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Aiming to study not only the legal status of the coup d'etat council during various periods of
time after the coup d'etat in Thalland, but also the forms of the coup d'etat council’s exercise of state
powér during those periods of time, this thesis has generally expounded that meanwhile Thailand lacked
its constitution since the previous one had been annulled, Thailand regularly accepted the coup d'etat
councll as a sovereign with their full state power regarded as legitimate.

Undeniable Is the fact that the state power the coup d'etat council exercised through all forms of
law was considered as legitimate as that exercised by the legislative institution, namely, Pariament In
times of peace. Significantly, there existed the shift of status of exercise of state power caused by the
legitimisation of the Council in some certain ways, epitomised by the particular situations transferring the
Council's status of exercise of power to others. As can be seen when there was an establishment of a
temporary constitution, the status legitimising the exercise of state power shifted from the Council to the
person they supported or the head of the Council, stepping into political offices. Nevertheless, the
Council's legitimisation could be found in transforming its status from the status of the coup d'etat council
to that of a political organisation under the constitution in force at the time. Due to the unusual
legitimisation as such, the exercise of state power during those times thus gave rise to both the
exceptional exercise of state power of the prime minister and that of the Council in the form of a new
political organisation in order to regulate the prime minister. What was more, though annulling the legal
status of the council, the establishment of the permanent constitution did not prevent the Council from
exercising their power bestowed by the Transltory Provisions enshrined in the permanent constitution.
Consequently, the Council could select persons or commissioners on purpose for the political
organisations. This Irrefutably proves that the Council's exercise of state power was at any time beyond
the investigating process essentially constituted under legal state government.

As an official authority over the investigating process under the rule of law, the judiciary should
have denied the sovereignly status of the Council. Provided that any regulations or laws enacted by the
Council had not been beyond the bound of possibility to be legitimately accepted, they should have been
merely the laws temporarily enforced during the particular periods of time. Finally, what should be
uppermost in mind is an application of the principles of the rule of law and the legal state to regulate the

Council’s exercise of state power in anticipation of protecting the rights and freedom of the people.





