administrative Court into a department in the High Court, to close down the 

department of criminal court of justice of public officers in the High Court. In fact, 

the Constitution of 1997 was entitled ‘political reform constitution’ because of its 

aims on creating public institutions for a strong check and balance system of political 

power. It meant to block politicians from free-handed corruption. If the proposed 

amendment is to revise all of these our politics will regress to the era of corrupting 

freely.” 

 

The counter argument against the constitution amendment proposal is published in the 

editorial pieces in Kom Chad Luek, Thai Post, and the Bangkok Post. They state, as a matter 

of fact, that the amendment is carried out to assist Thaksin Shinawatra, the former prime 

minster. It would have a destroying effect on the monarchy and the checks and balances of 

power in all public institutions. In the editorial titled “The normal process ‘could not prevent 

it’” (Kom Chad Luek, 16 April 2012), the author cautioned that, 

There is a tendency that the Puea Thai government will draft an amnesty bill to clean 

up all of Thaksin’s crime. It plans to transfer the cases to the National Anti-

corruption Office to start them anew. The Constitution of 1997 has set up public 

institutions to check powerful politicians because the existing institutions can’t 

perform their jobs. We must monitor very carefully whether the government would 

attempt to amend the articles related to the court, the independent public institution, 

and the power of the judiciary.” 

 
The editorial of Thai Post titled “Back tracking Puea Thai, amending the Constitution for me 

and myself” (Thai Post, 19 April 2012) the author revealed the conspiracy of Thaksin and 

Puea Thai Party that, 
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“There are tons of reasons why the Constitution should not be amended. In the past, 

Puea Thai Party has tried to destroy the constitution. During the government of 

Thaksin, for instance, it wanted to amend the selection process of the independent 

public institutions. After the dissolution of the parliament in April 2006 it came to an 

agreement with the small political parties to amend the constitution. This is for 

Thaksin’s interests. Today we can see the jigsaw puzzle clearly. Thaksin plans to 

return to the country by amending the Constitution and to build a new power base. 

He is going to legislate an amnesty bill to pardon himself. 

 

In the Bangkok Post editorial (21 June 2012) “Laws cannot bring unity”, the author also 

pointed to the unfairness of helping Thaksin alone through legislation of laws. 

“The combination of legal moves like constitutional changes or legal amendments 

cannot unite the country as Ms.Yingluck trying to do it. Because laws should be 

written for all not on one’s purpose as those legal moves claimed as helping 

Thaksin’s return. The unity could only happened if all actions are based on all 

people’s benefits, and enforced equally” 

 

 

Most of the newspapers express an anti-amendment position in their editorials stating that it is 

an illegitimate political game. Only a few of the editorials discuss the political mandate of the 

government and support the amendment process. The editorials of Thai Post, Kom Chad 

Luek and Bangkok Post portray its anti-amendment sentiment through the discourses on civil 

war, unfairly helping Thaksin and dividing the nation. Thai Post and Thai Rath high light the 

discourse on destroying the monarchy in their editorial pieces. And a large majority of the 

editorials are conspicuously partisans in their anti-amendment perspective and an accusation 

tone of voice is employed. Matichon is the exception in its critical tone of voice and catalyst 

perspective.  

 

Column frames 

Opinion column or op-ed is an open space for a columnist to express his/her opinion freely. A 

newspaper may have regular columnist who is an editorial staff or guest columnist. There 

may be special columnist who contributes occasionally to the paper. Opinion from reputable 

columnists is highly regarded and politically influential on their readers. Most of the authors 

in the op-ed columns of the 6 newspapers are regular columnist and the majority is editorial 

staff. There are few guest columnists and these are from Matichon, Kom Chad Luek and the 

Bangkok Post. From 267 pieces written on the constitution amendment topic there are 25 
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authors; 3 from Thai Rath, 7 from Kom Chad Luek, 1 from Thai Post, 7 from the Bangkok 

Post, 7 from Pujadkaan. And there are 26 from Matichon alone. 7
  

 

The study finds that there are 6 major frames (by frequency ranking): 1. Constitution and 

democracy (46.81%) 2. Political game of the government (18.72%) 3. Sensationalizing the 

conflict (17.97%) 4. Diverting the amendment agenda (7.11%) 5. Amendment process and 

technicality (6.74%) 6. The role and the power of the Constitution Court (2.62%). The frames 

in cluster (a), checks and balances of power, have a larger ratio over cluster (b), political 

game, by 56.17% to 43.82%. However, the average percentage of the frame on constitution 

and democracy is 40.23% which is close to the total percentage of the frames in cluster (b). 

This means that the columnists are interested in discussing the structural design of check and 

balance of power and its democratic value as much as the issues on political power play. 

 

But similar to the findings from the other two types of content discussed earlier the view that 

the amendment is illegitimate is prevalent in the op-ed columns in Kom Chad Luek, Thai 

Post and ASTV Pujadkaan. These papers have the highest percentage in the frame on 

constitution and democracy. In fact, all of the columns in Thai Post and ASTV Pujadkaan are 

anti-amendment. The authors point out that the amendment is instrumental in helping 

Thaksin, it is meant to destroy democratic rule and has an aim to create a ‘Thaksin regime’ 

(Plaew Si Ngern, “With the last breath”, Thai Post, 28 May 2012, Chatchawaan 

Chatsuthichai, “The era of Jone Na Liem using E Suea Na Suey to rule”, Hyde Park Long 

Kradas column, ASTV Pujadkaan, 20 June 2012).  

 

The majority of authors in Matichon op-ed column, which is in the same group with highest 

percentage in the frame on constitution and democracy, also disapprove of amending the 

constitution. And most of the columnists in the Bangkok Post also express a dissenting view 

on the amendment believing that it would not democratize the political system. 

                                                 
7 Matichon has an exceptionally large number of columnists, 26 in total. Satani Kid Lek Ti 12 is written by chief editor (7), 
untitled column is written by executive (4), Dern Na Chon is written by front page news chief (6), untitled column written by 

regular columnists who are academics (4) and occasional contributor (5). 
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Only a few guest columnist from Matichon such as Nidhi Eoseewong (“Constitution – new 

imaginations”, Matichon, 23 April 2012) and Kasian Tejapira view the constitution 

amendment positively. Also among the minority group of columnists, who view that 

amending the constitution would democratize Thai politics, are Bai Tong Hang and Pitch 

Pongsawat from Kom Chad Luek, and Thitinan Pongsudhirak from the Bangkok Post 

(“Many more checks but for fewer balances”, Bangkok Post, 20 July 2012). They mostly 

write with a critical view on the amendment and a dialogic style. 

 

Columnists from popular papers such as Thai Rath, Kom Chad Luek, and niche papers for 

politically hard core readers such as Thai Post and ASTV Pujadkaan discuss the amendment 

largely in the sensationalizing the conflict frame. The discourses use by these authors are that 

amending the constitution would divide the nation further, the haste in the process would lead 

to deep conflict and another crisis, and there would be confrontations from discordant 

protesters and chaos would ensue (Sanya Ratanasoi, “Have concentration”, Dern Na Chon, 

Matichon, 12 July 2012, Lom Plien Tis, “Politics is heated up because there is an aim”, Maai 

Het Pratet Thai column, Thai Rath, 4 July 2012, Sopon Ongkarn, “The catalyst of the war 

game”, Pom Phra Atit, ASTV Pujadkaan, 26 June 2012). These authors basically arouse fear 

and suspicion in their columns. 
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On the contrary, the Bangkok Post and Matichon prioritize the frame on political game of the 

government. Authors in the Bangkok Post and Matichon analyze the main actors from the 

political elites, such as MPs from Puea Thai Party, former prime minister Thaksin 

Shinawatra, the Democrat Party, and key political groups. They emphasize the importance of 

politicians and their political tactics in the amendment power play (Suwapong Janfangpetch, 

“Vote or no vote”, Satani Kid Lek Ti 12, Matichon, 10 June 2012, Nattaya Chetchotiros, 

“Charter court leaves Phuea Thai in a quandary”, Bangkok Post, 19 July 2012). 

 

A summary of constitution amendment frames in front page news, editorial and column  

 
Major Frame News Frame* Editorial Frame Column Frame Total 

1.Constitution and 

Democracy 

114 (251) 

37.87% (36.85%) 

27 

30.86% 

125 

46.81% 

266 

40.54% 

2.Process / technicality of 

 amendement 

37 (131) 

12.29% (19.23%) 

8 

9.09% 

18 

6.74% 

63 

9.60 

3.Power and role of 

Constitutional Court 

5 (37) 

1.66% (5.43%) 

1 

1.13% 

7 

2.62% 

13 

1.98% 

(a)Check/balance & division 

of power 

156/301 

(51.82%) 

36/88 (40.90%) 150/267 

(56.17%) 

342/656 

(52.13%) 

4.Politcal game 81 (116) 

26.91% (17.03%) 

9 

10.22% 

50 

18.72% 

140 

21.34% 

5.Sensationalizing the conflict 42 (113) 

13.95% (16.59%) 

24 

27.27% 

48 

17.97% 

114 

17.37% 

6.Diverting the agenda 22 (33) 

7.30% (4.84%) 

19 

21.59% 

19 

7.11% 

60 

9.14% 

(b) Political game 145/301 

(48.17%) 

52/88 (59.09%) 117/267 

(43.82%) 

314/656 

(47.86%) 

Total 301 (681) 

100% (100%) 

88 

100% 

267 

100% 

656 

100% 
*News Frame:  The first figure in the column shows the news frames that were high lighted and the figures in 

  the bracket shows the total number of news frame in each category 

 

The summary table shows that there are two major clusters of frame; cluster (a) check and 

balance and division of power, and cluster (b) political game. The ratio of cluster (a) in the 

front-page news and op-ed column is higher than cluster (b) (51%:48% and 56%:43%) which 

appears at first glance that both types of content are framed on how best to amend the 

constitution. However, a closer look shows that information and perspectives from the news 

sources and authors are largely anti-amendment. They believe that amending the Constitution 

would not democratize the political system. Hence, they did not give consent to the 

amendment process. Those who believe that the amendment is a positive political move are 

in the minority, and thereby, the frames to legitimize the constitution amendment are smaller 

than those aimed at delegitimizing the amendment. 
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The frames in editorial column, on the other hand, show that there are more frames in cluster 

(b) than cluster (a) (59%:40%). The editorial put more emphasis on sensationalizing the 

conflict (27%) and has less frames on the constitution and democratization (30%). Most of 

the editorials are anti-amendment because the newspapers simply believe that the Parliament 

will amend the constitution to rehabilitate Thaksin. 

 
Discourse analysis of the Constitution amendment debate 

 

As discussed above news, editorial and op-ed column on the Constitution amendment debate 

are largely framed in the political game direction over and above the check and balance of 

power frame. The political stance of most of the newspaper is anti-amendment reiterating the 

illegitimacy of the process. When the study investigates further into the discourses of the 6 

newspapers we find that the key political discourses in circulation since the 19 September 

2006 coup d’état have been used to trump up these frames. The pro-amendment group tries to 

convince the public that there is a serious need to amend the Constitution while the anti-

amendment group dramatize and sensationalize the amendment to the point of arousing 

mistrust, fear and hate. The latter portrayal creates the sense of political illegitimacy bearing a 

deep negative impact on the issue. 

 

Discourses in front-page news 

The discourses found in the newspaper content are divided into 2 groups. The first group 

primarily supports and legitimizes the amendment. The second group opposes the amendment 

and demonstrates the illegitimacy of the move to amend the constitution. There are 962 

discourses in 301 frames in the front page news; 25.05% (241 discourses) is supportive of the 

amendment, and 74.94% (721 discourses) is against the amendment. 

 

The pro-amendment discourses are; 1) to materialize the government political mandate (138 

discourses or 14.34%), 2) to democratize the constitution (44 discourses or 4.57%), 3) to 

design a new system of check and balance of power (38 discourses or 3.95%), 4) elected 

members of the constitution convention are representatives of the people (20 discourses or 

2.07%), and 5) to legitimize the power of the people to found the constitution (as opposed to 

the power of the coup) (1 discourse or 0.10%). These discourses emphasize the relationship 

between the government, elected members of the parliament and elected members of the 

constitutional convention as they are all representing the people in an electoral democracy. 
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They would make constitution amendment through the legislative process based on the power 

of the people who vote for them (Poonthep Sirinupong, Nitirat, Matichon, 12 June 2012). The 

pro-amendment debate also criticizes the Constitution Court ruling whether it has the power 

to advise the Parliament to hold a referendum before it legislate the amendment. Nitirat and 

others show their doubt on the power of the Constitution Court when it edged in to rule over 

the power of the Parliament. 

 

In the front-page news discourse the government legitimizes the amendment on its political 

mandate. It argues that the urgency to make amendment within one year has no ill intention. 

Puea Thai Party must oblige to the policy during its election campaign and its inaugural 

policy in the Parliament. The Opposition party accusation that Puea Thai Party acts with 

haste and having a hidden agenda is unjustified. Despite the Constitution Court advise to 

suspend the 3
rd

 reading of the amendment Puea Thai Party continue to hold its ground 

(“Reject Constitution Court ruling, Puea Thai lobby Parliament to counter”, Matichon 12 

July 2012, “‘Pongthep’ pushes 3
rd

 reading in Parliament”, Thai Rath, 20 July 2012). In 

addition, the government and the pro-amendment camp point to the illegitimacy of the 

Constitution of 2007 by using terms such as dictatorial constitution. They rationalize that the 

amendment would democratize Thai politics. It would defuse the conflict in the long term 

and it would conform to universal value. 

 

The opposing discourses are; 1) to destroy the monarchy and democratic rule (124 discourses 

or 12.88%), 2) it is a political game of the government (114 discourses or 11.85%), 3) to 

salvage former prime minister Thaksin Shinawatra (109 discourses or 11.33%), 4) adverse 

effect of the amendment may lead to civil war (95 discourses or 9.87%), and 5) the 

amendment process would be dominated by politicians from Puea Thai Party and its coalition 

parties (46 discourses or 4.78%). There are other discourses which are related to the above 

such as the urgency of the amendment is unjustified (“Cannot answer why it must make the 

amendment!” Thai Post, 6 July 2012), and the society would be further divided. The counter-

discourses reinforce the distrust towards politicians and make accusation that Puea Thai Party 

has an agenda to destroy the monarchy. The charge then leads to the next stage of discursive 

practice in opposing the amendment. The Constitution Court is brought in, through 5 groups 

of people who filed petitions, to stop the move to amend the Constitution. Besides making 

reference to the (sacred) power of the monarchy to up-hold its argument the opposition group 

constantly refers to the referendum in 2007 which means that the Constitution received 
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political consensus from the people. Hence, the Constitution Court takes this same line of 

argument and effectively suspends the move to amend the constitution after its 

pronouncement on 13 July 2012 (“Constitution Court rules 8:0 against 5 petitions, but must 

hold referendum if amend the entire Constitution, Jatuporn dissents Court numbing effect, 

Ooi (Chaturon Chaisang) charges Court created more problem”, Thai Rath, 14 July 2012). 

 

If we look at each newspaper Thai Rath, for example, high lights the discourse on check and 

balance and division of power over Puea Thai political mandate. While Matichon, on the 

contrary, emphasizes Puea Thai political mandate as its main discourse. Kom Chad Luek 

presents two contradicting discourses equally, Puea Thai political mandate and destroying the 

monarchy (“Accusing govt aim to destroy”, Kom Chad Luek, 6 July 2012). These discourses 

are connected to the frames that oppose the constitution amendment largely adhere to in Kom 

Chad Luek. Thereby, the anti-amendment discourses are more prevalent in Kom Chad Luek. 

For Thai Post and ASTV Pujadkaan 85% of their discourses are anti-amendment 

(“Destroying the (democratic) regime”, Thai Post, 2 June 2012, “Chair of Constitution Court 

confirms its power, concerned about destroying the democratic regime”, ASTV Pujadkaan, 4 

June 2012). 

 

Discourses in the editorial column 

The editorials in 5 newspapers has 88 frames which mainly express 2 groups of discourses 

(143 discourses), 1) the illegitimacy of the amendment (133 discourses or 93.01%) and 2) the 

legitimacy of the amendment (10 discourses or 6.99%). ASTV Pujadkaan does not have an 

editorial column.  

 

 

There are 5 major anti-amendment discourses similar to the front-page news. But the 

editorials are written in a dramatic tone of voice to manifest the political position of the 

newspaper coupled with the discourses which sensationalize the anti-amendment debate. 

These are; 1) adverse effect of the amendment may lead to civil war (27 discourses or 

18.88%), 2) to salvage former prime minister Thaksin Shinawatra (21 discourses or 14.68%), 

3) discrediting members of parliament (19 discourses or 13.28%), 4) to destroy the monarchy 

and democratic rule (18 discourses or 12.58%), and 5) the amendment process would be 

dominated by politicians from Puea Thai Party and its coalition parties (11 discourses or 

7.69%).  
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The pro-amendment discourses are; 1) to materialize the government political mandate (4 

discourses or 2.79%), 2) to democratize the constitution (4 discourses or 2.79%), 3) elected 

members of the constitution convention are representatives of the people (1 discourse or 

0.69%), and 4) to design a new system of check and balance of power (1 discourse or 0.69%). 

 

Thai Rath and Matichon are the minority papers which legitimize the amendment based on 

Puea Thai political mandate. The views in the editorials in Kom Chad Luek, Thai Post and 

Bangkok Post are opposed to the amendment. The strongest accusation is destroying the 

monarchy and democracy (“Will the Constitution Court rule to please the red?” Thai Post, 3 

July 2012, “Less rhetoric more respect”, Bangkok Post, 4 July 2012). Kom Chad Luek also 

expresses the view that the deep conflict may instigate a civil war (“Do not add flame to the 

fire”, Kom Chad Luek, 4 June 2012). In fact, the editorial column in both Kom Chad Luek 

and Thai Post are 100% anti-amendment (“Underdog of Thaksin’s disease”, Thai Post, 16 

June 2012, “Maew order Puea Thai to accept Court ruling”, Kom Chad Luek, 4 July 2012). 

While the anti-amendment discourses in the Bangkok Post made up a large proportion of the 

discourses (87.5%). It has serious doubts that the amendment might not bring real democracy 

since it is only a ploy to bring Thaksin back (“Striving for democracy”, Bangkok Post, 27 

June 2012, “Thaksin eyes a third way home”, Bangkok Post 17 April 2012).  

 

Since the majority of the editorials in 5 newspapers express the anti-amendment discourses it 

could be easily concluded that these papers are opposed to the amendment. A large number of 

the editorials are concerned about the violent conflict between the discordant political groups 

and that it might erupt into civil war (“Please listen to the people”, Poll report said the people 

want the amendment suspended because they don’t want to see another turmoil, Thai Rath, 

19 July 2012). 

 

Discourses in op-ed column 

The op-ed column, 267 in total, has 3 groups of discourses, 1) Anti-amendment discourses 

(84.43%), 2) Pro-amendment discourses (13.57%), and 3) Critical discourse (3.74%). There 

are 5 major anti-amendment discourses similar to the front-page news and editorial. These 

are; 1) to salvage former prime minister Thaksin Shinawatra (16.96%), 2) to destroy the 

monarchy and democratic rule (16.36%), 3) the adverse effect of the amendment may lead to 

civil war (11.57%), 4) it is a political game of the government (9.78%), and 5) the 



Constitution amendment debate in the Thai press 2012 

 

26 
amendment process would be dominated by politicians from Puea Thai Party and its coalition 

parties (8.18%). Approximately 50% of the op-ed express the view that the amendment is 

undemocratic and would arouse more conflict. 

 

The op-ed column in Thai Post and ASTV Pujadkaan are all anti-amendment. They primarily 

use the discourses on salvaging Thaksin and political game of the government in the column 

(Plaey Si-ngern, “When everything is visually red clear”, Thai Post, 25 June 2012, Plaey Si-

ngern, “Sign of the downturn of Puea Thai Party”, Thai Post, 9 May 2012, Conscientious 

voice, Surawich Verawan, “Democracy under Thaksin”, ASTV Pujadkaan, 1 June 2012, 

Hyde Park long kradas, “’Maew’, is he the same one as ‘Oak’s father’?”, ASTV Pujadkaan, 

11 July 2012). 

 

The majority of op-ed in Thai Rath, Kom Chad Luek, and the Bangkok Post are also anti-

amendment (Freedom and responsibility, “What principle is left?“, Kom Chad Luek, 12 April 

2012, Veera Pratheepchaikul, “A minefield for Pheua Thai, PM and the King”, Bangkok Post, 

11 July 2555). 

 

The pro-amendment discourses are; 1) to materialize the government political mandate 

(6.38%), 2) to democratize the constitution (3.19%), 3) to design a new system of check and 

balance of power (3.19%), 4) to legitimize the power of the people to found the constitution 

(0.79%), and 5) elected members of the constitution convention are representatives of the 

people, 4) to legitimize the power of the people to found the constitution (0.19%). 

 

Kom Chad Luek, Matichon and the Bangkok Post provide some space for the pro-amendment 

view in the debate despite the fact that the majority of op-ed column are anti-amendment. 

Matichon publishes the largest number of articles which support the amendment (Suriwong 

Aurepatipan, “Want an obedient government”, Matichon 6 July 2012). Among the few pro-

amendment columnists are; Bai Tong Haeng and Pitch Pongsawat (guest columnist) from 

Kom Chad Luek, Worasak Prayoonsook, Thakoon Boonparn, Suriwong Aurepatipan, and 

Prap Boonpan (staff writer), and Nidhi Eoseewong and Kasian Tejapira (guest columnist) 

from Matichon. From the Bangkok Post is Thitinan Pongsudhirak (guest columnist). 

 

In addition, the op-ed column is differed from the front-page news and editorial since it has a 

critical perspective in a small number of articles. Matichon, Kom Chad Luek and the 
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Bangkok Post carry the critical op-ed column such as Kasian Tejapira, “Ok, let’s have a 

referendum!” (Matichon, 20 July 2012), Bai Tong Haeng, “Thank to the Constitution Court”, 

(Kom Chad Luek, 4 June 2012). 

 

When we look at the figures the study shows that the 5 highest rated anti-amendment 

discourses total 55% of all the discourses. If all 10 anti-amendment discourses are combined 

the ratio would amount to 79%. By contrast, the 5 highest rated pro-amendment discourses 

only total 20%. In brief the ratio between the anti-amendment discourse and pro-amendment 

discourse is 4:1. And if we break down by type of content we find that the pro-amendment 

content in the front-page news accounted for 25.05%, and 6.99% in the editorial, and 13.57% 

in the op-ed column. The larger ratio of the anti-amendment discourse shows that there is 

50.72% in the front-page news, 58.74% in the editorial, and 62.87% in the op-ed column. The 

overwhelming ratio of the anti-amendment discourse, especially in the op-ed column, 

demonstrates how much the Constitution amendment debate is being countered. Most of the 

editorial and op-ed column in the mainstream press do not discuss nor propose much detail 

on the content of the amendment itself. They spend paragraph after paragraph in describing 

and rationalizing how and why the amendment should be thrashed. It is amazing to find out 

that, somehow, the newspapers are speaking for themselves in their counter argument. Their 

negative portrayal of the amendment is in fact self-representative as they are acting as one of 

the main political player in the debate. They side with the opposition political elites such as 

the opposition Democrat Party, academics and influential political groups. They seem to turn 

their back against the public and their readers. 

 

A summary of front-page news, editorial and op-ed discourses on 

the Constitution amendment debate in 2012 

 

Discourses Front-page news Editorial Op-ed Total 

 

Pro-amendment discourse 
Legitimizing the amendment 

1. Materialize political mandate 

2. Democratize constitution 

3. Check/balance, division of power 

4. Member of constitution 

convention represent the people  

5. Parliament has the right to found 

constitution 

Total (5 discourses) 

 

 

138 (14.34%) 

44 (4.57%) 

38 (3.95%) 

20 (2.07%) 

1 (0.10%) 

(241) / (25.05%) 

 

 

4 (2.79%) 

4 (2.79%) 

1 (0.69%) 

1 (0.69%) 

- 

(10) / 6.99% 

 

 

32 (6.38%) 

16 (3.19%) 

15 (2.99%) 

1 (0.19%) 

4 (0.79%) 

(68) / (13.57%) 

 

 

174 (10.83%) 

64 (3.98%) 

54 (3.36%) 

22 (1.36%) 

5 (0.31%) 

319 (19.8%) 

Anti-amendment discourse 
Delegitimizing the amendment 

1. Destroying monarchy/democracy 

 

 

124 (12.88%) 

 

 

18 (12.58%) 

 

 

82 (16.36%) 

 

 

224 (13.94%) 
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2. Salvage Thaksin  

3. Lead to civil war 

4. Political game of government 

5. Dominate by politicians                 

Total (5 discourses) 

Other discourses (10 discourses) 

      Grand Total 

109 (11.33%) 

95 (9.87%) 

114 (11.85%) 

46 (4.78%) 

488 (50.72%) 

 

 (721) / (74.94%) 

21 (14.68%) 

27 (18.88%) 

7 (4.89%) 

11 (7.69%) 

84 (58.74%) 

 

 (133) / 93.01% 

85 (16.96%) 

58 (11.57%) 

49 (9.78%) 

41 (8.18%) 

315 (62.87%) 

 

 (423) / 

(84.43%) 

215 (13.38%) 

180 (11.20%) 

170 (10.58%) 

98 (6.10%) 

887 (55.23%) 

 

(1,277)/(79.51%) 

Critical discourse 

1. Political / power structure 

2. Detail on amendment content 

           Total 

 

- 

- 

0% 

 

- 

- 

0% 

 

9 (1.79%) 

1 (0.19%) 

(10) / (1.98%) 

 

9 

1 

(10) / (0.62%)  

                       Total 962 

100% 

143 

100% 

501 

100% 

1,606 

100% 

 
 
The ways in which the discourses are presented is indicative of how the press positions the 

amendment debate and themselves. The newspapers frame and present the discourses in 3 

types of perspectives; observer, actor, and critical distance. The news sources are largely 

government sources, the Opposition, the judiciary (especially the Constitution Court), 

academics who agree and disagree with the amendment. The pro-amendment content use 

straight language and reasoning in their attempt to convince readers. Newspaper content that 

are opposed to the amendment are framed in dramatic narrative, openly attacking the 

government in the front page news headline, satirical language and labeling are used in the 

editorial and op-ed column. 

 

In summary, the study on 3 types of newspaper content on the constitution amendment debate 

of 6 mainstream newspapers finds that Matichon and Thai Rath support the amendment, 

especially in the front-page news. Nonetheless, most of the authors in Thai Rath op-ed 

column are against the amendment. In addition, the editorial in Matichon and Thai Rath 

mostly swing against the amendment. The Bangkok Post is somewhat ambiguous or could be 

described as concealing its political position in the news and op-ed column. But the content 

of the editorial is anti-amendment. Kom Chad Luek could be classified as anti-amendment 
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since both its front-page news and editorial are framed and rationalized against the 

amendment. Only in the op-ed column that some authors express their pro-amendment 

position. As for ASTV Pujadkaan and Thai Post, both are clearly opposed to the constitution 

amendment in all types of content. 

 

Newspaper industry and professional organization 

 

This section is an investigation on the dynamics of the newspaper industry. During the past 

decades the industry has transformed itself from small business enterprises to large business 

corporations that are politically and economically influential. News and information, 

including opinion, are turned into valuable commodity instead of public goods to serve 

citizens. In the effort to compete with one another and to make the highest profit each 

newspaper must find the right market position in order to be successful. The political 

economic analysis of the industry will demonstrate how newspaper content and their political 

position are circumscribed by these forces. 

 

Newspaper industry  
The research on the newspaper industry finds that the industry today is made up of large 

newspaper businesses. The Bangkok Post was incorporated in 1946 right after WWII by a 

group of journalists and businessmen, Thawee Tavedikul, Ajint Unhanatana, Prasit 

Lulitanond, and Major General Alexander McDonald, an American CIA officer. They wanted 

to publish the first English newspaper. In 1949, when McDonald was declared person non 

grata by the Thai government, the paper was sold to Lord Thompson who owned the London 

Times (Paporn Sirijindawong 1988). In the 1980s-1990s Post Publishing is owned by major 

shareholders from the construction industry such as GS Steel, Siyong, Italian Thai Group, and 

Central Group from the retail industry, and Bangkok Bank, Plc. from the finance sector. 

GMM Media, South China Morning Post, Suttikiat Jirathiwat (Central Group), Worachai 

Bhicharnchitr, Bangkok Bank, Plc. and Vatcharapol, Co. are the major shareholders of Post 

Publishing at present. Suttikiat Jirathiwat became the executive director and 3
rd

 major 

shareholder since 1993 (Bangkok Post Annual Report 2004). 

 

Thai Rath, the largest popular newspaper, was incorporated in 1962. Originally the owner, 

Kamphol Vatcharapol, bought Khao Parb magazine and Sieng Angthong, known for its crime 

report to start up Sieng Angthong paper. But when the former owner bought it back Kamphol 
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 Newspaper readership (2006) 

Newspaper No. (per day) 
Thai Rath 10,583,00 
Kom Chad Luek 999,000 
Matichon 959,000 
ASTV Pujadkaan 187,000 
Thai Post 81,000 

Bangkok Post 60,000 
Source: AC Nielsen, 2006 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Source: AC Nielson, 2006   

then established Thai Rath and began to make it a mass circulation paper at 100,000 copies 

per day. Thai Rath invests in new printing technologies from time to time and remains the 

leader of the popular press up to the present. Thai Rath production line is vertically integrated 

and its outstanding distribution logistic surpasses those of its competitors. It claims a 

circulation of 1,000,000 copies per day with approximately 10 million readers (AC Nielsen 

2006). 

 

During 1970s the political upheaval, from a military rule to a brief democratic interval, and a 

brutal return of authoritarianism, saw Thai politics going through significant social and 

political transformations. The Voice of the Nation or the Nation, grew out of the dormant but 

intense political context. The group of founder, Suthichai Yoon, Sunida Kitiyakara, MR, 

Thamnoon Mahapauraya and Chaveng Chariyapisuthi, wanted to form a second English 

newspaper owned by Thai shareholders as opposed to the Bangkok Post which was owned by 

Lord Thompson. It was incorporated in 1971. The Nation Group started its sister paper, Kom 

Chad Luek, in 2001 with an aim to publish a popular paper for the middle-lower class readers 

(Nation Multi-Media Group Annual Report 2011). 

 

After the fall of the military dictators freedom of the press 

during 1973-1976 was at its zenith. And Matichon came 

into being in 1978 two years after the student massacre in 

October 1976 and about a year after the coup d’état in 

1977. The founder, Khanchai Boonpan and Pongsak 

Payakvichien, wanted Matichon to be a political paper 

(http://www.prachachat.net/news_detail.php?newsid=1338103426). Through the 1980s-1990s 

Matichon, known for its quality news reports, is recognized as the paper of record in the 

industry. 

 

The business papers were vibrant during the late 1980s-1990s when the economic boom 

called for more business information. In fact, several new business, political and popular 

papers were launched during this period. The Manager started off as a monthly business 

journal and weekly magazine since 1983 and 1987. In 1990 Manager became a daily 

newspaper aiming at readers from the middle and business class. The founder, Sondhi 

Limthongkul, bought the defunct Thai Stock newspaper and changed it into a business paper 

that was well received by the market (Mallika Asawarachan 2011). But Manager Group went 
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bust after the economic crisis in 1997. The court declared Manager Group bankruptcy in 

2008 with 4,726 million bath debt. In November 2008 Manager daily or Pujadkaan Raiwan 

changed its name to ASTV Pujadkaan. It is owned by ASTV (Thailand) with Sondhi and his 

son at its helm. 

 

Thai Post was originally founded under the auspices of the Post Publishing Group in 1992 

after the May 1992 political crisis. It started off with an aim to be a business cum political 

paper. In 1996 the editorial staff split up with Post Publishing Group. It found Thai Post 

under Saan Su Anakot Co. It is a niche market paper for hard core political readers. 

 

Newspapers registered in the stock exchange 

Founded Registered in stock exchange Year 

Registered 
Founded Not registered 

1946 Bangkok Post  
(Post Publishing Group)         

1984 1962 Thai Rath 

2001 Kom Chad Luek  
(Nation Group)  

1988 1996 Thai Post* 

1978 Matichon  
(Matichon Group)                          

1993   

(1990) 
2010 

ASTV Pujadkaan** 
(Manager Group) 

1993 

  
 *   Thai Post was originally Siam Post, founded in 1992, under Post Publishing Group. 
 ** ASTV Pujadkaan or the Manager Daily was founded in 1990. It went bankrupt in 2008 

      and withdrew from the stock exchange. The paper was renamed ASTV Pujadkaan in 2010. 

 

Four out of 6 newspapers under study are registered in the stock exchange (ASTV Pujadkaan 

went bankrupt and was expelled from the stock exchange in 2008). The Post Publishing 

Group is registered in 1984, Nation Group in 1988, Matichon Group in 1993 and Manager 

Group in 1993. Thai Rath, the leader of the industry and a family business, is not a public 

company. So does Thai Post. The 1980s and 1990s are the decades whereby the industry was 

booming. But its fortune fluctuates with the dynamics of the Thai, and not least, global 

economy. The economic crisis in 1997 has serious adverse effect on the finance, property and 

other manufacturing sectors. The newspaper industry was also hard hit by it as manifested by 

the debacle of Manager Group. Other papers slumped in the subsequent years after the crisis.  
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 Source: AC Nielsen Media Research (Thailand), Advertising expenditure 2007-2012. 

 

New media technologies and new political landscape and their changing contexts at the turn 

of the 21
st
 century brought new media competitors to the industry. There is the Internet, and 

there are satellite televisions, cable televisions and community media/radio at the local levels 

that are vying for broad base audiences and a share in the advertising expenditure. The 

newspaper industry has a 12.89% share (valued at 1.5 billion baht) of the 11.7 billion baht 

total value of the advertising expenditure in 2012. The advertising share of the television 

industry, on the contrary, leads by at least 4.5 times over the newspaper industry during 2007-

2012. In this same period the share of advertising expenditure for the newspaper industry 

continue to decline incrementally. Furthermore, the realignment of economic and political 

groupings has drawn in telecommunications and broadcasting entrepreneur/tycoon, namely 

Thaksin Shinawatra, to the power center. These new formations are embedded with deep 

conflict due to their differences in economic interests and political ideology and culture with 

the elites and the Establishment. The newspaper industry stands amidst the intense 

confrontations of conservative/ammataya and liberal/democratic forces. The political struggle 

culminated in the 19 September coup d’état in 2006 when Thaksin Shinawatra, former prime 

minster, was putsch from power by the military. 

 

The following is an analysis of the economic dynamics from the revenue and profit of 6 

newspapers during 2007-2011. The study finds that there are fluctuations in the revenue and 

net profit of each of the paper. As a whole, however, the revenue has increased during 2010-

2011 except for Nation Multi-Media Group (Kom Chad Luek), and ASTV (Thailand) (ASTV 

Pujadkaan). The revenue and net profit of Vatcharapol, Co. (Thai Rath) increased constantly 

(no figure available for 2007 and 2008). Matichon Group’s business performance slides up 

and down over the same period. But there is a considerable decrease in its net profit due to 

reinvestment in its on-line publication and television broadcast during 2010-2011. 

 

Post Publishing Group showed a drop in its revenue in 2009 (14% revenue drop from the 

previous year). And its net profit recorded a lost (-97 million baht) in the same period. This is 
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largely due to the political turmoil in 2008-2009 when the People’s Alliance for Democracy 

(PAD) seized Suvarnabhumi airport. Its negative impact on the advertising revenue in the 

land and property segment, classified ad, hotel and tourism, automobile and import goods 

sent a shock wave to Post Publishing whose income is based largely on advertising revenue 

from these segments.   

 

Nation Multi-Media Group is only second to Vatcharapol Co. (Thai Rath) in its revenue 

ranking.  However, the net profit of the group has accumulated a lost of 905.53 million baht 

during 2007 – 2009 and its business performance showed a steady decline since 2007. It only 

regained profit in 2010 (313.62 million baht) and 2011 (104.28 million baht). Part of the 

profit was derived from its property sale (of one of its office building) and increasing revenue 

from other types of new media in the group. 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
The Manager Group (ASTV Pujadkaan) or presently (ASTV Thailand) was drastically hit by 

the economic crisis since 1997 and well beyond 2000s. Its revenue dropped sharply in 2008, 

from 358.81 million baht to 24.77 million baht. This was the period when Manager Group 

went bankrupt and its assets seized by court order. During 2007-2011 Manager Group 

accumulated a lost of 177.08 million baht. In 2008 – 2011 its business performance began to 

show vibrancy again though the revenue during this period continued to fluctuate. 

 

Saan Su Anakot, Co. (Thai Post) is the smallest newspaper with less than 50 million baht 

asset. Its revenue ranges from 76.39 – 88.05 million baht during 2009 – 2011. The net profit, 

ranges from 8.35 million baht in 2009 to 4.35 million baht in 2011, showing a constant 

decline during the same period. 
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The newspaper industry that has flourished during the 1970s – 1980s, and in the early part of 

1990s faced more economic obstacles since the economic crisis in 1997. Its revenue from the 

share of advertising expenditure has, in fact, decreased over the years since 2007. The 

industry must compete with broadcasting, the Internet and cinema for young audiences. 

When the industry encountered a political crisis or economic downturn the impact is felt 

dramatically in some of the smaller papers such as Thai Post, and those registered in the stock 

exchange, i.e. Post Publishing, Matichon Group and Nation Multi-Media Group. Vatcharapol, 

Co. (Thai Rath), the market leader of the industry, is the only paper that out performed all 

other papers with constant revenue growth and net profit. These newspapers, from decade old 

print generation, are seeking new channels of income and invest in digital and on-line media, 

satellite broadcast, cable television, IP television and terrestrial broadcast, and a combination 

of multi-media platform, within its own corporation or as joint venture project with other 

media corporations.  

 

On-line news website is highly significant for print media to reach out to readers who are 

unable to access the print version of the paper. Post Publishing started its on-line edition of 

the Bangkok Post in 1996 (Sophon Kanhasen 2002), and since 2000 Manager Group and 

Vatcharapol, Co. both have their on-line paper as a supplement to the print version of the 

paper (Thitima Puttan 2008 and Santat Thongrin 2000). At present, all of the newspapers 

have their on-line edition and some have set up a separate editorial staff for their on-line 

websites. Some also provide SMS news service. Although the on-line versions are becoming 
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more and more popular among net readers they do not actually generate large amount of 

income. 

 

The strategies to diversify to a variety of media channels could be seen from the early pioneer 

of Nation Multi-Media Group in the 1980s - 1990s. It produced news and feature program for 

radio and television on MCOT, Channel 9 before started up its own satellite channel, Nation 

Channel in 1999. Post Publishing produced news bulletin for Channel 11 – NBT News since 

early 2000s while Manager Group launched its own satellite broadcast, ASTV News Channel 

in 2006. And Matichon decided to join the rank by producing news bulletin for Work Point, 

Co. on cable television in 2011. 

 

Another important business strategy for the public company registered in the stock exchange 

is to extend their ownership to new business partners outside the media industry. There are 4 

types of major shareholders in the 4 corporations owning the Bangkok Post, the Nation, 

Matichon, and Pujadkaan newspaper. 1) Family ownership such as Matichon and Pujadkaan. 

2) Ownership by other business sector from construction, retail and banking, such as the 

Bangkok Post. 3) Ownership by foreign media such as the Bangkok Post. 4) Ownership by 

the entertainment industry such as Matichon and the Bangkok Post. 

 

In addition, the industry must seek value added income, beyond sales of media content 

especially news and information, and feature stories. They must find revenue from other 

activities and resources such as organize news and public relations event for state agencies. 

Coupled with the fiercely competitive advertising market the industry, and journalist, is now 

obliged to sacrifice some of its freedom and professional independence. Some have more 

entertainment content in the on-line version or in the front-page news report. Banner stories 

become more sensationalized to capture market attention. Extra large banner headlines are 

used frequently to shock readers. With all of the above most of the newspapers are still 

searching for new strategies to sustain the level of income and net profit. Their effective 

tactic is to reach out either to the mass market or find a niche market of its own. 

 

The role of media professional organizations 

The first professional association, the Newspapers Association of Thailand, was founded in 

1941 when the first Press Act was enacted. The objectives were professional development 

and business development of the newspapers. In 1956 a group of journalist led by, Chote 
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Maneenoi, Theh Chongkhadikij, Sanit Ekachai, Anong Mesprasart, Jaran Yoganyong, and 

Issara Amuntakul, for example, founded the Reporters Association of Thailand 

(http://www.tja.or.th/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=77:reporters-association-of-

thailand-journalist&catid=133:2011-03-25-09-28-42&Itemid=76). In 1965, the third professional 

association, the Journalist Association of Thailand was founded. It was led by Chalerm 

Wuthikosit, Chaiyong Chavalit, and Salao Rekharuji, journalists and editors from Lak Muang 

and Pim Thai newspapers. 

 

The role of the professional organizations took a critical turn in 1977 when 5 press 

associations, the Newspapers Association of Thailand, the Reporter Association of Thailand, 

Journalist Association of Thailand, including the Regional Journalist Association of Thailand 

and the Regional Newspapers Association of Thailand, under a new organization called, the 

Press Confederation of Thailand, banded together to petition the government of Tanin 

Kraivixien to amend the 1941 Press Act. It also demanded the Ministry of Internal Affairs to 

revoke its order to close down newspapers resulted from the coup in 1976. Three years later, 

the Press Confederation of Thailand was officially launched in 1980 with dual objectives, 1) 

to promote professional relations with the press in ASEAN countries, and 2) to fight for press 

freedom. 

 

In 1997 the National Press Council of Thailand was organized. The key driver is Manit 

Suksomjit of Thai Rath who became the first president of the council (and remained for 2 

terms). Since its inception in 1997, the council has elected presidents from Matichon Group, 

the Manager Group, Post Publishing and Nation Multi-Media Group. In 1999 the Reporter 

Association of Thailand merged with the Journalist Association of Thailand to form the 

Reporter and Journalist Association of Thailand. As the newspaper industry flourish in the 

1980s-1990s the professional associations gradually shift their roles towards becoming trade 

associations. 

 

The following is a summary of the study on the public statements 

of the industry professional associations during 2007 – 2011. The 

largest number of statement is issued in 2010 during the political 

turmoil in April – May. The gist of the public statements is 

related to 4 major topics. 1) Make certain demand on the 

Year No. of 
statement 

2007 6 

2008 6 

2009 6 

2010 12 

2011 3 

http://www.tja.or.th/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=77:reporters-
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government 2) Guarantee on the right and freedom of journalist 3) Guarantee on the right and 

freedom of citizen 4) How to report news during political crisis (Annual Report of the 

Reporters and Journalists Association of Thailand 2007 – 2011). 

 

The demands made by the press associations during 2007 – 2011 are largely related to 

government policies and laws on freedom of the press. Some of the significant statements 

are; to revoke the Press Act of 1941, to suspend the legislation of the Internal Security Bill, to 

cease state interference on the press. They also issue statements on the violence inflicted on 

media organizations and journalists during the intense political strife between ‘yellow’ and 

‘red’ media. These demands are made to call for state guarantee on the basic rights on 

freedom of expressions. But a closer analysis shows that the press associations are seeking 

for the liberalization of newspaper production in order to strengthen the industry. For 

decades, the Press Act of 1941 required political vetting of the founder of a press 

organization before it received permission to print. By contrast, the new Press Act of 2007, 

which is renamed the Press Registration Act (enacted by the Legislative Assembly appointed 

after the coup in 2006), has essentially lifted the politically restrictive requirement. Any 

person or groups of persons can publish readily after registering with the Ministry of Culture. 

 

Political chaos, newspapers closure (by force), or state censorship (directly and indirectly) 

have an adverse effect on the industry. It creates uncertainty, risks, and not least, a climate of 

fear for journalists and media owners. Journalists are risking their credits and violating their 

professional ethics when they do not tell the truth. Media owners, on the other hand, fear 

retaliation from influential institutions if they publish truthfully. The deep conflict and 

political instability in recent years has been a serious cause for concern among press 

associations. In a bid to secure its economic dynamics the industry has continuously practiced 

self-censorship, especially on reporting about court cases on Article 112 of the Criminal Act 

on defaming the monarchy and heir apparent, and given consent to the coup appointed 

government on blocking dissident websites. The industry is, thereby, walking a tight rope 

between freedom of expression and self censorship to guard its own interests. 

 

The Press Council of Thailand and other press associations operate in the same way as those 

trade associations in other trade and services, and manufacturing segments of the economy. 

They organized themselves in order to negotiate with the government as a professional group 

either for political or economic benefits. Their public role during the recent political conflict 
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shows that the industry has been deeply affected by the socio-political schism in the social 

structure. Their concern on press freedom, violent clashes, and the safety of journalists in the 

field is a reflection on how the economy of the industry is largely connected to the general 

political condition and its stability. 

 

Discussion 

 

The study on “News Framing and Discourse Analysis on the 2007 Constitution Amendment 

Debate in the Thai Press in 2012” is interested in how the mainstream newspapers frame the 

constitution amendment debate and what are the discourses used to legitimize or delegitimize 

the amendment. The majority of the newspapers frame the debate within the political game 

perspective over the structure of check and balance of power in a democracy. They pay scant 

attention to the essence on how the amendment might democratize Thai politics. The anti-

amendment camp sought to delegitimize it by accusing the government of trying to destroy 

the monarchy and democracy, and to salvage Thaksin Shinawatra. The pro-amendment 

newspapers frame the debate on the political mandate during the election campaign of Puea 

Thai Party in 2011. However, the supporting discourses on the democratization of Thai 

politics do not come out strongly nor sound convincing. They are buried by the 

sensationalization in the front page news reports as well as by the counter-argument in the 

editorials and op-ed columns in most of the newspapers. The dramatization on civil war or 

the forecast on another round of violent confrontation, though a familiar narrative plot by 

now, is instrumental in cultivating intense fear among readers. 

 

After the general election on 3
rd

 July 2011 Puea Thai Party, and its coalition, is able to set up 

the government with Ms.Yingluck Shinawatra as the Prime Minister. However, the long 

drawn political schism has not been resolved. The majority of the mainstream press believes 

that the present government is a proxy of former prime minister Thaksin Shinawatra. When 

the government proposed the move to amend the constitution the press is convinced that it is 

a mere political game to pave the way for an amnesty in order to rehabilitate Thaksin. It has 

nothing to do with Puea Thai mandate during the election campaign, nor has anything to do 

with democratizing Thai politics. The anti-amendment sentiment could be seen primarily as 

an expression to oppose the amendment, and also a vehement protest against rehabilitating 

Thaksin. Ultimately, it is also about opposing the present government. 
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The anti-amendment newspapers reproduce the discourse on destroying the monarchy as it is 

a powerful and detrimental discourse against the government. This was used as the main 

reason by the military coup to ousted Thaksin in 2006. The press believes that it could work 

well (again) to convince the public as much as creating fear and suspicion. The discourse is 

given more teeth when 5 petitions were filed against the amendment by the pro-elites political 

groups and senators. The Constitutional Court, which is one of the key judicial institutions, 

accepts the petitions despite the rejection by the Office of the Attorney General that they are 

unlawful. The court proceeding in July 2012 has raised the conflict to the discursive practice 

level. The live television broadcast is a vivid display of authority. The court room drama 

seems real yet paradoxically surreal in its shaky accusation from the opposition witness stand. 

The Court ruling advises Parliament to hold a referendum before its 3
rd

 reading on the 

amendment motion. Since July 13
th

 the amendment has been stalled. In this way, the 

powerful judicial institution has effectively forced Parliament to come to a halt. Despite 

criticism on the power of the Constitution Court to sanction Parliament the motion to amend 

the constitution has come to a dead stop so it seems. 

 

 

The analysis on 6 mainstream newspaper shows that the market leader papers such as Thai 

Rath, the popular paper, and Matichon, the political paper, are pro-amendment in their front 

page news. The Bangkok Post, the leader in the English press, is ambivalent in its pro-

amendment and anti-amendment position. Evidently they must attempt to serve their readers 

in order to retain their large market share in a highly competitive market. 

 

The smaller papers such as Thai Post and ASTV Pujadkaan choose to oppose the amendment 

in its entirety. The front page news, editorial and op-ed column are all openly opposed to the 

constitution amendment. They harshly attack the amendment in their headlines and narrative 
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using direct quotes from the Opposition and political groups that are anti-amendment as their 

sources. They are contemptuous in their tone of voice and the usage of language. This kind of 

radicalization of news report and opinion may serve well for a small niche market. 

 

Kom Chad Luek is in the swing position as it must compete with the other popular 

newspapers, Thai Rath, Daily News, and Khao Sod, which came before it. The paper needs a 

firm foothold to differentiate itself from the rest of its competitors and to attract the attention 

of its readers. The study shows that Kom Chad Luek chooses to oppose the amendment in its 

front page news and editorial while Thai Rath is more pro-amendment in its front page news 

reports. 

 

So why does the majority of the mainstream press oppose to the constitution amendment? Is 

this a norm of a critical press to check the Government of the day and politicians in the 

Parliament? Or are there other reasons behind the anti-amendment sentiment? 

 

There are a couple of assumptions that we could explore. The press and its professional 

associations generally believe that the Constitution of 2007 is a good constitution since the 

industry has been invited to take part in the drafting process as member of the Constitution 

Drafting Committee (CDC) in 2006. It should not be amended after all its effort in helping to 

draft this Constitution. 

 

The second assumption is more complicated in its intricacies of political economic nuances. 

The animosity between the industry and former prime minister Thaksin Shinawatra is rooted 

in early 2000s when he and his Thai Rak Thai Party came to power. His government 

threatened the press by legal investigation into the assets of some of the reputed editors, and 

filed legal charges against certain papers that were critical of the government. The 

government also used business tactics to either subsidize or withdraw from supporting the 

paper. And finally, Thaksin’s business acquisition to quell and dominate the press such as 

Matichon and the Bangkok Post (and ITV television) demonstrated his open hostility towards 

the press. They sense the deep threat and a climate of fear prevail (Supinya Klangnarong 

2005). 

 

But Thaksin Shinawatra was also the owner of the leading telecommunications corporations, 

AIS, and Shin Sat, apart from being the head of the government. He has the executive power, 
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has control over the biggest political party, Thai Rak Thai Party, and also represents the 

economic power of large telecommunications corporations, other big conglomerates, and 

local capitals. He is both a local tycoon and a global capitalist (McCargo and Pathmanand, 

2005, Phongpaichit and Baker, 2004). His flagship mobile phone corporation, AIS, and other 

connected businesses such as satellite, and television broadcast, are geared to become the 

telecommunications infrastructure of the region, not only for Thailand. By contrast, the 

newspaper industry is producing for the domestic market and local Thai readers. Thaksin 

Shinawatra, equipped with his dual political and economic power, is not only a political 

enemy of the press but a real business enemy of the newspaper industry in the long term.  

 

As discussed earlier the newspaper industry has already transformed itself in the 1990s and 

2000s. The diversification into multi-media production platform and the incorporation as 

public company are but two business strategies to increase investment and asset, and to 

sustain growth and profit. Furthermore, its strengthened public role under the leadership of a 

new Press Council and a range of professional associations in the campaign for the (People’s) 

Constitution of 1997 and drafting of the (Elite’s) Constitution of 2007 demonstrated its 

political and economic influence in the power structure of Thai politics. But the firm foothold 

in the local market and the much vaunted political influence of the industry becomes 

problematic when the conditions of the Thai social structure are rapidly changing. In the short 

term, therefore, we are witnessing the kind of political and economic strife that has now 

politicized the press, or even radicalized some to an extreme royalist/nationalist position. The 

study on the constitution amendment debate in 6 newspapers is an example par excellence on 

the dynamics of the mainstream press that must continue to evolve in the deluge of 

technological and political transformation locally, and within a wider regional and global 

context. 
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