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Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.
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In 2011 a consensus emerged among 
development partners on the need to shift focus 
from aid effectiveness to effective development 
cooperation, with particular emphasis on 
securing cooperation across governments. 
Development partners are urged to reconsider 
how - and for what purpose - aid is invested, 
ensuring that it is in accordance with 
commitments towards human rights, decent 
work, gender equality, environmental 
sustainability and disability.

The Mekong Forum 2016 served to further 
support this agreement by fostering dialogue 
among development partners and agencies on 
approaches to enhance effective development 
cooperation, as a means to achieve development 
targets. These development targets include the 
following:

• Reducing poverty and inequality, 

• Generating inclusive growth, 

• Improving capacity development,

• Exceeding the sustainable development goals in 
the GMS.

Speakers and participants addressed the need to 
identify ways on how both traditional and 
emerging development partners can further 
work together with the GMS countries to attain 
sustainable progress within the region. They also 
discussed issues on labor migration and how to 
acquire social protection abroad.  This included 
skill training and recognizing skill qualifications 
when they go overseas, as well as increasing the 
involvement of the private sector in terms of 
development partners. The Mekong Forum 
served as both a facilitator and a catalyst in 
discussing the invaluable role and contribution of 

development partners in sharing lessons learned.  
Additionally, it helped in identifying future 
priority needs, and suggesting ways to advance 
effective development cooperation in the GMS 
for the years to come.

WHAT IS THE MEKONG FORUM

Initiated by the Mekong Institute, an 
inter-governmental organization in the GMS, the 
Mekong Forum:

Brings together opinion leaders to discuss the 
most pressing issues facing the GMS;

Is known for its July biennial gathering in Khon 
Kaen, a city in the northeast of Thailand;

Is an integrated platform engaging business, 
academic and other leaders in collaborative 
efforts to shape the development agenda in 
the GMS; and

Is now being used by leaders, international 
organizations and scholars as a neutral 
platform to exchange ideas and build networks 
across the GMS.

Mekong Institute has successfully organized 
three Mekong Forums in the past. Numerous 
topics have been discussed, such as narrowing 
development gaps between the lesser developed 
ASEAN countries and other ASEAN states, 
enhancing regional cooperation and integration, 
and modernizing the GMS. To keep up with the 
pace of the fast-growing economies of the GMS 
countries, MI has made the Mekong Forum an 
annual event from a biennial event. This will 
further strengthen the connectivity of the GMS 
and the development partner community.
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evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
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Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
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joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.
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ACRONYMS 

ADB   Asian Development Bank 
AEC   ASEAN Economic Community 
AFTA   ASEAN Free Trade Agreement 
AfT   Aid for Trade 
ASEAN  Association of Southeast Asian Nations 
B2B   Business to Business 
B2C   Business to Consumers 
CBF   Cross – Border Farming 
CBTA   Cross Border Transportation Agreement 
CLMV  Cambodia, Lao PDR, Myanmar, Vietnam 
CSR   Corporate Social Responsibility 
EWEC  East – West Economic Corridor 
FTA   Free Trade Agreement 
GAP   Good Agricultural Practices 
GI   Geographical Identity 
GMS   Greater Mekong Sub-Region 
HRD   Human Resource Development 
KKU   Khon Kaen University 
MI   Mekong Institute 
NSEC  North South Economic Corridor 
ODA   Official Development Assistance 
PCB   Policy and Cultural Barriers 
PPP   Private and Public Participation 
SDC   Swiss Agency for Development and Cooperation 
SME   Small and Medium Enterprises 
TWG  Technical Working Group  
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Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.
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WELCOME REMARKS
DR. WATCHARAS LEELAWATH

Executive Director, Mekong Institute
 

Rt. Hon. James Bolger, 35th Prime Minister of New 
Zealand, H.E. Mr. Tun Tun Naing, Permanent 
Secretary, Chairman of MI Council, Dr. Narongchai 
Akrasanee, Chairman of MI Steering Committee, 
Distinguished speakers, Excellencies, Ladies, and 
gentlemen.  

I bid you a warm welcome to Khon Kaen and to 
Mekong Forum 2016. The core values of Mekong 
Institute are regional cooperation and integration, 
and nothing fosters these quite like Mekong Forum. 
These meetings were instituted by MI with the first 
edition in 2011, originally taking place once every two 
years in the month of July in Khon Kaen. However, the 
fast growing nature of the GMS countries and their 
changing needs required us to make this an annual 
event, so as to make our joint efforts to advance the 
solutions that promote equitable and inclusive growth 
in the GMS, more timely.

It served as a platform to bring together opinion and 
thought leaders including development practitioners, 
senior policy makers, business and civic leaders, and 
academics who are all committed to advancing the 
development of the GMS, to share success stories, 
identify challenges, and discuss solutions. We are very 
pleased to have seen it evolve into a neutral platform 
where ideas can be shaped and networks formed. 

This is the 4th Mekong Forum. At the past three 
forums, we discussed on the themes of narrowing the 
development gaps between the more developed and 
the least developed ASEAN countries; enhancing 
regional cooperation and integration; and 
modernizing the GMS. At Mekong Forum 2016, we 
will be focusing the issues around the theme of 
“Sharing Responsibility for Common Prosperity”. 

We are happy to have no other person than the one 
whose vision, initiative and actions led to the eventual 
establishment of Mekong Institute to deliver the 
opening keynote, Rt. Hon. James Bolger. Both the 
second and third keynote speakers are also 
individuals who are experienced in the work of 
government within the region, having had years of 
public service in their respective countries. Dr. 
Narongchai Akrasanee and H.E. Mr. Liu Huiyan will 
each tackle different aspects of GMS development by 
speaking on the issues of recognizing growth and 
fostering a sense of community in the region 
respectively. 

We will also be hearing from development partners, 
to get the real stories behind their efforts to develop 
capacities in the GMS, and using those lessons to 
shape how we organize development cooperation in 
the GMS going forward. In the afternoon, the 
discussion will move to identifying those priority 
needs, as well as on strengthening coordination. How 
we work together is very important, and we want to 
use the occasion of our gathering today to identify 
how we can maximize our performance on this. 

Ladies and Gentlemen, we will try to bring it all 
together by aligning our needs and gaps with the 
resources and opportunities available. Once again, 
distinguished individuals with years of regional and 
thematic expertise will be leading the dialogue. 

At the end of today, we expect to have a solid set of 
action-oriented ideas, proposed programs and 
initiatives that develop the capacity of the countries of 
the GMS, and fully-formed networks of participants 
who are interested and involved in aid effectiveness 
and regional integration. I encourage you all to fully 
engage with the events of today, and begin to identify 
ways that these discussions can benefit your work and 
your sector or country. 

Finally, I would like to thank all the distinguished 
speakers and moderators for today including:

• H.E. Mr. Simon Roded

• Mr. Brent Rapson

• Ms. Kang Hyosung

• Mr. Newin Sinsiri

• Dr. Saykham Voladet

• Mr. Hoang Nam

• Asst. Prof. Dr. Piti Srisangnam

• Mr. Li Hong

• Mr. Banchong Amornchewin, and 

• Dr. Mia Mikic

Thanks also to my team at Mekong Institute. The 
success today comes from a collective effort from all 
of us.

Thank you very much and welcome once again.

Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.
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KEYNOTE SPEECH
RT HON JAMES B. BOLGER
ONZ, 35th Prime Minister of New Zealand 

Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

Sharing Responsibility for Common 
Prosperity
Good morning all. I would like to acknowledge a 
number of key people. Dr. Wanchai is the founder of 
the Mekong institute and former president of Khon 
Kaen University. Mr. Tun Tun Naing, Chairman of MI 
Council, Dr. Narongchai Akrasanee, Chairman of MI 
Steering Committee, Dr. Kittichai, President of Khon 
Kaen University, Mr. Paisan, deputy director general 
of Thailand International Cooperation Agency, my 
colleague Ben King from New Zealand, and other 
distinguished representatives of other governments 
who are here also, because they want to help and 
contribute. I would also like to acknowledge the many 
distinguished guess that are here this morning. It is 
really great to be back here.

The philosophy captured in the title “Sharing 
Responsibility for Common Prosperity” has been the 
guiding philosophy for the Mekong Institute from the 
beginning until its 20th anniversary. I hope during the 
course of this forum we will add to that concept and 
drive it further forward. Because what we are talking 
about really has real world implication. How do we 
share the responsibility to create prosperity across 
the world? You can’t do it alone, and neither can one 
country nor one institute. So that’s what I hope for as 
the end product of this forum. 2016 is of course is an 
important year in the New Zealand – Thai 
relationship, because it marks 60 years since formal 
diplomatic relations were established between the 
two countries. And I don’t know what the leaders 
thought back then would be the end product, but I 
have to say that this forum and this involvement by 
New Zealand in Khon Kaen University has been an 
enormous benefit to both parties.

60 years, the government and people of New Zealand, 
and Thailand have worked closely together to build a 
strong and resilient relationship spanning every 
sector of economic and social activity. The New 
Zealand Government wisely made significant 
investments in construction of some of the key faculty 
buildings in Khon Kaen University, including buildings 
for the faculty of Agriculture and Medical Faculties. 
Over the years Khon Kaen University has built strong 
links with some of New Zealand’s world class 
universities. This helps to facilitate the exchange of 

knowledge and experience of each other.

New Zealand also has a long standing significant 
relationship with Khon Kaen through our support of 
the Mekong Institute and have joint support for the 
further development of the Mekong Sub-Region or 
(GMS). I believe this is a fascinating concept. Bold and 
visionary by getting, not one or two countries but 
everyone involved, working together across borders. 
We have many problems with the world when it 
comes to borders, and here we have an institute that 
works across borders, working with different people 
with different histories. That is what I think is 
important. So we are talking about 20 years of this 
partnership. 20 years that has seen growth and 
achievement for the institute

We have gained hugely from working with the Thai 
government, Khon Kaen University, and support the 
development of the Mekong institute. We did this 
through securing status as a Thai foundation, and with 
the signing of the Mekong Charter. The institute then 
transitioned into a fully Intergovernmental 
Organization supported by the GMS governments, 
Cambodia, China, Lao PDR, Myanmar, Vietnam, and 
of course Thailand. We as the people and 
Government of New Zealand are pleased to have 
been with you from the start. And as prime minister at 
the time, I was happy to be involved in the 
establishment with the New Zealand Support, happy 
to be part of that vision because those who take big 
steps and have big goals can fail or because timid. And 
the Institute hasn’t done either of those. It has 
succeed and it is bold. It’s been particularly 
encouraging to see the Mekong Institute grow by 
adapting their programs and delivering mechanisms 
to the changing needs of this dynamic region. The 
institute have also brought together practitioners, 
senior policy makers, business and civic leaders, and 
academics who are all involved in promoting the 
development in the GMS.

The dialogue that occurs as a result of the institutes 
work enhances effective development cooperation as 
a means to achieve development targets, reduce 
poverty and inequality, generate inclusive growth, and 
improve capacity development. Also, to deliver on 
sustainable development goals, gone are the days 
where you can ignore sustainability and climate 
change. So there has to be sustainable goals, and that 

is what has been attempted and delivered here. So I 
congratulate the Mekong Institute in this endeavour.

Continuing this journey, we are here to discuss our 
shared interest in the on-going prosperity in the GMS 
countries. This shared interest requires us to reflect 
on and consider what the emerging international 
development challenges are globally and particular to 
this region. There are some uncertainties in the 
international context right now. Some of the big ones 
include the US currently in the middle of an election 
campaign, and some radical, if not disturbing, claims 
have been made. The Brexit vote means the future 
directions of the EU, the largest economic group of 
nations, has yet to be established. What follows next 
when Great Britain leaves? It is too early to know how 
events such as these will play out and the impact it will 
have on our part of the world and on a global economy. 

Wars and challenges to international security have 
resulted in record numbers of refugees seeking 
asylum, seeking some place to call home. And this has 
brought increase pressure on a number of countries. 
Some have responded magnificently, others, I have to 
say, less so. This also brought about a deeper degree 
of international surveillance, and sadly a rising level 
stress and division within countries. More broadly, the 
number and impact of natural disasters globally is 
increasing, and developing countries unfortunately 
appear to be disproportionality affected. So the 
situation is challenging, with acceleration in global 
climate change, and growth in the world’s population. 
So it is pleasing that the OECD report funding from 
the OECD member countries is in the vicinity of 130 
billion US dollars and a survey of donor spending plans 
suggest funds to the poorest country keep rising. 
That’s as it should be. That’s what is necessary for a 
better world.

Collectively, we need to use our development funding 
more wisely in recognition that there are many 
competing demands. Our collective responsibility in 
the GMS is, as a developing ecosystem, to develop 
strategies around shared prosperity which take into 
account developing countries’ national needs, but also 
to those who benefits from the GMS region. At this 
juncture, I would like to draw on New Zealand’s 
approach to illustrate how we understand the 
responsibility of being a donor, a regional partner, and 
a friend of the GMS. Our New Zealand experience has 
been bigger, fewer, deeper, longer focused within our 
modest aid budget. This allows us to maintain our 
development support through times of change. In 
other words, it’s not just to come in and leave, but 
rather to do something that is sustainable, stay the 
journey, and help along the way. We believe that 
brings a better and more beneficial result.

We are therefore narrowing and deepening our focus 
so that we can ensure our cooperation has maximum 
impact. To this end New Zealand has increased its 

overall investment in ASEAN. To support the New 
Zealand – ASEAN strategic partnership New Zealand 
will invest in over 200 million in ASEAN over the next 
3 years. Over 50 per cent of the support will be spent 
in the Mekong Region because we recognize the need 
there. The focus of cooperation will be to build 
people-to-people links, and improve the prosperity of 
ASEAN and New Zealand. This represents an increase 
of over 30 per cent with the majority of the funding 
coming from New Zealand’s aid program. The 
purpose of New Zealand’s aid is to develop shared 
prosperity and stability in our region and beyond, 
drawing on the best on New Zealand’s expertise. 60 
per cent of our aid is focused on our closest 
neighbours on the pacific. Our support for ASEAN is 
our second largest regional development relationship.

Country partnerships are at the heart of our aid 
approach and majority of our aid is delivered 
individual countries. But in the ASEAN context will 
deliver development assistance through a mix of 
regional multi-country and country level initiatives. 
We will structure projects based on an understanding 
of individual country priorities and look to where New 
Zealand can add value and shared understanding of 
the results we want to achieve. We prioritize on 
poorer countries such as Cambodia, Laos, and 
Myanmar, and hope that less aid will be needed as 
every country in the region continues to grow and 
prosper together.

We’ve also started a new initiative with the Mekong 
Institute focuses on strengthening food safety 
capabilities, and training. We also prioritize 
humanitarian response to larger scale emergencies in 
the region. Still we have a lot to learn from the GMS in 
regards to shared prosperity. This is not a one-way 
street as we are here to share and at the same time 
learn and experience. New Zealand is a strong 
supporter of multilateral development organization 
such as the Mekong Institute because they offer 
opportunities to pull collective thinking and learn 
from each other. Investment in these organizations 
allows New Zealand to contribute to sustainable 
development outcomes with father greater reach 
than our resources on our own will achieve. Working 
together we can achieve more. 

In conclusion, New Zealand’s approach is to support 
development in developing countries, in order to 
reduce poverty and contribute to a more secure, 
equitable, and sustainable world community. We all 
have an interest in reducing poverty. We know that 
despite our best efforts it is only by working alongside 
others that we can have impact of sufficient scale to 
make appositive change. So let us acknowledge the 
strength and value we have all gained from Thailand 
and New Zealand endeavour. We look forward to 
continuing to work with our friends in the GMS and in 
ASEAN. We are not going anywhere.

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.
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Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

Sharing Responsibility for Common 
Prosperity
Good morning all. I would like to acknowledge a 
number of key people. Dr. Wanchai is the founder of 
the Mekong institute and former president of Khon 
Kaen University. Mr. Tun Tun Naing, Chairman of MI 
Council, Dr. Narongchai Akrasanee, Chairman of MI 
Steering Committee, Dr. Kittichai, President of Khon 
Kaen University, Mr. Paisan, deputy director general 
of Thailand International Cooperation Agency, my 
colleague Ben King from New Zealand, and other 
distinguished representatives of other governments 
who are here also, because they want to help and 
contribute. I would also like to acknowledge the many 
distinguished guess that are here this morning. It is 
really great to be back here.

The philosophy captured in the title “Sharing 
Responsibility for Common Prosperity” has been the 
guiding philosophy for the Mekong Institute from the 
beginning until its 20th anniversary. I hope during the 
course of this forum we will add to that concept and 
drive it further forward. Because what we are talking 
about really has real world implication. How do we 
share the responsibility to create prosperity across 
the world? You can’t do it alone, and neither can one 
country nor one institute. So that’s what I hope for as 
the end product of this forum. 2016 is of course is an 
important year in the New Zealand – Thai 
relationship, because it marks 60 years since formal 
diplomatic relations were established between the 
two countries. And I don’t know what the leaders 
thought back then would be the end product, but I 
have to say that this forum and this involvement by 
New Zealand in Khon Kaen University has been an 
enormous benefit to both parties.

60 years, the government and people of New Zealand, 
and Thailand have worked closely together to build a 
strong and resilient relationship spanning every 
sector of economic and social activity. The New 
Zealand Government wisely made significant 
investments in construction of some of the key faculty 
buildings in Khon Kaen University, including buildings 
for the faculty of Agriculture and Medical Faculties. 
Over the years Khon Kaen University has built strong 
links with some of New Zealand’s world class 
universities. This helps to facilitate the exchange of 

knowledge and experience of each other.

New Zealand also has a long standing significant 
relationship with Khon Kaen through our support of 
the Mekong Institute and have joint support for the 
further development of the Mekong Sub-Region or 
(GMS). I believe this is a fascinating concept. Bold and 
visionary by getting, not one or two countries but 
everyone involved, working together across borders. 
We have many problems with the world when it 
comes to borders, and here we have an institute that 
works across borders, working with different people 
with different histories. That is what I think is 
important. So we are talking about 20 years of this 
partnership. 20 years that has seen growth and 
achievement for the institute

We have gained hugely from working with the Thai 
government, Khon Kaen University, and support the 
development of the Mekong institute. We did this 
through securing status as a Thai foundation, and with 
the signing of the Mekong Charter. The institute then 
transitioned into a fully Intergovernmental 
Organization supported by the GMS governments, 
Cambodia, China, Lao PDR, Myanmar, Vietnam, and 
of course Thailand. We as the people and 
Government of New Zealand are pleased to have 
been with you from the start. And as prime minister at 
the time, I was happy to be involved in the 
establishment with the New Zealand Support, happy 
to be part of that vision because those who take big 
steps and have big goals can fail or because timid. And 
the Institute hasn’t done either of those. It has 
succeed and it is bold. It’s been particularly 
encouraging to see the Mekong Institute grow by 
adapting their programs and delivering mechanisms 
to the changing needs of this dynamic region. The 
institute have also brought together practitioners, 
senior policy makers, business and civic leaders, and 
academics who are all involved in promoting the 
development in the GMS.

The dialogue that occurs as a result of the institutes 
work enhances effective development cooperation as 
a means to achieve development targets, reduce 
poverty and inequality, generate inclusive growth, and 
improve capacity development. Also, to deliver on 
sustainable development goals, gone are the days 
where you can ignore sustainability and climate 
change. So there has to be sustainable goals, and that 

is what has been attempted and delivered here. So I 
congratulate the Mekong Institute in this endeavour.

Continuing this journey, we are here to discuss our 
shared interest in the on-going prosperity in the GMS 
countries. This shared interest requires us to reflect 
on and consider what the emerging international 
development challenges are globally and particular to 
this region. There are some uncertainties in the 
international context right now. Some of the big ones 
include the US currently in the middle of an election 
campaign, and some radical, if not disturbing, claims 
have been made. The Brexit vote means the future 
directions of the EU, the largest economic group of 
nations, has yet to be established. What follows next 
when Great Britain leaves? It is too early to know how 
events such as these will play out and the impact it will 
have on our part of the world and on a global economy. 

Wars and challenges to international security have 
resulted in record numbers of refugees seeking 
asylum, seeking some place to call home. And this has 
brought increase pressure on a number of countries. 
Some have responded magnificently, others, I have to 
say, less so. This also brought about a deeper degree 
of international surveillance, and sadly a rising level 
stress and division within countries. More broadly, the 
number and impact of natural disasters globally is 
increasing, and developing countries unfortunately 
appear to be disproportionality affected. So the 
situation is challenging, with acceleration in global 
climate change, and growth in the world’s population. 
So it is pleasing that the OECD report funding from 
the OECD member countries is in the vicinity of 130 
billion US dollars and a survey of donor spending plans 
suggest funds to the poorest country keep rising. 
That’s as it should be. That’s what is necessary for a 
better world.

Collectively, we need to use our development funding 
more wisely in recognition that there are many 
competing demands. Our collective responsibility in 
the GMS is, as a developing ecosystem, to develop 
strategies around shared prosperity which take into 
account developing countries’ national needs, but also 
to those who benefits from the GMS region. At this 
juncture, I would like to draw on New Zealand’s 
approach to illustrate how we understand the 
responsibility of being a donor, a regional partner, and 
a friend of the GMS. Our New Zealand experience has 
been bigger, fewer, deeper, longer focused within our 
modest aid budget. This allows us to maintain our 
development support through times of change. In 
other words, it’s not just to come in and leave, but 
rather to do something that is sustainable, stay the 
journey, and help along the way. We believe that 
brings a better and more beneficial result.

We are therefore narrowing and deepening our focus 
so that we can ensure our cooperation has maximum 
impact. To this end New Zealand has increased its 

overall investment in ASEAN. To support the New 
Zealand – ASEAN strategic partnership New Zealand 
will invest in over 200 million in ASEAN over the next 
3 years. Over 50 per cent of the support will be spent 
in the Mekong Region because we recognize the need 
there. The focus of cooperation will be to build 
people-to-people links, and improve the prosperity of 
ASEAN and New Zealand. This represents an increase 
of over 30 per cent with the majority of the funding 
coming from New Zealand’s aid program. The 
purpose of New Zealand’s aid is to develop shared 
prosperity and stability in our region and beyond, 
drawing on the best on New Zealand’s expertise. 60 
per cent of our aid is focused on our closest 
neighbours on the pacific. Our support for ASEAN is 
our second largest regional development relationship.

Country partnerships are at the heart of our aid 
approach and majority of our aid is delivered 
individual countries. But in the ASEAN context will 
deliver development assistance through a mix of 
regional multi-country and country level initiatives. 
We will structure projects based on an understanding 
of individual country priorities and look to where New 
Zealand can add value and shared understanding of 
the results we want to achieve. We prioritize on 
poorer countries such as Cambodia, Laos, and 
Myanmar, and hope that less aid will be needed as 
every country in the region continues to grow and 
prosper together.

We’ve also started a new initiative with the Mekong 
Institute focuses on strengthening food safety 
capabilities, and training. We also prioritize 
humanitarian response to larger scale emergencies in 
the region. Still we have a lot to learn from the GMS in 
regards to shared prosperity. This is not a one-way 
street as we are here to share and at the same time 
learn and experience. New Zealand is a strong 
supporter of multilateral development organization 
such as the Mekong Institute because they offer 
opportunities to pull collective thinking and learn 
from each other. Investment in these organizations 
allows New Zealand to contribute to sustainable 
development outcomes with father greater reach 
than our resources on our own will achieve. Working 
together we can achieve more. 

In conclusion, New Zealand’s approach is to support 
development in developing countries, in order to 
reduce poverty and contribute to a more secure, 
equitable, and sustainable world community. We all 
have an interest in reducing poverty. We know that 
despite our best efforts it is only by working alongside 
others that we can have impact of sufficient scale to 
make appositive change. So let us acknowledge the 
strength and value we have all gained from Thailand 
and New Zealand endeavour. We look forward to 
continuing to work with our friends in the GMS and in 
ASEAN. We are not going anywhere.

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.
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Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 
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on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.
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Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.
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SESSI     N  I
WALKING ALONG THE

DEVELOPMENT PATH WITH THE GMS

Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.
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MASHAV: ISRAEL’S AGENCY FOR 
INTERNATIONAL DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION

H.E. MR. SIMON RODED
Ambassador of Israel to Thailand

Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

MASHAV is an Israeli Agency for international 
cooperation. The acronym is Hebrew for the Center 
for International Cooperation, and since so many 
people have used it for many years, the name was 
never changed and was never translated into English. 
So it’s as simple as that: MASHAV means in Hebrew – 
The Center for International Cooperation. What is 
unique about MASHAV compared to other 
development agencies is that it was established while 
the country of Israel was still struggling with its own 
development challenges. MASHAV was established in 

Areas of Expertise:

The following are areas that Israel through, its own 
development, have experienced, developed and 
shared:

In Agriculture, everyone 
knows that Israel’s 
success in building 
modern agricultural using 
agro technologies and 
traditionally, it has been 
one of the back bones of 
Israel’s Development 
cooperation. In terms of 
Education, we have 
successfully built a very 
good education system, 
and we have shared the accumulated knowledge of 
building such system with other countries, in spite the 
fact that our country was struggling with the 

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.

SESSI     N  I

1958 bearing in mind that the state of Israel was 
established only 10 years before that. So in spite the 
country’s struggle, we had already started the 
initiative in sharing our knowledge and expertise with 
other countries.

MASHAV concentrates on capacity building and 
training, as well as doing some regional projects. We 
do model centers such as irrigation and fertigation 
model centers here in Khon Kaen University that is 
used for learning and teaching. Lastly we also do 
consultancies.

MASHAV Statistics:
Over 270,000 professionals have 
participated in MASHAV activities along 
the years

Statistics per year:

• Approximately 5000 trainees

    -100 courses in Israel, 2500  
       participants from 98 countries

     -70 courses abroad in 33 countries 
        with 3000 participants

• 97 professional visits and  
    consultancies

• 24 cooperation agreements

• 6 development dialogues

absorption of millions of immigrates in a very short 
span of time. 

In recent years we have started 
sharing our knowledge of 
entrepreneurship and 
innovation. Everyone knows 
that Israel is a start-up nation 
second only to Silicon Valley. We 
hold the World Record for 
business start-ups per capital. 
There is one start-up for every 
1,000 citizen of Israel. The 
government established an 
ecosystem in order make this 
happen. This is also something 

we share with others. I hope that by the end of this 
year, under the new MOU with Mekong Institute, we 
can have a new activity on innovations coming this 
December. 
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Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.

Other unique features of MASHAV include:
Israel has a clear advantage in a number of areas:

• Expertise based on know-how

• Experience – from developing to developed country

• Israel as a living laboratory of success in overcoming 
development challenges

• Working style: Fast, flexible, hands-on, pragmatic, 
problem–solving orientation, original and practical 
solutions

• UN General Assembly – Resolutions, Engagement

• Membership of international organizations

• Board Membership of UNDP, UNICEF, UNWOMEN

• Adaptability to changing realities

• Ability to work as a laboratory for developing and 
implementing ideas

• Israel is a source of know-how and technology

• A network of professional technical and academic 
affiliates

We have been working in this region bilaterally with many governments for more than 50 years. Recently we have 
established regional dialogues and regional activities through partners like TICA, MI, Kasetsart University, and 
Khon Kaen University. 

• Partnerships with international agencies

• Participation in and contribution to international 
meetings and summits

Israel’s Integration in Global Development Policies:

• Development dialogues

• Partnerships (Germany, US, Italy, Canada, France, 
Thailand……)

• UN, OECD – DAC

• Focus on countries of priority

• Based on implementation of development activities 
on the ground

Development Diplomacy: A political and Strategic Tool of Foreign Policy

MASHAV’S WORKS IN THE GREATER MEKONG SUB-REGION

Thailand:
• Hubkapong Royal Project
• Irrigation demonstration unit Khon Kaen 

University
• KU-Israel Agricultural Technology Complex

Myanmar:
• Flood & Landslide Relief in Myanmar
• “Plan Bee” Project
• Sight restoring mission

MASHAV Multilateral Cooperation 
Development Partners:

• Flood & Landslide Relief in Myanmar
• “Plan Bee” Project
• Sight restoring mission

Vietnam:
• Dairy Demonstration and 

Experimental Farm

China:
• Xinjiang Sino-Israeli Demonstration Center 

for Arid Zone Agriculture
• Yongledian Dairy Cattle Demonstration Farm
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Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.

MASHAV Multilateral Cooperation 
• MASHAV-TICA’s International Training Course on 

“Integrated Approaches for Small Scale Water 
Resource Management,”

• Research and Development Institute (RDI), and
• Khon Kaen University.

MASHAV Multilateral Cooperation 
• MASHAV-TICA’s International Seminar on 

“Construction Guidelines for Standards and 
Competency Framework of Early Childhood 
Education”

• Venue: Suan Dusit University
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WALKING ALONG THE DEVELOPMENT PATH 
WITH THE GMS: NEW ZEALAND AID PROGRAMME
MR. BRENT RAPSON 
Manager, New Zealand Aid Programme to Cambodia,
Lao PDR, Myanmar and Thailand

There have been many things in this region that 
works, and unfortunately also does not work. I have 
selected three lessons that have worked which I 
believe serves as the most important keys to success 
for development projects in the Mekong region.

The Myanmar – New Zealand Dairy Excellence 
Project

This project has been running for about two years 
now and was the first New Zealand bilateral project 
with Myanmar since the reestablishment of our aid 
program in 2011. It’s a five-year program with an 
investment of about five million US dollars. We’re 
working with farm groups in Mandalay, Pyin Oo Lwin, 
Meiktila, and the Yangon Areas. There are over 70 
farms that are receiving intensive support and several 
hundred that receive improved agricultural imports 
such as brood feed and forages, improved genetics 
throughout artificial insemination and access to train-
ing and technical support. 

Already we have seen a dramatic reduction in farm 
cost and therefore increase farm profitability. As you 
know New Zealand has become a developed nation 
through agriculture, therefore one of the things that 
we emphasize across our agricultural projects in the 
region is the concept of agribusiness. You have 
livestock, crops, and other agricultural products in 
order to make as much profit as you can.

The lessons we can draw from this project is that we 
must create realistic expectations about what we can 
achieve. One limit to this is in regards to the geograph-
ic scope of the project. We worked very closely with 
the Myanmar Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock, and 
Irrigation, and they have a nationwide mandate to 
improve farm production and profitability of all farms 
in the country. But as a development project with a 
finite budget, we can’t reach all there dairy farmers in 
Myanmar. So there is always a discussion about where 
we limit our resources and what we can focus on. New 

Zealand is a small donor with limited resources 
towards impacting a sector and creating change. It’s 
difficult and takes a long time.

There are many good proposals out there that always 
tend to try to do too much. They start as a proposal for 
small scale livelihood projects but then decide that 
they have to safe guard the investment by having a 
disaster risk management approach. Then there is 
training, so you have to bring in the train-the-trainers, 
vocational training, and there’s the human rights 
expert to ensure that the most vulnerable are includ-
ed. All of these are important but you need to be very 
careful with your project design; because if you try to 
do all those different things, you will achieve nothing. 
There is a need to focus on what you need to achieve, 
because development is difficult. It requires change 
towards people’s mentalities and capacity develop-
ment which are difficult things and are not achieved 
quickly. We have to be realistic about the things we 
can achieve.

Lao Provincial Tourism Development

Another lesson is that partner governments must own 
the development activity and not the development 
partners. Allowing tourism support activities is a good 
example. We worked with the Ministry of Information, 
Culture, and Tourism in Vientiane, and finished the 
first phase of support for provincial tourism develop-
ment about three years ago. We then embarked on a 
design for a subsequent phase where there was a lot 
of discussion about which provinces and tourism 

attraction should be targeted. 

As a development partner, we may have some ideas 
but ultimately we need to do what the developing 

Capturing the Growth in the GMS
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has a lot to do with development assistance and 
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development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
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ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
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politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.

country wants to do. If they aren’t fully committed to 
the initiative and willing to invest their time and 
resources to achieve it, then it would be a waste of 
time. The lesson here is to listen to partner govern-
ments. As outsiders we are here to help but the 
agenda must be yours, the projects must be yours, and 
we must be doing what you are committed to.  

 

Cambodia Agribusiness Development Facility

The last lesson to be drawn here is that you need to 
persevere with activities. We have been working on a 
Cambodian Agribusiness Development Facility 
project for just over a decade now, and that project 
has been through 4 different iterations. During that 
time we’ve learned some lessons, changed a few 
things, and pushed forward. I am proud to say that this 
has been one of the most successful projects out of 
over 40 projects that I am managing. It has truly 
produced some tangible results over its three-year 
cycle. We had farmers that started with earnings of 
about 650 USD a year, and by the end of it they were 
making nearly 1,800 US dollars, almost tripling their 
incomes. This is done through improved agricultural 
inputs, but also linking to markets.

There are so many agricultural projects in the Mekong 
Region with the focus on production, but if these 
products can’t be sold for a premium price regardless 
of their quality, then it will just sit there and rot with 
the rest. Many projects become successful because 
they have persevered through the years. You need to 
have a long term vision and work with your partners 
to be committed for a decent amount of time.

So in conclusion:

1. Realistic Expectations

2. Align to Partner’s Needs/Wishes

3. Perseverance
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There have been many things in this region that 
works, and unfortunately also does not work. I have 
selected three lessons that have worked which I 
believe serves as the most important keys to success 
for development projects in the Mekong region.

The Myanmar – New Zealand Dairy Excellence 
Project

This project has been running for about two years 
now and was the first New Zealand bilateral project 
with Myanmar since the reestablishment of our aid 
program in 2011. It’s a five-year program with an 
investment of about five million US dollars. We’re 
working with farm groups in Mandalay, Pyin Oo Lwin, 
Meiktila, and the Yangon Areas. There are over 70 
farms that are receiving intensive support and several 
hundred that receive improved agricultural imports 
such as brood feed and forages, improved genetics 
throughout artificial insemination and access to train-
ing and technical support. 

Already we have seen a dramatic reduction in farm 
cost and therefore increase farm profitability. As you 
know New Zealand has become a developed nation 
through agriculture, therefore one of the things that 
we emphasize across our agricultural projects in the 
region is the concept of agribusiness. You have 
livestock, crops, and other agricultural products in 
order to make as much profit as you can.

The lessons we can draw from this project is that we 
must create realistic expectations about what we can 
achieve. One limit to this is in regards to the geograph-
ic scope of the project. We worked very closely with 
the Myanmar Ministry of Agriculture, Livestock, and 
Irrigation, and they have a nationwide mandate to 
improve farm production and profitability of all farms 
in the country. But as a development project with a 
finite budget, we can’t reach all there dairy farmers in 
Myanmar. So there is always a discussion about where 
we limit our resources and what we can focus on. New 

Zealand is a small donor with limited resources 
towards impacting a sector and creating change. It’s 
difficult and takes a long time.

There are many good proposals out there that always 
tend to try to do too much. They start as a proposal for 
small scale livelihood projects but then decide that 
they have to safe guard the investment by having a 
disaster risk management approach. Then there is 
training, so you have to bring in the train-the-trainers, 
vocational training, and there’s the human rights 
expert to ensure that the most vulnerable are includ-
ed. All of these are important but you need to be very 
careful with your project design; because if you try to 
do all those different things, you will achieve nothing. 
There is a need to focus on what you need to achieve, 
because development is difficult. It requires change 
towards people’s mentalities and capacity develop-
ment which are difficult things and are not achieved 
quickly. We have to be realistic about the things we 
can achieve.

Lao Provincial Tourism Development

Another lesson is that partner governments must own 
the development activity and not the development 
partners. Allowing tourism support activities is a good 
example. We worked with the Ministry of Information, 
Culture, and Tourism in Vientiane, and finished the 
first phase of support for provincial tourism develop-
ment about three years ago. We then embarked on a 
design for a subsequent phase where there was a lot 
of discussion about which provinces and tourism 

attraction should be targeted. 

As a development partner, we may have some ideas 
but ultimately we need to do what the developing 

Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.

country wants to do. If they aren’t fully committed to 
the initiative and willing to invest their time and 
resources to achieve it, then it would be a waste of 
time. The lesson here is to listen to partner govern-
ments. As outsiders we are here to help but the 
agenda must be yours, the projects must be yours, and 
we must be doing what you are committed to.  

 

Cambodia Agribusiness Development Facility

The last lesson to be drawn here is that you need to 
persevere with activities. We have been working on a 
Cambodian Agribusiness Development Facility 
project for just over a decade now, and that project 
has been through 4 different iterations. During that 
time we’ve learned some lessons, changed a few 
things, and pushed forward. I am proud to say that this 
has been one of the most successful projects out of 
over 40 projects that I am managing. It has truly 
produced some tangible results over its three-year 
cycle. We had farmers that started with earnings of 
about 650 USD a year, and by the end of it they were 
making nearly 1,800 US dollars, almost tripling their 
incomes. This is done through improved agricultural 
inputs, but also linking to markets.

There are so many agricultural projects in the Mekong 
Region with the focus on production, but if these 
products can’t be sold for a premium price regardless 
of their quality, then it will just sit there and rot with 
the rest. Many projects become successful because 
they have persevered through the years. You need to 
have a long term vision and work with your partners 
to be committed for a decent amount of time.

So in conclusion:

1. Realistic Expectations

2. Align to Partner’s Needs/Wishes

3. Perseverance
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Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.

MEKONG – ROK COOPERATION
MS. KANG HYOSUNG
First Secretary, Embassy of the 
Republic of Korea, Thailand

I would like to begin by expressing my thanks to the 
Mekong Institute for the excellent preparations made 
for this forum. It is indeed a great pleasure for me to 
meet the distinguished guests representing the 
government and academic circle as well as the devel-
opment partners.

I would also like to congratulate the Mekong Institute 
on its 20th anniversary and appreciate its effort and 
dedication that have helped to contribute to acceler-
ating sustainable economic and social development 
and poverty reduction in the region, and to promoting 
regional cooperation and integration. 

I am truly honored to participate in this forum on 
behalf of the Republic of Korea, to share Korea’s 
development cooperation experience. I am very 
pleased to have this opportunity to offer some reflec-
tions on the way forward to achieve effective develop-
ment cooperation in the GMS. 

As you are all well aware, ASEAN is about to trans-
form itself into the world’s largest single consumer 
market and production base with a population of 6.5 
billion and GDP of 3 trillion US dollars. Therefore, 
narrowing the development gaps and thereby 
enhancing regional connectivity are crucial prerequi-
sites to contribute towards ASEAN Community build-
ing efforts for the advancement of the association. 

Currently, a number of initiatives in the Mekong 
region, which aim to narrow the development gaps 
within ASEAN is being introduced and implemented. 
In this regard, we welcome the efforts to bolster coop-
eration in the Mekong region. By working closely with 
donor countries, we will make sure to avoid duplica-
tion and repetition of projects of cooperation, thereby 
creating a synergy effect. 

Mekong-ROK Cooperation 

Today, I would like to offer you a brief overview of 
what my government is doing under the 
Mekong-ROK cooperation framework. With the 
establishment of the Mekong-ROK Foreign Ministers’ 
Meeting in 2011, we have been able to share our 
development experiences and policies with the 
Mekong region. In fact, we are contributing to the 
international community’s endeavors to narrow the 
development gaps not only with grant-aid and credit 
assistance, but also by utilizing the Mekong-ROK 
Cooperation Fund which was created in 2013. 

Highlighting our three visions for cooperation, which 
are: 1) ASEAN Connectivity; 2) Sustainable Develop-
ment; and 3) People-centered development, the ROK 
has, as part of our efforts to strengthen human 
resource capacity, been supporting the “Certified 
Logistics Master’s Program” Project since 2013, a 
flagship project of the Mekong-ROK cooperation 
framework. 

Furthermore, in order to upgrade our methods of 
operation for the cooperation fund in a more institu-
tionalized and systematic way, we held our first-ever 
open call for project proposals in the Mekong region 
last December. As a result, the Mekong countries 
submitted a total of 18 cooperation projects under 
the framework of the Mekong-ROK Cooperation 
Fund.

The Mekong Institute, which serves as a Coordinator 
of the Mekong-ROK cooperation completed a review 
of the feasibility of the projects and seven new 
projects to be launched were selected based on the 
guidelines for Mekong-ROK Cooperation Fund 
project and the six priority areas of the Mekong-ROK 
cooperation. The seven new projects were endorsed 
by the Mekong-ROK Senior Officials on the occasion 
of the Mekong-ROK Foreign Ministers’ Meeting in 
July. 

Without question the five markets representing the 
Mekong region constitute a treasure box full of 
endless new opportunities. This newly emerging 
market is particularly good news for Korean business-
es hoping to enter the Mekong market.

Recognizing that SMEs are the backbone of this 
region and in order to foster cooperation between the 
SMEs of our two regions, we have been hosting the 
Mekong-ROK Business Forum every year. We hope 
that this forum will be held in a mutually complemen-
tary manner in line with the Mekong-ROK Coopera-
tion Fund projects so that they can contribute to 
Korean businesses’ entry into the Mekong market. 

Furthermore, in order to bolster investment among 
the private-sector, soft infrastructure must first be 
developed. Recognizing this, my government has 
focused on developing human resource capacity with 
funding from the Mekong-ROK Cooperation Fund. 

For example, we are providing financial support to 
initiate a water resources management project which 

is to be implemented by Cambodia. This project will 
provide an opportunity for us to share our water 
resource policy and management methods, thereby 
contributing to infrastructure development in Cam-
bodia, as well as strengthening the capacity of 
relevant stakeholders. 

The ROK is keen to share its strengths, especially in 
the area of green growth, IT and education to seek to 
identify models for future projects and to share our 
new technology and innovation to strengthen the 
competitiveness among the Mekong countries. 

Consultation among ROK-US-Japan for Develop-
ment of Mekong

Development cooperation of Mekong region is a 
matter of still deeper interest to the Korean Govern-
ment, and we will continue to play our part in coopera-
tion with other donor countries. In fact, at the 3rd 
ROK-US-Japan Trilateral Dialogue in April and the 
17th ROK-Japan Policy Consultation on Develop-
ment Cooperation, we engaged in discussion at the 
trilateral level on feasible forms of cooperation.

In addition, at the Friends of Lower Mekong Senior 
Officials Meeting in May of this year, the Korean 
Government expressed interest in cooperating with 
other donor partners by supporting the expansion of 
the project entitled ‘Asian Institute of Technology-Viet 
Nam Learning Center,’ which is on the initiative of the 
U.S. My government is currently considering ways to 
participate in this program by utilizing the 
Mekong-ROK Cooperation Fund. 

Our position is that we can participate by providing 
training centers and dispatching expert personnel to 
the region in accordance with the needs of the 
Mekong countries. I hope that we can continue our 

discussions with like-minded partners on concrete 
ways in which we may be able to contribute to sustain-
able development in the Mekong region. 

Future Direction of Mekong-ROK Cooperation

As I mentioned earlier, developing soft infrastructure, 
including human resources, is just as important as 
building hard infrastructure since soft infrastructure 
will play a critical role in enhancing connectivity and 
strengthening competitiveness within the Mekong 
region. 

The Korean government will continue to seek to iden-
tify the needs of each country in the Mekong region. 
We will focus on soft-areas such as education, health 
services, and environment with a view to coming up 
with tailor-made assistance for each country. 

The ROK is willing to share our development experi-
ence and know-how, and will present our best practic-
es in order to formulate a policy that well reflects the 
situation in each Mekong country. From a mid to long 
term perspective, the ROK hopes to continue our 
development cooperation in a wide range of areas 
through the Mekong-ROK Cooperation Fund 
projects. 

Finally, I am pleased to inform you that the next 
Mekong-ROK Foreign Ministers’ Meeting to be held 
in Seoul, Korea, next year, will represents a good 
opportunity to adopt the Mekong-ROK Plan of Action 
2017-2020, which will serve as a blueprint for the 
next three years of Mekong-ROK Cooperation. In this 
regard, your continued interest and support would be 
deeply appreciated.
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Capturing the Growth in the GMS
Growth in the GMS and development partnership 
belong in one sentence because growth in the GMS 
has a lot to do with development assistance and 
partnership. For the future I believe that good 
development partnership programs can only enhance 
growth in the GMS. There are many reasons why 
development partnership is so important for GMS 
growth and we will discuss this in detail as the forum 
continues. GMS growth began only about 25 years 
ago, and started to accelerate less than 20 years ago. 
Today it has become a model for sub-regional 
development. Before that, there was an idea about 
cooperation such as water-Mekong river cooperation 
about 40 years ago, but international and domestic 
politics was in the way. The GMS areas suffer from big 
power conflicts and rivalry. This includes the various 
political turmoil and war conflicts in the region such as 
the Vietnam War, Cambodia’s Internal Conflict, and 
the influence, as well as the fall, of the Soviet Union.

It was only around 1991-1992 that the idea of the 
GMS immerged, especially with the ADB. But 
Myanmar was still occupied with internal and political 
issues, until 2010 when they could participate more 
fully in the GMS economic cooperation. Such troubled 
history explains why there were so many economic 
and social problems in the GMS. Only when all 
countries open up economically and politically, that 
outside agencies could begin to work on the region. 
The GMS offer the best agendas for development 
assistance, because there were so many problems 
that needed to be solved, including poverty, decent 
work, human right gender equality, disability and 
many more.

It was the ADB that provided the platform for the 
GMS development strategies and cooperation. The 
basic models as we learn in economics for 
development are:

1. Market economies by means of private trade and 
investment

2. Physical infrastructure, particularly for the GMS 
connectivity

3. Organizing money and banking sector

4. Promoting the development and adoption of 
science and technology to enhance competitiveness 

5. Institutional Infrastructure to ensure that market 

economy works for the benefit of the majority

From the beginning of the GMS cooperation scheme, 
many countries and development agencies have 
joined in providing assistance both bilaterally and 
through certain institutions such as Mekong Institute. 
The countries that gave aid include also China and 
Thailand. So far the outcome has been generally good. 
This is because the development agendas are clear, 
and because they included the basic things that need 
to be done. What we are interested in is what’s next? 
The GMS today is not like what it was 20-25 years 
ago. Yunnan and Guangxi China have advanced in 
infrastructure and economic competition. The north 
and north east region of Thailand have taken off, 
Myanmar is busy coping trade and investment 
demand, Vietnam is changing rapidly, putting pressure 
on demand for infrastructure and urbanization, Lao 
PDR is busy managing its natural river resources, and 
Cambodia is facing growing demands for better lives 
and living conditions. These are the priorities the 
development agencies need to identity to find a 
common theme. 

Looking at the GMS today and to the future, one of the 
challenges is how to ensure that the market economy 
works for the majority. Otherwise the problem of 
inequitable growth will be serious. As the GMS 
people, particularly the new generation, which far 
outnumber the older ones, are now into the market 
economy. We must make sure that their expectations 
are fulfilled. How do we achieve that? The issue is 
about state and the people. For market economy to 
work, the degree of fair competition must be 
established. So the society needs a whole intuitional 
infrastructure to ensure fair completion in the market 
place. This also includes assistance program for the 
ones with disadvantages. Do we see a common theme 
for development assistance agencies here? I am 
proposing only one: “An efficient and equitable market 
economic system as a common theme.”

Over the last 20 years MI has expanded the training 
and seminar subjects for human resource 
development to include many issues challenging the 
development of the GMS. Issues concerning market 
economy presented in terms of commercialization has 
also been included recently. I am proposing that they 
should be intensified, as each GMS country has its 
own market economic system, which varies in terms 

on the degree of being liberal and in the form of 
intervention by the state. A good development 
assistance program must engage local institutions. I’m 
only suggesting the market economy as a common 
theme. This is a real challenge not only for the GMS, 
but for the whole world. Even the US which is 
supposed to be the champion of market capitalism, 
the market there has been found to create even more 
inequity. In addition, the market economic system in 
Europe has had so much state intervention that the 
state is overburdened with public dept. Thailand’s 
market economy on the other hand has helped reduce 
poverty but aggravate inequality which is the cause of 
social conflicts that we experience today. This is 
evidence that we are in need of a better competition 
regime.  

Market liberalization must be accompanied by an 
efficient regulatory system; otherwise benefit from 
trade would be fully privatized. The international 
community demands that they need certain standards 
or else trade would be jeopardized. They could ban 
trade from us if we don’t comply with this standard. So 
now you see that the idea is for the development 
assistant partners and GMS government agencies to 
develop the program together. The program I am 
proposing is about how to make the market 
economies and commercialization work for the 
benefit of the majority of the GMS people.

Thank you very much ladies and gentlemen for your 
attention.

I would like to begin by expressing my thanks to the 
Mekong Institute for the excellent preparations made 
for this forum. It is indeed a great pleasure for me to 
meet the distinguished guests representing the 
government and academic circle as well as the devel-
opment partners.

I would also like to congratulate the Mekong Institute 
on its 20th anniversary and appreciate its effort and 
dedication that have helped to contribute to acceler-
ating sustainable economic and social development 
and poverty reduction in the region, and to promoting 
regional cooperation and integration. 

I am truly honored to participate in this forum on 
behalf of the Republic of Korea, to share Korea’s 
development cooperation experience. I am very 
pleased to have this opportunity to offer some reflec-
tions on the way forward to achieve effective develop-
ment cooperation in the GMS. 

As you are all well aware, ASEAN is about to trans-
form itself into the world’s largest single consumer 
market and production base with a population of 6.5 
billion and GDP of 3 trillion US dollars. Therefore, 
narrowing the development gaps and thereby 
enhancing regional connectivity are crucial prerequi-
sites to contribute towards ASEAN Community build-
ing efforts for the advancement of the association. 

Currently, a number of initiatives in the Mekong 
region, which aim to narrow the development gaps 
within ASEAN is being introduced and implemented. 
In this regard, we welcome the efforts to bolster coop-
eration in the Mekong region. By working closely with 
donor countries, we will make sure to avoid duplica-
tion and repetition of projects of cooperation, thereby 
creating a synergy effect. 

Mekong-ROK Cooperation 

Today, I would like to offer you a brief overview of 
what my government is doing under the 
Mekong-ROK cooperation framework. With the 
establishment of the Mekong-ROK Foreign Ministers’ 
Meeting in 2011, we have been able to share our 
development experiences and policies with the 
Mekong region. In fact, we are contributing to the 
international community’s endeavors to narrow the 
development gaps not only with grant-aid and credit 
assistance, but also by utilizing the Mekong-ROK 
Cooperation Fund which was created in 2013. 

Highlighting our three visions for cooperation, which 
are: 1) ASEAN Connectivity; 2) Sustainable Develop-
ment; and 3) People-centered development, the ROK 
has, as part of our efforts to strengthen human 
resource capacity, been supporting the “Certified 
Logistics Master’s Program” Project since 2013, a 
flagship project of the Mekong-ROK cooperation 
framework. 

Furthermore, in order to upgrade our methods of 
operation for the cooperation fund in a more institu-
tionalized and systematic way, we held our first-ever 
open call for project proposals in the Mekong region 
last December. As a result, the Mekong countries 
submitted a total of 18 cooperation projects under 
the framework of the Mekong-ROK Cooperation 
Fund.

The Mekong Institute, which serves as a Coordinator 
of the Mekong-ROK cooperation completed a review 
of the feasibility of the projects and seven new 
projects to be launched were selected based on the 
guidelines for Mekong-ROK Cooperation Fund 
project and the six priority areas of the Mekong-ROK 
cooperation. The seven new projects were endorsed 
by the Mekong-ROK Senior Officials on the occasion 
of the Mekong-ROK Foreign Ministers’ Meeting in 
July. 

Without question the five markets representing the 
Mekong region constitute a treasure box full of 
endless new opportunities. This newly emerging 
market is particularly good news for Korean business-
es hoping to enter the Mekong market.

Recognizing that SMEs are the backbone of this 
region and in order to foster cooperation between the 
SMEs of our two regions, we have been hosting the 
Mekong-ROK Business Forum every year. We hope 
that this forum will be held in a mutually complemen-
tary manner in line with the Mekong-ROK Coopera-
tion Fund projects so that they can contribute to 
Korean businesses’ entry into the Mekong market. 

Furthermore, in order to bolster investment among 
the private-sector, soft infrastructure must first be 
developed. Recognizing this, my government has 
focused on developing human resource capacity with 
funding from the Mekong-ROK Cooperation Fund. 

For example, we are providing financial support to 
initiate a water resources management project which 

is to be implemented by Cambodia. This project will 
provide an opportunity for us to share our water 
resource policy and management methods, thereby 
contributing to infrastructure development in Cam-
bodia, as well as strengthening the capacity of 
relevant stakeholders. 

The ROK is keen to share its strengths, especially in 
the area of green growth, IT and education to seek to 
identify models for future projects and to share our 
new technology and innovation to strengthen the 
competitiveness among the Mekong countries. 

Consultation among ROK-US-Japan for Develop-
ment of Mekong

Development cooperation of Mekong region is a 
matter of still deeper interest to the Korean Govern-
ment, and we will continue to play our part in coopera-
tion with other donor countries. In fact, at the 3rd 
ROK-US-Japan Trilateral Dialogue in April and the 
17th ROK-Japan Policy Consultation on Develop-
ment Cooperation, we engaged in discussion at the 
trilateral level on feasible forms of cooperation.

In addition, at the Friends of Lower Mekong Senior 
Officials Meeting in May of this year, the Korean 
Government expressed interest in cooperating with 
other donor partners by supporting the expansion of 
the project entitled ‘Asian Institute of Technology-Viet 
Nam Learning Center,’ which is on the initiative of the 
U.S. My government is currently considering ways to 
participate in this program by utilizing the 
Mekong-ROK Cooperation Fund. 

Our position is that we can participate by providing 
training centers and dispatching expert personnel to 
the region in accordance with the needs of the 
Mekong countries. I hope that we can continue our 

discussions with like-minded partners on concrete 
ways in which we may be able to contribute to sustain-
able development in the Mekong region. 

Future Direction of Mekong-ROK Cooperation

As I mentioned earlier, developing soft infrastructure, 
including human resources, is just as important as 
building hard infrastructure since soft infrastructure 
will play a critical role in enhancing connectivity and 
strengthening competitiveness within the Mekong 
region. 

The Korean government will continue to seek to iden-
tify the needs of each country in the Mekong region. 
We will focus on soft-areas such as education, health 
services, and environment with a view to coming up 
with tailor-made assistance for each country. 

The ROK is willing to share our development experi-
ence and know-how, and will present our best practic-
es in order to formulate a policy that well reflects the 
situation in each Mekong country. From a mid to long 
term perspective, the ROK hopes to continue our 
development cooperation in a wide range of areas 
through the Mekong-ROK Cooperation Fund 
projects. 

Finally, I am pleased to inform you that the next 
Mekong-ROK Foreign Ministers’ Meeting to be held 
in Seoul, Korea, next year, will represents a good 
opportunity to adopt the Mekong-ROK Plan of Action 
2017-2020, which will serve as a blueprint for the 
next three years of Mekong-ROK Cooperation. In this 
regard, your continued interest and support would be 
deeply appreciated.
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NEIGHBORING COUNTRIES ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION AGENCY 
MR. NEWIN SINSIRI 
President, Neighboring Countries Economic Development 
Cooperation Agency (Public Organization), Thailand

NEDA is quite new in terms of being a development 
partner with only 11 years under our belts. Basically 
our vision is to be one of the leading organizations in 
the region in regards to development cooperation. 
We are supporting government policies in terms of 

regional connectivity, and ensure regional growth. 
Our operations are focused on CLMV countries and 
have expanded to Bhutan, Sri Langka, and Timor 
Leste. Our areas of cooperation and assistance 
include the following:

When we consider regional cooperation, we look into 
many dimensions where you can see there is a lot of 
cooperation within the region. When you think about 
connectivity, you can’t think about the GMS alone. We 
have to think about how we can connect to other 
people as well. In the past 25 years, a lot of us have 
seen much connectivity in the region. The question 
now is how can we transfer and transform those 
routes into economic corridors. What is needed to 
facilitate that? We need to think not only about hard 
infrastructure but soft infrastructure as well, such as 

trade facilitation and skills development.

If you look at the East-West corridor, apart from the 
road itself, you have to ask, how can we develop the 
borders and reduce the time travel? In terms of 
logistics we should not think of just one mode of 
transport but maybe several in regards to moving 
things across the border. We also need to think about 
creating economic centers along those corridors. This 
means that we need to set up special economic zones 
and building corridor towns in order to generate 
economic activities.
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The Chiang Rai – Kunming via Lao PDR (R3) Road and Improvement Project (Houi Xay – 
Ban Sod Section)

In terms of projects, I would like to give some examples that have worked in the 
past and worked as a partnership. If you remember Route Number Three from 
Chiang Rai to Kunming, part of the road in Laos has been developed by three 
partners, China, ADB, and Thailand. This is a very good example of how we 
cooperate in terms of developing the corridors. Because of this, a lot of tourism 
comes to Laos and Thailand through this route which eventually became a very 
significant economic route between countries in recent years.

Koh Kong – Sre Ambel Road Improvement Project (R48) Connecting GMS South Costal 
Economic Corridor  

In Cambodia we have been developing route number 48 (the Southern 
Economic Corridor) since seven years back. This route links Trat province to 
Sre Ambel which can also be connected to Phnom Penh. Recently, South 
Korea will also provide their support in upgrading this route. This is an 
important route not only for trade of goods but also tourists enjoying the 
Cambodian Coast.

Mae Sot–Myawaddy–Thingannyinaung–Dawna Range Road Construction Project

The Mae Sot to Myawaddy was done by NEDA at the very beginning. 
Last year we opened an extended 45 kilometers with the Ministry of 
Transport of Thailand. ADB and JICA are currently doing the second 
part linking Kawkareik to Endu. In the last phase, Thailand will 
probably try to help Myanmar connect Endu to Hpaan.

National Road No. 67 Construction Project (R67) Anlong Veng – Siem Reap Linking Sri Sa 
Ket, Thailand to Siem Reap, Cambodia    

This route links from Anlong Veng to Siem Reap which is one of the major tourism 
routes that we linked from Thailand to Cambodia
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ON-GOING PROJECTS

The Road Construction from Hongsa District – Ban Chiang Man (Chom Phet City, Luang 
Phabang Province) Project 

There is a lot of potential in linking Nan with Luang Prabang. It is only 
114 kilometers, but it takes six hours to travel. Each market has 
about 800,000 tourists a year. If we can link these two provinces, we 
can create a market of up to 1 million tourists a year. It is a shared 
benefit for both Thailand and Laos.

We have many on-going projects at the 
moment. One of them is Laos where we are 
working to improve the infrastructure in 
Vientiane. Along the southern corridors, we 

Dawei SEZ Development Project

This is cooperation between Thailand, Myanmar and Japan in terms of creating a 
hub along the Southern Economic Corridor. It is not simply linking Myanmar and 
Thailand together. For example, if we look into car manufacturing, Japanese Car 
Auto Parts start from Phnom Penh, through the east seaboard, and eventually 
exported into Thailand. But right now we are looking into linking Myanmar into the 
value chain in the future because they have a big market with the potential of 
linking to other markets as well, such as India. Dawei to Chennai is a very direct 
route in linking ASEAN to India.

are working on the border crossing to reduce 
the congestion in the Poipet area by 
separating cargo trucks while the public 
transportation will use the old route. 

There has been a lot of emphasis on 
partnership, developing not only hard 
infrastructure but also soft infrastructure. We 
have to share responsibilities between 
developing partners the country itself. It is 
very important that the success of the GMS 
programs is not because of ADB is behind it, 
but in the fact that everyone is willing to come 
together and resolve the problems together. 

Development partners are only the catalyst 
for things to happen, but without countries 
working together, it would impossible. Every 
country has responsibilities to work on, 
development partners have a role to facilitate 
some of those initiatives, but the goal in the 
end is that we must reach a common 
prosperity together.
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SESSI     N  I
Sami Durai from Singapore ASEAN Labor Migration

ASEAN is trying to improve and move away from informal 
jobs, which is 60 percent of the work force. There are 
almost 350 million people in ASEAN and 200 million of 
those are informal jobs. That is part of the program that 
they are talking about. It is about narrowing the income 
and development gap. Knowing that the GMS are part of 
ASEAN I think labor ministers are very interested in 
pursuing that. But there are points you have to consider; 
such as how do we improve skill training that is relevant 
for the receiving countries? What kind of skills are they 
talking about? Are they vocational training curriculums 
that fit into the receiving country’s needs? Another thing 
is not just skill training but also recognizing skill 
qualifications when they go overseas.

Q:

Q: A:

There are a lot of project movements in the GMS, and 
we are aware that with these movements the most 
important thing is people. When we talk about people 
building capacity for all these skill labors, there are 
two parts:
First are the laborers who are already working. You 
build up their skills. On the other side where 
education comes in a lot is the one who are in 
technical vocational institutes. Technical vocational 
skills are the most important area we should look into. 
This can be the area which I would like to hear from 
the speakers whether any of your projects have been 
involved in any institutions in terms technical 
vocational skills in some way. SEAMEO has a 
movement on the priority areas of the minister on 
technical vocational skills for the region, and we the 
consortium of all the institutes in South East Asia. Is 
there anything on this regard that can be explored to 
build the capacity on this side to enhance each other?

Mr. Brent Rapson

Regarding about the question from SEAMEO, New 
Zealand aid program does offers post graduate 
scholarships, and English language programs, but we 
agree that there is a gap in the vocational training 
level. This is something that we have been looking into 
for the last year and are about to embark on a couple 
of initiatives with one in Lao and one in Myanmar 
focused in the agricultural sector. I must say though 
that it hasn’t been easy identifying which ministries 
actually have a mandate for implementing 
qualification systems and doing curricular design. 
This is a challenge because there is one ministry that 
is responsible the trainings, but there is also an 
agricultural ministry which does training, so getting 
them to link together is very important but doesn’t 
happen often.

QUESTIONS &              ANSWERS

One of the biggest problems is we have that the 60 
percent and do not have any social protection because 
they are coming from the informal sector. Most of them 
are coming from the agricultural sector and when they 
come to the city they experience similar problems. To 
reduce these insecurities, you need education, but you 
also need proper social protection when they move 
overseas. ASEAN has a forum on migrant labors and 
labor rights, as well as skill trainings. This is where 
countries like South Korea could play a part, not just in 
recruitment agencies and importing migrants but in 
ensuring that the skill training is appropriate.

Applied Researcher on Water Waste and Energy

Regarding the transformation of corridors to economic 
corridors and mobility concept, why does development 
have to follow the trajectory of roads? Can we think of 
mobility based on waterways and rail ways as well? What 
would be the comparative cost to develop the other two? 
Because the focus of the region is on agriculture which is 
the common denominator for all GMS countries, 
connecting through waterways would open up other 
opportunities. 

Q: Octavia Deputy Head of Missions at the Australian 
Embassy in Bangkok

Australia has had a very long history of cooperation with 
all the GMS countries, bilaterally and also regionally. 
Some people were talking about the importance of 
working with other partner governments and the 
commitments of partner governments but increasingly 
we are trying involving other stakeholders, especially the 
private sector. Are there any more innovative ideas in 
including more private sector interests, funding, and 
ideas in all the work we are doing at the government 
level? 

Tin Siri, South East Asian Ministers of Education 
Organization

H.E. Mr. Simon Roded

The issue of vocational training is sketchy, because 
some of the governments are putting an emphasis on 
agriculture and they want to continue making money 
out of agriculture. The challenge is how to make use 
of all those years of training learned from another 
country when you return back to your home country. 
How do you take everything you learned and 
transform it into building your own farm? This is a 
challenge for governments. All of this can’t be done by 
the government alone. There is a greater involvement 
in the private sector by PPP. The private sector is the 
implementer, even when governments have 
agreements with each other.

Ms. Kang Hyosung

Developing soft infrastructure including human 
resources is very important. It will play a critical role 
in enhancing connectivity and strengthening 
competitiveness within the GMS. In this sense Korea 
has been implementing a lot of vocational training 
programs in the Mekong region on a bilateral basis. 
Also we are also implementing the certified logistics 
master’s program in cooperation with the Mekong 
Institute. By this program we will raise experts in the 
logistics area.
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H.E. Mr. Simon Roded

In regards to labor migration and the need to protect 
rights of workers, in Israel we employ 25,000 Thai 
migrant workers that are exclusively working at the 
agricultural sector. Their employment is based on an 
agreement with the government of Thailand and Israel 
and implemented by the IOM. This means that the 
recruitment between farmers and workers is done by 
them. This means that the abuse and other criminal acts 
in regards to the process of recruiting and sending 
migrant workers to Israel have been eliminated. As a 
government, we found that we need to invest more in law 
enforcement to bring to the surface the abuse from our 

A:

Mr. Brent Rapson

Regarding about the question from SEAMEO, New 
Zealand aid program does offers post graduate 
scholarships, and English language programs, but we 
agree that there is a gap in the vocational training 
level. This is something that we have been looking into 
for the last year and are about to embark on a couple 
of initiatives with one in Lao and one in Myanmar 
focused in the agricultural sector. I must say though 
that it hasn’t been easy identifying which ministries 
actually have a mandate for implementing 
qualification systems and doing curricular design. 
This is a challenge because there is one ministry that 
is responsible the trainings, but there is also an 
agricultural ministry which does training, so getting 
them to link together is very important but doesn’t 
happen often.

QUESTIONS &              ANSWERS

Israeli employers that was hidden in the past. We have 
eliminated all of this and have changed the law to 
encourage workers and not be afraid to complain.

Ms. Kang Hyosung

In terms of immigration and migrant workers, Thailand as 
a geographical and regional hub have many immigrant 
workers from other neighboring countries and Thailand 
is trying to protect and enhance their welfare by signing 
MOUs. Korea also has a lot of migrant workers from 
South East Asian countries and we are putting a lot of 
effort to strengthen and protect their welfare. 

 

Mr. Brent Rapson

In regards to the question regarding the private sector, it 
is true that the private sector does need to be involved. 
From the New Zealand perspective our projects are not 
focused specifically or directly with governments. A 
number of our projects are very much private sector 
based. The Cambodian Agribusiness Project that I 
mentioned earlier, for example, is completely a private 
sector, working with farmers, suppliers, retailers, and 
wholesalers. People from the government sector free to 
participate in some of the trainings but it’s very much a 
private sector approach. In some countries like Lao and 

A: Myanmar, private sector is a new concept that is 
emerging and it has to be facilitated to achieve a 
sustainable approach.

Ms. Kang Hyosung

Involving the private sector in the development of the 
Mekong region is very important. We hold ROK-Mekong 
business forums in order to involve businessmen in 
private sectors to discuss the development of the 
Mekong Region. This Mekong forum is a good example in 
involving people form the public sector and private sector 
together to encourage PPP.  

H.E. Mr. Simon Roded

The issue of vocational training is sketchy, because 
some of the governments are putting an emphasis on 
agriculture and they want to continue making money 
out of agriculture. The challenge is how to make use 
of all those years of training learned from another 
country when you return back to your home country. 
How do you take everything you learned and 
transform it into building your own farm? This is a 
challenge for governments. All of this can’t be done by 
the government alone. There is a greater involvement 
in the private sector by PPP. The private sector is the 
implementer, even when governments have 
agreements with each other.

Ms. Kang Hyosung

Developing soft infrastructure including human 
resources is very important. It will play a critical role 
in enhancing connectivity and strengthening 
competitiveness within the GMS. In this sense Korea 
has been implementing a lot of vocational training 
programs in the Mekong region on a bilateral basis. 
Also we are also implementing the certified logistics 
master’s program in cooperation with the Mekong 
Institute. By this program we will raise experts in the 
logistics area.
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Q:

A:

COMMENT AND QUESTION:

There are many projects in the Mekong Region and of 
course we have to work together in terms of ASEAN 
connectivity and productivity. But there is an issue 
where some countries receive more development 
projects than the other. So how do we work together 
to achieve equality of development projects in order 
to narrow the gap in a region with different gaps?

Mr. Brent Rapson

Just a comment that I found from my experience 
engaging with the governments of the GMS, usually 
they prefer to engage with us on a bilateral level. If we 
go and talk with the Cambodia Government, or 
Myanmar, or Lao, and talk about an ASEAN program 
or even a GMS program often they would always ask 
what is in it for themselves. What benefit would we 
gain from it? And so we find it more effective to 
approach countries at a bilateral level.

Mr. Noritada Morita

It is true what the speaker said that the 
GMS are not an ADB project. It is the 

Mekong countries’ project. What would be 
the law of Asian countries to regain the peace after 
the hard struggle? Just signing the protocol papers 
among the countries does not necessarily ensure the 
peace in this region. One important aspect here is 
that we have not proposed to make a charter to the 
GMS. This is maybe surprising to the international 
community that we are working without a charter. In 

Cambodia, Trade, Training, and Research Institute 
of Cambodia

H.E. Mr. Newin Sinsiri

When it comes to multilateral issues and bilateral 
issues, multilateral discussions tend to be placed as a 
framework and when initiated it becomes up to 
bilateral discussion. Multilateral helps us in terms of 
the bigger picture. If you remember my presentation, 
all the corridors are done on a multilateral level, so 
ensure that there is a master plan for everyone. 
UNESCAP for example, is working on the ASEAN 
railway and highways in order to link every country 
together, but the bits and pieces are up to bilateral 
discussions. 

In terms of human resource it was discussed before 
that for the development of Dawei we need 300,000 
more jobs in the next 10 years. We have received help 
in terms of development skills within the region. We 
will also see more reverse migration in the next 5 to 
10 years. This is because as the economic 
development of CLMV improves, people tend to 
return to their home country.

the last 25 years no one has pointed out that working 
without a charter can create problems. This is 
because once we propose the charter, ADB has to 
draft it, provide interpretations, and coordinate the 
charter. This means it will surely become an ADB 
project whether you like it or not. Therefore I would 
like to emphasize that we should go and work without 
a charter. This is because every GMS country is 
friends. We can work without a charter as long as we 
have trust, culture commonality and similar under-
standing.

23



SESSI     N  II
ALIGNING ASSISTANCE WITH

THE GMS’ DEVELOPMENT PRIORITIES
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NATIONAL STRATEGIES OF CAMBODIA 
TO ENSURE SUSTAINABLE DEVELOPMENT

H.E. MR. CHEA CHANTUM 
Secretary-General, General Secretariat 

for Population and Development, Cambodia

To discuss this broad topic about aligning assistance 
with the GMS development Priorities within the 
10-year Strategic Framework of the GMS Economic 
Cooperation Program, it is important to realize the 
fact that the implementation of this kind of 
activity-based sub-regional economic program would 
require effective and efficient ways of managing 
different sources of development finances.

In order two frame the interventions around the 
theme of this forum and putting emphasis on the 
priority needs and national development strategies of 
the GMS countries, there are two points that needs to 
be focused on. 

1. A broad brush national strategic development 
policy framework

The overarching strategic development goals, stated 
broadly in the national strategic policy framework, 
mainly presented in the Rectangular Strategy – Phase 
III and the National Strategic Development Plan 
(NSDP) 2014-2018, are ultimately to ensure growth, 
employment, equity, and efficiency, along with 
sectorial focuses on further developing the 
agriculture sector, physical infrastructure, energy, 
private sector, human resources, tourism, 
strengthening sustainable natural resources, and 
environmental management, which includes water 
resources, and fostering institutional capacity 
governance.

To realize this development vision, the Royal 
Government of Cambodia (RGC) has set out four 
Strategic Objectives:

1. To ensure an average annual economic 
growth of 7%

2.  To create more jobs for people

3.  To achieve more than 1 % point reduction 
in poverty incidence annually

4.  To further strengthen institutional 
capacity and governance 

To fulfill these strategic objectives, four priority areas 
were identified to guide priority actions to be carried 
out by concerned sectorial ministries and agencies in 

the medium-term and longer-term development 
process.

1. Development on human resources to ensure 
effectiveness in an increasingly open and regional 
labor market

2. Further investment in transport infrastructure and 
improving trade facilitation aiming at developing a 
wide range logistic system

3. Further development of the agricultural sector 
along with the strategic ways to add more values to 
this sector

4. Further improvements in governance and capacity 
of the public institution, aiming at enhancing and 
efficiency of public service deliveries and 
investment.

To link this broad national strategic development 
policy framework with the 2012 – 2022 strategic 
frameworks of the GMS Economic Cooperation 
Program along with its 5 strategic thrusts and 11 
flagship programs, the RGC has translated its 
overriding development objectives into different 
programs and projects. Currently, there are 20 on 
going GMS projects being implemented in six sectors, 
namely Transportation, Health, Environment and 
Sustainability, Urban planning and management, and 
Tourism. These projects are financially supported by 
ADB in the form of both grant and concessional loans.

2. Cambodia’s Experience in managing different 
sources of development finances/assistance

Broadly speaking, the RGC has a strong commitment 
to deliver effective development results through 
increased government ownership and strengthened 
capacity as well as government leadership in guiding 
the development partnership towards achieving 
national development objectives and priorities.

In order to fulfill these commitments to development 
effectiveness, at the policy level, the Government 
realizes the need to continue strengthening effective 
partnership with all stakeholders in order to mobilize 
financial resources from all sources for the country’s 
development. This is based on the principle of 

ownership and leadership of the cooperation 
initiatives by the Government. This will eventually 
ensure readiness as Cambodia consolidates progress, 
confronts future challenges, and seizes the new 
opportunities in a new regional and global dynamics. 
The Government also sets to continue promoting the 
role of “private sector as the locomotion of economic 
growth” and the role of ODA in creating an enabling 
environment for private sector development, as well 
as an improved climate for investment promotion and 
mobilization.

So set the principle for inclusive development 
partnership and multi-stakeholder dialogue, the 
Government has adopted the Development 
Partnership and Cooperation Strategy (DCPS) 
2014-2018 to ensure that development cooperation 
resources are used for maximum effectiveness and 
impact in reaching Cambodia’s development goals. 
This strategy has defined roles of the ODA as a 
catalyst for achieving effective and sustainable 
development results, as well as developing 
institutional and human capacity under the leadership 
of the Government.

In the new evolving context of Cambodia, this strategy 
serves as a framework to address relationships 
beyond development partners aimed at involving 
other development actors, including private sector, 
civil society organizations, and other relevant 
stakeholders for an inclusive development 
partnership and to promote equitable and broad 
based growth.

In managing and strengthening partnership with all 
development actors, the Government has put in place 
a Three-Tier Model for coordination and dialogue 
arrangements, which are summarized as follows:

Tier 1: High-level Dialogue: Cambodia 
Development Cooperation Forum

This will serve as a unified platform for dialogue 
between Government and all development actors to 
review and discuss development progress and 
challenges with a view to identify appropriate 
strategies and actions that require both collective and 
individual attention.

Tier 2: Policy Dialogue and Policy Review

2.1 Bilateral Development Partner Portfolio 
Reviews

These are a useful compliment to multi-stakeholder 
dialogues. The bilateral meetings usually take place 
annually or every two years, and would be led by 
either the Cambodia Rehabilitation and Development 
Board of the Council for Development of Cambodia 
(CRDB/CDC) or the Ministry of Economy and 
Finance.

2.2    Private Sector Consultation

This is an annual Government-Private Sector Forum 
which is currently established as a mechanism to 
facilitate in-depth dialogue on issues concerning the 
business environment and the private sector. Nine 
working groups are in place to inform the agenda for 
the high-level Forum meeting that convenes annually 
with the CDC serving as the General Secretariat to 
the Government-Private Sector Forum). The 
Government encourages more direct engagement by 
development partners in private sector development 
through dialogue with government via the RGC 
Steering Committee on Private Sector Development.

2.3  NGO Consultation

Following the successful consultations between the 
RGC and the NGO community after the 2011 floods 
in February 2012, formal arrangements are in place to 
hold annual consultations with NGOs in the future. 
CRDB/CDC is serving as the secretariat.

Tier 3: Technical Discussion and Information 
Sharing: Technical Working Groups (TWGs)

The technical working group (TWG) acts as the 
bedrock for partnerships and their role is to facilitate 
technical dialogues in order to support effective 
implementation, modeling, and learning. In the 
context of development effectiveness, the TWG must 
give attention on the cross cutting issues, such as 
gender and climate change. TWG is also required to 
establish informal dialogue arrangement every 
occasion that they need.
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To discuss this broad topic about aligning assistance 
with the GMS development Priorities within the 
10-year Strategic Framework of the GMS Economic 
Cooperation Program, it is important to realize the 
fact that the implementation of this kind of 
activity-based sub-regional economic program would 
require effective and efficient ways of managing 
different sources of development finances.

In order two frame the interventions around the 
theme of this forum and putting emphasis on the 
priority needs and national development strategies of 
the GMS countries, there are two points that needs to 
be focused on. 

1. A broad brush national strategic development 
policy framework

The overarching strategic development goals, stated 
broadly in the national strategic policy framework, 
mainly presented in the Rectangular Strategy – Phase 
III and the National Strategic Development Plan 
(NSDP) 2014-2018, are ultimately to ensure growth, 
employment, equity, and efficiency, along with 
sectorial focuses on further developing the 
agriculture sector, physical infrastructure, energy, 
private sector, human resources, tourism, 
strengthening sustainable natural resources, and 
environmental management, which includes water 
resources, and fostering institutional capacity 
governance.

To realize this development vision, the Royal 
Government of Cambodia (RGC) has set out four 
Strategic Objectives:

1. To ensure an average annual economic 
growth of 7%

2.  To create more jobs for people

3.  To achieve more than 1 % point reduction 
in poverty incidence annually

4.  To further strengthen institutional 
capacity and governance 

To fulfill these strategic objectives, four priority areas 
were identified to guide priority actions to be carried 
out by concerned sectorial ministries and agencies in 

the medium-term and longer-term development 
process.

1. Development on human resources to ensure 
effectiveness in an increasingly open and regional 
labor market

2. Further investment in transport infrastructure and 
improving trade facilitation aiming at developing a 
wide range logistic system

3. Further development of the agricultural sector 
along with the strategic ways to add more values to 
this sector

4. Further improvements in governance and capacity 
of the public institution, aiming at enhancing and 
efficiency of public service deliveries and 
investment.

To link this broad national strategic development 
policy framework with the 2012 – 2022 strategic 
frameworks of the GMS Economic Cooperation 
Program along with its 5 strategic thrusts and 11 
flagship programs, the RGC has translated its 
overriding development objectives into different 
programs and projects. Currently, there are 20 on 
going GMS projects being implemented in six sectors, 
namely Transportation, Health, Environment and 
Sustainability, Urban planning and management, and 
Tourism. These projects are financially supported by 
ADB in the form of both grant and concessional loans.

2. Cambodia’s Experience in managing different 
sources of development finances/assistance

Broadly speaking, the RGC has a strong commitment 
to deliver effective development results through 
increased government ownership and strengthened 
capacity as well as government leadership in guiding 
the development partnership towards achieving 
national development objectives and priorities.

In order to fulfill these commitments to development 
effectiveness, at the policy level, the Government 
realizes the need to continue strengthening effective 
partnership with all stakeholders in order to mobilize 
financial resources from all sources for the country’s 
development. This is based on the principle of 

ownership and leadership of the cooperation 
initiatives by the Government. This will eventually 
ensure readiness as Cambodia consolidates progress, 
confronts future challenges, and seizes the new 
opportunities in a new regional and global dynamics. 
The Government also sets to continue promoting the 
role of “private sector as the locomotion of economic 
growth” and the role of ODA in creating an enabling 
environment for private sector development, as well 
as an improved climate for investment promotion and 
mobilization.

So set the principle for inclusive development 
partnership and multi-stakeholder dialogue, the 
Government has adopted the Development 
Partnership and Cooperation Strategy (DCPS) 
2014-2018 to ensure that development cooperation 
resources are used for maximum effectiveness and 
impact in reaching Cambodia’s development goals. 
This strategy has defined roles of the ODA as a 
catalyst for achieving effective and sustainable 
development results, as well as developing 
institutional and human capacity under the leadership 
of the Government.

In the new evolving context of Cambodia, this strategy 
serves as a framework to address relationships 
beyond development partners aimed at involving 
other development actors, including private sector, 
civil society organizations, and other relevant 
stakeholders for an inclusive development 
partnership and to promote equitable and broad 
based growth.

In managing and strengthening partnership with all 
development actors, the Government has put in place 
a Three-Tier Model for coordination and dialogue 
arrangements, which are summarized as follows:

Tier 1: High-level Dialogue: Cambodia 
Development Cooperation Forum

This will serve as a unified platform for dialogue 
between Government and all development actors to 
review and discuss development progress and 
challenges with a view to identify appropriate 
strategies and actions that require both collective and 
individual attention.

Tier 2: Policy Dialogue and Policy Review

2.1 Bilateral Development Partner Portfolio 
Reviews

These are a useful compliment to multi-stakeholder 
dialogues. The bilateral meetings usually take place 
annually or every two years, and would be led by 
either the Cambodia Rehabilitation and Development 
Board of the Council for Development of Cambodia 
(CRDB/CDC) or the Ministry of Economy and 
Finance.

2.2    Private Sector Consultation

This is an annual Government-Private Sector Forum 
which is currently established as a mechanism to 
facilitate in-depth dialogue on issues concerning the 
business environment and the private sector. Nine 
working groups are in place to inform the agenda for 
the high-level Forum meeting that convenes annually 
with the CDC serving as the General Secretariat to 
the Government-Private Sector Forum). The 
Government encourages more direct engagement by 
development partners in private sector development 
through dialogue with government via the RGC 
Steering Committee on Private Sector Development.

2.3  NGO Consultation

Following the successful consultations between the 
RGC and the NGO community after the 2011 floods 
in February 2012, formal arrangements are in place to 
hold annual consultations with NGOs in the future. 
CRDB/CDC is serving as the secretariat.

Tier 3: Technical Discussion and Information 
Sharing: Technical Working Groups (TWGs)

The technical working group (TWG) acts as the 
bedrock for partnerships and their role is to facilitate 
technical dialogues in order to support effective 
implementation, modeling, and learning. In the 
context of development effectiveness, the TWG must 
give attention on the cross cutting issues, such as 
gender and climate change. TWG is also required to 
establish informal dialogue arrangement every 
occasion that they need.
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STRATEGIC PRIORITIES AND NEEDS FOR GMS 
COOPERATION (PERSPECTIVES OF LAO PDR)

DR. SAYKHAM VOLADET 
Director for Social and Environmental Research Division,

National Economic Research Institute (NERI), Lao PDR

Everyone knows that Lao PDR is located at the center 
of the GMS cooperation, and unfortunately this is a 
very intensive strategic location for such cooperation. 
We share are the only country that borders every 
GMS country in the region. In the past, Lao PDR and 
Thailand have done many things related to regional 
cooperation, which includes the development of road 
infrastructure, and in turn also led to the development 
of the East West Corridor, linking the GMS countries 

together. Many airports were opened to facilitate 
cross border movement in the region. There are also 
many bilateral and multilateral transportation 
agreements with the GMS countries. So as you can 
see, Lao PDR is really integrated with the GMS 
system.
Consequently the GMS countries, including Yunnan 
and Guangxi, have become an important trade and 
investment partner for Laos PDR. 
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In addition, you can see that thousands of Lao people 
migrate to Thailand to seek jobs and income genera-
tion activities, at the same time thousands of Vietnam-
ese and Chinese people are employed in Lao PDR.

In summary the GMS are very important source of 
capital, technology, skills, human resources, and 
export market for Lao PDR. Therefore based on the 
statistics, the GMS is the crucially beneficial to the 
country and that the country seeks to strengthen the 
cooperation. Lao PDR has enjoyed a very high 
economic growth and very rapid poverty reduction 
with 7.9% average GDP growth in the last five years, 
and 1% poverty reduction per year.

However, there are some negative impacts that many 
people have talked about. The first is of course, the 
negative environmental impacts related to regional 
trade and investment. The country still needs to 
improve the trade and investment system to ensure 
positive results and minimize environmental impact. 
Secondly, and even more popularly, there is the issue 
of undocumented labor migration associated with 
higher risks of being cheated and trafficked. As we all 
know, there are thousands of migrant workers work-
ing in Thailand as well as Vietnam, and thousands of 
Chinese working in Lao PDR. A big percentage of 
those people are undocumented. 

In regards to the Socio-Economic development priori-
ties of Laos PDR, the national assembly has approved 
the vision 2030, strategic planning of 2025, and the 
International Socio-Economic Development plan. The 
vision and strategic planning really sets the ultimate 
goals for Lao PDR which are:

• Sustainable LDC-status by 2020

Strongly promoting high sustainable green economic 
growth; the key driving sectors include -but not limit-
ed to- sustainable hydropower, eco-tourism, agricul-
ture, processing industry, trade, logistics, etc.

• Avoiding middle income trap

Focusing on human development, rural development 
and poverty eradication, gender, social inclusion, etc.; 
this should focus particularly on health, education, 
nutrition and food security and water and sanitation, 
labor force development, social protection, etc.

•Becoming high middle income country by 2030

Improving economic resilience/reducing vulnerabili-
ty/ to climate change as well as other possible shocks 
by many measures, including diversifying economic 
sectors, trade relationships, improving agricultural 
production technique, technologies and infrastruc-
ture, promoting more strongly non-agriculture 
sectors which are less vulnerable to climate change, 
etc.

For possible areas in strengthening the GMS coopera-
tion, based on Lao PDR’s point of view, I emphasize 
that the GMS is very important to Lao PDR’s prosperi-
ty. Some areas we believe should be focused on are:

• Tourism and the implementation of the GMS-Visa 
would attract many people from outside the region, 
and not only benefit Lao PDR but all GMS countries. 

• Improving cross border transportation and, move-
ment of goods and people across borders. Many 
people have complained that it takes too long to cross 
the border gates, both as tourists, and transporters of 
goods. After all these years you would think the GMS 
countries have developed an equal and solid border 
gate system by this time. 

• Capacity building and human resource development 
as well as technique and technological transfer. More 
advanced countries like Thailand, and Vietnam they 
can provide more opportunities for less advanced 
countries like Lao, Myanmar and Cambodia. The 
people in these lesser advanced countries should get 
more intensive training and internships to gain knowl-
edge and experience.

• SME development is also very crucial for the social 
economic development in Laos. The GMS cooperation 
should look into developing the SMEs for equitable 
growth.

• Cross border labor migration in this region should 
be made easier and safer. The GMS should    discuss on 
how to make movements of labor workers more 
convenient and less vulnerable to abuse and exploita-
tion.

• Research and Development for more green technol-
ogies should not be overlooked as most countries in 
the GMS have similar climates. Everything we 
research and develop is applicable to all GMS coun-
tries and if we do it together, it would be more cost 
effective and time saving.

• The sustainable management of natural resources, 
including water recourses in the GMS is also import-
ant. Needless to say, the GMS share the Mekong River 
together, be it upstream or downstream. Working 
together to manage the river and its abundance of 
resource will definitely benefit every country in the 
long run.
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TRANSPARENCY IN DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION: 

MYANMAR AND THE GMS
DEVELOPMENT EFFECTIVENESS

H.E. MR. TUN TUN NAING 
Permanent Secretary, Ministry of Planning and Finance, 

Myanmar; Chairman, Mekong Institute Council 

In regards to development partners in Myanmar, 
there are two important questions. The first, how can 
we support our international partners in maintaining a 
strategic focus on Myanmar’s development priorities? 
And the second, Myanmar’s needs are changing and 
yet fundamental challenges remain. How can we 
ensure that our development partners provide 
support in the most critical areas while not forgetting 
other areas? Promoting mutual cooperation among 
the GMS countries leading to economic growth and 
contributing to regional development is a priority for 
our country. Through our membership of the GMS 
economic development program, Myanmar is seeking 
to remain fully connected to the various GMS 
transport corridors, and has committed to working 
with other GMS members to make these corridors 
economically vibrant. 

Myanmar is also committed to enhancing our 
cooperation with other GMS members in other 
sectors, including energy, telecommunications, 
tourism, agriculture, environment, and human 
development. Coordination across so many bilateral 
partners and sectors can be daunting. However, 
Myanmar is rapidly establishing their systems and 
processes required to accomplish these goals. For us, 
it is important that coordination and collaborations 
with regards to our GMS initiatives are brought in line 
with coordination in other areas. Such a major 
initiatives with so many partners will no doubt have an 
overall positive impact on our economy.

Since Myanmar began its social, economic, and 
political transition in 2011 the government and our 

foreign economic relations department have been 
working hard to ensure the business foundation have 
a strong and effective system. In order to help guide 
our overall reform efforts, and ensure our partners 
were aligned with our reform priorities, we developed 
the framework for economic and social reform. This 
indicates commitment to improving Myanmar’s 
engagement with the GMS countries.

What has Myanmar been doing? We’ve been busy.

• Development of the Framework for Economic and 
Social Reform (2012)

• Launching of the Nay Pyi Taw Accord for Effective 
Development Cooperation (2013)

• Launching of the Myanmar Development 
Cooperation Forum Process (2013)

• Launch of the Development Partners Working 
Committee and Development Partners

Group (2013)

• Establishment of 17 Sector Working Groups (2013)

• Became a member of the International Aid 
Transparency Initiative (2014)

• Creation of an open and public Aid Information 
Management System (2015)

• Leadership of the Review of Myanmar’s Aid 
Architecture (2015)

• Full participation in the Global Partnership for 
Effective Development Cooperation (2016)

• Launch of the Cooperation Partners Group (2016)

• Launch of the Development Assistance 
Coordination Unit (TBC)  

Making information available

29



MYANMAR’S DEVELOPMENT CHALLENGES

MYANMAR’S CURRENT GOVERNMENT ACTIVITIES

MYANMAR GOVERNMENT’S PRIORITIES

(1) Electricity
(2) Water supply
(3) Agriculture development
(4) Employment creation

(5) Tourist development
(6) Financial development
(7) Trade and investment development

• Improving Financial Resources
• SME development

• Infrastructure Development
• Food Security

We are proud of our Aid Information Management 
System we call “Mohinga” which is named after 
popular Myanmar rice-noodle soup dish. Now 
everyone can have access to any aid information from 
that website. While we are already tracking billions of 
US dollars of aid flows our assistants can speak 
directly to the IRD registry and we can input data 
directly from IRD. We already input data from some 
development partners and in the coming weeks, we 
will input hundreds new activities and thousands of 
financial transactions from the World Bank, Canada, 
UNDP and EU. But we will need to ensure that we can 
continue to develop this system over the coming 
years. We have some big goals for our Aid Information 
Management System and we hope that our partners 
will support us and this important area.

Our new government plans to implement the following fundamental principles:

• National reconciliation
• Internal peace

During the 2011 to 2015 the state has undertaking seven priorities to fulfill business and socio-economics of the 
people. They are as follows:

On July 29, 2016 the Myanmar Government launched a new economic policy. The roles of investment and 
infrastructure development are important for economic development. To develop socio economic development 
in line with the Economic Policies, we are focusing on the following additional priorities:

Myanmar has enormous potential for sustainable, 
rapid growth, and development. However it also 
faces many significant challenges. The 
development challenges mentioned in the 
National Comprehensive Development Plan 
(NCDP) are as follows:  

Creating Multi-Stakeholder Partnerships

Myanmar’s Aid Information Management System

• Pursuing a constitution towards a federal union
• Improving the living standards of the majority of the people
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MYANMAR ECONOMIC POLICY: PEOPLE CENTERED, INCLUSIVE, 
AND CONTINUOUS DEVELOPMENT

MYANMAR ECONOMIC POLICY 

1. To support national reconciliation and the 
emergence of a united federal democratic union.

2. To create favorable economic conditions for 
achieving balanced economic development across the 
States and Regions.

3. To create opportunities for the emergence of 
capable and skilled new generations for the benefit of 
the country.

4. To establish an economic system that can achieve 
and maintain positive development outcomes 
through the participation, innovation and efforts of all 
citizens.

1. Expanding our financial resources through 
transparent, robust, and effective public financial 
management.

2. Improving the operations of state-owned 
enterprises, and privatizing those state-owned 
enterprises that have the potential to be reformed, 
while promoting and assisting small and medium 
enterprises as generators of employment and growth.

3. Fostering the human capital that will be needed for 
the emergence of a modern developed economy, and 
improving and expanding vocational education and 
training.

4. Prioritizing the rapid development of fundamental 
economic infrastructure such as electricity 
generation, roads and ports, and establishing a data 
ID card system, a digital government strategy, and an 
e-government system.

5. Creating employment opportunities for all citizens 
including those returning from abroad, and giving 
greater priority in the short term to economic 
enterprises that create many job opportunities.

6. Establishing an economic model that balances 
agriculture and industry, and supports the holistic 
development of the agriculture, livestock and 
industrial sectors, so as to enable rounded 
development, food security, and increased exports.

7. Asserting the right of individuals to freely pursue 
the economic opportunities they choose, so as to 
enable private sector growth in line with a market 
economy system; formulating specific policies to 
increase foreign investment; and strengthening 
property rights and the rule of law.

8. Achieving monetary and financial stability through 
a finance system that can support the sustainable 
development of households, farmers and businesses.

9. Building environmentally sustainable cities, 
upgrading public services and utilities, expanding 
public spaces, and making greater efforts to protect 
and conserve our cultural heritage

10. Establishing a fair and efficient tax system in order 
to increase government revenues, and protecting 
individual rights and property rights through enacting 
laws and regulations.

11. Establishing technical systems and procedures to 
support intellectual property rights that can 
encourage innovation and the development of 
advanced technology.

12. Identifying the changing and developing business 
environment both in ASEAN and beyond, so as to 
enable our own businesses to situate themselves to 
take advantage of potential opportunities.

The new economic policy focuses on ensuring long term economic growth. To achieve this, the Myanmar 
government set out the following objectives:

IMPROVING THE EFFECTIVENESS OF OUR 
DEVELOPMENT COOPERATION EFFORTS

Below represents the development coordination 
architecture which was established during the 
previous administration. Despite its many layers, it 
worked for us. However with trust having been built 
and foundations linked we are now focused on 
streamlining these procedures for more effectiveness.
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THE COOPERATION PARTNERS GROUP (CPG): SUSTAINING ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT

Mr. Brent Rapson

In regards to the question regarding the private sector, it 
is true that the private sector does need to be involved. 
From the New Zealand perspective our projects are not 
focused specifically or directly with governments. A 
number of our projects are very much private sector 
based. The Cambodian Agribusiness Project that I 
mentioned earlier, for example, is completely a private 
sector, working with farmers, suppliers, retailers, and 
wholesalers. People from the government sector free to 
participate in some of the trainings but it’s very much a 
private sector approach. In some countries like Lao and 

Myanmar, private sector is a new concept that is 
emerging and it has to be facilitated to achieve a 
sustainable approach.

Ms. Kang Hyosung

Involving the private sector in the development of the 
Mekong region is very important. We hold ROK-Mekong 
business forums in order to involve businessmen in 
private sectors to discuss the development of the 
Mekong Region. This Mekong forum is a good example in 
involving people form the public sector and private sector 
together to encourage PPP.  

The CPG is now used as a main forum for information 
sharing amongst all “cooperation partners” 
concerning development effectiveness and 
coordination – and for taking decisions on how best 
Myanmar’s cooperation partners can improve how 
they work together and with the Government of 
Myanmar and others.

The CPG is intended to be as inclusive as possible with 
non- OECD DAC1 CPs particularly encouraged to 
participate. The broad participation from the CPG in 
engagement with the Government of Myanmar on 
strategic and substantive issues will be prioritized. 
The CPG holds meeting s on a 6-8 week basis and on 
an ad hoc basis as needed.

GOING FORWARD: GENERAL CHALLENGES AND OPPORTUNITIES 

As we move forward we know there will be challenges 
and opportunities to help support greater 
coordination. The following are the few issues that 
need attention if we are to move forward as a nation 
and contribute as a member of the GMS region”

• Need to prioritize development and/or finalization 
of national, sectorial and ministry plans and strategies

• Aid Policy is required to support development 
partner alignment with Myanmar’s national 
development priorities and avoid duplication and 
overlap

• Greater provision of accurate, timely and 
comprehensive data on development partners 
activities via national aid information management 
system  

Below is a possible new coordination architecture that 
is currently being considered. With this structure, we 
hope to focus on removing layers in between decision 
makers and the working level decision implementers. 
We hope that this structure will allow us to move 
quickly and strategically as we push forward with the 
next phase of your development cooperation efforts.

Below we are focusing on the sectorial and thematic 
working groups and the role they will play during the 
phase of development cooperation. Now that many 
ministries and sectors have completed their plans and 
strategies, we are seeking to operationalize these plans 
and strategies. Sectorial and thematic working groups 
provide an excellent way to bring relevant stakeholders 
on board to ensure coordination while also ensuring 
that our partners are in line with the long term 
development plans of the government.   
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THE POTENTIAL OF QUANG TRI ALONG 
THE EAST-WEST ECONOMIC CORRIDOR

MR. HOANG NAM
Director of Quang Tri Department

of Foreign Affairs, Vietnam 

It can be said that the Vietnamese Economy has 
achieved many positive advancements in recent 
times. However, the growth model in general is still an 
old one, and that it has reached its limitations. In that 
model Vietnam has relied so much on capital, cheap 
labors, and national resources, with low level of tech-
nology and science application. Big businesses are 
stronger but their real capacities are not high enough, 
particularly in terms of management staffs. Those 
who face many difficulties are small and medium 
enterprises that don’t have sufficient capital, technol-
ogy, human resource, and management capacity. It 
could be said that Vietnamese enterprise are keen in 
quickly integrating with new things, but it is the 
human factor that is the weakness, and should be 
addressed as soon as possible.

Several big groups and cooperation of Vietnam have 
hired foreign managers, especially those who special-
ize in real-estate, hotels, and high class buildings. 
International integration and regional connectivity 
requires Vietnam to have timely reforms in regards to 
mechanisms and policies that would pave the way to 
tackling difficulties. Enterprises creating a healthy 
competition environment for Vietnamese Economy 
will help the country catch up with the leading coun-
tries in the region. The government must provide 
positive support to enterprises but in return enter-
prises shouldn’t always expect support from the state, 
rather they should strive on the goal of moving 
forward towards sustainability.

EWEC is one of the most important corridors in the 
region and we receive many benefits from this vicinity. 
For nearly 30 years we have seen many changes along 
the corridor in many aspects. These changes come 
from the efforts of the government, intergovernmen-
tal enterprises, and particularly, residence who live 
along the corridor. In the trends of integration we 
receive support from national and international orga-
nizations. As for Quang Tri province as the entry gate 
into Vietnam in EWEC, we always consider EWEC as 
an advantage for developments, and thus have been 
included in many economic development plans and 
policies.

Not many provinces in Vietnam have such special 
facilities that are present in Quang Tri province which 

focuses on developing the interregional trade. For 
example, on the border gate, custom clearance at the 
Lao Bao – Dansavanh gate has a one stop shop single 
window inspection and single stop inspections, which 
creates smooth and simple procedures for people, 
goods and vehicles. This is the first ever application at 
a border gate in Vietnam, and it is one of the strong 
commitments of Quang Tri province, and Savanna-
khet province in Laos PDR, to develop and integrate 
this in the EWEC.

In Quang Tri province the evaluation of our interna-
tional border gates during mid-2014 has received 
many positive remarks. One in particular was about 
forming a new economic corridor under the name 
Para-EWEC, which will intersect with EWEC and 
Quang Tri province. This is the area that connects 
Quang Tri with Salavan, Champasak, and other prov-
inces of Laos, the province of Ubon Ratchathani and 
other provinces in the North East of Thailand, and the 
provinces of Krong Preah Vihear and other provinces 
of North East of Cambodia. Boosting the efficiency of 
trans-border trade on both corridors are essential 
topics that I think Mekong institute can facilitate and 
carry out. MI can also conduct research projects for 
consulting development policies for the region.

Should the La Lai and Lao Bao international border 
gates become a significant entry to the Quang Tri 
province the formation of the South East economic 
zones will boost the province’s economy. It is regarded 
as the destination for international business and 
investment partner. We are planning to build the 
South East economic zones with a key coal thermal 
power plant project that costs 2.3 million US dollars, 
in cooperation with Thailand. The idea behind this is to 
turn Quang Tri province into an important provider of 
energy for the EWEC. The power produced in the 
Quang Tri province can be transferred to Laos, Thai-
land, Myanmar, and vice versa. 

This energy corridor will promote the formation of 
many processing zones and through it enterprises 
along the EWEC can change their investment status 
into a more positive manner. Quang Tri has an idea to 
cooperate with Savannakhet and Salavan province of 
Laos to build international economic zones at Lao Bao 
– Dansavanh border gate and La Lai International 
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border gate. This idea also includes tax incentive, 
taking advantage of the potential from both sides. 
Certain economic zones will serve as international 
foundations for commercial high quality horticultural 
product. Products such as coffee, timber, rubber, etc, 
can be exported to the world through My Thuy deep 
sea ports on Quang Tri. This is also an opportunity to 
provide jobs and creating the infrastructure for the 
poorest provinces along the EWEC and Para EWEC.

In spite of all the efforts, Quang Tri province has yet to 
fully develop its potential for tourism service sector. 
There is a lack of investment and cooperation in infra-
structure for tourism and logistic services. The road 
AH9 also lacks attention, and because of this, trade 
exchange has not met our expectations. I hope that in 
the future we will have more time and opportunities 
to listen, share, and learn with colleagues from other 
nations as well as international consultants about 
stories, orientations and solutions to unleash the 
development potential of the whole GMS.
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To discuss this broad topic about aligning assistance 
with the GMS development Priorities within the 
10-year Strategic Framework of the GMS Economic 
Cooperation Program, it is important to realize the 
fact that the implementation of this kind of 
activity-based sub-regional economic program would 
require effective and efficient ways of managing 
different sources of development finances.

In order two frame the interventions around the 
theme of this forum and putting emphasis on the 
priority needs and national development strategies of 
the GMS countries, there are two points that needs to 
be focused on. 

1. A broad brush national strategic development 
policy framework

The overarching strategic development goals, stated 
broadly in the national strategic policy framework, 
mainly presented in the Rectangular Strategy – Phase 
III and the National Strategic Development Plan 
(NSDP) 2014-2018, are ultimately to ensure growth, 
employment, equity, and efficiency, along with 
sectorial focuses on further developing the 
agriculture sector, physical infrastructure, energy, 
private sector, human resources, tourism, 
strengthening sustainable natural resources, and 
environmental management, which includes water 
resources, and fostering institutional capacity 
governance.

To realize this development vision, the Royal 
Government of Cambodia (RGC) has set out four 
Strategic Objectives:

1. To ensure an average annual economic 
growth of 7%

2.  To create more jobs for people

3.  To achieve more than 1 % point reduction 
in poverty incidence annually

4.  To further strengthen institutional 
capacity and governance 

To fulfill these strategic objectives, four priority areas 
were identified to guide priority actions to be carried 
out by concerned sectorial ministries and agencies in 

the medium-term and longer-term development 
process.

1. Development on human resources to ensure 
effectiveness in an increasingly open and regional 
labor market

2. Further investment in transport infrastructure and 
improving trade facilitation aiming at developing a 
wide range logistic system

3. Further development of the agricultural sector 
along with the strategic ways to add more values to 
this sector

4. Further improvements in governance and capacity 
of the public institution, aiming at enhancing and 
efficiency of public service deliveries and 
investment.

To link this broad national strategic development 
policy framework with the 2012 – 2022 strategic 
frameworks of the GMS Economic Cooperation 
Program along with its 5 strategic thrusts and 11 
flagship programs, the RGC has translated its 
overriding development objectives into different 
programs and projects. Currently, there are 20 on 
going GMS projects being implemented in six sectors, 
namely Transportation, Health, Environment and 
Sustainability, Urban planning and management, and 
Tourism. These projects are financially supported by 
ADB in the form of both grant and concessional loans.

2. Cambodia’s Experience in managing different 
sources of development finances/assistance

Broadly speaking, the RGC has a strong commitment 
to deliver effective development results through 
increased government ownership and strengthened 
capacity as well as government leadership in guiding 
the development partnership towards achieving 
national development objectives and priorities.

In order to fulfill these commitments to development 
effectiveness, at the policy level, the Government 
realizes the need to continue strengthening effective 
partnership with all stakeholders in order to mobilize 
financial resources from all sources for the country’s 
development. This is based on the principle of 

ownership and leadership of the cooperation 
initiatives by the Government. This will eventually 
ensure readiness as Cambodia consolidates progress, 
confronts future challenges, and seizes the new 
opportunities in a new regional and global dynamics. 
The Government also sets to continue promoting the 
role of “private sector as the locomotion of economic 
growth” and the role of ODA in creating an enabling 
environment for private sector development, as well 
as an improved climate for investment promotion and 
mobilization.

So set the principle for inclusive development 
partnership and multi-stakeholder dialogue, the 
Government has adopted the Development 
Partnership and Cooperation Strategy (DCPS) 
2014-2018 to ensure that development cooperation 
resources are used for maximum effectiveness and 
impact in reaching Cambodia’s development goals. 
This strategy has defined roles of the ODA as a 
catalyst for achieving effective and sustainable 
development results, as well as developing 
institutional and human capacity under the leadership 
of the Government.

In the new evolving context of Cambodia, this strategy 
serves as a framework to address relationships 
beyond development partners aimed at involving 
other development actors, including private sector, 
civil society organizations, and other relevant 
stakeholders for an inclusive development 
partnership and to promote equitable and broad 
based growth.

In managing and strengthening partnership with all 
development actors, the Government has put in place 
a Three-Tier Model for coordination and dialogue 
arrangements, which are summarized as follows:

Tier 1: High-level Dialogue: Cambodia 
Development Cooperation Forum

This will serve as a unified platform for dialogue 
between Government and all development actors to 
review and discuss development progress and 
challenges with a view to identify appropriate 
strategies and actions that require both collective and 
individual attention.
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To discuss this broad topic about aligning assistance 
with the GMS development Priorities within the 
10-year Strategic Framework of the GMS Economic 
Cooperation Program, it is important to realize the 
fact that the implementation of this kind of 
activity-based sub-regional economic program would 
require effective and efficient ways of managing 
different sources of development finances.

In order two frame the interventions around the 
theme of this forum and putting emphasis on the 
priority needs and national development strategies of 
the GMS countries, there are two points that needs to 
be focused on. 

1. A broad brush national strategic development 
policy framework

The overarching strategic development goals, stated 
broadly in the national strategic policy framework, 
mainly presented in the Rectangular Strategy – Phase 
III and the National Strategic Development Plan 
(NSDP) 2014-2018, are ultimately to ensure growth, 
employment, equity, and efficiency, along with 
sectorial focuses on further developing the 
agriculture sector, physical infrastructure, energy, 
private sector, human resources, tourism, 
strengthening sustainable natural resources, and 
environmental management, which includes water 
resources, and fostering institutional capacity 
governance.

To realize this development vision, the Royal 
Government of Cambodia (RGC) has set out four 
Strategic Objectives:

1. To ensure an average annual economic 
growth of 7%

2.  To create more jobs for people

3.  To achieve more than 1 % point reduction 
in poverty incidence annually

4.  To further strengthen institutional 
capacity and governance 

To fulfill these strategic objectives, four priority areas 
were identified to guide priority actions to be carried 
out by concerned sectorial ministries and agencies in 

the medium-term and longer-term development 
process.

1. Development on human resources to ensure 
effectiveness in an increasingly open and regional 
labor market

2. Further investment in transport infrastructure and 
improving trade facilitation aiming at developing a 
wide range logistic system

3. Further development of the agricultural sector 
along with the strategic ways to add more values to 
this sector

4. Further improvements in governance and capacity 
of the public institution, aiming at enhancing and 
efficiency of public service deliveries and 
investment.

To link this broad national strategic development 
policy framework with the 2012 – 2022 strategic 
frameworks of the GMS Economic Cooperation 
Program along with its 5 strategic thrusts and 11 
flagship programs, the RGC has translated its 
overriding development objectives into different 
programs and projects. Currently, there are 20 on 
going GMS projects being implemented in six sectors, 
namely Transportation, Health, Environment and 
Sustainability, Urban planning and management, and 
Tourism. These projects are financially supported by 
ADB in the form of both grant and concessional loans.

2. Cambodia’s Experience in managing different 
sources of development finances/assistance

Broadly speaking, the RGC has a strong commitment 
to deliver effective development results through 
increased government ownership and strengthened 
capacity as well as government leadership in guiding 
the development partnership towards achieving 
national development objectives and priorities.

In order to fulfill these commitments to development 
effectiveness, at the policy level, the Government 
realizes the need to continue strengthening effective 
partnership with all stakeholders in order to mobilize 
financial resources from all sources for the country’s 
development. This is based on the principle of 
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ownership and leadership of the cooperation 
initiatives by the Government. This will eventually 
ensure readiness as Cambodia consolidates progress, 
confronts future challenges, and seizes the new 
opportunities in a new regional and global dynamics. 
The Government also sets to continue promoting the 
role of “private sector as the locomotion of economic 
growth” and the role of ODA in creating an enabling 
environment for private sector development, as well 
as an improved climate for investment promotion and 
mobilization.

So set the principle for inclusive development 
partnership and multi-stakeholder dialogue, the 
Government has adopted the Development 
Partnership and Cooperation Strategy (DCPS) 
2014-2018 to ensure that development cooperation 
resources are used for maximum effectiveness and 
impact in reaching Cambodia’s development goals. 
This strategy has defined roles of the ODA as a 
catalyst for achieving effective and sustainable 
development results, as well as developing 
institutional and human capacity under the leadership 
of the Government.

In the new evolving context of Cambodia, this strategy 
serves as a framework to address relationships 
beyond development partners aimed at involving 
other development actors, including private sector, 
civil society organizations, and other relevant 
stakeholders for an inclusive development 
partnership and to promote equitable and broad 
based growth.

In managing and strengthening partnership with all 
development actors, the Government has put in place 
a Three-Tier Model for coordination and dialogue 
arrangements, which are summarized as follows:

Tier 1: High-level Dialogue: Cambodia 
Development Cooperation Forum

This will serve as a unified platform for dialogue 
between Government and all development actors to 
review and discuss development progress and 
challenges with a view to identify appropriate 
strategies and actions that require both collective and 
individual attention.
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After 20 or 30 years of development for the GMS 
Region, it is a good time for us to look back and see 
what are the new situations and how do we proceed 
from here. In my view there are a number of reasons 
why we managed to draw such benefits and 
experience from the GMS and how the GMS 
developed so quickly. First of all, peace and stability is 
the premise for development. The GMS development 
took off right after the Cold War, and thus was a time 
to bring peace and stability in this region and we 
benefited a lot from that. The second, we caught a 
good time to be involved in the globalization process 
for our sub-region. Globalization provided a lot of 
opportunities for our sub-region and the GMS 
countries have made very good use of this 
opportunity, to participate in the global value chain 
process and began its industrialization process.

Sadly, sub-regional integration is very important for 
development, as we have witnessed by the unfolding 
of the ASEAN Community and other sub-regional 
institutions. Sustainability is key to the future 
development of this region. The 2013 Sustainable 
Development Agenda for the next 15 years is a 
blueprint and road map for the international 
community and the whole world, with no exception to 
our sub-region. For the region’s demands, we should 
priority in poverty reduction. Poverty reduction is one 
of the most important issues, not only because it’s the 
number one objective at the 2013 Sustainable 
Development Agenda but also it is closely related to 
the political stability for all the countries. We must 
have an inclusive and equitable development.

On infrastructure and connectivity, in the coming 
years the infrastructure and connectivity provides the 
environment for the foreign direct investment, 
attracting trade, and are very fundamental laws. Also, 
we should give more emphasis to the process of 
industrialization in the sub-region. In our region, we all 
have similar situations. We have large and dense 
populations. Without industrialization, we can’t get 
out of poverty. So industrialization is one of the very 
important elements in our sub-region. The industry 
production capacity cooperation is one of the 
important elements that the Chinese government 
touched on.

Another thing I would like to talk about is that we 
should increase human resources development. 

Humans are at the center for development and 
development depends on the human resources. In the 
past, especially for MI, we have a lot of training 
courses for different expertise. This too is important, 
but in the next 20 years it is expected that we have to 
advance or upgrade such kind of programs. We have 
to add vocational education, and qualification, 
because these areas meet the need to the present 
generations and future generations. These are what I 
believe are the strong demands for our sub-region in 
the near future.

In regards to the cooperating with the development 
partners, I would like to make a few points. 

Firstly, I think all the countries in the sub-region 
including China appreciate the development partners 
in this region. Their contribution to the development 
of this region has been great. 

Secondly, moving forward, it is important to 
emphasize more on the demands-driven for the 
international assistance and cooperation. 
Demands-driven means that you have to put the 
developing countries at the center of international 
assistance. You can’t depend on your own judgments, 
or perception, or conviction. You have to listen to the 
developing countries more carefully. 

Third, we should try to improve the internal 
development capacity for the sub-regional 
conference. Foreign assistance should focus a little 
more in the future on science, technology, and 
innovation as well as the transfer of technology. This 
will really help the member countries to increase their 
capacity. 

Fourth, the North-South cooperation should maintain 
being the major channel for international assistance. 
We understand that we have a lot of South-South 
cooperation, but should still stick with the 
North-South cooperation. Developed countries 
should make their commitment on ODE. In regards to 
Chinese cooperation with the sub-regional countries, 
it has to be understood that China is still a developing 
country. We still have 70 million people living in 
poverty. In Yunnan province alone we have around 7.5 
million living in poverty, and Guangxi we have 5.4 
million, making this more than 10 million in the 
Chinese-GMS province. 

For China, we have made a very ambitious target for 

ourselves. We want to get the 70 million people out of 
poverty by the end of 2020. So each year we will need 
to help more than 10 million people and get them out 
of poverty. We have made designed a precise and 
targeted approach for getting people out of poverty. 
All the 70 million people have been put into the data 
base at the moment. Every family is designed with 
special measures for getting them out of poverty. It is 
a very precise approach. With the strength and 
experience of last 30 years, we have full confidence 
that we will fulfill this task.

I believe that China and the GMS have a lot of space 
for cooperation. We can share experience and also 
have exchange of knowledge and know-how in helping 
people financially, educationally, and other aspects. 
One of the latest Chinese mechanisms for 
cooperation with the GMS countries is called the 
Lancang Mekong Cooperation Mechanism. We all 
know that we have the Belt and Road initiative 3 years 
ago. The Belt and Road Initiative is one of the 
important approaches to push through between Asia 
and Europe. We have concrete proposals for this 
cooperation and under this mechanism there will be a 
special forum with 300 million USD funding it. 

Secondly we have the water resources cooperation 
center in progress. Thirdly, we are considering 
establishing an environmental protection cooperation 
center in this sub-region. Fourth, we want to set up 
cross border epidemic disease cooperation 
mechanism. Fifth, establish a center for 
comprehensive law enforcement and security 
cooperation in the sub-region. Lastly, China is 
exploring the possibly of opening vocational 
education and training centers. 

In conclusion, in China we have the 5 year plan. 
China’s development guided by the vision of 
innovation, coordination, green, open, and shared 
development we will continue to advance its structure 
reform and develop new economies. China is ready to 
work with the GMS countries to promote inclusive, 
equitable, and common prosperity.
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After 20 or 30 years of development for the GMS 
Region, it is a good time for us to look back and see 
what are the new situations and how do we proceed 
from here. In my view there are a number of reasons 
why we managed to draw such benefits and 
experience from the GMS and how the GMS 
developed so quickly. First of all, peace and stability is 
the premise for development. The GMS development 
took off right after the Cold War, and thus was a time 
to bring peace and stability in this region and we 
benefited a lot from that. The second, we caught a 
good time to be involved in the globalization process 
for our sub-region. Globalization provided a lot of 
opportunities for our sub-region and the GMS 
countries have made very good use of this 
opportunity, to participate in the global value chain 
process and began its industrialization process.

Sadly, sub-regional integration is very important for 
development, as we have witnessed by the unfolding 
of the ASEAN Community and other sub-regional 
institutions. Sustainability is key to the future 
development of this region. The 2013 Sustainable 
Development Agenda for the next 15 years is a 
blueprint and road map for the international 
community and the whole world, with no exception to 
our sub-region. For the region’s demands, we should 
priority in poverty reduction. Poverty reduction is one 
of the most important issues, not only because it’s the 
number one objective at the 2013 Sustainable 
Development Agenda but also it is closely related to 
the political stability for all the countries. We must 
have an inclusive and equitable development.

On infrastructure and connectivity, in the coming 
years the infrastructure and connectivity provides the 
environment for the foreign direct investment, 
attracting trade, and are very fundamental laws. Also, 
we should give more emphasis to the process of 
industrialization in the sub-region. In our region, we all 
have similar situations. We have large and dense 
populations. Without industrialization, we can’t get 
out of poverty. So industrialization is one of the very 
important elements in our sub-region. The industry 
production capacity cooperation is one of the 
important elements that the Chinese government 
touched on.

Another thing I would like to talk about is that we 
should increase human resources development. 

Humans are at the center for development and 
development depends on the human resources. In the 
past, especially for MI, we have a lot of training 
courses for different expertise. This too is important, 
but in the next 20 years it is expected that we have to 
advance or upgrade such kind of programs. We have 
to add vocational education, and qualification, 
because these areas meet the need to the present 
generations and future generations. These are what I 
believe are the strong demands for our sub-region in 
the near future.

In regards to the cooperating with the development 
partners, I would like to make a few points. 

Firstly, I think all the countries in the sub-region 
including China appreciate the development partners 
in this region. Their contribution to the development 
of this region has been great. 

Secondly, moving forward, it is important to 
emphasize more on the demands-driven for the 
international assistance and cooperation. 
Demands-driven means that you have to put the 
developing countries at the center of international 
assistance. You can’t depend on your own judgments, 
or perception, or conviction. You have to listen to the 
developing countries more carefully. 

Third, we should try to improve the internal 
development capacity for the sub-regional 
conference. Foreign assistance should focus a little 
more in the future on science, technology, and 
innovation as well as the transfer of technology. This 
will really help the member countries to increase their 
capacity. 

Fourth, the North-South cooperation should maintain 
being the major channel for international assistance. 
We understand that we have a lot of South-South 
cooperation, but should still stick with the 
North-South cooperation. Developed countries 
should make their commitment on ODE. In regards to 
Chinese cooperation with the sub-regional countries, 
it has to be understood that China is still a developing 
country. We still have 70 million people living in 
poverty. In Yunnan province alone we have around 7.5 
million living in poverty, and Guangxi we have 5.4 
million, making this more than 10 million in the 
Chinese-GMS province. 

For China, we have made a very ambitious target for 

ourselves. We want to get the 70 million people out of 
poverty by the end of 2020. So each year we will need 
to help more than 10 million people and get them out 
of poverty. We have made designed a precise and 
targeted approach for getting people out of poverty. 
All the 70 million people have been put into the data 
base at the moment. Every family is designed with 
special measures for getting them out of poverty. It is 
a very precise approach. With the strength and 
experience of last 30 years, we have full confidence 
that we will fulfill this task.

I believe that China and the GMS have a lot of space 
for cooperation. We can share experience and also 
have exchange of knowledge and know-how in helping 
people financially, educationally, and other aspects. 
One of the latest Chinese mechanisms for 
cooperation with the GMS countries is called the 
Lancang Mekong Cooperation Mechanism. We all 
know that we have the Belt and Road initiative 3 years 
ago. The Belt and Road Initiative is one of the 
important approaches to push through between Asia 
and Europe. We have concrete proposals for this 
cooperation and under this mechanism there will be a 
special forum with 300 million USD funding it. 

Secondly we have the water resources cooperation 
center in progress. Thirdly, we are considering 
establishing an environmental protection cooperation 
center in this sub-region. Fourth, we want to set up 
cross border epidemic disease cooperation 
mechanism. Fifth, establish a center for 
comprehensive law enforcement and security 
cooperation in the sub-region. Lastly, China is 
exploring the possibly of opening vocational 
education and training centers. 

In conclusion, in China we have the 5 year plan. 
China’s development guided by the vision of 
innovation, coordination, green, open, and shared 
development we will continue to advance its structure 
reform and develop new economies. China is ready to 
work with the GMS countries to promote inclusive, 
equitable, and common prosperity.
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The GMS has a lot of strategies, and can almost be 
compared to a buffet. But to make it efficient is not 
easy and TICA tries very hard to get the supply and 
demand in order to maximize the ODA programs. On 
the supply side we focus on 4 or 5 critical issues to 
make sure that the deployment cooperation really fits 
the need of the GMS countries. Thailand is located in 
the center of this cooperation so in several cases, we 
are working not only in terms of the other donors. 
Several hundreds, if not thousands of partner 
agencies are involved.

The first critical issue for us is how can we have more 
policy integrations. Since there are many 
development programs in the region, so how can we 
make it more integrated? I think at the moment 
sometimes I feel that we are playing the music in the 
same symphony, but we are playing different songs. To 
make sure that our symphony is playing correctly, and 
smoothly, we have to set some of the common songs 
that we should play in the GMS. That is why policy 
implications are lacking from the summit programs 
and the leaders of the counties try to set the agenda, 
and then most of the real sector development should 
go in the same directions.

Secondly, we should try to see more medium term 
programs rather than short or activity based 
programs, like 3 years or 5 years program. I started 
doing this with the Cambodian Government, by 
having a 3 year program. Then we try to move to 
Myanmar, then Lao, and then Vietnam as a 
partnership program within the next 3 months.

Thirdly, we are going to focus more on the outcome 
base. In the past we try to do many things but still 
focus on the output level. So the outcome based 
approach should be one of the key strategies that we 
try to introduce.

Fourthly, we try to be the alternative development, 
introducing some key development philosophy, such 
as sufficiency economy as the key program from us.

Lastly, the Thai ODA program as the supply side to 
meet the need, try to decide in terms of the small but 
elegant solutions for development bottleneck. Most 
of the cases that we have implemented in Thailand try 
to focus on the knowledge, empowering change, 

sharing experience. These can be the solution to the 
development.

As my last point, how can we make more changes in 
regards to the ways of the economic infrastructures 
that can be one part of the success? Thailand would 
like to also know how we can change the development 
mindset which can be the solution. During the past 
few years, the Thai government has supported more 
than 3,000 scholarships per year for training. 10 per 
cent of that scholarship support long term study 
program. This is why human resources is still the top 
agenda of our key programs.

Talking about the demand side, we try to have more 
alignment, working closing with our partners on 
demand dividend and then we try to explore more 
with the need. Within the development programs we 
are also working on a number of partnership 
programs at the moms more than 13 donor sources 
are working with us such as Japan, Germany, France, 
UN Agencies, Luxemburg, Austria, Australia, and 
Qatar. There is quite a big number of agencies 
working with Thailand/ They just joined hands with 
Thailand to support the GMS. And in just the last 2 
years, we had Argentina and Brazil visit us and would 
like to join us as well to help develop the GMS 
countries. So the GMS is becoming more like a 
beautiful lady. There are many guys who would like to 
visit, and I hope Thailand can be the match maker. 
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I believe it is not impossible to find perfect matches for 
the ODA. We can only strive to do better than what we 
are doing now and there are many constraints which 
have already been identified throughout the day. 
Sustainable Development goals must serve as a platform 
for all the further development work in this sub-region. In 
addition to this universal mandate of sustainable goals, 
least development countries and landlocked countries 
have to adopt and implement another two programs 
which are called the Istanbul Plan of Action and the other 
is called the Vienna Plan of Action. These come on top of 
sub-regional and regional programs that GMS countries 
have for themselves and within ASEAN as well.

It is not only the plethora of initiatives that is driven by 
the donors but also the plethora of action plans 
combined with the national strategies that these 
countries themselves have committed. However, they 
may have problems in coming down to down to the clear 
set of priorities and the agenda they would want to then 
pursue. This brings me to one point that I need to 
emphasize, which is the role of building not only efficient 
and equitable market economy, but also open market 
economy. Because it has been stressed throughout the 
day that building walls will not work and cross border 
cooperation and development initiatives have proven to 
be able to provide long term solutions.

We don’t know any country that has been closed and 
achieved sustained rapid growth and development. So it 
is with that focus that I want to actually talk about the 
role of trade in development strategies of these 
countries. And this is not only because trade has been put 
at the forefront as the means of implementation for 
forward sustainable development goals, but it is actually 
something that can drive development and growth of 
countries in a sustainable manner.

It is common knowledge that sustainable development 
requires a combined effort in three areas which are 
economic efficiency, social justice, and environmental 
responsibility. Trade is traditionally perceived as 
operating in the economic efficiency area. But what we 
want to actually achieve is to transform trade and at the 
same time take care of social equity and environmental 
responsibility. In the 17 sustainable development goals, 
there are two that are of critical importance, which are 
about increasing aid for trade and partnership for the 
implementation of all goals. 

The reason why I am highlighting these two is because we 
are talking about effective of aid, as well as how these 
initiatives that we at the regional level can actually help 
countries to achieve their development agenda, whether 

they are part of the local-national strategy or are part of 
the wider mandate for achieving sustainable 
development. The Mekong Institute has been engaging in 
actually doing projects on understanding the factors that 
contribute to the effectiveness of aid for trade initiatives. 

What is really difficult is finding the records in 
government books on the flow of funds and the use of 
funds, as well as the responsible agencies for that. That 
really made our project implementations rather difficult 
because a lot of time and energy was spent in digging out 
what was invested, and where. Only then we could focus 
on the impact and outcomes of such investments. 
Secondly, what we found is that many of the projects that 
was done is a very ad-hocish way, the private sectors  
very often go out and make demands without having a 
coherent strategy about how these particular small 
projects would fit into building a comprehensive capacity 
building.

In conclusion, in terms of measuring outputs and impacts, 
many people have yet to agree on what format to use. 
This is important when I talk about sustainable 
development goals, because we still focus on measuring 
effect in terms of growth or increase of capacity, in terms 
of flows or changes in patterns rather than actual 
changes in wellbeing. So this is going to remain a problem 
in terms of how you measure things. But then in terms of 
what we found affecting the quality of these outputs, the 
following were apparent:

1. Very weak capacity in recipient countries to actually 
manage to project

2. The amount of triangular aid was almost zero and the 
efforts to put such aid forward were met with many 
constraints.

3. The aid for trade projects that are tailored to a specific 
project and is demanded by the recipient countries could 
actually work much better.

4. The lack of public-private partnerships.

5. Even though the projects we put in place to develop 
trade, it wasn’t not about trade integration or trade 
cooperation. But rather it was about expansion of trade 
capacity in very singular ways. Therefore the projects 
were not really contributing much to the regional 
integration. 

So these are the findings that we have discovered which 
reduced the effectiveness of aid for trade. When we 
move on creating new projects, we should definitely look 
into some of these and try to prevent these issues from 
happening again.          
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Once you properly define the needs, the support in 
not a problem and the effectiveness would be 
assured. So the whole idea of working with 
development partners to try and accelerate growth is 
really all about properly identifying the needs. The 
needs are obviously enormous, not only in the GMS 
countries but any country for that matter, but how do 
you identify them? This is where we need to think 
about how the process works. The ownership by the 
government is very important but is not enough. The 
difficult question here is how we can talk to the 
government? What kind of dialogue can you 
formulate with the government to try to identify the 
real needs and achieve maximum effectiveness? That, 
of course, is a very complicated issue because every 
country has different levels of development, different 
institutional capacity, different history and culture, 
and different political priorities. 

So within one country it is already quite complex. And 
if you talk about regional needs and regional priorities 
the complexity is multiplied. There are two examples I 
would like to identify in this context:

The first one is about the GMS. I happened to be one 
of the persons in charge to organize the first meeting 
of the GMS. Back then it didn’t even have a name yet. 
Even when we got the green light from ADB at the 
higher political level there were some dialogues with 
the countries where the country representatives 
never even sat together. The only time we started 
sitting together was during the UNESCAP annual 
meeting or at the UN in New York. But they never sat 
with each other nor talk with each other much. But 
eventually after the green light, we all sat together, 
and it was quite an experience because it was in 
Cambodia in 1992. There were only 4 
representatives coming from Vietnam, Lao, Thailand, 
Myanmar, and China, because at that time it was a 
transitional period for Cambodia and the election had 
not concluded yet. The meeting was basically to get 
them together and talk on any interest in doing 
regional cooperation in this time of peace. 

At first it was very sudden as we explained a bit about 
what ADB does. Eventually after a few days of 
dialogue the countries started talking to each other 
but we didn’t want to impose on what we think they 

should be doing. ASEAN was basically very political at 
that time and many were still not part of ASEAN. So it 
was slow but progress, as we moved on from meeting 
to meeting. We noticed that the best way to 
cooperate is not touch people or institutions, which 
can be very complicated, but start with roads and 
connectivity. This is how the program began and has 
evolved to what we see here today. This is a good 
example on how you define the needs to a dialogue 
among the countries. They explain about what they 
think are their priorities, then defining them clearly. 
This is the way the GMS originated and how it is today 
25 years later.

Another example where the process did not work 
properly was in ASEAN. As you know in ASEAN there 
is an initiative for integration and is part of the ASEAN 
program to close the development gap between 
CLMV and the rest of ASEAN. The ownerships are 
with the countries but there hasn’t been a dialogue on 
this and partly because ASEAN does not have the 
staffing. Therefore this doesn’t really move forward 
and this is where MI comes in. 

In the case of MI this fulfills one part of how you create 
a constructive dialogue because MI is about raining 
programs and capacity building. So it comes in directly 
into that process of dialogue to define the needs. In 
addition, fortunately for MI they found a country such 
as New Zealand who has an open approach to things. 
If you work with New Zealand they won’t impose 
things on you, rather just work with you, and 
therefore giving birth to MI. And that’s and ideal 
match. In terms of characteristics MI is probably the 
only institution that belongs to a group of countries. 
There may be several people sitting in the council, but 
it still belongs to the countries. Countries could look 
at MI for the future.

Within ADB, you have had a number of ideas to 
reproduce the GMS. It didn’t work like that and today 
there are still many initiatives that are dormant, or 
aren’t moving forward because it did not manage to 
reproduce the spirit and dialogue on how GMS was 
setup. As a conclusion you can see how you can 
achieve effectiveness by identifying your needs and 
doing things together. 
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I am a little bit surprise that the panel has chosen to 
ignore the elephant in the room. There is a tremen-
dous amount of investment taking place in hydro-
power, agriculture, mining, manufacturing, special 
economic zones, specific economic zones, etc. but I 
am surprised that the panels decided to ignore all of 
that. 
I am also surprised, shocked in fact that the term 
private sector has not come up more often in the 

QUESTION:

PANEL DISCUSSION QUESTIONS,
COMMENTS, AND ANSWERS

discussions today. That we’ve simply focused on the 
public sectors, governments, and donors (IE Devel-
opment Partners). Therefore I would like to ask the 
panelists what they think about the role of the 
private sectors and their responsibilities, if they 
have any at all, for ensuring or sharing their profits 
and income for a common prosperity of people in 
the region. Or do you decide to just ignore that 
elephant in the room?

Dr. Jean Pierre A. Verbiest

What I mean about the dialogues on the needs 
between the countries, it is mostly about the 
government, but not always. And Development 
Partners, for me, should always include private 
sectors. If you look at ADB 50% of operations have 
to be related to private sectors. So you not neces-
sarily get finance from the private sector, but rather 
improve the environment for the private sector as 
well. Even in Thailand there are still a lot of issues 

ANSWERS:

related to the regulatory frame, the institutional 
frame work, and so on and so forth. In terms of 
power, the Lao government usually takes a share of 
the capital from their hydropower, which they don’t 
have to actually. In the case of the power lines 
between Thailand and Siem Reap, Cambodia, it was 
discussed in the public sector but it ended up as a 
PPP. I don’t make the distinction anymore, but the 
private sectors do play a major part.

Dr. Mia Mikic

When we talk about dialogue partners we actually 
take into account all stakeholders. This not only 
includes donors in a traditional sense but also the 
role of private sectors, civil societies, international 
agencies, etc. Private sector is a key factor in devel-
opment. But should the private sector share their 
profits? In a free market economy you can’t expect 
that to be mandatory, but what we do know is that 
building incentives for proper behavior of the 
private sectors can work very well. There are initia-

tives like GRI, which increases the stock values of 
companies that do pay attention to the environment 
and social responsibility. So placing more attention 
to that in our sub-region would definitely help in 
steering the private sector’s behavior.

Education is also very important because demand 
on the private sector comes a lot from the consum-
ers. So it’s not only the task of the government but 
all of us to actually request the private sector to 
change their behavior. 

Mr. Banchong Amornchewin

Regarding the trade and investment the Thai 
government is strong in supporting the neighboring 
countries. In TICA we are going to be part of the 
solution in terms of the bottle-neck, focusing on 
capacity building. So in terms of human resource 
development and capacity building we are covering 
the areas that are in need as identified by the 

partner countries. This is similar to working with the 
private sector developing the Deep Seaport at 
Dewai in Myanmar. Besides that, in some certain 
areas in term of the investment promotion such as 
the tourism industry, we also encourage human 
resource and capacity building.

Mr. Li Hong

Regarding the private sector, it is very important. 
First of all in terms of the cooperation between 
China and MI, we have financially supported MI to 
conduct two projects focused on the increasing the 
capacity for the private sector along the 
North-South corridor. This is a project focused on 
the private sector. Another example is about the 

Chinese participation from the southern powers 
agreed to do the project with MI. for private sectors; 
we really need some kind of incentives to get them 
involved. We can’t ask them to do something 
through the mandatory approach. This simply will 
not work.

Tony Zola, Researcher, Mekong Environment and Resources Institute 
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Dr. Jean Pierre A. Verbiest

On the global warming issue, the agenda has been 
moving forward, and it would actually be a good idea 
to have a dialogue on that. Countries represented 
here are indeed among the most vulnerable to 
climate change. Myanmar is actually the second 

most vulnerable country when it comes to climate 
change, according to some sources, but all the coun-
tries in the GMS are extremely vulnerable to this. So 
obviously this is a major topic.

Mr. Li Hong

I had mentioned earlier that in the Lancang-Mekong 
cooperation mechanism, the Environmental 
Protection Cooperation center in this sub-region 
will be developed. This is a big investment and I think 
all countries in the region give it great importance. 
This center will not only work on cooperation 
projects, but also tactical cooperation, personnel 
exchanges, information sharing, and prompting 

green coordinated and sustainable development. So 
such issues are really important.

In regards to the issue of disaster management in 
relation to climate change, this sub-regional 
cooperation mechanism is well engaged. There are a 
lot of efforts in different mechanisms, and different 
institutions are looking intently at this area.

Mr. Banchong Amornchewin

As for the social sectors focused on global warming, 
I believe this is an international agenda and moni-
toring has to be made in terms of the commitment 

of the international agreements. Thailand also tries 
to cover and work across the region, not only in 
Asia, but joined hands with other regions as well. 

Listening to the discussions, you focused only on the 
economics, but today the nature of our Earth very 
much broken. From the conference about global 
warming, today our world has become very danger-
ous and risky environmentally. So in the next forum 
in 2017 do you think we should add more topics 
about global warming and the environment, as well 

QUESTION:

as their solutions? The majority of people in the 
GMS depend on agriculture, and we have very little 
experience about trade to the other world, which is 
a disadvantage for us. So you should focus about 
agriculture especially when you are talking about 
sufficient economy.

ANSWERS:

Mr. Noparat

I would just like to share some information with Dr. 
Mikic. Actually information is really essential, and 
also for our country, experience is just as essential as 
well. We try to set up the database which has 
different dimensions. 

For example, in the case of a 100 million USD 
project, maybe for a hospital or telecommunications 
line, we just put by sector. By doing so, we can get 
the data by sectors. Another dimension example is 
identifying which development partner is funding 
which project. By doing so, we can get the 
information by identifying which development 
partner or agency for such projects is implemented 
in our country. The third example is by location. The 
hospital project, for example, might be built in one 

COMMENT:

province or state, and therefore data can be 
collected by region or area.

One of our presenters also talked about export 
groups and their contribution to the development of 
the country. In this case, I would like to point out one 
thing: 

Myanmar is actually very lucky to be a resource 
based country, but resources are not enough. This is 
because we export our resources as raw materials 
to other countries, and then we import them back as 
finished products. This gives our country a 
disadvantage. In this case we need technical 
transfer in order to export value added products 
and receive more income through that export 
group.

H.E. Mr. Tun Tun Naing, Permanent Secretary, Ministry of Planning and Finance, Myanmar, 
and Chairman of Mekong Institute Council
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I just have a few comments regarding the disaster 
management system. We discussed a lot about the 
economics and also environmental protection, but 
from what we learned from the nuclear power-plant 
disasters in Japan, disaster managing systems are 
very important in developing countries. Myanmar, 
for example, had a big earth quake. I think we need 
to put more emphasis on disaster management 
systems and I hope we can discuss this topic in the 
next year.

COMMENT:
Tiffany, PhD. student in Japan, Kyoto University

When we talk about export-led growth we are very 
much dependent on resources from the export 
sector and how that needs to be diversified in terms 
of sustainable development and increase value. 
When we say export growth we actually do not 
think about the static export of resources that we 
have now but looking forward in bringing the 
dynamic advantages into that.

REACTIONS:

Dr. Mia Mikic

The Thai model can be one of the learning process-
es. We lessons on both success and failure in terms 
of processing our natural resources and add more 
value. I believe Thailand can be a source for capacity 
building and learning process for Myanmar.

Mr. Banchong Amornchewin
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WRAP-UP & WAY F      RWARD

Our speakers and presenters have talked about 
market efficiency, which is very important. The 
involvement of the private sector has to be 
engaged if we want to see sustainability. And 
many people talk about sharing responsibility 
for the common prosperity. So sharing respon-
sibility is not just up to the developed country or 
the implementing agencies, but has to be 
shared among every country to make develop-
ment projects sustainable. For the implement-
ing agencies, and intergovernmental organiza-
tion, we will be the catalyst for growth in the 
GMS in the future.

Dr. Watcharas Leelawath
Executive Director, Mekong Institute
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RT HON JAMES B. BOLGER
The 35th Prime Minister of New Zealand

The Rt Hon James B. Bolger ONZ was Prime Minister 
of New Zealand from October 1990 to December 
1997. During his 25 years in national politics he led 
the centre right National Party for almost 12 years. 
He held key ministerial portfolios for 16 years and had 
three consecutive terms as the country’s Head of 
Government.  In 1998 he retired from politics. He is a 
member of the Order of New Zealand (ONZ), New 
Zealand’s highest award. In 1997 he received the 
Honorary Title Nanai from Samoa.

He also received an Honorary Doctorate of Science 
(Agricultural Economics) from Khon Kaen University 
in Thailand and Honorary Doctorate of Literature 
from Massey University New Zealand. In 1983 he was 
President of the International Labor Organization in 
Geneva.

Mr. Bolger was New Zealand’s Ambassador to 
Washington 1998-2002. On his return to New 

Zealand he became the Chair of a number of 
companies including NZ Post and founding Chair of 
Kiwibank and KiwiRail.

He is currently Chair of the Gas Industry Company 
Ltd and Mt Cook Alpine Salmon Ltd and a member of 
the Te Urewera Board. He has been Chancellor of the 
University of Waikato since 2007. He is also Chair of 
the International Advisory Board of The World 
Agricultural Forum (WAF) from 2004-15 Chair of 
Trustees Executives. He was President of NZ-US 
Council 2002- 2015 Chair of the Ian Axford 
fellowship in Public Policy, 2002-2015 and former 
Trustee of the Rutherford Arts Trust.

He has been Patron of the New Zealander of the Year 
Awards since its inception. Lastly, Mr. Bolger and his 
wife Joan have lived in Waikanae since 2013. They 
have 9 children and 17 grandchildren.

Dr. Narongchai, a Thai economist / technocrat, is 
known for his continuous involvement in the 
economic development of Thailand in many 
capacities, and in ASEAN and APEC affairs. He had a 
number of appointments in the Thai Governments 
including an Advisor to several Thai Prime Ministers, a 
former Minister of Energy and  Minister of 
Commerce, a Senator,  and a member of the National 
Legislative Assembly.

He has worked on ASEAN and APEC affairs all along, 
being an initiator of AFTA and the APEC Leaders 
Meeting.  He has also served as the Chairman of 
Steering Committee and Vice Chairman of the 
Council of Mekong Institute.

In the private sector, Dr. Narongchai is on the Board of 
several publicly listed companies including MFC Asset 

Management Plc., Ananda Property Development Plc. 
and the Brooker Group. In January 2016, he was 
re-appointed to be an Independent Non-executive 
Director of AIA Group Limited, Hong Kong.

Dr. Narongchai served as a member of the Board of 
many Thai public institutions including the National 
Economic and Social Development Board, Board of 
Investment, Bank of Thailand, Securities and 
Exchange Commission of Thailand and the Insurance 
Commission.  He was also a Chairman of the 
Export-Import Bank of Thailand.

Having graduated with a Ph.D. in economics from the 
Johns Hopkins University, Dr. Narongchai has a keen 
interest in education and research. He is the founding 
member of Thailand Development Research Institute, 
and is Chairman of Khon Kaen University Council.

DR. NARONGCHAI AKRASANEE
Former Minister of Energy and Minister of Commerce of Thailand 

KEYNOTE SPEAKERS

SPEAKER PR      FILES
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H.E. MR. SIMON RODED
Ambassador of Israel to Thailand

MR. BRENT RAPSON 
Manager, New Zealand Aid Programme to Cambodia,
Lao PDR, Myanmar and Thailand

Simon Roded has served as Ambassador of Israel to 
Thailand and non-resident to Cambodia since 
September 2012. Ambassador Roded has an extensive 
background in Administration; He was the Head of 
Human Resources and Personnel Training Division, 
Head of Information Technologies and Communication, 
and in charge of Budget Management Bureau.
Prior to that, Ambassador Roded served as Chairman of 
Israel Ministry of Foreign Affairs Tenders Committee, 

and Legal Assistance and Legal Expenses Committee.  
Among his main assignments abroad, Ambassador 
Roded has served at the Embassies of Israel in 
Washington DC, USA, in Tokyo, Japan, and at the 
Permanent Mission of Israel to the UN, New York.
Ambassador Roded joined the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs of Israel in 1978. He obtained a BA [International 
Relations] at Hebrew University.  He was born in 1955, 
married to Mrs. Ganit Roded, and has 2 children.

Brent is the manager of the New Zealand Government’s 
aid and development programme to Cambodia, Lao 
PDR, Myanmar and Thailand. With an academic 
background in Law and International Development 
Studies he has spent over 20 years in the field of 

development programme management across Latin 
America, the Pacific and South-east Asia. For the last 8 
years he has worked on the New Zealand Aid 
Progamme’s Mekong programme and has been based at 
the New Zealand Embassy in Bangkok since early 2013.

Ms. Kang Hyosung is the First Secretary of the Korean 
Embassy in Bangkok, Thailand since 2014. She has also 
worked for the Ministry of Foreign Affairs and Trade for 
over five years.

Ms. Kang earned her Bachelor’s Degree in Arts in 
English Literature at the Seoul National University in 
Korea and her Master’s Degree in Arts in American 
Studies at the State University of New York at Buffalo, 
U.S.A. She is also fluent in English, Japanese, and French.

Mr. Newin Sinsiri is the President of the Neighbouring 
Countries Economic Development Cooperation Agency 
(NEDA), Thai Government’s bilateral lending agency. He 
has almost 20 years of experience in economic 
development and regional cooperation in Asia. Prior to 
joining  NEDA, he was the Head of Regional Cooperation 
in Southeast Asia Department of the Asian 
Development Bank (ADB), responsible for economic 
cooperation programs in Southeast Asia including the 
Greater Mekong Sub-region Economic Cooperation 
Program, and cooperation with ASEAN, 
Indonesia-Malaysia- Thailand Growth Triangle 
(IMT-GT), and Brunie-Indonesia-Malaysia- Philippines 
East Asian Growth Area (BIMP-EAGA). In his 16 years 
with ADB, he has been working in South and Southeast 

Asia in the areas of financial sector development, 
infrastructure development, public sector reform, and 
regional cooperation. He also worked for ADB Institute, 
a think tank and training institute in Tokyo, Japan. Prior 
to joining ADB, he worked at Asia Foundation, Citibank, 
and Siam City Cement.
Mr. Sinsiri  received  his  Bachelor’s degree  in 
Engineering (Electronics) from King Mongkut’s Institute  
of  Technology,  Lardkrabang  and Master’s   degree  in  
Business  Administration from  SASIN  Graduate  
Institute  of  Business Administration,  Chulalongkorn  
University, Thailand.  He  undertook  his  post-graduate 
studies  in  international finance  at the Faculty of  
Business  and  Commerce,  Keio  University, Tokyo, 
Japan.

MS. KANG HYOSUNG
First Secretary, Embassy of the Republic of Korea, Thailand

MR. NEWIN SINSIRI 
President, Neighboring Countries Economic Development 
Cooperation Agency (Public Organization), Thailand

SPEAKERS FROM SESSION I:  
WALKING ALONG THE DEVELOPMENT PATH WITH THE GMS
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H.E. MR. CHEA CHANTUM 
Secretary-General, General Secretariat 
for Population and Development, Cambodia

Mr. Chea Chantum is currently the Secretary General of 
the General Secretariat for Population and 
Development at the Ministry of Planning in Cambodia. 
He is also a member of the Supreme National Economic 
Council (SNEC) as well as the Vice Chairman of the 
Inter-Ministerial Technical Committee (IMTC) of the 
National Council for Nutrition (NCN). Mr. Chantum also 
has many years of experience working for the Ministry of 
Interior and the Cambodia Development Research 
Institute (CDRI).

Mr. Chantum has a Master’s Degree in Public 
Management from the Lee Kaun Yew School of Public 
Policy (LKYSPP), National University of Singapore and 
Kennedy School of Government, Harvard University 
and a Master’s Degree in Science in Regional and Rural 
Development Planning from the Asian Institute of 
Technology (AIT), Thailand. He has also attended several 
academic trainings from various well known 
organizations.

Mr. Saykham Voladet is currently the Director for Social 
and Environmental Research Division at the National 
Economic Research Institute Division (NERI) in Lao 
PDR. He has also previously served NERI as its Director 
of Policy Research Division, Acting Director of 
Information Division, and as a Research Officer. He has 
also taught at the Rattana Administration College.
Mr. Voladet is also a well-published researcher in many 

fields such as climate change and development; and has a 
strong background on Philosophy. He earned his 
Bachelor’s Degree at the on German Language and 
Culture, Herder Institute, Leipzig University, and earned 
both his Master’s Degree in Arts and Doctor’s Degree in 
Philosophy at the Humboldt University to Berlin, 
Germany.

H.E. Mr. Tun Tun Naing is currently the Permanent 
Secretary of the Ministry of Planning and Finance in 
Myanmar as well as the Chairman of the Mekong 
Institute Council. He has served as an Assistant Director, 
Deputy Director, Deputy Director General, and 
Director General at Myanmar's Central Statistical 
Organization. He also briefly served at the Minister's 
Office as a Director and at the Foreign Economic 
Relations Department as Director General. 
He has a strong managerial background in collaborating 

with high level administration and cross sector exposure, 
both locally and internationally. He is also an expert in 
the field of Analysis for Statistical Data and 
Coordination for Foreign Aid. In addition, he specializes 
in survey data collection, data processing, analyzing, and 
electronic publishing. He is also experienced in 
developing training programs. He has a Bachelor's 
Degree in Economics in Statistics, a Diploma in 
Computer Science, and a Master’s Degree in Business 
Administration.

H.E. MR. TUN TUN NAING 
Permanent Secretary, Ministry of Planning and Finance, 
Myanmar; Chairman, Mekong Institute Council 

DR. SAYKHAM VOLADET 
Director for Social and Environmental Research Division,
National Economic Research Institute (NERI), Lao PDR
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MR. LI HONG
Permanent Representative of PR. China to UNESCAP, Thailand

Mr. Hoang Nam is Director of the Department of 
Foreign Affairs of Quang Tri Province, Socialist Republic 
of Vietnam, Member of the Provincial People’s 
Committee.
Born in 1971, Mr. Hoang Nam graduated from Da Nang 
University of Economics majoring in Tourism Economics. 
He also holds a Master’s Degree in Public 
Administration from Vietnam’s National Administration 
Academy and a Bachelor’s Degree in English from Hue 
College of Foreign Languages. He also has a degree in 
Advanced Politics Sciences from Ho Chi Minh National 
Academy of Politics.
Nam started his career as an official at the Foreign 
Affairs Bureau under the Quang Tri Province People’s 
Committee and held different positions from Section 
Head, Chief of Staff and later Deputy Director of Quang 

Tri Department of Foreign Affairs. In 2012, Nam was 
appointed Chairman of the District People’s Committee 
of Dakrong, a mountainous district in the West of Quang 
Tri Province. From 2015, he was promoted to be 
Director of Quang Tri Department of Foreign Affairs. 
Nam was elected as a Provincial Party Committee 
Member in September 2015 and Member of Quang Tri 
Province People’s Committee in June 2016.
For his contributions, Nam has been awarded many 
certificates of acknowledgment from the Chairman of 
Quang Tri Province People’s Committee, Minister of 
Foreign Affairs, and Prime Minister of the Socialist 
Republic of Vietnam. Recently, he was awarded the 
medal for the foreign affairs course for his precious 
contributions to the construction and development of 
Vietnam’s foreign affairs.

Mr. LI Hong, born in March 1965, is currently the 
Permanent Representative of China to United Nations 
Economic and Social Commission for Asia and 
Pacific(UNESCAP). He had a technical background 
before his diplomatic career. He got a bachelor degree in 
control engineering and a master degree in information 
science in Xi’an JiaoTong University. After more than ten 
years of teaching and research work in university, he 
joined the Ministry of Foreign Affairs of China in 2001, 
dealing with arms control, disarmament and 
nonproliferation issues. He worked in the Permanent 

Mission of China for International Organizations in 
Vienna from December 2002 to June 2006, dealing with 
political and technical affairs in the framework of 
International Atomic Energy Agency (IAEA). He was 
assigned as the deputy representative of China to the 
Organization for Prohibition of Chemical Weapons 
(OPCW) in Hague from June 2006 - January 2009. 
From May 2009--November 2013, he was the Secretary 
General of China Arms Control and Disarmament 
Association (CACDA), engaged in the academic study 
and exchange.

Mr. Banchong Amornchewin currently serves as 
Director, Planning and Monitoring Branch, Thailand 
International Development Cooperation Agency (TICA), 
a focal point agency to manage the international 
development cooperation. His interests in the 
professional commitment are to strive for capacity 
building and exchanging experiences among partner 
countries and empowering the institutional linkages to 
synthesize their efforts on the effective network.
The areas of his focus have been placed much on smart 
strategy and the excellent architecture of the 
cooperation programme with more innovative and 
creative solutions. He has written several books related 
with the international cooperation such as 

Cross-cultural Negotiation Strategy, Cross-cultural 
Management, Marketing Across-culture. Samurai 
Strategy (Japanese Management Strategy), Branding 
Japan.
His current focus on the latest book is Thinking School 
which intends to drive students and people as well as 
Thai society to escape from the current crisis with more 
critical thinking ability. 
Mr. Amornchewin received his M.A. in public Policy and 
Administration from the University of Wisconsin and 
also holds a Master of Public Policy and Project 
Management from the National Institute of 
Development Administration.

MR. HOANG NAM
Director of Quang Tri Department of Foreign Affairs, Vietnam 

MR. BANCHONG AMORNCHEWIN
Director of Planning and Monitoring Branch, International
Cooperation Agency, Ministry of Foreign Affairs, Thailand

PANELISTS FROM THE DISCUSSIONS: ENSURING EFFECTIVENESS 
AND PERFECT MATCHES BETWEEN NEEDS AND SUPPORTS
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Mia Mikic is heading a Trade Policy and Analysis Section 
of the Trade and Investment Division in United Nations 
ESCAP. She also coordinates the Asia-Pacific Research 
and Training Network on Trade (ARTNeT), an open 
network of research and academic institutions and 
think-tanks in the Asia-Pacific region. Previously, she 
was Professor of International Economics at the 
University of Zagreb, Senior Lecturer at the University 
of Auckland, Research Associate at the University of 
Canterbury and a visiting fellow at the Universite 
Lumiere, Lyon, and Oxford University. 
She is the author of International Trade (Macmillan, 
1998), co-author of Trade Statistics in Policymaking – A 
handbook of commonly used trade indices and 
indicators (United Nations, 2009), journal and technical 
papers, and has edited or co-edited several volumes, 

most recently with Bruno Jetin, ASEAN Economic 
Community- A model for Asia-wide regional 
integration?(Palgrave,2016). She led a development of 
the Asia-Pacific Trade and Investment Agreements 
Database of ESCAP which monitors trade performance 
of the trade agreements for the regional economies. She 
oversees preparation of Asia-Pacific Trade and 
Investment Report, a flagship publication of ESCAP in 
area of trade and investment. Her current work focuses 
on the impacts of preferential and multilateral trade 
liberalization, services trade liberalization, non-tariff 
protection, Aid for Trade and evidence-based 
policymaking in trade. She has masters in International 
Business from the St. Mary’s College of California and a 
doctorate in Economics from the University of Zagreb.

Jean-Pierre A. Verbiest is a senior economist based in 
Southeast Asia since over 35 years. He holds a BA in 
economics and finance from FUCAM/UCL in Mons 
(Belgium), a MSC in Econometrics from the Universite 
Libre de Bruxelles (ULB, Belgium) and a doctorate in 
economics from Oxford University (UK). He also 
attended an executive management program at 
Columbia University in 2002. After a short academic 
career at the Mons campus of the Catholic University of 
Louvain (FUCAM/UCL), he joined the Development 
Planning Division of the United Nations Commission for 
Asia and the Pacific (UNESCAP) in Bangkok, Thailand in 
1981 as a research economist, moving to the Economic 
Research Department of the Asian Development Bank 
(ADB) in Manila, the Philippines, in 1989. He held several 
senior positions in the ADB including senior programs 
officer for Pakistan and Afghanistan, Manager, Strategy 
and Policy Department, Assistant Chief Economist 
(Macro-economics and Finance) and Country Director 
in Viet Nam (1996-2000) and in Thailand (2005-2010).

He was a principal consultant (ASEAN 2030 study) for 
the Asian Development Bank Institute (ADBI, Tokyo) 
based in Bangkok (2011-2012). In 2013-2014, he was 
the Lead Economist (consultant) for an ADB Myanmar 
comprehensive diagnostic study. In 2015-2016, he 
authored a regional cooperation and integration 
strategy for ADB in Myanmar. He is Policy Advisor to the 
Mekong Institute, and a partner in West Indochina Ltd 
(Myanmar). He teaches international finance in the 
Vietnam Master Program in Management of Banking 
and Finance of the Solvay-Brussels School of Economics 
and Management (together with the National 
Economics University in Hanoi). Since 2014, he is also a 
Beachheads Advisor to New Zealand Trade and 
Enterprise (NZTE). His principal research interests are 
macroeconomic policies in East and Southeast Asian 
countries, economic reforms in Myanmar and regional 
economic and financial cooperation and integration in 
Asia.  

DR. JEAN PIERRE A. VERBIEST
Honorary Advisor to Mekong Institute Council 

DR. MIA MIKIC
Chief, Trade Policy and Analysis, Trade and Investment 
Division, United Nations ESCAP, Thailand 
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DR. WATCHARAS LEELAWATH
Executive Director, Mekong Institute

 

ASST. PROF. DR. PITI SRISANGNAM
Director for Academic Affairs, Assistant Professor 
of Ecoomics,  Chulalongkorn University  

MODERATORS

Currently, Dr. Watcharas Leelawath is the Executive 
Director of Mekong Institute (MI). Prior to joining MI, 
he was the Deputy Executive Director of the 
International Institute for Trade and Development 
(ITD) in-charge of planning, supervising and 
conducting research projects, training programs and 
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