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The Acts and Objects of  
Conversion

Huei-Ting Huang  *

Abstract

Conversion can be categorized into three kinds of conversion, which 
are general conversion, conversion in official, in public welfare and in 
business aspects and conversion of missing objects. The ownership (hold) 
of others is the main law interests of conversion protection. Besides con-
version of missing objects, conversion is a crime to interrupt others’ access 
to own, and against the essence of commending trust relationship. Conver-
sion behavior must be shown by notable objective facts and can be proved 
intentional conversion; intentional conversion is an act to occupy others’ 
property unlawfully and at the same time to exclude the rights of knowing 
and wanting of others’ ownership. To justify the offender guilty or not is 
not dependable only on the results of crime committed. It’s the will to 
commit conversion that counts. Therefore, conversion is different from 
larceny to be confined guilty or not by the scope of “unlawful ownership 
intention”. 
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