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Abstract 

The research deals with the legal controls of the crime of publishing a 

program on the Internet to cancel, delete, add, destroy, disclose, damage, 

withhold, modify, change, transfer, copy, capture or enable others to access data 

or information or otherwise the obstruction, interference, stopping or disabling the 

work of an information system or the access to it or changing a website, canceling 

in the Jordanian legislation. In fact, the study showed that in order for the act to be 

criminal, it must be committed by committing one of the acts provided in article 

(4) of the Jordanian E-Crimes Law. In fact, the mere storage or dissemination of 

such programs with the intent of legitimate use does not constitute a crime.Yet, 

the study concluded a number of findings and recommendations, the most 

important of which are that it does not require availability of the specific intent of 

the specific motive for perpetrating the crime of publishing programs on the 

Internet or using the information system with the intent of harming others. Rather, 

the general intent represented by knowledge and will is sufficient. 
 

Keywords: Technology Crimes, Program Publishing, Internet, Information 

System, Impersonation, Permit Violation 
 

Introduction 

The information technology development has led to the emergence of 

electronic crimes that did not exist previously, so that the means used to commit 

crimes varied whereby they turned to be committed by an electronic tool which 

matter required the legislator to intervene and legislate laws criminalizing those 

acts committed by information systems or by using programs via the Internet 

(Ayyad, 2007). 

Therefore, the importance of the research is evident in the comment made 

on article (4) of the Jordanian E-Crimes Law No. (27) of 2015 the subject of 

which is the description and analysis in having the Jordanian legislator devoted a 

special law to the electronic crimes through which diligent legal care was taken 

with this type of acts that conferred criminal character on it. However, as we will 

see on the subject of the article under study, the legislator, in addition to the 
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images of material acts that it restricted to a specific sect as mentioned in article 4 

of the Jordanian E-Crimes Law, included a penalty for this type of crime by 

realizing the first part of the moral element in it, which requires knowledge of its 

components and the direction of the sinful will to commit it. 

Hence, this study aims to clarify the material and moral elements and the 

causal relationship of the crime of using a program on the Internet or using the 

information system and to indicate the means in which the crime of using a 

program is committed on the Internet or by using the information system. Further, 

the study also aimed to indicate the punishment for the crime of using a program 

on the Internet or by using the information system. 

There is no doubt that the provision of article (4) of the Jordanian E-

Crimes Law suffers from some loopholes, and there is a need to amend this 

provision to be consistent with the developments of practical life, as the problem 

of research arises regarding the elements that must be available for the crime of 

introducing, publishing or using online programs on the Internet or by using the 

information system with the intent of harming others and the appropriateness of 

the punishment for the acts committed. 

In this study, we will try to answer the following most important questions 

that represent the research issue: What is the wisdom of initiating this type of 

crime through an electronic program? What is the difference between what was 

stated in article (3) of the same law and what was stated in article (4) of the same 

law regarding the introduction, use or publication of a program? What is the exact 

concept of the program and how is it prepared and used? Why does the Jordanian 

penal legislator in article (4) require the general intent without the specific intent? 

Why did the Jordanian penal legislator limit this crime to having a general intent 

rather than a private one? What is the compatibility of the penalty provided in the 

inability of article (4) with the person responsible for such acts?  
 

Methodology 

In the research, the analytical method will be followed to analyze the 

provisions of the legal articles related to the research due to the diversity and to 

arrive at the strengths and weaknesses of the various jurisprudential, legal and 

judicial trends as well as the extent of their adoption in order to identify their 

contents, implications and goals as well as to criticize and comment on them and 

to highlight the critical aspect of the researcher as the research necessitated the use 

of several approaches due to its complex nature between the provisions of 

legislation, opinions and jurisprudence trends (Malkawi, 2008). 

Hence, Article 4 of the Jordanian E-Crimes Law clarifies and comments 

on what was provided in paragraph (b) of article 3 of the same law. This paragraph 
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limits each of the punishable material acts represented by cancellation, deletion, 

addition, destruction, disclosure, damaging, withholding, modifying or changing, 

transmission or copying to the intentional access to the Intent or the information 

system. However, the beholder at the beginning of article 4 finds that the legislator 

has added all of the acts of accessing, publication and use, whether these three acts 

are taken together or separately through a program on the Internet or by using the 

information system and that it added both the act of capturing or enabling others to 

view data or information or obstructing or disrupting the work of the information 

system or the access to it when the legislator caused the said acts to be attached to 

the information system only in addition to the acts that constitute by themselves 

independent and identical misdemeanor in terms of punishment with the acts 

mentioned at the beginning of the provision according to what we see from the 

analysis of the legal provision under study (Al-Ajami, 2014). 
 

Results & Discussion 
 

The material element of the crime of using a program on the Internet  

The material element of the crime of publishing aprogram on the Internet 

is a voluntary behavior that results in a criminal outcome and that a causal 

relationship connects them (Al-Masri, 2017). 

So that the criminal behavior of this crime is the introduction, 

dissemination or use of a program on the Internet or using the information system 

(Nairi, 2017). 

In fact, a part of the jurisprudence believed to the necessity of verifying 

the act of entering by adding new data to the electronic support, whether it was 

empty or there were data on the same. In fact, and in this regard, they added by 

commenting that the occurrence of such crime is often related to the knowledge of 

the person in charge of the information section to whom the role of the electronic 

transactions or accounting is assigned because he is in the best position to commit 

such a type of illegal manipulation (Al-Kababji, 2013). 

As well as, Article (2) of the Arab Convention against Crime related to 

Information Technology in the Outcome Document of the High-Level Meeting on 

the General Review of the Implementation of the Outcome of the World Summit 

on the Information Society which stipulated that: "Information program: A set of 

instructions and commands executable using a technology Information and ready 

to accomplish a task. Information system. 

For international conventions, we note that theArabic Convention on 

Combating information technology Crimes has been determined in whole or in 

part of information technology. It is understood that these Conventions did not 
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include unauthorized access to websites or information networks with criminal 

protection (Abu Issa, Ismail, & Aamar, 2019). 

Accordingly, the intentional, illegal material acts that call for pursuingthe 

criminal responsibility of the person who committed them are divided to the 

matters he has published, used or entered the same through a program via the 

Internet or by using an information system (Baghdadi, 2018). 

The act of canceling, deleting, adding, destroying or damaging data or 

information has been criminalized because there is no explicit legal protection for 

electronic data and information in punitive legislation, in addition to the need to 

treat the same as money, documents and other rights that are prohibited by law to 

be jeopardized. In fact, the electronic information and data have a material and 

moral value that are not less than the value of documents, money and other rights 

protected under the legislation in force. Further, they may also contain studies and 

private information or that they may control and run systems or institutions and 

hence, the foregoing leads to the mater that any of these actions may result in the 

disruption of services such as electricity, water (Abdelbaqi, 2018). 

There may also be various means and methods used by criminals to 

commit their criminal acts with the intent of sabotaging or destroying information 

systems or destroying, distorting or tampering with information and stored data, 

whether this destruction extends partially or completely self-identified information 

to all stored data and information or completely by means of programs destructive 

like viruses of all kinds (Al-Abbadi, 2015). 

In fact, access to the information system may only take place through a 

purely virtual route, based on searching and accessing the information using 

electronic means. In fact, the law has not specified any specific means of access 

action, and therefore any means by which entry is made to the crime scene must 

reach the material element of that crime (Abu Issa & Alkhseilat, 2022). 

In fact, the Amman Court of First Instance, and in its appellate capacity 

(Jordan) ruled in its judgment No. (1033/2021) dated 8 July 2021 that: “With 

regard to the offense of creating an account on Internet, and since the Public 

Prosecution is in charge of proving that the appellant committed this crime, and 

where the complainant, who is the representative of the Public Prosecution in 

magistrate's cases, did not provide any evidence to prove that the respondent 

created this account, and since the penal provisions are based on certainty and 

confirmation, and therefore, in this case, it is necessary to declare her innocence of 

this crime for the lack of legal evidence” (Amman Court of First Instance in its 

Appellate capacity, 2021). 

Further, the provision of article (4) of the Jordanian E-Crimes Law also 

prohibits the disclosure of data or information to protect the right of information 
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and data owners to maintain privacy and confidentiality. In fact, privacy centers 

on the idea of a person’s right to decide when, how and to what extent his personal 

and professional information can be shared with others. As for the idea of 

confidentiality, it revolves around the person’s right to hide his private 

information from others who do not want them to know that information, whether 

that information belongs to individuals or institutions for which the act is 

punishable when it is not authorized by the person concerned and bypassing the 

permit or that both of entering and access the same is not authorized (Jaffal, 2017). 

The blocking of data and information may be directed towards the 

information system or Internet directly by preventing others from accessing it. In 

fact, this case assumes that no harm is caused to the information itself, but 

preventing the beneficiaries and those who have the right to access information 

and data from accessing it or using it in any way by disabling access to it. Yet, the 

importance of criminalization is demonstrated by the fact that institutions have 

become dependent in providing their services to beneficiaries on information 

systems and Internet for which blocking the data and information means 

disrupting the provision and/or access to those services (Maamesh, 2013). 

Actually, disrupting the work of the information system assumes that the 

perpetrator has entered, published or used a program that would prevent the 

system from working, whether its data and information were tampered with or not 

where the result is the same, i.e. the inability of the user of the system to perform 

his private works, providing the services to others or otherwise (Al-Thanian, 

2012). 

Yet, and under the heading of changing data and information falls a lot of 

actions, the simplest of which is changing personal information that is not 

important to become incomprehensible and changing it does not cause harm to 

anyone while the impact of changing the data and information may increase up to 

damaging information concerned with a public services, securities, rights, funds or 

the entry pin in which the said acts vary in term of its impact (Moulay, 2015). 

Actually, it is equal in entering the program to the information system to 

transfer data and information stored in an information system that the transfer is 

within the same system or tool or to another system or tool without keeping that 

information in its original place for which the act criminalized is transferring the 

said information and data while the impact of such transfer varies from one case to 

another as the transfer of information may result in a breach of privacy and 

confidentiality and may result in the disruption of an information system or 

information network or the work of a website and also may result in a distortion of 

facts, forgery, espionage or the commission of another crime such as 

impersonation. Hence, the concept of data and information transfer is very broad 
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and that the effect of that act should be considered before determining the 

appropriate penalty, and therefore the penalty varies according to the criminal 

effect (Alzahrani, 2020). 

Actually, the importance of criminalizing acts on websites is the ease of 

access to those websites through the introduction of a program directly or 

remotely via Internet or the information system, and there are many forms of such 

acts starting from temporarily disabling the website until disabling it permanently 

or impersonating its owner and dealing with the public by the perpetrator as if he 

was the owner of that website, thus harming the interests of its true owner or user 

and depriving those who deal with him from benefiting from that website. Further, 

the purpose of these fraudulent acts may be to bring benefits and gains to oneself 

or to others, or simply to sabotage and deprive its owner of benefiting from it 

(Baghdadi, 2018). 

So, the Amman Court of First Instance, in its appellate capacity (Jordan), 

ruled in its judgment No. (1846/2021) dated 7November2021 that: “Hence, and by 

referring to the established facts of the complaint and the application of the 

elements and factors of the crime of impersonating the owner of an information 

system in accordance with article 4 of the E-Crimes Law assigned to the defendant 

(the respondent), we find that, and as is proven through the evidence presented in 

this case, the actions assigned to the respondent are related to the respondent's 

having, in light of the disputes between him and his wife, the complainant, 

recovered the line registered in his name and obtained a new SIM card with the 

same number which matter is not considered as being of the material acts that 

constitute an integral part of the crime of impersonation of the owner of the 

information system according to article 4 of the E-Crimes Law for which the same 

necessitates announcing the non-responsibility of the respondent for the ascribed 

offense” (Amman Court of First Instance in its appellate capacity, 2021). 

Yet, and in order for the crime to be realized, it is also required that the 

element of the criminal outcome be achieved, so that this element is one of the 

material elements of the crime of introducing, publishing or using programs on the 

Internet or by using the information system in addition to the criminal behavior, 

but the matter of the result in the crime of introducing, publishing or using 

programs through the Internet or using the information system with the intent of 

harming others raises a problem of considering it as a crime that has a behavior 

and an outcome in the virtual world or does the result extend to be achieved in the 

physical world (Harwal, 2007). 

Yet, the Jordanian Court of Cassation, in its criminal capacity, ruled in its 

judgment No. (1879/2019) dated 2September 2019 that: “As for the accused’s 

modification of data and information through the victim’s Facebook and changing 
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it, it constitutes a crime to modify data and information through Facebook in 

violation of the provisions of article (4) of the E-Crimes Law” (The Jordanian 

Court of Cassation, 2019). 

For the crime of entering, publishing or using programs on the Internet or 

using the information system to be realized, then there must be a material link or a 

causal relationship between the material behavior and the criminal outcome 

achieved. For instance, and for the realization of the crime of breaching the right 

of privacy via the Internet, then there should be an accessing to the Internet via 

working computer and hacking into different servers in its path and then violating 

the privacy of a website while the causal relationship can also be considered 

existing once the damage is proven in mere broadcasting (Al-Mudhaki, 2014). 

In fact, the crime of introducing, publishing, or using programs on the 

Internet or by using the information system is based on the idea of the possible 

result which is attributed to the nature of the technical activity that may lead to 

several results. For example, he who hacks is assumed to spread viruses which 

matter stands to be a possible result for the said act (Al-Tai, 2007). 

In fact, the Jordanian Court of Cassation, in its criminal capacity, ruled in 

its judgment No. (78/2021) dated 9February 2021 that: “As for the offense of 

impersonating a website owner in violation of the provisions of article (4) of the 

E-Crimes Law as assigned to the defendant, the court found, and in relation to the 

defendant Mohammad, that it has been proven through reports of technical 

expertise that the accounts through which the abuse was published against the 

complainant are used on his cell phone and linked to his phone number, and 

accordingly, the actions taken by the defendant, represented by creating accounts 

with fake names and using them, constitute all the factors and elements of the 

crime assigned to him” (The Jordanian Court of Cassation,2021). 
 

The moral element of the crime of using a program on the Internet  

The perfection of the elements of the crime of publishing a program on 

the Internet, in addition to the physical element, requires that the moral element is 

realized, which is called the moral or personal element, that is the mental or 

psychological behavior of the offender. In fact, the moral element of this crime is 

represented in two forms, namely, the criminal intent or the unintentional mistake 

(Al-Azmi, 2006). 

In fact, the crime of publishing programs on the Internet is considered a 

willful crime while the principle is that the relevant element in it takes the form of 

intent. Therefore, and in order for the moral element to be complete, the general 

intent of the offender is required. In fact, some of the comparative legislations 

believes in the necessity to have a special intent been available for the perpetrator 



 
 
 
 
 
 
8  Tareq Al-Billeh

 

 

in addition to the general intent, and that there are also laws that consider the 

intrusive intent (Al-Hiti, 2006). 

Hence, the beginning of article (4) of the Jordanian E-Crimes Law No. 

(27) of 2015 provides that: “Whoever intentionally introduces, publishes or uses a 

program to cancel, delete, add, destroy, disclose, damage, withhold or modify to 

cancel, delete, add, destroy, disclose, damage, withhold, modify, change, transfer, 

copy, capture or enable others to access data or information or otherwise the 

obstruction, interference, stopping or disabling the work of an information system 

or the access to it or changing a website, canceling or destroying it or otherwise 

modifying its contents, operating it, impersonating it or otherwise  impersonating 

its owner shall be punished”. 

Hence, the availability of the general intent in the crime of introducing, 

publishing or using programs on the Internet or by using the information system 

requires the availability of two elements, which are knowledge and will, that is, 

the offender’s knowledge that the information system or Internet, subject of the 

crime, is owned by others, and that his will is directed to causing harm to others. 

Accordingly, the entry, publication or use of the program on the Internet or by 

using the information system shall be aimed to cancel, delete, add, destroy, 

disclose, destroy, block, modify, change, transfer, copy, capture or enable others 

to view data or information or obstruct, disrupting, stopping or disrupting the 

operation of an information system or access to it, or changing a website, 

canceling it, destroying it, modifying its contents, occupying it, impersonating it, 

or impersonating its owner without permission or in a way that exceeds or violates 

the permit (Al-Juhaini, 2004). 

Yet, it must be clarified that the introduction, dissemination and use of 

such programs on the Internet or by using the information system, and in order for 

it to be criminalized, then it must be done with the intent to commit one of the acts 

provided for in article (4) as the mere storing of such programs or publishing them 

with the intent of legitimate use does not constitute a crime. For example, there are 

programs that are used and distributed for the purposes of facilitating the process 

of erasing personal data and information. Hence, and if a person sells the same to 

another who claims that he will use it to delete information from his personal 

device, then the seller is not asked about the crime that the latter commits using 

that program when he sells it in good faith (Harwal, 2007). 

Therefore, the difference between article (3/b) and Article (4) of the law 

appears here that article 4 does not require direct access by a program to the 

Internet or by using the information system with the aim of achieving any of those 

results. Rather, it is sufficient to use a remote program for this purpose such as 

sending a virus via e-mail, using a program to attack a website or sending mail 
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that contains a program that works automatically to make the receiving 

information system attack other information systems. Yet, there are other types for 

such programs that can steal information, transmit the same and sabotage websites 

that are being continuously developed (Al-Momani, 2008).  

But the question that arises in this study is: is it necessary for the 

availability of the general intent that the actor’s will is directed to cause damage to 

the information system or Internet by means of a program or that is it sufficient for 

its availability to lead to modification, erasure, insertion, or one of the other results 

stated in article (4) in the information system or Internet even if it is not available 

to cause damage? 

In fact, jurisprudence differed on this issue, so that part of the 

jurisprudence sees the necessity of having the intention to cause harm as a result 

of criminal behavior in order to establish the criminal intent of the perpetrator of 

the crime in application of the general rules that require the direction of the will of 

the perpetrator to bring about the criminal result as an element that must be 

available in order to prove criminal intent (Al-Ghaferi, 2009). 

On the other hand, others consider that a distinction must be made 

between the crime of introducing, publishing or using programs on the Internet or 

by using the information system in which the law requires the achievement of the 

criminal outcome, and the crimes in which the law is satisfied with committing 

abstract behavior (Al-Qahwaji, 1992). 

In fact, and in the crimes in which the result of the crime is required, the 

will of the perpetrator must be directed to achieve the criminal result for the 

establishment of intent, considering that this result represents an element in the 

material factor of the crime while for the danger crimes, then the criminal intent is 

realized by the mere direction of the will of the perpetrator to commit the act that 

constitutes the material element (Milad, 2007). 

Yet, and according to the provision of article 4 of the E-Crimes Law, it 

does not require the existence of a special intent of the specific motive to commit 

the crime of entering, publishing or using programs on the Internet or using the 

information system, but rather the general intent of knowledge and the will to 

commit the crime is sufficient. Hence, the entry, publication or use of the program 

on the Internet or by using the information system must be to cancel, delete, add, 

destroy, disclose, damage, withhold, modify, change, transfer, copy, capture or 

enable others to view data or information or otherwise obstructing, disrupting, 

stopping or disabling the operation of an information system, accessing it, 

changing a website, canceling it, destroying it, modifying its contents, occupying 

it, impersonating its owner or impersonating its owner without permission or 

otherwise in excess or in violation of the permit (Al-Manaaseh&Al-Zoubi, 2014). 
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However, if a person implants a virus with the aim of protecting the 

program that produced it from the danger of illegal copying, and this leads to 

damage to the data stored in the computer of the user of the program, then this 

program is only a motive for committing the crime but does not affect the 

establishment of its moral element (Fadel, 2013). 

Yet, part of the jurisprudence believed in the possibility of the 

infringement intent being available in the case where the access by a program to 

the information system or Internet is with the intention of distracting the 

movement or the path of the trains. For example, the matter gets out of control and 

the information data or the network specialized in moving trains through the 

computer is destroyed, thus causing a disaster the result of which will be great 

material and human losses or like someone who sends a virus via e-mail to an 

individual with the intent of taking revenge on him without being aware of the 

intermediary server and the extent of the possibility of the virus spreading, causing 

the virus to invade every computer connected to that server (Al-Saghir, 2015). 

Actually, the crime of introducing, publishing or using programs on the 

Internet or using the information system is considered an intentional crime 

according to what was stated in the beginning of the provision of article (4) of the 

E-Crimes Law, “Anyone who intentionally introduces, publishes or uses a 

program shall be punished" (Saleh, 2000). 

The principle in establishing responsibility is that it is based on intent and 

the exception to that is its mistake, and that there must be an explicit provision 

recognizing responsibility on the basis of the mistake but the legislator does not 

state at the form of the moral element related to the mistake for which the original 

principal should be enforced requiring the criminal intent (Al-Saghir, 1999). 

But there are some crimes that take place as a result of an unintended 

mistake, such as the destruction of the institution’s devices as a result of excessive 

use by the responsible employee who used the computer belonging to it with 

operations for his own account, relying on his skill in avoiding virus troubles, or 

such as using the floppy disk in the devices of this institution and transmitting 

viruses to it which results in partially or completely destroying it (Ayyad, 2007). 

Accordingly, and for example, whoever repairs the operating system of 

the computer by means of a program that causes by his negligence to erase the 

information stored on the same shall not be considered to have committed the 

crime of entering, publishing or using programs on the Internet or using the 

information system with the intent of harming others because there is no intention 

to intend the criminal outcome (Al-Azzam, 2011). 

In fact, the Criminal Magistrate’s Court of East Amman (Jordan) ruled in 

its judgment No. (1826/2020) dated chapter 27October2021 that: “In terms of the 



 
 
 
 
 
 

Pakistan Journal of Criminology 11 

 

criminal outcome, the wording in which the provision of article (3/b) of the E-

Crimes Law was stated may be caused to imply that the purposes stated in it are to 

the effect that the perpetrator wants to achieve by entering without permission into 

the information system of the computer or Internet link the criminalization in this 

crime to its purpose, but not to the actual consequences of the act, as other 

legislation believed to explicitly state at the result. For example, the UAE 

legislator in this regard provided that: “…the penalty shall be... if any of the acts 

stated in paragraph (1) of this article results in cancellation or deletion” (article 

2/2) of the Decree Law No. 5 of 2012 in the matter of combating information 

technology crimes” (East Amman Penal Court of Magistrate's, 2021). 
 

The penalty for the crime of using a program via Internet  

Article (4) of the Jordanian E-Crimes Law No. 27 of 2015 provides for the 

penalty for anyone who intentionally commits the material acts mentioned in the 

article by means of a program, with imprisonment for a period of not less than 

three months and not more than a year and a fine of not less than (200) two 

hundred Dinars and not more than (1000) one thousand Dinars. 

It is noted through the provision that the perpetrator of the act is punished 

with imprisonment and a fine together, without giving the court a discretionary or 

a selective power to choose between a prison sentence or a fine as it did in article 

(3/a) of the same law, and also noting the similarity of the punishment provided in 

article (4) of the same law with the penalty provided for in article (3/b/c) of the 

same law while the legislator should have tightened the penalty in article (4) due 

to the seriousness of the person who committed the act and the fact that he may be 

a specialist and technician in this field (Articles 3 & 4, The Jordanian E-Crimes 

Law, 2015). 

In fact, Madaba Court of First Instance, in its appellate capacity (Jordan), 

ruled in its judgment No. (592/2021) issued on 14October 2021 that: “In fact, and 

in this regard, our court finds that the Public Prosecution has assigned the 

respondent a crime: threats and blackmailing against the provisions of article 

415/2 of the Penal Code, impersonation of a user and owner of a website against 

the provisions of article (4) of the E-Crimes Law... On the other hand, our court 

finds that the First Degree Court, in its judgment, addressed the offense of 

impersonating a user, owner and website in violation of article (4) of the E-Crimes 

Law in the law enforcement paragraph and discussed this offense and justified its 

judgment, but in the judgmental paragraph, it did not issue its judgment regarding 

this offense, whether innocence or conviction, and the judgment paragraph came 

free of this offense” (Madaba Court of First Instance in its Appellate capacity, 

2021). 
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Conclusions 

The introduction, dissemination and use of programs on the Internet, and 

in order to be a criminal, must be done with the intention of committing one of the 

acts provided for in article (4) as the mere storing of such programs or publishing 

them with the intent of legitimate use does not constitute a crime as there are 

programs that are used and distributed for the purposes of facilitating the process 

of erasing personal data and information and if a person sells the same to another 

and claims that he will use them to erase information from his personal device, 

then the seller is not asked about the crime committed by the latter by using that 

program when he sold it in good faith. 

Further, there is a difference between article (3/b) and article (4) of the 

Jordanian E-Crimes Law, where article (4) does not require direct access by a 

program to Internet or by using the information system with the intent of 

achieving any of those results. Rather, it is sufficient to use a remote program for 

this purpose, such as sending a virus via e-mail or using a program to attack a 

website or sending mail that contains a program that works automatically to make 

the receiving information system attack other information systems and there are 

other types of such programs that can steal and send information as well as 

sabotage websites which are in constant development. 

In addition, it is not required to have the specific intent of the specific 

motive for perpetrating the crime ofpublishing programs on the Internet with the 

intent of harming others. Rather, the general intent of knowledge and will is 

sufficient for the crime to occur. 
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