a o s

A A a =) o a y A a '
FOLIBITINVIUNUD : ﬂTﬁﬂ%LMﬂﬁVIﬁﬂlﬂ\‘i‘Llﬂllﬁﬂ\‘iﬂuﬁﬂﬂ!ﬂﬂﬂﬁﬂuﬂﬁﬂ’luﬂ'm

a =1
BUIABILURN

- _
YoRivey D UNEMIFABUN GUIYNIN

ﬁ' = oy a — =
o1y L UAMAATUMITNTA (1IN URIEE3NY)
a =2

Ymafine ;2554

A R oy a 4
ANLNTIUMINYTABINSUNUT

o 4 4

1. WIBANIY 1BIUUN 1J5¢5IUNTTUMST

o a a ow = a
2. fANTINTENAY B B PZUUNNE AFTUMSI

¥
3. @5.9581 auas ATTUMT

[V T
UNACIEID

4

=S =y S 1 Ay =2 =] a9 o -~ Y o W Y
Innfinusiauiidesnsdaminsgininidladwanundnuaasiddinsmenns 13

4 7w ¢ W Yo e g v
Tudylad daawesu lavoen 114 Tas 1 185 ueygimnininuanwd v Wonaa ez 145y

) QJ 1 Y oy =y ar 1 ;

ANuAUAIBIA NI BT AAIVANS et 2537 NdreFvsdniveninuaaenie u danis

v ¥ ¥
Mgniutinnaasiveg lasuaimduasesmunguueNalednsvesinuaaavie luiy
ABafi915UIINANUUVIBVYBIMIIALTAL LA AIWHNIGUBIATIMNTLTEIUNT MW T

b4 k4 £4 =
vouwalunislianudunseanndesiisala

o 4 1 =

paanmsane1Item ldnsuinguue 8Ty gatamsuns Feaumanmeiig

3

¥
@ R

a ¢ o 9 Qs o Y 19 1 (=
nedumesiiia 1 lasnse asiusuiuilywinaoefen1sdnnunguuieI MsunsITes
) 2
s 1ae330ulasuAd19na It U UNLIIAINTIVDINTTUN T LAIILNT NIWHIUNI
~ ¢ g 9 A L= q’/’ o 9 a < o 1 w 2 9 1
Sumesitaaoms e 1 9nT909nIA0INITUIDINNVNUIBVYBIATI UALEAS WD THNI1uN

L T = TR = v ¥ ¥
yanalathsideduilwinuaasingminglianuduasesld

o a o o = 1 o a o 1 [~ 1 1 3
21N15RINITIVBHITOIA U AT IWVBIA NN TUNTIH BN T AINTUA T
o [ ] a ¢ o =3 o '
ammmamqm"lﬂﬁammmmammmwmuma@ummmméfm HAZAITANIINATIING
o zé q’/’ =2 = Y A
paaalusneaeduladualrsvuiedanuesemsuaasnuludnssunssunisdadnssu

¥ 4
mniuauaylusydygnge Tsumniy



Thesis Title :  Infringement of Performer Right in Electronic Media through

Rebroadcasting on Internet

Author Name : Ms.Chidchanok Unanupap
Degree : Master of Laws (Business Law)
Academic Year 2011

Advisory Committee

1. Mr. Wutipong Vechayanon Chairperson

2. Prof.Vichai Ariyanuntaka Member

3. Dr. Wariya Lamleart Member
ABSTRACT

This thesis is aimed to study the protection of performer’s rights under the Copynight
Act B.E. 2537. Currently, many performers” works uploaded and published via social network
are unauthorized used without their consents. The performers question as to whether their works
are under the copyright protection. As a result, it is crucial to understand the scope of
performer’s protection by analyzing the definition of these two terms “Performer” and

“Broadcasting Works”.

According to the findings, the Act does not specify any provision concerning
broadcasting via Internet. It therefore needs to interpret whether or not “Broadcasting Work is
defined as a work which is transmitted to the public... by any other like means” included
transmitting via Internet. Additionally, the term “Performer” should be clarified in order to

understand who is a performer under the copyright protection.

The thesis comes to a conclusion that a definition of “Broadcasting Work™ should also
cover broadcasting via Internet. Certainly, the term “Performs in any other manner” should be
interpreted in accordance with Rome Convention which is performing in literary and artistic

work only.



