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The Act on Measures for the Cracking down on Offenders in Offences
Relating to Narcotics of B. E. 2534 (1991) was enacted with the purpose of
promoting more efficient cracking down of narcotic offenders by concentrating
on the seizure of money or property which is the main motive in drug trafficking.
As a consequence, measures have been imposed permitting the forfeiture of
properties which are related to narcotic offences as exceptional measures
distinct from the forfeiture of properties under criminal law or any other laws.

From the research on the forfeiture of properties in narcotic cases under
the act of B.E. 2534 (1991) for cracking down on offenders in offences relating
to narcotics, it was found that the law does not clearly prescribe how the

properties of the accused or the defendant who escapes arrest should be made
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forfeit, nor is there any procedure or method for stipulating the period in which
the forfeiture of properties or an Order of the Properties Examination Committee
can be objected to, challenged or appealed. Furthermore, since the inspection
of properties under the Act is a non-judicial mechanism, it leads to a great
deal of problems in handling such properties. It is thus recommended that the
laws in relation to the forfeiture of properties of the accused or the defendant
should be comprehensively prescribed to include such circumstances. Besides,
the procedures involving objections, challenges or appeals regarding the Order
of the Properties Examination Committee in cases concerning the accused

fugitive or defendant should also be added to and made clearer.





