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the judicial authority should work with each other with divided responsibilities. Their coordination
should be under check and balance fully taking advantage of each authority’s feature and preventing
and combating terrorism collaboratively.

Key Words: Anti — terroism; Cohesion System of Administrative Law and Criminal Law; Terror—
ist Activity; Terrorist Property
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The research on the individual factors of contemporary international terrorism crime analyzes how
to develop the psychological characteristics of terrorists. It is obviously that the social material condi—
tion is the decisive factor in the formation and change of terrorism. The specific terrorist personality
traits can be divided into two aspects: the physiological characteristics and the psychological charac—
teristics of terrorists. The formation of terrorists’ personality traits are the result of socialization.
Therefore the theory of process of socialization can be used to explain how the individual becomes a ter—
rorist and owns the unique personality traits belonging to the terrorists. According to this theory the
process of becoming a terrorist is viewed in two aspects. On the one hand as an object of socializa—
tion the individual accepts the value and knowledge of terrorism from terrorist groups and terrorists.
On the other hand as a subject of socialization the individual actively learns the ideology from ter—
rorism and extremism. Through the interaction between the society and the individual the terrorist
establishes a binary logical thinking distinguishing people and things as either "us" or " enemy"
and view violence as the only way of dissolving the dilemma.

Key Words: Terrorism; Terrorist; the Factors of Individuals Becoming Terrorists; Socialization

Lan Di  Lecturer in the Institute of Anti — Terrorism of Northwest University of Political Science

and Law Doctor of law.

Comparison and Comments on the Crime of Incitement to Terrorism of China and UK
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After several rounds of discussion and negotiation in the house of chambers in UK  the Terrorism
Act 2006 defines the indirect incitement to terrorism as a criminal offence with rather specific condi-
tions and remedies. Although the Act was promulgated shortly after the London bombing and was criti—
cized for the ambiguity on some key norms the possible infringement to freedom of expression and the
uncertainty of law it is still of important reference to the improvement of the legislation concerning the
crime of incitement to terrorism in China. It is suggested that an explanatory note or guideline on the
crime of incitement to terrorism shall be published for the unification in the application of law. Mean—
while the incitement crime by means of the publishing of terrorism statement and the dissemination of
terrorist publications shall be regulated separately and some specific preconditions and procedural

guarantees shall be added into the current law for a balance of combating terrorism and protecting free—
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dom of expression.
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The terrorist organization crime is a special kind of organized crime. In China "the crime of or—
ganizing leading and joining a terrorist organization" is the starting point and the main hitting point
for the anti — terrorist in criminal law. This is different from Russia which starts the regulation of ter—
rorism from clarifying the exact nature of terrorism and will not refer to the terrorist organization crimes
unless the organization crime with the terrorism nature develops to a rather serious extent. Russia cre—
ates two separate crimes for the terrorist organization crime which are "the crime of organizing and
joining a terrorist group" and "the crime of organizing and joining a terrorist group’s activities". In
addition the two nations” choices of criminal law are also different obviously on the terrorist
organization’s position in joint crimes as well as the behavior forms and the contents of terrorist organ—
ization crimes. Analyzing and comparing the similarities and differences of two nations” criminal law
will offer a multi — view’s reference for China’s legislation perfection of terrorist organization crime.
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The four views on the atrribute of the procuratorial power show that the traditional procuratorial
power theory has fallen behind from the practical needs in multiple respects. Taking the independence
of the procuratorial power from the public power as the logical starting point and reviewing the power
based on its attributes we can find that the procuratorial power has the legal supervision nature the
judicial nature the administrative nature and the public nature among which the legal supervision
nature is the essence. A comprehensive understanding of the property of the procuratorial power can
provide a reasonable development direction and a theoretical support for the reform of procuratorial
work.
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