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Abstract

The research project titled “Foreign Aid and the Promotion of Sustainable
Development: The case study of Japanese ODA - GGP Project - in Thailand” has two
main objectives: to study the relationship between foreign aid and sustainable
development in the recipient country; and to provide policy recommendations to both
donor and recipient which involve in the process of aid provision, reception, and
implementation. The research has focused on three main arguments : Japanese
ODA policy and its aid provision process ; the reception process and institutions in
Thailand as a recipient ; and the relationship between donor and recipient based on
the concepts of “partnership”, “ownership”, and “local participation”, Documentary
research, in depth interview, as well as field research are applied for the study. The
case study focuses on 26 GGP Projects in the North (13 projects), the Northeast (11
projects), and the central region (2 projects).

The results of the study are following:

1. Japanese ODA policy has been changed as well as the aid provision
process has been improved so that Japanese ODA will be utilized efficiently.
However, despite of an ODA Charter as a guideline for ODA policy and the new
channel of aid provision process, namely from government to local authority or
NGOs, in practice, at the project level there was an incompatible point between policy
and implementation process, in particular the balance between an assistance for
hardware and that for software.

2. On a recipient side, there were several new actors in the process; such as,
community organizations, villagers, and NGOs, which also were actively participating
in the reception process due to the new channel of aid provision. However, this
condition did not guarantee that the recipient at the grassroot level would be able to
reach to the assistance or that assistance directly responded to their desire due to
the limitations of recipient at the grassroot level.

3. Regarding to the relationship between donor and recipient, due to the
limited role of the donor, the relations between both sides in all projects were smooth.
And key factors which contributed to the sustainability of the projects and
development of people and community at the grassroot level are “partnership”,
“Ownership”, and “Local Participation”.



