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Abstract : The conception of* the volumed offender” ,which is used usualy in overseas crimina law theo-
ry only has gotten rotice recently in our country. Because the conception of* the habitua dffender” was
canceled from our crimina code ,the author relates our crimina theory and crimina legidation in dfect ,
gives afurther discusson the basc quegion of the volumed doffender on the base of the experiencesin or-
erseas.
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