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JIRAPORN PINWISED : PROCEDURAL EFFECTIVENESS OF
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT: REAL ESTATE
DEVELOPMENT PROJECTS IN NAKHON RATCHASIMA. THESIS

ADVISOR : ASST. PROF. CHAUNIJIT CHANCHITPRICHA, Ph.D., 206 PP.

ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ASSESSMENT (EIA)/ PROCEDURAL

EFFECTIVENESS/ REAL ESTATE DEVELOPMENT/ NAKHON RATCHASIMA

This study investigates the procedural effectiveness of EIA on real estate
development projects in Nakhon Ratchasima. The criteria applied comprise 8 key
elements; i.e. P1 Relevant policy framework and procedures; P2 Institutional roles,
collaborations & infrastructure; P3 Integrating EIA in planning process of the national
development; P4 Identification of financial funds for ETA practice; P5 Involvement of
stakeholders or public participation; P6 Capacity of EIA in presenting sound and clear,
understandable evidence; P7 Delivering the report to participating stakeholders and P8
Time enforcement. Data were collected based on documentary analysis of the approved
31 EIA reports (B.E. 2537- B.E. 2558) and interviews with 30 key informants involved
with thé EIA processes of 8 residential building projects (developed in Pak Chong and
Maung district during B.E. 2555— B.E. 2558). Thematic analysis and NVivo software
were applied for qualitative data analysis in this study.

Regarding the docurﬁentary analysis, most EIAs are likely to meet most of the
procedural effectiveness criteria. However, a number of projects did not meet P5 criterion
(2 projects) and P8 criterion (8 projects). This could reflect gaps and limitations regarding

different settings of the projects. It is noted that EIA reports of 9 projects were not fully



accessible. As a result, the input was not sufficient to fulfill effectiveness assessment of
P1, P4, PS5, and P8.

The interviews of 30 stakeholders indicated that the EIAs could partially meet
the effectiveness criteria. Project developers provided financial budget for EIA process
(P4), and the EIAs were complied with the relevant rules, regulations, laws and policies
in the study area (as connected with P1, P2, P3 criteria). The P5 criterion is likely to be
influenced by the area context, the roles of stakeholders, their knowledge and
understanding on project development and EIA processes. The EIAs had sufficient
potential in delivering understandable and reliable evidence to relevant decision makers
(P6). The EIA reports were delivered to relevant stakeholders (P7) via online database
of the Office of Natural Resources and Environmental Policy and Planning (ONEP),
However, the EIAs of 3 projects (out of 8 selected case study) were not conducted within
the suggested time frame of the relevant guidelines (P8 criterion); therefore, they failed
to meet this criterion.

Recommendations based on the findings are 1) current knowledge of EIA should
be promoted and effectively communicated by relevant governmental authorities, as it
can be beneficial for relevant actors and stakeholders regarding their roles; 2) project
proponents should keep stakeholders well-informed with the project developments, and
provide opportunity for their involvement in the EIA processes, and, finally, 3) the
essence of public participation in EIA processes should be recognised among the public
so that appropriate impact mitigation measures can be established, and to conserve

environmental quality in their neighbourhoods.
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