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Experimental study about the judgement of Japanese grand juror 
Results of simulation prosecutorial examination for university students  

 

Yuko Yamasaki 
 
Abstract: The decision of the Committees for the Inquest of Prosecution, which is Japanese grand jury, has teeth 

in 2009 and eight cases were brought charge as of March 28, 2015. But among these cases only two ones were 

convicted in court. Why the innocent percentage in the cases which were indicted by Japanese grand jury was 

larger than that in the cases which were indicted by prosecutors   The reason might be due to a difference in 

their recognition to the criteria for the indictment. 

In this study, we took two cases which were prosecuted by the Committees for the Inquest of 

Prosecution and make a study on university students  judgement about the prosecution. It revealed that they tend 

to make consideration adequately about the size of damage, possibility that a truth is elucidated by a trial, and the 

victim's emotional request for a harsh penalty, and that they apt to give little thought about the law.  And it 

indicated that their judgment about indictment or not was little based on their degree of conviction about a 

suspect s guilty. Furthermore, the participant's judgement of whether prosecution or not depended on the degree 

how they judged from "legal point of view", but their judgment was not the same as the prosecutor s one. 

 
Keywords: Japanese grand juror, Public opinion, Standards for prosecution 
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