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Comparison of strategies between Taiwan and
Japan in Countering organized crime

— The strategies of People, Interest, Object and

Evidence

Jye-Ching Lee
Assistant Professor, Department of Applied Japanese

[ Abstract])

There are differences in content and form of legislation between Taiwan and
Japan for dealing with organized crime, but there are similarities in strategies to
counter organized crime; the strategies of “People” and “Object” , in particular, are
identical. The past few years, have seen a trend in both Taiwan and Japan to focus
their efforts on the strategies of “Interest” and “Evidence”. This article attempts to do
the following by taking comparative viewpoints regarding the theory of criminal law
and the criminological policy between two countries:

1. pointing out the defect and backfire of the strategies in “People” and “Object”,
and proposing a new direction with a view to meeting the problem;

2. emphasizing the crucia importance of Interest Strategy and Evidence Strategy in
countering organized crime;

3. using the concept of the strategy for countering organized crime to investigate
the problem and solution that exists in the strategies of People, Object, Interest
and Evidence while considering the theories of legidlation, interpretation and
suitability;

4. suggesting that the current severe punishments of “People’ and “ Object” already
reached its very limit in terms of the balance between crime and punishment and
of criminological effects, and suggesting a better approach by comparing the
aggravated penalty between “Interest” strategy, “People” strategy and “ Object”
strategy through the views of scientism and humanism, both serving as guiding



ideas of criminological Policy. This approach not only combines and strengthens
“Interest” strategy, “People” strategy and “Object” strategy, but also utilizes the
comprehension of the relationship between “Evidence” strategy, criminal fact
and organized crime structure to punish the real mastermind. This approach aso
imposes confiscation of illegal property acquired or deprives the criminal of
illegal income that have been the motive of organized crime. Such advantages
should make this research more valuable and meaningful.
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Evidence strategy, criminal income



