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The focal point of this study is the structural change in the appeals
system of the Court of Justice in Thailand. The study is done on the basis of
both qualitative and quantitative methods. On the part of the qualitative method,
documents and in-depth interviews are employed. A documentary research is
used to identify the forms of the appeals system of the Court of Justice in
Thailand and foreign countries and the methods used for decreasing pending
cases in the Appeal Court and the Supreme Court of Thailand at present and in
the future. In-depth interviews of judges acting in executive capacity are
conducted, including the President of the Supreme Court, the Vice President
of the Supreme Court, the Advisors of the Supreme Court and the Chief

Justice of each specialized division of the Supreme Court. It is aimed to draw
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opinions from those high ranking judges on the structural change in the appeals
system of the Court of Justice in Thailand. On the part of the quantitative
method, a survey research is used to verify opinions of judges on various levels
about the proposed change and to analyze factors influencing the change. Four
hundred and five (405) questionnaires are distributed to judges at every level,
countrywide and three hundred and twenty-two (322) responses are returned.
Descriptive statistics are used to describe variables, whereas inferential statistics
such as correlation coefficient and multiple regression are employed to test
hypotheses.

It is found, as the results, that:

1. The appropriate form of the appeals system in the Appeal Court
should be an appeal as of rights, and the appeals system in the Supreme Court
should be a discretionary appeal. As such, an appeal on points of fact from
some specialized courts should be directly done in the Supreme Court as is,
whereas an appeal on points of law should remain as of rights of the party but
under the discretion of the Supreme Court.

2. A variable that causes a difference in knowledge and understanding
of the sampling group on the appeals system is age. Variables that cause a
difference in the opinions of the sampling group about the appeals system and
the agreement on structural change are education and position. A variable that
causes a difference in the opinions of the sampling group on methods to decrease
pending cases in the Appeal Court and the Supreme Court is position. It is

found that most of the independent variables and the dependent variable are

related.

®



174401

3. Factors influencing the appropriate structural change in the appeals
system are the methods for decreasing pending cases in the Appeal Court and
the Supreme Court in the future and agreement on the structural change for the
appeals system. The regression coefficient is 18.90%.

It is recommended, according to the study, that:

1. The appeals system of the Supreme Court should be changed to be a
discretionary system, while an appeal to the Supreme Court from some
specialized courts should remain as is. A direct appeal to the Supreme Court
on points of law should be at discretion of the Supreme Court.

2. The process related to filing an appeal with the Supreme Court should
be improved to be in line with a new system: the regulations of the Supreme
Cour_t in respect of discretionary appeal.

3. In addition to 2., the practice of judges, officials and all stakeholders

should be included in the said regulations.
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