Fo10amsAuANLLDESY Tymwanngranevesnsdauanu
Y A v J

RN UWANIGAN NPIWNUT

Saan Hamaasutiude

da 14 v a 4 a
a1sgifInmmsAuaNuuYBasy  sesmdnnsdauIe USmndailna
U U
unAnge
ae ¥ Aao s A = = ) A
M3398ATINN IR sz e ANy gy HIHaN 1IN MNIEVDINITA NN Y
4 o Y a v o Y a ua ll
iesnnlumsihnguinedravanu ldisaulsinlidymlunel§iaegiaue Tasmwiz
{ o aa v Y a
MYINUMIIHINBUAZANNUNANIINYHNYVBINTA1INANY
a <Y o A o
1NM3ANE TasMssIuTINLAz IR Iz YayanMANNINYIveIma Hilideno
9 ' ' aa o 4 o 1Y
JoNIIBUAZIBNAITIIFNTANNUNNIINIRBUAZAANUNGINUHAN NG HUYYDINITA
a 4 A 1 YA o aa [ = 4 [ Y
WANUYDIBIANITHIDNUIBNIUANE I TuMsIHIREIazAinN 5 BaAnInanisznouaAlY
mMafm Malnases ABZNTIUMINABHN AVNTTUMITNIFNTHAG UL HIIBIUDY

9
[ v A

aa o ! . < '
YoesgHulinItIneuazAnNuNnaInna1en 3 1IN TagnuInIen 1 1HUINTaN
a g Y vy a A < J Y a < 9 &
vanuilumsdraummwiz Inylidrennuis tuaneh 2 munmsarsanuilumsdransiny
Aa 1 19 a ~ <3 1 Y A I 9 g’;
uazaNuAaua lid1enganssunazuuInid 3 munmsaruanwiunsdensineuas
a A 1 Sid' Yo k) a A a A 4
anuiaTaede AN Idsumsdrawanuldoummuaz@nsauysaiynlszms
aa o = 9 a 1 (= Yy I
msaneazAnnuwanngruuisvesnisauanudIulngSuur Tdwiu 'l
{ 13 ' { o a J (R d . Y a
Tumsen liiluguaedn ldsumsaranunanie lidluilse Temidedn 1d5umsdrauaiiu
y aa o a o 3 A A
nalumiidaeuazng e Taedlu lamwouanien 1 vazuuameh 2
- = A 1 a A 3 1 YA Yo Y a I
msaivdenazAnnun lumenavsedlulse Teasiaedn 1d5umsdrawanuiums
o 1 'd 9 a 1 9y Aa 1 a3 1 Sldl Yo 9 a
daaoausuaivesngrueauanudwwalinanny bidusssuaedn ldsunmsdrawanu

uazinany lmuemanmengrunelusznindnegmeldinuveangrunedrauainy



Independent Study Title Problem on Legal Effect of Rehabilitation

Author Miss Supap Kumapun

Degree Master of Laws

Independent Study Advisor Assoc. Prof. Somchai Preechasinlapakun
ABSTRACT

The purpose of this study is to elucidate problems on legal result of rehabilitation. Due
to problems on enforcement of rehabilitation, especially on interpreting and ruling of these cases,
studying this issue would be useful to find out how these problems legally effect people and
society.

Research methodology of this study bases on qualitative research by accumulating and
analyzing data from legislation, judicial verdicts, pronouncements, official documents from five
legal professional offices: the Supreme Court of Justice; the Administrative Court; the Council of
State; the Civil Service Commission; and other related offices. As a result, implementation of
rehabilitation can be divided into three directions.

1. Rehabilitation nullifies only penalty not guilt.

2. Rehabilitation nullifies both penalty and guilt but does not nullify misconduct.

3. Rehabilitation completely nullifies all, penalty, guilt and misconduct.

According to the finding of this study, the implementation of rehabilitation is likely to
be in the first or the second direction which does not serve a purpose of rehabilitation that is to
restore reputation of the convicted persons, both de jury and de facto. Hence, rehabilitation
seldom provides the best benefit to the convicted persons as it should be. Moreover, when we
compare these three directions of law enforcement together, it obviously shows that law

implementation treats the convicted persons who obtain rehabilitation unequally.



