| 199325

Wiz TyaATITNYMNANTIs W.A. 2498 TR NUITANIUNANN-

v
YA o

I 3 PN
o1 lurnanms Blasmmzuontiusonnnnmagisssy Tnsdhtisnnamihi
o 4 1 a ’ @ wa
WmmsaeumuafeaNIziinuIANA AU NE1IRE MUNIETTYUATI SUYY-
AANT WA 2498 11931 47 TeyelA 19 8uMsNMIS AR IMITeUTIUARDIN
b1 Y L2
5 1A Fetgan

A ar

“UNHITNTS ‘ﬁ’iill‘h!ﬂl'ﬁiﬂﬂﬂﬂﬁ‘ﬂﬁ']i 3J’6'lu'm‘lfl’lﬂ'liﬂﬂﬂﬁ’luﬂﬂ’6'lm'l

9

v Y

9
ar d U o
va1lae geegludnamanms !,mmiJmﬂ’ﬂumJﬂ’J‘iN‘UGﬂ?U‘]JﬂJ‘MW“’ﬁQGlHu”IﬂV]WIS-
g s [ o =1 g y o
Fudaandasimsaeuaiunla nil TigasunavsamiinanugesuaIuaulszuie-
ARMUIBITANITUININBINY
o 1] ] YR 1

msasuaIusinanlulssaney 1oe dumsasuauamuilszuia-
AMNIEIBRTANANUDIYIAIY”

a P ¢ @ AR 1 R o 9 A 2 o

INNUNUTRT VY mwﬁﬂmmmwmﬂumiﬁanmuﬂﬂmfgﬂﬂaaﬂms-
nslSeuisusuninauaevalu tazSeueuduwinaudsmsnalsou

I~ H a = waey o { o T ¥ o
°luﬂszmuﬁﬂa°lﬁ’mﬂi']iuum"lu‘vmﬂgmmummwﬁﬁmmm esinsud v

4 FY a wa Y a = 4
TWaeandes uazluuomalfiaaungransiidany uazllsz@nsamuniu

namsanymuh Hyminedudnnemhinlumsaevaiunfenan
v o A
Taggumsnms Asil
1. Yamiferfumsidgundemsmmsiivnumlunssuumsyasssu-
A A Ao o Ao dat ¥ A °
nmsunnu ) Ae Tswihnmsaevaiu laghdsmsnmisaliniinasivd iy
A Y oa 2 9
amsdevautaziinihidesndan
1 b4
2. Samifmfudmumsasuaiuvessomsnmsiiu Tiamnsarh 14
fuiliundlumagdsssuld
3. flymlumsnlSsuinisund ﬁmﬂ5‘"maﬂgﬁmmwmimwmmmm
a1 37 isemsnms luguzdaoumund hisunsanszih 1@
4. Tamlumsasnaeunnugndesvesmsasvaiu Taglilimsdiga

o A A s A
21U ﬂiﬂﬂi?%ﬁ@ﬂiﬂﬂuﬂﬂa 13I983ANIOU



199325
The Act of the Constitution of the Military Court A.D. 1955 prescribed

criminal procedures in military courts in a different manner from that of courts
of justice. The persons authorized to conduct such inquiries are different as well.
The Act of the Constitution of the Military Court A.D. 1955, article 47 prescribed
that a judge advocate could conduct an inquiry in military criminal cases in the
following fashion.

“A judge advocate has an authority to conduct inquiry in all criminal
cases within the power of the military court. If there is reasonable cause, the
commander may order commissioned officers to conduct the inquiry. However,
that the power of the inquiry official be in accordance with the code of criminal

procedure should not be eliminated.
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Such inquiry in the previous clause must be considered an inquiry in
accordance with the code of criminal procedures as well.”

This thesis aims to study the authority vested in the judge advocate in
ihquiries concerning criminal cases in comparison with that of officials and
the public prosecutor. Investigated are areas that may lead to problems in
performing such duties in order to amend problematic areas so as to be in
consonance with legal procedure in a more distinétive and efficient manner.

Findings indicate that problems regarding the power and duties of judge
advocates in criminal case inquiries are as follows:

1. There are problems regarding authorizing the judge advocate to have
additional powers in military justice procedures in the course of criminal case
inquiries. The judge advocate has the duty to examine the wording of the inquiry
and to impede the case as well.

2. There are problems regarding the rulings of judge advocate inquiries
which could not be used in a court of justice.

3. There are problems regarding the settling of cases in accordance with
the Code of Criminal Procedure, article 37, the provisions of which would
prevent a judge advocate from carrying out certain duties in criminal inquiries.

4. There are problems regarding verifying the correctness of such

inquiries since there is no check and balance system involving appeals.





