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ABSTRACT

The objective of this thesis is to study the concepts and theories requiring the Court
Marshal according to the Court Marshal Act B.E. 2562 (2019), laws on the court marshal’s duties
in foreign countries compared to Thai law, special measures for witness protection in criminal
cases within the court premises, issuance of any incident suppression requirement and order and
forcible seizure of property of any person who commits offense within the court premises in order
to obtain guidelines for amendment of the provisions of the Court Marshal Act B.E. 2562 (2019)
regarding witness protection, issuance of incident suppression orders and forcible seizure of
property of any person who commits offense within the court premises.

The study of laws on the court marshal’s duties in the United States, Australia and
England shows that there are no comprehensive and clear provisions on court marshal’s duties in
Thailand. Therefore, the author suggests that Section 5(6) of the Court Marshal Act B.E. 2562
(2019) should be amended to give the court marshals the power to protect witnesses within the
court premises; Section 5(7) should be amended to give the court marshals the power to issue any
requirements and orders for incident suppression within the court premises; and Section 5(8)
should be amended to give the court marshals the power to forfeit property the person made or
possessed to commit an offense or property given to induce an offense to be committed within

court premises.
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All of these recommendations would increase confidence and safety for judges in judicial
proceedings in order to provide justice to parties or stakeholders in the case, personnel involved in

the judicial process, including the court visitors.



