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Abstract : In the field of sentencing the liability is generally understood with the basic concept and cat-
egories of liability in the criminal theory,but whether its understanding basis or its estimation basis can-
not provide the deterministic conception for the liability in field of sentencing. In fact, with the influence
of purpose of penalty, the sentencing liability adjusts functionally and treats differently the basic catego-
ries of liability in the criminal theory from the comparability and quantity. Therefore,the sentencing lia-
bility has more broadly connotation of concept and functionality. Tt can be mainly proved: from the com-
parability and quantity. sentencing liability is responsible for the strata determine ofvarieties of circum-
stances, so that the countries can possibly take action with different severity of penalties; on the other
hand, it merges with preventive purposes, so that it meets the demands for consideration of prevention in

the liability.

Key Words: Unlawfulness and Liability Sentencing Liability; Functional Adjustment; Strata Deter-

mine; Demands of Prevention
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