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This thesis is purported to study on special case inquiry official’s search power pursuant
to the Special Case Investigation Act B.E. 2547 (-A.D.2004-) where this act contains provisions in
the subject of the search which is distinctive and divergent from general inquiry official’s search
power, especially, in the matter of search without warrant which rely on suspectable cause and
deferrable cause in which if the warrant is required to be brought, such targeted property may be
moved, secreted, obliterated or transformed away from its original condition. This search power in
special case sustains opprobrium to the effect that the special case inquiry official may abuse
such search power in the way that contravene people's right and liberty. The writer, therefore, has
analysed difficulties in such provisions in the subject of the search in special case inquiry that such
provisions contain any portion which may be problematic in the exercise of power that may affect
people’s right and liberty, and which provisions are deficient of clarity which may incur rigours to
special case inquiry official's performance of duty. In this regard, the writer has studied such
provisions vis-a-vis other state’s officials who analogously exercise their search power both in
Thailand and foreign countries with the purpose to seek for guideline which can lead to efficacious
enforcement of special case investigation law.

The study found that these search-related provisions contain difficulties in the precision
of provisions themselves, e.g. indirectly acquired property or difficulty in clearness of guideline of
special case inquiry official’s performance of duty, for instance, in the subject of suspectable
cause, there is no border limiting the exercise of special case inquiry official’s discretion; and the
writer has propounded multiple solutions to facilitate further amendment of special case
investigation law in the subject of search and to enforce this search-related legislation with more

efficacy.





