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Abstract: In this paper as for whether the criminal law amendment is an irrational
expansion of criminal circle a “visible criminal circle” is used as a test tool to have an
empirical test on the rationality of the criminal law amendment. On the basis of the
reinterpretation of the criminal definition in Joel Feinberg’s theory on criminalization this
paper makes a comparative observation on the whole name of crime in the old and new texts of
criminal law in our country and finds out a three—ring structure of criminal circles. The
central part of the three—ring structure is constituted by all the typical crimes that can be
restored as violence theft and deceit. The middle part is constituted by weakly typical
customized crimes and the outer part is the fuzzy boundary of the criminal circle. The
three—ring structure of the criminal circle and its proportion distribution are in line with some
theoretical principles embedded in a large number of articles of law. When introducing more
than one hundred crimes involved in the criminal law amendment in 20 years it can be found
that 69.6% of the new crimes and 78.3% of the relaxation of the criminal punishments are at
the center part of the criminal circle which is a normal operation of tight and typical dragnet
of crime justice; 26. 8% of the new crimes and 18. 3% of the relaxation of the criminal
punishments are distributed at the middle part of the criminal circle which explains the
reason why some non-typical crimes had been listed in criminal punishment; only 3. 6% of
the new crimes and 3.3% of the relaxation of the criminal punishments are distributed at the
outer part of the criminal circle which has a certain risk in going beyond the
sollen-boundaries of the criminal circle. Based on the concept of stringent but not strict and
method of structure control this paper suggests that the future criminal law amendment should
reflect three principles of “structural reduction’  “proportional control” and “order in crime

and punishment”.
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