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The research on “The Protection of Rights and Liberty of the Defen-dant in
Relation with Inadmissible Evidence in Criminal Case’” has main purpose for
analysing and presenting methods of rectifying a problem attributable to infringing
a law of inadmissible evidence in criminal case that caused the defendant’s rights
and liberty not being protected by the spirit of law.

This research methodology has been conducted through the recumulation of
related articles, researches, reports, provisions of a law and relevant theories of the
protection of rights and liberty of the defendant and inadmissible evidence in
criminal case including the judgment of courts.

The outcome of the study to be abridged that the provisions in the
Constitution of the Kingdom of Thailand and the relevant law with inadmissible
evidence in criminal case of Thailand as closely as those of international standards

and closely as foreign laws only certain aspects should be added in law
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enforcement that is not in accordance with the spirit of law. That result is the
principle of inadmissible evidence in criminal case could not be able to protect the
rights and liberty of defendant as much as it should.

_ Author has proposals that Parliament should amend related statutory
provisions to be more specific and the Supreme Court should set a new precedent
for an application of law about inadmissible evidence in criminal case in order to

protect rights and liberty of the defendant according to the spirit of law.
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