< % PHOLSIM, Suriyanon
i o O i (4D
SR VAT H O 2465
FhLE G EHH 202443H22H
AL G D EAF SARCHIANGS 4 5555 1 THEZ Y
SR UAE IS E| K AN BT B Ml ) & AR A S EBOR D HE
Local Collaboration and Urban Transport Policymaking in Thailand
WAHERA ¥ HE A B (EES (fpd
H & & & Rk M
1 N 81 £ €53 igE IEM
Al #& JUICU #i% vE P&
XA DEE

AR TlE,. R AICBT B3ANHIGEY 2T LOFERFES| T 2 1%E 248 5 Huis 7817
BN E L 52 5B RICO BTN T %5, AT, B2 24 7OWmET 70— %50k
L. 20038 D X 5 I O AHIGEBERICEH G L T\ 3 D22 BEES 5, AW T,
ton I MR % SEE R ) L ORI R o 2 FEEIC L, ERBOR T e — A — 00 %
75720, TRARAY—#EifET7L —27—727 (ACF) 200REL 7= L WER 7L — 247
— 7 %BAFR L 72, ZOWMROHWIE, a—v 7 v, Fzv=Af, 7—r v+, 7vh—vIE
LB T2 NGy A7 Lo Ex HIETBOR 2 HEE S 2 72 © o HIEGEEE D L Y 1 2 % 54
BT THD, ATEIE, XD 2 DOWFEEREICER 2 Y T, FHfFE 2 FEFEL L
TEWIAN AT, Tbb. (1) Bili LIS # TS S [T, B FFE DI
IR A 2 = A BML D S BEANCHEREL T B D2, (2) FEHE I KRR I
B EZNENDIET 2 X — DL RIFECREN D, AT D LSBT D AT 12 & D
L LB EEGRSDD, TH DL AMIETIZATLAS.4 7'ua 77 L%zl HAA 72 CAQDAS
FEEZRAL, AENRLE ko7 4 DOFEHFIFEICE T, SCHRERE & g i) £ 7 =X
LOHEMEICE B R HEZ RS2 L7239 ANDA v R 2= LR ONENT — 2 %200 L
7z

S ORER, NHZEECE 2 R X ¢ 3 E oK OBEEICE AL 52 57T DD
FEAZERIRINZ, 2o id, SO BSE 7 o —h —, BOARIEIR. MBI,



R OIS 2 % — 1 X 215, #i7 FIARORE 2 — 7 O, MR ORDLRER
AT BHENITH B, HIKEHISE OFES. ACF High & BT 1< B3 2 STk o Alikid
FERLFT 2 3 ooMmAEo Nz (1) BEMS X UK O3 72 2 H 5 BOE %
Mot X 4 2720 DEBEABERIE, BT 0 —h —0REH L EFETH S, (2) HTod v 17
— 7« N= b F— D%, EER LY ACFE O ICE o TEETH S, 3) Ak
BB & T B B ACERLEE O BAENE O X (3, MK B, BOAAR T e —F 0
. I — 7 ORERNCEE I NG, KFFEHTUR L 72 BOE 7 1 — 7 — 50 o Fstil 4 % fil
DBEEEFIC ST 5 2 & T, ofEHER NS 3 SDOMHROMMIEZREE L. Hd
X o TITEMT 2 L 5L,

¥F—7—F: BENBERIEKR. AHSGEBCEOME, BUR7 v —h—, TFRAY —HE
L —2L7—2, 24AH

X EEMRORE

LM OERS L ORA&RERIT, 2024 /£ 1 H 23 H 12:50 206 14:45 & CHEWF
et ERBI 247 Tftbh i, FEZEREIEERTO 3 HOHEMLHE S LU 1 L DIERE
BERZECHEING, FEZRE X, HEERERR BEY) 2E5Me 3218 (BEHS -
BERER) MEHIEKR. 2RBCREHM e 320G Kz, RSz HEM L
TAEIE EREER ERCERER, TR RO ABER A HM L NI EAERE  ER
YEBTH 5, LA, BEREE. KEFFEB R X v 7 oftic, B o KR¥ERiA
DB L 72, BHHOD 40 7. BHLEMAEIC X 2D T LE Y T —va VAR T4
FEHwiTbhtkic, REE» L DHEM L 2 X v b~ LEfHEDORIE L 7 4 X
N1y va v ftbiviz,

BEZEDT. ARG OEMIMEZ AT © X 515l L 72, #8k+0 2iRat 2317 o
NTZah ol X AEICEH T 2 IGETTENICEE 2 52 2 HRICOWT, A si@s X
T LDOEBEA%RKS 4 Hifio T — 2 % 755l 7 lECEGIRTTE 1. LUT o siclrartk & B
A RN ICE T
1. HolgEHE B D 2 BETFIFZE. L VDU T FRA > —EifE7 L — 247 —2 (ACF) B¢
% SCHR % AR PR L 72 Bo, HusIm @ TE) & Sl 3 2 BEERIYZE R & L i@y —
— OACEREE & FEAERE . WO BRERwE L2 L,



2. WMl ¥ — b — OKFEE & FEEREE 2 oA & LT To 72, 4HTo 7 — 2
Z 7258 72 EEICRGIT 72 IC 3\ CL T e 7 — 2 Z2onicoKePRLERE, fEERbEEE D 2 7
ZALEZENODERRET 2B HO I L2 b, £, NISGHBGREZ ER X & 5 LT
APELGERE DR ICH B2 525 T DO FERAERK (MBS oBeE 7 v — 7 — BoAl
A, WA, EE o+ 7 2 —1c X 2 Wflh, 7 G EoEl, 7 — 7 DRI,
HEBORMPFREMAT DHEN) MRS hi=Z &,

3. Zo LT, }RKOT PR Ay —@#EETL—L7 -2 (ACF) ZXWHERETALELT
R L, 24 EOHBBERORIE - #EICE T 2 iwme L ORKRLZZ &,

TGN L, FE S i 7 FERICEIT L 72 b O C, EWHE R S 2352 L <,
BERT — 2 AW HEEE 2 = X LDl e &2 {T-o T3, F7-BURREICE
Dol FHEHT LAY —~Di i A v 2 a—ICk 37— %13, BEELRERTH S,

FBEZRED O LB ICH LT, UTOERAZE T b, KEZR»D13ED
W, T FRAY—@i{E7 L —2L7 -2 (ACF) & %IciyEckiiise7 v (Multiple Stream
Framework) T i 3 H D BERMF /A3 (policy brokers) & BURIAHS (policy entrepreneurs)
DEBICEAT 25 CORET AR E T27 7 2 —0HHEICOWTHEMA R I L7,
¥ - HHIEHF T, ACF iffEClliEHETHON S & 2 ADEED X4 F I 7 Rk 1T 5L
727 F AR A —HE L DEIRDFHEEICOWTDOONEZ LV 4 G0 ERETIFEDY
I3 d o 720 F 72l BARGHERIRZ 2> © 13, HETERY 7058045 12 B 5 2 MU 2> & R B ~ 0
BTN OWTDEMDE S o 7z, HRABBIXD L 1E, 2 A BoAHIGHICH T 284 - 17
i ~DFHHICERE L C, BAL 2% 7L AT ABBRICE O EL 5 2 2l HET R
ETRARVLLDARYIRBH o, TNHDERM T X v Mk T B A 06
BIL#Y) b DTH o 72,

LLED b BERE R IIFROMR., — S BEREMR O BEERET 510w T, BRI S
rdfaz ko 2 2 b Ll otz, Lo L, REwLD X A EIC B 2 HEEFITTE 2 S 72 55
FLEERY 7 E BT 1240 TR < L S IRE IS 5 L v FHlicRBE S —E L 7z, kb,
Al R IC D W TIIBERE 3 Aot A, 1 %28 BEHli©H o7z, AT A EIiC
BT 2 HOIRIBOR % HEE 3 % 72 © O HUEGERE Ot Ic KR & { HRk T 2 BB ERRSCTH b,
LS Il 2 HAEDOE I TH 3 H e T i L 72,

fiame LT, #HEZXESA(Z PHOLSIM, Suriyanon KicHiH5 %2543 2L %48
—HCHEES B L & LT,



Name PHOLSIM, Suriyanon

Degree Doctor of Philosophy

Diploma Number HH (Bpe-Kou) No. 246

Date of Commencement March 22", 2024

Requirement of Degree ICU University Regulation Article 4-1

Title of Dissertation Local Collaboration and Urban Transport Policymaking in Thailand
Z AT BT B Rt 8 & HR T 2 A BOR D HOE

Committee Members Chair Professor INABA, Yushi

Reader Professor OMORI, Sawa
Reader Senior Associate Professor KONDO, Masanori

Reader Former Faculty NISHIO, Takashi

Summary of the Dissertation

This study examines factors affecting the functionality of local collaborative actions to
advocate for transport policy in Thailand and analyzes how different collaborative approaches
impact transport policymaking. This study identified two different types of coalition—vertical
and horizontal coalitions and drew a framework of policy brokers analysis, which applied
advocacy coalition framework to investigate those local coalitions advocating for transport
policy in Khon Kaen, Chaing Mai, Phuket, and Bueng Kan. This research applied qualitative
case study as the key methodology to address two main research problems: (7) why is some
local collaborative action more functional than others to advocate for transport policymaking?
and (2) how does the variety and role of relevant policy actors in vertical and horizontal
collaborations impact the capacities of those coalitions to advocate for transport
policymaking? This study deployed the CAQDAS Technique, which ATLAS.ti was applied

to analyze qualitative data collected from documentary research and interviews with 39



informants who are critical actors in the collaborative systems of those selected cities.

The results revealed that the functionality of horizontal coalitions to achieve
transport policymaking relies on seven factors: coalition policy brokers, political factors,
financial factors, collaboration from multiple local alliances, local government roles, coalition
unity, and abilities to integrate relevant external events. Further, this study also offers three
theories for ACF and policymaking literature, including (1) the roles and resources of policy
brokers are key to the success of vertical and horizontal collaborative policymaking to advocate
for transport policies, (2) the multiplicity of local partners is more necessary to horizontal
than vertical coalition, and (3) different degrees of financial autonomy, political strategies,
and unity of coalition lead to different levels of functionality for horizontal coalition to run for
transport policymaking. This study encourages scholars to further falsify and verify these
three theories by employing this study's designated policy broker analysis framework in other

policy areas.

Keywords: Collaborative Policymaking, Transport Policymaking, Policy Brokers, Advocacy
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Summary of the Dissertation Evaluation

The doctoral thesis review and final exam were held at the Education and Research Building
ERB I 247 from 12:50 to 14:45 on January 23, 2024. The evaluation committee consists of
three full-time faculty members and one external examiner in the related fields. The
committee consisted of Professor Yushi Inaba, the chief examiner (thesis advisor and the chair
of the committee), who specializes in interorganizational relations (management), Professor
Sawa Omori, a deputy examiner who specializes in public policy, Senior Associate Professor
Masanori Kondo, a deputy examiner who specializes in development studies, and Professor
Emeritus Takashi Nishio, the external examiner specializing in public administration and
public policy. In addition to the doctoral candidate, evaluation committee members, and a
graduate school administrative staff member, several graduate students also observed the
examination. For the first 40 minutes, the doctoral candidate made his presentation on his
research using slides, followed by the candidate's responses to questions and comments from

the examiners, and overall discussions.

The evaluation committee evaluated the academic value of this dissertation as follows. This
detailed comparative case study using the cases of four cities in Thailand focusing on the
introduction of public transportation systems has academic novelty in suggesting the factors
that influence local collaborative behaviors in Thailand, which have not been sufficiently
investigated, and rich theoretical implications.

1. Comprehensively reviewing existing research on local collaboration, mainly focusing on the
literature on the Advocacy Collaboration Framework (ACF), the author developed a
perspective on horizontal and vertical collaboration between collaborative partners to fill a
theoretical gap on local collaborative behaviors.

2. In the comparative case study, employing horizontal and vertical coalition among
collaborative partners as an analytical framework, the author acquired sufficient data to
identify the mechanisms of horizontal and vertical collaboration and their prerequisites for
functioning them. It also identifies seven key factors that influence the functioning of
horizontal coalition in developing and implementing public transport policies: coalition policy
brokers, political factors, financial factors, collaboration from multiple local alliances, local
government roles, coalition unity, and abilities to integrate relevant external events.

3. Based on the result of the comparative case study, the author modified the conventional
ACF, and suggested a more precise model and a theory that would contribute to the

formulation and implementation of Thailand's local policies.



Methodologically, this research steadily implemented comparative case analysis methods,
taking advantage of qualitative research to describe and analyze local collaboration
mechanisms using dense and multi-facet data. In addition, data from detailed interviews with

key players involved in policy-making is a valuable record in this field.

The review committee asked the following questions to the candidates: Professor Omori
mainly asked about the difference between policy brokers and policy entrepreneurs in the
ACEF and the multiple stream framework (MSF), especially discussions on the assumption of
rationality each actor (policy brokers and policy entrepreneurs) follows. Professor Omori also
asked about the necessity of adding further detailed analysis between dominant advocacy
coalitions and minority advocacy coalitions, which is often examined in ACF research, in the
case studies. Senior Associate Professor Kondo also asked a question about the influence of
local governments to the central government regarding vertical collaboration. Professor
Emeritus Nishio commented that the dissertation should refer to the negative effects of a
closed subsystem to public policy regarding evaluation of the collaboration in the
transportation policy in Thailand. The doctoral candidates' responses to these questions and

comments were appropriate.

Although the evaluation committee found the necessity of supplemental revise in the
theoretical development part on the policy process theories within the designated period, the
committee unanimously agreed that the empirical contribution of this comparative case study
in Thailand is extremely high, and thus it deserves a doctoral degree. Regarding the detailed

evaluation, three examiners gave A grade and one examiner gave B grade.

Based on the above, the committee evaluated that this is an excellent doctoral dissertation
that will greatly contribute to research on local cooperation to promote local policy in
Thailand, and that the dissertation is with high novelty and worthy of a doctoral degree. In
conclusion, the evaluation committee unanimously recommends that the doctoral degree be

awarded to Mr PHOLSIM, Suriyanon.
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