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HIZHBIOLT | 2 HRAHIEA S EE 2007, JATHFFECI AU, HERIHIEROTED LA S A2 BRI 0 |
TR A R (7 I 2) FTREMED S D, ABIFFENT, I FEDILIRE (a3 DRI A ik
OFFiIMEORGEE L LT 2 SOFREAT ST, TORER, FBINFERGERARIEROTRS, BRI O B OZEITLD
TERIHER AT AR O MM SRS R > 72y, ERIIRHIM (/B DO SREFREN, T ESFBHNTISUNT, 1519
Tl AL SAIHRIF OO TFEDVREBS LTz, £ T A% O FBIRVFHII SR B A ] F 3 9C . BBl isiml et

HIHIER DRI EH TEHLERLND, tHERMIHIEN G | S AR T 572012, SRIF A4 OTBIRIFHI

B ST ERARRTT DU DD D,

F—U— R AR, HEEAORIE, PR, 2N IE

fIRE

DOIVOIUT B PN EEREZ ST TQORWCH D
O IR EL LB ZEI LTINS H D
(Felson, 1984; i, 1987), JLIE0AELALI-H I, #)
BRARIESIIZY, ~ AL > Gl H 4 e S
NI THZENHD, BRI T, — T RICEA A
VA —F ok ECOIRIEE A~ D HEE TS AF RO
(T~ 2 &) el | fECO AR HIEAETT
ZEWNTEDINT e 0Tz, JUIEEDMHEEMICHER RS LD
Z&E AIREOH G IROILT L7 D (R, 2009), E
7o, HEAT A B AILGECH LA, TDOISRICE-T
Bl 7o B EE B EENAfERNH 5, LLEDX
N AR TR ~EERETHD,

N& BHEZEA TR, BODH =FHELTON
B Ch-oTh, BEORMAEZ T HEV0ERHD
(Fehr & Fischbacher, 2004; {fH, 2009; = EifG.
Lz, 2009), HlFIIEICTHY, RiEZE LIZETIARILOW

LAZESZT HRETZLIGHROH#E B OH, 1982),

RIAO00N LilIFHA [HhilFel L COBE | LA T, B
D—FEELTNLESITTD, filEE L TOBER T,

FIAIEATRHE S 52878 2 HRIEL TR, 1993),

ZOE R EOHLANTITEDOFER, AOENIITA
DFERDBEL 72 LV IEL HFUE End 5L b (5
25 i, 1998; Lerner, 1980),

BTN T, JUIRE DT DL, B
AR T BN D WER, 2009), HEAHIERE
1, EZEN R THERIEE L TR S QOB T
HY | AEAHIERE XERTRE LN OFIF TH D (A,
2009),, Bz, JEHIEIFILIEF T )T A IET e T
HY | FEEBURIEIA I\ D X H7a A B EE LT TR
AT A ST 8B 2 b, A IRIEIE TR

BRICHTHMIENEL TOED M A H DM
(Buonanno, Pasini & Vanin, 2012). fE&AHIFRON
FIZEoTE, MERFELHT- /USRI BT LA D
Wb 25, —iTT BT 1A 35729 (Byrd,
1989; Carlsmith, 2006; #ift43#8- EEf, 2010), JL5E
FATRU GRS 0HIE 564 T2 ATREMED 0 5,

TSR I TIE, A IREIRE T T AR
A IIEA ST CODIRE, VAR E OIS Z- i8R
NHZENHH(HE, 2006, K3, 2010), OFED, (29
HlFOFEE T B OB F & L RO HIABIRIND
O, 2007; “EH; 20165 /N, 2008), £ H(2016)14,
TEBNZ T AR O B FI X RN A FTRE R 3
BEOMINTHDHELTEH Z T IERIHRIEROM A2
DHDHRHIE, HARAHIEOBAEE BBICED HZLEN
B THDHESZIBRTND, UL, THZELITEE L
ERHIEZE 2T HICH ST, 72t iflE i x
DD,

HRHE(e.g., Adams, 196512858, A& IZHED
WABLEROAMEEDZNEELWGEE N, %
LRV ERNFELEEZ D, SHIT, FOREOR
FEDNREWVEE NTEDARREEEE | £ OfRTE~ LB
SFoND, BrFEEHC T D EE ST, BRI
AR OEBHTHAI DI B DOFREEI DT
AN TR B TS FED B VD Z kb D le.g.,
Adams, 1965), ZOZ &1, {EAHIEEHERHIERO M
WZIEE BN 228> T 233
HEVHIFBRIR 2 BIRGBRIMD 238D L\ WM Z A RIEL T
W5,

ERHIR S SRR D R
FEE HEQO0B)DHFFETIE, REFHmEIZ BT, AR
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H—Fob B2, WO DINERELESNDDESZD
FHEOEANERSLMEATENT NS T ~E 5T 135
FEEN, RERAEREE A2~ T-, ZOREZERHIRE
FELHIHIER O TEZ DL MEZ D VETHE
MIHIEOHED 2 0D ZENH A TH -T2 F D4y
A B SRR SR E S T- LB 2 His,

Fio BRI OB O—2IZ, T AU S
WL C, HAROEMHIEI IFREE, FENOME | Bl 72
EWVFROETHS > TODT2 | HESAHIEA L L
2BV LD WA, 2009), LV LT HADH:
EHIHIFAN LDV TIERIRIE A A LH 72 AT =K A
DMENNTNBTD THAZENTRISND, ZHUTIEATH]
Bl 14| I N N e QN 5 B2 1 1 2 e 11 M R N
ARECHHIELREL TS,

AWFZETIL, TERIHIER S WHIER O 2 FRGE
THZEE BINEL  ERTHIERE AR O D
DBEIRRET S 2 DD FERE T-T,

2R 1 ASMRIERAERIRICRIZTI ED

G5 1
FATIFE RS SO ESI RA AL TR 2L, T
DDA N,

FUIREDIGIOGRY IHERHIHIEE =T 256 15/
B T @722, |

Pa}s A

EERSNE

FBR 1 1%, HE(Q2006)0 RFHL I COMRENHIEE
Bl AT A BHIERAN BRI R IE 352
B RRRE HZ L% B L, BIVEIE O KA i8S B Aok
63 (M 26 44, fottk 35 44, BERh 2 4 ARl M
= 18.98, SD = 0.96)% Xl G Fhra1T -7, FEhRIL
2016 4F 7 AlZFE sz,
BEHED AR

ZIMENAOIRFA D=2 —AFEFEL LT, FA/Ek
LIz 3CEE R L EORERIIZEL Thholz, =

22— AFEHE, 2tk 1 ADEC LB O 54T,

FEFE A H B EERALETAE R (fERERREOE)
DR CIRHISNT=EVWHNAE Tdh-7-(Appendix1),

EERGM

1 2K 3 AKES NIRRT o7, FEEREET, X
TEERR O d o T 1 A S SIS AITKT75
AL L TO~ ZAa3DHBEDRLS Th-7-, 4
DIIHRIE IS EA I AR TR R %, ~ A3
I2EoT A DEEESFEAZRYE, EL TH A #HES
iz, 1EUTe, HEBifiIE R S HA D FELABENT A
L, ~ATATLHS T, A RADEHGHEE R,
F4 ¢ EAEESN -, 1E LT, AEAHIEERSR A
DI EEEEOHENL, [ARFFRFL, v AUk
ST, A RADFEL LG EA NS L, 1 HHES
Too 1EUTo, EBREAELUAOESI I, ST — LT,
TR TOFIREFZINT, EERSIE AN,
fEROEIRESEIR AL LT L, v AaUlE» CHEE
TR, FATHIESIET, | ERBORFZL=(3
BRIE T 1. ZOMMANER ChoTeZ LA BRI,
B

OrtrfEORSTRE( BTt ZOBHTBIL
TSNS A I35~ Aa30EILEY) Th
STEBNETH O 1B TR, QOUEHIF ORI
LT 1~20 47), @UCBRME(LE - ik -/ INve - | LI,
199DELC, ARG HE 745, #uEk76 HH
7 B, SEESEK @ HE 7 ), @iEfEk
(Graham, Nosek, Haidt, lyer, Koleva & Ditto, 2011
AFFER 2013)E LT, Harm« Care(3 THH 7 4:15).
Fairness* Reciprocity(3 T H 7 445,

mRLER

BEFvo
HEHIHIER D ESEREN

= o — AFLHIC BT DA EIHIFR O SRS A3 UL
VESIIZEDE MRS D728 | FERGATAIMNT S
[ O TRES TR AR L= BT 1 5
KIS BUOHTAAT ST, 7036, BHOHAHRIE Tablel D&
BV THoTe, FHTORER., FERGIFOFIT A B
3o 7=(F(2,58) = 0.41, p= .66, 1,°= .014),

Table 1 #AHFOIRSFRANIODELR R

N M SD
LA EEEE 24 3.25 1.33
FE A 23 3.43 1.04
Fha i H R 14 3.64 1.60

{RER 1 DRET

TG ISR O SRR HT201Z,
SNETH 1 BRI BT aAT T, T DFER, #H3AY
D FhRIT AN -T2(F (2,68 = 0.25, p
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=.78, 7= .009), ZDOZLIL, hGn 1 Z 3R 2V bR
TH-oT-, 2B, BRI EIT Table2 OLBYTH-
7

Table 2 {AAHIE DR

N M SD
T 55 24 11.98 6.39
faAd N 23 12.78 5.97
Fra AR 14 11.36 5.71

T BRSO | AT (RER

MfEdn ) TS, THGE ) . T SRER9 %% ) | THarm -
Care] . [Fairness- Reciprocity |, [#E&MfillF D 5RS

R E LT ERIR T EA T T2, HTORE R 0]
iJz WZXfL ., FEBHFR O ST A DS = - 33, p
< .01). EENIEDRE(B = 27, p< 05)& L2 Tu-
(Table3),

Table 3 ERIHIEANE BT L LT- ERYR 34T

A ST KL B
P51 .01
A fiin -.03
5 R 27"
L ﬁﬁz% .10
i3
S A B .21
i# Harm-Care .09
 Fairness- Reciprocity .10
FEE Y # 0 TR S 5B A -33 "
Adj B? 19"

**p<.01, *p<.05

R INZ, FRGAH T DALESHIHIE DL
HOIIRI T2, ZOT T, ARG 1 23R LRORER T
BTz, 12120, HEERHIE O SRSERE R S BN A
U7 BRI ORE R, HESAHIFED R E DI ZEE
BRI SR 72 B 2V D FERAMFH T (Tabled), 20 i
IZBW TR Re.g., Adams, 1965)E38567%,
FO . AEESAIRED RN E TSN FHINEIMIZE ST,
SRR T DIEIHIE A L | FRERND AT 2%
Pl gHB 2615,

TR 1 IR BN I T 9B
WML Tz, AT AL 00T ER O AR AR B %75>

(2T D701, AR EALASNIHIER O It 7 [ DO
mg“%:*ﬁnm‘éz TIN5, FER 2 TiE, ER 1 i3
WA N A S SRR L0 il S N A e NI S ANV AE S o7 7
BT D,

SEER 2 SEAOHIEAHRMFIRIC RIZ S HED
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SATHFGER L ORI B R AL TRIRT 5L, T
QLG UNTASH

MALIRE DM T VIENIHEE 2T D856 (e
#2850 (35722, |

Ak

EERSINE

BAVEIEI D K385 B Lo RKepA: 233 44(51E 105 4,
etk 112 44, YRR 8 44, 125 13 44 Al M =
19.63, SD= 3.8 & *IFIZ AT o7,
BEREHED AR

SNV AFE T D=2 —AFLFEL T, FANAER
U= 3R RL, ZOBERRIZEEL ChboTz, =

2 —AFREHE, FEHR 1 LIRRRO Lol 1 A0S B LT
O&RTF I ONE TH -7 (Appendix2),
HEREH

1 ZK 3 KMES A THIEHE Cdh o7, KRR EIT, iR
TEEHR C > ThetE 1 A& RS HTIRIRE A DMLy
HHEIEERT ) ThoTz, T X TOIRGIFTBNT,
TN A TSI B HEBIMRE 1T LD e A 138
B10 AEE72D ATREMED N EFA BTN, | &V
ZHRUTC B, JHETR SR T Lo U 3% 14T
ot 1 EUT, THEI PSR R TR HIRG #8% 10 4
Tholz, | &L, FIETESME, [Uh LRIk L%
20 - ThoTz, | LT, FHREEHELISNOE I, S
THE—L7e, TR TOFEBREMITINT, ERSINE
W HERERAEBEIRI T 1 AL 1 20 LI F O il
NADZENFRIZIDED B TCNET | EEoRLTZ,
BIEZEE

O ESFEE(TB7e7-1%, ZOFBIL T, S
N8 A PUSH-HO BT ThHE B ET

O 1TIEH 7)., Q2rslEERTAZELIZV
TAZFOT ) TAZIEELT- 0 TAZES LT
TA Z LT\ D 5 IHE T HE), @BEMGHR 1 &
[FL), @EfEMEGEER 1 LFL)

HRLER

BIEFTvo

FIDESFEH =2 —AFLFITB T DI O EX AN
OB ESIT I ED A R T D720 | FBRGAFA AL
2585, RO BESFREN) A EmASE L= 1 21K
DEONTEATT, 708, ERIFEEHENX Tabled D&Y
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Table 4 JHIoD ESFEANO BRI

N M SD
JRIE % (4% 14F) 63 2.25 1.37
R Hh (A% 1047) 62 3.21 1.47
FRI &0 B (A 204F) 63 3.65 1.52

G 2 DIRET

FTASHERERZRETD 5 SOEMHEAIC
DT, a = .90 DEEMEREDS RSTZDT, AW
TIEZOD 518 H O E il B K OE B A L
TH=, WRIT, TR DR E R DL
a9 B0, 20 1 BRI BT E T2, 57
W OFE R IERRIE DO FARIL AN T(F
(2,213) = 0.38, p= .69, 5,2 = .004), D L%, i 2
Z X LRWRER T o7, 7eds . EURERTHEI S Tableb
DEBYThH-T,

Table 5 HL-AAIHIAE XD ZER G-

N M SD
TR ET R (A% 14F) 73 4.46 1.47
JHIET h (#1% 104F7) 72 4.68 1.48
JRI £ (% 204) 71 4.57 1.53

TR A A TR X | IST 2o T
Bl TR L MRS TR | TS #EAV%CE ) . THarm -
Care] . [Fairness*Reciprocity . [Tl BESFm LT -
EEHITEAT T2, IHTOFER, HSHIHIE R
KU, FIDOBESFEADAD AL = -.20, p < .01), Fin
WREDEE(B=- 14, p< .05)% 5.2 T\ /=(Table6),

BRIz, FEEREIHZ BT HIERIER D 2T
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IFOITORESR, FIEIA L BN EE S AHEEX A
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1 PR e.g., Adams, 1965)EH A5, oF0, 40
FEFNKI T DIEIRIEN AR R T HEEE D h
BRI S NDEE 2 BIVD,

BEER
FER 1 LR 2 LhiC, BRIV T, R
RO (GEER DEVERHIERGEER 200 ET RS
7R3ty ZOZEIE G 1 LG 2 & R0 iR

Table 6 +E2AVHIEEIXZAERA K Lz SRt

ST 25 % B
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R .09
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i Harm- Care .14
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"p<.01, ‘p<.05
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(FEABIHIEROBRSFEAN, IO ESFRENZE T, 1B
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FEF KR DENOMEAFHRL T, FREEIDOY A (x
EHETHEEZ LD, DFED . IENIHIERE S 0HIE D
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BENFE | LI HOFHNFK () D,
AAEDRERESEDEE

FEBR 1, EhR 2 TREALALR IO =2 — 250,
fESEIRBEIRO A CTH D3, JLTROFHCH E DR
PEZ R TIAE R ER D vTREMED D, A RITILIRD
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2015 4£ 9 H | FHERM AN TRIEIADSEL LGB0 KT FEC, THERETH A28)% H B duElizLEks
I (fERSERREOE) O S T,

THERE I 58| IO FEI IENEDO 2 LD M RS R IR S b IR ERTF O I AZFITRh TR
e, ATEGEEEIRO R A IS, BB DIREL | BB IR RSN F 2 X Fla 5 EL TV,
BUESL [l D Z LTI TR 78 LHERL | BE L TODERTARN GV REARET <~ Aack
2T, A DEEEREALRE, B4 T HBESN,

Appendix2 EE& 2 D=1—RiEE
FISiEEsEH

2015 4 9 H | TEERFTANTLPET ADSEE Lol OZ il ¢, FHERETY A(28)% H B HudlizLE kA
I (fEREIREGE) O35 L7z,

THERE Z LD L ITBEOFEI TGO B L2 R R R b R Egh ol NEidh TREES
i, ATHGEEIDOR T A IS LI, BHIFHEIGOREL A BT RESNTBHZ 2 > F A S EL TV,
BUED DT LITIRER TN 7o E EHEAL | BB L TODER A2V 0, BN AR SERIC IR Tk
ARREIC I DL, A 1TER 10 FFLRDFREMES BV E AT e, LPUVHIRIIEE1E CThoTz,

Complementarity of legal and social sanctions against criminals

Satoshi TSURUTA (Graduate School of Human Sciences, Osaka University)

In recent years, it has become easy for everyone to engage in social sanctions, such Internet or SNS slandering.
Social sanctions are regarded as unlawful sanctions against and obstacles to criminals’ reintegration into society.
Why do social sanctions exist despite legal punishment? According to previous studies, there is a complementary
relationship between legal sanctions (penalty) and social sanctions, with legal sanctions potentially promoting (or
suppressing) social sanctions. In this study, two experiments were conducted with the aim of verifying the com-
plementarity of legal and social sanctions against criminals in criminal cases. As a result, the complementarity of
legal and social sanctions with regard to the influence of objective indicators (the strength of social and legal sanc-
tions) was not confirmed, although it was suggested with regard to subjective evaluation (cognition of strength of
social and legal sanctions). Therefore, it is thought that objective complementarity of legal and social sanctions can
be realized by influencing the subjective evaluation of people against the suppression of social sanctions. In order to
solve the problems caused by social sanctions, in the future, it is necessary to examine factors that affect people's
subjective evaluation.

Keywords: legal sanctions, social sanctions, equity theory, fairness.
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