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ABSTRACT

The objectives of this study were to examine the impact on the offenders during an
appeal to the Court of Appeal and the Supreme Court; to investigate the offenders’ expectation
during an appeal to the Court of Appeal and the Supreme Court in order to protect their right and
benefit; and to explore the possibility and approaches in specifying the time for the trial process
of the Court of Appeal and the Supreme Court so as to enforce the law accurately, quickly and

equitably.

According to the study, the researcher employed both the qualitative and quantitative
research. The samples of the study were divided into 2 groups. The first group was collected
data from 200 prisoners or the accused defendants during an appeal to the Court of Appeal and
the Supreme Court and was imprisoned in Chiang Mai Central Prison by utilizing questionnaire.
The second group was collected data from 20 officers who were knowledgeable about justice
process consisting of judges of the Supreme Court, judges in the Court of First Instance, public
prosecutors, correctional officers, and lawyers with more than 5 years work experience by

interviewing.

In terms of impact on the offenders during an appeal to the Court of Appeal and the
Supreme Court, the majority of the samples were affected in human rights in several aspects as
follows: They were treated as innocent until they were judged guilty or the trial was over. They

were informed the time on trial by the court. They were also affected by the congested stay.



Moreover, regarding the mental impact, most of the samples felt worried and guilty to their

family. They were anxious on the lawsuit, sleepless, nervous and muddled.

With regard to the correctional officers, they argued that the offenders should be
treated equally and equitably according to the prison law. Due to offenders’ impact, most of the
samples agreed that the accused defendants during an appeal to the Court of Appeal and the
Supreme Court should be rights protected. The trial process was very slow. Besides, in the
quality of life as well as mental and physical health, it was different as they were frustrated and

tense.

Additionally, in the expectation aspect, the samples held an expectation in appropriate
and adequate hygiene, cleanliness, food and drink management. They also expected to know the

definite trial time.

In accordance with the sample interview, they contended that the trial of the Supreme
Court was tardily. The lawsuit management was not in compliance with the law. Due to the
application of a series of a trial system in the Supreme Court, the samples both agreed that it
would work effectively and disagreed that there would be problems and obstacles, including less
possibility to operate. Furthermore, regarding approaches in specifying the time for the trial
process, all samples were in agreement that the case meeting and trial should be carried out one
by one so as to be finalized quickly and consistently with a quorum. Besides, since the Supreme
Court did not have witness investigation, the time of reading the Supreme Court’s judgement

should be indicated.



