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Legal Issue Related to Presumption of Article 15
and Law Enforcement of Article 65 in the Narcotics Act B.E. 2522
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Abstract

The purposes of the article is to study backeround and the legal issues related to
presumption of Article 15 and law enforcement of Article 65 in the Narcotics Act B.E. 2522 in

order to find out amended ways for efficiency in law improvement.

It was noted that Article 15 of the Narcotics Act B.E. 2522; narcotics quantity was
basically mandated to impose penalties and the actual quantity that set by the act is least,
therefore, the offender is inappropriately punishment because the offender should be treated
instead of imprisonment. Unlike laws related drug in international, including England, United
States and the Federal Republic of Germany that behaviors committing on offences are taken
to consider for guilty and penalty. In addition, Article 65 of the act imposes penalty which do
not provide opportunity for defendant to prove the facts and do not classify the level of

involvement with drugs. It is not appropriate for guilty and leads to unfair for offenders.

Finally, there is a suggestion to amend the Narcotics Act B.E. 2522 in respect of the
quantity of narcotic drugs as a condition of the presumption of Article 15, Paragraph 3 and the
enforcement of the Article 65. It shall increase additional penalties to narcotics importing for
personal purposes to be appropriate punishment for the offense in terms of more effectively

law enforcement.
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