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The thesis found that the appellate procedure as written in the Administrative
Procedure Act B.E. 2539 is ambiguous and not unified, because the appellate procedure
becomes a forceful or compulsory act, instead of a remedial process for the parties
concemed. In addition, the Administrative Procedure Act B.E. 2539 does not divide
appellate procedures in authority command from authoritative control. In the case of
wrongful acts and administrative contracts, this Act does not state precisely or provide
an explanation of the fundamental reasons for an appellate procedure against
administrative authorities. The ambiguity in the appellate procedure also includes the
determination of administrative contracts and the remedial processes for damages
caused by wrongful acts.

Additionally, the thesis found that the elementary concept of interrogation

and the construction of the statutes in this Act are not fair to the parties concerned
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for the reason that administrative interrogation is relevant to the principle of acting
in good faith. The evidence found in this thesis is that whenever reconsidering de
novo hearings, administrative authorities are not able to do so impartially. The inability
to reconsider a de novo hearing renders this provision null and void or an
imperfect determination. Another finding of an unclear reconsideration in this Act
is the place to reconsider administrative decisions. For the appeal court, the places
to receive appellate issues are formulated clearly. The significant finding pertaining
to this Act is that the legal status of administrative reconsiderations is a vague
administrative directive. The construction of the act abbut reviewing procedures is
interpreted in the same sense as an action of cancellation. In legal fact, reconsidering
procedures and acts of cancellation are not alike.

[n summary, the appellate procedure for reconsidering a de novo hearing
and verifying administrative jurisdictional decisions in the Administrative Procedure
Act B.E. 2539 are not clear in their legal concepts, the provisions enacted by law
and the construction of statues. The appellate procedures and the processes for
reconsideration are not fair to the parties concerned in regard to the preservation

of impartiality and the securing of justice within Thai society.





