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° Vitit Mantarbhorn, Rule of Law and Aspects of Human Rights in Thailand From Conceptualization to
Implementation, in  Asian Discourses of Rule of Law: Theories and implementation of rule of law in twelve Asian
countries, France and the U.S. edited by Randall Perenboom, (USA:Routledge,2004),p. 346
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°° Friedrich August Hayek, The Road to Serfdom, (Great Britain:Routledge,2001), pp.75-76

°® Friedrich August Hayek, The Constitution of Liberty, (Great Britain: Routledge,2006),p.144

°® Ibid.pp.182-185

" Colleen Murphy, Lon Fuller and the Moral Value of the Rule of Law, Law and Philosophy (2005) 24: 239-262 p. 240
Futler Lon, Morality of Law, rev. ed. (New Haven: Yale Umver5|ty Press,1964), pp.46-91
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°° Jennings, The Law and the Constitution (University of London Press, 5th ed 1959, pp 47-51), pp. 91-3
*? Paul Craig, “Formal and Substantive Conceptions of the Rule of Law,” Public Law 467,467 (1997).
% Robert S. Summers, “A Formal Theory of the Rule of Law,” 6 Ratio Juris 127,135 (1993)
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o I‘Ui@@iwamaﬂﬂlu Randall Peerenboom (ed.), Asian Discourses of Rule of Law: Theories and implementation of
rule of law in twelve Asian countries, France and the U.S. edited by Randall Perenboom, (U.S.A: Routledge,

2004),p.2; Tamanaha, Brian. “The Rule of Law for Everyone?”, Current Legal Problems, volume 55, (2002)
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eo Raz, the Rule of Law and It Virtues, p. 208

°* Ariel L. and Sachs, Michael, Human Dignity as a Constitutional Concept in Germany and in Israel, Israel Law
Review,vol.44:25,2011, p.27

" Ernst Benda, p.4d47
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history. Why? Because we were, at one and the same time, redeemed and
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basis of human dignity as the essential constitutive principle, and as the supreme
value, of the constitution All human beings possess this dignity as persons, irrespective
of their qualities, their physical or mental state, their achievements and their social
status It cannot be taken away from any human being. ....Such a treatment ignores
the status of the persons affected as subjects endowed with dignity and inalienable
rights. By their killing being used as a means to save others, they are treated as
objects and at the same time deprived of their rights; with their lives being disposed of
unilaterally by the state, the persons on board the aircraft, who, as victims, are
themselves in need of protection, are denied the value which is due to a human
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