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This thesis is aimed at studying the problems in the selection, appointment,
recommendation or approval process of members of constitutional bodies, i.e. the Election
Commission, an Ombudsman, the National Human Right Commission, the Constitutional Court, the
Administrative Court, the National Counter Corruption Commission and the State Audit Commission.
The study of the problems starts at the process of senate consideration which consists of a selective
committee process, senate consideration process through the final stage: an appointment by a king.
In addition, this thesis also study the comparison of foreign process that is an important position of
the United States of America. The results will be applied for procedure further suggestion in solving
these problems. This research used document research method in combination with field research

by interviewing the key informants who involved with this process.

Results indicated that the selection system of constitutional bodies which was designed to
serve the purpose of constitution based on the principle of objectivity and freedom in working by
applying the selective committee format, however, during the past, the practices were different
according to the discretion of the selective committee by which the constitution aliow to proceed
unless it contradicts to the constitution purpose. According to this practice, the gap between the
selective result based on the constitution's purpose and the selective result based on the real
practice. For the senate consideration process, it is found that there was an overlap between a
committee under Section 135 and the selective committee in examining past records and behaviors

of the person nominated for holding such position.

Therefore, this thesis has suggested the solutions in order to have the transparency,
efficiency and fairness for every parties. The process of senate pre-consideration that will present to
the selective committee have the same framework and in the senate consideration process, it is
proposed to have some amendments for the concerned section in the Rules of Procedure of the

senate B.E.2544
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