A ) v o =y = 9y ar =S 1o
¥ols09mInua wuuda sy ganuvvesnIn lumssuilweuyanaluafvuiy
nsziidua: asaidammasimialudadningueiug

Vo
gHwInYInm 5
= = )
Huet HIGITZIH AaWwHTUITY
= o = o
HEGTEN Aadmansummiudia esugenaasnisilo)

a v v a
ﬂﬂ!zﬂ‘ﬁﬂﬂ1iﬂiﬁﬂﬁ1ﬂ1§ﬂuﬂ’31!mﬂﬂﬂ‘iz

P o Y a 2
TRIATAATINITEAT N aA1Ind m eyt UsemwnlSawn
a115d Indy wisirdna ASSUATT
andnin Taadiwug ATSUMS

unfaee

- & o FTIEN o a o s o
MIAnEIGeIganUsveIgivInE luns Suflmeuyenaluadvuiiunseyighus:

ar o

= e s o ar ar a oy = o ¢ A e o
ﬂimﬁﬂ‘iﬂ'lﬂ"lﬁ‘N‘H’Jﬂi‘uﬁﬂﬂﬂﬁ"luﬂx‘l]uﬂﬁllﬂgjww'lﬂ'lal'lﬂ1ﬂ 5 M?ﬂf}ﬂiﬁﬁﬂﬂmﬂ’nﬂ‘i’lgﬁﬂﬂ

ar s oo - = = o o
némnasimsldgafideesdfivinunlumsiivsanwenyanalundvufunisiigun uae

ki

<

]
el ar o @

o = = ] = o as
'J‘ﬁﬂ']ﬁ'ﬁUﬂ\iWU1H1m$ﬂ1iﬂN‘u']'HUﬂWU'Iu'i.‘!ﬂﬂﬁ‘iflll"lﬁ.lﬂﬂ']'ulﬂﬂﬂ"lﬁ ﬂaammaﬂiwwﬁa‘ﬂ%&

filnadons¥qaniivesfimnulunsfinseniwmnadvufunseitfus szans

u

b

o V9 & oy [ ar o w8 aoa g
dhmneddalvdoyalumsinu Ae grvnpienadanialudsdaduinauefuadiininmn

-«

¥ o ¥ ol

MA 5 Il 18 518 wdnihdeyad ldunTina e lasld355mseiuunaaaidms sean

AWMTUINUAIANNE  Aundy dnlivauunnige wasnmsmsasiamderay dmy
g} ) Y s o oo o - = 2 9
Yoynn 11 uaz“lmnﬂm:nﬂsww‘lum5mmwuuvwmauaummusumm'iﬁnm Ty 1%

HULMATDU t (t- test) 1A% ONE WAY ANOVA
a
wamsAnyiagy 1dasil

o o = = -~
(1 mnﬂaﬂmmmms‘l‘i’fﬁgawuwmé’wwmm“lumswmsmmmuuﬂﬂaiuﬂﬁ

5 9_©

] o o 1 =, aa o ] ar 4
Andunszigus wud PjWWTﬂHﬂ%ﬂawuﬁlwil’l‘iEl.l'lﬂ?l‘im‘imﬂi3%1%1151Iﬂﬂi%ﬂaﬂwqﬂu

. »
ar ar (%4

1 e é 2 o ol o
mmuuuaummwmuuﬂﬂaiuizﬂumﬂ %Q1ﬁ’ﬂ31ﬂﬁ1ﬂ€gﬂﬁﬂ1i‘]ﬁu1ﬁ UNWIIUHangu

s o ey [} i . ) ] o <3
Tﬂﬂamwaﬂwqﬂﬁﬂ'quuuaumaawmuuﬂﬂaﬁm Mo NULENA 1A UGRNINYE

- - [] ] 1 o _ a/ ] ar o s o 9
Wasananueie lkhiimmuendalumsedhdanie’ld  tosndnnasiasildns



&

¥
vosnsuhnifendiu dldnsduddusueiinauaeandssiu wiefiSonieumaduna
o s A oA [T ﬁ e : Qs A A Y-V 9 o -
funeurangruduistdhulluneuiiiihminuazidede lalunmsiidsdsdumdemionalu

MsATMIUYAAA luARTudunsEiIF U

3 = £ o @ ¥ A £ o v
2) E‘f‘ﬂ‘w']ﬂ‘kl11ﬂﬂ11ﬁ’ﬁ'1ﬂfgﬂﬂ?’w']uuﬂﬂﬁﬂﬁﬂ‘ﬂﬂ'i‘l«!‘luﬂ'lﬁ mmmnnmuﬁu
3 & ar t T = 3 A o b g
Wﬂ'lu‘b'u"r‘i‘LlQI@]Eflﬂ'ﬂ’lﬁﬂ'I?GIfﬂﬂ']ﬂJWU'luIﬂUﬂﬂTﬁJFJ"IEWIB'NWU'IHNHLWE]u'i’g‘l_lllﬂzﬂ'liﬂ'mﬂ']u

1 ) g é 9o ) o=y =t ar
Taoganudhopssdm Sedrnnyies 19sznountsiersanad luseavann

&y

ar = s o 1 o o

@) Tedenishunganssiuaziiodumyanadiuiledviiunldlseneums s
aa a a0 a_ o o H L =]
pantainsanafsudunsshidsmisdamauiveuvemsuyAatasdaies
& o g} o o o o = d A
welimsdunouluma fiawinuieeflesdudnanuvesnsuazeziuilangdnisainie

Cabl a e 53 Ao o 3 o 1 [ 4
maMsalan q aRadulszneunisldgafitisRinsanmednnamamunivey anmindede
vasweHyanalumIRnIsanafiniunsziidust wwlianudiosdessssestnaunany

v 9 =t 1 g 9 9 ot 1 ] g = = as
sumovesdidenie ud hildanuddgeegilie wihm msAnu wazgnzirsyg/dany
vosdiformefuduae wazlusznanenudnaudendhma dRwnusRinsanduna

ar o o’, = o 4 - o as

dnpazesuel anel dudes anudury anududuvssfifomosuasiumsnauvie
a W o ' a A v oA 4 ' A 2 9
anueTalelumsIimsvesfidnanu wu msfenisuduissiulaghinanmSonmitels

@S 9 W dszneumsldganfalusedumslduin



Independent Study Title The Discretion of the Judge in Admitting Witness Evidence
in Rape Case: A Case Study of Provincial Court Under the
Region 5 Chief Justice Office

Author Mr, Weerawerch LeelahabumRung

Degree Master of Arts (Political Economy)

Independent Study Advisory Committee

Associate Professor Siripong Ladavalya Na Ayudhya Chairperson

Lecturer Pisit Panichkool Member
Lecturer Watid Sothiphun Member
ABSTRACT

The study of the discretion of the judge in admitting witness evidence in rape
case: a case study of Provincial Court under the Region 5 Chief Justice Office was
conducted with the objectives to analyze discretion enforcing principles of the judge in
witness evidence consideration in rape case and admitting and weighting procedure of the
witness evidence who testified in court through the affected factors on enforcing the
discretion of the judge on rape case trial. The population who gave the data comprised
118 persons from the judges of Provincial Court under the Region 5 Chief Justice Office.
The data were then analyzed by using both descriptive statistics for the general data
following frequency distribution, mean, standard deviation, and percentage distribution and
inferential statistics for describing the hypothesis of study by using t-test to describe the
hypothesis test of study issuel and issue2,and One Way ANOVA.,

The findings of the study concluded following:

1. According to the discretion enforcing principles of the judge in witness
evidence consideration in rape case found that the judge enforced the discretion on trial
in rape case by using certainty proof evidence of the witness evidence in high level. The
judge gave an important with weighting the witness cvidence by using certainty proof

evidence of the witness evidence that if the witness evidence testify in court differently,



the judge will consider the truth further whether the essence is different or not.
Furthermore, if giving evidence in court from ' beginning to lasting which is relevant or
called reasonable with the others was considered the weighting and trusting witness in the
evidence ascertainment judgment in the witness evidence consideration in rape case
according to the testimony principle of one witness,

2. The judge gave an important with the witness evidence who was investigated
in court because of considering the first witness especially inquiring the witness by the
litigant of cite as a witness side to lead the investigation and asking the opposition by
‘the opposite litigant that the judge would make a support on trial in high level.

3. Both the behavior factor and personal factor were the supported factors on.
enforcing the rape case trial discretion or calculating the certainty of the witness and
evidence. When investigating the witness in court, the judge would listen testified words of
witness and admit occurred_ behavior or event supported with enforcing trial discretion to
calculate the certainty and trust of witness on the rape case trial. Furthermore, the judge
gave an important with wound trace on body of the injured person but the judge didn’t
give an important with figure, facial features, education, and economics and social status
of the injured person also culprit. In addition, the judge would consider temper, eyes, tone
of voice, confusion and excitement of the injured person also culprit with intention or
sincerity in giving testimony of testified person for example unintentional thinking or
making story or unwilled saying which supported with enforcing the discretion in high

level,



