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Confiscation of Criminal Objects: Centering on Confiscation
of Related Objects

Chen, Chien-Ting

Abstract

The amendment to the Taiwanese criminal law confiscation system
commenced in 2016 did not feature major changes in the confiscation of
criminal objects. Concerning the classification of criminal objects subjected
to confiscation, the new legislation continues to adapt the existing concepts in
the original law. However, the Supreme Court created the category of “related
objects” in its judgement, revealing such type of criminal objects “cannot be
subject to confiscation in principle unless there are special provisions”. By
introducing the confiscation in the Sand Dredger Case (Taiwan Penghu District
Court Jian-Zi Judgment No. 12 (2018)), reviewing the legislative trends in
the 2016 Amendment, and comparing the new confiscation system in Taiwan
with the understanding of the general criminal objects under German law, this
article intends to point out how the Court has falsely defined “related objects”

and address the issues then arose in practice.





