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2 BEFIC B BIE M LA EESR

3 Rl e L CokFEoitalt
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&b L&

1

L7 I7y FPBLOFoMoaEy - v—FIc BT, #kF (provoca-
tion) 1%, AR ZE (D5 VIFEXEY) MR IFICHEERT % 720 DR £
72139 A (mitigatory or partial defence) & L THERET 5y $EFED

k= oD =T R F— 7T FRFPEE EARGHRAT  HR IR B

%,

(1) 4% 202 BF 219574FB NS 3 &Iz kiU, [REESEOFRE (charge) 2
BWT, JTE#FEZRBESOVWTN»ICE2300, bLLBEZOMAIZLS
Lo ebd) FESNTHROLERERL T D LREERREL ) 5
&0 HAERDEAET B, FOHFEIEFIIAY (reasonable man) % L
THEAD & 5 TATE 2 AT b BI04 b DTH - 7odr & » o MBI, B
BickaHricZhbn iUz bwv, 2L T, 2Dk %z k3
plchiz ), FEERIE, ZNABMAMICH L TH 2 5 £ F 2 it wBic
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H137. (plea of provocation) »SfEa EIC7R 5L 72ITid, BEITE DS
THEADHEFILEELDN T2 & (FBNT AL, BLUZDZ &hi—
BN F 72 AP A % kT DREEDE R L NEATEDRERTH 722 &
(BB T 2 L) DIk > TRO LN T IUE L b v, kFBDORBEE X
2 BRAERIFAE L 20 WA, #iE A ETL 28R L T e B ic b b
T, ZOPHEFRDOLENLTNTHDH ), 512, 72& 2 ERDTLI IS
MBICELBREOME DL DO TH 72 LThH, #ifAr R E L CHlLE
FE L TWieh o2 b)) 2 EHFEIUC L - TREW X N2 858121, o
WKL 2 Z LI TE v, BT FEOBRR 2 MET 5 720121F, Z DR
ELT, Wk 5N 4T 4 (offensive conduct) TH #1LIF EHIGES & 5
BB BRENIEL 7R 7o LA (justified anger or indignation) % Ma
FL I B0 e\ JUCBT 2 EENHM U TH b, ERLMWE % LD
W7 ANPAT 4 (legal wrongdoings) (3, ZOKXFFIZBWT, PFEL vl

B TATbN SO TR CEFFICAN LT IUS e b0 ] EE3NTw5,
PHZEH 4 (Law  Commission) 1%, #ift2cFl & 1727505 (Consultation
Paper) OHT, BUTHEAZ MG L, SEDZHD—HOBRPUL 2 2R L T
%, Law Commission Consultation Paper No 177, A New Howmicide Act for
England and Wales? (2005), 171-1763 X OF Law Commission Report No
290, Partial Defences to Murder (2004), 30-72Z&M, 75 7 HH:L232513,
ROLEHICHEL Twb, [(1) EROEFIC L > TER X N8 (heat
of passion) DT THRATEZFITL 72 LW BAIZIE, ZOMO N TIZHK
SR & 7 HIEHETRE A A 2 O SRICIRR T 2 b T %, (2) AEoHMIZ
WMo LT BEAVAEL, 2L THETO LHNICATAE LT 2w BaIc
12, —ADBHGEE) REDWE %2 b OANE AT R F 72 13 MEENSF
(insult) IZFFETH 5., (3) AFOHWIZES LT, (a) BEDALELATE
T MEFEN SRS RIEIC T > T 08, BLU (b) #EAr 728k
FIZ L > THBILEEDLIL TV 2B & v o 2 8L, FEMETH LD, L
L, MR EZET 2FMEzFTTEZEICL T, FRBANIELLCIL
RIS EDE IR 2 S0P A B NS¢ 2 2R AIC L - TR
ENTBNEFATTLZEICE ST, ZoHErMHzmzhkiE L 252 b TE
b\, AT, EREOA B EZT 20, ZN0E 1R
FEDGEIC I 25 MBI D 70 W SIS, 8 2 Mo T D512 13 T04E M
B e s G e Enkt 2 s (7 F S Mguie3ssks L 0745%), 2
RIS, BB FEOA B GRE ZT 28412y, Zofioasy - v—i
W R, ISR S & sl & § AN THIZRI T oo e 3nTwa ([H
236%%) .
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PTG RBEL R T 23T THRITNE L, ETL, BT ANEAT
h E 7, B HIEOMRB LM 2IREICERL LD EFEZ LNL5E6DDH
5, CORAER2 &, B3lE, BRTEWL D (Bl SHECL 85k
) I b ERLERNELED) b (I, SR LRELNED T I0EL
ThER Th 5, HFLOTEE L V) B TR I N T EHEITE, e iR
BEOREED L OTRE L0 B8, L RIS 5 1 D0yt & %
% (250

BFE L ) PiFrE, 2 DO L EERICKILT 2 L D L ERE LTV B,
T, RIS VO AN LATR S, RESINZEEEN (impaired volition)
WL HBLORETSH B, 1 DEEHRIE, WEE, ELLNZ LD (us
tificatory) & L CEfEI N T3, Wy Dix, Filx, WEE 755D
DELRIE 213 F 5 72 KB L 72, ATADREEICE 2 MIT L 9 5 & ) &t
ICHEEELTCRLDEDLTH D, 62 0HRIF, TAHOLILKE, BLY
[ADATERIBIRE I 257 W LI E 2 EC 2 Lok > ¢, WHEE WH2I
M7 L (excusative) Th %, HIEIL, HITMYZHE & L8100 7 F 8
DD LD TH BHW 212, ZFOPMIPLFH ORI E 22 X ko> 5
X BHEBETH o e ALY v S (Alldrige) 1, Kok 52T

(2) #FZTiE, BFEOIAIZIE, FPFd232501c k> THESN TS X )12,
RDOAODDFEM DB, Tabb, () PEXIT&TIIMMBENFE, b)
NELATL D — I AND A 25 2D TH B Z L, (o) Bii A ZD
L HSIC ko TEBICAHTIL 2L L TwieZ &, BXO (d) ANEXAT
HF IR SR & ZUSHT 8 AD DO WG DA I SNz b D
ThHHZE, UbED4DTHD, FEOHiHNZNL ) HEHIE (4 X)) 20
18794F % (Draft Criminal Code of 1879) #3&fEE L Tw 5%, 1 >
77 FiEBWwTHHAZINTWwE L) LM TH S, D. Stuart,
Canadian Criminal Law 4th edn, (2001), 533-544Z M,

(3) J-L-A—2F> (J.L. Austin) 28673 2 L H 12, [birbiuk, 2T
W LI ICIES LR S REFH L W) SEAHHL T s b TlE R v &
L9 %, #lz13F, ‘extenuation’, ‘palliation’, ‘mitigation’ % ¥ &\ -72h %
D T WS DY, IR bR & TR & ORI TR ELRBICH B, £
LT, B3EE o Hiricid, ZoERICBT 5 B AHEE S AW S 7D
5 W BNEE 2R 220 ThH ), RIFHEIC MEENIC) TAL 7
BT TlE w5, WICHANEEIHEDTHS ) » (HBFFEH) ., Ts
L, WIS L TREZERL TWDTHEh 5, FAICITEBEITAIZHS
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%o

[(Be5E & v 5 ] Bigpld, SRSt (Zo%a1cl, A AGLLE

R L T B FEHROTLE LD THSH ) THhbhr, £
I bR (Zo¥aicid, WEEPHE NS L TEBIC T 722 & —
By L ORRE [ 2z fviznh ] DEEDPLE LD THD )
THDLPDNT N ThRITFIUE T 5 v, e L DEMEPCTIY %
Yoem—CBWTEMINE W) BICERT 5 2 SRR ),

ARGTIE, HFEORE L, BBICHT 2o & L CZNERIRT 5 72
DO L EBETT 5. ZOFRE, KoL) afEic ko, mER
HE L THIEET 2002 RE NS, Thbb, PFATHIE, BY (angry
passion) DT, W HALENICATAT 5177 (ability to act morally vol-
untarily), T7%bbH, TXTCOHFWNEFEL 729 2 TOBEMEMHEINUZNE > T
THT 20028 ) BEDLHNTEZ TG ICHEL ) 2 vy BETH
b MFEOHNDRH5IND Z LIk - T, RGRICEER S N5 FEE AN
7o IEMEVTREYE (moral culpability) IZEESNAITNE DL, LD éx\ﬂé?ﬁciﬁs”ﬁ
N BTG 5B Z & i?Zflﬂo LV DL, I L BBAIT R
B, i L ewlgim 7”:6:&‘]@%%%%(%5)3EHZ?L’CV‘Z:#6?‘1’)
%,

2 BKFEIC BT B IEL{LRESR

W EL pdith & L TofksE & o BE&lE, 2€> - o—DERICE (R

MR 5D ThH A5 » (EA41bFEH) ], “A Plea for Excuse”, The Philoso-
phy of Action, A. White (ed.), (1968), 19, 20.

(4) “The Coherence of Defences”, Criminal Law Review [1983] 665, 669. %
LT, Fv 27— (Dressler) i2k#Z, [ZoSiEbBlraxtr -v—ick
BRI DB 2 EEES T 5 2 itk - T, ZoPis LB bdd &
IRFHOWTNO—EETH 20 &\ ) WOPHEETH D Z E WL &7
% ], “Rethinking Heat of Passion : A Defence in Search of a Rationale”, 73
Journal of Criminal Law and Criminology, (1982), 421, 428. 7z, J.
Dressler, “Provocation: Partial Justification or Partial Excuse?”, 51
Modern Law Review, (1988), 467 % 1,
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FL7ZLDETHLIL T b, 19574EFK AL (Homicide Act 1957) il
B, AX) 2L ENTFER OEELUE, B L UOBSEZATTHHE L
THUY ) — AR DAL T D12 2 b 6T, BRI I S bAYII i % JE
M2 EFTE R, BRI E V) BIFRDILDIEREDY, 1T&BED AflLOELR
LV ED LT LABIE L Vo) NELATR, ThbbIEMUINERICHET S Y
DETLEDLHEL VD, b, FIC L BBAE N [ (heat of pas-
sion) | 7213 [HELGOELK] &) BEA IS T 2HHDTICUIET 5
Kb iz, (BHIICEIEZ N EARZ Bhif & L TRD o TE 7z & v ) FH
13, ZOFRE2LZH5LDEHFEZHLNE, v 23— — (McAuley) 2Ll
i3,

BFEE VPR BEZ L dd 50 HE AN E 2 AT 2 HkZ AR R
M. (nature human failings) (2Xt§ 2384 CThH 2 EBbNE—FHT, ZD
HOMBER, WEROFLORIZ, WEHEDONLE AT L PE N0 s
(outburst) DFEWTH 572 &V ) FENFIZRHWIZEN ) BLDES 2
B (60

BeFEIc & 2 HfE (retaliation) (F, WHZ DL ) ISHHEN S bIT Tld e i
nEY, ANEMICIZHELITE (an act of revenge) Th b, L\ nl, [
] L) SR, TORMEI N, 2 EE L BENIT A KT oIl

(5) ZDZEiF, kL) HFEICE->THAE L L Z LRI T, Z
g, WHIDEKICBWT, ZOHRPRD LN L 72OICITHFENE L MWE %
FE T 2 AEED D B &) HPRRICHRFAS N T 2w FIETH S, F
McAuley, “Anticipating the Past: The Defence of Provocation in Irish
Law”, 50 Modern Law Review, (1987), 133, 150Z: 1, #5213, Keite (1697)
1 Ld Raym 139 ; Mawgridge (1706) 17 St Tr 57 ; Mason (1756) Frost 132;
Bourne (1831) 5 C & P 129; Lynch (1832) 5 C & P 324 ; Kirkham (1837)
8 C & P 115; Selten (1871) 11 Cox 674, Welsh (1869) 11 Cox 33612
WTHIRENT WS L 512, [Z D52 HoRFICIRET 5 7201213, ER%
&, A B TUI— R ADARLL I 28, £ &) ATRIC s
FISRI e JRIR & 720 5 & 5 e——F%,, Z L TEKLZHE (a severe blow) #°
HFAEL TW 722 DB TH B (at 336, X—T 4 > 7°H = (Keating J)
).

(6) “Anticipating the Past : The Defence of Provocation in Irish Law”, supra
note 5, 137.
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I N0 — RN 5 TH D, HEL V) DI, HEHNKY DX

2T EL VLI TlEL v, ZIUIFEZ OBHICIEDWTEY), Znbid#mEn
TR O REN: L BB D B, 2 OFEDEEFI LATENE, WISMADAT B ATS
WA &7 B, EICHEEN - B HAT (rational and moral status) # 5-
Z5DIE, T IEE L MEDOARFATL E DBICHAET 5 20 L 5 e UbIknykd
RThH b, —EDITEIIIENTH B EPET 52 L1E, TD L) BAThLH M
LDOAFEF 72 IFANE (injustice) ZREET 5 & v ) MK 2485, $kFsIE,
ST, ATAPEBINCANETHLZE, BIUELTRD) 2L 5 51
BDLDTHDLZERRET b, HDHHEDR) PIELILS N LTS, W
L 72 3R %21 SEERYIC AR BV (morally wrongful behav-
iour) %Y % D0 2B B ADHIW OIEME S ITHEKIFL T b

LEAA, NELATHICHL TR, L LIEbtbnokR) ML »07
BTEMTEZLI2Do0WT, RELFIIMML v, ZNLEZHD, LS RE
FMICKR LT, L s RERICTEYT 52 &3, 2 EMMER (good
moral character) DENTH 5 ;. HTDHEIERTWS L iz, B
Plo TR 2B 52 L F, WES L \v ) Hl (virtue) DY % TR TH
5, 2T, HISOHBERCKIC & - TE» N5, ANELATHICHS 5 IERE 7% F)
Wr DI % A1 D 0 MR IETOATEY DY 1 DO £ 7213 EME 2 SOG (a
mean or correct response) T Bh, IS DATENL, WEAYICIEL Wk
WEFRTDLLDTH D5, BHEMICTEEICIELLENLETHD ) (g, L1
L, ZDRIGEHFE 58RI 54, ZiUdElmicifioniciEsfb3ns

cr &Y, Zo@BAHE L WA, BN E 52 CESES v,
<L, HkEE OIS TIELLD W B L ORREEL, [FADFTED

(7) TYAFTV R (Aristotle) OFHEIC LU, TR 2 5% SNATEE,
BRI > THEEINLLOTR LV EIELICHEIS LG, LDz, Zok
BoFtuly, SSELUTEIL 728 T, AAZMBEEEHICH L0256 TH
b, SHICFE L, WHSNAMEL, FEOGETK, ZONESTH b,
LV DI, BIEEFIT DS BN S Th S |, Nicomachean
Ethics, Bk. V, 8.

(8) J. Horder, Provocation and Responsibility, Oxford: Clarendon Press,
(1992), 128-9%17,

(9) Ibid, at 129-30.
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ZOWH R, WETIUD, EM A2 72 AN EEEOBRISIC E T L 72 B
THDHI)ATEE EDOREEMZ 727, £V ) BICKFET 2DTH 5,

PRI T B SO & L COBEATHIE, HICEmESOGTH ), BIEHE DA
TTEDENEER L LD TH o728 LThH, FEMEM 2 72 N BEATLIC &
STHIBET5ZEEHWTHDH )b, ZILEAK, Pl GEREMICITEEICIEY
L3 NnaZ LidZewv, »<C LT, B3Ic & 2BAIIL, HBILE L CHFHIRH
P IELILT HICELBETIEnITNE D, BT 20THS,
FEARDATED NI T 29 ADHMOIEL &, B X UHE ANORIE
13, AT&FH D BOGEDOHIELILO W HE B L OFRE & v o RIEICBW g 2 B
e ChH b, T 27—A (Ashworth) ¥, Rk ) iZiwL T3

LT, i b oFFFPRIEIC & 290512 BI 3 2 iy REl IC
MZ5NTEY, ZOZ X2k > THRINIZ, BEEEDOIRIE W R I 5
ENDZ T Db, PERIC L > Th SN2 HIEDREN T2 D E XY
L DTHIULH 513 &, JUIEE (offender) HHUEIZ DWW THERZEYICIEY
LR NHRETL) —EERKTL2DTH 5000

Lo L, 38 & 2 BEATHD IS 119 2 D1, W Ao@H % SJOGh %
VT 72 BRSEDFESE & WK L CEARTH WHAICR SN 5, #its ALK T
OB HRSE & L R TH 286, ZOATENE, WMk 213
EAETERIIRLZEIERDTHS ). ZDLHIS, FHAMATEIOIEL WE 72
IFFRFA TR 2B IEERE, L L IEARPATAB L U0 F 7213880 2 SOG I B §
2 A2 SBRERHIE % W15 I S L7 - T 5 2 X 1%, FiE e L 72 v
F 203 L X BN OFTTRICERE L TB Y, 210 2 IR IR0 A JEHI P
LT 2D TH B 1)e

PIE &) Hifro B%ﬁﬁﬁéfb%‘éﬂa &L TofipiL, Az einfbd s L5
LS ANDPUE % NELATRIC & - THEFRT 2 D0 RFEHETH 5 &) FEIC

(10) “Sentencing in Provocation Cases”, Criminal Law Review [1975], 553,
562.
(11) Horder, Provocation and Responsibility, supra note 8, p. 131.
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VT b, 2D L) R EATEYEENICEEICIELLE NG Z LiEH Y
Zgwined, BATINZAFOERS ZPET L, L, #HEANITE
DERZAH L7282 B W T, FEONIGEZFRICANS 252270\, <
a—) =2k, Kok iciwml snb,

BeFE & v 9 Bipld, FonaIEERtHE Vv L) L L A e b &
L CHERES 5. RIC Z N B 2B IS0 IT R TH 5 %0 H1F, Bk & v
Yigplx, HIEEES PSS (impairment of his power) #FE & LT, #5
ADHCOATE), DF ) BB L V) RNERATAIC L Coaic I
ENBIREZEEBETHLDICIEELTHH ), L Ludsh, TTICR
72E 902, 0P, WEHRONEY LA ATEE RN E T LB TH BT
Bet5 ADSTRAHNCIELILE N D 2 & 2RRT 5 &) BIRIZCBWT, kD
LETWEADATEH DV BEICALETH L L) 22 BRETIE®RZ LOD
TH b 190

<y a—1)—=DT7a—F3, IR FRIATEEDIEMTHENE T <,
B RIATED AT MEIC N 2R TE2LDTH DL v ) FHZ L —,T
b, BRFEICBIL CF 21E, IERfbnZERkIE, RIEATLONEELZ AT 5 (4]
21, HOHifE» 2 ) TH2) OThL{, TNEFELERDILDEHEZ LI
b, ZZTATEBEDTEE LIS LA FRT 2 2 LI TH LI 20 b b
¥, PR AT DO ELMEIC & - T, BETL % 3R b HORTE~ &
PSR FEAHHD Y2 5N b,

T IIE L LT & L CoPFElE, $3EHE0H Cofr&icrt L CEfEryic Ik
HANIBZEEFHRE L Twd, LT, BEFERIBRTEINIDL X
PRIZBWT, PRI NTEETBIC LA B REEOBTSH 2L
W, BETRTIEE WK 5 2 ETE LW Lich ), il
BT, BEAPHIEBEORERFHE L Tkh - eh, 21U, Bgss
% (mistaken provocation) DHFELEN 1 D& L THILI N T LS b v,
51, BEFEDITLOARLE L MWHEICBT 2 REDRR L L TREATLICRA

(12) “Anticipating the Past : The Defence of Provocation in Irish Law”, supra
note 5, 139.
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72L& A, HEAN, WP oNEfl 2 G2 5 ThDH S, FEBIZIZ
] & BRFEAT s 7 ST dr o 72 & v ) #isk GRAEESE (putative provoca-
tion)) DFEHEZ, HALHEIATb LD, B FERI P EZ LN DE =
HTH- B (HERFLITEBRIC LY, BT RS UThILZER) »
LREME NI U b e \Vage £D L) HHAICBIT 2 HFE0 Gk & F5
DEEBDLADTR N E L ) A9 728, &2 TOME NP 2 B DM
EVIREERHO—HME L THRL 2H DV 5040

FTTICER L L DI, IESbHEGGO R 5%, Bk3ic L 2B AL, #
EHZDIKNE (transgression) 7V H4FICE KL L DTH LLEAICDA, It &
WO PR IL T B 2 ENliEE e B 13T Th D, RIS BT Bt
(proportionality) DFEfF % B L TV B DI, ZORM» L d L < ST
HBCThB, LFERENTVD, SHEDATITHBRIEL HOERBICHRET 51023
FEOIEICE) 2 v & W) BN, a3y - va—icBWT, #kF
&) PLAOIERIIRBARITEGR & v ) £ ) T L A IEB LRI w72 &
NI)DBIEDAMEEHZ 5N Dasye ZDMT, SGEIAWT A 3, #HiEH
DBRFEDT AT SO B % LT B IR BREICE R L L D TH - 12
MPEVIMEICEZ 228 CEHREL T2 D52 5. AFI DD,
TEINLWEEZEDLOTHERL LD EEZ 2 THL ISR ED, hFEED
BEIIFINCIELILEN S 23D Bbid, RBITEDTERE ZPIET
LERICIE, B ADA T 5 —EDMEANIERS (personal characteristics) #%%
JEIZANLNEZELH D, BEICBIT 2 EM bR EAAE» NS B
ENICBWT, 72&28E A HCOTE % H 2 BREFERNICHIE L 2 72854
Th->Th, ZOVHREFROLNIERETHLEMLLNTVWE, wva—))
—DERELRE) UL,

HBICE 5T, MMEL2WEAD D BREEFVEN ZHliE % 2 L9 5 b 0 &

(13) “Anticipating the Past : The Defence of Provocation in Irish Law”, supra
note 5, 140-141.

(14) P. Robinson, Criminal Law Defences, St. Paul Minn: West Publishing,
(1984), 828,

(15) McAuley, “Anticipating the Past : The Defence of Provocation in Irish
Law”, supra note 5, 154-5&JK,
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FToHZEE, FofKHItH#oTWE, BZL Ik ) GBIt 5, {8
2, PRFEHPNC BT 2 PEN LR, #05 AAYT 5 2 iy, [IEA
HEZ% FBRIC B W CHIBIRE )] 2 — eI #80e L Tn 72222 T <, 2 DIk
DF TYEZZREL 2B ESR LI N8, L) 22 Th
% (1600

UL, SR BRETHZD NI L WD E T LBREDERN L EREEHL
T2 B DAEPBIICHPEE % 5 2 L 238D 5561213, RO HbIL
5, bbb, I L 2B EBLLEZEL Thzhrhr, BLUHETH
LOERDRRE R M) 2 LG EBELDH, L) mThb, AflLOELR
1, SIEBEERO R SR E 40 ) 21T & wn, =y a—Y) —l2kiug,

Tz, Pz ) R L7280, F RIS BEr L n i keI
T L 72 R p CRCEAT A A T AL, BR3E & v ) Bl 24T ) MEF & 4
T27eva, e b, M, HOOFEIIN G IEE (violent outburst) o KA
DI 5722 EHRPFLTEHIRLZ LW 5 Th b, I DRI TR
FATRI W2 NI, WIS ICHEIT R EZ BT L0 TH ), ZOkERE
L CHBERTAHSETH D, Lo L, MHAZHIEICHEE L TREATAIC 2 2
LR L 2 72 NS, Jelc 4540 L 72 3R T oA T & 7 IERIL 3 ) %
YOEIEDTT, 0k HBIMOAIZIEINT, HFEE I HRHRDO 5
NHERETH D an.

vy A==, 2T, KDL LFEPzXFTRETHD LT b
Ioiclbng, ¥ 4bb, a) HEAVHGILEZEELDOTEWRE,
eIt &) P RO B NE T WEHl——Z D & ) b, #EEEORIED
TRHAED 2 TlE, BEFTH 2 IS HNCIESILT 5 7201 T Th » &,
b) HEEADBEHLLATES L 2B h b 5T, BEEF OIS AN 7
BEFTRORFN 2 WL S EREICERL LD TH BHIH EDXBNTH B,
iz=y 3= =D EL W ETIUE, WEHICL > TERERLE2Hi-7-2 &
ZREWA L 2 723G, HED DI RE L 2 ER IS b OB AL L 5

(16) Ibid, at 155
(17) 1Ibid, at 156 (B AHE8MEEEHHR)
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LUHEED S B

18 0% FeRE & 3 B OB, IE BRI BT A B o - ETERERR O N TR
HENTE, 22 TREPDLELNIZ, IS {bdh & L TR
B 2 b DGR b XA LML, v HETHL, EufbiclT
2RISR (forfeiture theory) O FTIx, B2 12, HOHHIC & 2 RETH
1%, MADEMGZEIRLT 52 sk > TREREDHCOEGHEZ FHAEL Tnv
B X VIR k- C, BHEMICESLENG EEDN TV bay. ZNEH
FCHATIUE, BT VO RELATAIC & - T, REDE e Seac
EEND LI DT TREWTAED, CTHHMBT L0 2 L% 2 Th
25, FOLIUTTa—F1F, PRHGTHICERLLOLEL LI, OBk
REDF DT HEEN TR A I IDESLI LI E25ELMELT, 52D
AT E D R FEE D MED BN & WS S5 I+ b D TH D &)
ZEETRET D, Sbi, WREDEGHEDRET S EHELbHLIE, HFED
HEH D&% LT, HLHPPREED Edw @EL, WAMIELEEHRNT:ES
119 ZEDREE LD THD I oo

125101z B9 2 ARG O BRSE~ OB R L T, o0 Dbl Ko
HEND B, WFEEDANHATEDFEFLIHE - TR ADEGHEDTIERTTT 5 £ v )
MBI I &, BRFED T A b 2l L 725 5 W 2 RO AN FATLh HkTE
HOEMMEL B EEL2LNDEF2 5, L Lahs, 2oL iy, &
TOICHERET 2 2 6 TE LV, LWV DlE, Zid Ao Ao itk
(sanctity) B L ORI (inviolability) & v 9 JEAM 2 i JRFLIC )L L C
WL TH Doy, 612, BIZIE, BRFEATL L CIFEdZT WL HKRIC

(18)  IE2AbIcBI T 2 ARG X Z D& EIC DWW T ok & L, H. Beday,
“The Right to Life”, 52 Monist, (1968), 550, %72, G. Fletcher, “The
Right to Life”, 13 Georgia Law Review, (1979) ; P. Montague, “Self-
Defence and Choosing Between Lives”, 40 Philosophical Studies, (1981),
215; C. C. Ryan, “Self-Defence, Pacifism and the Possibility of Killing”, 93
Ehics, (April 1983), 508 ; D. Wasserman, “Justifying Self-Defence”, Philiso-
phy and Public Affairs, (1985), 356% 3 2,

(19) i, EBIbDERYEEIL (universalisation) 12353 % & O —iH
Mg b S, G. Fletcher, Rethinking Criminal Law, Boston &
Toronto : Little Brown & Co, (1978), 761-2%#,
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WY B HEMBEA L) FED L 12, 2O TERLRIEDAHBIEE D
e RS S, ZNAWZICHRBLBOKBICRBE I L) 2D LT %5
X, BT BROHIZE LD THIEREIN 2D LR, 1TEA DY
G, [ AEa] ACHio—EE L THRIET2ICILE 5281205 THD
J. L L%h s, [HR5Es7 (imperfect) | F 7213 [#3% 7 (excessive) |
HCRifFiE, BifEoa €y - o—ddic BT, WMomdisH s LTI NT
WA b TIEZ v,

22T, %B%E’JE%HK@}‘{L“&% %i(@?ﬂh%@ﬁﬁ%ﬂbi 1E21IC B 5 2 oftl
ﬁ%ﬂéﬁlﬁf:ﬂd: I {5 (theory based on the enforcement of rights principle)
(7212 BHMEBE# O JEEL (principle of the vindication of autonomy)) 7° 5
YREIN) 2EPEHFRTLZ LI L L), HUNEBHGOBAIL, a)
A 7 W LREFIRRDSSL L, —HEBIEc T 2 2 Ltk > TED T —
F DB ERET 5 2 LW RARWSAET 52 &, b) —RIICEED Lk
NI - T, fEBICE S L7z BFRE % R T 2 2 L A2THETH 5
Z X, o) 200ffifl - FEEDOWTNEZRETRED, v mIcBL TAH
W7ZBIR, DF ) 2D & ) REHBYTHl S A OE - 7238 IR % Kb 5 11 5 BRHED
BATBEDAAET B 2 & RS T B, ZO—BRTELMEI b 2 b b b
F, LD KRELHRRE fRar F 22 IRMET AATAI, EEIC LI b IEL L
ENIBLNEEbng, &0 bITHENELLIZEL TE, L»2aXEHkih
FEBZ i S 72 FEFIZE D FHIIC BRE 2 4115 D Te <, BRRFa R 1z BE
FTAR2 HEIC L > THBRELGZ 55w ) ZEICHERLLITUIT S
v, BRIED ST, S EEILER O AN 2R St 2 72 LT b L)
I RZ T, FSICES IR R OB S WY T WL ) It/ 5. B
12, $FEIC BT, HAERBEROMITIC & > TW%E L 7c 5 AN 7 Fl2E
R DUCAT LG DTEI L TW 5 EIE 5 2 0\, IThN e HSEDWE ITKTF L
o0, WHkFESEL, WU, O ) el IEM LIRS IR TAIER IEZ
GETBIHAE LD Doy 212, ZDL)HZ LFBELEENY, R

(20) ZIzBIT A #EL: LT, J. Dressler, “Provocation : Partial Justifica-
tion or Partial Excuse?”, 51 Modern Law Review, (1988), 467, 478.

(21) P-wmE>rv> (P. Robinson) #7156 L J12, [IEL{bodifiicBd 2
FBROGMZ, AR, 1TEEICHIRZ (AThAT 28 MEx 52 2 b Tld %
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BIHZ L) LREBARET A DS HVNE R ERETHL L END
EFUE, B NI, SE4 AW E) (exoneration) & %D 9 51T TH
%)(zz)o

IEMAGICBAS 255 3 OISR IS, MBPATEE D B £ 7213 B AR EEERE o) B
KIS 5, ZOBEGICHEZE, A, REBCEEZMZ 52 2FEEL
TT2 2, RALNLARZED S ACOMEANIMERN % Bt 2 R %4 L Tw
%, PRFEDTAIIEL LS e L THEE T 2 L v ) B2 T, Z 0BG L -
TIEHFFENZ v, B 72 I3 BERER OIS, BRET LD TR %
Vo SO, FEOHIROEHHANIC B W GEREN SR ED), 20k
MRS e BAERNTH 5. MEFATHE DM A DFEMER & A8 5 & 5 e HETIT
b EY, ZOWRIZ—RIC 2Rk, LT, FUIEENE
ZAFENIE L LR X2 5 2 TEL VD TH S, FL AT — (Dressler) (X
KD & IZHRHT 5.

IEL WIEXS{HEEG (right theory of justification) (%, [#kFEE o] s
DKW BT, LBFNDO L WERETH 5, Pl ArEssE 2 =L 72
ez, B AD D% DR 2 BUNCATHE L 72 E SV 72w ThH D 5 D,
EHRHEAN (L2B38B=F) ofaiEr Gk L TW2 b Tl v
b, ZIUIEMETIEIH ) 2%, BEAATHL L) T 200 %EkdH 5
MeFl (dignitary right) TH 2 ET 2% b1, T L) LMeR AT 2 72
DI, FTHBICIEAHDEMEZRET LML 2 515 &\ ) B E Dl
ICERET 213T TH 5 50

W, IEBLE NS HICIE, ZOMIEE L Th SNRATENRD 2 DDEM %
ﬁﬁ':l/trﬁﬂdi‘f‘f S, Thbb, (1) GRS N ERE S 213
AT 2 EDWETHLZ L, BLU (2) ZLHZEEFIIREZNS
NEHIRE DBRICBWT, BHFL, AR EELZTEYTI21LE 5
ZED2OTHS], “Criminal Law Defences: A Systematic Analysis”, 82
Columbia Law Review, (1982), 217.

(22) J. Dressler, “Provocation : Partial Justification or Partial Justification or
Partial Excuse?”, supra note 20, p. 4774,

(23) Ibid, at p. 477.
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FREAHTIC & - ORENZ L e, Bkt L7z bz B39 2 B o
WIS E - Th, HIEE V) TADEDIEEDTE B LHERIC AW /2 & 115X
ETHLEDRMZLFFT L2 I3 TE v, I B 2 1 840 2 B3k
1%, BFECET 2 BEOPIHE KT 2Tl onKkEE R L CER DL
Ebhziinedy, AHOEGOMEMES L O EMEIC L ) BNz iE
128 B BAEDBEREIIE, PREE 2RI S b 2 $E 2 2 BER O WEENE %13
EAERL T WD TH D, 512, HETEDTRINCIELLE N84
DH D ETBEMIE, 1 20HRE L TOMBMRDIEARINEE & FIET 5,
THEARR D £ SIS L, THORY it (authority) 3 L OBy 2 5
BRI REE DO FIE D & — B T AR AT BN EBATSH D2 L TH
B one BIEE V) FI AR S LB 12 DITIE, W ADHE R D b —ERE
DAFEZMZ 5N EDTEHI N LT NE L ST, 20k ) ZHaeIchrE
D, BEEAT THE] & L CoOFRe R 2 2 2R E kb0 e b, %
DT O BERIIRILZ DV TE, AEIEGROBLIICB W T, L) 4%
WIs7e S5, 2 Tl & M 2T UE % b wold, BkFsE v Hihioli
SFEIEFRH E L COEFRIZOWTTH B,

3 HRPREFRH & L CoBFEOBEL
PEIE L VO HAEAMOBE (L L CIEAMOARED [BIE]) 18T 28

Bk LTSRN E N5 DY, 29 Leitibld, k36 & v Bih 2 3a i 2 th
HFHEADERZE ML TV D FIFICKHT 29 LT 7 o—F0dk

(24) A-7#x>-ktnia (A von Hirsch) & N+ —v &R/)L7 (N. Jarebor-
@) DHRFHL TWwa L Juz, [TkFEHIZ] MEcid 22 b Lnwidny
L, fTAHICFOMERIZ v, JUIREDMENL, BADIES ZHE Thv, £
NWEERMEHETH Y, WIETRHO o RBEE & L2 I NIEIRETH S ],
“Provocation and Culpability”, in Responsibility, Character and the Emo-
tions, F. Schoeman (ed), Cambridge : Cambridge University Press, (1987),
242.

(25) $121%, Holmes v DPP [1946] AC 588&M, %2 Tlix, [#:43, AR
AOMBPEIC T 2 MEE, AMO S I HEBEL &  PFEORIR DG & FFI
SRLTIUE L S %] (at 601 YA £> (Simon) HHFEER) 3 sd, +
V77 (O'Regan) 12 XU, [#kF ORI, AMOFTHIICHL THEST 5
LOTHY, Fio, MTHDREMIZBWT, HUDHWMOLHE T BA
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BEC L, RES MR LGRS Blardh b, 2L T,
PFATHIE, FNDE DD TEKRL LD TH EA, WHFEED AL % %k
B4, Wlcw AT 2 HAEA S8 RO E WS Al L 5 5, &
WD, ZOT7a—FOELBHHEE o> T b, PEkFER A EHLG % T
L7285t WA IZEMEICHE > TH COTEIDOFER R 2 iy 5 2 & 25T
X700, WIRSEEAHRTES (capacity to reason) ZK\VT\nd, E\9 0
Tld 7o\, RERATEDEAL L 72, &\ D WA KIRHEER R 20 M Tl & 5
7, ZOHEGEEE (reasoning) ICBEEL D 272, T L 5 MR R E S
LWL DITENE, LIFRHMDFEL I L LT VWD TH S, v—F— (Hor-
der) AT % k912,

H OIS B ATE) L (—EREDTNELATHICET 5) 2
HIMOFETH Y, £ DRIz B\ TEYED BRI F 72 13l 7 5228 % 52
ez e licBlzar tv—nd 4o, fiRkeE L TAELLERDN
FETH B (2610

PFEADIOE X L THELLZ IR L, B2 RET 5 213, EalcmET
HEZe L DTld e\, 1148 O e IFHET R OREEE 1S, SRR EEKT
BREEEICIIE L T, REHHO RS L1, BFEOBEASH, BRI
THHLEEERL 72, X T 2805 A0 TR FHMICBIKRL T 5, HIITED
e OIETREAAERIC & - T, BEFTADEBI LA T 5 D,
HBWIEZDOTRGH L IELA DL 72 5 SNE D, L) mizonwTE, 22
THEEE b7, L5, PSR E L Ol AbEfli % 1edk L7 =
Yok o T E, MMM, F I 21 AR IR & TR TR
DI E VRIS LN 2D ThH B, HFICBIT 2 RMER L LT 5720
121, AMOBE»MEERT L0, 2L CZOAMOTEEY, 3> Fo—
NDFER LT, IR L 53 BkFE & 5 A DO ERES HEk T 2
FUHEE W BRRICH B2 DH, I2DOWTHELT L 0MEDNH 5,

FHi2lE, L) BOHETCOEEIFHHEINL ZL2BD25DTH D],
“Indirect Provocation and Misdirected Retaliation”, Criminal Law Review
[1968] 319, 320. %72, R. Perkins, Criminal Law, Brooklyn: Foundation
Press, (1957), 42% L =M.,

(26)  Provocation and Responsibility, Oxford : Clarendon Press, (1992), 164.
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FEIC BT, HEOYMZ L TWwbD%, &5\ HCOITELTE By
ELTWBD, %‘”ﬁbziﬁ‘ﬂ&f‘? F TAT&E D HGL L RbILT W 50
B WD, ZORRIZBWTITEZENTW 3N 3HETIE X, LA
&) (passion) ’C%Zg EEZAREICE THHIL S RbIL TV U % 5
T\, ZIEZ A, RGBT 5 Er I & L“C@TJE%@HE%’E EoT
FRAHHLAME & 7% 5 DU, B ADBRBOTUE L 75 x> X - LT (A
FRBERTGERGELZERT HEN) 23> UTHL TV, tn) Ik
NDTH b, WkFERD, HOOITROARE £ 723 2R 2 Wi £
T, HbHW iﬁﬁ'@%ﬁiﬁﬂ’ﬁi’ﬂ/ l\ D~)I/L&7§f\ﬂ&f‘;': F THf] L‘»%Eﬂ%ﬁi
L Cwizaicis, 77]‘Z VWXif‘ i)( /X l/?@ﬁ(ﬁlﬁlc‘:‘ﬂ?f
oW, BLLWPBHIITEIND b, TOMOFHZFEETH 225, b L
Wk O BHLLDEEIc b Twiz & 34U, EEH#YE (automatism)
AR COFRBICNT 2 &L PAD 2O OWMYI LR E ML 5 2 ThHH
Jane ML bLT, TEEHEFHCOITEIZ 2> Fu— LT 2Heh %

IZHELINT WD L) SR BT, #eERoBkRIEI, SRERIc
T MADOMRRAE BT 2 o FTGRM—B 213, WEHM—, FKREA
TEINDL Lite\v, LT, 2%, HOREFEMIRISICELT 2
ey, #BEICE, (BIFIc) RRL 225050 2470 £ 7213 338§ 2 13505
DHENDTHD ) 280

HHEFHOXIRIC B WT, 2> b o— LRh R ¢ENS, IR

(27) T-T7—F & —J)F (T. Archibald) 7 ik~7z & 512, [#i5 AL 5E4z Fi)
LERRL Tniz, EHEE S5 —EDFMD AT é E b THINM e st
1213, PO TEITIHMEEN D DS Th > 72, ETRT LI ENTES,
L7ehoC, BIEDT 7 F A - VIADRTBEINLEPL LN G, /2,
HAIAT R TR 2T 5 2 L 2L LT, B ANFERE S
N5 REMEDH 5 |, “The Interrelationship Between Provocation and Mens
Rea : A Defence of Loss of Self-Control”, 28 Criminal Law Quarterly, (1985
-86), 454, 454-455.

(28) E-an74 > (E. Colvin) #3MIT 5 Lk )iz, [MEOHINEZ, 17407813
SREMERREIC & o TELAN T WilEkEEZ L 725 L, Z ZICHEEN LT
7 FA v RFHFIEL v, RIS, BkIEY, A X LT RTET LRV
TEOREZGIER T Z 9% 5 |, Principles of Criminal Law, Carswell
Pub., (1991), 253.
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(involuntariness) & EfEAY7Z W LB 2 JEEZEME (moral or normative
involuntariness) * NDEFE M2 ¥ 2 THMI NS, FEEEE VI F
B, HDMEERLECHEND, HDHVIEH D HEREINEEZ 2> be— LT 51hE
NHPFEEICRITFT0D, L) ZEaRTRODICHNLENE, 2L X%l
Ay BB L IIRATRADERNWIEICML T WD TH L6, ZIUIAT
BONBERTLI2TER Y, EFSbNED L Ltk v, i, H#iN%L
W U B 2 IHMEEESRIRT 2013, UTok) Zdplichs, $4bb,

TP B D IR RBRE % 8 ( (BOB A ERT (18T 5)) 213 TE 50, 3
WO HBEIZHT 2485072 » L NI 2 o 2oz (THE S iz &8
(overpowered will) D FHl), HUDBIR—>bH 5 WIHEIRL72THAHH Z &
— R L TR/ T2 TCEL VR ZNTH L, 7V v F v —
(Fletcher) I2X 2 &, IFTDL )27 5,

IRFHDTEET 5 DI, FTHHEDOFERD HHPHE S N T 2Bz B
TCThb, HEUITEHEEIFERKEMEEN, H2VIEFA 752478
HOT 2D HWEHOWICITIN L 2T 2HAD & 5 IS D T8 H I
THDEE, HHICIEIE LT, BEDEE, L2 LA E - HE
WY, FRARELATEL AT, 0 21250 2 3K B BT S TiAE
LD Th b, BIROHHOMEZ M5 ILEMEE v B, biibil
HUELEN 7o v LS 2 TR L M2 XE L0 ThH 5, SNEBIE 5 7
W, T BERZTDIThE2 LS ThH ), T ANTLVADSHEIC
FE, iz T2k ) Atk 2 KEMIZIEERL ThwZew] ThH

7 (30)0

(29) J-&—/v (J. Hall) 2wl 7zk iz, ZORKD [SE4ic AR ALS DT,
FThabbik [AH] »Z 572 KHEL ThZwWincdh 5 ] 1T&ICBALTEH
&, [Zoddililig, #E AT E -2 ATE L b o 72, &) (BRI %
KT 2L0THY, a1z, [Th] BERREXZETLLOTHS L
W) ZETHB], “General Principles of Criminal Law (2nd ed), New
York : Bobbs-Merrill, (1960), 422. %7z, S. C. Coval & J. S. Smith, Law
and its Presuppositions : Actions, Agents and Rules, London: Routledge,
(1986), = chapters 1 and 2% 2,

(30)  G. Fletcher, Rethinking Criminal Law, Boston & Toronto : Little, Brown
& Co, (1978), 803.
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B BATEDEIUC L 9 B DL, ZDATEND D 502 U DITEE DAT - 72381
TR L T e WA TS Tld e v, ETER e PE OB H OB T 5
FRBLCHE - C, BUET 2R F 22 I3 2O % ST EEDIT - 12 TH S
)BT 2T TITEI AT O N2 A TH > Th, ATENIERICKL 5 5,
Zofly LT, il RMEICEN %35 bk A, REoas, #iky
LRABNTRNE 59, EVI)BEPRETLNG, ZONBICE->T, &
NCikzZ 52 £, HOOWEMBWERICK L TEBY, /o, BE2H2T, H
DO DWW TEGE T 2R 2 105 20 513, Pi&id Z -5 L7 T4 %3 IRL &
MoleTHH),

AT & BN 2o v LB 2o SRR E & o KB, i5#) (compul-
sion) Xkl (coercion) DXF L ICAHBL 2 L Db %, HEICITET %
i3, HCOYEMEELZYWHIC 2> P e — LT B2 LD TELW, ST
WL, HEICATET 22 R TERWDTH b, MR, S -8,
W e R T EHRICAT ST 5 2 &V TE 207120 icid H CofTEio Ji1
PEZ HHIZEINT 2 2 13 TE Qv N, 75EROHIE (author-
ship-responsibility) %, % #LWp 2 Ic [H#IC BRI EEZ 4 o 5k
(claims of exculpation) (AR ZFEMET 2, TRl 2B E 9725035 (F720F
WE) OFIRIE, EHENIC, NETATLIINT 2T EOBEENTEEY 4 b
DTH B, BEHHO R 513, BEr LB REOIRONHIL, ITEHED
WTEAAT 4y 2 W9 B BB SRR & 72 I3 BRI ESE D SN 35 & OS2 36D
WTATH IS 5290

BB L O E0ZEM: & L CoTERERO |, &) b, 1148
B [HCORMO LA (master of hismind) | Th a2 L, HbWIIITES

(31) D. Hoekema, Rights and Wrongs, Toronto : Assoc. Univ. Presses, (1986),
752, fEE) & SRH O DWW T os B L T, J. Edwards, “Compul-
sion, Coercion, and Criminal Responsibility”, 14 Modern Law Review,
(1951), 297 ; H. G. Frankfurt, “Coercion and Moral Responsibility”, in
Essays on Freedom of Action, T. Honderich (ed.), London: Routledge,
(1973), 63,

(32) H. Gross, A Theory of Criminal Justice, New York : Oxford Univ. Press,
(1979), 692,
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7Y GEWEO | DHELRIEECITAL TWa 2 2Rt E T4, s L 0HBLO
FERAWIRT 5 DIE, FEIEEA & 15 5 ORI N 2 B0 5251k
EIN, HEVIFFEEMICHIREI N TS, LW HTH Daesy. HHZLER
AT H 5 NYOREINZ, WEI2EE T L) 2 HPE2OHh b, BB
12, ) ENAT Ao i, I ELER E C (the conscious self) % [Hli 3
LDTIE%L, HEIBKRTZZ 2l L TITK AP H L, L Lud b, =
DEEE, TOHSIW 2, BN K Z TIATAEORTZMS 254
Pranyy ATLENC L BB LI W EE LD TH S, (FE212,) wbW
2RISR (short-circuited reactions) % EER LD EH L AL b B
ThbI. ZORMBOED S E DL, HWEDLENES) L E b TRE
iAo, 29 LelEhys, H 5 ERCHMNE O ML L, fTAEOH)
B R EEM 20 B % RUTTHAICB W T Th b, ZOEE, ITEED
EREEIENE, WiRESN 5D TR, ERENEDTH S, Hifilbr kb
LREEICIG LT, HkFEE O KB, B 1M OEE TEE LT, HDHWIiE
[BIAEIYBOEG ] & L TRk 2 b, BEDEA, AR LI, #Fscx§
5 BN CEIRE Y 7 BOG & & 72 & THEMDH 5. DELATHICBT 2 Hs 3
25T, FEEICHL THE G 22w v )Rk, Bz, TabbRED
WMREE TSR L LTI EINEDTH D, ZDGhA, 118G
13, 3EAEBELZEIETICIET 5, 29 L72MUGIE, H5AMERITL
&9 EMDADZELRIRY) L7728 &2, ZONWH» b HEFDH ) L L TKREE
WIZHEZBAD, HDVEIET2HITL2DEMTVE, ZHUZHL T, ATED
Uy, BkFEEIE, L, BEBICHL THIHENH % 5.2 2 720103 R %

(33) ====2x)L- %>} (Emmanuel Kant) |2k 5 &, LA 12 IR E S
Na%E, BEEMMN LI DI L > ThREENS 7> b [EEOME
(heteronomy of the will) | Y W-3:Bfe——, ZD L Lh, —EDHET
1145 2HAE, HOOBEEINES L 3ERRICERS NG b b I T
EZev, M), BESEWEC o THES N 254, BEEESI TWE] §
LD EERINLNT, ZOEEIF [HOXR] SNbE5bid, L)
DI, ML > TIRESNLEEZZNHEKE KT E2025THD, &> b
12&2E, ZoL) HEEZEGFRLEREZIT DT %,

(34) N. R. F. Maier, “Frustration Theory : Restatement and Extension”, 63
Psychological Review, (1956), 370, 382 M, Z DE#1%, [584ICBEZIRk
8 X SEA T BRVEN e IRIE D I 20 KB 25 1), 2 2 TN & Bl ¢ L
A9, EEERT S,
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ToTWwadEIIcRh2Z5, LrLuds, 29 L@ ROFTrH 505 L »
- TC, bitbiud, #HkFEHIIECOITEZ 2> fe—LLTw3, U‘ﬁf i g

ZREF G, L) DL, THENC £ 5 TED b N2 BT ORIz,
t’UCcﬁf%ﬂ)erZio & U?'F;_F BIY 2 Wi DR D) 250D 0 5 Th B, fJE%miﬁ

LT, 29 LMD 1L, BRI E THIE ?ﬂ 05, TRLL,

;J‘ocl:%/\tbwi)@i, ENDbIHENC KIS & &, BYICKH) T <,
LIFLITRZANCEBKA TL & ) FAEZ 2 5 TH b, %X%%#? EHEHATL B &
ORIAS I RO & bic, [RAIATE) (reflix actions) | EFRENLE L D25
KA SN NETH D, [BEHIATE)] 1212 BARI 20 DB IEREDRIT 5 D T,
ZIHBRT 2 0IF, EER L W LB 2 IHMEEE ORI TR %, UL
HIEBIEDFENTH b, [HENATR] 13, L THGERIZH 527 [HHIY
BOG] b F 7, EENEEOREE, ZEI2 L5 LENTEO RS &, MR
T, W)l mEed, FE LW R E 72 3 Hm %2R
FTLDEFEZ LN LTH D,

ZOMDOENGIIFETH 2 L L7z 2T, 2HIHOYPIRIEE % bl 5 &,
WET 2 2 & e CHEEIICAT AT 81, AEOMBR AR CHCRIZE L 28 &
0y, —RICIEERCAEL Zev, 29 LBEICE, X0 B IUSRIC R 20
wz T 2ichiel), WHRLZZWEADLH DL, 252, #iEAICLS
B O A PIE L BT THRETT 5 2 & 1F, W Ao BkIE 23207 722k &
LT, BN EANEZFATT 2REICE THBIOEZIERL 2072, vl
JEICEZ BlzhizY), BHELEZETHHH). ZOT7a—FiF, UTOxY e
BEWNTH L, Thbb, $hFEL ) HRDOIRIC B W TEBELE F 72132851
ICENT B Eid, B3, EBICE AR, ERNA A ETT R
FCHBILZEET 5 LW HEADKBIE ez ) 9 5, Ll bE 5
FEDLDTHBDH, ZFitsdb, THEIN LT W, EELEIRENLD
ThbLDh, L) HBEICEZ 272HICEETHY) J 5I2TE X, 3557
LI EnNThH b, Mz, EPWML LD THIUEH 21T L, BHkFEEIH
COfT#Z 2> ba— LT 57201203, £TETEL OGN UBEE %
2, WMETIUE, BBV ERE LD THIUEH 2138, ITEHHEDHIHOMHRS B
L HBI GO RMDEIN %, DM EORF R RIGICIRT 20 T3k, ©
L AWM ORFRIEIIFT 2 BIHIE, FTETHRNALLDELDDTH B,
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TRk Sz, PEPTANRTEDOIN AR ) 2 DIE, WEHNEED
TEANE L LD, ThbbIEN M E 23 A KL ) 2D, &A%
ENDHEICIREN D s IEMEICE D &, ITRAELIIET 5 & ) ICEED T
LD, WEBITHIZHT 2ITHBEDAKRTH B, hFEICB T, Pkse
X, NELATED H -7z, LHEL TW5720 Tla %<, Wik 5 HEFTHE)
DRETH Bh, ICBLTHLRBREIMEL TWwb, LaL, MEMEYH 5
i, T8, BT RSIC L - THEEICIELL S 1L 5 #PH £ 8 2 5 3l
AN, ML T b, DELATHICHT 21T A B O HMNE, EETTE)
B L) AT [ER] 2@ 525, i~ &1 ) Z D%oEsig,
Tt B H OFHIERR, § % b bHFEEOETE L HFEICHT 2 B EO UG
ZIALMEIC RIS 2 R8 % H 2R T 2 AT, 2 < LT, HkIEH ot
ROBEWHEAL T, 8% 5, HEoFHilife i, Hhr L Tns
JERIH BB DI & > THADN T2 05 THS, LE222»L LNk
Vage ZDET, RIEOLWEOT THMPI UGS 5 HpkFEH 3, EMAICIE
AR 25 TIT RS 2 58T DOHEEHR L EETH 2.

(35)  #FEIzB W, IE4 2D A D HRLLOTERIZ IED W TITEH DRI
TR A RIS T 5, & v BUEE, HKTOMNGS, IS A #ikIEE
POGIC & & F 6T, HEHFDTHICHET 2HHFEEOFI D ki, vy Z &
FRRLTW5, C-T74 77— (C. Taylor) #k~7z % 512, B8R H 5,
bilbi, ITHBIRHASD T2 i L TRtz ), &F52
b, % L CHIEEHiE 22 0T, bitbitd, 1T HCoFHbiicie- TIT&T 5
B CEMIC LA B, & F 25, LL, bitbiud, iz ) Lk
fili 2 AL HARIZH L TR S DR T E A, EHF2 L) LT aMImbH
%], “Responsibility for Self”, in G. Watson (ed.), Free Will, Oxford:
Oxford University Press, (1982), 118.

(36) R-77>F (R Brandt) #4ik~7zk 91z, [@EoBENEER, (73
— )L X EFEEEIC) B2 EAbd 5 (primitivize thinking) 2 & 216 41T
W, B &9z, B IE ARG % R, BEEHEOREICNT S
B 23RN 2B 2 A S 5 |, “A Motivational Theory of
Excuses in the Criminal Law”, Criminal Justice Nomos XXVII, (1985), 165,
183-184 ; reprinted in Justification and Excuse in the Criminal Law, M. L.
Corrado (ed.), New York & London : Garland Publishing, (1994), 95, 114.
F 72, W. Mischel, “From Good Intentions to Willpower”, in P. Gollwitzer
and J. Bargh (eds) The Psychology of Action, New York : The Guildford
Press, (1996) # ¢ £,
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BN 7o LB 2 MM & v ) Bl 2 B X § 2 Z oo b & 13 R
7, HFEOKRE L ToHMLOTERIE, BIENES L O IR R A
SEEICBIHIT 2 L D TlE e v, WiEkFEEDY) WMLz s—%J L7z
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