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ABSTRACT

1793288

The objectives of this research were to study 1) the function of the Constitutional Court
in checking the use of state power of the political holders, 2) the problems and obstacles in
checking the use of state power, and 3) the ways to solve the problems of the Constitutional

Court in checking the use of state power.

Data were collected from relevant documents and in-depth interviews with 14 experts in

the field.

The findings were:

The function of the Constitutional Court, lacking freedom in checking the use of state
power of the political holders, was inefficient and did not achieve the objective as specified in the
Constitution. The court verdicts lacked norm. Factors affecting the verdicts were the status of the
defendants, the background of the judges, the social context, and the opinions of the legal experts.

To solve the problems, the general public must pay more attention to the checking process.





