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Abstract

During a past decade, economic border development in Mekong region under the GMS
regionalization context, ASEAN economic community establishment, and Special Economic Zone
(SEZ) launched by Thai government have been intensifying the influence toward mobility of people,
capitals, labors and ethnic cultures crossing national boundaries. The changing contexts have
shifted the borderland into a “special space”, increasing much more intricate situation. This research
is to understand the changing contexts and the intensive changes of economic border development
by focusing on the three social issues of transnational labor, education and health in 3 border areas;
Thai-Laos border in Mukdahan-Savannakhet provinces; Thai-Laos border in Chiang Rai -Bokeo
provinces; Thai-Myanmar border in Tak-Myawaddy provinces. The research applied “Co-creation”
being as research methodology. It emphasized on the participation of stakeholders living in border
localities which take part in research from beginning to the end of the research. This research
methodology also is aimed to create a bottom-up space and level, to serve the research objectives
when requiring the bottom-up policy and managing Border commons for the whole stakeholders in
the borderland. The finding is that the three provinces (Tak, Chiang Rai and Mukdahan) could improve
its “border town” to be “ASEAN cities” that grows sustainably on mutual benefits, if the key
principles of creating "Border commons" are taken into account.

Firstly, Thai society, especially Thai state and authorities should have more an open mind,
trying to change the old views on territorial sovereignty and nationality based "border" and
"citizenship" that caused all three problematic issues (migrant workers, cross-border education and
cross-border health systems). The research proposes aspect of “BORDER CITYzenship”, encourage
Thai state from the center and local government to understand the "border" and its improvement
by empowering local people in borderland themselves. The aspect means "all residents" in the
borderland could be seen as a common-pool resource, or “border commons” that help develop
sustainable border cities, on mutual benefit. Importantly, local and provincial governments in
borderland should play a significant roles in designing public policy based on equal rights and mutual
gain for all border residents.

Secondly, Thai society, especially Thai state could learn from other states and their
adaptability; eg. PRC China, European Union, and India. The states, as examples, have proved that
they can learn to adopt some up-to-date and smart strategic mechanism. For example, European
Union created Co-citizens and Co-residents to solve the problems of migrant workers, illegal mobile

people who cross the border. PRC China applied “pragmatism”, not to stick with old static ideology,
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but experimenting new aspect of Chinese culture to provide new “Going-out” policy. PRC China and
Chinese state in Beijing also reduce its power, tend to allow local, provincial governments have
decision-making launching its own proper policies appropriate to the specific issues in localities.

Apart from the adaptability of central state, thirdly, the provincial government needs to have
such adaptability, playing more important roles in analyzing the specific issues in localities and
launching the proper public policies serving all border residents. Examples of United Cities and Local
Governments (UCLG), as a global trend nowadays, have shown the adaptability of promoting local
governments to have a commitment to “the right to the city”, and open the opportunity for all
residents to help co-create the cities.

Lastly, the adaptability of central state, provincial government, and other relevant
organizations should concern social and cultural dimensions of all residents become the “border
commons” of border cities. This could be seen as the well social and cultural capitals; e.g. workers,
health volunteers, twin villagers and so on that the authorities could use their social and cultural

mechanism, seeing it as opportunities to help growing the sustainable border cities.
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