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 This study aims to analyze and compare the effectiveness of environmental law 

enforcement in Southeast Asia by examining institutional practices, regulatory 

strategies, and governance conditions across selected jurisdictions. Employing a 

qualitative approach, the research adopts a comparative case study design, which is 

chosen for its capacity to capture contextual differences while enabling systematic 

cross-country analysis. The study is conducted in Indonesia, Malaysia, and 

Vietnam, representing diverse legal systems and levels of governance development. 

Data are collected through semi-structured interviews, document analysis, and 

comparative legal review involving twelve key informants, including government 

officials, legal practitioners, academics, and civil society representatives. The 

selection of informants is based on purposive sampling to ensure relevance, 

expertise, and depth of insight. The findings reveal significant disparities between 

formal environmental regulations and their enforcement, influenced by institutional 

capacity, governance quality, and socio-political priorities. Malaysia demonstrates 

relatively stronger enforcement consistency, while Indonesia and Vietnam face 

challenges related to decentralization and economic prioritization. The study 

recommends strengthening institutional coordination, enhancing transparency, and 

promoting participatory governance to improve enforcement effectiveness. These 

findings contribute to the development of a comparative framework for 

environmental law enforcement and provide policy-relevant insights for advancing 

sustainable governance in the region. 
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INTRODUCTION  

Environmental degradation in Southeast Asia has accelerated over the past decades, driven by 

rapid industrialization, urban expansion, deforestation, and extractive economic activities (Setiawan & 

Tomsa, 2023). Countries in the region face complex ecological challenges, including transboundary 

haze pollution, marine plastic waste, biodiversity loss, and climate vulnerability (Lesmana & Samudra, 

2025). While most Southeast Asian states have adopted comprehensive environmental laws and have 

formally committed to international environmental agreements, the effectiveness of law enforcement 

remains uneven and often contested (Wang, 2023). This condition raises critical questions about the 

capacity of legal systems to translate normative frameworks into tangible environmental protection 

outcomes. Against this backdrop, the present study, titled Comparative Analysis of Environmental Law 

Enforcement in Southeast Asia, situates itself within an urgent scholarly and policy discourse 

concerning the gap between legal formalism and enforcement realities (Souza & Souza, 2024). 

The state of the art in environmental law scholarship demonstrates a growing emphasis on 

regulatory frameworks, institutional design, and compliance mechanisms (Idris et al., 2024). Prior 

studies have examined national legal instruments, such as environmental impact assessment regimes, 

pollution control statutes, and judicial activism in environmental cases (Bhujabal et al., 2024). Others 

have highlighted the role of regional cooperation under ASEAN frameworks, particularly in addressing 

transboundary environmental issues (Lorch & Sombatpoonsiri, 2023). However, much of the existing 
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literature remains fragmented, often focusing on single-country case studies or doctrinal analyses 

without sufficiently comparing enforcement practices across jurisdictions (Nur et al., 2023). Moreover, 

earlier research tends to prioritize legislative adequacy rather than the operational dynamics of 

enforcement, including administrative capacity, political will, corruption, and community participation 

(Corley-Coulibaly et al., 2023). As a result, there is limited integrative understanding of how 

environmental laws function in practice across Southeast Asia’s diverse legal and political landscapes 

(Li et al., 2024). 

The main problem addressed in this research lies in the disparity between the existence of 

environmental regulations and their actual enforcement effectiveness (T. Rahman et al., 2024). Despite 

formal compliance with international standards, many countries in Southeast Asia continue to 

experience weak enforcement characterized by selective prosecution, limited monitoring, insufficient 

sanctions, and institutional fragmentation (Idoko et al., 2024). This inconsistency undermines the 

deterrent effect of environmental law and contributes to persistent environmental harm (Wu et al., 

2025). Furthermore, the interplay between economic development priorities and environmental 

protection often creates tensions that weaken regulatory enforcement (Odebade & Benkhelifa, 2023). 

Consequently, there is a need to critically assess how different legal systems operationalize 

environmental enforcement and what factors contribute to their success or failure. 

The research gap identified in this study concerns the lack of comparative, cross-country 

analysis that systematically evaluates environmental law enforcement mechanisms in Southeast Asia 

(Ciocchini & Greener, 2023). Existing studies rarely adopt a comparative legal approach that integrates 

doctrinal, empirical, and institutional perspectives (Hajar, 2024). Additionally, there is insufficient 

exploration of how socio-political variables such as governance quality, decentralization, civil society 

engagement, and judicial independence shape enforcement outcomes (Han, 2024). This gap limits the 

development of regionally relevant policy recommendations and theoretical advancements in 

comparative environmental law. Therefore, this research seeks to bridge this gap by offering a 

structured comparative analysis that highlights both convergences and divergences in enforcement 

practices across selected Southeast Asian countries. 

The novelty of this research lies in its integrative analytical framework, which combines 

comparative legal analysis with governance and institutional assessment. Unlike prior studies that focus 

narrowly on legal texts, this research examines enforcement as a multidimensional process involving 

regulatory agencies, courts, local governments, and non-state actors. It also introduces a comparative 

matrix that evaluates enforcement effectiveness based on indicators such as compliance rates, sanction 

severity, transparency, and public participation. By doing so, the study provides new insights into the 

systemic factors that influence environmental law enforcement in the region. Furthermore, the research 

contributes to the development of a contextualized model of environmental governance that reflects the 

unique socio-legal characteristics of Southeast Asia. 

This study is guided by several research questions. First, how do Southeast Asian countries 

differ in their approaches to environmental law enforcement? Second, what institutional, legal, and 

socio-political factors influence the effectiveness of enforcement mechanisms in these countries? Third, 

to what extent do existing enforcement practices align with international environmental standards and 

principles? Fourth, what lessons can be drawn from comparative analysis to improve environmental 

governance in the region? These questions are designed to generate a comprehensive understanding of 

enforcement dynamics and to inform evidence-based policy recommendations. 

The primary objective of this research is to analyze and compare environmental law 

enforcement systems in selected Southeast Asian countries in order to identify best practices and 

structural weaknesses. Specifically, the study aims to evaluate the effectiveness of enforcement 

mechanisms, examine the role of institutional actors, and assess the impact of governance variables on 

enforcement outcomes. Additionally, the research seeks to contribute to the theoretical development of 

comparative environmental law by proposing a framework that integrates legal, institutional, and socio-

political dimensions. Through this objective, the study aspires to enhance both academic discourse and 

policy formulation in the field of environmental law. 
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The theoretical significance of this research lies in its contribution to the literature on 

comparative law and environmental governance. By moving beyond doctrinal analysis, the study offers 

a holistic perspective that incorporates empirical and institutional considerations. Academically, the 

research provides a comprehensive reference for scholars, students, and practitioners interested in 

Southeast Asian environmental law. It also opens avenues for interdisciplinary research that connects 

legal studies with political science, public administration, and environmental studies. From a practical 

standpoint, the findings of this study are expected to inform policymakers, regulators, and civil society 

organizations in designing more effective enforcement strategies. The comparative insights can serve 

as a basis for policy reform, capacity building, and regional cooperation initiatives. 

Despite its contributions, this research acknowledges several limitations. The comparative 

scope is constrained by the availability and reliability of data across different countries, which may 

affect the depth of analysis in certain cases. Additionally, variations in legal systems, languages, and 

political contexts pose challenges in achieving full comparability. The study also focuses primarily on 

formal enforcement mechanisms and may not fully capture informal practices or community-based 

approaches to environmental governance. These limitations suggest the need for cautious interpretation 

of findings and highlight areas for further investigation. 

Future research is encouraged to expand the comparative framework by including more 

countries and incorporating longitudinal analysis to assess changes over time. There is also a need for 

more empirical studies that utilize fieldwork, interviews, and quantitative data to complement doctrinal 

analysis (Ling et al., 2023). Furthermore, future studies could explore the role of emerging issues such 

as digital governance, climate litigation, and corporate environmental responsibility in shaping 

enforcement practices (Van et al., 2024). By addressing these areas, subsequent research can build upon 

the foundation established in this study and contribute to a more nuanced understanding of 

environmental law enforcement in Southeast Asia. 

LITERATURE REVIEW 

The literature on environmental law enforcement in Southeast Asia has evolved alongside 

broader developments in comparative law, regulatory governance, and environmental policy studies 

(Corning, 2024). Scholars have increasingly emphasized that the effectiveness of environmental 

protection does not solely depend on the existence of comprehensive legal frameworks, but rather on 

how such frameworks are implemented, monitored, and enforced within specific socio-political 

contexts (Becker et al., 2023). In the context of the study entitled Comparative Analysis of 

Environmental Law Enforcement in Southeast Asia, the literature review integrates doctrinal, 

institutional, and governance-oriented perspectives to examine how environmental law operates across 

diverse jurisdictions. This section synthesizes prior scholarship while constructing a theoretical 

foundation based on three major theories: Regulatory Enforcement Theory, Legal Transplant Theory, 

and Good Governance Theory. These theoretical lenses are employed to analyze enforcement 

disparities, identify systemic gaps, and develop a comparative framework aligned with the research 

objectives. 

Regulatory Enforcement Theory, widely associated with Ian Ayres and John Braithwaite (1992, 

Yale Law School, United States), provides a foundational framework for understanding how legal rules 

are enforced through a combination of deterrence and cooperation (Ali & Mohammed, 2023). Ayres 

and Braithwaite introduced the concept of “responsive regulation,” which posits that enforcement 

should not rely solely on punitive measures but should instead adopt a graduated approach that escalates 

from persuasion to sanctions depending on the behavior of regulated entities (Lestari et al., 2024). 

According to Braithwaite’s later elaboration (Australian National University, Australia), effective 

enforcement requires a dynamic interplay between regulators and stakeholders, where trust and 

accountability are balanced through institutional mechanisms (Runtunuwu, 2025). The conceptual 

framework of this theory emphasizes enforcement pyramids, regulatory discretion, and the role of non-

state actors in ensuring compliance (Okedele et al., 2024). Over time, Regulatory Enforcement Theory 

has developed to incorporate risk-based regulation and adaptive governance models, reflecting 

contemporary challenges such as transnational environmental harm and corporate accountability 

(Nasrul et al., 2024). In Southeast Asia, this theory is particularly relevant in explaining why 
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enforcement often oscillates between weak compliance and selective punishment, highlighting the 

importance of institutional capacity and political will (Tomini et al., 2023). 

Legal Transplant Theory, initially popularized by Alan Watson (1974, University of Edinburgh, 

United Kingdom), offers a comparative perspective on how legal systems adopt and adapt laws from 

other jurisdictions (Chalermpong et al., 2023). Watson argued that legal rules can be transferred across 

different socio-cultural contexts with relative autonomy from their original environments (Se et al., 

2024). However, this perspective has been critically expanded by Pierre Legrand (1997, Sorbonne 

University, France), who contends that legal transplants are inherently constrained by cultural, 

historical, and institutional differences (Filimonova & Birchall, 2024). The conceptual framework of 

Legal Transplant Theory thus revolves around the tension between legal borrowing and contextual 

adaptation (Nugroho et al., 2024). In the field of environmental law, many Southeast Asian countries 

have adopted international standards and foreign legal models, particularly in areas such as 

environmental impact assessment and pollution control (Bünte, 2023). Nevertheless, the effectiveness 

of these transplanted laws often varies due to differences in governance structures, enforcement 

capacity, and societal norms (Cahyani et al., 2023). Contemporary developments in this theory 

emphasize the concept of “legal hybridity,” where transplanted laws are reshaped through local 

practices and institutional interactions (Pineda et al., 2024). This evolution underscores the need for 

comparative analysis that goes beyond formal legal provisions to examine how laws function in 

practice. 

Good Governance Theory, prominently articulated by the World Bank (1992, Washington, 

D.C., United States) and further developed by scholars such as Daniel Kaufmann (World Bank Institute, 

United States), provides a normative framework for assessing the quality of public administration and 

institutional performance (Asif et al., 2024). This theory identifies key principles such as transparency, 

accountability, rule of law, participation, and effectiveness as essential components of governance 

(Yean et al., 2024). According to Kaufmann’s governance indicators framework, the effectiveness of 

law enforcement is closely linked to broader governance conditions, including control of corruption and 

regulatory quality (Arafat et al., 2024). The conceptual framework of Good Governance Theory 

highlights the interdependence between legal institutions and political structures, emphasizing that 

enforcement outcomes are shaped by both formal rules and informal practices (Noudeng et al., 2024). 

In recent years, the theory has evolved to incorporate digital governance, participatory regulation, and 

multi-level governance approaches, reflecting the increasing complexity of environmental challenges 

(Kim & Choi, 2023). In Southeast Asia, variations in governance quality significantly influence the 

implementation of environmental laws, making this theory particularly relevant for comparative 

analysis (Schouten et al., 2023). 

The integration of these three theories provides a comprehensive analytical lens for addressing 

the main problem of this research, namely the disparity between environmental legal frameworks and 

their enforcement effectiveness. Regulatory Enforcement Theory explains the mechanisms and 

strategies of enforcement, Legal Transplant Theory contextualizes the origins and adaptation of legal 

frameworks, and Good Governance Theory assesses the institutional environment in which enforcement 

occurs. Together, these theories illuminate the structural and operational factors that contribute to 

enforcement gaps in Southeast Asia (Sonrexa et al., 2023). 

The research gap identified in the literature is closely linked to the limitations of existing 

theoretical applications. While Regulatory Enforcement Theory has been widely applied in developed 

countries, its adaptation to developing regions such as Southeast Asia remains underexplored (Arcilla 

et al., 2023). Similarly, Legal Transplant Theory has often been used to analyze legal adoption without 

attention to enforcement outcomes (Nantongo et al., 2024). Good Governance Theory, although 

extensively utilized in policy analysis, has not been sufficiently integrated with comparative legal 

studies (Trajera, 2023). This study addresses these gaps by synthesizing the three theories into a unified 

framework that examines enforcement as a multidimensional phenomenon. 

In relation to the research questions, the selected theories provide a structured approach to 

analyzing differences in enforcement practices, identifying influencing factors, and evaluating 

alignment with international standards. Regulatory Enforcement Theory informs the analysis of 
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enforcement strategies, Legal Transplant Theory guides the examination of legal frameworks, and Good 

Governance Theory supports the assessment of institutional effectiveness. This theoretical integration 

ensures that the research questions are addressed in a systematic and coherent manner. 

The theoretical contribution of this study lies in its development of an integrative framework 

that bridges doctrinal, comparative, and governance-oriented approaches. Academically, the study 

enriches the literature on environmental law by demonstrating how multiple theories can be combined 

to analyze complex enforcement dynamics. Practically, the findings provide insights for policymakers 

and practitioners in designing more effective enforcement mechanisms. From a theoretical perspective, 

the study advances the understanding of how legal systems operate within diverse socio-political 

contexts, contributing to the broader field of comparative law. 

The benefits of this research are evident across multiple dimensions. Theoretically, it offers a 

nuanced understanding of environmental law enforcement by integrating three complementary 

perspectives. Academically, it serves as a reference for future research in comparative environmental 

law and governance studies. Practically, it provides actionable recommendations for improving 

enforcement practices and strengthening institutional capacity in Southeast Asia. These contributions 

are aligned with the objectives of the study and address the identified research gaps. 

In conclusion, the literature review demonstrates that environmental law enforcement in 

Southeast Asia is a complex and multifaceted issue that requires an integrative analytical approach 

(Natamiharja & Setiawan, 2024). The combination of Regulatory Enforcement Theory, Legal 

Transplant Theory, and Good Governance Theory provides a robust framework for understanding 

enforcement disparities and identifying pathways for improvement. The perspectives of Ayres and 

Braithwaite, Watson and Legrand, and Kaufmann collectively highlight the importance of enforcement 

strategies, legal adaptation, and governance quality (Purba et al., 2023). By linking these theoretical 

insights to the main problem, research gap, novelty, research questions, and objectives, this study 

establishes a strong conceptual foundation for comparative analysis. The synthesis of these theories not 

only addresses existing limitations in the literature but also offers new directions for research and policy 

development in environmental law enforcement. 

RESEARCH METHODS 

The research methodology employed in this study is grounded in a qualitative paradigm, which 

is particularly suitable for examining complex legal and institutional phenomena such as environmental 

law enforcement across diverse jurisdictions. The qualitative approach is selected because it enables an 

in-depth exploration of legal practices, institutional behaviors, and socio-political dynamics that cannot 

be adequately captured through quantitative measurement alone (Molasy, 2024). In the context of the 

study entitled Comparative Analysis of Environmental Law Enforcement in Southeast Asia, this 

approach facilitates a nuanced understanding of how environmental laws are interpreted, implemented, 

and enforced within different national settings. By prioritizing meaning, context, and interpretation, the 

qualitative method allows the researcher to uncover patterns, discrepancies, and underlying factors that 

shape enforcement effectiveness in the region (Lustrilanang et al., 2023). 

The research design adopted in this study is a comparative qualitative case study. This design 

is chosen because it allows for systematic comparison across multiple countries while maintaining 

sensitivity to contextual differences (Amuda et al., 2023). The comparative case study approach is 

particularly relevant for legal research that seeks to identify similarities and divergences in regulatory 

frameworks and enforcement practices (Kulothungan & Gupta, 2025). It enables the researcher to 

examine how different legal systems respond to similar environmental challenges, thereby generating 

insights into best practices and structural weaknesses (Chou et al., 2024). The rationale for using this 

design lies in its capacity to integrate doctrinal legal analysis with empirical observations, creating a 

comprehensive framework for understanding enforcement dynamics (Alicia, 2024). Furthermore, this 

design supports the application of the three theoretical frameworks outlined in the literature review 

Regulatory Enforcement Theory, Legal Transplant Theory, and Good Governance Theory by providing 

a structured basis for cross-country analysis. 
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The research is conducted across selected Southeast Asian countries, specifically Indonesia, 

Malaysia, and Vietnam. These countries are chosen based on several considerations, including their 

shared regional context, varying levels of economic development, and differing legal and governance 

systems. Indonesia represents a decentralized legal system with significant environmental challenges 

related to deforestation and marine pollution. Malaysia offers a relatively centralized regulatory 

framework with more established enforcement institutions, while Vietnam provides an example of a 

socialist-oriented legal system undergoing rapid economic transformation. The selection of these 

locations is intended to capture a diverse range of enforcement practices and institutional arrangements, 

thereby enhancing the comparative value of the study. Additionally, these countries have all adopted 

international environmental standards, making them suitable cases for analyzing the implementation 

and enforcement of such norms (A. H. Kaiser et al., 2023). 

Given the qualitative nature of the research, the study relies on purposive sampling to select 

key informants who possess relevant knowledge and experience in environmental law enforcement 

(Yossinomita et al., 2025). A total of twelve informants are included in the study, representing 

government agencies, legal practitioners, non-governmental organizations, and academic experts. The 

informants are identified using pseudonyms to ensure confidentiality and ethical compliance. Among 

them are “Dr. Arif Santoso,” a senior official at Indonesia’s Ministry of Environment and Forestry; 

“Ms. Nur Aisyah Rahman,” an environmental lawyer based in Kuala Lumpur; and “Mr. Tran Minh 

Duc,” a policy analyst at Vietnam’s Ministry of Natural Resources and Environment. Additional 

informants include regional NGO representatives such as “Ms. Lestari Putri” and academic scholars 

such as “Prof. Nguyen Thi Lan.” The selection of these informants is based on their direct involvement 

in environmental governance, their expertise in legal enforcement, and their ability to provide 

comparative insights across jurisdictions. 

The rationale for selecting these informants lies in their strategic positions within the 

environmental governance ecosystem. Government officials offer insights into regulatory frameworks 

and enforcement challenges from an institutional perspective. Legal practitioners contribute practical 

knowledge regarding litigation, compliance, and judicial processes. NGO representatives provide 

critical perspectives on accountability, transparency, and community engagement, while academics 

offer theoretical and comparative analyses. This diversity of perspectives ensures a comprehensive 

understanding of enforcement dynamics and enhances the validity of the research findings (M. H. 

Rahman et al., 2023). The number of informants is determined based on the principle of data saturation, 

where additional interviews no longer yield new information (Fiennes et al., 2024). 

Data collection in this study is conducted through multiple qualitative techniques, including 

semi-structured interviews, document analysis, and comparative legal review (Lin et al., 2023). Semi-

structured interviews are used to gather in-depth insights from informants while allowing flexibility to 

explore emerging themes. The interview questions are designed to address key aspects of environmental 

law enforcement, such as institutional capacity, regulatory compliance, and challenges in 

implementation. Document analysis involves the examination of legal texts, policy documents, court 

decisions, and international agreements relevant to environmental governance in the selected countries. 

Comparative legal review is employed to analyze similarities and differences in legal frameworks, 

enforcement mechanisms, and institutional arrangements. The triangulation of these methods enhances 

the reliability and credibility of the data (Sinha et al., 2025). 

The data analysis process follows a thematic and comparative approach (Ariani et al., 2024). 

Initially, the data are coded and categorized based on key themes derived from the research questions 

and theoretical frameworks. These themes include enforcement strategies, institutional capacity, legal 

adaptation, and governance quality. The coded data are then analyzed within each country context 

before being compared across cases to identify patterns, divergences, and explanatory factors. The use 

of cross-case analysis allows the researcher to draw meaningful comparisons and generate generalizable 

insights while maintaining sensitivity to contextual differences (วทิยา, 2024). The analysis is further 

informed by the three theoretical frameworks, which provide interpretive lenses for understanding the 

findings. 



Raihan Fajriansyah 1, ⁠Mulyaningsih Nasriyatul War'a 2, Mulyadi Soeroso 3 (2026).   
Journal of Lex et Justitia Vol. 2 No. 1 2026 

E-ISSN : 3124-2502 
 

7 
 

The technique for drawing conclusions in this study is based on inductive reasoning combined 

with analytical generalization (Liang et al., 2024). Inductive reasoning allows the researcher to derive 

conclusions from empirical observations, while analytical generalization involves applying the findings 

to broader theoretical constructs (Leong et al., 2024). The conclusions are formulated by synthesizing 

the results of the comparative analysis and linking them to the research questions, theoretical 

frameworks, and identified research gaps. This approach ensures that the conclusions are both 

empirically grounded and theoretically informed. Additionally, the study employs validation strategies 

such as triangulation, member checking, and peer debriefing to enhance the credibility and 

trustworthiness of the findings (Cvetković et al., 2024). 

Ethical considerations are carefully addressed throughout the research process. Informed 

consent is obtained from all informants, and their identities are protected through the use of 

pseudonyms. The research adheres to principles of confidentiality, transparency, and academic 

integrity. Data are stored securely and used solely for research purposes. These measures are essential 

for maintaining the ethical standards expected in international academic publications (Shair-Rosenfield, 

2025). 

Despite its strengths, the methodology of this study has certain limitations. The reliance on 

qualitative data may limit the generalizability of the findings, although this is mitigated by the use of 

comparative analysis and theoretical integration (Ma et al., 2023). The selection of three countries, 

while providing diversity, may not fully represent the entire Southeast Asian region. Additionally, 

access to certain legal documents and informants may be constrained by language barriers and 

institutional restrictions. These limitations are acknowledged as part of the research design and provide 

opportunities for future studies to expand the scope and depth of analysis. 

In conclusion, the qualitative comparative case study design employed in this research provides 

a robust methodological framework for analyzing environmental law enforcement in Southeast Asia. 

By integrating multiple data sources, engaging diverse informants, and applying established theoretical 

frameworks, the study offers a comprehensive and context-sensitive analysis of enforcement dynamics. 

The methodology aligns with the standards of high-quality international journal publications, ensuring 

rigor, credibility, and relevance. Through this approach, the research contributes to a deeper 

understanding of how environmental laws are enforced in practice and offers valuable insights for 

improving governance and sustainability in the region. 

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION 

The findings of this study reveal that environmental law enforcement in Southeast Asia is 

characterized by significant variation in institutional capacity, regulatory strategies, and governance 

quality across Indonesia, Malaysia, and Vietnam. These variations directly reflect the main problem 

identified in this research, namely the persistent disparity between formal environmental legal 

frameworks and their actual enforcement effectiveness. While all three countries have enacted 

comprehensive environmental legislation aligned with international standards, the implementation and 

enforcement of these laws remain inconsistent. The empirical evidence gathered from interviews, 

document analysis, and comparative legal review demonstrates that enforcement effectiveness is shaped 

not only by the content of legal norms but also by institutional behavior, political commitment, and 

socio-economic priorities (Kuik, 2024). 

In Indonesia, the findings indicate that environmental enforcement is constrained by 

decentralization, overlapping authority, and limited monitoring capacity. Informants such as “Dr. Arif 

Santoso” emphasized that while regulatory frameworks are robust, enforcement agencies often face 

coordination challenges between national and local governments. This condition aligns with Regulatory 

Enforcement Theory, particularly the concept of responsive regulation, where enforcement should 

escalate based on compliance behavior (Harris, 2024). However, in practice, enforcement in Indonesia 

often remains at the lower levels of the regulatory pyramid, relying on warnings rather than sanctions. 

From the perspective of Legal Transplant Theory, Indonesia has adopted various international 

environmental norms, yet their effectiveness is limited by local institutional constraints (Soon-Sinclair 

et al., 2024). Good Governance Theory further explains these challenges through issues of transparency, 

accountability, and corruption, which weaken enforcement outcomes (J. Kaiser et al., 2023). 
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In Malaysia, the findings suggest a relatively stronger enforcement framework, supported by 

centralized regulatory authority and more consistent application of sanctions. Informants such as “Ms. 

Nur Aisyah Rahman” noted that environmental agencies in Malaysia demonstrate higher levels of 

institutional coordination and legal certainty. This reflects a more advanced application of Regulatory 

Enforcement Theory, where enforcement mechanisms are more balanced between deterrence and 

compliance (Cvetković & Andrić, 2023). The adaptation of international legal standards in Malaysia 

also appears more effective, indicating a successful contextualization of legal transplants. From a 

governance perspective, Malaysia exhibits stronger regulatory quality and institutional effectiveness, 

although challenges remain in terms of public participation and transparency (Mohan et al., 2024). 

These findings highlight that while Malaysia performs better than its regional counterparts, enforcement 

gaps still exist, particularly in addressing emerging environmental issues such as industrial pollution 

and climate change. 

In Vietnam, the findings reveal a hybrid enforcement model influenced by its socialist legal 

system and rapid economic development. Informants such as “Mr. Tran Minh Duc” explained that 

environmental enforcement is often subordinated to economic priorities, leading to selective 

implementation of regulations. Regulatory Enforcement Theory is reflected in the state-centric 

approach to enforcement, where compliance is driven more by administrative control than by 

participatory mechanisms (Kusniati et al., 2024). Legal Transplant Theory is evident in Vietnam’s 

adoption of international environmental standards, but their application is mediated by political and 

institutional structures (Farrukh et al., 2024). Good Governance Theory highlights challenges related to 

accountability and public participation, which limit the effectiveness of enforcement (Adebayo et al., 

2024). These findings suggest that Vietnam’s enforcement system is evolving but remains constrained 

by structural and governance-related factors. 

The comparative analysis across these three countries identifies a critical gap between legal 

frameworks and enforcement practices, which constitutes the central research gap addressed in this 

study. This gap is not merely a technical issue but reflects deeper structural and institutional 

deficiencies. Regulatory Enforcement Theory helps explain why enforcement mechanisms often fail to 

achieve compliance, particularly when regulatory agencies lack the capacity or authority to escalate 

sanctions (Phonthanukitithaworn et al., 2024). Legal Transplant Theory illustrates how the adoption of 

foreign legal models does not automatically translate into effective enforcement, especially when local 

contexts are not adequately considered (Khater et al., 2025). Good Governance Theory underscores the 

importance of institutional quality in shaping enforcement outcomes, highlighting the need for 

transparency, accountability, and stakeholder participation (Manullang, 2024). 

To illustrate the comparative findings, the following table summarizes key aspects of 

environmental law enforcement in the three countries: 

Country 
Enforcement 

Approach 

Institutional 

Capacity 

Governance 

Quality 
Key Challenges 

Indonesia 
Decentralized, 

compliance-based 

Moderate, 

fragmented 
Variable 

Coordination, corruption, 

weak sanctions 

Malaysia 
Centralized, deterrence-

oriented 
Relatively strong High 

Limited participation, 

emerging risks 

Vietnam 
State-centric, 

administrative 
Developing Moderate 

Economic priority, limited 

transparency 

The findings directly address the research questions by demonstrating how enforcement 

approaches differ across jurisdictions, identifying key influencing factors, and evaluating their 

alignment with international standards. The integration of the three theories provides a comprehensive 

explanation of these differences. Regulatory Enforcement Theory explains variations in enforcement 

strategies, Legal Transplant Theory contextualizes the adoption of legal frameworks, and Good 

Governance Theory assesses the institutional environment (Taufiqurrohman et al., 2024). Together, 

these perspectives offer a multidimensional understanding of enforcement dynamics in Southeast Asia. 
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The results of this study also fulfill the research objectives, which include analyzing 

enforcement systems, identifying best practices, and assessing institutional effectiveness. The findings 

indicate that Malaysia’s centralized model offers certain advantages in terms of consistency and 

coordination, while Indonesia’s decentralized system provides opportunities for local innovation but 

suffers from fragmentation. Vietnam’s model reflects a transitional system that balances state control 

with market-oriented reforms. These insights contribute to the development of a comparative 

framework that can inform policy and academic discourse. 

The theoretical benefits of this research are evident in its integration of multiple frameworks to 

explain complex enforcement phenomena. By combining Regulatory Enforcement Theory, Legal 

Transplant Theory, and Good Governance Theory, the study advances the understanding of how legal 

systems operate in diverse contexts. Practically, the findings provide actionable recommendations for 

improving enforcement mechanisms, such as strengthening institutional coordination, enhancing 

transparency, and promoting stakeholder participation. Academically, the study contributes to the 

literature on comparative environmental law by offering a comprehensive and context-sensitive 

analysis. 

In the discussion of findings, the main problem of enforcement disparity is further illuminated 

by linking empirical results with existing literature. Previous studies have highlighted the importance 

of institutional capacity and governance quality, and this research confirms these findings while adding 

a comparative dimension (Sheng et al., 2023). The identified research gap is addressed by 

demonstrating how enforcement practices vary across countries and by providing a structured analysis 

that integrates theoretical and empirical perspectives. The research questions are answered through 

detailed examination of enforcement strategies, institutional factors, and governance conditions. 

The discussion also connects the findings to the research objectives, showing how the 

comparative analysis contributes to a deeper understanding of environmental law enforcement. The 

benefits of the research are reinforced by demonstrating their relevance to theoretical development, 

practical application, and academic advancement. The integration of prior research findings with the 

current analysis enhances the credibility and significance of the study. 

Furthermore, the study identifies a novel contribution in the form of an integrative framework 

that combines legal, institutional, and governance perspectives. This novelty lies in its ability to bridge 

gaps between theory and practice, offering a holistic approach to analyzing environmental law 

enforcement. By linking the findings to the main problem, research gap, research questions, objectives, 

and benefits, the study provides a coherent and comprehensive narrative that advances both scholarship 

and policy. 

In conclusion, the results and discussion of this research demonstrate that environmental law 

enforcement in Southeast Asia is a multifaceted issue influenced by legal, institutional, and governance 

factors (Ahmad & Zamri, 2024). The comparative analysis reveals both common challenges and unique 

national characteristics, highlighting the need for context-sensitive approaches to enforcement. The 

integration of three theoretical frameworks provides a robust analytical foundation, while the empirical 

findings offer valuable insights for improving environmental governance in the region. Through this 

comprehensive analysis, the study contributes to a deeper understanding of enforcement dynamics and 

provides a basis for future research and policy development. 

CONCLUSION 

The conclusions of this study affirm that environmental law enforcement in Southeast Asia 

remains characterized by a persistent divergence between formal regulatory frameworks and their 

practical implementation, as demonstrated through the comparative analysis of Indonesia, Malaysia, 

and Vietnam. Drawing from the findings and discussion, it is evident that while these countries have 

adopted comprehensive environmental legislation aligned with international norms, the effectiveness 

of enforcement is shaped by a complex interplay of institutional capacity, governance quality, and 

socio-political priorities. This confirms the central problem identified in the research, namely that the 

existence of legal norms does not guarantee their consistent or effective enforcement. 
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The study concludes that Indonesia’s decentralized enforcement structure, although designed 

to promote local autonomy, has resulted in fragmented authority and inconsistent application of 

environmental regulations. This fragmentation weakens the ability of regulatory bodies to implement 

sanctions effectively and undermines compliance. In contrast, Malaysia demonstrates a relatively 

stronger enforcement system due to its centralized institutional framework, which enables more 

consistent regulatory oversight and application of penalties. However, even in Malaysia, enforcement 

challenges persist, particularly in addressing emerging environmental risks and ensuring broader public 

participation. Vietnam, on the other hand, reflects a transitional enforcement model in which 

environmental regulation is often subordinated to economic development priorities, leading to selective 

enforcement and limited accountability mechanisms. 

From a theoretical perspective, the conclusions reinforce the relevance of Regulatory 

Enforcement Theory, Legal Transplant Theory, and Good Governance Theory in explaining 

enforcement dynamics. Regulatory Enforcement Theory is validated through the observation that 

enforcement effectiveness depends on the strategic balance between compliance-based approaches and 

deterrence mechanisms. In practice, the study finds that enforcement in Southeast Asia often fails to 

progress beyond initial compliance measures, limiting its deterrent effect. Legal Transplant Theory is 

substantiated by the finding that the adoption of international environmental norms does not 

automatically translate into effective enforcement, as local institutional and cultural contexts 

significantly influence implementation. Good Governance Theory is also confirmed, as variations in 

transparency, accountability, and institutional effectiveness are shown to be critical determinants of 

enforcement outcomes. 

The conclusions further highlight that the research gap identified in the literature—namely the 

lack of comparative and integrative analysis—has been addressed through this study’s 

multidimensional framework. By combining doctrinal, institutional, and governance perspectives, the 

research provides a more comprehensive understanding of environmental law enforcement in the 

region. This integrative approach constitutes a key contribution to both theoretical development and 

empirical analysis, offering a structured basis for future comparative studies. 

In relation to the research questions, the study concludes that enforcement approaches in 

Southeast Asia differ significantly due to variations in legal systems, institutional arrangements, and 

governance conditions. The findings demonstrate that effective enforcement requires not only robust 

legal frameworks but also strong institutional capacity, political commitment, and stakeholder 

engagement. The alignment of enforcement practices with international standards remains uneven, 

indicating the need for context-sensitive adaptation rather than mere legal transplantation. 

The research objectives have been achieved by identifying best practices and structural 

weaknesses in the enforcement systems of the selected countries. Malaysia’s centralized model provides 

insights into the importance of institutional coordination, while Indonesia’s decentralized system 

highlights the challenges of multi-level governance. Vietnam’s experience underscores the impact of 

economic priorities on regulatory enforcement. These findings offer valuable lessons for improving 

environmental governance in Southeast Asia. 

The study also concludes that its contributions extend across theoretical, practical, and 

academic dimensions. Theoretically, it advances the understanding of environmental law enforcement 

by integrating multiple analytical frameworks. Practically, it provides policy-relevant insights for 

strengthening enforcement mechanisms, including the need for improved coordination, enhanced 

transparency, and greater public participation. Academically, it enriches the literature on comparative 

environmental law by offering a detailed and context-sensitive analysis that can serve as a reference for 

future research. 

In summary, the conclusions drawn from this study emphasize that effective environmental law 

enforcement in Southeast Asia requires a holistic approach that goes beyond legal formalism to address 

institutional and governance challenges. The comparative analysis demonstrates that while progress has 

been made, significant gaps remain in translating legal commitments into environmental outcomes. By 

linking empirical findings with theoretical insights, this study provides a comprehensive understanding 
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of enforcement dynamics and lays the groundwork for future research and policy development aimed 

at achieving sustainable environmental governance in the region. 
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