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[bookmark: _GoBack]The lay judge system, which was established through the Lay Judge Act, aims to enable the general public to participate in criminal trials and thereby allow their sound common sense to be reflected in judicial judgments, while deepening their understanding of and support for the judicial system and also establishing a stronger citizen-oriented basis for the criminal justice system over the long term.
(1) Subject cases
Cases subject to lay judge trials are those involving offenses that are punishable by the death penalty, life imprisonment with or without work, and cases that need to be dealt with by a statutory collegiate court (offenses punishable by the death penalty, or life imprisonment or imprisonment for a minimum term of one year or more with or without work (excluding robbery, etc.)) and involve offenses which resulted in the death of the victim through an intentional criminal act. 
(2) Pretrial arrangement proceeding
Cases subject to lay judge trials must be brought to a pretrial arrangement proceeding prior to the first trial date. The court clarifies the points at issue in the case prior to determining which and in what order the evidence should be examined. The establishment of a concrete trial plan in this way enables the trial to take place in a more intensive and systematic manner.
(3) Selection of lay judges, etc.
A list of lay judge candidates randomly selected from an electoral register list is made every year by the relevant district court. The lay judge candidates are then randomly drawn from the above list for the respective cases, and are summoned to the relevant court to take part in the selection procedure. 
Six (or four in exceptional cases) lay judges are drawn randomly by the district court following a closed procedure where lay judge candidates may decline for legal reasons, or public prosecutor, defense counsel and defendant may exclude candidates by challenging them for cause, or by exercising peremptory challenges (challenges without cause) .  
(4) Trials and verdicts
Lay judge trials take place over sequential days. According to the Lay Judge Act, public prosecutors and defense counsels, etc. are required to present their cases in a manner that is understandable for the lay judges to sufficiently fulfill their duties and, during the deliberations, the presiding judge is required to thoroughly explain any relevant laws and ordinances, organize the deliberations, and provide the lay judges with sufficient opportunities to contribute to the deliberation.
Deliberations at lay judge trials are conducted by a collegiate court body consisting of three judges and six lay judges, and identify the facts pertaining to a judgment of guilty or not guilty, etc., the way in which relevant laws and ordinances should be applied, and the appropriate sentence. Verdicts get rendered based on the opinions of the majority of the collegiate body, including from at least one of both the judges and lay judges. 
2 Implementation status of lay judge system
Table 1 shows guilty or not guilty judgments and the sentencing of those convicted in a court of first instance with cases subject to lay judge trials conclusively judged in 2011 by type of offense.

