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 In 2014, the severe political conflict directly affected many 

people’s lives. The demonstrations against the acting government 

early in the year were prolonged until they made it impossible to hold 

a successful general election and brought the country to a halt.The 

military forces carried out a coup d’état on 22 May 2014 and then 

needed to demonstrate their decisiveness in order to securely retain 

illegitimate power. The abuse of power increasingly occurred on 

a daily basis until it nearly came to seem normal. Amidst this chaos 

and fear, what we can do is document what is taking place.   

 The Freedom of Expression Documentation Center by iLaw 

has monitored cases of the use of power by state authorities to 

obstruct the exercise of freedom of expression since 2010. We have 

done so without any intention to support any political group 

orfaction. For several years, we have published online all information 

that we record at freedom.ilaw.or.th with the intention of providing 

a benefit for the education and expansion of knowledge for Thai 

society.

 After the 22 May 2014 coup by the National Council for 

Peace and Order (NCPO), announcements on all television and radio 

stations ordered people to report every 10-15 minutes. At the same 

time, many people were summoned, arrested and detained under 

Documentation amidst
 political conflict in 2014



martial law in the provinces. Rumors of arrests spread with confusion 

throughout social media. Mainstream media disappeared for days 

and then returned with their ability to communicate curtailed. Within 

this context, iLaw began documenting what was taking place with 

the hope that the systematic collection of reliable information would 

help society grasp a clearer picture of the real situation. 

 At the beginning, we collected data from every news report 

we saw and compiled the names of people who were summoned 

and arrested into tables. We tabulated the numbers every 7 days 

and waited to see if the detainees were released or not, as 7 days 

is the maximum period of time a person can be detained without 

charge under martial law. We tried to function as  a minimum  

guarantee that if someone disappeared, the public would know. We 

sent staff and volunteers to observe demonstrations and wrote down 

the names of the arrestees as well as the times and dates of arrest. 

We monitored the dates of release and tried our best to locate where 

people were being held. In cases in which we could not locate 

a person, we documented this fact. 

 It took almost a month to gain a clearer picture of the system 

and strategies of the NCPO and to ascertain what we should do 

next. We adjusted our website to document and distribute 

information under these conditions. iLaw also developed a system 

to distribute information in English in order to disseminate the events 

and violations we documented as widely as possible. 

 The statistics that we collected by the end of December 2014 

showed that at least 666 people were summoned and at least 362 

people were arrested. These numbers reflect only the information 

that we received and were then able to verify. In reality, there may 

be many more cases that we were unable to access and verify. 

 The numbers of 24 lèse majesté prisoners, 24 political  

gathering defendants, 11 cases of not reporting following summons, 



7 cases of sedition and 42 instances of obstruction and intervention 

into public events are also minimum figures. 

 In addition to the summons and arrests following the coup, 

community radio stations were simultaneously shut down all over 

the country, many websites were blocked, and mass media came 

under strict control of the military. The result was that power became 

concentrated in the hands of the military and the people were plunged 

into fear. 

 In addition to the politically-related use and abuse of power, 

the enforcement of the Computer Crimes Act together with the use 

of criminal defamation charges to silence criticism reached a crisis 

level in 2014.

 The Freedom of Expression situation report for 2014 

is separated into two parts: the political atmosphere before the coup 

which directly affected the rights of the people and the obstruction 

of freedom of expression throughout the whole year. The report 

is divided into 5 chapters in order to convey the facts and stories 

that we documented. Many cases include internet links to further 

details in our online database. This report seems like a milestone or 

break before facing the cases in 2015.

 Even though the statistical figures cannot convey the feelings 

of the victims, the figures can at least provide a guide to the kinds 

of incidents in the past year and also function as a form of  

remembering them. 

 Documentation may not be able to stop the arbitrary arrests 

and detentions or protect the rights of the politically accused within 

the judicial process. But it is our sincere belief that systematically 

arranging facts is the only tool that can remind us what we have 

endured during this period of political conflict and suggest how 

we will live together in the future.





The deprivation of the rights 
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 Late 2013, Thailand’s political situation has plunged into 

turmoil. MPs from the Phue Thai Party proposed the Amnesty Bill 

“the blanket version” for parliamentary reading causing outcries 

and massive demonstrations. Even though the Bill was eventually 

scrapped, but it has failed to douse the flames of political  

hostilities. Mass mobilization has been ignited and spread far and 

wide; starting from demanding the withdrawal of the Bill to  

an ouster of the incumbent government. Even after the government 

announced a House Dissolution, the opposition movement has 

changed their demand to “reform before election”.  

  Concretely, the People’s Democratic Reform Committee 

(PDRC) and its supporters have pushed forward the campaign 

“reform before election” using various tactics to prevent elections 

from happening including blockading polling stations to prevent 

people from casting their votes.  

  Later, the block against the exercise of voting right by the 

masses who succumbed to the concept of “reform before election” 

has paved the way to a dead end for the country giving a pretext 

for the military to commit a coup and impose Martial Law as well 

as to severely curtail rights and liberties of the people.  
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 1 November 2013, the House of  

Representatives has swiftly passed the Amnesty 

Bill prompted a massive number of people to throng 

the streets to oppose the draft law. Starting at 

various spots, they were then consolidated into 

large demonstration sites at the Sam Sen railway 

station, Victory Monument and the Government 

Complex. Satellite protesting sties also sprouted in 

front of the Bangkok Art & Culture Centre, 

Ratchaprasong Intersection, Lumbhini Park, etc. 

  7 November 2013, the opposition to the 

Amnesty Bill has gained much more momentum 

causing the MPs who supported the Amnesty Bill 

to decide to withdraw it from further reading.  

  Meanwhile, the Prime Minister announced 

that the attempt to promulgate the Bill was simply 

to help people who have suffered from impacts of 

the previous coup, but not to exonerate any persons 

convicted on corruption charges. Also, since all 

versions of the Bill have been withdrawn, she urged 

that all demonstrations should stop.  

  11 November 2013, the Senators decided 

against the Amnesty Bill with 141 votes against and 

one abstention.  

  15 November 2013, the demonstrations 

dragged on and the demand has been upgraded 

from simply opposing the Amnesty Bill to the up-

rooting of the “Thaksin regime”. They claimed that 

the Amnesty Bill was simply a toxic fruit of the 

toxic tree which is the Thaksin regime. 

  The demonstrations and political situation 

have become extremely intense. The PM decided 

to call a House Dissolution on 9 December 2013 

and scheduled the next election day on 2 February 

From Anti-Amnesty Billto reform before election
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2014 hoping that by calling a House Dissolution, 

the power would be returned to the people who 

would make their decisions. They deemed a snap 

election the best solution to the situation. Yet, it has 

failed to quell the protest. Now, the demonstrators 

have come up with a new demand to set up a 

People’s Council and reform before election.  

Amidst the tense political climate and all the  

uncertainties, spotlights were beamed at the military 

as they have been a prominent actor in Thai  

political scenes. On 27 December 2013, Gen. 

Prayuth Chan-ocha, the Commander in Chief,  

stated ambivalently about the possibility of a coup, 

while insisted that a solution had to be found through 

dialogue.  

 13 January 2014, PDRC core members 

organized a massive demonstration in various main 

streets of Bangkok (Shut down Bangkok) to 

 intensify their protest. They hoped to bring down 

the government with this grand finale and to  

campaign against the exercise of voting right. While 

the demonstrations protracted, the government has 

decided to declare an emergency situation on 21 

January 2014 to control the situation, though it 

seemed to be ineffective.  

  26 January 2014, the demonstrators  

disrupted advance voting in Bangkok and in the 

South causing around 440,000 voters unable to 

vote. For example, in the province of Trang, the 

Trang PDRC mobilized to lay siege to the polling 

station since early morning making it impossible for 

the election officials to carry out their duties. In Na-

khon Si Thammarat, demonstrators laid siege to all 

polling stations in the entire province making advance 

voting impossible as well. Meanwhile, in Chumporn, 

the PDRC demonstrators put up a stage in front of 

polling stations since 05.00am to prevent the officials 

from unloading and receiving the ballots and the 

ballot boxes.  

 31 January 2014, Suthep Thuaksuban  

announced on the PDRC stage that they would  

allow people to cast their votes on 2 February 2014. 

  But on 1 February 2014, one day prior 

to the Election Day, fresh violence broke out in 

Bangkok with the clashes between the PDRC  

demonstrators who disrupted the unloading of ballot 

boxes in Lak Si District Office while the 200 strong 

pro-government demonstrators were confronting 

them. The standoff has eventually led to a bloody 

fight and gunfire exchange causing at least six  

injuries among the demonstrators.  

  One of the most glaring incidences was  

the fate of  Uncle Akaew, 72 years, who was  

observing the demonstration at Lak Si since he felt 

concerned about his daughter who was selling food 

in a department store, IT Square, nearby. He was  

standing on the side of the pro-government  

Polling station blockade paving the way to a coup
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demonstrators and was shot. Suffering paralysis for 

eight months, he later succumbed to death.  

  As a result of the violence, the Election  

Commission of Thailand (ECT) has decided to  

suspend voting in Lak Si district. In addition, voting 

in the provinces of Chumporn, Trang, Pang-nga, 

Patthalung, Phuket, Ranong, Songkhla, and Surat-

thani was also rescheduled as no ballot boxes have 

arrived there.  

  2 February 2014, the Election Day,  

voters in Din Daeng protested against the PDRC 

demonstrators who were blockading the polling 

station making them unable to cast their votes inside 

the compound. They were demanding their right to 

cast the votes.  

  On the same day, PDRC supporters also 

laid siege to different polling stations in Bangkok 

and Southern provinces and it has led to clashes 

between the voters and the demonstrators in various 

places including in Hat Yai where the PDRC  

demonstrators were blockading the Hat Yai main 

post office causing it from distributing the ballots to 

various other provinces in the Southern Border 

Provinces. The polling station in Bang Saphan District, 

Prachuap Khiri Khan province, was also laid siege 

by the PDRC demonstrators as well.  

  In Bangkok, the 17th polling station was  

shut down in Ban Don Mosque, Thong Lor as  

large firecrackers were thrown inside and the  

demonstrators blew their whistles to demand the 

cancellation of the election. Polling stations in Lak 

Si, Din Daeng and Ratchathewi were also blockaded 

by the PDRC demonstrators, while in the Districts 

of Bang Kapi and Bung Kum, due to an insufficient 

number of officials, some polling stations could not 

be opened for voting.  

  According to the ECT, elections could be 

held successfully in 68 provinces with 20,530,359 

voters who came to vote or 47.72% of the number 

of voters in 68 provinces and in nine provinces, 

elections could not be held at all. 

  21 March 2014, the Constitutional Court 

decided that the elections on 2 February 2014 were 

unconstitutional since they were not conducted  

at the same time throughout the country and within 

the same day. Thus, it was against the Constitution 

and a recommendation was made to holding the 

elections on one single day throughout the country.  
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  The decision of the Constitutional Court has 

drawn out uproars from academics and the Phue 

Thai Party. Kan Yuenyong, a political analyst, said 

succinctly that it was attempt by independent  

regular agencies to remove Yingluck and the cabinet 

from their office by creating this power vacuum. 

Meanwhile Sodsri Sattayatham, former ECT member 

and former Justice, criticized that it was an attempt 

to freeze the country and urged that people should 

come out in droves in the next Election Day in order 

to “restore democracy”.  

  On the same day, a student group with  

a motto “Respect My Future” gathered at the  

Democracy Monument and had black clothe 

wrapped around the monument to symbolize a death 

of democracy. Another group of people was holding 

another activity “Respect My Vote” to demand  

resignation of the judges of the Constitutional Court.

  7 May 2014, the Constitutional Court  

decided to have Yingluck Shinawatra removed  

as Prime Minister as a result of her misuse of  

power in the transfer of a government official.  

  9 May 2014, Suthep and the PDRC core 

members launched the so called “the last battle” by 

laying siege to media agencies viewed by them as 

mouthpieces for the government and convincing 

them not to propagandize for the government  

anymore since all the news distributed by them was 

distorted.  

  The situation seemed to have culminated  

the dead of the night on 20 May 2014. Gen.  Prayuth 

Chan-ocha, the Commander in Chief, imposed  

Martial Law invoking the power of the Royal  

Thai Army claming that the clashes between  

demonstrators of the two factions seemed not to 

recede.  

  21 May 2014, the acting government  

declared that they had not been consulted with 

prior to the imposition of Martial Law by the army. 

Later, the army stated that it was not yet a coup and 

then invited representatives of the acting government 

and the demonstrators to have a meeting to figure 

out solutions.  

  The afternoon on 22 May 2014, Gen. Prayuth 

Chan-ocha declared on TV that the military under 

the National Council for Peace and Order (NCPO) 

has seized the ruling power already.  

  Please see other roundups of situation in 

2014 here 



Summons, Arrests, 
and Arbitrary Detention 

under Martial Law
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 Following the seizure of power by the National Council for 

Peace and Order (NCPO) on 22 May 2014, the long years of  

large-scale mass demonstrations and political turmoil came to an 

end in Thailand. 

 Since then, the NCPO has summoned at least 666  

individuals to report and arrested at least 362 individuals. The total 

number of individuals who reported following being summoned or 

were arrested is 976. At least 134 of these individuals were arrest-

ed for taking part in peaceful demonstrations.  

 The number of those summoned and arrested at a given time 

depended on the political situation and the number of anti-coup 

activities. Under martial law, the military has the power to detain any 

person without charge for 7 days. During the period of detention, 

detainees were not allowed to contact either relatives or lawyers; 

the locations of detention facilities were also classified. 

 Moreover, the detainees were also intensely interrogated in 

order to obtain information, discover evidence of crimes committed, 

and to adjust their attitudes. Some detainees were forced to sign an 

agreement stating that they will cease taking part in politics. Some 

detainees were charged following their detention under martial law. 

There are also reports that at least 28 individuals were tortured or 

treated inhumanely while in detention.

 The NCPO used at least two approaches to create an  

orderly political atmosphere.

 1. The declaration of martial law

  Martial law was declared nationwide on 20 May 2014. It 
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allows military personnel to arrest any person without a warrant; 

arrests can be made at any time and place, even on private proper-

ty. The suspects can be detained for up to 7 days without charge 

or any reason being given. The military also has the authority to 

detain suspects in undisclosed locations. Suspects are not permitted 

to contact either their relatives or lawyers.

 2. The issuance of summons orders by the NCPO

After the coup, the NCPO summoned individuals to report using 

different channels including broadcasting the orders on television, 

contacting them via telephone call, and sending them letters 

summoning them to report. In some cases, the order was delivered 

by a group of military personnel arriving at an individual’s residence. 

Individuals who were perceived as leaders of political movements or 

suspected to be involved in the movements were summoned for 

“attitude adjustment.” Some were asked for cooperation and request-

ed to not join political activities for the sake of peace and order. 

Some were detained under martial law. Following their detention, 

many had to sign an agreement stating that they would not join any 

further political activities.

 Beginning on 23 May 2014, the Freedom of Expression 

Documentation Center (iLaw) recorded statistics of the summons 

and arrests of individuals by collecting data from the NCPO summons 

orders, news reports from various agencies, networks in local 

provinces, and interviews with individuals who were summoned, 

arrested, and/or detained. 

 Only data that is credible and verifiable is collected here. The 

numbers of cases and individuals detailed in the different incidents 

noted below are most likely lower than the actual numbers.
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 May: The NCPO seized power, summoned 

individuals, and banned demonstrations and 

anti-coup activities.

 After the NCPO seized power, they sum-

moned leaders of political groups, politicians and 

activists to report. The NCPO also arrested leaders 

of some political groups as well as individuals who 

may have been involved in anti-coup demonstrations. 

Most individuals were detained for the 7 or fewer 

days allowed under martial law, but some were de-

tained for more than 7 days. Some individuals who 

were summoned later said that they were interrogat-

ed harshly during their detention. 

 Individuals who participated in public 

assemblies were arrested in two different ways: some 

were arrested by the police/military in public while 

others were photographed and then arrested later. 

The NCPO also summoned individuals who were 

suspected to be leaders of demonstrations in order 

to control the political situation and prevent mass 

provocation.

 From 22 to 31 May 2014, at least 139 indi-

v idua ls were ar res ted .  Th is inc luded 84  

individuals who had connections with the Pheu Thai 

What happened after 22 May?
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Party or the United Front of Democracy Against Dic-

tatorship (UDD), 9 individuals who had connections 

with the Democrat Party or thePeople’s Democratic 

Reform Committee (PDRC) or the Students and 

Peoples Network for Thailand’s Reform (SPNTR), and 

7 individuals who wereacademics, writers, DJs, or 

activists. This also included 33 individuals who were 

arrested because they were involved in peaceful 

demonstrations. In 6 cases, the reasons for arrest 

have not yet been identified. 

 During this same period, at least 234 

 individuals were summoned to report. There were 

189 individuals who were summoned via their names 

being broadcast on television while 45 individuals 

were issued summons locally. The NCPO made the 

sole decision about who was on the summons’ lists. 

The individuals summoned were not informed of either 

the reason or the charge. The NCPO also had the 

authority to detain individuals who were summoned 

without providing information about their whereabouts 

for 7 days. 

 June: The criminalization of the 3 finger 

salute and the consumption of sandwiches. 

 Demonstrations continued in June. There were 

demonstrations in several areas such as Paragon and 

Terminal 21 shopping malls. The display of the 3 

finger salute (a mimic of the gesture seen in the 

Hollywood movie The Hunger Games), the reading 

of the book 1984 and the eating of sandwiches in 

public places were also used as anti-coup symbols. 

 Even though the protesters chose symbolic 

actions instead of large-scale mass demonstrations, 

they were nevertheless arrested and charged for 

involvement in political demonstrations.

 From 1 to 30 June 2014, at least 67  

individuals were arrested, including 35 individuals 

who were arrested for taking part in peaceful demon-

strations.

 During this same period, at least 131 

individuals were summoned to report. There were 96 

individuals who were summoned via their names 

being broadcast on television while 35 individuals 

were issued summons locally. Following the 

conclusion of the 7 day period of detention under 

martial law, at least 3 individuals were charged with 

violation of Article 112 of the Criminal Code. 

 July: The NCPO’s actions resulted in the 

decrease of demonstrations yet summons 

continued

 In May and June 2014, a large number of 

individuals were arrested and charged for participation 

in anti-coup activities. Of most significant concern, 

the NCPO was the sole entity with complete  

authority to determine who should be arrested and 

how long she should be detained.  Moreover, those 

who faced charges of violating orders of the NCPO 

were to be processed in the military court system in 

which there is no right to appeal. This may be one 

of the reasons why the frequency of anti-coup  

activities declined in this period. Only 2 individuals 

were arrested in relation to anti-coup activities in July.    

 Meanwhile, the NCPO continued summoning 

individuals in various local areas. Numerous  

academics and activists that supported democracy 

were summoned. For example, members of a group 

of students from Khon Kaen University called “Dao 

Din” (stars on earth) were summoned for “a talk” by 

the NCPO. They were asked to cease their participa-
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tion in a movement concerning a gold mine in Loei 

province.

 From 1 to 31 July 2014, at least 17  

individuals were arrested. This included 8 individuals 

who had connections with the Pheu Thai Party or the 

United Front of Democracy Against Dictatorship 

(UDD), and 4 individuals who were academics,  

writers, DJs, or activists. This also included 2  

individuals who were arrested for taking part in  

peaceful demonstrations.

 During this same period, at least 28  

individuals were summoned to report. There were 7  

individuals who were summoned via their names 

being broadcast on television while at least 21  

individuals were issued summons locally.

 August: The NCPO banned all expression, 

political or otherwise

 In August, a number of groups began to take 

action on various matters that were not criticisms 

against the NCPO. This included the Partnership for 

Energy Reform that held a demonstration and 

Amnesty International Thailand that organized  

a campaign against violence in Israel and Palestine. 

Although these demonstrations were not connected 

to the anti-coup movement, some activists were 

arrested and some activities were banned.

 From 1 to 31 August 2014 at least 25  

individuals were arrested including 3 individuals who 

had connections with the Pheu Thai Party or the 

United Front of Democracy Against Dictatorship 

(UDD), and 2 individuals who were academics, writ-

ers, DJs, or activists. This also included 19 individuals 

who were arrested for taking part in peaceful demon-

strations. In 1 case, the reason for arrest has not yet 

been identified.

 At least 5 individuals were summoned to 

report by local security authorities, including members 

of a red shirt group in Chiang Mai province and  

students from the Faculty of Liberal Arts at Ubon 

Ratchathani University. The NCPO declared that they 

would stop summoning individuals to report via 

television broadcast in response to public pressure. 

However, summons still continued at the local level. 

 September:  Academics were arrested for 

organizing a seminar and students were summoned 

for hanging banners on flyovers 

 In September, anti-coup activities decreased 

significantly. During this month, the only reported 

arrests were those of members of the Partnership 

for Energy Reform for holding a gathering in which 

more than 5 persons gathered in a public place to 

campaign on energy issues unrelated to the NCPO. 

In addition, academics and students at Thammasat 

University were arrested for organizing a seminar 

but they were released on the same day.

 From 1 to 30 September 2014, at least 22 indi-

viduals were arrested including 11 individuals that were 

arrested for taking part in peaceful demonstrations.

 At least 3 university students were summoned 

to report. The students had hung a banner on a flyover 

to commemorate the 8-year anniversary of the 2006 

coup. The students were taken to a police station 
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where they were each fined 1,000 baht. 

 October: A red shirt activist was arrested 

after a funeral and Lahu and labour leaders were 

summoned

 In October, the military arrested Nueng, 

a member of the red shirt movement at Bang Pai  

Temple after he attended the funeral of Apiwan  

Wiriyachai, a former red shirt leader. He was arrested 

because he joined an anti-coup demonstration at the 

Victory Monument on 28 May 2014 and was  

identified in the footage of the demonstration taken 

by the authorities. 

 This month had the highest rate of summons 

in local areas. The military summoned at least 5 

individuals who were members of labour groups in 

Rangsit and Navanakhorn to clarify their plans to 

come to Bangkok to follow up the resolution of labour 

problems with the Ministry of Labour.

 In addition, Sukit Poonsrikasem along with 

30 leaders of the Lahu ethnic minority group were 

summoned to meet with the military after they tried 

to appeal to the NCPO concerning a case in which 

the forestry authorities seized buildings and crops in 

the Taksin Maharat National Park.

 From 1 to 31 October 2014, at least 5  

individuals were arrested including 2 who had con-

nections with the Pheu Thai Party or the United Front 

of Democracy Against Dictatorship (UDD). In 3 cases, 

the reason for arrest has not yet been identified.

 At least 39 individuals were summoned by 

the NCPO during October. 

 November: Students inspire a return to 

anti-coup activities   

In November, anti-coup activities resumed. Meanwhile, 

the number of individuals arrested due to their  

involvement in anti-coup activities was as high as it 

was in the first period following the coup. First, the 

student group “Dao Din” (stars on earth) carried out 

a symbolic action and displayed the 3 finger salute 

in front of General Prayuth in Khon Kaen province.

 Subsequently, a number of anti-coup activities 

led by students took place, including activities of the 

Thai Students Center for Democracy (TSCD) and the 

League of Liberal Thammasat for Democracy (LLTD). 

In response, the military intervened and arrested some 

of the activists. This included the arrest of activists 

from the land reform movement in Chiang Mai and 

the arrest of Kasetsart University students who 

arranged a campaign against the EIA process of Mae 

Wong Dam. These activists were released on the 

same day.

 Apart from the arrests of anti-coup activists, 

other crucial phenomena in this month included the 

arrest of Lieutenant General Pongpat Chayapan and 

members of his networks. They were accused of 

committing lèse majesté by citing the name of the 

monarchy to enhance their business activities.    

 The summoning of individuals did not 

decrease in this month. Individuals who signed  

a petition by the Northeastern Civil Society Group to 

“oppose reform under the military’s boots” were 

summoned. Furthermore, members of the groups 
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active in the Pak Mun Dam campaign were invited 

for talks with the military and were asked to cease 

their campaign. The military also issued a letter to 

summon professors and students from Mahasara-

kham University.

 From 1 to 30 November 2014 at least 47 

individuals were arrested including 34 individuals who 

were arrested for taking part in peaceful demonstra-

tions.

 At least 25 individuals were summoned by 

the NCPO in November.

 December: Arrests with new charges and 

summons as deterrence 

 In December, those who expressed their 

political opinions online were arrested. This included 

the arrest of Thanaporn who was accused of posting 

comments regarding an incident in which military of-

ficers lost their lives in a helicopter crash. He was 

detained at a military camp for 7 days and was 

charged with defamation of the dead. In another case, 

a married couple was charged with lèse majesté. The 

wife was released but the husband will be processed 

in the military court. However, the overall number of 

arrests in this month represented a significant decline 

in comparison with prior months.

 Students, academics and activists were 

summoned this month. This included 4 lecturers and 

students from Mahasarakham University, 6 lecturers 

and students from Ubon Ratchathani University, and 

5 students from Burapha University who distributed 

pamphlets on campus. This also included a group of 

red shirt activists who posted a photo of themselves 

wearing black clothes in December to Facebook. The 

NCPO also summoned 5 leaders of the Coalition of 

Baan Song Rubber Planters and their allies in Surat 

Thani province.

 From 1 to 31 December 2014, at least 5 

individuals were arrested. 

 At least 23 individuals were summoned by 

the NCPO in December.
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Summons 
 From 22 May until early June, the NCPO issued 34 orders signed 

by General Prayuth summoning 476 individuals to report to the Army 

Auditorium in the Thewet area of Bangkok. These summons orders 

were broadcast to the public via television as well as radio.

 Those who were summoned were not informed of the reason 

why they were targeted. They were not allowed to contact either their 

relatives or lawyers. Their electronic gadgets were confiscated. After 

checking in with the military, most of them were loaded into vans with 

dark-tinted windows and transferred to detention facilities that included 

military camps in Bangkok as well as other provinces including 

Ayutthaya and Ratchaburi. 

 After holding power for a month, the NCPO stopped 

summoning individuals via television and radio broadcast. Instead, the 

NCPO assigned local military personnel to summon individuals who 

resided in their area of operation. At least 163 individuals were 

summoned locally via summons letters, phone calls and house visits. In 

some cases, those individuals were detained for 7 days under martial 

law while some were released on the same day after “discussing” with 

the military.

 Out of a total of at least 666 individuals who were summoned, 

there were at least 142 individuals whose status (reported, arrested, or 

neither) could not be confirmed. At least 50 individuals decided not to 

report and are currently on the run.

What did the people 
(who resisted the NCPO) face?
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Interrogation, attitude adjustment and being forced to sign documents
 There are numerous accounts of what happens during detention 

including but not limited to the following scenarios. A high-ranking  

military officer conducts “attitude adjustment.” Some were interrogated 

by a committee of 5 to 9 persons to assess the possibility of pressing 

charges. Some were interrogated and pressured to implicate other 

individuals. Some were detained without interrogation. The NCPO also 

confiscated mobile phones and other electronic devices in order to 

check for connections as well as whether or not the owner may have 

used the device to commit offenses such as lèse majesté.  

 Individuals who were arrested or detained were interrogated 

about their political opinions and military officers tried to convince them 

of the rationale behind the coup. One detainee said that military officers 

posed the question to him that, “Do you think this ‘revolution’ affected 

the country’s economy or not?” He was given three choices: a) not  

affected; b) affected or; c) maybe or maybe not affected. The detainee 

described his fear when he looked up and saw two armed officers 

standing next to him; he felt an overwhelming urge to choose the first 

answer.

 The duration of detention varied depending on if and how the 

detainees cooperated with the military, the urgency of the interrogation 

and, finally, the discretion of the military officers.

 After the interrogation was complete or the detention term  

permitted under martial law expired, detainees were released. Prior to 

their release, each detainee had to sign an agreement that stated that 

s/he would not engage in political activities and would not leave  

the kingdom without authorization from the NCPO. Moreover, the  

detainees were compelled to consent to prosecution and the freezing 

of their assets should they violate this agreement. They also had to sign 

a declaration that stated that they were, “treated well, were not harmed, 

coerced, threatened, deceived, tortured, or treated unjustly,” during their 

detention.
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Arrests made during demonstrations or following the display 

of political symbols
 Pinyophab participated in a demonstration in front of the  

McDonald’s outlet near the Ratchaprasong Intersection. He shouted that 

he was ashamed of the coup. Military officers broke through the crowd 

to arrest him. During the arrest, the officers held down his head to stop 

him from shouting and brought him to an ambulance that was parked 

in the middle of Ratchaprasong Intersection. 

 Woraphop also participated in a demonstration in front of the 

McDonald’s outlet near the Ratchaprasong Intersection. He participated 

in the “Eating McDonald’s against the coup campaign.” He was  

arrested 5 days later by plainclothes policemen while he was shopping 

at Central World Department store. He was taken to the back of the 

building and then later to the Royal Thai Army Club for interrogation.

 Sunantra participated in a “3 finger salute” activity at Terminal 

21 Department Store in the Asoke area. When she was about to leave 

after the event, a group of casually-dressed men approached her and 

told her to get in a pink taxi. Sunantra refused and, despite help from 

other protestors, the men forced her into the taxi. After footage of the 

incident was released, the authorities initially claimed that it was a fight 

between a husband and wife, but later admitted that it was an attempt 

to take her into custody.

Circumstances of arrest under martial law
The cases noted below highlight the different kinds of experiences of detainees.
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Arrests at home
 Nut was summoned but he did not report himself by  

the requested day and time. On 7 June 2014 at 1.30 am,  

approximately 10 armed police and military officers knocked on the 

door of Nut’s condominium. They forced themselves into his room, 

pushed Nut down to the floor, and bound his wrist with rubber bands. 

He was then taken to a military camp.

 Siraphop is an online activist. He was summoned but he did 

not report himself by the requested day and time. In June 2014, 

a group of armed military officers went to his house in Songkhla; at 

that time, only Siraphop’s daughter and his infant grandchild were 

at home.  Upon arrival, the military surrounded his house and some 

went inside to harshly question Siraphop’s daughter to reveal his 

whereabouts. When his daughter said she did not know her father’s 

location, the officers took her and her child to a military camp.
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Arrests away from home
 Thanat (aka “Tom Dundee”) was summoned but he did not 

report himself by the requested day and time. Thanat called the 

military to inform them that he would report on the evening of the 

same day as he could not make it on time.  However, he was  

arrested while he was driving from his farm to sell his products in 

the market. The authorities pursued him and made him stop, and 

then claimed that he was preparing to flee.  

 Siriporn, a staff member of the Thai Volunteer Service  

Foundation, travelled to Doi Chiang Dao with her friends. She took 

a picture of herself holding a paper with “Say no to the NCPO” 

written across it and posted it to Facebook. She was taken into 

custody on her way back from the trip after military and police 

officers requested to see her ID card and searched her car looking 

for the clothes worn by the person in the photo. When they realized 

that she was the person they were looking for, they took her to the 

Chiang Dao police station.

 While a married couple was stuck in traffic near a government 

building, they were surrounded and the road was blocked by  

approximately 50 armed military officers who traveled with a truck, 

a van and 2 sedans. The military blindfolded the husband and tied 

his hands and then took him to a military van. The wife held on tight 

to the door and refused to leave the car. She shouted at the officers 

and screamed for help. Two armed military officers then got into the 

car and drove her to a detention facility.
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Arrests after an invitation to “talk”
 Thanapol, editor-in-chief of Fa Diew Kan magazine, received 

a call from a military officer. He was invited for a talk at a coffee shop 

after he posted political comments on Facebook. The officer assured 

him that it would only be a talk and he would not be arrested. 

However, when he arrived at the coffee shop, the officer informed 

him that his posts were likely to encourage the people to oppose 

the coup and thus violated the conditions set by the military that he 

agreed to after being released from his first period of detention. The 

officer informed Thanapol that he had to be detained once again to 

prevent further offenses and  he was immediately escorted from the 

coffee shop.    
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Detention in excess of the 7-day period permitted under martial law
 Kritsuda was detained for a total of 28 days. She was arrested 

in Chon Buri province on 28 May 2014 and was released on 24 June 

2014. She gave an interview in which she said that she was blindfolded 

and had her hands bound for 7 days. She was also slapped across her 

face and body and was suffocated by having a bag placed over her 

head. She was asked questions about who provided assistance to 

prisoners and who provided funding for weaponry. She stated that the 

officers would like her to admit that Thaksin provided support for the 

prisoners as well as illegal activities.

 Yongyuth was arrested by approximately 40-50 military and 

police officers in Chiang Mai province on 28 July 2014. The police held 

a press conference concerning his arrest on 1 August 2014. However, 

from 2 to 8 August, there was no information concerning his where-

abouts. On 8 August, Thai Lawyers for Human Rights (TLHR) made 

inquiries concerning his whereabouts at the Bangkok Remand Prison, 

the Nonthaburi Provincial Prison, Provincial Police Region 1 and  

the Crime Suppression Division. No  information was provided in response 

to their queries. On 9 August 2014, TLHR issued a statement  

concerning this matter. On 10 August 2014, Yongyuth was brought to 

the Crime Suppression Division and was charged with possession of 

weapons and explosives.

 Charoen was taken into custody on 14 June 2014.  After 7 

days of initial detention, he was taken to Makkasan police station and 

was charged with possession of explosives along with another person. 

On the same day, he was bailed out by the authorities and was taken 

to an unknown location. However, his relatives were able to contact him 

via phone. On 29 July, Charoen was taken to the Crime Suppression 

Division and was charged with further possession of explosives.
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Torture and ill treatment during detention
 Chatchawal was arrested together with his wife at anintersection 

in Chiang Mai province by approximately 50 armed military officers. 

During his detention, his hands were tied behind his back and he was 

beaten by 2 men who wore animal masks. He was taken in a van and 

was beaten throughout the journey. Electric wires wrapped in cotton 

were stuffed into his anus as well as tied to his genitals; his body was 

soaked with water and then he was electrically shocked. When he tried 

to cry out, his head was covered with a bag that made screaming 

impossible and breathing difficult. A pistol was put in his mouth in 

order to make him confess where he allegedly hid the weapons. He 

was detained for many days before he was taken to a press conference 

and was accused of being involved in M79 shooting incidents.

 Kittisak, a suspect in the “Men in Black” case, was arrested at 

his workplace without an arrest warrant. During his detention, he was  

interrogated with a bag covering his head in order to prevent him from 

seeing the interrogators’ faces. He was slapped on his head and his 

mouth.  He was also forced to lie down on the floor and his breathing 

was made d ifficu l t  by hav ing men s i t  on h is  fee t  and  

body. He was tortured to confess regarding the incident on 10 April 

2010 as well as to provide the names of other persons who may have 

been involved in the same incident. The bag was taken off his head 

while he slept, but his hands were cuffed at all times.
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 Bancha was arrested in the middle of the night by uniformed 

military and police officers while he was smoking marijuana with his 

friends at home. He was blindfolded throughout the entire ride to an 

unknown location. Upon his arrival, he was kicked, slapped and threat-

ened. The interrogator forced him to reveal the names of those who 

were involved in the drug network. When he said he did not have any 

information then he was kicked by many men. After being beaten for 

an hour, he was thrown into a dirt hole in which his body was buried 

but his head remained free. He was buried in this fashion for around 

half an hour before he was taken out of the hole. Bancha was then 

beaten from midnight until the next morning before he was taken to a 

police station to pay a fine for possession of marijuana. The evidence 

that was used against him included 2 packs of marijuana and more 

than 100 leaves of kratom that were found in his home. (Note Kratom 

is a leaf that is often abused as a psychotropic drug in parts of South-

east Asia.) 

 There are at least 28 reported cases of torture and ill treatment 

during detention under martial law. Most individual who were beaten 

or tortured are suspected to have been involved with political violence. 

 Most of them were detained for more than 7 days with without 

charge in unknown locations and were unable to contact anyone. Many 

detainees pled guilty because they could no longer tolerate their  

situation. Many are currently being held in prison custody awaiting 

trial.





Lèse majesté cases: 

One step forward, 

three steps backward 
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 In early 2014, the situation of cases concerning Article 112 

of the Criminal Code, or lèse majesté cases, was relatively less tense 

in comparison to the post-coup period. A number of verdicts made 

prior to the coup were in favor of the accused. The rights of the 

accused and society were given an importance greater than the 

infliction of severe sanctions. Leniency was shown, particularly to 

defendants with health problems.  

 But after the 22 May 2014 coup, the number of lèse majes-

té cases rose sharply. An announcement was issued by the junta to 

empower the military court to process civilians. Secret trials and 

harsh punishment have been used. While the trials conducted by 

civilian courts helped to ease social tensions, this easing up has 

ceased in the post-coup political climate.
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 On 17 February 2014, the Supreme Court upheld the verdict 

of the Court of the First Instance to sentence Bundit, who made  

a remark allegedly insulting to the King at a seminar held by the  

Election Commission of Thailand in 2003, to four years imprisonment. 

The sentence was suspended for two years as the accused suffered 

from schizophrenia and was advanced in age. The ruling by the Court 

of First Instance was made in March 2006; this decision had d been  

overturned by the Appeal Court which sentenced Bundit to two years 

and eight months of imprisonment with no suspension in December 

2007.  

 On 26 March 2014, the Appeal Court dismissed the case 

against Surapak, who was accused of creating a Facebook page  

featuring information insulting to the King. In an affirmation of the Court 

of First Instance’s verdict, the Appeal Court reasoned that the evidence 

presented by the prosecution failed to carry enough weight to prove 

the guiltiness of the accused.  

 On 17 April 2014, the South Bangkok Court dismissed the 

case against the vendor of “Kong Chak Pi Sat” (Thai translation of The 

Devil’s Discus), a book banned in Thailand. The Court noted that even 

though the accused sold a book with content deemed insulting to the 

King, the prosecution failed to prove that the accused would have known 

about the content of the book and therefore there was not sufficient 

evidence to prove that the accused intended to commit the offence.  

Verdicts in line with good practice created 
a less tense climate prior to the coup 
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 On 8 May 2014, the Appeal Court upheld the verdict of the 

Court of First Instance to imprison Ekachai for five years for selling a 

VCD that contained an ABC documentary and Wikileaks material. The 

sentence was reduced to three years and four months given that the 

evidence given by the accused was useful for the trial.  

 On 21 May 2014, the day before the coup, the Criminal Court 

ruled in a case against Thitinand who was accused of defacing 

a portrait of the King. She was found guilty and sentenced to two years 

in jail. The sentence was reduced to one year as she pled guilty to the 

charge. Further, given that the accused had noprior criminal offences 

and was suffering from mental illness, the jail term was suspended for 

three years. 

 Apart from the verdict made by the Appeal Court in the case 

against Ekachai, the other four verdicts helped to ease the tensions 

caused by the use of the draconian law. The accused persons who 

suffered from health problems or may have committed the alleged crimes 

as a result of health problems were sentenced to suspended terms in 

order to give them time to seek treatment. 

 In these cases, the Courts seemed to uphold the principle  

provided for in Article 227(2) of the Criminal Procedure Code that, 

“Where any reasonable doubt exists as to whether or not the accused 

has committed the offence, the benefit of the doubt shall be given to 

him.” 

 In addition, in the verdicts in the cases against Surapak and 

Thitinand, the Court did not just consider the case qua case, but also 

the overall political and social context as well. In the case against  

Thitinand, the Court viewed the suspension of her sentence as a deci-
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sion that benefited the entire society, not only the accused.  In the 

verdict by the Appeal Court in the case against Surapak, the Court ruled 

that returning a conviction in a sensitive case, such as a lèse majesté 

case without solid evidence, would  simply cause further divisions in 

society.  

 It is possible that the Courts have realized that lèse majesté 

cases are public cases and any verdict will have unavoidable impacts 

on the political climate and therefore the Courts must adjust themselves. 

Social pressure and critiques of the functioning of the Courts and the 

problems of the Article 112 of the Criminal Code likely influenced the 

ways in which verdicts were written during early 2014 prior to the coup.



40

An increase in lèse majesté cases 
after the coup 

 One of the first priorities declared by the National Council for 

Peace and Order (NCPO), the coup makers, was to protect the  

monarchy. It was mentioned in NCPO Announcement No. 1 that, “(We) 

pledge to hold in high esteem and protect the monarchy.”    

After the coup, attempts have been made to quickly arrest and  

prosecute individuals accused of committing  offences against the King 

and the number of cases has sharply risen.  

 On 22 May 2014, the prosecutors indicted “Thongchai”,  

a resident from Chiang Mai, who was accused of tossing a flag bearing 

the emblem of the King into the river during a 2010 provincial Red Shirt  

demonstration in the Chiang Mai Provincial Court.  He turned himself in 

December 2010 and was granted bail while the investigation took place. 

The case against him is temporarily on hold due to his necessity to seek 

treatment for mental illness.  

 On 23 May 2014, Apichat was arrested during a demonstration 

against the coup. While he was held in custody, his mobile phone was 

accessed and a lèse majesté charge was later pressed against him in 

relation to a Facebook post he made. After being held in custody by 

the police for 25 days, he was released as the Court refused to extend 

his detention.  
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 On 25 May 2014, the NCPO issued Announcement 

No. 37/2014 to empower the military court to try cases related to 

security as well as violations of NCPO announcements and orders and 

violations of Article 112. Basically, after the announcement came into 

force, any civilian found to have committed a lèse majesté offence is to 

be tried in the Military Court. While martial law is in force, the Military 

Court will function as a single-tiered court with no chance to appeal the 

verdict.  

 On the same day, “Somsak Pakdidej”, editor of Thai E-News, 

was arrested on a lèse majesté charge for publishing an article penned 

by Gile Ungphakorn in 2011. “Somsak” was initially held in custody 

at the Criminal Court but was later transferred and indicted at the Military 

Court. During the first hearing of the case on 24 November 2014, 

“Somsak” pleaded guilty to the charge and was instantly sentenced to 

nine years, which was then reduced to four years and six months.  

 On 2 June 2014, police officials arrested Yutthasak, a taxi  

driver whose conversation with a passenger in his car was recorded 

and used as incriminating evidence in a case filed against him in 

January 2014. Initially, he was held in custody and denied bail. On 

8 August 2014, he was brought to the Court without his lawyer. After 

pleading guilty to the charge, he was sentenced to five years, which 

was then reduced to two years and six months.  

 On 18 June 2014, police officials arrested Akaradej, a student 

at Mahanakorn University of Technology after he was reported to the 

police for posting a Facebook message deemed to be an insult to the 

King in March 2014. On 4 November 2014, the Court sentenced him 

to five years, which was then reduced to two years and six months 

given that he pled guilty to the charge. In this case, the Court intervened 

and proposed a reconciliatory hearing during which both the accused 

and the prosecution agreed to make a deal and Akaradej decided to 
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plead guilty.  

 On 1 July 2014, Sombat Boonngam-Anong, aka “Bor Kor Lai 

Jud” (Polka Dot Editor), an activist of the Red Sunday Group, was 

brought to the Roi-et city police station to hear a lèse majesté charge 

reported against him in January 2014. He was granted bail while the 

investigation proceeds.  

 On 2 July 2014, military and police officials jointly arrested 

“Thanet” from his residence in Petchabun. He was accused of sending 

an email message to a third party deemed insulting to the King in 2010. 

“Thanet” was suffering from illness and according to a diagnosis made 

by the Galya Rajanagarindra Institute (GRI), he was in a paranoid state. 

But he was denied bail.  

 On 8 July 2014, police officials arrested Samak after he had 

reportedly defaced a portrait of the King placed at the entrance to a 

village in Thoeng District of Chiang Rai Province. While being held in 

custody in the Chiang Rai Provincial Prison, he was indicted in the 

Chiang Rai Military Court. The case against him was the first in which 

the alleged offence was committed after the coup. He confessed to the 

charge and claimed that he was not aware of committing the offence 

since he suffered from mental illness as certified by a medical doctor. 

The first hearing in this case took place on 11 January 2015. 

 On 9 July 2014, military and police officials arrested Thanat, 

aka “Tom Dundee”, a pop singer and a core member of the Red Shirts, 

at his residence in Petchaburi. The incriminating evidence against him 

was a video clip of a speech he made in 2013. As the clip  continued 

to be shared online up until June 2014, his case was thus referred to 

the Military Court. He was denied bail.  

 On 14-15 August 2014, an arrest was made against people 

accused of being involved in a theatrical performance, “The Wolf Bride”, 

which was deemed to insult the King. Two persons, Pativat and Pornthip, 

were arrested. The case against them had been reported at 13 police 

stations nationwide in 2013 by a group of zealous nationalists who 

produced a DVD recording of the play. However,  the arrest was not 
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made until after the coup. On 23 February 2015, the Criminal Court 

sentenced them to five years each, but this was reduced to two years 

and six months since they pled guilty.  

 On 15 October 2014, Opas was nabbed by a security  

officer at Seacon Square shopping center and brought to the military. 

He was accused of writing graffiti deemed insulting to the King on 

a bathroom wall in the shopping center. He was denied bail by the 

Military Court during the trial even though he suffered from diabetes 

retinopathy and high blood pressure.  

 On 13 November 2014, military and police officials raided and 

arrested “Kawee” at his residence in Surin at dawn. He was accused 

of creating two YouTube accounts, “Muang Prang” and “Noo Maew,” 

from which a number of video clips deemed insulting to the King had 

been uploaded. His detention was extended by the Criminal Court on 

19 November 2014. He has not applied for bail as he cannot afford it.

 On 15 November 2014, Lt. Col. Burin Thongprapai reported  

a Facebook page which featured posts deemed insulting to the King 

to the Crime Suppression Division. The following morning, Jaruwan, 

a factory worker from Ratchaburi, whose name appeared as the owner 

of the Facebook account, contacted the police to inform them that her 

name had been used by other people without her permission to create 

the Facebook account. The police officials picked her up from her home 

and later pressed charges against her and requested permission from 

the Military Court to hold her in custody. Jaruwan’s boyfriend, Anond, 

and Chartchai, his friend, were arrested as part of the same case. All 

three were denied bail since they had no money to place as deposit. 

Jaruwan suspected that Chartchai used her name to create the  

Facebook account.  

 On 26 November 2014, police officials arrested Bundit Aneeya, 

who was acquitted by the Supreme Court early in 2014, while he was 

speaking during a public seminar on land reform. The event was  

organized by the Innovation Party. Approval to extend his detention was 

sought from the Military Court, but  on 28 November 2014, he was 
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granted bail given his frail health by placing a 400,000 baht cash  

deposit.

 On 11 December 2014, plainclothes police officials arrested 

Piya near his home. He was accused of creating a Facebook page 

under the name “Mr. Pongsathorn Bunthon” and the profile picture 

featured Piya’s photo. The Facebook page was found to feature 

a portrait of the King with some insulting remarks. Piya admitted that 

the picture was his, but said that he did not own the Facebook account. 

At the time of the writing of this report, he is being held in custody at 

the Bangkok Remand Prison.  

 On 18 December 2014, plainclothes police officials arrested 

Tiansutham, aka “Sira”. He was accused of creating a Facebook account 

bearing the name “Yai Dangdued” which featured posts deemed  

insulting to the King. After being held in custody and subject to  

interrogation in a military camp for six days, on 23 December 2014, 

charges were pressed against him and approval to detain him was 

obtained from the Military Court. He was denied bail bythe Military Court.

 In the six months between the coup and the end of 2014, at 

least 19 individuals were arrested on lèse majesté charges. 

Most of the offences were allegedly committed a long time ago. 

In only five cases were the alleged offences committed after the coup. 

The political climate in the aftermath of the seizure of power by the 

NCPO has definitely given rise to an accelerated effort to pursue lèse 

majesté cases.
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Lèse majesté legal actions taken against those 
summoned and held in custody

under martial law 

 After the coup, the NCPO issued orders to summon individuals 

claiming that it is in the service of, “the effective upkeep and 

maintenance of security and public order.” At least 666 individuals have 

been summoned to report themselves. While most of them are affiliated 

either with political groups or parties,  a number of those summoned 

were not well-known figures.  

 On 24 May 2014, Sgt. Prasit, a former Pheu Thai MP, turned 

himself in after his name was included in NCPO Order No. 5/2014  

requesting individuals to report themselves. He was then held in custody 

in a military camp under martial law and charged with a lèse majesté case 

at Choke Chai Police Station on 29 May 2014 and was then transferred 

to Bangkok Remand Prison. His request for bail was denied. On 3  

December 2014, the Criminal Court sentenced him to five years in jail, 

which was reduced to two years and six months since he pled guilty. The 

sentence was not suspended since the Court claimed that the accused 

had committed a similar offence before and this time his offence was 

even more grave.  

 On 1 June 2014, the NCPO issued Order No. 44/2014 

requesting 26 individuals to turn themselves in including Chaliaw, 

Siraphop, Khatawut and “Jakkrawut”. Chaliaw, Khatawut and 
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“Jakkrawut” reported to the authorities as requested;  Siraphop did not, 

but was later arrested. Lèse majesté charges were pressed against all 

four of them. 

 Chaliaw was accused of editing and uploading an audio clip 

deemed insulting to the King to 4Share.com. On 10 June 2014, he was 

brought to the Criminal Court to extend his detention and his request  

for bail was denied. On 29 August 2014, Chaliaw pled guilty to the charge 

against him and was sentenced to three years, which was then reduced 

to a suspended sentence of one year and six months. The case is  

pending in the Appeal Court.

 Khatawut was accused of hosting an internet radio program  

featuring content deemed insulting to the King. On 10 June 2014, 

he was brought to the Criminal Court to extend his detention; on 22 

August 2014, he was brought to the Military Court to seek permission 

to extend his detention. Given that the audio clip is still available online, 

it was interpreted that his offence is ongoing and thus his case falls under 

the jurisdiction of the Military Court. On 18 November 2014, Khatawut 

pled guilty to the charge against him and was sentenced by the Military 

Court to ten years imprisonment, which was then reduced to five years.  

 “Jakkrawut” reported himself to the authorities on 13 June 2014 

and has been held in custody ever since. He was accused of posting 

nine Facebook messages deemed insulting to the King. Previously, he 

was held in custody by the police in 2012, but no prosecution against 

him followed. After the coup, on 31 July 2014, he was sentenced to 27 

years and 36 months, which was then reduced to 13 years and 24 

months, given that he pled guilty and previously received treatment for 

mental illness.  

 Siraphop was arrested on 25 June 2014. He was accused  
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of adopting a pseudonym, “Rungsira,” and posting articles and poems 

deemed insulting to the King on Facebook. Someone reported him to 

the police prior to this instance. Initially, he was brought to the Criminal 

Court to extend his detention, and then his case was transferred to the 

Military Court given that the posts in question are still accessible. The 

case against Siraphop is the only case after the coup in which the  

accused has pled not guilty and the Military Court has ordered a secret 

trial.  

 Clearly, the NCPO has made pursuing lèse majesté cases  

a prioritiy. They have even invoked their authority to issue orders and 

invoked martial law to hold persons in custody for seven days without 

pressing any charges against them. At least five individuals who have 

been summoned have subsequently had Article 112 charges pressed 

against them.

 Meanwhile, a number of individuals have failed to report themselves 

as requested by the NCPO. This has given rise to concern that if the 

individuals decide to turn themselves in or if they are arrested later,  

the number of lèse majesté cases will certainly skyrocket.  

 In sum, there has been a marked increase in lèse majesté cases 

since the coup including both cases previously reported to the police and 

new cases. The NCPO has summoned individuals to report themselves 

and then pressed charges against them. There are at least five persons 

who have been summoned and charged as such even though they have 

simply exercised their right to express themselves (this excludes those 

who have claimed a connection with the monarchy for more mischievous 

reasons). As 2014 drew to a close, the number of individuals held in 

custody for allegedly committing lèse majesté offences had increased  

to 24.
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Updates on Article 112 cases 
in process prior to the coup 

 On 10 July 2014, the Provincial Court of 

Chiang Mai read the verdict issued by the Appeal 

Court in a case against Assawin who was accused 

of claiming to have a connection with the monarchy 

for his personal gain. The Appeal Court overturned 

the acquittal verdict of the Court of First Instance 

and sentenced him to five years in prison. On 18 

July 2014,  he was released on bail while the case 

is pending in the Supreme Court.  

 On 19 September 2014, the Appeal Court 

upheld the verdict of the Court of First Instance 

and the sentence of  Somyot Prueksakasemsuk 

to ten years in prison for editing Voice of Taksin 

magazine and publishing articles deemed insulting 

to the King in two issues in 2010. The Court  

suddenly scheduled the reading of the verdict on 

19 September, the eighth anniversary of the 19 

September 2006 coup, without providing prior 

notice to the accused, his lawyers or relatives.  

 On 28 November 2014, the Appeal Court 

delivered a verdict in a case stemming from a feud 

between two brothers, one of whom accused the 

other of committing lèse majesté. The accused was 

previously acquitted by the Court of First Instance 

in September 2013. The Appeal Court upheld this 

verdict as the evidence presented by the prosecu-

tion failed to prove the guilt of the accused beyond 

doubt.



49

Civilians are now processed in the Military Court
 Normally, the Military Court only has jurisdiction over cases  

involving defendants who are active duty military officers. Nevertheless, 

the NCPO issued Announcement No. 37/2014 on 25 May 2014 to 

empower the Military Court to process cases against civilians who have 

become defendants in cases related to national security, including lèse 

majesté cases. 

 According to a strict interpretation of the law, cases that fall 

under the jurisdiction of the Military Court per NCPO Announcement 

No. 37/2014 must stem from an act committed after the announcement 

went into effect. But there have been at least four cases in which the 

alleged offences were committed prior to the issuance of Announcement 

No. 37, yet the accused are still being processed in the Military Court. 

This includes the cases against Thanut, Khathawuth, Sirapob and  

Somsak.

  All the court cases are similar in that all offences have  

allegedly been committed online and according to the interpretation of 

the Military Court, since the incriminating content is still available and 

accessible on the internet, it can be assumed that the offence has been 

committed continually from the past until present.

New and emerging challenges and trends in the 
fight against lèse majesté cases in 2014
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Secret trials 
 Prior to the coup, secret trials were the exception rather than 

the norm. In the past five years from 2010 to 2014, the civilian courts 

have tried at least 41 lèse majesté cases, of which only 4 were  

conducted behind closed doors, and the remaining 37 were public 

trials. It is a fundamental right of all defendants to have observers  

present during the hearings in order to ensure transparency and the 

proper proceeding of the trial. 

 After the coup, the trials of Khathawuth, Somsak Pakdidech and 

Sirapob were conducted behind closed doors by the order of the  

Bangkok Military Court. In addition, the case against Thanet, which was 

tried in the Criminal Court, was also ordered to be conducted in secret. 

It is very likely that any other cases tried by the Court will be conducted 

behind closed doors as well. 

 Simply to require a civilian to be tried in a Military Court already 

creates doubts about the judicial process for the public, but that the 

accused has to face a trial in a special situation whereby they have no 

chance to appeal the verdict is even more worrisome. Conducting the 

hearings publicly with the presence of outside observers is a safeguard 

that helps make the accused feel a degree of confidence that the trial 

will be conducted fairly. But when the Court orders a trial to be 

conducted behind closed doors, this safeguard is undermined.  
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No photocopying of case material is allowed 
 In order to ensure the right of an accused to fully prepare his 

defense, he should be entitled to access all materials related to the 

case. In addition, his lawyer shall normally have permission to make 

a copy of such materials including the plaint, the testimonies, the official 

summary of proceedings in the court (docket) and the verdicts.  

 But in the trials of Khathawuth and Sirapob in the Bangkok  

Military Court, the defense lawyers were not allowed to make copies of 

the materials, including the docket. The trials were conducted in secret 

even though the docket of the hearing simply revealed that the Court 

ordered the trial to be conducted secretly and the accused asked to 

defer his giving the evidence and the new dates for evidence taking. 

None of the content in the dockets is related to anything sensitive to 

national security.  
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The Military Court has doubled the punishment
 The length of punishment for lèse majesté convictions range 

from three to fifteen years per count. In the past five years from 2010 

to 2014, civilian courts have convicted the accused in at least 31 lèse 

majesté cases; the length of punishment was two years/count in two 

cases, three years/count in seven cases, four years/count in two cases, 

five years/count in seventeen cases, and six years/count in three cases. 

On average, the punishments meted out by civilian courts was 4.4 years/

count.  

 Insofar, two verdicts have been made by the Military Court. In 

the case against Khathawuth, he was sentenced to ten years/count, 

prior to a reduction to five years/count given that he pled guilty.  In the 

case against Somsak, he was sentenced to nine years/count, prior to 

a reduction to four years and six months/count given that he has pled 

guilty. On average, sentences by the Military Court have amounted to 

9.5 years/count.  
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Reconciliation hearings: a civil procedure in a criminal case?
 In the case against Akkharadet, the Criminal Court proposed 

a reconciliation hearing, a method often used in civil procedures  

whereby the prosecution and the defendant meet and reconcile or 

broker a deal instead of going ahead with the normal hearing process 

and examination of the case.  

 Normally, a lèse majesté case is a non-compoundable criminal 

offence against the state and no comprise can be sought. In addition, 

the prosecution does not have the authority to strike a deal with the 

defendant. Until this point, the defendant had pled not guilty to the 

charge. Following this hearing, he reversed his prior decision and pled 

guilty. These facts coupled together could not help but raise doubts that 

the Court dominated the reconciliation process and assumed the role 

of the prosecution to negotiate directly with the accused.  
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Infringement on privacy and perpetuation of the climate of fear
 After the coup, a new trend emerged in which upon arrest or 

reporting oneself to the authorities, the officials seized the personal 

communication devices of the arrestees or the persons summoned to 

report themselves, and then searched the devices in order to obtain 

incriminating evidence against the persons. For example, upon being 

apprehended during an anti-coup demonstration, Apichat’s mobile phone 

was seized and lèse majesté charges were later pressed against him 

simply due to the data found by officials on his phone.  

 If the seizure of devices and accessing of personal information 

as such has become the norm during arrests of individuals based on 

political motivation, it will invariably perpetuate the climate of fear as it 

demonstrates that the state can arbitrarily infringe on individual privacy. 

It will also very likely lead to a sharp increase in the number of lèse 

majesté cases.  
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The use of Article 112 of the Criminal Code to crack down on crime 

rings that cite their connection with the monarchy in order to com-

mit embezzlement 
 Prior to 2014, there were two case studies regarding the use 

of a connection with the monarchy to commit embezzlement including 

the cases of Prachuab and Asssawin case. But, at the end of 2014, 

the big news that made headlines regarded a massive crackdown and 

arrest of at least sixteen individuals with three others remaining at large 

for whom arrest warrants had been issued. They were accused of 

working as a  gang that claimed a  connection with the monarchy in 

order to commit embezzlement, led by Pol Lt Gen Pongpat Chayapan, 

the former head of the Central Investigation Bureau.

 In addition, it was reported that at least four other individuals 

have been arrested and face legal action under Article 112 for claiming 

to have a close connection with the monarchy. 

[Click here for more detail]
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A wrap-up for 2014 
and new challenges in 2015 

 Early in the year, it seemed that the climate was more favorable 

to the exercise of the right to freedom of expression vis-à-vis the use of 

the lèse majesté law. A number of verdicts were given in favor 

of defendants and society in general. But during the post-coup period, 

the situation has been turned upside down and it has given rise to one 

of the toughest times as far as the enforcement of the draconian lèse 

majesté law is concerned.  

 Apart from the skyrocketing of the number of lèse majesté  

cases, civilian defendants have been tried by the Military Court. In  

addition, the rights of defendants have been restricted in various ways, 

including the use of secret trials and the meting out of sentences twice 

as harsh as those in the civilian courts. The situation that appeared to 

slowly move one step forward early in 2014 had instead made three 

steps backward by the end of the year. In addition, the situation seems 

set to become even more tense in the near future.  

 As 2014 drew to a close, the number of those incarcerated 

under Article 112 of the Criminal Code had increased to a new high of 

24, in comparison to the previous high of 13 after the 2010 uprising. It 

is very likely that the number will continue to increase in 2015. 

The trend of denial of requests for bail has not been stemmed and in-
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stead continues to worse. Further, defendants tend to choose to plead 

guilty to the charges against them since there is only a glimmer of hope 

that they can fight the charges under the dictatorial military regime.  

The interpretation of the law has been widened to include a range of 

new acts, and it has exacerbated the climate of fear and caused a 

complete blackout of the exercise of the right to freedom of expression 

countrywide. 

  It is likely that in 2015 the lèse majesté law will be applied in 

new and different ways to criminalize any political acts and the accused 

in such cases will face ever more daunting criminal procedures.





Freedom of Assembly/Expression

and Political Charges 
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 There has been a dramatic change in the situation of freedom 

of assembly and expression since the 22 May 2014 coup by the 

National Council for Peace and Order (NCPO).  Under the power 

granted by martial law, the NCPO declared Announcement No.7/2557, 

which prohibited political gatherings of more than 5 persons. At least 

24 persons have been charged with violating this announcement. 

Charges of “Incitement,” specified in Section 116 of the Criminal 

Code, have been filed against at least 7 persons and the Sanitation 

Act has been used to fine people for public expression in at least 

3 instances. 

 Furthermore, the NCPO used various methods to prohibit 

public events on at least 42 occasions. This included using state 

officials to directly prohibit events, issuing an order disallowing events, 

and negotiating with or arresting participants.

The NCPO also charged and prosecuted at least 11 individuals who 

did not report following summons from the NCPO. 
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 There were at least 3 freedom of expression cases with  

significant proceedings in 2014:

 On 25 March 2014 the Chiang Rai Provincial Court dismissed 

charges in the case of a Chiang Rai Red Shirt gathering which violated 

the Emergency Decree. The court’s view was that this was a nonviolent 

demonstration which did not cause a breach of the peace.  

 On 21 October 2014 the Appeal Court issued a one-year pris-

on sentence to former Bangkok District Councilor Somchai Paiboon 

who was accused of giving a speech that incited unrest during an illegal 

assembly at Phan Fa Bridge during a Red Shirt demonstration in 2010. 

He was found guilty of violating the Emergency Decree and Sections 

116, 215 and 216 of the Criminal Code.

 On 26 November 2014 the Appeal Court dismissed the NLA  

Sit-in case from 2007 as it was a protest against an unjust legislative 

procedure. The protesters peacefully dispersed without any further acts 

of violence after the meeting was cancelled and there was no intention 

to cause political unrest. 

 In the two cases noted above in which the charges were 

dismissed, the court rulings have broadened the meaning of freedom 

of assembly beyond that in the Criminal Code;  if it was an unarmed,  

peaceful assembly without arms, the court did not interpret the incidents 

as violations of the Criminal Code. In contrast, in the case of Somchai 

Paiboon, both protesters and government officers used violence and 

therefore the court ruled that this protest could not be considered an 

exercise of freedom of assembly.

Political Cases Prior 
to the Coup d’état
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Defying NCPO Announcement No.7/2557 
(banning political gatherings of more than 5 people)   

 Shortly after the 2014 coup, the NCPO issued Announcement 

No.7/2557 which prohibited all political gatherings of more than 

5 persons. The punishment for violation of this announcement was set 

as imprisonment not exceeding one year and a fine not exceeding 

20,000 baht, or both.

 After the coup, many people expressed their opposition and 

were arrested after peaceful gatherings. At least 134 persons were 

arrested for participating in peaceful protests.  At least 48 persons have 

been charged under NCPO Announcement No.7/2557.    

 Out of these 48 individuals, 24 were arrested for involvement in 

the Khon Kaen Model case, which involved assembly in private places, 

not public assembly. There are 15 other cases  which involve 

24 individuals who gathered in public. 

 Below is a table with details on 12 cases in which the courts 

have already announced the verdicts. The cases are listed  according 

to the dates of the judgments.
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Judgement Defendant Court Reasons of Arrest Result

3 July 2014 Veerayuth
Pathumwan 

Municipal Court

Participation in anti-coup 

protests at Bangkok Arts 

and Culture Center 

(BACC),  23 May 2014

Sentenced to 2 months in 

prison and a fine of 6,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended 

14 August 2014 Sarawut
Chiang Rai 

Military Court

Holding anti-coup signs at 

various locations 

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

25 August 2014
3 

Chiang Rai 

individuals

Chiang Rai 

Military Court

Participation in anti-coup 

protest at McDonald’s 

in Chiang Rai

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

26 August 2014
4  

Chiang Rai 

individual

Chiang Rai 

Military Court

Participation in anti-coup 

protest at McDonald’s 

in Chiang Rai

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

4 September 

2014
Surasith

Bangkok 

Military Court

Participation in anti-coup 

protests at Paragon Mall  

on 8 June 2014

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

8 September 

2014
Anurak

Bangkok 

Military Court

Posted a message on 

Facebook urging people to 

protest against the coup

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

A table shows cases that the court 
had given verdicts
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18 

September 2014
Pinyophab

Bangkok 

Military Court

Participation in anti-coup 

protest at McDonald’s at 

Ratchaprasong Intersection 

on 25 May 2014

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

18 

September 2014
Woraphop

Bangkok 

Military Court

Participation in anti-coup 

protest at McDonald’s at 

Ratchaprasong Intersection 

on 25 May 2014

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

18 

September 2014
Nattawut

Bangkok 

Military Court

Participation in anti-coup 

protests at McDonald’s at 

Ratchaprasong Intersection 

on 31 May 20147

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

18 

September 2014
Sumet

Bangkok 

Military Court

Participation in anti-coup 

protest at Asoke Intersection 

on 1 June 2014

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

27 October 2014 Chainarin
Bangkok 

Military Court

Holding anti-coup paper 

sign at Paragon Mall 

on 1 June 2014

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

8  

December 2014
Nueng

Bangkok 

Military Court

Participation in anti-coup 

protests at Victory Monu-

ment on 28 May 2014

Sentenced to 6 months in  

prison and a fine of 10,000 

baht, defendant pled guilty, jail 

sentence was suspended

Judgement Defendant Court Reasons of Arrest Result

 Note that in all cases in which the courts have given their verdicts, the jail sentences were  

suspended. Defendants who gathered in violation of NCPO Announcement No. 7/2557 have not served 

terms of imprisonment. In addition, most of them have been granted bail during the investigation process; 

the amount of bail required has ranged from 10,000 – 40,000 baht. Sumet’s case, in which his 4 June 

2014 request for bail was denied, was an exception. He was then detained for a total of 7 days at the 

Bangkok Remand Prison before the court granted him bail on 10 June 2014.

 Prison sentences from both civil and military courts have tended to be suspended. In Veerayuth’s 

case, which was tried by the civilian court, the verdict was only a sentence of 2 months in prison 

and a fine of 6,000 baht. In contrast, in the 11 cases tried by military courts, the penalty was a sentence 

of 6 months in prison and a fine of 10,000 baht. The total amount that 16 defendants in cases of  

gatherings of more than 5 persons in a public space were fined was  a total of 83,000 baht.   

A table shows cases that the court 
had given verdicts (2)
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Pending Cases  
 1. Apichat’s case: He was arrested on 23 May 2014 on charges 

of participation in an anti-coup protest at the Bangkok Art and Culture 

Center (BACC). At present, his case remains at the prosecution stage. 

Apichat was also charged under the lèse majesté law (Article 112 of 

the Criminal Code) and with assembling with others to cause a breach 

of the peace (Article 215 of the Criminal Code).  

 2. Panmanee and Sombat K.’s case: Both were arrested for 

participation in an anti-coup protest at the Victory Monument on 28 May 

2014. At present, both cases are at the state  of evidence examination 

in the Bangkok Military Court. Besides being charged with defying an 

announcement of the NCPO, the two have also been charged with 

intentionally causing damage to public property and obstructing officials 

under Articles 138 and 360 of the Criminal Code.

 3. 4 individuals from Nonthaburi Province were charged on 26 

May 2014 for participating in anti-coup protests at Nonthaburi Pier. This 

case is still under investigation.

 Note that for the charges of violation of NCPO Announcement 

No.7/2557, we have not yet found concrete criteria for the cause of 

accusation. Some defendants who were prosecuted were not protest 
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leaders and have no prior record of any political involvement. On the 

other hand, some protesters who were obviously seen as organizers of 

the demonstrations have not been charged. For example, in the instance 

of the 7 individuals who were arrested during a protest on 8 June 2014, 

only one person, Surasit, was prosecuted.

 The lack of criteria for bringing charges and the tendency of  

the courts to suspend the jail sentences indicates that the NCPO  

announcement has been randomly enforced in order to intimidate the 

opposition from mobilizing against the coup and to create a political 

atmosphere of fear. The enforcement of the NCPO announcement has 

not been used as a means to punish criminals for malicious acts, but 

has instead been used in an explicitly political manner.           

 Even though we cannot conclude whether or not this kind of 

use of law creates fear, and how much it does or does not prevent 

people from mobilizing against the coup, the wave of anti-coup protests 

dissipated within one month following the coup. This was in line with 

the rise and fall of both protests and those summoned, arrested and 

charged after the coup, and then another rise and fall of both protests 

and arrests in November 2014. 
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 1. Chaturon Chaisaeng was arrested on 27 

May 2014 at the Foreign Correspondents Club of 

Thailand (FCCT). This case is in process at the 

Bangkok Military Court. He was also charged under 

NCPO Announcement No.41/2557 and the  

Computer Crimes Act. 

 2. Sombat Boonngam-Anong was arrested 

on 5 June 2014 at his home in Chonburi province. 

This case is in process at the Bangkok Military Court. 

He was also charged under NCPO Announcement 

No.41/2557 and the Computer Crimes Act. 

 3. Three Chiang Rai individuals were  

arrested on 15 June 2014 for hanging banners with 

messages calling for the division of the country. Their 

cases are pending in the Chiang Rai Provincial Court. 

 4. Sitthitat and Wachira were arrested on 25 

November 2014 for releasing flyers against the 

NCPO at the Democracy Monument. Their case is 

currently undergoing investigation.  

Incitement to Create  Public Disorder
 and the Sanitation Act

 Article 116 of the Thai Criminal Code, which defines the offense of incitement to create public disorder, 

was also used after the coup. Individuals charged under this measure are usually protest leaders and are charged 

as a government tactic to silence opposition leadership. There are 4 cases under Section 116 which are  

currently in the courts. The defendants have been released on bail and no verdicts have been delivered yet
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 The 1992 Sanitation Act is being used to 

block political expression whose prohibition does 

not fall within the scope of NCPO Announcement 

No.7/2557 or other relevant laws and orders. 

The act has been used in at least 3 cases in which 

the military does not want to issue too severe  

a punishment.

 1. Relatives of deceased victims from the 

2010 political crackdown released flyers calling for 

justice at Mo Chit BTS Station. They were arrested 

and fined 5,000 baht each on 31 August 2014.

 2. Three students from the Thai Student 

Center for Democracy (TSCD) hung a banner at a 

flyover on Vibhavadi Road. They were fine 1,000 

baht each on 26 September 2014.

 3. Two students hung a banner at a flyover 

in front of Chulalongkorn University. They were fined 

1,000 baht each on 1 October 2014.

 These three cases all took place within a one 

month period. However, before and after these 

cases, there have been no instances in which the 

Sanitation Act has been used, even though similar 

protest activities are ongoing. 

 One more notable case related to freedom 

of political expression is that of Tanaporn. He was 

arrested on 4 December 2014 for cursing deceased 

military officers who died in a helicopter crash on 

Facebook. He was subsequently charged with  

contempt of state officials, defamation of deceased 

persons and violations of the Computer Crimes Act.
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 On 25 May 2014 the NCPO issued Announcement No.41/2557 

regarding the violation or failure to comply with orders summoning 

individuals to report to the NCPO headquarters. The punishment for  

violation of this announcement was set as imprisonment not exceeding 

2 years imprisonment or a fine of up to 20,000 baht, or both. 

 Since the coup, the NCPO has officially summoned at least 476 

individuals and unofficially summoned at least 163 by telephone, home 

visitations or sending letters not signed by the head of the NCPO. 

 Numerous people did not report themselves to the NCPO. They 

might have been occupied with other business, did not want to report, 

felt unsecure or had an explicit intention to refuse the authority of the 

NCPO. There were some who reported themselves later and some who 

were arrested. At least 11 people have been charged under NCPO 

Announcement No.41/2557.

 5 defendants pled guilty during their proceedings in military court: 

Yeamyod, Tanat (aka Tom Dundee), Saguan, Samran and Narongsak. 

The judgments for all 5 were identical: a 1-year prison sentence and 

a fine of 20,000 baht, with a reduction of the prison sentence by  

one-half and its suspension.

Defying NCPO Announcement No. 41/2557
 (Not reporting after being summoned) 
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 6 other defendants denied the charges and their  cases are still 

pending: Chaturon Chaisaeng, Sombat Boonngam-Anong, Jittra,  

Worajet Pakeerut, Siraphop and Nut. Two cases, those of Sombat 

Boonngamanong and Nut, are being tried in the civilian court because 

they arose before 25 May 2014. The others are being processed in 

the military court system.

 It is worth noting that there are no concrete criteria for charging 

those who violated Announcement No.41/2557. Many people who 

were summoned and did not report themselves, or reported later, have 

not been charged. These allegations, therefore, do not aim to punish 

people, but aim to create a political atmosphere of fear similar to NCPO 

Announcement No.7/2557.        
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 Since the coup, there have been at least 24 prohibitions of 

seminars and activities on the topics of politics, state administration 

and human rights and at least 18 prohibitions of gatherings and 

assemblies. In total, at least 42 public events were prohibited or  

intervened in by the authorities. 

 Among these 42 prohibitions and interventions, 23 were  

neither political nor anti-coup activities. Instead, they included 9  

activities about land and community rights, 4 on energy reform, 

3 on education, 2 on the conflict in the Middle East and 2 on  

decentralization.

 For example, these prohibitions and interventions included the 

arrest of 6 members of the Energy Reform Network who marched 

asking to participate in the creation of energy policies, the prohibition 

of a seminar on the topic of, “Access to Justice in Thailand: Currently  

Unavailable,” by Thai Lawyers for Human Rights and the prohibition  

of a rally by Kasetsart University students about the Environment and 

Health Impact Assessment (EHIA) of Mae Wong dam. 

 Officials implemented various types of censorship and  

interventions both directly and non-directly. Some public events  

faced several types of intervention such as physical force, intimidation, 

and the creation of pressure as follows: 

 1. Phone calls to insist on the cancellation of activities: at least 

14 times.  

 2. Sending official documents that prohibit activities: at least 

Prohibitions of and Interventions
into Public Activities
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4 times.

 3. Personal discussions to enforce the prohibition of activities: 

at least 7 times.

 4. Informing the organizers that the authorities cannot  

approve the event in time: at least 2 times. 

 5. Using physical force to halt activities: at least 8 times. 

 6. Pressuring venue owners into forbidding activities: at least 

4 times.

 7. Sending officers to observe activities: at least 4 times.

 8. Arresting activity organizers and participants: at least 

12 times.

 9. Summoning or charging activity organizers later: at least 

4 times.

 Upon examination of the timeline of activities, we can see 

that during the early stages of the coup, there were not many 

prohibitions or interventions into activities due to the fact that the  

organizers themselves felt unsecure and decided to cancel activities 

on their own. Soon after, numerous social movements emerged and  

activists tried to organize some activities in order to express their  

opinions. These activities then faced prohibition and intervention by state  

officials. These changes in responses by state officials can be seen in 

the timeline below:

 1. June 2014: at least 1 public activity prohibited. 

 2. July 2014: at least 4 public activities prohibited. 

 3. August 2014: at least 6 public activities prohibited. 

 4. September 2014: at least 8 public activities prohibited. 

 5. October 2014: at least 4 public activities prohibited. 

 6. November 2014: at least 15 public activities prohibited. 

 7. December 2014: at least 5 public activities prohibited. 
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 It is worth noting that the NCPO tried to act 

gently in order to save their image by first calling 

organizers on the phone to request the cancellation 

of activities. But if organizers did not follow their 

requests, the officials then used intimidation or dealt 

directly with the venue owners in order to halt the 

activities. If the officials needed to use physical force, 

they first sent policemen, who have a softer image, 

with back-up provided by uniformed and plainclothes 

soldiers.

 The NCPO remains highly sensitive to public 

activities. The reason for limiting expression that they 

cite is the need to suppress examples of protest for 

others. This clearly shows how that the NCPO does 

not want the people to organize activities about 

civil liberties and social issues, and in particular 

demands or calls for street protests. They have 

taken action to serve as a “nip in the bud” to extin-

guish the early sparks that could lead to a fire in the 

form of opposition activities that would damage the 

regime. 





The Use of Libel Law 

and the Computer Crimes Act 

to Stifle Free Expression
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 Defamation law and the Computer Crimes Act B.E. 2550 [C.E. 

2007] (CCA) continue to be weapons used by both the state and 

private actors to stifle or retaliate against dissent. In 2014, lawsuits 

arose from the exercise of the right to freedom of expression, the 

act of giving an interview to the press, stating one’s opinions during 

a seminar, and making critical comments on public interest issues.

 New lawsuits filed in recent the past years underlinereiterates 

how vulnerable the media, activists, andor academics become when 

they are in their attempts to convey the truths to society. Similarly, 

grassroots villagers who simply want to exercise their right to freedom 

of expression in defense of their rights and have taken the lead in 

creating a culture of criticism to hold to account state and private 

agencies to account also face significant have also been put under 

threats.
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Two cases filed by Thung Kham Company Limited (TKL) against 

villagers in Loei
 The protracted conflict between Thung Kham Company Limited 

(TKL), which has been given concession rights to operate a gold mine 

in Wang Saphung district of  Loei province, and the villagers who have 

suffered environmental impacts from the mine has led to the filing of 

libel suits. After the clashes between the villagers and a group of men 

in black who wanted to transport ore through the village on 15 May 

2014, a number of media outlets and organizations have covered the 

issues in the area.

 TKL filed two cases against two villagers for committing defam-

atory libel under Articles 326 and 328 of the Criminal Code. The cases 

stemmed from an interview which Suraphan, or “Mai,” gave reporters 

from TNN24 about the arson attack on the mine workers’ camp and 

an interview which Porntip, or “Pop,” gave reporters from Nation TV 

about the environmental impacts faced by the villagers.  

 It should be noted that in these two cases, TKL has chosen to 

file the cases with the Phuket Provincial Court where its company branch 

is based. This has created a significant burden for the defendants who 

must travel a long distance to fight the charges and must leave their 

community, and therefore risk their lives.

New libel cases and offences pertaining 
to the CCA in 2014 



78

 On 4 December 2014, after negotiations between community 

members and TKL, representatives from the Wang Saphung  

community agreed to sign an MoU with TKL’s Managing Director in 

which the company agreed to withdraw all cases and the villagers agreed 

to allow the company to transport the remaining ore from the mine site. 

The MoU was made in the presence of the Loei Governor, the  

Commander of the Loei Military District, the Loei Public Prosecutor, and 

the Wang Saphung District Chief Officer on 8 December 2014. TKL 

had their attorney withdraw all the cases against the villagers. 

The Ministry of Energy filed a suit against ML Kornkasisat
 On 15 August 2014, Ekkasak Yanothai, with authorization from 

the Ministry of Energy, filed a case against ML Kornkasisat Kasemsri, a 

freelance critic on energy topics for defamatory libel and for violating 

Article 14(1) of the CCA. The case stemmed from a Facebook post in 

“Talk with Mom Korn” which stated that the diesel fuel sold to Lao was 

cheaper than its retail price in Thailand. The Ministry of Energy claimed 

to have suffered from this remark.  

 After a pretrial prima facie hearing, the Court accepted the case. 

The defendant was scheduled to give evidence on 3 November 2014. 

Both parties appeared at the Court and agreed with the Court to hold 

four hearings for prosecution witness examination and nine hearings for 

defense witness examination. The Court will allow hearings in absentia 

since the defendant may not be able to be present in the Court during 

all the hearings. 
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The Songkhla Administrative Court sues Isra News 
 On 25 August 2014, Mr. Direkrit Jankrongtham, Secretary Gen-

eral of the Office of the Administrative Courts, filed a case against the 

ISRA Institute Thai Press Development Foundation, Mr. Prasong Ler-

tratanawisute, Director of Isra Institute and Mr. Sanoh Charoensuk, 

Editor of Isra News, for defamatory libel and violation of Article 14(1) of 

the CCA. The case stemmed from a report which claimed that Direkrit 

has sent a “memo” to the Commander of the Royal Thai Police asking 

him to privilege a police officer during the annual reshuffle.  

 On 28 August 2014, it was reported that Direkrit asked for 

damages amounting to 50 million baht since after the criminal case was 

filed, the defendants did not cease reporting on the matter.  

 On 10 November 2014, the Criminal Court dismissed the case 

and claimed that the plaintiff’s act should be subject to criticism by any 

person. Further, given the stature of the plaintiff as someone appointed 

by the Secretary General of the Office of the Administrative Courts, he 

should be willing to be subject to criticism. The reporting and publication 

by the three defendants was deemed as a fair expression of opinions 

and a statement on a matter that should be subject to public criticism. 
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 TV3 sues Supinya Klangnarong  
 On 8 September 2014, Bangkok Entertainment Co., Ltd. (TV3) 

filed a case against Supinya Klangnarong, a member of the National 

Broadcasting and Telecommunications Commission (NBTC) for  

malfeasance, defamatory libel and violation of Article 14(1) of the CCA. 

The case stemmed from the interviews she gave to various media out-

lets regarding the conflict between TV3 and NBTC due to the shift of  

content broadcasting to digital TV.  

 On 1 December 2014, after a pretrial hearing by the Criminal 

Court, the plaintiff’s attorneys decided to withdraw the case. The two 

parties were able to negotiate and to refrain from pursuing any criminal 

or civil suits. The Court agreed with the withdrawal of the case.  
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 The Appeal Court upheld the verdict to 

convict villagers from Nong Saeng for defaming 

the President of the TAO: 

 The case stemmed from an incident in 2010 

in which the demonstrators made a public speech 

and mentioned that the President of the Tambon 

Administration Organization (TAO) was a lapdog 

of the power plants. In July 2013, the Court of 

First Instance had already found the three villagers 

guilty as alleged for insulting the persons in their 

presence and sentenced them to15 days impris-

onment and a fine of 1,000 baht each, with a 

suspension of the punishment for two years.  

 On 23 January 2014, the Appeal Court 

upheld the verdict of the Court of First Instance 

claiming that since all the prosecution witnesses 

have not had any prior conflicts with the defendants, 

there was therefore no reason to cast any suspicion 

that they would falsely incriminate the three  

defendants and the argument of the defendants 

was therefore not credible.  

 Withdrawal of the NBTC’s cases against 

Major updates regarding
 libel and CCA cases in 2014 
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Dr. Deunden Nikomborirak and Nattha Komol-

vadhin: These cases stemmed from an incident in 

2013 in which the NBTC Office filed a case against 

a rsearcher from the Thailand Development  

Research Institute (TDRI) and a TV host of “Here 

is TPBS” in which Dr. Deunden made a comment 

about the policy of the NBTC to “prevent the ter-

mination of SIM card service”.  

 On 10 February 2014, after a pretrial 

hearing, the Criminal Court accepted to hear the 

case on 17 March 2014 while encouraging the 

parties to settle the case. On 26 September 2014, 

after Mr. Sutthipon Taweechaikarn, one of  

the plaintiffs in this case, resigned as a NBTC 

member and became a member of the Office of 

the Auditor General of Thailand, the Court fixed a 

hearing for mediation. Both parties managed to 

settle the case and forgave each other and pledged 

to not pursue any legal case. Thus, the plaintiffs 

have withdrawn the case against the defendants.  

 The Appeal Court sentenced Katha to jail: 

Katha was accused of posting a rumor regarding 

the reasons for the stock index slump in 2009. He 

was charged with violating Article 14(2) of the 

CCA. This case stemmed from an allegation that 

the spread of the news caused public panic. The 

Court of First Instance sentenced him to four years 

imprisonment. On 5 March 2014, the Appeal Court 

altered the sentence from three years per count 

with the jail term reduced by one-third by the Court 

of First Instance to two years per count, or alto-

gether four years, which was then reduced by 

one-third to two years and eight months.  

 On 10 March 2014, the Supreme Court 

denied the right to bail of the defendant claiming 

that since the Appeal Court sentenced him to two 

years and eight months, he might flee if he is 

granted bail.  

 The Royal Thai Navy’s libel case against 

Phuket Wan and two reporters (Alan and Chut-

ima): An online news agency based in Phuket has 

been sued by the Royal Thai Navy for defamatory 

libel and violation of the CCA after publishing a 

report by Reuters which claimed that some navy 

officials were involved with the human trafficking 

of the Rohingya.  

 On 17 April 2014, the two reporters were 

indicted in the Phuket Provincial Court and witness 

examination will take place during 14 - 16 July 

2015.  

 After the indictment, an effort was made by 

the National Human Rights Commission to mediate, 

but no agreement could be reached. In October, 

the 3rd Navy Area informed local media in Phuket 

that no further news about the case against Phuket 

Wan would be given and no journalists from Phuket 

Wan would be allowed to cover any news inside 

the premises of the Royal Thai Navy since the 

prior reporting by the newspaper damaged the 

reputation of the Royal Thai Navy.  

 Verdict affirmed to acquit Thicha Na  

Nakhon against whom a libel suit was filed by 

Pol Gen Sant Sarutanond: The case began in 

2003. On 22 April 2014, the South Bangkok 

Criminal Court delivered the verdict of the Supreme 

Court. In brief, the Supreme Court deemed that 

prior to the giving of an interview and writing of 

articles in newspapers by the defendant, the  
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behavior of the plaintiff had already been widely 

reported in the media. In this case, all three levels 

of the Court acquitted the defendant.  

 Pretrial hearing postponed in the case 

filed by Better Living against Prachachart 

Thurakit:In this case, the websites of Prachachart 

Thurakit and Bangkok Business published news 

about an attempt by a foreign company which 

wanted to register a country domain (.thai) and the 

company was mentioned. Thus, the case was filed 

containing the charges of libel and violation of the 

CCA. 

 Initially, the pretrial hearing was scheduled 

for 19 May 2014, but the plaintiff asked to have 

it rescheduled to 4 August, and it was rescheduled 

again to 19 January 2015. 

 Libel suit against Andy Hall (The Aljazeera 

Interview Case) dismissed: A researcher working 

on the rights of migrant workers, Andy Hall was 

sued by Natural Fruit for libel stemming from an 

interview he gave to Aljazeera regarding the work-

ing conditions of migrant workers in a pineapple 

processing plant in Thailand. He was sued in both 

criminal and civil cases for three cases and in 

another case for violation of the CCA.  

 Prosecution and defense witness examina-

tion took place during 2 - 10 September 2014 at 

the Phra Kanong Provincial Court and on 29 Oc-

tober, the Court ruled to dismiss the case claiming 

that the inquiry process was unlawful. The basis 

for this ruling was that  Andy was in Burma during 

the inquiry, and the Office of the Attorney General 

(OAG) instructed that a public prosecutor be pres-

ent during the ‘inquiry, but in reality, there were 

only police officials present.  

 Though one case has been dismissed, 

three other cases against Andy Hall remain. On 

17 November 2014, the Criminal Court held a 

pretrial hearing on the violation of the CCA case.   

Representatives from foreign missions including  

staff from the Finnish Embassy and human rights 

lawyers from Canada were present in the Court, 

but Andy was not. 

 Prior to the commencement of the hearing, 

the Court asked the parties to mediate, since the 

case had not yet reached the stage of indictment, 

but no agreement could be reached. The plaintiff 

insisted that his factory suffered massive damage 
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after the research by the defendant was disclosed 

to public. Thus, the next pretrial hearing was set 

for  2 February 2015. 

 Withdrawal of a case filed by the Klongjan 

Credit Union Cooperatives against Thaipublica: 

In this case, Thaipublica, an investigative news  

agency, had published an interview with the  

Executive Committee Chairperson of the Cooera-

tives and exposed a lack of transparency in its 

operations. Mr. Suppachai Srisuppaaksorn, former 

Chairperson of the Cooperatives, filed a case of 

libel and violation of the CCA in September 2013.  

 On 2 June 2014, during a pretrial hearing 

held in the Minburi Provincial Court, the plaintiff  

decided to withdraw the case since the current 

board of the Cooperatives met on 11 April 2014 

and agreed to withdraw the case. The Court grant-

ed the withdrawal.  

 Withdrawal of a libel case filed by a group 

of doctors against Jon Ungphakorn: In this case, 

Jon Ungphakorn and others, altogether nine per-

sons, were sued for distributing a briefing during 

the launch of the “Health Lovers Club” on 25 

January 2012. The briefing was alleged to be 

defamatory to staff members of the  Federation of 

Healthcare Workforce of Thailand (FHWT) since 

they were accused of intending to undermine the 

universal healthcare scheme.  

 On 19 August 2014, during a witness  

examination by the Nonthaburi Provincial Court, 

the Court recommended for the two parties to 

mediate. First, he asked the six defendants and 

attorneys to leave the room and talked with the 

plaintiff and then invited them back into hear the 

result of the mediation. It turned out that the plain-

tiff agreed to withdraw the case provided that a 

joint statement was made to explain the matters. 

Both the plaintiff and the defendants agreed to 

write a joint statement and the Court granted the 

withdrawal of the case.  
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 Observation 1: Most of the libel litigations have been settled or 

withdrawn. Of twelve cases in 2014, six were withdrawn and two were 

dismissed. Of the four pending trial, two have been dismissed and one 

sentenced with a suspended term.  

 From these statistics, it is clear that libel suits have been used 

as retaliation in response to the disclosure of information undesirable 

to the plaintiffs. Litigation has been used to simply protect the image of 

the subjects of criticism or to hinder the activism of the defendants or 

their movements as well as to prevent similar acts from happening again. 

There was no intention to either penalize an individual or demand 

compensation. If there is any change after a case has been filed, and 

if an agreement can be reached, the plaintiffs would rather agree to 

withdraw the cases.  

 Observation 2: It is clear that the plaintiffs, whether individuals 

or organizations, are more powerful than the defendants. This is the 

clear case, for example, with TKL which filed a case against villagers 

affected by gold mining and Natural Fruit which brought the case against 

Andy Hall, a human rights researcher.  

Observations and trends in 2014
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 In addition, 2014 held an emerging trend of state agencies 

acting as plaintiffs and bringing libel cases against members of the 

private sector for their criticisms of the agencies or officials, i.e., the case 

by the Ministry of Energy against ML Kornkasisat Kasemsri, a freelance 

academic, the NBTC’s case against Deunden Nikomborirak, 

a researcher from TDRI and Nattha Komolvadhin, a TV host from “Here 

is TPBS”,  and the Royal Thai Navy’s case against Phuket Wan and the 

Office of the Administrative Courts against Isra News, etc.  

 The question is whether or it is justified for a state agency  

responsible for delivering public services which may affect people to 

invest their resources in taking legal actions against their critics? Or 

should they just allow people to criticize them in terms of their  

performance of duties and not treat it as a slight?  

 Observation 3: Article 14(1) of the CCA, which carries 

a maximum penalty of fifteen years in jail, is used along with other libel 

measures, even though the CCA was originally developed to suppress  

offences against computer systems, rather than to censor online content. 

The application of the law different from its original purpose shall only 

incur greater burdens for defendants who will have to procure  

additional money to both apply for bail and carry out their legal struggles. 

This is before even mentioning that defendants may have to face a harsh 

punishment which might not serve the purpose of the plaintiffs anyway. 



Self-censorship, 

restricted access to online media,

and the shutdown of community radio 

before and after the coup
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 At the beginning of 2014, the heated protests of the People’s 

Democratic Reform Committee (PDRC), which had begun in  

November 2013, were ongoing. The protests continued until 20 May 

2014 when the Royal Thai Army claimed that the PDRC and other 

political protests could lead to unrest and violence and therefore 

declared martial law. Two days later, they announced that they had 

seized power and imposed severe restrictions on the exercise of 

freedom by citizens and the dissemination of information by the 

press. By the end of the year, neither a loosening of the clampdown 

on press freedom nor the restriction of the freedom of the people 

was in sight.  

 In addition to summoning at least 666 individuals and pros-

ecuting at least 134 persons for dissenting peacefully, at least 23 

cases concerning lèse majesté, or Article 112, and the prosecution 

of at least 28 individuals for taking part in a public assembly of five 

or more persons or being involved in the incitement of  violence have 

been initiated. Martial law was invoked to restrict the right to freedom 

of expression of the people and mass media on both large and small 

scales. 
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 On 9 April 2014, the National Broadcasting and Telecommu-

nications Commission (NBTC) set up a center to monitor radio and TV 

broadcasts in order to monitor the dissemination of illegal information, 

advertisement fraud and other content in violation of Article 112 of the 

Criminal Code. 

 On 12 April 2014, the NBTC revoked the license of “There is 

an answer to every question,” a TV program broadcast via H Plus 

satellite station hosted by Mr. Kathaphon Kaewkan. He was accused of 

having made a statement deemed to constitute exploitation of 

consumers.  

 The PDRC demonstrators were active in Thai politics from late 

2013 until the middle of 2014 prior to the coup. The PDRC had signif-

icant support and announced a shutdown of Bangkok and demanded 

a new form of government. Their mobilization affected media indepen-

dence.

 On 16 January 2014, Mr. Tahnis Sudto, a photographer for 

The Nation, was allegedly physically assaulted at a demonstration site 

of the PDRC in Lumphini Park. 

 On 24 February 2014, Buddha Issara, a core member of the 

PDRC, led his supporters to block the entrance to VoiceTV and  

announced that they would stay there overnight to inform the public of 

the truth.  

 On 4 March 2014, Buddha Issara and his supporters went to 

Pre-coup Events (1): 
The NBTC continues to exert its power 

Pre-coup Events (2): 
Intimidation of media by civic groups 
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the NBTC office and submitted a petition letter. They claimed that Asia 

Update had disseminated misinformation and misled a number of  

people and demanded that the NBTC revoke the channel’s license.  

 On 18 March 2014, core PDRC members and demonstrators 

went to Imperial World Department Store in Lad Phrao, which is where 

Asia Update was broadcast and was also the site of press conferences 

of the United Front for Democracy Against Dictatorship (UDD). They 

demanded that the owner of the building refuse to allow the UDD to 

rent the venue.  

 On 7 May 2014, a German photojournalist, Nick Nostitz, was 

intimidated by three men in front of the office of the Constitutional Court 

while he was covering the decision of the Court regarding the transfer 

of Mr. Thawin Pleansri. Nick confirmed that the assailants were PDRC 

guards and wore the emblem of PDRC.

 In addition, unknown groups used violence to intimidate media 

workers engaged in reporting. There were at least two incidents of in-

timidation prior to the coup.  

 On 7 February 2014, a grenade was thrown into a community 

radio station, the Red Guard station of Ko Tee located in Pathumthani. 

One person was injured. Then, on 26 March 2014, unknown assailants 

fired at a red shirt community radio station in Mae Sot in Tak province, 

also belonging to Ko Tee. Twenty (20) Kalashnikov bullet shells were 

found and one person sustained an injury to his right arm.
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 On 24 April 2014, unknown assailants fired M79 grenades into 

the headquarters of the Daily News.

 The atmosphere of fear and concomitant expectations from 

various political forces for media impartiality caused many media outlets 

to engage in self-censorship and attempt to paint their stations as  

neutral. For example, Pornthip Muangyai, a reporter for Mono 29,  

decided to stick tape over her mouth while being pictured with a row 

of military men  

 on 22 May 2014. The following day, the Mono Group declared 

publicly that her action was only her own opinion and had nothing to 

do with the company. They maintained that they were impartial and 

were not affiliated with any political parties.  On 23 May 2014, Pornthip 

Muangyai was fired from her position.
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Imposition of restrictions on freedom
of the press and the people
 by the Army after the coup 

 After the Army imposed the 1914 Martial Law Act on 20 May 

2014, a series of announcements and orders were issued to control 

the media. The authorities claimed that they issued these measures in 

order to “ensure that people from all sides receive information that is 

correct and will contribute to public order.” These measures included 

the following: 

 Peace and Order Maintenance Command (POMC) Order 

No. 3/2014 prohibited reporting, dissemination and distribution of  

publications which may affect the maintenance of public order  

maintenance.  

 POMC Order No. 9/2014 prohibited provocation of conflict or 

opposition to the operations of the POMC. In sum, press media outlets 

and broadcast media were not allowed to invite persons, aside from 

incumbent officials, to give interviews or to express opinions as they 

may have led to the expansion of conflict and violence. In addition, 

provincial governors and police were authorized to suppress any  

demonstrations or activities which may have been hostile to the 

operation of the POMC.  

 After the National Council for Peace and Order (NCPO) staged 

a coup on 22 May 2014, further announcements were issued to impede 

the exercise of the right of the media to disseminate news and 

information and the general right to freedom of expression. This  
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included NCPO Announcement No. 4/2014 which requested all radio 

stations, TV stations, community radio stations, satellite TV stations, and 

cable TV stations to refrain from broadcasting their usual programming 

and to only relay the broadcast of the Royal Thai Army TV station in 

order to ensure the distribution of correct information.  

 NCPO Announcement No. 14/2014 is similar to POMC Order 

No. 9/2014 as it prohibited all kinds from media from interviewing any 

individuals apart from government officials and empowered the governors 

and police to suppress any demonstrations or activities which may be 

hostile to the operations of the NCPO. 

 NCPO Announcement No. 15/2014 prohibited the broadcast 

of 14 satellite, cable, and digital television channels and prohibited the 

broadcast of community radio stations without official licenses.

 NCPO Announcement No. 18/2014 provides for the prohibition 

of news pertaining to seven criteria including news that is defamatory 

to the monarchy, incites violence and harmful to the national security, 

criticizes the operation of the NCPO and related persons, etc. The 

Announcement did not specify the  punishment for its violation.  

 NCPO Announcement No. 97/2014 combines Announcement 

Nos. 14 and 18 to prohibit individuals and all kinds of media from 

interviewing academics and former civil servants. The Announcement 

notes that doing so may lead to further violence and prohibits all kinds 

of media from disseminating news pertaining to the seven criteria 

similar to those mentioned in Announcement No. 18. Punishment for 

violation includes revocation of operational licenses and prosecution 

depending on the types of offences related to the program content. 

 NCPO Announcement No. 103/2014 is an amendmentof 
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Announcement No. 97 after a significant outcry from media operators 

and a request for some leeway for media to criticize. The Announcement 

noted that no criticism shall be made with an unethical purpose or with 

false information. Any media that violates the Announcement can be 

referred to the relevant professional media organizations for ethical 

inquiry.   

 In addition, the NCPO has issued two Announcements to  

suppress online media. This includes  Announcement No. 12/2014  to 

seek cooperation from operators and persons related to online media 

to terminate any services used to send messages inciting violence. In 

addition, Announcement No. 17/2014 requests Internet Service  

Providers to monitor, investigate and suppress the dissemination of 

news and information purported to distort information and incite violence 

in order to cause unrest in the Kingdom or to compromise national 

security.
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 On 22 May 2014, the NCPO seized the 

ruling power of the country and issued Announcement 

No. 4/2014 asking all TV stations to terminate the 

broadcast of their normal programs in order to ensure 

dissemination of correct information. The same eve-

ning, TPBS decided to broadcast its normal programs 

via YouTube. As a result, the station was raided by 

military officials and Mr. Wanchai Tantiwittayapitak, 

Deputy Director of TPBS, was apprehended and held 

in custody at a military camp.

 On 25 May 2014, the NCPO invited the 

executives of 18 newspapers for a “consultation” at 

the Military Club on Vibhavadi Rd.  

 On 13 June 2014, Chamlong Singtongam, 

Director of the National Broadcasting Services of 

Thailand (NBT), issued an order to Charoensri  

Hongprasong, Director of News and Program  

Production for Channel 11, to stop all operations as 

the channel disseminated news that violated  NCPO 

Announcement Nos.14 and 18 regarding the  

prohibition of incitement of violence or the creation of 

an environment hostile to the operations of the NCPO. 

The order was later rescinded.

 On 26 July 2014, the NCPO issued Order 

Post-coup Events (1): 
The concrete use of military power to control media 
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No. 108/2014 to warn the print media about ongoing 

violations of various prohibitions. The warning was 

issued after Manager Weekly, No. 251 (26 July – 1 

August 2014), published false information that  

discredited the NCPO was therefore considered a 

breach of Announcement Nos. 97/2014 and 

103/2014. Subsequently, the next issue of Manager 

Weekly, No. 252, was published with a completely 

black cover and the magazine ceased publication for 

one month.

 On 14 November 2014, a group of military 

officials met with the executives of TPBS and asked 

them to cease broadcasting the program “People’s 

Voices Which Need to be Heard Before the Reform.” 

The military was dissatisfied with the host of the  

program, Nattaya Waewweerakup, and how she  

alluded to the coup and framed her questions. TPBS 

conceded to the military’s demands and dismissed 

Nattaya as the host of the program.  

 On 15 November 2014, during a meeting 

chaired by the Army Commander-in-Chief at the 

Suranaree Military Camp of the  2nd Army Region in 

Nakhon Ratchasima, an incident occurred in which a 

military official of the Chief of Staff of the 2nd Army 

Region abruptly tugged on the video bag of  

a reporter for Modern Nine TV and pulled her out of 

the meeting room without any explanation. The next 

day, the Civil Affairs Division of the 2nd Army Region 

issued a statement to explain that the incident did not 

involve violence and the reporter was not pulled  

forcefully outside the meeting room. All that happened 

was that the straps of her camera bag were touched 

and she was asked to leave the room. In addition, the 

military also asked media outlets to disseminate correct 

and appropriate information and to refrain from  

discrediting the Army.

 On 10 December 2014, Pacharapapon  

Pumpraphan, a news reporter from 3SD Channel, 

tweeted from his personal Twitter account   

(@Pacharapapon) about an incident in which he was 

reporting live at the Democracy Monument about 

the meaning and symbols contained in the  

monument. The military officials stationed at the 

Democracy Monument shouted at he and other 

reporters that they must cease taking pictures and 

broadcasting and that prior permission was needed 

for such a broadcast.
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 In addition to the direct exercise of power to stifle media  

freedom after the coup, the state has created a climate of fear to  

systematically intimidate the media through various means including 

the issuance of rules and regulations and the use of physical force to 

block, arrest and punish defiant media. As a result, a number of media 

workers have resorted to self-censorship to preclude being harshly 

punished by the military. This includes the following known cases:  

 Fah Diew Kan publishing house issued an open letter to 

subscribers on 3 June 2014 and announced the postponement of the 

publication of a new issue. The open letter stated that within the  

context of intense intimidation and monitoring of the media following 

the coup, Fa Diew Kan had received special scrutiny and this had 

engendered fear among all sectors of production of the journal. For 

reasons of the safety of all involved, they postponed publication for the 

time being. 

 On 10 June 2014, Pinyo Trisuriyatamma decided to resign 

from “Amarin Newsnight” after only one week of broadcasting. 

He stated that the coup had led to the transformation of the  

environment both inside and outside the TV station. He stated that  

he stood by his position and professional principles. The Amarin  

executives claimed his termination of service was due to a difference 

of opinion with the station and maintained that the parting was amica-

ble.  

 Post-coup Events (2): The political climate and media 
self-censorship
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 Spokedark.tv, which produces the internet news program, 

“Shallow News in Depth – Jor Khao Tuen,” which offers a satirical view 

of social and political issues, decided to terminate its program follow-

ing the coup. In order to fulfill their remaining contracts with their clients, 

the program was changed to a discussion of foreign news. The program 

was fully restored to its usual form in October 2014. 

 On 15 August 2014, Matichon Weekly No. 1774  (15-21  

August 2014) was pulled off newsstands as there was a proofreading 

mistake that caused a typo in a poem by “Rarin Pramook” which could 

have been subject to misinterpretation and therefore deemed to be in 

violation of the law. 

 On 23 November 2014, the Bangkok Post website published 

the first public interview after the coup with former PM Yingluck  

Shinawatra. The following day, however, the piece was deleted from 

the website and Wassana Nanuam, the interviewer, explained in 

a Facebook post that it was not really an ‘interview’ with Yingluck. It 

was simply a chat during which some trivia about life were discussed. 

Wassana acknowledged that she realized the former PM was not in a 

position to give an interview on political issues.  

 In addition to what has been reported publicly, military officials 

also allegedly dispatched forces to take control of major media 

outlets on the day of the coup. For several months after, a number of 

forces continued to be stationed at these media outlets. Officials mon-

itored the press in editorial rooms and notified the executives and 

reporters  when they found anything that would hurt the image of the 

NCPO. 

 Reportedly, a number of executives and reporters from news 
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networks have been regularly summoned for meetings with  

high-ranking military officials. Meanwhile, the NBTC has called 

several meetings with radio and TV broadcasters and warned them 

not to disseminate any information hostile to the NCPO. Even though 

direct intimidation of media has been relatively infrequent,  the 

overarching climate of fear and sensitivity has made it difficult for the 

media to maneuver and has eventually led to the significant compromise 

of public access to information.  



10
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 After the coup, stringent control was imposed on local media 

outlets. NCPO Announcement No. 15/2014 purported to terminate 

broadcast of unlicensed community radio stations. The laws used to 

clampdown on local media can be described as follows:  

 It has been reported that military and police officials in all regions 

have raided, photographed, and seized transmission equipment from 

community radio stations, local cable networks and local press offices. 

In certain areas, people involved with these local media outlets have 

been asked to produce their ID cards, which were then photocopied, 

and to submit to DNA testing, even though the media outlets were not 

involved in political movements and only disseminated information about 

the environment and religion. Such intimidation has taken place since 

the evening of 22 May and has not ceased. Some media outlets have 

been subject to regular monitoring by the military in order to ensure 

that their broadcasting was brought to a complete halt. This has  

included the following, by region:

 The North: In Chiang Mai, the Rak Chiang Mai 51 community 

radio station (FM 92.5 MHz), which is owned by Mr. Petchwat  

Wattanapongsirikul, a core member of the Red Shirt Rak Chiang Mai 

Post-coup Events (3): Small and local media outlets shut 
down due to Announcement No. 15/2014 
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51 group, was raided and closed by military officials following the coup. 

In Lampang, the military took control of the Democracy Lovers  

community radio station and the Local People’s Voice community radio 

station broadcast (FM 96.25 MHz). The station also hosted the office 

of Local News. In addition, MAP radio, a radio station for ethnic  

minority groups based in Chiang Mai and Mae Sot was raided by the 

military and forced to terminate its service which affected the right to 

know of ethnic minority groups.  

 The Northeast: People’s Voice Radio (FM 100.00 and 100.75 

MHz) located in Udon Thani and owned by Mr. Anond Saennan, 

founder of the Red Shirt Village for Democracy in Thailand, was raided 

by military officials and all transmission equipment was seized.  

Similarly, Udon Lovers Radio (FM 97.5 MHz) was raided and shut 

down by the military on the evening of the coup. In Ubon Ratchathani, 

“DJ Toy,” a core member of the Chak Thong Rob Red Shirt group, 

said that after the coup, military officials came by and asked him to 

report himself. He was then held in custody for six nights. After being 

released, the military continued to call on him at his office regularly 

and photographed him each time.  

 The Central Plains: Bang Yai community radio station in  

Nonthaburi (99.75 MHz) decided to cease its operations on the day 

of the  coup. The military continued to use authority deriving from 

NCPO Announcements to raid another radio station in Petchabun. The 

military raided the Idea Radio community radio station (FM 104.25 

MHz) and seized their equipment. In Chachoengsao, the Khon Plaeng 

Yao community radio station was shut down but then allowed to resume 

its operations for a period. But then militaryofficials from another unit 
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raided the station again and claimed that they did not have permission 

to resume their operations.

 The South: In Pattani, five plainclothes policemen raided the 

rented homes of a human rights activist and a radio reporter for Media 

Salatan without producing search warrants and claiming authority  

derived from martial law. The individuals were asked to produce their 

ID cards, which were then photocopied, and to provide their family 

information for the officials’ report. In Prachuap Khiri Khan, military of-

ficials visited the Bor Nok community radio station  and they wanted 

to ensure that the station had ceased broadcasting and asked for  

information about the station’s operations.  

 In addition, state officials also asked local media to attend 

meetings to seek their cooperation in refraining from broadcasting any 

news hostile to the operations of the NCPO and news that might incite 

or provoke opposition among radical students including in Phayao 

province and in Phitsanulok province.

 After NCPO Announcement No. 15/2014 was issued, all com-

munity radio stations and local cable networks which used to be allowed 

by the NBTC to broadcast, had to shut down immediately. Any media 

outlets which wanted to resume broadcasting had to seek a new license 

and were required to sign an MoU to refrain from disseminating any 

news opposed to the NCPO. A number of them received licenses and 

resumed theiroperations, although many more have not received  

permission to resume their operations. Several broadcast media de-

cided against applying for a new license since they did not want to 

operate within the post-coup climate. Also, several community radio 

stations could not afford the expenses incurred in making an applica-
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tion for a new license, which amounted to around 50,000 baht per 

station. As a result, the number of local media outlets has drastically 

declined since the coup.  

 Of the more than 7,000 small community radio stations broad-

casting prior to the issuance of NCPO Announcement No. 15/2014, 

5,300 decided to apply for new licenses and around 3,300 stations 

have now been allowed to resume their operations. 
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 After mainstream media and community media became subject 

to strict control, online media were the last resort to maintain the  

circulation of information among the public. Nevertheless, the NCPO 

invoked martial law to block access to a number of websites,  

particularly political websites such as dangdd.com, uddtoday.net, uddred.

blogspot.com, thaipoliticalprisoners.wordpress.com, etc. Alternative news 

media, including Prachatai, Prachatham News, and the Midnight  

University were also blocked. Worthy of note, websites of foreign news 

outlets, including dailymail.co.uk, standard.co.uk and some Reuters pag-

es were also blocked.  

 On 28 November 2014, the Thailand section of the Human Rights 

Watch website was blocked. Even sports websites such as  

www.livescore.com and www.atpworldtour.com were subject to  

being blocked, presumably because they featured information useful for 

online gambling. Online movie websites including www.freemovie-hd.com 

and www2.siam-movie.com were also made inaccessible, presumably 

because they contained The Hunger Games, a film which inspired  

activists to flash three fingers as a symbol against the NCPO.

 A full-length report of the online media blockade after the coup 

can be found here >>> http://freedom.ilaw.or.th/blog/OnlineMedia2014.

The climate of social media has changed. Several Facebook pages  

dedicated to the promotion of democracy had to shut themselves down, 

Post-coup Events (4): The disappearance
of vibrant online news 
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including the fanpages of the Assembly for the Defense of Democracy 

(AFDD), the Campaign Committee for the Amendment of Article 112, 

etc. Cyber activists decided to deactivate their accounts or tone down 

their content including Somsak Jeamteerasakul, Sombat Boonngamanong, 

etc. The result has been to make social media much less vibrant.  

 On 28 May 2014, internet users in Thailand were unable to 

access Facebook for about one hour. The Permanent Secretary of the 

Ministry of Information and Communication Technology (MICT) told the 

press that the junta instructed them to temporarily shut down access to 

Facebook in order to preempt conflicts. The NCPO spokesperson denied 

this account and the Permanent Secretary of the MICT was later removed 

from his office.  

 Since the exercise of draconian power to block Facebook had 

too great an effect on the lives of people uninvolved in politics, the NCPO 

switched tactics and requested cooperation from involved individuals 

directly instead.  

 On 4 July 2014, Thanapol Eawsakul, editor of Fah Diew Kan, 

posted a Facebook message noting that the NCPO called him to ask  

for cooperation in not making any posts which might create  

misunderstanding or negative attitudes toward the junta. Therefore,  

he announced via his Facebook page that he would refrain from posting 

any message that might negatively affect the junta. Subsequently, on 19 

October 2014, the military officials called to inform him of their  

displeasure and request that he remove a post in which he gave an 

account of “meeting and discussing with the writer Prajak Kongkirati,” 

on the Fah Diew Kan Facebook page. In that post, he mentioned the 

attempt by the military to control the publishing house.  
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 On 17 November 2014, the Facebook page for “Come 

together to permanently close the gates of Pak Mun Dam” declared that 

it would cease all activities. They gave the reason that military officials in 

Ubon Ratchathani requested their cooperation and requested that they 

cease mobilizing via Facebook as some powerful people were dissatisfied 

with opinions expressed via their page. If they failed to stop organizing, 

the military would use their authority under martial law to make them do 

so. Subsequently, on 18 November 2014, military officials called and 

asked Kridsakorn Silalak, the coordinator of P-Move on Pak Mun Dam 

issues to deactivate his personal Facebook account as he had expressed 

inappropriate opinions.  

 In addition to requesting cooperation to deactivate Facebook 

accounts and to remove inappropriate political posts, the NCPO also 

asked people to post messages generated by government officials on 

their personal Facebook pages. For example, Witoowat Thongbu, 

a member of the Network of Northeast People’s Sector Organizations 

and one of the signatories to a statement declaring an intention to not 

participate in the reform efforts of the dictatorial regime revealed that 

after turning himself in and talking with the military officials, he was told 

to stop all his campaigns against the regime and the NCPO. If he did not 

do so, he would face legal action. In addition, he was asked to post 

messages as instructed by the officials on his Facebook page. In total, 

he was forced to declare that he would not engage in any protests in 

the street or online and to agree to  cooperate with efforts to develop 

the nation. He also pledged his support for the reform of the government 

and to follow the path set by the government. 
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 Following the imposition of martial law, news spread via social 

media that Kinokuniya bookstore had removed six books about Thai 

politics from their shelves. These books included Democracy & National 

Identity in Thailand, Legitimacy Crisis in Thailand, Bangkok May 2010 4, 

The Simple Truth, Making Democracy and Free Thai: The New History.

 After the coup, the military raided “Book Re:public,” a bookshop 

in Chiang Mai and a venue for pro-democracy activities. According to the 

bookshop’s owner, fully armed and uniformed military officials came in 

and took photographs inside the shop including all books available. Staff 

were told not to put up any posters bearing pictures of politicians or core 

Red Shirt members. State officials stopped by at the bookshop three or 

four times a week. In addition, “Philadelphia,” a bookshop in Ubon 

Ratchathani, was put under close surveillance by the military given its 

political stance and previous activities.

 On 2 July 2014, the Phan Waen Fa Award Committee decided 

to cancel their 13th awards ceremony which usually takes place at the 

Parliament. They claimed that the Committee decided to cancel the 

contest in light of the political situation. The award has been annually 

given to authors of political literature and is organized by the Writers’ 

Post-coup Events (5): The book industry has become 
a threat to national security
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Association of Thailand and the Parliament to promote parliamentary 

democracy with the Kind as the Head of State. It aspires to encourage 

people to exercise their right to freedom of expression and to support 

political literature underlined by democratic values.  

 The Book Fair held in October 2014 was the first to be organized 

after the coup and it was met with opposition from the military. According 

to the editor of Fah Diew Kan publishing house, military officials came to 

inspect its booth beginning the night before the opening day. They claimed 

that they needed to so because the publishing house was going to sell 

publications deemed offensive to the monarchy. In addition, the military 

called the Publishers and Booksellers Association of Thailand asking for 

permission to make video recordings  and monitor the Book Fair, 

including a public discussion with writers organized by Fa Diew Kan 

publishing house, but the Association denied the request from the military 

and asserted its right to sell books.

 On 12 November 2014, the Commander of Royal Thai Police 

invoked the 2007 Printing Act and prohibited the entry or importation of 

A Kingdom in Crisis by Andrew MacGregor Marshall for distribution in 

the country on the basis that it defames, insults, or threatens the King, 

the Queen, the Heir-apparent, or the Regent and compromises national 

security.
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 Government officials are obliged to implement policies to restrict 

the right to freedom of expression in order to preserve the NCPO’s 

image of their regime as a return to happiness. As a result, the rights 

and freedom of the people have been violated in many different ways, 

including via the authority granted by martial law and via means in which 

it is unclear if the authority has a legal basis or not. This has included 

the following:

 Local authorities and police have been asked to cooperate by 

monitoring and removing any banners which show opposition to the 

coup, the government’s operations and the NCPO in order to prevent 

conflict from arising. For example, banners criticizing the NCPO were 

removed in Chiang Mai and Ubon Ratchathani and one suspect was 

arrested in Yala.

 Demonstrators are asked to produce their ID cards and they  

are then photocopied and retained as evidence by the officials. Awards 

are offered to anyone taking photo of the anti-NCPO demonstrators, 

i.e., one could obtain 500 baht if his or her photo led to the arrest  

of demonstrators, such as those who gathered in front of the US 

Embassy 

 Post-coup Events (6): The exercise of robust, 
draconian power leads to many 

kinds of violations 
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During the activity to commemorate the transformation of the country 

from an absolute monarchy into a democracy, all participants were 

required to register their names with the officials before entering the 

ceremonial ground and no balloons were allowed to float as the officials 

claimed that the balloons might stray into the area of the nearby Royal 

Palace [http://www.prachatai.org/journal/2014/06/54203].

 Similarly, during a merit making ceremony to commemorate the 

demonstrators who were killed during the protests led by the United 

Front of Democracy Against Dictatorship (UDD), a dozen plainclothes 

police officials came to monitor the event and take photographs of all 

participants and make copies of their ID cards.

 Another memorable event was one in which military officials 

used the authority granted to them under martial law to seize the 

utensils of a vendor selling fried squid on Thippanet Rd. in the city of 

Chiang Mai simply because he was wearing a red T-shirt bearing the 

face of Mr. Jatuporn Promphan, a core Red Shirt member. Five military 

officials asked him to remove the shirt without giving him a replacement 

and simply took it away. In a similar vein, military officials raided and 

seized merchandise from “@ PAI,” a booth selling strawberries and 

strawberry products since the booth was owned by a Red Shirt activist. 

The officials claimed the cartoon logo of the booth was similar to the 

face of Lt. Col. Thaksin Shinawatra. In addition, the restaurant Sudsanaen 

was raided by fully armed military officials who claimed that they received 

a report that a birthday party was being held for “Mom Taona,” 

a Facebooker who is known to support the Red Shirts. But there was 

no such party taking place at that time.
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