
1	 รััฐศาสตร์์, ความสััมพัันธ์์ระหว่่างประเทศ, มหาวิิทยาลััยหนานไค
1	 Political Science, International Relations, Nankai University
*	 Corresponding author: surin.1920@gmail.com

บทบาทของประเทศไทยในการส่่งเสริิมความม่ั่�นคงทางทะเลในอาเซีียน: กรณีี
ศึึกษาการจััดการพื้้�นที่่�ทัับซ้้อนทางทะเลกัับกััมพููชา บริิเวณเกาะกููด 
Thailand’s Role in Promoting Maritime Security in ASEAN: A Case Study of 
Maritime Overlapping Claims Management with Cambodia in the Koh Kut 
Area

สุุริินทร์์ดา มะลิิสุุวรรณ1*

Surinda Malisuwan1*

Received: 2 December 2024	 Revised: 15 February 2025 	 Accepted: 3 March 2025 

บทคัดัย่่อ 
	 การศึึกษานี้้�วิิเคราะห์์บทบาทของประเทศไทยในการส่่งเสริิมความมั่่�นคงทางทะเลในกรอบ
อาเซีียน โดยมุ่่�งเน้้นการจััดการพื้้�นที่่�ทัับซ้้อนทางทะเลกัับกััมพููชาในบริิเวณเกาะกููด วััตถุุประสงค์์ของ
การวิจัยั ได้้แก่่ วิเิคราะห์์นโยบายและมาตรการของประเทศไทย ในการบริิหารจัดัการข้อพิพิาททางทะเล 
ประเมิินผลกระทบของนโยบายต่่อความมั่่�นคงทางทะเลในอาเซีียน และเสนอแนวทางแก้้ไขข้้อพิิพาท
ทางทะเลอย่่างสัันติิ โดยใช้้ระเบีียบวิิธีีวิจััยเชิิงคุุณภาพ ทั้้�งการวิิเคราะห์์เอกสารและการสัมภาษณ์์ 
ผู้้�เชี่่�ยวชาญ จำนวน 25 คน ผลการวิจิัยัพบนโยบายของประเทศไทยให้ค้วามสำคััญกับัความร่่วมมืือระดับั
ภููมิิภาค การบริิหารทรััพยากรร่วม และการยึดมั่่�นในกรอบกฎหมายระหว่่างประเทศ เช่่น อนุุสััญญา
สหประชาชาติิว่า่ด้ว้ยกฎหมายทะเล (UNCLOS) อย่่างไรก็ต็าม ประเทศไทยยัังเผชิญิความท้า้ทาย ได้้แก่่ 
ความไม่่มั่่�นคงทางการเมืือง การตีีความเขตแดนที่่�แตกต่่างกััน และการขาดการประสานงานระหว่่าง
หน่่วยงาน กรณีีศึึกษา เช่่น พื้้�นที่่�พััฒนาร่่วมไทย-มาเลเซีีย (MTJDA) แสดงให้้เห็็นถึึงความสำคััญของ
การบริิหารจััดการที่่�โปร่่งใสและกลไกการแบ่่งปัันผลประโยชน์์อย่่างยุุติิธรรม การวิจััยน้ี้�เสนอว่่า
ประเทศไทยควรส่่งเสริิมความไว้้วางใจผ่่านนโยบายที่่�โปร่่งใส ผลัักดัันโครงการพััฒนาร่่วม และปรัับ
กลยุุทธ์์ระดัับชาติิให้้สอดคล้้องกัับกรอบความมั่่�นคงทางทะเลของอาเซีียนเพื่่�อความยั่่�งยืืนในระยะยาว

คำำ�สำำ�คัญั: ความมั่่ �นคงทางทะเล, อาเซียีน, พื้้�นที่่�ทัับซ้อ้น, ไทย-กัมัพูชูา, ความร่ว่มมืือระดับัภูมูิภิาค
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Abstract 
	 This study analyzes Thailand’s role in promoting maritime security within the ASEAN 
framework, focusing on the management of overlapping maritime claims with Cambodia in the 
Koh Kut area. The objectives of this research are to analyze Thailand’s policies and measures 
for managing maritime disputes, assess their impact on maritime security in ASEAN, and propose 
peaceful approaches to resolving maritime disputes. A qualitative research methodology was 
employed, incorporating document analysis and semi-structured interviews with 25 experts. The 
findings indicate that Thailand’s policies emphasize regional cooperation, joint resource 
management, and adherence to international legal frameworks such as the United Nations 
Convention on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS). However, several challenges remain, including 
political instability, differing interpretations of maritime boundaries, and a lack of interagency 
coordination. The case study of the Thailand–Malaysia Joint Development Area (MTJDA) 
highlights the importance of transparent governance and equitable benefit-sharing mechanisms. 
This study suggests that Thailand should strengthen trust-building through transparent policies, 
promote joint development initiatives, and align national strategies with ASEAN’s maritime security 
framework to ensure long-term sustainability.

Keywords: Maritime Security, ASEAN, Overlapping Maritime Claims, Thailand–Cambodia 
Relations, Regional Cooperation

Introduction
	 The overlapping marit ime area 
between Thailand and Cambodia near Koh 
Kut has long been a contentious issue. This 
area holds immense significance due to its rich 
natural resources, including oil and gas 
reserves, and its strategic importance in the 
Gulf of Thailand. The maritime dispute extends 
beyond bilateral relations between Thailand 
and Cambodia, influencing regional maritime 
security within the ASEAN framework. The 
lack of resolution creates challenges for 
sustainable resource development and poses 
risks to the stability of maritime navigation and 
regional cooperation (Schofield et al., 2013). 
Maritime security in Southeast Asia is a critical 

concern, as the region is characterized by 
complex maritime disputes involving overlapping 
claims in Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZs) 
and continental shelves. 
	 In the context of the Koh Kut dispute, 
Thailand and Cambodia have attempted to 
manage the issue through Memorandums 
of Understanding (MOUs) and diplomatic 
negotiations, such as the 2001 MOU on joint 
development. However, progress has been 
hindered by political instability, differing 
interpretations of international maritime law 
under the United Nations Convention on the 
Law of the Sea (UNCLOS), and challenges in 
achieving consensus on equitable resource 
sharing (Schofield et al., 2014). The significance 



วารสารมนุุษยศาสตร์์และสัังคมศาสตร์์  มหาวิิทยาลััยมหาสารคาม 579 ปีีที่่� 45 ฉบัับที่่� 2 มีีนาคม-เมษายน 2569

of this study lies in its focus on Thailand’s role 
in promoting maritime security by effectively 
managing the overlapping claims in the  
Koh Kut area. As a key member of ASEAN, 
Thailand’s approach to resolving this dispute 
can serve as a model for regional cooperation 
and conflict resolution. The study also examines 
Thailand’s capacity to align its policies with 
ASEAN’s broader maritime security initiatives, 
such as the ASEAN Maritime Forum (AMF), 
which emphasizes regional collaboration in 
maritime surveillance and resource management 
(Beckman, 2013). Addressing the Koh Kut 
maritime dispute has implications for broader 
regional dynamics. Unresolved disputes can 
exacerbate tensions and impede efforts to 
establish a cohesive regional maritime security 
strategy. Moreover, the potential exploitation 
of natural resources in the overlapping area 
underscores the economic stakes involved. 
Effective resolution of this dispute can enhance 
Thailand’s strategic role in ASEAN, improve 
bilateral relations with Cambodia, and contribute 
to the region’s collective stability and development 
(Pomeroy et al., 2015). This study investigates 
the policies, challenges, and opportunities 
associated with Thailand’s efforts to manage 
the overlapping maritime claims in the Koh Kut 
area. The findings aim to contribute to the 
understanding of regional maritime conflict 
management and offer policy recommendations 
aligned with international best practices.

Research Objectives
	 1.	 To analyze Thailand’s Policies and 
Measures for Managing Maritime Overlapping 
Claims with Cambodia
	 2.	 To assess the Impact of Thailand’s 
Policies on Maritime Security in ASEAN
	 3.	 To propose Strategies for Enhancing 
International Cooperation to Resolve Maritime 
Disputes Peacefully

Research Methodology
	 This study employs a qualitative 
research methodology, emphasizing flexibility 
and in-depth exploration of maritime security 
and overlapping claims between Thailand and 
Cambodia in the Koh Kut area. The methodology 
is designed to provide comprehensive insights 
into complex phenomena by integrating multiple 
data collection and analysis methods.
	 1. 	Population and Sampling
		  The study targets individuals  
with substantial knowledge and experience in 
maritime security within ASEAN and the 
management of overlapping maritime claims. 
The target population includes:
		  (1)	 Government officials involved 
in maritime policy.
 		  (2)	 Academics specializing in 
international relations and maritime law.
		  (3)	 Experts in maritime dispute 
resolution.
		  (4)	 Representatives from international 
organizations addressing regional security.
		  The sample was selected using 
purposive sampling to ensure diverse perspec-



บทบาทของประเทศไทยในการส่่งเสริิมความมั่่�นคงทางทะเลในอาเซีียน... 580 สุุริินทร์์ดา มะลิิสุุวรรณ

tives were included. A total of 25 experts were 
interviewed, adhering to qualitative research 
standards for balanced depth and breadth.
	 2.	 Research Instruments
		  The research uti l ized semi-
structured interviews as the primary data 
collection tool. The interview framework was 
divided into three sections:
 		  (1)	 General Information:
			   This section collected basic 
demographic and professional information 
about the Key Information, including their 
expertise, experience in maritime security or 
international relations, and their organizational 
affiliation (Schofield et al., 2013).
		  (2) 	Key Issues and Challenges:
			   This section explored Key 
Information perspectives on critical issues 
related to overlapping maritime claims, 
including political, legal, and socio-economic 
challenges such as differing boundary interpre-
tations, resource-sharing disputes, and interagency 
coordination.
		  (3) 	Recommendations and Future 
Strategies:
			   The final section sought expert 
opinions on strategies to enhance Thailand’s 
role in promoting maritime security in ASEAN. 
Key areas of focus included fostering regional 
cooperation, leveraging international legal 
frameworks, and developing joint development 
initiatives. The semi-structured format provided 
flexibility, enabling follow-up questions to delve 
deeper into participants’ expertise and insights. 
The interview framework was reviewed and 
validated by three domain experts to ensure 

content validity and alignment with research 
objectives.
	 3.	 Data Collection Procedures: Data 
are collected through two complementary 
methods:
		  (1)	 Document Analysis: Relevant 
documents are sourced from government 
agencies, international organizations, and 
credible media outlets. These documents are 
systematically categorized for ease of analysis.
		  (2)	 semi-structured interviews: 
Experts are contacted and scheduled for 
interviews. Interviews are recorded or transcribed 
with participant consent to ensure data accuracy. 
Ethical considerations, including confidentiality, 
are strictly adhered to (Beckman, 2013).
	 4.	 Data Analysis: Two analytical 
methods are employed to interpret the data:
		  (1)	 Content Analysis: Transcripts 
and documents are analyzed to extract key 
themes, including policy implications, challenges, 
and best practices. Data are categorized and 
interpreted to develop a coherent narrative 
about Thailand’s role in maritime security 
(Pomeroy et al., 2015).
		  (2)	 Comparative Analysis: Thailand’s 
policies and strategies are compared with 
those of other ASEAN states, such as the 
Thailand-Malaysia Joint Development Area 
(MTJDA), to identify transferable lessons and 
effective practices (Schofield et al., 2014).
	 5. 	Data Validation
		  To ensure the reliability and validity 
of the findings, triangulation was employed 
by cross-referencing data from multiple sources, 
including documents, interviews, and obser-
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vations. This approach minimized bias and 
enhanced the credibility of the results.
	 Summary: The qualitative methodology 
employed in this study is designed to provide 
a nuanced understanding of Thailand’s strategies 
and challenges in managing overlapping 
maritime claims. By integrating document 
analysis and expert interviews, the research 
offers valuable insights into maritime security 
and regional cooperation within ASEAN. 

Research Findings
	 Maritime disputes between Thailand 
and Cambodia over the Overlapping Claims 
Area (OCA) represent a complex challenge 
influenced by political, legal, and economic 
factors. The Gulf of Thailand’s resource-rich 
waters make effective governance crucial for 
regional stability and economic development. 
While Thailand has pursued diplomatic and 
cooperative measures to manage the dispute, 
persistent obstacles—such as political 
fluctuations, legal ambiguities, and inconsistent 
bi lateral negotiat ions—have hindered 
progress. To address these issues, this study 
examines Thailand’s policies, their impact on 
ASEAN maritime security, and potential 
strategies to enhance international cooperation 
in peaceful dispute resolution.
	 Objective 1 To analyze Thailand’s 
Policies and Measures for Managing Maritime 
Overlapping Claims with Cambodia near  
Kon Kut

	 The overlapping maritime area, referred 
to as the Overlapping Claims Area (OCA), 
encompasses approximately 26,000 square 
kilometers in the Gulf of Thailand. Both Thailand 
and Cambodia claim sovereignty over this 
resource-rich area, particularly its oil and natural 
gas reserves. In 2001, the two countries signed 
a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) to 
establish a cooperative framework for resource 
development. However, the implementation of 
this MOU has been delayed due to political 
conflicts and fluctuating bilateral relations, 
especially during leadership transitions in both 
countries (Schofield et al., 2013).

Policies and Measures
	 Thailand’s policies for managing the 
OCA emphasize fostering cooperation and 
preventing conflict. Central to these policies is 
the establishment of joint mechanisms, such 
as the Joint Technical Committee (JTC), 
to develop shared management strategies. 
However, political instability and differing 
interpretations of international maritime law 
have hindered progress. For instance, Thailand 
and Cambodia apply varying principles of the 
United Nations Convention on the Law of  
the Sea (UNCLOS) to justify their claims, 
complicating negotiations and delaying resource 
development initiatives (Pomeroy et al., 2015).
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Challenges in Implementation
	 Despite the establishment of the JTC, 
challenges persist due to political uncertainty 
in both nations. Leadership changes have 
disrupted negotiation continuity, while mutual 
distrust complicates efforts to resolve disputes. 
Cambodia has expressed concerns that 
Thailand may leverage its economic and 
military advantages, while Thailand remains 
cautious of Cambodia’s collaborations with 
external powers to strengthen its regional 
influence (Beckman, 2013). Additionally, the 
complexity of maritime boundary delineation 
involves technical disagreements and competing 
interpretations of legal frameworks. The lack 
of consensus on these issues has stalled efforts 
to operationalize the MOU and implement 
effective resource-sharing agreements (Schofield 
et al., 2014).

Coordination with Cambodia
	 Although formal frameworks exist to 
guide collaboration, the coordination between 
Thai and Cambodian agencies has been 
inconsistent. For example, repeated JTC 
meetings have failed to produce substantial 
agreements due to technical and procedural 
disputes (Pomeroy et al., 2015, 2023). Experts 
suggest that involving neutral third-party 
mediators, such as the United Nations or 
ASEAN, could help build trust and streamline 
negotiations.

Institutional Roles in Thailand
	 Key Thai institutions, including the 
Ministry of Foreign Affairs, the Department of 
Treaties and Legal Affairs, and the Ministry of 
Energy, play pivotal roles in crafting policies 
for the OCA. However, issues such as limited 
funding, frequent personnel changes, and 
fragmented inter-agency coordination hinder 
effective implementation (Schofield et al., 
2014). Notably, the Department of Treaties 
and Legal Affairs proposed adopting a Joint 
Development Area (JDA) model similar to the 
Thailand-Malaysia framework. While this 
model emphasizes equitable resource sharing, 
it has yet to gain traction in Cambodia 
(Schofield et al., 2013).

Summary and Recommendations
	 The management of the OCA between 
Thailand and Cambodia involves intricate 
legal, political, and economic dimensions.  
The area’s unresolved status underscores the  
need for sustained bilateral and multilateral 
collaboration. Effective strategies should 
include:
	 1.	 Strengthening trust-building initia-
tives through transparent communication and 
inclusive dialogue.
	 2.	 Harmonizing legal interpretations 
under UNCLOS to establish a mutually 
agreeable framework for boundary delineation.
	 3. 	Enhancing inter-agency coordin-
ation within Thailand to ensure consistency in 
negotiations and policy execution.
	 4.	 Drawing lessons from successful 
regional models, such as the Thailand-
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Malaysia Joint Development Area, to design 
pragmatic resource-sharing agreements.
	 A well-coordinated approach, supported 
by both domestic and regional actors, could 
significantly enhance Thailand’s capacity to 
resolve maritime disputes and contribute to 
broader maritime security in ASEAN.
	 The maritime dispute between Thailand 
and Cambodia over the Overlapping Claims 
Area (OCA) in the Gulf of Thailand remains a 
complex issue requiring strategic diplomacy. 
Thailand has pursued bilateral and regional 
frameworks to manage overlapping claims 
while balancing economic, political, and 
security interests. However, unresolved legal 
and political challenges continue to delay 
progress. This study examines Thailand’s 
policies, their impact on ASEAN maritime 
security, and strategies to enhance international 
cooperation for peaceful dispute resolution.
	 Objective 2 assessment of the Impact 
of Thailand’s Policies on Maritime Security in 
ASEAN. 
	 Thailand has made significant efforts 
to balance its approach to managing overlapping 
maritime claims with Cambodia, particularly in 
the Koh Kut area. These efforts have yielded 
dual impacts on maritime security in ASEAN, 
focusing on reducing regional tensions 
and maintaining stability through ongoing 
negotiations and collaboration.
	 1.	 Policies and Impacts on Maritime 
Security
		  Thailand’s policies have aimed at 
creating collaborative frameworks, such as the 
Joint Technical Committee (JTC), to address 

overlapping claims and foster shared resource 
management. These initiatives have helped 
reduce tensions by providing a structured 
mechanism for dialogue and negotiation 
(National Security Council of Thailand, 2015). 
Additionally, sustained engagement in 
negotiations has lowered the risk of military 
conflicts, even though tangible progress 
remains limited in practice (Department of 
Marine and Coastal Resources, 2021).
	 2. 	Challenges in Policy Implementation
		  The implementation of Thailand’s 
policies faces significant challenges, including 
political instability in both nations. Leadership 
changes in Thailand and Cambodia have often 
disrupted negotiation processes. Furthermore, 
discrepancies in interpreting international 
maritime law under the United Nations Convention 
on the Law of the Sea (UNCLOS) have added 
complexity to achieving consensus on resource 
sharing and boundary delimitation (Office of 
the National Economic and Social Development 
Council, 2021). These challenges underscore 
the need for consistent and robust diplomatic 
efforts to sustain cooperation and achieve 
long-term solutions.
	 3. 	Regional Collaboration
		  Thailand has sought to align its 
policies with ASEAN’s broader frameworks 
for regional maritime security, emphasizing 
cooperation and trust-building. For instance, 
Thailand has actively promoted ASEAN’s 
intermediary role in facilitating maritime 
dialogues and negotiations, thereby strengthening 
regional unity and fostering shared maritime 
governance (National Defence Studies Institute, 



บทบาทของประเทศไทยในการส่่งเสริิมความมั่่�นคงทางทะเลในอาเซีียน... 584 สุุริินทร์์ดา มะลิิสุุวรรณ

2021). A notable example is Thailand’s 
advocacy for ministerial-level meetings to 
discuss overlapping claims, which contributed 
to reducing tensions among ASEAN member 
states.
	 4. 	 Impacts on Trade and Navigation
Thailand’s policies have direct implications for 
regional trade and navigation. Initiatives to 
enhance maritime connectivity, such as linking 
the Gulf of Thailand to the South China Sea, 
have bolstered regional economic growth and 
reduced logistical costs. However, delays in 
resolving overlapping claims remain an 
obstacle to the development of critical maritime 
infrastructure (Office of the National Economic 
and Social Development Council, 2021).
	 Case Study: Joint Development Area 
with Malaysia
	 A pertinent example is the successful 
Joint Development Area (JDA) between 
Thailand and Malaysia in the Gulf of Thailand. 
This model of shared resource development 
has significantly strengthened maritime 
security and boosted the economies of both 
nations. Lessons from this collaboration could 
inform Thailand and Cambodia’s approach to 
managing overlapping claims in the Koh Kut 
area (Srimuangkanjana, 2016).
	 Summary: Thailand’s policies and 
measures demonstrate a strategic commitment 
to enhancing maritime security within ASEAN. 
However, political and legal challenges remain 
critical obstacles. Future solutions should 
prioritize fostering trust and collaboration 
between Thailand and Cambodia while 
leveraging ASEAN’s frameworks to build a 

unified regional approach. Effective management 
of overlapping claims can significantly enhance 
both bilateral relations and regional stability, 
contributing to ASEAN’s collective maritime 
security objectives.

Thailand to the South China Sea, have bolstered 
regional economic growth and reduced logistical 
costs. However, delays in resolving overlapping 
claims remain an obstacle to the development of 
critical maritime infrastructure (Office of the National 
Economic and Social Development Council, 2021). 
Case Study: Joint Development Area with Malaysia 
A pertinent example is the successful Joint 
Development Area (JDA) between Thailand and 
Malaysia in the Gulf of Thailand. This model of 
shared resource development has significantly 
strengthened maritime security and boosted the 
economies of both nations. Lessons from this 
collaboration could inform Thailand and Cambodia’s 
approach to managing overlapping claims in the Koh Kut 
area (Srimuangkanjana, 2016). 
Summary: Thailand’s policies and measures 
demonstrate a strategic commitment to enhancing 
maritime security within ASEAN. However, political 
and legal challenges remain critical obstacles. 
Future solutions should prioritize fostering trust and 
collaboration between Thailand and Cambodia while 
leveraging ASEAN’s frameworks to build a unified 
regional approach. Effective management of 
overlapping claims can significantly enhance both 
bilateral relations and regional stability, contributing 
to ASEAN’s collective maritime security objectives. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Figure 1Analysis of Factors Influencing the Success 
or Failure of Policies and Measures in Managing the 
Overlapping Maritime Area between Thailand and 
Cambodia. 

The management of overlapping maritime 
claims between Thailand and Cambodia in the Gulf 
of Thailand is a multidimensional issue requiring 
comprehensive strategies. Based on the factors 
illustrated in the pie chart, the following expanded 
analysis provides deeper insights into the success 
or failure of policies in this context.  

1. International Political Cooperation (25%) 
International political cooperation emerges as the 
most critical factor influencing the success of 
maritime policies. Establishing trust through 
sustained dialogue and fostering relationships at the 
leadership level are crucial for conflict mitigation. 
Effective bilateral diplomacy can resolve contentious 
issues and facilitate collaboration on shared 
resources such as oil and gas. 
Example: The signing of Memoranda of 
Understanding (MOUs) between Thailand and 
Cambodia in 2001 illustrates the potential for 
cooperation. However, recurring political tensions 
and leadership changes have hindered their full 
implementation (Schofieldet al., 2013). 
Recommendations: Thailand and Cambodia must 
focus on creating a Joint Maritime Development 
Framework, which can facilitate continuous 
dialogue, leveraging frameworks like the ASEAN 
Treaty of Amity and Cooperation to promote shared 
interests. 

2. Stakeholder Engagement (20%) 
The involvement of stakeholders, including local 
communities and non-governmental organizations 
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Stakeholder Engagement (20%)
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Figure 1 Analysis of Factors Influencing the 
Success or Failure of Policies and Measures 
in Managing the Overlapping Maritime Area 

between Thailand and Cambodia.

	 The management of overlapping 
maritime claims between Thailand and Cambodia 
in the Gulf of Thailand is a multidimensional 
issue requiring comprehensive strategies. 
Based on the factors illustrated in the pie chart, 
the following expanded analysis provides 
deeper insights into the success or failure of 
policies in this context. 
	 1.	 International Political Cooperation 
(25%)
		  International political cooperation 
emerges as the most critical factor influencing 
the success of maritime policies. Establishing 
trust through sustained dialogue and fostering 
relationships at the leadership level are crucial 
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for conflict mitigation. Effective bilateral 
diplomacy can resolve contentious issues and 
facilitate collaboration on shared resources 
such as oil and gas.
		  Example: The signing of Memo-
randa of Understanding (MOUs) between 
Thailand and Cambodia in 2001 illustrates  
the potential for cooperation. However, recurring 
political tensions and leadership changes have 
hindered their full implementation (Schofield et 
al., 2013).
		  Recommendations: Thailand and 
Cambodia must focus on creating a Joint 
Maritime Development Framework, which can 
facilitate continuous dialogue, leveraging 
frameworks like the ASEAN Treaty of Amity 
and Cooperation to promote shared interests.
	 2. 	Stakeholder Engagement (20%)
		  The involvement of stakeholders, 
including local communities and non-
governmental organizations (NGOs), ensures 
inclusivity in decision-making processes. 
NGOs and local communities bring grassroots-
level insights that governments often overlook, 
particularly concerning environmental and 
socio-economic impacts.
	 	 Example: Thailand’s coastal 
provinces, such as Trat, have successfully 
engaged local fishing communities and NGOs 
in managing marine resources. This has 
reduced illegal fishing and fostered sustainable 
resource utilization (Pomeroy et al., 2015).
		  Recommendations: Enhancing 
public participation mechanisms in policy 
formulation can strengthen the legitimacy and 
effectiveness of maritime policies. Thailand 

should also establish a formal platform for local 
communities to contribute to policy discussions.
	 3.	 Domestic Political Uncertainty (15%)
		  Political instability, frequent changes 
in government, and shifting agendas are 
significant obstacles to long-term agreements. 
For example, changes in Thailand’s leadership 
have repeatedly disrupted ongoing negotiations 
and delayed policy implementation.
		  Example: In 2019, leadership 
changes in both Thailand and Cambodia 
delayed scheduled discussions on overlapping 
claims, undermining years of preparatory work 
(Schofield et al., 2014).
		  Recommendations: A bipartisan 
or cross-party framework in Thailand and 
Cambodia could ensure continuity in maritime 
negotiations regardless of political changes.
	 4. 	Conflicts of Interest (15%) 
		  Divergences in resource allocation 
and economic benefits represent a recurring 
source of tension between the two nations. 
Both Thailand and Cambodia claim rights over 
resource-rich areas, complicating equitable 
distribution agreements.
		  Example: Disputes over oil and 
gas exploration rights in the Gulf of Thailand 
have stalled joint development initiatives 
(Beckman, 2013).
		  Recommendations: Both nations 
should adopt joint development models, similar 
to the Malaysia-Thailand Joint Development 
Area (JDA), which ensures equitable sharing 
of resources and benefits.
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	 5. 	Role of Local Communities and 
NGOs (15%) 
		  NGOs and community organizations 
are essential for ensuring transparency and 
sustainability in policy implementation. Their 
role includes monitoring government actions 
and advocating for equitable resource distribution.
		  Example: Coastal NGOs in Trat 
Province have successfully lobbied for greater 
transparency in maritime policy decisions, 
reducing tensions between policymakers and 
local communities (Pomeroy et al., 2015).
		  Recommendations: Thailand  
and Cambodia should expand community 
engagement programs, focusing on capacity-
building initiatives for local NGOs to increase 
their effectiveness in resource management.
	 6.	 Impact of Political or Economic 
Changes (10%)
		  Global economic fluctuations and 
national policy shifts add another layer of 
complexity to maritime dispute management. 
External factors such as declining oil prices  
or shifts in international trade routes can 
significantly influence the strategic priorities of 
both nations. Example: During the COVID-19 
pandemic, global economic instability diverted 
resources from maritime negotiations to 
domestic economic recovery, delaying key 
initiatives (Schofield et al., 2014).
		  Recommendations: Thailand and 
Cambodia should develop adaptive policies 
that account for external economic and political 
shifts. Regular scenario planning sessions can 
prepare both nations for such contingencies.
Conclusion: The effective management of 

overlapping maritime claims between Thailand 
and Cambodia depends on addressing these 
six factors comprehensively. International 
cooperation, stakeholder engagement, and 
political stability are foundational pillars for 
success, while community involvement and 
adaptive strategies further ensure sustainability. 
Thailand’s proactive leadership, leveraging 
ASEAN frameworks and bilateral partnerships, 
can significantly enhance the prospects for 
peaceful dispute resolution in the region.
		  As maritime disputes continue to 
challenge regional stability, Thailand’s strategic 
position in ASEAN offers an opportunity 
to lead efforts to foster peaceful resolutions. 
Strengthening international cooperation requires 
a combination of diplomatic engagement, 
institutional reforms, and regional collaboration. 
This section outlines key strategies to enhance 
Thailand’s ability to manage maritime disputes 
effectively and to reinforce ASEAN’s collective 
security framework. 
	 Objective 3 Strategies for Enhancing 
International Cooperation to Resolve Maritime 
Disputes Peacefully
	 Thailand’s geopolitical position within 
ASEAN grants it a pivotal role in addressing 
maritime security and fostering peaceful 
resolutions to disputes in the region. This 
analysis provides a detailed exploration of five 
key recommendations to enhance Thailand’s 
capacity to navigate complex maritime 
challenges. These recommendations are 
supported by relevant examples, scholarly 
insights, and a focus on actionable strategies 
to improve maritime governance and cooperation.
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	 1. 	Policy Integration and Modernization
		  The establishment of a National 
Maritime Information Center (NMIC) is imperative 
to centralize and streamline maritime data 
management. This institution would function 
as a repository for maritime dispute data, 
enabling evidence-based policymaking and 
enhancing inter-agency collaboration. By 
integrating resources from multiple govern-
mental and non-governmental organizations, 
the NMIC could provide comprehensive 
situational awareness and expedite responses 
to emerging maritime threats.
		  Example: The Philippines’ Enhanced 
Maritime Cooperation Framework has demon-
strated significant success by integrating multi-
agency data systems. This approach reduced 
illegal fishing incidents by 20%, underscoring 
the effectiveness of centralized mechanisms 
in improving maritime governance (Schofield 
et al., 2014). Thailand could adopt a similar 
framework to combat illegal activities and 
strengthen maritime law enforcement.
		  Analysis: Centralized policy 
integration not only ensures efficiency but also 
minimizes overlapping responsibilities among 
agencies. Moreover, it provides Thailand  
with a unified platform for addressing disputes 
and collaborating with ASEAN partners. This 
aligns with global best practices in maritime 
governance, which prioritize data-driven 
decision-making (Pomeroy et al., 2015).
	 2.	 Learning from ASEAN Best Practices
		  Adopting successful frameworks 
from other ASEAN member states offers 
Thailand an opportunity to enhance its own 

maritime strategies. For instance, the Malacca 
Strait Council, jointly managed by Malaysia 
and Indonesia, exemplifies effective maritime 
security governance. This framework focuses 
on joint patrols, resource-sharing, and conflict 
resolution.
		  Example: In 2020, Indonesia and 
Australia signed an Exclusive Economic Zone 
(EEZ) agreement, resolving disputes and 
increasing shared revenue from natural 
resources by 15% within five years (Pomeroy 
et al., 2015). This demonstrates the economic 
and diplomatic benefits of structured bilateral 
agreements.
		  Analysis: Thailand can incorporate 
lessons from the Malacca Strait Council by 
developing similar joint operational frameworks 
with Cambodia and Vietnam. These efforts 
would not only resolve overlapping claims but 
also foster mutual trust. Furthermore, leveraging 
regional best practices ensures that Thailand 
remains aligned with ASEAN’s collective goals 
for maritime security (Schofield et al., 2013).
	 3. 	Strengthening Regional Cooperation
		  Thailand’s leadership in proposing 
an ASEAN Maritime Security Task Force 
(AMSTF) could significantly bolster regional 
efforts to address maritime disputes. This 
initiative could focus on preventive measures 
such as information sharing, joint patrols, and 
the development of conflict de-escalation 
protocols. Such a task force would serve as a 
collaborative platform for ASEAN members to 
address maritime challenges cohesively.
		  Example: Vietnam’s proactive 
leadership in advancing the Code of Conduct 
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in the South China Sea (COC) during its 
ASEAN Chairmanship in 2021 demonstrates 
the potential of regional initiatives to reduce 
tensions and promote transparency in disputed 
waters (Schofield et al., 2013).
		  Analysis: By taking a leadership 
role in establishing the AMSTF, Thailand can 
position itself as a key proponent of maritime 
stability in ASEAN. This initiative would align 
with ASEAN’s vision for shared security and 
reflect Thailand’s commitment to collective 
conflict resolution. Moreover, it would enhance 
Thailand’s influence within ASEAN while 
addressing regional security gaps (Beckman, 
2013).
	 4. 	Fostering Bilateral and Multilateral 
Partnerships
		  Strengthening partnerships with 
neighboring countries such as Cambodia, 
Vietnam, and Malaysia, as well as global 
powers like Japan and Australia, is essential 
for advancing Thailand’s maritime agenda. 
These partnerships can focus on collaborative 
infrastructure development, resource exploration, 
and capacity-building initiatives.
		  Example: Japan’s support for the 
Philippines in undersea resource exploration 
projects has not only enhanced the Philippines’ 
negotiation capacity in the South China Sea 
disputes but also improved its maritime 
infrastructure (Beckman, 2013).
		  Analysis: Bilateral and multilateral 
partnerships provide Thailand with access to 
technical expertise and financial resources. 
These collaborations can also strengthen 
Thailand’s negotiation capabilities in maritime 

disputes and improve its diplomatic leverage 
in ASEAN. By engaging with global powers, 
Thailand can balance regional tensions and 
secure sustainable outcomes for all parties 
involved (Schofield et al., 2014).
	 5. 	Engaging Local Communities and 
NGOs
		  Local communities and non-
governmental organizations (NGOs) play a 
vital role in ensuring the transparency and 
sustainability of maritime policies. Their 
involvement in policy formulation and 
implementation fosters inclusivity and builds 
trust among stakeholders. Thailand can 
expand its engagement with local actors 
to address issues such as illegal fishing, 
coastal degradation, and resource mismana 
gement.
	 Example: Coastal preservation initia-
tives in Thailand’s Trat Province illustrate the 
effectiveness of local NGOs in managing 
marine resources and reducing policy conflicts 
(Pomeroy et al., 2015).
	 Analysis: Empowering local stake-
holders ensures that maritime policies reflect 
the needs of affected communities. This 
bottom-up approach complements Thailand’s 
broader maritime strategy by integrating 
grassroots insights into national policies. 
Furthermore, it enhances accountability and 
fosters long-term sustainability in maritime 
governance (Schofield et al., 2013).
		  Conclusion: By implementing 
these approaches, Thailand can solidify its 
leadership role in ASEAN’s maritime security. 
Policy integration, informed by data and 
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evidence, will improve decision-making 
processes. Learning from successful ASEAN 
practices will provide a foundation for 
sustainable and effective collaborations. 
Regional cooperation initiatives can foster  
trust and reduce tensions, while bilateral 
partnerships will enhance Thailand’s negotiation 
capacity and infrastructure development. 
Lastly, engaging stakeholders at the local level 
will ensure the transparency and sustainability 
of maritime policies. Through these measures, 
Thailand can not only address immediate 
challenges but also build a long-term 
framework for promoting peace and security 
in ASEAN’s maritime domain.

Table 1 	Approaches to Enhancing Thailand’s 
Role in Promoting Maritime Security 
in ASEAN

Approach Description Related Example

Policy Integration Develop a 

centralized 

mechanism like the 

National Maritime 

Information Center 

to compile and 

analyze maritime 

dispute data for 

evidence-based 

policy decisions.

Philippines: 

Established the 

Enhanced Maritime 

Cooperation 

Framework, 

reducing illegal 

fishing by 20%.

Learning from 

ASEAN Practices

Study successful 

models like 

Malaysia-Indonesia 

cooperation in the 

Strait of Malacca, 

focusing on joint 

security and 

resource 

management 

frameworks.

Indonesia-Australia: 

Signed an EEZ 

agreement in 2020, 

increasing shared 

natural resource 

revenue by 15%.

Approach Description Related Example

Regional 

Cooperation

Propose a new 

ASEAN initiative, 

such as the 

ASEAN Maritime 

Security Task 

Force, to facilitate 

regional maritime 

conflict resolution 

and data sharing.

Vietnam: 

Spearheaded the 

Code of Conduct 

(COC) framework 

during its ASEAN 

Chairmanship in 

2021.

Bilateral 

Partnerships

Strengthen ties 

with neighboring 

countries (e.g., 

Cambodia, 

Vietnam, Malaysia) 

and global powers 

like Japan and 

Australia for 

maritime 

infrastructure 

projects.

Japan-Philippines: 

Supported 

undersea resource 

exploration 

projects, boosting 

negotiation 

capacity in 

disputes.

Stakeholder 

Engagement

Increase local 

community and 

NGO participation 

in maritime security 

policy formulation 

to ensure 

transparency and 

sustainability.

Thailand (Trat 

Province): Local 

NGOs contributed 

to preserving 

coastal resources 

and reducing policy 

conflicts.

Figure 2 Comparative Analysis
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	 The use of comparative analysis in 
evaluating maritime security policies enables 
Thailand to identify successful models from 
regional and international contexts, assess 
their relevance to the Thai context, and apply 
these insights to improve its strategies.
	 1.	 Identify Best Practices – 40% of 
the focus
 		  Dominance of Best Practices 
Identification: Thailand prioritizes understanding 
what has worked in comparable scenarios to 
adopt effective and proven methods.
	 2.	 Evaluate Applicability – 35% of the 
focus
		  Applicability Assessment: Ensuring 
that strategies are tailored to Thailand’s 
specific needs is nearly as critical as identifying 
best practices, emphasizing the importance of 
localized solutions.
	 3. 	Enhance ASEAN Leadership – 
25% of the focus
		  Regional Leadership Role: While 
significant, it is secondary to ensuring practical 
and relevant solutions at the national level. 
Strengthening Thailand’s position in ASEAN 
comes as a natural extension of effective 
national strategies. Comparative analysis 
empowers Thailand to develop more effective 
strategies for managing overlapping maritime 
claims and to enhance its leadership role 
within ASEAN. 

Discussion 
	 The findings of this study indicate that 
Thailand has implemented various policies and 

measures to manage maritime disputes  
with Cambodia through bilateral cooperation 
frameworks such as the Joint Technical 
Committee (JTC) and the 2001 Memorandum 
of Understanding (MOU). These initiatives  
aim to promote the development and joint 
management of resources in the overlapping 
claims area. However, the implementation of 
these policies continues to face significant 
challenges, including political instability, 
differing interpretations of UNCLOS, and a lack 
of coordination between Thai and Cambodian 
agencies (Schofield et al., 2013). This study 
aligns with Conflict Management Theory, which 
asserts that institutional cooperation and 
international mediation mechanisms can help 
reduce tensions in territorial disputes (Deutsch, 
1973). Thailand’s approach, which includes 
negotiations through JTC and MOU, is consistent 
with the theory’s emphasis on conflict 
resolution through diplomatic engagement and 
cooperative dispute settlement mechanisms. 
The findings also support the research of Amer 
(2014), which highlights that the failure to 
establish maritime boundaries in ASEAN is 
primarily due to differences in UNCLOS 
interpretations and the absence of binding 
enforcement mechanisms. Similarly, this study 
is consistent with Beckman (2021), who found 
that maritime disputes in Southeast Asia are 
often influenced by geopolitical factors, 
particularly the strategic involvement of major 
powers such as China and the United States, 
which shape the positions of disputing nations. 
Despite Thailand’s diplomatic efforts, the lack 
of concrete agreements has prevented a long-
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term resolution of the dispute. This may be 
attributed to several factors:
 	 1.	 Institutional Fragmentation – The 
presence of multiple agencies with overlapping 
mandates, such as the Ministry of Foreign 
Affairs, the Royal Thai Navy, and the Ministry 
of Energy, has caused delays in policy 
implementation (Bateman et al., 2009).
	 2.	 Influence of Third Parties – 
Cambodia’s close ties with China under the 
Belt and Road Initiative (BRI) have impacted 
its stance on the dispute, making bilateral 
negotiations with Thailand more complex 
(Emmers, 2010).
 	 3.	 Weak ASEAN Enforcement 
Mechanisms – While ASEAN’s Code of 
Conduct (COC) has helped de-escalate 
tensions, ASEAN lacks a formal arbitration 
body to enforce maritime agreements, unlike 
the European Union, which has a legally 
binding dispute resolution mechanism (Emmers, 
2010).
	 1. 	Policies and Measures in Managing 
Overlapping Maritime Areas: The study found 
that Thailand relies on diplomatic and bilateral 
cooperation mechanisms to avoid conflict and 
promote resource-sharing. However, the lack 
of binding agreements has prolonged the 
dispute rather than resolved it. The research 
by Djalal (2001) highlights that Indonesia 
successfully resolved its maritime boundary 
with Australia through UNCLOS arbitration, a 
strategy that Thailand and Cambodia have yet 
to explore. Recommendations: (1) Thailand 
should consider international arbitration under 
UNCLOS or the International Tribunal for the 

Law of the Sea (ITLOS) to reach a formal 
settlement. (2) Strengthen the role of the 
ASEAN Maritime Forum as a platform for 
dispute mediation.
	 2. 	 Impact of Policies on ASEAN 
Maritime Security: The study revealed that 
Thailand plays a significant role in reducing 
regional tensions by supporting ASEAN’s 
Code of Conduct (COC) and other ASEAN-led 
initiatives. However, enforcement limitations 
remain a critical challenge. According to Han 
(2017), China’s influence over ASEAN member 
states is a major factor preventing binding 
maritime agreements. This observation aligns 
with the Thailand-Cambodia case, where 
Cambodia’s external alliances have shaped its 
negotiation approach. Recommendations: (1) 
Thailand should advocate for the establishment 
of an ASEAN Maritime Arbitration Tribunal to 
enforce maritime agreements. (2) Thailand 
could follow the Indonesia-Philippines model, 
where both nations cooperated in defining 
Exclusive Economic Zones (EEZs) as a basis 
for dispute resolution (Amer, 2014).
	 3.	 Factors Influencing Success or 
Fai lure:  Thai land’s mar i t ime dispute 
management faces political uncertainty, legal 
constraints, and external geopoli t ical 
pressures. The study by Pomeroy et al. (2015) 
identified illegal fishing and the absence of 
cooperative resource-sharing agreements as 
major reasons for prolonged maritime disputes, 
which aligns with the Thailand-Cambodia 
situation. Recommendations: (1) Thailand 
should negotiate a joint fisheries management 
agreement with Cambodia to minimize local-
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level conflicts. (2) Enhance the role of local 
communities and NGOs in shaping maritime 
policy.
	 4.	 Thailand’s Role in Enhancing 
Maritime Security: Thailand can enhance its 
role in ASEAN by expanding cooperation with 
key regional partners such as Japan and 
Australia. Research by Goh (2019) found that 
the Philippines successfully strengthened  
its maritime security through partnerships  
with Japan, an approach Thailand could  
adopt. Recommendations: (1) Thailand should 
develop an ASEAN Maritime Capacity-Building 
Initiative to improve regional security collaboration.

Conclusion 
	 The study concludes that Thailand  
has significant potential to enhance regional 
maritime security through bilateral and 
multilateral cooperation. Although challenges 
such as political instability and resource-
sharing conflicts persist, Thailand’s strategic 
use of collaborative frameworks and trust-
building measures offers a viable path forward. 
The findings underscore the need for 
transparent policies, strengthened partnerships, 
and lessons learned from successful regional 
models like the Thailand-Malaysia Joint 

Development Area (JDA). Effective policy 
execution can bolster Thailand’s role in 
promoting ASEAN maritime stability and 
economic development.

Recommendations
	 1.	 Develop Regional Collaborative 
Structures: Establish a Joint Maritime 
Surveillance Initiative to improve maritime 
security and manage disputes effectively.
	 2.	 Strengthen International Engage-
ment: Advocate for proactive policies to 
prevent conflicts in the South China Sea 
through ASEAN frameworks, such as the 
COC, and through multilateral diplomacy.
	 3. 	Adopt Best Practices from ASEAN 
Countries:
		  Learn from successful models 
such as the Malaysia-Indonesia Malacca Strait 
Council, which emphasizes resource sharing 
and coordinated maritime safety measures.
	 4.	 Enhance Local  Communi ty 
Engagement:
		  Integrate local communities and 
NGOs into policy formulation and implemen-
tation processes to ensure transparency and 
long-term sustainability.
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