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ABSTRACT

This study aims to investigate the theory and legislation of personal rights and
freedoms, especially those alleged offenders at domestic and international level. This will be
analysed in the necessary cases to request an alleged offenders' arrest warrant at the investigation
level. As well as the summons warrant, which is currently essential evidence in order to request
an arrest warrant by the court if it is believed that alleged offenders would flee.

Our research demonstrates that in cases where a person has been sentenced for more
than three years, there are two methods to apply the warrant: (1) inquiry officials may have the
priority to apply their own discretion in order to request the summons warrant; or (2) requesting
an immediate arrest warrant by the court. As a result, it may cause discrimination among alleged
offenders even if some of them have no escape behaviour or any other dangerous behaviour; on
the contrary, they receive an immediate arrest warrant by not having acquired the summons
warrant before. At this point, however, some of them do not acquire fairness. Additionally, it also
has an issue in the case of sending the summons warrant to alleged offenders, which will be

evidence to request the arrest warrant. In particular, the method of how to send the summons
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Warrant, which has long been debatable, whether inquiry officials could send the summons
warrant by post.

The researcher suggests that in terms of arrest warrant causes that should be amended
in the Criminal Procedure Code, Section 66 by establishing a standard for the arrest warrant. This
should emphasise reasonability and human rights in particular; this should be in writing. In
addition, the process for sending the summons warrant and the cancellation of its arrest warrant
should be specified in Section 68 in the case that such an arrest warrant was issued due to escape
behaviour. This could be requested by the court in order to have an arrest warrant revoked if there
is evidence that the individual has no intention of fleeing, in which case the court may revoke the

arrest warrant.



