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This thesis investigates putative sclutions to problems pertaining to
criminal proceedings involving money laundering criminals who are the
principal controlling agents, but who yet remain unknown. This is because
such criminals are hidden in and protected by the money laundering crime
organizations they dominate. As such, they cannot be arrested and brought to
trial for violating the law for the prevention and suppression of money
laundering. An important obstacle to rendering justice in such cases is the
lack of complete and sufficient evidence needed to prove the guilt of
defendants. The evidence provided for proving guilt does not always measure
up to what is required in court. At the same time, existing legal measures

pertaining to the search for and collection of evidence by state officials do not

(6)




Vo B

effectively support or assist in the suporession of money laundering offences
as intended in the Money Laundering Control Act, B.E. 2542 (1999).

Findings are as follows:

Using plea bargaining in the course of legal procedures has proven
cfficacious in the administration of criminal justice in various foreign
jurisdictions. The upshot is that nowadays plea bargaining has become
essential to the effective carrying out of criminal justice processes in these
jurisdictions.

In the process of plea bargaining, officials carry out special
investigatory techniques encompassing special tools dependent on evidence
provided by some of those under investigation. The suspects in such cases
were concerned with or actually involved in carrying out the offences in
question. Secrets and other pertinent facts regarding the crimes which had
been committed will be disclosed to investigatory officials of the state. Such
evidence is invaluable, inasmuch as the investigation and subsequent
prosecution of major figures in a crime organization can be successful
because of the evidence provided by plea bargaining suspects, In addition,
plea bargaining is very helpful in the search for evidence, especially when
cases which otherwise could not have been successfully brought to trail in
view of lacunae of evidence and complexity. Prosecutors are thereby better
able to bring cases to court which in the absence of such evidence would be

infeasible.
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In general, plea bargaining is an arrangement made by public prosecutor
and defendant in which a mutually satisfactory agreement is reached. The
defendant will willingly confess and provide useful information to be used in
judicial proceedings in exchange for reduced charge carrying milder penalties
provided that the court consents.

Therefore, the researcher advocates introducing a plea bargaining
measure into the Money Laundering Control Act, B.E. 2542 (1999).
Amended should be Section 5/1 detailing what procedures should be carried
out in treating money laundering cases. Such an amendment would go far in
dealing with cases in which evidence is insufficient to prove the guilt of
major offenders in court. This amendment would enhance the authority of
legal officials in performing their duties in connection with amassing
evidence in such cases. In entrusting this tool to legal officials, the state
would actually be lending support to other legal measures, measures which
could thereby be more efficiently and effectively enforced once this measure

was put in place.
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