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The objective of this research was to study the impact of the United
States’ roles on Thailand and Thai econoimic polices under the US unipolarity
Protection from the collapse of the Soviet Union in 1991 to the present
time of Neo-Colonization under the US economic leadership. The study
concentrated on international economic policies of the United States
during the period of 1991-2003. The impact was analyzed to find out the
whole picture of the future potentiality.

This documentary research was conducted by means of descriptive
analysis. The data were complied from the speeches and statements of the
US presidents and those VIPs of both Thais and Americans, including news

reports from the official national publications and the USIS. The sources
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of data also included articles and analysis from 45 periodicals, 39 magazines
and 25 newspaper both in Thai and English. The data were analyzed by
well-known experts, journalists and scholars.

The research was conducted on the assumption that the impact on
capiialism upon the globai economic system, led by the United States,
set the strategy for New Economic Order and New Trade Order by focusing
on the mechanism of Free Trade. However, the trade system under
New Trade Ordcr dominated by the US economic icadership, the Urfair
Free Trade occurred via protectionism, a new tool éf trade barrier Further,
the US economic power also eclipsed the role of World Trade Organization
(WTO) and International Monetary Fund (IMF). Most developing countries
were not ready for the competition and seriously affected by the capitalism
and the Unfair Free Trade mentioned above.

As Thailand is one of the developing countries, it is unavoidably under
both positive and negative impact of capitalisrh and the Unfair Free Trade.

The finding of the study was that the international and the external
factors partially pushed the economic issue to stand out as the major goal
of the US foreign policies on Thailand after the Cold War.
The US tried to solve their problem of deficit by providing jobs with high
Income in order to increase the potential for competing with other countries
and eliminating the international trade barriers, as well as to maintain its
unipolarity in the international community. In conclusion Neo-realism had its
influence on the United States policies towards Thailand as follows :

1. Supporting Free Trade through political and economic influence in order

to drive Asian trading partner countries to open their markets to free trade
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and investment, and abolish regulations and enactment that obstruct the
export, investment and the US commercial benefits.

2. Building up political and national stability in the region to gain
business advantages through military cooperation and to enhance the
relationship with Japan, Australia, Thailand and other countries in ASEAN.

3. Spreading the idea of democracy and human rights, and supporting
political freedom, which was blended with the US values and advantages in
an atteinot to force the Peopie’s Republic ot China and Myanmar to change
their politics and society by using the conditional economic negotiations of
the bilateral conferences between ASEAN and Europe (ASEM)

For suggestions, further studies should be conducted on roles of the
US interest groups dominating the government policies on important issues,
such as punitive response to bilateral trade countries which are accused of
dumping actions in-the United States, the use of social issues in negotiating
for building up economic relationship in the international society, and the
development of economic systems transforming from Patron-Client
Relationship to capitalism, which will possibly have an impact on Thailand

in the future.



