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The authority of the Supreme Attorney General to review the exercise
of the State’s power is very limited under the provisions of the Constitution of
the Kingdom of Thailand B.E. 2540. This authority is limited in spite of the
fact that crimes committed by persons holding political positions are of the
same general nature as other criminal offenses. The only difference is in the
people who are prosecuted. In such cases, it is said that the Supreme Attorney
General only has the authority to act like a “postman” in initiating a
prosecution in the court. He does not have any roles similar to the roles he has
in prosecuting other criminal offenses in general. There are not any laws

which specifically mention the roles of the prosecutors in handling criminal
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proceedings against persons holding political positions.

The objective of this research is to study the authority of the Supreme
Attorney General in handling criminal proceedings against persons holding
political positions. This authority seems to be less than the authority of the
Supreme Attorney General which is found in the Criminal Procedure Code.
That Code gives the Supreme Attorney General the discretion to prosecute a
criminal offense or withhold a criminal prosecution.

It is the opinion of this researcher that the authority of the Supreme
Attorney General should clearly be enhanced and amended. In addition, this
research also focuses on the study of the limited authority of prosecutors to
handle criminal proceedings against persons holding political positions. The
research examines how this authority can be balanced with the authority of
other independent organizations, such as the National Prevention and Counter
Corruption Commission.

The results of the research reveal that if the authority of the Supreme
Attorney General in reviewing the exercise of the State’s power is increased to
the same level as his authority to handle general criminal cases, the handling
of criminal proceedings against persons holding political positions would be
more efficient. This increased efficiency is due to the fact that the Supreme
Attorney General would be able to take part in the investigative process, the
gathering of the evidence and the adjustment of the facts to fit the elements of

the crimes . He would also be able to exercise his discretion in handling cases

to be prosecuted. This would decrease the time of the process and the
problems arising from working with the National Prevention and Counter
Corruption Commission. As a result, the brief of a case would be better

prepared and it would also be an aid to the Court in deciding a case.





