112 12 ka2 w (O REEIE] 1

SCE RME Ik 2 PR

CCI I

= R

al

s BIEEME

C BIEA L RS
— ~ AEHEEEAER

() % T2 3R BT RE

OB )1k B 8 A\ 1k Fat
= W R BRI YRR R
=~ RIEIRIR E

VY~ HRy SO i 0 B2 1

2~ i 2 AR

|

i

A

B R B N BAE - By - W RBE RS

Keywords : Forfeiture, Third party Forfeiture, Personality, Materiality, Retroactivity

FAE G TR R
PR KB AR R A RIS R -



2

T LA s %7 62 553 1 N

1% %

2015 SR ik Bl 2 I8 MO L 0915 IR 0 BR ERRA 09I I HLE > BT T
) B A 02 MR R B 3 ) Ae A 3R TR 0 MR B OB R 3B BT AR SR A 60 R R A
B0 RRHILRITHAGEBLKZIN 0 BIRBAILFATHAAINZ A BPPT=E 5
ZNBAEHE o BRI o AE BRI O N 0 B FA LR T LA
ROGMWH > EIRIELNE  FFAEMF RO FH Z AL EM > BTN &
B SL 09 HLEG o shIZ B M 5 0 AFARET B8 S e R AR R 0 BB R ARy
Fo RARAEERWRLMGRYE » FRABLEBHETHR  REBGH
J A0 £53% o m B HAA L MAE B R o 1 A B RE 0 BRI A BRAE 0 18 A
TR AR IR 0 A 0 TS ORI MR 00 B S1AEER 0 SR B HAN LK
B ER SR e A 0 Bk E A AT 5 o SuAEMS Uk BAN R T 09 F R
RE R A E A RAeeg e > AFRE !

A Study on the Legal System of Criminal Forfeiture

Yaw-Cheng KE

Abstract

The legal system of criminal forfeiture was reformed in 2015. The reform
unclude: 1. abandons the character of accessory punishment of criminal forfeiture;
2. formulate a new special chapter for the forfeiture. This Reformact makes the
scope of criminal forfeiture to the Third. In general the main content of this
reform is to give the criminal forfeiture a independent effect. And the scope of
its application is to expand to a third person for a particular confiscation, meanwhile
it is updated the effectiveness and the aging specification of forfeiture specification.
In terms of properties of confiscation, it is correct in legislation for Criminal
Code, that the institution of forfeiture is orderd as a independent legal effect,
but it is error, that it is not made clear the real nature of the forfeiture, not to
making the original nature, that it should be a nature of material and not personality.
Additionally the legal validity of the reformed forfeiture can be applied retroactively,
it will lead to the contradictory between norms and make the error in the ysstem
of norm. The justical practice will get the hesitation about the correct appropriateness
of normsystem. This reformed error will lead the application to a unsolutive
delimma. This is worth pondering!





