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Abstract

Individuals are guaranteed freedom of personal well-being to be equal and equal.
But nowadays, individuals living in juristic person housing estates often have frequent
conflicts with their neighbors about parking in front of other people's houses that do not
block the entrance and exit door, but rather obstruct the carriageway in exit or enter,
contrary to the nature of the road's exploitation and cause distress. The problem of parking
in a village parking space in such a way. Considering the legality that will apply to such
facts, it is important to consider the legality of the law. It found that the common area in
the village is not considered a "way" by definition, in Section 4 of the Road Traffic Act B.E.
2522 (1979), it is not possible to apply Section 57 (10), which places a principle prohibiting
drivers from parking at the mouth or within five meters of the entrance and exit of the
building or the carriageway.

The researchers then saw that there were problems with the study in 2 cases: 1.
In case of forwarding administrative work to the Village Juristic Persons Committee. 1) The
board can implement regulations setting out how to deal with parking people, violating
the rights of other housekeepers. According to the Land Allocation Act B.E. 2543 (2000),
section 48, the regulations and management methods may cause damasge to the vehicle,
resulting in the juristic person being prosecuted for liability for damage to the vehicle,
preventing the juristic person from actually using the regulations to be effective. 2) Adopt
civil and commercial code The Property Characteristics Act on total ownership must be
entitled not to contravene the rights of other collective owners, and the principles of the
law of the infringement of section 421 of Section 213 shall be used, resulting in victims
who have suffered annoyances, have a burden of proof of annoyance which 3) Bringing
the Criminal Code section 397 into force, punishable by up to a month in prison or a fine

of up to 10,000 baht, or both, the result of which the damaged person can plead guilty to



prosecution, but the Criminal Code section 397 does not directly resolve the dispute
recarding parking spaces in the village because the penalty is not high and the victims who
have suffered such annoyances have a burden of proving their annoyance, which is difficult
to prove, as well as civil cases.

According to the results of the study, the researchers found that the guidelines
that Thailand should take in the first case of the problem are 1.Legislation with criminal
penalties, empowering officers to take immediate action in private areas, or 2. Revising the
definition of "way" in the Road Traffic Act B.E. 2522 (1979) to mean meaningfully, including
in private areas, so that the officers have the power to act directly and impose additional
wrong articles, comparable to the Building Control Act B.E. 2522 (1979), where the officers
have the power to force private individuals who commit violations to dismantle the
building immediately. In the case of the second problem. The researchers found that the
appropriations program should protect the benefits of the housekeeper. In the same way
as the adversary agents maintaining the benefits of the culprits, legislation gives the
appropriations program the power to issue regulations to enforce regulations during this

vacuum.



