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This study has the objectives of jdemifving the opinions of Thai judges on
sentencing goals, namely, punishment, incapacitation, and rehabilistion. Possible
relmtionships between judges'apinions on senencing poals and judges
clareerisiics, pl.:l':{uuuﬁl:r. angd helieis comcerming the causes of crimw s
CRaimiined.

The resulls stromgly  demon=izaie that judpes” opinions on puimishneeo,
wpaciktion, and  relabilitaton geals were dilferemt doe W some of  ther
demographic charpctenisties, persomality, ond belicls, The pontshiment sl wis
determined by individual couse, aml authorimrianism, with auboritrianism laving
more elTect e individusl cause. The mweapacitation  goal was determined by
idividual conse, wellaiam, sloritrianism, o ol TRO0-39. 908 bkt with
individenl cavse having e most el | followed by welfirism, income of 14LHI0-
9999 baht per month, and anthoririanism in descending order of inpartance. Tl
rehabthitnion poal wan detennined by sowciol canse, ceotieniie couse, mitloritarianisim
with megative dircction, income of TLOD0-30. 990 Babit and having, connploted erude
12 prondusstion in 2 manicipal area in o provinee otler Uio Baozkok, with ceonomiv
cause baving the wost effect, ollowed by sovial cmse, income ol 1TE000=349_ 9949 bata
per month. place of grade 12 grodustion, and aothoritarimism, Chw resolis Gortber
suggest that the individual differences temd o influenee sentencing goals copiricall
i two ways, Juwdges belioved i the punitiveness Butors which consizt ol -
sentencing goal Gretors that Gecas on punishoem owl meanpacitation iF thes belicved in
individual cavsotion, md swthoritarianiso, Judpes Delivved i relabilignion i85 e
Belivved in coonomide and social coussation amd Bad less aatorisarianism .

The simubated coses revenled that wiwn Juddges mule decizions,  some ol Hw
individual dilterences that had clfect on sentencing poals also Lad ellecr on e
pudpement witl same e difTerent diccetions shile seme difterences hod no eflfeer on
the judgement. Alse, some of the mdividual differences that bad elleer on e
Judgement had no effeel on sentencing goals, The sikritics amd differences of the
elTect of mdividual diflerences on sentencing goals and sentencing decision could Ty
explained with ihe theory that attitudes alone do not explain the severity ol sentences
impoged by judpes and the inlluenes of personal aititiules on senleneing bebavior is
marrowly inlerpreted without aking other Fetors aod ressons into considesation, This
mens that the individual differences of judges is only one o Bwlors hat inllweney
sentencing and thus other ficters should be taken oo consideration. as well,




