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ABSTRACT

This thesis aimed at the study of the dynamics of the development of the
decentralized decision-making for the local actors in the define of Kaeng Sua Ten
Dam project, Phrae Province, during the course of 36 years (1977-2013) and at the
study of the obstructive and supportive factors to the development of the
decentralized decision-making for the local actors. The study method is qualitative
research by using information from both documents and field study, then by using
content analysis technique.

The finding indicate that; (1) The local actors have dynamic development
in decentralized decision-making in the define of Kaeng Suea Ten Dam Project from
a marginalized group with no participation and no decision-making, which is a
peripheral  decision-making group, to perceivers and information givers,
commentators, joint decision-maker in semi-formal decision-making authority with

the public sector, especially in the primary of decision-making of the project



(a)

feasibility study and the stage of project approval. However, the local actors’
decision-making authority was not established firmly enough for protecting the
community’s way of life and ecological system. In other word, they had no formal
shared decision-making authority in every step of the define project; (2) the
obstructive factors to the development of the decentralized decision-making
the relevant policies and laws in such regard were not fully abided and supported by
the government. Additionally, the substances of the Enhancement and Conservation
of National Environment Quality Act B.E. 2535 (1992), the Royal Irrigation Act B.E.
2485 (1943) and the relevant regulations failed to accommodate the decentralized
decision-making for the local actors. The results derived from the formal shared
decision-making with the public sector via the advisory committee was not
implemented and supported by the high-level executives. The considerations and
decisions regarding the project were limited to the group with formal authority and
experts. The local actors lacked the learning opportunities about the shared
decision-making with the public sector in certain activities under one given project
and about the policies and laws on the shared decision-making with the public
sector; and (3) the supportive factors to the development were the local and
scientific knowledge management capacity of the local actors and the management
of risks to the community’s way of life and ecological system by strengthening the
internal forces as well as conducting the forest and Yom River conservation activities.
The relevant policies and laws have been reformed to decentralized decision-making
authority for the local actors by approving rights to share decision-making authority in
the public’s large scale project and rights to natural resource management, and also
by using share decision-making authority form people related to Kaeng Suea Ten
Dam project such as the local share decision-making stage in place, local assembly
stage, local research volunteers, and joint-committee for project consideration.

In this study, two recommendations on the development of decentralized
decision-making for the local actors in the define large scale irrigation dam project.
First is to decentralize authority in accordance to equality in decision-making in case

of Kaeng Suea Ten Dam Project. Second is to decentralize authority into level or



©)

degree of decentralization for the local actors in case of new project that affect the

community’s way of life and ecological system.
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