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This th e s is  s tu d ie s  th e  Thai Supreme Court decisions precedented 
to  th e  p r in c ip le  o f "co rrobo ra tive  ev idence". Research r e s u l t  rev ea ls  th a t  
th e  Thai Supreme Court adopted the s im ila r  view o f "corroboration" 
a p p lic a b le  to  th e  common law c ase s . Such p r in c ip le  was o r ig in a ly  devised 
in  th e  Common law system  to  p ro te c t  the accused from h is /h e r  conv iction  o f 
crime through th e  mere usage o f uncorroborated evidence. However, the Thai 
"co rro b o ra tiv e  evidence" goes beyond the common law ru le  when i t  attem pts 
to  e la b o ra te  th e  more l i a i e n t  standard, of p roof in  Criminal ca se s . According 
to  th e  Thai p r in c ip le  o f "proof beycn.d a reasonab le  doubt", co rroboration  i s  
req u ired  more a s  a m a tte r o f p ra c tic e  than as a m atte r o f law. This i s  so 
because th e re  i s  no d e f in i t e  ru le  as to  the circum stance when co rrob o ration  
i s  im p ara tiv e . R ather, i t  i s  reg u la ted  only th a t  c e r ta in  type o f evidence 
must be considered  in  c o rrb o ra tiv e  w ith  o th e r types o f evidence.
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