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ABSTRACT 

There is a growing number of serious concerns 
about the decline of the earth’s ecosystem.  To solve 
environmental problems, from 1992 to 2005, the World 
Commission on Environment and Development 
(WCED) and United Nations Conference on environ-
ment and Development (UNCED) announced the idea 
of sustainable development, which has impacted on 
public and corporate agendas in all nations; however, 
Sustainable Development has proved a difficult con- 
cept to handle because of the perspective inter- 
pretation.  It is not enough to only define the three 
dimensions of sustainability (environment, economy 
and society).  The interlinkages between the prisms      
of sustainability are also very significant, and relate      
to the most important fields of policy making.  For 
example, the degree of equity in access to limited 
resources is as important for sustainability as the       
total amount of resources extracted from the en-
vironment.  This interlinkage connecting the society  
and the environment establishes a “right to resource 
access”.  The paper discusses the concept of Sus-
tainable Development and the differences of en-
vironmental management between developed and 
developing countries.  The sustainable yield was 
determined in terms of the time period factor; econo-
mic shock and weak politics and administrations. 

 

บทคัดยอ 
ความวิตกกังวลในความเสื่อมโทรมของระบบนิเวศ

ของโลกนับวันจะทวีสูงขึ้น เพื่อชวยแกปญหาดานสิ่ง-
แวดลอม นับตั้งแตป พ.ศ. 2535 ถึง พ.ศ. 2548 เปนตนมา 
คณะกรรมาธิการโลกวาดวยสิ่งแวดลอมและการพัฒนา 
(WCED) และองคการสหประชาชาติวาดวยสิ่งแวดลอมและ
การพัฒนา (UNCED) ไดสนับสนุนแนวความคิดเกี่ยวกับ 
การพัฒนาที่ยั่งยืน ซึ่งเปนแนวความคิดที่มีบทบาทตอการ
บริหารจัดการทรัพยากรธรรมชาติของภาครัฐและเอกชนใน
ทุกประเทศ อยางไรก็ดี ความยากในการจัดการความยั่งยืน
ขึ้นอยูกับการตีความหมายของความเกี่ยวพันของมิติทั้งสาม 
อันไดแก มิติทางเศรษฐกิจ สังคม และสิ่งแวดลอม ตลอดจน
การเชื่อมโยงเนื้อหาของแตละมิติภายใตปริซึมแหงการยั่งยืน   
ผลของการเชื่อมโยงจะกระทบโดยตรงตอประสิทธิภาพการ
วางนโยบายจัดการสิ่งแวดลอม ตัวอยางเชน การเชื่อมโยง  
มิติดานสังคมและสิ่งแวดลอมจะกอใหเกิดสิทธิในการเขาถึง

ทรัพยากร กลาวคือ ความเทาเทียมในการใชทรัพยากรที่มีอยู
จํากัดเปนประเด็นทางสังคมที่มีน้ําหนักเทียบเทากับจํานวน
ทรัพยากรธรรมชาติที่ ถูกใชซึ่งเปนประเด็นของมิติสิ่ง-
แวดลอม บทความนี้กลาวถึงแนวความคิดของการพัฒนาที่
ยั่งยืน และความแตกตางในการจัดการสิ่งแวดลอมระหวาง
ประเทศพัฒนาแลวและประเทศที่กําลังพัฒนา ตนทุนของ
ความยั่งยืนจะพิจารณาจากปจจัยดานเวลา กระแสเศรษฐกิจ 
และจุดออนในการบริการของรัฐบาลและการเมือง 
 
INTRODUCTION 

During the first two decades following World 
War II, demographic pressures had greatly affected 
natural resources.  Malthus, the only neoclassical 
theory scholar, concerned that economic develop-
ment did not consider environmental resources as 
basic to economic growth; moreover, exponential 
population are constrained of land and food supply, 
which lead to the major depletion of natural 
resources.  The choking off population growth and 
the well being of individuals are all the solution.  The 
biggest change in thinking about natural resource  
use has emerged since that finding (Lochman, 1998: 
145).  For example, in 1972 Meadow revealed the 
five major trends of global concerns in his writing–
Limit to Growth of the Club of Rome: accelerating 
industrialization, rapid population growth, wide-   
spread malnutrition, depletion of non-renewable 
resources, and deteriorating environment. Finally 
carrying the capacity approach has been suggested         
to solve the environmental constraint.  

In 1982 the Brundtland Report widely known as 
Our Common Future by Gro Harlund Brundtland.  It 
showed the environmental management failure of 
top-down or blue print approach in the development.  
Besides that discussion, it also called for new 
perspectives and ways to halt environmental decline 
and introduced the concept of sustainability.  The 
fundamental question asked in the report was 
whether societies could sustain themselves over 
times without sinking below a subsistence level of 
consumption and without irreparable destruction of 
the earth’s environmental and natural resources.  

After that period the conferences of the World 
Commission on Environment and Development 
(WCED) in 1987 and the United Nations Conference 
on environment and Development (UNCED), which 
took place in Rio de Janeiro in June 1992, explicitly 



focused on the development-environment-trade trian-  
gle as a way of looking at sustainable development.  
Moreover, all nations should be aware of the interac-
tion between the environment and the development 
shift.  Everyone from politicians to presidents has 
jumped on the bandwagon (Agenda 21) (Sandbrook, 
1992). 

The concept of Sustainability is normative and 
relative.  It can be seen as a process towards some-
thing, which is more sustainable than what has     
been before.  Furthermore, the concept is multi- 
dimensional, which makes it difficult to define.  If it 

is interpreted in its broadest sense, it has economic, 
social and cultural, political, and ecological aspects, 
which means it needs an interdisciplinary approach. 
However, in particularly, people understand that it 
related to the development theory, associated with 
positive social change (Aronsson, 2000).  In addition, 
sustainability has similarities with the idea of stable 
equilibrium.  Let’s take the system for example.  A 
system can be in a state of stable equilibrium when it is 
able to return to its original path after the impact of any 
stress or shock (Senge, 1994) (figure 1). 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Figure1: A view of sustainability as three concentric circles: the economy exists within society (culture and polities), 

and both the economy and society exist within the environment. 
 
Source: Bottom, D. L., G. H. Reeves and M. H. Brookes. (Eds.), 1996. 
 

However, there is no absolute sustainable develop-
ment because human beings’ needs change over time. 
Lifestyle is always adjusted according to its goal.  
The United Nations Conference on Trade and 
Development (UNCTAD) and UNCED, founded in 
1964, insist on the developmental aspect of world 
economic and environment issues, and set the six 
environmental principles as guidelines to all coun-
tries in the world. It is in the context of a develop-
ment theory.  That is 1) the Public trust doctrine 
Principle; 2) the Precautionary Principle (PP.); 3) the 
Inter-and Intergeneration equity Principle; 4) the 
Polluter-Pays Principle; 5) the Policy coherence and 
governance.  The sixth principle, the Subsidiary 
Principle (SP), offers guidance on the application of 
the wholes.  The purpose of these approaches is to be 
clear on environmental bases to be understood in the 
same way.  Furthermore, they offer more direct 
support to negotiations on inter-national trade as 
well.  (Dommen, 1993)   

This paper provides a concept of Sustainable 
Development or SD, and then presents the concept of 
development in schools of thought related to SD.  
The example would be given to show the hardship of 
keeping a sustainable yield.  Finally, it addresses how 
environmental management in developing countries 
differs from the management found in developed 
countries. 

SUSTAINABILITY 

Following the emergence of environmental 
stress as a major threat to mankind, the concept of 
sustainability with respect to the resources and 
environmental integrity, has been used extensively  
by a broad spectrum of scholars and organizations.  
Because it is normative; many definitions were given 
in different words, but having the same meaning such 
as in the paper of WCED (1987), Bell and Morse 
(1999), and Schaller (1993).  A frequently used 
definition is the one found in the Brundtland Com-
mission’s report Our Common Future: ‘to ensure that 
development for today’s needs jeopardizing the 
chances for coming generations to satisfy their needs’ 

The word sustain is derived from the Latin 
word: sustenere, which means holding up or keeping 
elevated.  Okai (1999) explained that an early definition 
of sustainability was confined within the context       
of biologically renewable resources such as forests 
and fisheries to define the physical limit of sus-
tainable exploiting resources. Thus, if a steady-state 
of physical equilibrium is sustained, the harvest and 
regeneration can be maintained indefinitely.  In other 
words, sustainability is a concept, in which the rate of 
harvests are regulated to ensure that a harvest does 
not exceed regeneration. 



Wilson (1993) defined that Sustainability, in a 
broader social term, means maintaining something 
that already exists.  It is equated with self-sustaining 
and self-sufficient, which means that no outside 
support is needed.  In this sense, it is similar to a 

closed system, which includes interactions between 
(1) physical resources; (2) ecosystem or natural 
resource system; and (3) social-economic force, 
which response to changes in the resource base and 
system interactions as shown in figure 2. 

 
 

 
 

Figure 2: A System of Sustainability 
 

                                                              Source: Dubois–Taine, 2001. 
 

In figure 2 it shows that to formulate a short and 
long term sustainable plan one should consider 
factors in the main circle - environment, economic, 
sociology, and culture - in terms of management and 
financing.  In this sense, the concept is multi 
dimensional, which makes it difficult to define.  For 
instance, the economic aspect is concerned with 
satisfying human material needs and goals.  The 
social and political terms, are related to equality, 
justice and influence, whereas in the ecological point 
of view, the main concern is to determine the 
minimum combination of resources that will enable 
the ecosystem to function in such a way that it can 
sustain ecological resilience, keeping the natural 
cycle intact. 

However, Sustainability is a difficult concept to 
put into practice because of the conflict-objectives. 
But in all aspects, it is concerned with the develop-
ment theory. 
 

THE CONCEPT OF DEVELOPMENT 
The concept of development has long been 

subject of lively debate and a number of schools have 
emerged.  The word development means change. 
Aronsson (2000) described that it is associated     
with positive social change, which means moving 
forward to something that is better than the present.  
A number of thinkers use it in different meanings     
in many contexts nowadays.  Yet the difficulty is how 
to measure development and what the measurement 
is because scale is the most argued question.  

There are three schools of thought: growth      
and modernization, Marxism, and the dependency 
(Aronsson, 2000).  The growth and modernization 
concepts were related to the macro scale, the develop-
ment for a nation society, whereas Marxism and the 
dependency studied the domain of influence and sub-

system dependent.  However, Jha and Whalley (1999), 
in his working paper The Environmental Regime In 
Developing Countries submitted to National Bureau 
Of Economic Research, Inc.  found that the changes   
in macro level are not automatically positive to 
households and individuals at the micro level.  For 
instance, in case of the Narmada dam construction in 
India, the Indian government proposed to promise a 
better quality of life (the project supplies electricity 
and drinking water) to the locals without considering 
the impact on the environment.  Villagers would lose 
their homes and land if construction was completed. 
Moreover, in the social dimension, affected groups 
opposed because they lost holy place Hindu Pilgrims 
their (Elliott, 1994).  The experiences from this case 
illustrated that the right way to manage develop- 
ment should go along with social and cultural issues. 
Accordingly, the sustainable development approach 
emerged.    
 

SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT 
Sustainable Development or the SD concept has 

gained real meaning since the publication of the 
report Our Common Future, by WCED.  SD can be 
traced by the dependency schools of thought, in 
particular to the debate on resources in the study   
The Limits to Growth and the UN symposium on    
the relation between resources, environment and 
development, which was held in Stockholm in 1979.  
Later in 1992, Agenda 21 was used as the plan of 
action for the future world.   

SD covers three main dimensions.  One is the 
resource dimension associated with the long-term 
use.  Then, it is development of the local countryside 
and local culture.  They are based on the view that 
species and ecosystems have a value in themselves 
and should be allowed to exist on their own terms.  

Environ- 
ment 

 
Economic 

Culture Sociology 

Financing 

Management 

Short term Long term 



Whilst the other is a dimension associated with 
workplaces and material rewards.  The rewards may 
be sufficient to provide a basis for establishing 
family-firms and for generation shifts.  In this sense, 
it centers on human beings and implies that even      
if the other species have the right to exist, it is the 
survival of humans that is super ordinate (Allen, 
1996; Aronsson, 2000).  Furthermore, according to the 
Rio declaration, SD still relates to conservation and 
development in a society in order to attain the goals 

of greater welfare for the people.  However, in 2005, 
the German Wuppertal Institute, commissioned by 
Friends of the Earth, developed a methodology for 
the Sustainable Europe project – The Prism of Sus-
tainability.  It is composed of four dimension- 
linkages, namely (1) the environmental imperative;    
(2) the economic imperative; (3) the social imperative; 
and (4) the institutional imperative.  (Meadowcroft, 
Farrell and Spangenberg, 2005) 

  
 

 
 
Figure 3: A model of ‘Prism of Sustainability', which defines sustainability as consisting of four dimensions: 

social, economic, environmental and institutional (institutional includes not only organizations, but 
also mechanisms and orientations).  

 
Source: Meadowcroft, Farrell, and Spangenberg, 2005.  
 

 
From the figure above, (1) environmental im-

perative describes the need to reduce the pressure  
on the physical environment to within ecological 
system limits.  The environmental dimension of sus-
tainability aims at keeping intact, indefinitely, the 
stability of the processes of the ecosphere, as a 
dynamic and self-organized structure.  An economic 
system is environmentally sustainable only as long as 
the amount of resources utilized to generate welfare 
is permanently restricted to a size and quality that 
does not overexploit the sources or overburden the 
sinks provided by the ecosphere.  This imperative is 
defined from an anthropocentric point of view.  

(2) institutional imperative calls for strength-
ening people's participation in political governance.  
The mechanisms of decision-making have to inte-
grate people's wishes and activities.  This way, the 
acceptance of and identification with political de-
cisions both become broader, and democracy is 
strengthened.  

(3) social imperative demands that all indivi-
duals have access to the resources and facilities they 
need to live a healthy and dignified life.  This implies 
a non-discriminatory social fabric, supported by mea-
sures to reduce social exclusion and guarantee mini-
mum social standards and human rights. 



(4) economic imperative is to satisfy human 
needs for material welfare.  This implies an economy 
which supports employment and livelihoods, in a 
framework which is competitive and stable at the 
macro-economic scale. 

The hardship of SD management is the envi-
ronmental equity and justice.  In the growth and 
modernization concept, it questions (about) the opti-
mal use of resources because the nature of human 
kind always exploits the resources as much as 
possible.  The Elliott (1994) article discusses global 
warming controversies between developing countries 
and developed countries for example.  As the amount 
of greenhouse gases emissions (from the industry, 
according to world trade competition) of each 
country must respond to the impact of total future 
emissions, there are agreements on carbon tax, fossil 
fuel production limits, and emission permits. 

Secondly, the school of Marxism believes that  
it is essential to preserve the natural and cultural 
variety to ensure long-term survival, stability and 
richness of experience.  The way to have the greatest 
possible exploitation of resources over time is limited 
on condition that the natural and cultural variety is 
preserved.  But social scientists and philosophers 
disagree with this approach because it needs political 
support, which operates only in short and medium 
terms.  In this case, the lack of economic power on 
the part of developing nations is the constraint of SD.  

Although there are now international conventions 
aimed at regulating trade of hazardous waste, the 
transborder hazardous waste trade continues.  The 
receiving countries, definitely developing countries 
are so in need of income.  They receive the pollutant 
though they lack the ability to monitor that illegal 
trade and lack the ability to enforce penalties on 
companies that conspire to extend such trade.  The 
case of West Africa explains this well (Elliott, 1994). 

Then, the dependency theory maintains ex-
plicitly that the consumption of resources must        
be seen in a global context.  In other words, con-
sumption must not be so great as to harm societies   
in other parts of the world.  Based on the principle   
of center/periphery or sub-system dependent, for 
example, the increased consumption of the rich has 
impacts on the poor.  The raw materials in the form 
of goods were imported from the poor.  Moreover, 
The Transborder and global Externalities Environ-
mental or the harmful process in the factory, invested 
by the rich in the developing countries, pollutes the 
environment of the poor.  Sometimes this approach  
is known as NIMBY or Not In My Back Yard con-
cept.  Besides, Jha and Whalley (1999) supported 
that developing countries are the major parts of 
global transborder.  The contribution of environ-
mental impact in those countries through trans- 
border on global damage remains poorly quantified. 
The sequence of transborder is presented in Table 1. 

 

Table1: Transborder/Global Environmental Externalities Affecting Developing Countries 

Issues Descriptive 

1. Global warming       Temperature rise and micro climate change, combined 
with increasing frequency of extreme weather events. 

2. Ozone depletion       Thinning of ozone layer increases ultraviolet light 
penetration of the atmosphere. Effect is more severe in 
temperate climates.  

3. Biodiversity / Deforestation Loss of gene pool through forest and wildlife erosion, 
lose of mangrove from shrimp farming, Loss of forests 
affects local populations who use non-timber forest 
product, reduces carbon absorption by forests, and 
increases natural water run off. 

4. Acid rain                   Airborne acid depositions; high in areas such as South-
East China, North-East India, Korea, Thailand. Wheat 
yield halved in areas in India close to sulfur dioxide 
emissions.  

Source: Jha, and Whalley, 1999.   
 

To reach world sustainable development, 
Sandbrook (1992) suggested that developed countries 
should pursue policies such as recycling, energy 
efficiency, conservation, rehabilitation of damaged 
landscapes, while developing nations should seek 
equity, fairness, respect for law, redistribution of 
wealth and wealth creation.  It is, however, discussed 
by scholars in different aspects. 

 

The differences of environmental management be-
tween developed and developing countries 

Most physical differences between two 
countries are modern high technology services, and 
heavy industry (steel, chemicals).  Developing 
countries try to follow the experience of developed 
countries with high speed and in different ways.  
Within a short time, there is no choice, developing  
 



countries focus on the economic basis and have less 
consideration to environmental stress.  Furthermore, 
there is the temptation and threat from the developed 
countries e.g. budget supporting from developed 
countries government, international funding agen-
cies, and local and international NGOs.  Jha and 
Whalley (1999) said that such pressures are passed 
through those countries during the days of rapid 
industrial growth.  Moreover, the developing coun-
tries’own bodies of jurisprudence (enforcement and 
compliance) are vitally constraint resulting in less 
effective environmental management.  Although they 
have gained the environmental awareness, coming  
from some part of that kind of support, they still lack 
the skills in environmental management such as 
emissions control, waste treatment, and environ-
mental damage abatement. 

One important thing is the great fear of the 
developing countries that attempt to heighten en-
vironmental regulation results in slow growth, hence 
they slowly achieve higher environmental quality 
through growth.  The differences in environmental 
management between two countries, which affect 
environmental policies, are: 

1. Time period factor - The developed countries 
achieved their industrial revolution hundred years 
ago as the developing countries started late.  
Expertise is not equal.  For example, the rich have 
more experience about pollution, so their government 
issues strict liability to properly control environment. 
Strict liability is resulted by proof of state respon-
sibility, which is based on scientific experiment.  In  
this case, citizens in industrial countries trust their 
government action, which is according to the 
Public’s trusts in the doctrine Principle. 

2. Economic Shock - The developing countries’ 
economies are hit by the global trade more severely 
than the industrial countries.  Can the growth be 
consistent with the objective of improving environ-
mental quality in the medium to longer run or can 
environmental concerns be linked from growth 
objectives? Indeed, Allen (1997) and Jha and 
Whalley (1999) using the Environmental Kuznets 
Curve or EKC to test the relation between environ-
mental indicators of certain types and per capita 
incomes of countries, found that the relation between 
economic growth and environmental damage seems 
more complex than that portrayed by the EKC.  
Antweiler, Copeland and Taylor (1998) test the 
linkage of economies behavior in terms of their trade 
and environment.  They assume that two primary 
factors link with environment: One, product is labor 
intensive, whereas the other is capital and both        
of them have potential pollution.  In developed 
countries, supporting subsidies by government lead 
to environmental quality.  In addition, it makes inter-
national markets more efficient and increases the 
properly foreign exchange earning because natural 
resources are unique factors in economic process, 
which have characteristics as capital and service.  On 
the other hand, price is based on the true natural 

resource input value and because of government aids 
(tax reduce, trade permission) proponent has enough 
money to take care of environment.  While in 
developing countries, subsidies do not go to the 
business owners (Hartwick, 1997).  The price per 
product from developing countries in the world 
market is higher than that from developed countries: 
now that, proponent added the treatment value in 
product price.  In this case the valuing natural inputs 
are not used efficiently.  The input based on natural 
resources i.e. land, energy and the services of natural 
resources (labor and harvest) are not calculated, and 
environmental capital: air, water, mineral, and bio-
diversity capital are neglected.  

3. Political and weak administration compared to 
developed countries - There is weak enforcement 
and compliance in developing countries.  The un-
certain political and governmental policy affects 
abatement technologies, which can and are being, 
employed to take root of environmental management 
in developing countries.  For example, in preventing 
and controlling pollution to ensure that the environ-
ment is in an acceptable state, economic instru-
ments should come into play and be supported by 
the government policy.  The Pollution-Pays Prin-
ciple (PPP) purposes to induce the polluter to bear 
the expenses of preventing the environment.  In 
other words, the cost of these measures should be 
reflected in the cost of goods and services.  

However, PPP requires political decisions.  Pollu-
ters should meet the cost of reasonable measures to 
prevent and control accidental pollution.  Each coun-    
try has the freedom to set its own standards.  Public 
authorities have legal and regulatory measures at their 
disposal, which can be designed.  In the marketing 
theory, not to calculate the true expenditure in pollu- 
tion treatment is a market failure because of the loss of 
costs of the economic mechanisms. 

From the three factors above, the flow of 
environmental damage per year during industriali-
zation in developing countries is large (see detail in 
Table 1).  All parts of the world should consider 
more fully to reflect this issue in their environmental, 
developmental and economic decisions. 

 

Thailand as a case study of a developing country 
The sustainable development concept has had   

an influence on the Thai government since 1992 as 
well as the Agenda 21 Declaration on Environment 
and Development at Rio de Janeiro.  The Office of the 
National Economic and Social Development Board 
(NESDB) had set the 7th National Economic and 
Social Development Plan (1992-1996) for the first 
time to establish a basis of holistic development and 
announced the first environmental law (the Act on   
the Promotion and Protection of National Environ-
ment B.E. 2535).  The heart of Agenda 21 endorses 
various actiontaking, such as the five environ-    
mental issues of protection-increasing percentage of     
national forest, decreasing municipal waste, soil 



degradation, and air pollution, and enhancing water 
quality–people’s well-being, sufficiency economy   
and equity etc.  After the World Bank supported the 
investment in industrialization in 1965, the expansion 
of economic activities focusing on the country’s con-
struction of infrastructure involved a huge use of 
natural resources.  In the 8th national plan (1997-2001) 
NESDB still focuses on humans – centering and peo-
ple’s participation whereas self sufficient economy     
is emphasized in the 9th national plan (2002-2006).  
Moreover, in December 2002, a sustainable develop-
ment committee has been set up by the Prime 
Minister to formulate policies to follow up and assess 
the situation of environment, economy and develop-
ment. 

However, in 2002 the United Nations reported 
that Thailand’s index set for practical assessment     
of progress toward sustainable development – ISEW 
(index of sustainable economic welfare), HDI 
(human development index), and ECOLOGICAL 
FOOTPRINT (sustainable progress index) – has not 
been achieved (The United Nations Partnership 
Framework with the Kingdom of Thailand, 2006).  
Then, the environmental sustainability development 
index in 2003 measured only 48.57 % (increased 
from 44.33 % in 2001) or at a need for improvement 
level.  It shows that the state of environment and 
natural resources had been in continued degradation, 
reflecting conflict between the environmental and 
economic development policy.  Moreover, environ-
mental problems apparently occurring since the year 
2002 have been mostly similar to those occurred in 
1998.  The major threats to environment have not 
been eased off as the same problems have repeated 
themselves again, e.g., natural disasters, impacts 
from human activities, and inappropriate environ-
mental management.   

In the author’s point of view, the actions to 
achieve sustainable development should be based on 
enlightened altruism, not self-interest.  The prism of 
sustainable development was related to the popula- 
tion explosion and resource exploitation, which led  
to ecological deterioration.  The economic develop-
ment or human activity destroys creatures, habitats, 
or natural systems that have long been in existence, 
and finally it impoverishes natural resources.  As a 
result, a degraded natural environment makes it 
harder for people to make a living.  There is a 
widespread of poverty and low levels of income in 
every region. (People are still poor because they must 
buy daily food from other countries as their 
agricultural land can not grow crops).  This is the 
major cause of the low environmental protection 
awareness level when comparing to the developed 
countries.  As the goal of sustainable development   
is to provide “development that meets the needs of 
the present without compromising the ability of 
future generations to pursue their own needs,” the 
current environmental situation in Thailand passing 
to her offspring is not oriented on a strong socio-
economic development base because of: 

1. Thailand’s Political and Cultural Approach to 
Problems.  Thailand generally suffers from a shortage 
of appropriate laws and administrative resources for 
effectively managing natural resource, namely forest, 
soil, air and water problems.  Ambiguities and poor 
law enforcement, duplication of administrative respon-
sibilities, frequent lack of knowledge and expertise    
in environmental management and most of all cor-
ruption, all diminish the effectiveness and efficiency   
of the state bureaucracy’s role in resolving natural 
resources problems in Thailand. 

2. The Enforcement of the law and the relevant 
legislation. Lack of law enforcement is a serious 
problem in Thailand. Enforcement of the 1992 en-
vironmental laws remains weak because it is fragile 
and action failed to be applied locally within 
different regions.  One reason for this problem is   
that the environmental law in Thailand is modeled  
on the United States’ laws.  As a result, the author 
considers that environmental standards imposed       
by legislation are insufficient since environmental 
thievery very much exists beyond these standards.  In 
Thailand there is less stringent implementation given 
the difference in the level of development.  The gap 
between the rich and poor in Thailand creates 
inevitable problems of how to take care of the 
environment. How can the law fairly provide for the 
needs of industrial and domestic users? The viability 
of environmental law is directly affected by Weak 
points, especially in the system created for en-
forcement of the law - problems of ownership, the 
lack of government intervention in some natural 
resources case studies and the instability of economic 
and environmental policies adopted by the govern-
ment. 

3. Government Agencies and the Law.  Environ-
mental problems that exist are multiple agency in-
volvement, overlapping jurisdictional mandates,       
lack of co-ordination, and vague laws which impede     
efforts to protect the environment.  

Although the Thai government presently tries  
to claim that the number of GDP is higher than the 
past, the author still argues that Thailand until now 
(at the time of writing) has not achieved sustainable 
development.  The distinction between optimum 
protections that meet the demands of economic 
efficiency and effective environmental protection is 
much larger and they hardly meets the demand of 
sustainability.  Thailand has failed to maintain 
natural capital assets, which points out that 
sustainable development remains an elusive concept.  
It acknowledges that environmental problems can- 
not be solved without addressing the economic 
development.  Thus, there are always controversial 
issues between the developer who believed that free 
and open market economies are the best means for 
creating sustainable development and protecting the 
environment, and the environmentalists who believe 
that increased trade leads to the depletion of natural 
and environmental resources.  



Thus, a strategy for sustainable development 
must be considered against the reality of increasing 
pollution levels at the first stage.  However, in        
the case of Thailand the harmony of the triangle  
issue of sustainable development needs a traditional 
approach, which has a number of unique and special 
characteristics.  It is important to see the link be-
tween the environment and local knowledge.  There 
are some aspects that may help to understand these 
challenges as following: Environmentalism in Thai-
land uniquely concerns Buddhism, animism and local 
knowledge. Buddhism is the country's main religion, 
and many people still have animistic beliefs.  Re-
ligious beliefs help promote aspects of sustainable 
development.  The point here is not that Buddhism 
and animism offer a panacea for many present and 
future environmental challenges.  Rather, the idea is 
that these are largely neglected sources of Thai 
knowledge and tradition which may be successfully 
exposed to pioneers in developing Thailand’s en-
vironmental protection efforts.  The use of local 
knowledge can help promote environmental pro-
tection when applied in environmental laws and 
policies.  It can be said that Thailand is in the ad-
vantageous position of being able to learn from the 
mistakes and environmental failures of the past.  The 
question is whether enough has been done to avoid 
these mistakes, although, a number of legal and 
policy measures are now being raised in Thailand. 
 

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
The protection of the environment has emerged 

in the latter half of the 20th century; as a result, there 
are a growing number of serious concerns about     
the decline of the earth’s ecosystem, as well as the 
prospect of regressive consumption in the future.  
The success of practicing the concept of sustainable 
development in developed countries cannot be 
compared with developing countries because of the  
time period, economic shock, the political and weak 
administration factors.  To solve environmental pro-
blems, a new approach is needed, which refers to   
the use of resources to satisfy the present human 
needs without compromising the ability of future 
generations to do so? The concept of sustainability 
has been accepted. Based on the development theory 
(population growth rates plus, massive growth in 
urban vehicle densities), it should be a positive social 
change, providing conservation of the environment.  
Sustainable development at an international level   
has proved to be a difficult concept to handle because 
of its varying uses and meanings.  The different 
interpretation depends on the perspective, to which it 
belongs and affects its connection use in functional 
top-down and bottom-up perspective on develop-
mental issues.  However, the political system must 
provide the rules and rewards to achieve local 
participation in the decision making if it wants a  
more sustainable world in the future.   

In case of Thailand, it is necessary to bear in 
mind that it has been facing economic and political 
instability over the years which is a threat for the 
development of any kind of policy.  Thailand should 
take advantage of the present phase that favors the 
existence of environmental law in order to balance 
between economic growth and Buddhist-based en-
vironmental protection, which would have a crucial 
impact upon the environment for future decades.  
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