2020 9
( 52 ) Journal of Northeast Asia Studies

wl

12018 7, “ ”

DOI:10. 19498/j. cnki. dbyxk. 2020. 05. 013

2018 7 6 ,
N .63 (
. ) o ,
N N N N N 6
. 26, 6 C ) N N
N N ( ) N o
, 23 0

132



2020 5

1983 , )
. 1986 s . 1987
(AUM Shinrikyo),

b b A

2000 ,

133



o 3\
o 5\
1995 3 20
, 9 15
N
1995 2011
@) 1989 “ ”

134

» @D

13

, 1995

. 2‘“ ”»
o 4\
. 7 50 .
s 95500 , 1036 o
926 ’
40 s
§ ,2004 2 27
13 “
s 2 2006 3 27
15
,2011



2020

5

11

@ C 3]
jp/detail2

1995

(
(1949

37

T

id=51808.

(189 ),
) ,
.
16
» 1949 1
—1989
37
s
26 10 4. 631

(13 VO
»
1 ,
7o bi
1952 ( 27
) 20
(
N

»2010

. http://www. courts. go. jp/app/hanrei

135



»(2001 )

2. ({ »
(1989 ) , ,
0 , 2004 ,
(D
2004 , o
. 2004
) § M ( 16 62
)% ) 16 74 )¢ ;
( ) ,
o ) ( 16 161 H? ;
7 «“ . . .
s .7 2007
®C 3 T 16 62 . . https://www. moj. go.
jp/content/000121283. pdf.
@ C 3 .0 IR . https://www. kantei. go.
jp/jp/singi/sihou/hourei/index. html.
®C 3] .7 ] , https://www. npa. go. jp/

hanzaihigai/kuwashiku/kihon/kihon. html.

136



2020 5

§ »( 19
95 s :
(2)
2004 s (
) 16 156 )7, N
) 5 10
o s ’ 15 25
o s 10 15 R ,
3 s 15 , 10
) ( )
1990 —1992 ’ 1
) 20 80 .
(3) AY
2004
— M 16
62 )Y, —
) 16 63 )7, ;
© C 3 r
1s . http://www. shugiin. go. jp/internet/itdb housei.
nsf/html/housei/16620070627095. htm.
@ C ] T N . http://www.
shugiin. go. jp/internet/itdb housei. nsf/html/housei/16120041208156. htm.
@ [ ] : r I~
http://www. kantei. go. jp/jp/singi/sihou/hourei/keiji. html.
@ C 3 T 1. http://hourei. ndl.

go. jp/SearchSys/searchGenkou[ 2019—1—2]

137



1980 _ 1985 5
17 1965 1978 11
105 31
1990 —1992
1990 | 1978 11 | 1983 4 1995 5|
—12 14 26
2000 | . 1975 8] 1987 7 2006 12
25 17 25
1989 2
2010 2006 9 2018 7
42 — 1995
( ) 15 6
3
b
1948 ( i o ,
b
[} 9
““ ”»
K
o b b
o b
b b b
b b
o 3
2 9
2004
13 (1880 ) ( )
) . o

138



2020

(

bi

2010 9
) 26 79 ) . ,
1.
“55 » y
30 16 ’
o ( »
2 ,
2.
( ) 475,476 .
6 ,
A 70K »2015 2

(

e

62

139



140

2 1990
1990. 2 198
1990. 9 108
0 (1989. 11. 10—
1990. 12 312 1993. 3. 26)
1991. 11 404
1992.12 237 3
1998. 7 222 3
- 2007. 8 342 13
2009.9 367 2
2012.12 617 11
2014. 10 352 1
2017.8 426 15
13 ;




2020 5

N
1.
. 1989 11, 6
6 o s
s . 1994 .
) 6 27
. 7 , 600 o s
2. “ »
(GHQ) , 1947
§ ) s
18.19 v, .
3. “ ?
®© C 3 . . 7 1( 25 ), http://www. bunka.

go. jp/tokei hakusho shuppan/tokeichosa/shumu/pdf/h25kekka. pdf.

141



b 2
b
. 20 80 90 )
o
b b
s N
9 o
N
o ?
o
“ ”» “ ”» 1
. ( » ,
“© ”»
o
[ ”» “ ”»
b b [}
2
Ay b
’” “ ”» “ »
[} b
4 o

1995 s )

X DA )

@©C 3 A7 J IN| 11983 10

142



2020 5

;1999
( ) ( “ ")

’ o
2.
b
o ) 16 ,
v 9
b Y AY AY
N N ° @ ’
b 1 b
o , ( » )
18 s o
1948
o b
© C 3 .7 N . http://www. shugiin.

go. jp/internet/itdb rchome. nsf/html/rchome/Shiryo/houmu 200806 shikeiseido. pdf/
File/houmu 200806 shikeiseido. pdf.
@

143



- 2014

b o
b 9“ ( ) b
¢ » ¢ O« B
b b o
“ »
b b b
“
b b o
9946 ”
o § » § »
“ »
b
“ 2»”
2 )
K )
2018 §
>> "‘ b
b o
, Y ({
»e )
K A o
b
b
b o b b
8 3 -~
ocC 3r 1 ( ), http://www. courts. go. jp/app/files/hanrei jp/
385/056385 hanrei. pdf.
@ .0 N . 1972 .34,
@t 3] T 1.2018 6

14, https://www. nichibenren. or. jp/library/ja/opinion/report/data/2018/opinion
180614 2. pdf.
@ C 2 .7 1. 2000 .
® 3 :’ 1(2005 10 5 ), o http://www.
shugiin. go. jp/internet/itdb kaigirokua. nsf/html/kaigirokua/000416320051005002, htm.

144



2020 5

) .

,2000 Aleph,

2013, 15 35 ) 1650

o ) 400

145



makes Japan realize the necessity of facing up to the war responsibility
theory from overseas. Having undergone the Showa and Heisei eras, Ja-
pan’s “Royal diplomacy” has been enriched with new connotation. In
the new Reiwa era, the way of Japan’s imperial family to inherit the
“imperial diplomacy” of the “Heisei style” become a new focus.

Keyword: Japanese emperor’s visit; imperial; symbolic imperial system;

political connotation

An Analysis of Changes in the Japanese Death Penalty System during the
Heisei Era: A Case Study of Aum Shinrikyo’s Criminal Execution

ZHAO Gang

Abstract: In July 2018, the 13 criminals of the Tokyo Metro sarin gas
incident, led by the Aum Shinrikyo original master Matsumoto Chizuo
(Shoko Asahara), were executed to death. It was very rare in the mod-
ern Japanese history that a group of criminals were executed the death
penalty, considering the. The article analyzes the background of the ex-
ecution of Aum Shinrikyo criminals, exploring the impact of judiciary,
administration and social opinion on the death penalty system in Japan in
the Heise era. Meanwhile, the remainder of Aum Shinrikyo force still
exists, and what impact they will bring on the Japanese society in the fu-
ture remains a problem worth paying attention to.

Keywords: Aum Shinrikyo; execution of the death penalty; judicial re-

form; authoritarian politics; Heisei era
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