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ABSTRACT

This thesis has objectives to protect injured persons in trying a case in group type, in
issues of notifying group members to show intention of leaving the group, or dividing into small
groups and binding result in the case judgment in group type

From studying, it is found that when there are orders permitting for group prosecution,
the court will perform the function in sending notices to group members. If group members do not
wish to be bound by result of judgment, group members are entitled to show intention to leave
from group, under Section 222/15(5) and Section 222/16, but the law does not determine the type
of debt for leaving from the group. Therefore, all types of debt can leave from the group. If any
group member leaves from the group and brings the cases to new lawsuit, there will be conflicting
contents in the result of judgment. Prosecution in group type can be divided into small groups
according to Section 222/24, because nature of damage is different but the law did not determine
any person performing the duty on behalf of members of small groups. Therefore, problems occur
that there is no person doing the duty on behalf of members of small group. When there is
judgment of cases in group type, it causes group members not to know the notice because of
geographic condition, as special behavior to be bound according to the judgment, and cannot
bring the case to prosecute, the prosecution is deemed as repeated prosecution under the Civil
Procedural Code, Section 148

From the study, the researcher recommended that there should be determination of debt
type of damages only to show intention of leaving of group and to modify the provisions of

Supreme Court Chief Judge on prosecution in group type, B.E. 2559 (2016), appointing persons
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to do the duty replacing members of small groups. The binding result of judgment on group
members, there should be modifying of the provisions in Section 148, adding Sub-section 4 of the
Civil Procedural Code. Any group members who do not know notices, having special conduct,

can prosecute again but the prosecution is not repeated prosecution





