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The repeated and emphatic assortion of crime prevention, the proliferation of confer
ences in this field and the establishment of the different state and social organisations 
with the aim of crime pievention denotes that crime prevention is a verv important 
problem of our country. It is evident too, however, that crime prevention has come out 
of the frame of the purely scientific problems and it has stepped into the sphere of reali
sation. In this field the main questions are; a) on which theoretical conception would 
crime prevention be based, b) what kind of actions would be the most effective, c) how 
can we assure the appropriate energy and material forces for the realisation of our aimes.

1. A short retrospective glance

The criminological thinking and the recognition of the necessity of crime prevention are 
inseparable. Even before the first criminological researches we can find reference to 
crime prevention. (Beccaria, 1967) At the beginning of the 19th century, however, when 
the obligation to supply records was extended over crime and criminal justice system 
too, a wide vistas opened to searching examination of this territory and the perception of 
the regularity of crime. Adolph Quetelet, named the father of criminology, was the first 
to study the data of criminal statistical survey and state that the criminal human behav
iour is based seemingly on the free will. But in reality it is the consequence of the regu
larities and the causes in the same way as of the natural facts. According to Quetelet’s 
statement on the existence o f crime regularity the future o f crime may be prognosticated 
and the causes and conditions o f crime may be changed to a certain extent. So the homo 
sapiens is able to endevour to have a better future. From these statements we can con
clude that crime is determined by different reasons and it may be prevented within de
termined frames. (Quetelet, 1935)

In Hungary crime prevention emerged as a practical activity in the 1970s. The 
government planned to create an Act of Crime Prevention and it would have come into 
force at the same time along with the new Penal Code in 1979. But this Act was not 
prepared till that time. The Ministry of Justice decided to collect additional facts and 
evaluation about the possible realisation of crime prevention. The Criminological De
partment of Eötvös Loránd University had got commission from the Ministry of Justice 
to collect and elaborate appropriate studies and after the evaluation of them to compose



a suggestion of crime prevention activity in Hungary. The elaborated material and the 
suggestions were published in two volumes (about 1000 pages) in 1983. But this whole 
endevour was in vain because the representatives of criminal policy could not decide, 
could not choose from the different possibilities of the realisation of crime prevention.

It seems to me that crime prevention was important for neither the leaders of 
criminal policy nor the political leaders in general. The problems of crime prevention 
were discussed several times by the competent leaders. But the state opinion changed 
only in the second half o f the 1990s, when the number o f reported crime had increased 
over halfa million, when organised crime was revealed and strengthened, when the secu
rity o f the society decreased significantly and when the fear o f crime became a general 
phenomenon in the society.

Even in 1995 the government created an Act on the organisation of the National 
Crime Prevention Committee and in 1998 a crime prevention program was published. 
Beside the above mentioned state activities the social organisations of crime prevention 
began to spread.

2. Problems of today

Although the majority of professionals recognise the necessity of crime prevention we 
can find significant differences between the theoretical conceptions concerning crime 
prevention and criminal justice.

In Hungary as in other Middle and East European countries too, before the latest 
significant political and social changes (1990) the so-called positivist criminal policy 
existed, which was based on causality and preventive criminal theory. In the West Euro
pean countries from the 1970s the so-called classical criminal theory under the “neo
classical'’ name rose gradually to the surface and sharply criticised the existing positivist 
theory. This old-new conception could be resuscitated because the positivistic criminal 
justice system was based on humanism and determinism including in itself the education 
of the offender, the differenciated and individualised punishment system instead of re
tributive and act-proportioned punishment one. But many professionals spoke about the 
“failure of treatment”. So the neoclassical idea became stronger and stronger accord
ing to which crime prevention cannot be the aim or task of criminal justice any more. 
The retarding force of criminal responsibility may be the consequence of the deterrent 
punishment. So the crime preventive endevours cannot follow the above mentioned 
neo-classical conception. They can follow only such criminal political principles, 
which are based on casuality and regularity of crime, on the so-called “positivist" 
criminal theory.

From the view o f crime prevention we always have to seek the causes and condi
tions o f the crime and the possibilities o f changing these undesirable reasons with the 
aim to reduce criminal behaviour and enlarge the norm-following activity o f the human 
being. So we have to improve the formulation of personality, education, socialisation of 
the persons and assure the health defending system in close connection with the assur
ance of the conditions of existence.
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3. Starting points

It is a well known thesis that every human action (among them crime too) is directed 
towards the gratification of desires, wishes and demands. The problems of crime and crime 
prevention may be grouped according to the different measures of their gratification.

In the world of animals the gratification of demands are accomplished instinctively, 
often forcibly, depending on the given possibilities. The human being, the “homo sapiens", in 
consequence o f his/her philogenetic evolution gratificates his/her demands in a purposeful 
way in general because he/she is able to recognise the regularity o f nature and o f the society 
within it o f the human activity. The knowledge of this regularity provides an opportunity 
for us to understand the past and the present and to prognosticate the future.

The human being, a race of the living creatures, produces different norms of the 
living together. One part of these norms contains the penal rules, which are under sharp 
discussion today. Such questions are debated mainly:

-  what kind of human behaviour would be ordered to be punished
-  which way is the best procedure for the penal responsibility, and
-  which kind of punishment would be the most effective.
That means we have to find the proper reaction of the state and society to the dif

ferent norm-breaking. Nowadays it seems to be clear that science can give the best com
pass in this field too. But the application of scientific results sometimes causes different 
problems. It is expedient to mention here only two problems.In our period of social 
evaluation we can find different scientific conceptions concerning the same prob- 
lems.The question is what conception would be better to realise in practice. Several 
times the representatives of the leading, ruling political conception choose from among 
the different scientific theories, of course according to their interest.

The second problem to be mentioned is the contradiction between the scientific re
sults and the consciousness of the inhabitants. A very good example of that is the abol
ishment of the capital punishment in our country. A significant part of the representa
tives of criminal sciences has expressed their concurring opinion with the abolishing of 
the capital punishment already in the 1980s. At the beginning of the latest change of our 
social system in 1990 the Constitutional Court abolished the death penally. Many scien
tists (among them I too) criticised this act saying that the abolishion had not been 
thought over as in this time criminality rapidly increased and the consciousness of the 
inhabitants was against the abolishion in 85%. It would be a better solution if the Costi- 
tutional Court handed over its standpoint to the Parliament. According to the profes
sional and public opinion they would have refused this standpoint. The members of the 
Constitutional Court took into consideration this possibility therefore they created a 
definitive decision. The inhabitants have been educated on the deed proportional and 
severe punishment theory for one and a half hundred years therefore they cannot be 
reconciled with the abolishion of the death penalty. Even today the majority of the in
habitants are irritated by that.

In my opinion criminal justice and crime prevention must be in harmony with the 
consciousness of the inhabitants. It is another question how we can do it. The responsi
ble authority has to endevour to create the harmony mentioned above.
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The problem of capital punishment on the individual level cannot be separated 
from the problems of such kind of punishment applied against state when it commits 
serious crime against another state or nation. Nowadays the chief international organs 
allow to apply capital punishment when one of the states or countries commits agression 
or attacks against other countries wrongfully, intentionally. A good example for that is 
the arrangement of the war relation between Iraq and Kuwait one decade ago. Iraq at
tacked Kuwait and therefore American, English and French soldiers bombarded the 
territory of Iraq under the flag of UNO with the aim of punishment of which forseeable 
consequence was the death of several hundred innocent people too.(Dolus eventualis 
type of intentional crime). It would be rational and useful to clarify this problem.

4. The volume and structure of crime

We can elaborate effective measures of crime prevention expertly in case if we have 
appropriate knowledge about the crime itself. Excepting the professionals nobody knows 
the volume, structure and dynamic of crime entirely and exactly. Hearing about crime 
the majority of people thinks about the heavy and violent crimes. Although this group of 
crime amounts only to a few percent of the whole crime. In spite of the point that the 
facts show that the crime is such a mass phenomenon which entangles the whole soci
ety. For example in Hungary only the reported crime (crime on which the authority has 
knowledge and information) outnumbers the half a million. This sum is equal to 5% of 
the inhabitants (10 million). Nearly such amount of crime is reported year by year in the 
last decade. Only one third of the offenders is a recedivist. In the largest sense the two 
thirds of offenders are “new comers” who emerge from us, from the so-called honest 
people. Our investigations prove that about 50% of the male inhabitants and 10% of the 
females commit crime during their lives.(Miltényi. 1985).

These proportions concern only reported crime and offenders. But if we take into 
consideration the so-called “latent”, the officially unknown crimes too, then we can get a 
darker picture. Generally accepted view by the professionals is that latent crime is four 
times higher than the recorded one. That means not half a million but two million crimes 
are committed in a year in Hungary. Evaluating this fact from the side of offenders we 
can state that we have one million offenders (10% of the inhabitants). If we can substract 
the number of recedivists then we can get 700 thousand offenders annually. That means 
during ten years the majority of the inhabitants become criminal offenders.

This short essay on the crime volume was made for the realisation of the fact in a better 
way that crime has entangled the whole society indeed. These thoughts are strengthened by 
the inquiries too, concerning criminality caused by law students. It is well known that law 
students belong to the low criminal segment of the society and they belong to the young gen
eration, to the young adults. That means they had only 6 - 8  years for committing crime. In 
spite of the fact that about 50% of them have already committed crime, of course only “latent” 
crime. But the majority of crimes committed by them are different petty offences.

Concerning crime prevention we have to start always from the above mentioned 
facts and thoughts. Even fo r  the evaluation o f the human behaviour generally we have
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to keep in mind that the majority o f the inhabitants have already committed crime. So 
we may say that criminal behaviour is a natural one and the Jiglit against it must be 
based on the new scientific knowledge. The recent level of science already gives possi
bility to evaluate the norm-breaking behaviour according to the facts and regularities 
existing in them. It is already evident that the “classical’' or “neo-classical" conceptions 
cannot be followed in the criminal justice and crime prevention system.

5. The main groups of preventive measures

The measures of crime prevention may be grouped in several ways. According to the 
view points of theoretical and practical evaluation we can nominate three essential 
groups. Namely:

a) measures of criminal responsibility,
b) other state measures,
c) social, community measures.
This grouping reflects the situation of today concerning the importance of meas

ures. Although if we start from the real importance of the groups of measures based on 
the criminological knowledge the grouping of measures in due course must be to the 
contrary. In our opinion the community measures and the other state measures are the 
most important fields of crime prevention. We have a good hope that the grouping of 
today will be changed in the near future.(After some decades).

a ) M e a s u re s  o f  c r im in a l re sp o n s ib ility

One of the old problems of criminal sciences is whether crime prevention can be the aim 
of criminal responsibility or of criminal punishment. There is no place here to present 
the different conceptions and practical methods in detail. Therefore I intend to demon
strate only a short significant characteristics of some examples.

Nowadays in the West European and the American States the practice of criminal 
justice is based on two essential theories. Firstly it is the classical penal theory based on 
the retributive punishment, which must be proportional with the weight of criminal act. 
Secondly it is the positivist theory based on the preventive aim and the differentiated 
and individualised punishment system. So the existing contradictions between the differ
ent theories and practice lead to the deminishing of the authority of criminal justice. 
Paralell to the fact that the critical voice is strengthening according to which the whole 
system o f criminal justice is based on out-of-date principles, its effectiveness is on a low 
level and it is unjust in general. In connection with that it is worth mentioning the 
thoughts of professor Denis Szabo: The criminal political institutions are similar to a 
drowning man. The crisis situation has become intolerable in spite of the different meas
ures applied from time to time. According to views of professor Gassin the crisis situa
tion results in the dissidence of the criminal political institutions from the reality. It 
means that the different parts of political systems have got to a crises. So the penal law,
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the police, the prosecution, the courts, the correctional system, crime prevention and the 
system of social policy have come to a crisis too. This enormous system of institutions 
operate vacuously in the sense that it has no effect on reality as the crime is increasing 
continuously.(Szabó, 1991)

Identifying ourselves with the cited thoughts different questions have emerged. 
Namely: Is it reasonable to wait for crime preventive effect from the recent criminal 
justice? Is the recent criminal justice system able to contribute to the reduction of crime? 
Is our criminal justice system just at all or at least partly? But let us take some concrete 
illustrations of our (Hungarian) criminal justice. Consider please the so-called “strict 
legality" principle, which is highly appreciated by the majority of penal lawyers. This 
principle means among others that the procedural process of criminal responsibility may 
be realised only on the criminal way for every criminal act. In this sense there is no 
possibility for diversion. The guiltiness of offenders may be stated only by the judge in a 
final sentence. That means only the court has competence to give justice. This principle 
is included in our Constitution too. In the majority of European countries a significant 
part of criminal cases are solved by the prosecution or police and non professional 
courts. In spite of the fact that in Hungary in the most insignificant criminal cases too the 
professional judge has to sentence, to determine the sanction. The monopoly of courts in 
the criminal justice has resulted in that the criminal procedure demands several months 
or years for finishing a case in connection with the recent level of increasing crime. This 
situation causes many suffering for the victims, the inhabitants and the offenders too. 
Such situation stimulates many people to take justice into their own hands or to settle the 
criminal case in other ways, outside the criminal justice.

The followers of the strict legality principle endevour to realise the criminal justice 
only by the way of professional court. According to this conception there are no possi
bilities for using either social or mediation process. In my opinion it is high time to 
change this situation.

We have enough reason to criticise the ineffectiveness o f criminal justice. For in
stance, the criminal acts of the reported cases to the police that arc cleared up only 40- 
50%. This proportion is only 10% in the case of the small offences against property. The 
victims very often do not report such crimes to the police because they are threatened by 
the offenders or their friends. The punishments themselves are proved inefficient in 30- 
40% of convicted people. More than half of the offenders committed their offences 
negligently think injust their punishmnet even after carrying it into execution.

The views of people concerning the just punishment are different in the evaluation 
of criminal justice. A few thousand years ago the just punishment was equal with the 
realisation of the principle “an eye for an eye’’. At the end of the 18lh and the beginning of 
the 19lh century the so-called “classical”, the bourgeois criminal justice was developed, 
in which the punishment being proportional with the criminal act was just. At the beginning 
of the 20lh century the “positivist” criminal conception began to spread and to realise, 
which has taken into consideration not only the weight of crime but the personality and 
the social situation of the offender too. So the differentiated and individualised punish
ment became predominant and just. But nowadays a new conception, the “restorative” 
criminal justice is spreading and is being realised according to which a sentence, a pun-
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ishment can be just in case if the criminal justice can ensure justice fo r  the victims too. 
The restoration or compesation of the victim’s damage and injury has to become the 
essence of the criminal procedure. (Spinellis, 1985).

It is worth citing the thoughts of an American criminal professional K. Pranis. He 
stated that the American criminal justice is in crises. The people are angry and horrified 
by the increasing criminality. The professionals in practice are exhausted and frustrated. 
The recent expenses of criminal justice are intolerable in the long run. The victims in the 
criminal procedure are victimised secondly. Such feeling has spread largely and has led 
to the careful examination of the criminal justice and to the elaboration of an alternative 
system, which is called restorative criminal justice. Furthermore K. Pranis states that 
according to the general view crime is only an act against the state, a criminal norm
breaking and an abstract conception. Although in reality crime is first of all a relation 
between the offender and the victim. So the punishment and the whole criminal jus
tice have to be based on this relation and not on the weight of crime. We can evaluate 
the criminal procedure as a finished one when the damage of victims is compensated 
and the injury of victims is redressed. (Pranis, 1996). Without that criminal justice 
remains injust. It is a fact that in the majority of cases the offender is unable to com
pensate for the damage. In such cases the state is obliged to assure the victim's dam
age and injury.

The compensation o f victims is an essential act from the viewpoint o f crime pre
vention. The victims who have got compensation evaluate the whole criminal process in 
another way than the victims being outside this procedure and not getting any compen
sation. Such victims do not cry for a strong punishment, sometimes they are even indif
ferent to the punishing altogether. It is valid especially if the offender apologises too. 
The compensation and the apology tranquilises the victim’s rightful anger and the de
mand for a strong punishment. Even in the majority of cases a truly honest forgiveness 
can be found from the side of the victim. So the social interests o f crime reduction and 
the creation o f a better and more natural human relation demand a new and a more 
rational organisation o f criminal justice. This evolution makes possible the introduction 
of mediation process in a certain part of criminal justice.

Among the principles of criminal justice, the "presumption o f innocence", is men
tioned frequently. In Hungary this principle is interpreted in a way that “everybody must 
be considered innocent until the final sentence, which states the guiltiness of the of
fender”. According to that we have to presume innocence of offenders even in such case 
when he/she was caught in the act, when there are witnesses, when the offender has 
confessed his/her own guiltiness. The contradiction between the above mentioned situa
tion and the interpretation of the principle of “presumption of innocence" becomes 
more evident if we take into consideration the fact that nowadays the duration of 
criminal process is more than a year on average. It means that the police arrest inno
cent people who are deprived of their liberty. But according to our Penal Code the 
deprivation of somebody of the liberty is a crime. A similar situation can be seen 
when the court on the first instance sentences somebody to loss of liberty but the 
offender appeals to the higher court because until the final sentence we have to con
sider everybody innocent.
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It is well known that the penal procedure can start on the basis of the founded sus
picion. But the founded suspicion does not presume innocence but on the contrary it is 
queried by it. The prosecutor goes further. He is usually convinced about the guiltiness 
of the offender therefore he/she asks the judge to make a sentence according to his/her 
suggestion as the guiltiness is already proved.

In consequence of these situations the omission of the principle of presumption of 
innocence would be rational and used instead of it the so-called principle o f "pro
hibition o f presumption o f guiltiness”. So nobody can be considered guilty until his/her 
guiltiness is stated as such by a final sentence of the court. But this formula is also a 
rigid one because the prohibition of presumption of guiltiness is tied to the final sentence 
of the court. In the International Convention of the Human Rights the principle of the pre
sumption of innocence is not tied to the final sentence. It is enough if  the guiltiness is 
stated "by legal way”. This “legal way” may be stated not only by the professional court 
but by the prosecutor, by the police or by the non-professional court as well. Such solu
tion would be nearer to reality. Surely every way is a legal one that is determined by the 
Parliament. It is a basic interest of the society that any innocent people would not be hurt 
by the criminal process. But it is also desirable not to cover reality with meaningless 
words as presumption of innocence even in case if they sound sublimely.

From the thoughts written in this part it can be stated that our criminal justice is 
in need o f reforms. Some of such needs are as follows:

-  Criminal justice would not be a monopoly of the professional courts.
-T here would be a possibility to apply compensation as an independent form of 

punishments.
-T h e  process of criminal responsibility would be divided among the professional 

court, the community jurisdiction and the mediation.
-  The system of restorative justice would be adjusted to the level of the knowledge, 

to the consciousness of the people and to the economic situation of the country.
-  Apply the principle "prohibition of presumption of guiltiness”.

b) O th e r  s ta te  m e a su re s

At the end of the 19lh century a few professionals recognised that crime prevention must 
be made a part of the social organisation. The organisational activity of the state has to 
spread to the stimulation of crime reduction. Such territory of state activity, first o f all, 
are education, teaching, health situation and opportunity for employment.

Concerning education and teaching oj children it can be said that these two factors 
are the most important measures of crime prevention. The level and content of sociali
sation of personality depend on the genetical basis, the approved emotions and con
sciousness to a certain degree. These factors essentially determine the norm-following 
and the norm-breaking behaviour. Only the appropriate education and teaching can 
assure the realisation of the harmony of the rights and obligations.

For the creation of a good emotion and a high consciousness a well educated staff 
of teachers living only for their profession is indispensable. The instruction of teachers
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is a special task of the state. The teachers’ ability on the level of their education is in 
close connection with the shaping of the norm-following behaviour of youngsters. So the 
good result of teaching is one of the most important measures of crime prevention. 
Evaluating the level of teaching in Hungary we may say that we have enough problems 
and insufficiencies. For example the demand towards teachers “to live only for their 
profession” is on a very low level. The income of teachers is relatively so small that they 
are forced to work beside their profession too. So their self instruction, self education is 
reducing. They regularly have no time to be concerned about the pupils or students apart 
from the official lessons. Their fighting for existence or for a better existence engross 
much time from teaching. The situation is similar for the majority of the parents too. So 
a significant part of children do not know exactly the meaning of norm-following be
haviour, they cannot perceive it. Effective and continuous state measures against this 
situation could reduce crime.

The next essential factor of crime prevention that may be mentioned is the heredi
tary and health situation. The condition of the personality depends, in a significant 
percent, on the genetical inheritance and the curability of illness. As we recognise the 
right to life we have to recognise the right of everybody to the cure of illness or other 
irregularity of the body and the psychic abnormality. Nowadays when genetics have a 
rapid development and the professionals in this territory are able to reveal the genom we 
have a good chance of giving a definite answer concerning the connection between the 
genetical factors and crime. In this way we are able to make a better prognosis for crime 
prevention. The recognition of the genetical characteristics of the individum is desirable 
in the babyhood. So it would be possible to cure it if it was needed and to choose the 
appropriate methods of teaching and education. Even in this way a larger possibility 
would be created for the increased reception to social demands. At least this process 
could promote crime prevention.

In connection with the state measures of crime prevention it is expedient to speak 
about the distribution o f the goods in the society. It seems to be a fact that a great pro
portion of the people live in poverty and pauperism.fln Hungary about 30 -  50%). On 
the other hand about 10 -  20% live in richness. A significant part of the people cannot 
satisfy even their prime necessities in the norm-following way only by committing 
crime. The proportion of the offenders coming from such social stratum is three times 
higher than the others. Therefore the social maintenance assured by the state would have 
been a great result in crime prevention. The basic condition of the satisfaction of lawful 
demands is a possibility for a person being capable of work if he/she could create his/her 
own prime necessities with an own activity.In Hungary, for example, the rapidly in
creasing crime against property, went ahead paralelly with the increasing of unemploy
ment following the social changes (1990). Today the proportion of such crimes is about 
80% of the whole reported crime.

From the above mentioned factors of the state measure of crime prevention we can 
make a prognosis concerning crime prevention and social changes, social development. 
I f  we would like to create such society in which crime is on a low level and the fear o f 
crime does not disturb the everyday life we have to assure a more just distribution o f 
goods. (Vigh, 1994).
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c) T h e  m e a s u re s  o f  th e  so c ia l c r im e  p re v e n tio n

In the last decade some criminologists and political leaders often use the expression “crime 
prevention is not merely the business of the state organs but it is the business of the whole 
people too". This statement is true indeed because crime prevention can be effective if 
the different social groups constitute a large and well organised set against criminality. 
From the above cited statement it may be concluded too that the organs of criminal 
responsibility and the other state organs are not enough in themselves to form an effec
tive system of crime prevention. The best example for it is the recent inefficiency of 
criminal justice and the other state measures against the rapidly increase of crime.

Concerning the victims this situation is frequently composed in the following way: 
if the state is unable to defend the citizens from the increasing crime, the fear o f crime 
and the immeasurable suffering caused by the different offenders then the citizens are 
forced to take crime prevention and sometimes criminal justice too into their own 
hands. Furthermore the citizens began to organise self defence for themselves. In such 
situations according to several criminologists the state is obliged, morally and politi
cally, to help and support the different self organisations of the citizens, in other words 
crime preventive organs of the communities. In Hungary until this time the stale have 
not given sufficient support in the mentioned field of crime prevention.

A general view of political leaders and often of penal lawyers is that the state sup
port for the victims arises from the fairness and generosity and not from the obligation 
of the state. According to the conception o f restorative justice the state has an obliga
tion to give a helping hand to the victims. It is in proper place to emphasize that any 
system o f criminal justice can be just only in case ifit gives just and compensation fo r  
the victims too.

Postscript

We have seen in the foregoing that essential change is needed for the reduction of crime 
and for the progressive formulation of the consciousness in general.We have to apply 
more effective measures in every kind of territory of crime prevention, especially in the 
three main forms, namely: a) in the criminal procedure, b) in the other state measures, 
c) in the social, community measures of crime prevention. It is also obvious that situ
ational crime prevention is a very important one, but the essential changes can be assured 
in the field of casual crime prevention in the long run. To be exact situational crime 
prevention makes an effort to eliminate the situations that give good opportunity and 
favourable possibility for committing a crime. Such activity may lead to preventing the 
realisation o f the guilty will. Casual crime prevention enlarge to those effects, which hinder 
the formulation o f the guilty will. The organs of casual crime prevention try to shape the 
personality that he would not commit crime even in a very favourable situation either. In 
the field of shaping the proper personality we can additionally mention the principle o f 
"positive responsibility". It means that we have to react not only upon the norm
breaking behaviour, the crime and apply some kind of punishment. But we have to react
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to the norm-following behaviour as well and recognise a reward, acknowledge his merit 
with an award or with simple words, like “thank you". This demand is based on the 
thesis that the norm-following behaviour is not a “natural” one. The norm-breaking be
haviour, the crime is closer to the natural human actions than the norm-following one. 
The norm-following behaviour is the consequence of the conditional reflexes, a mani
festation of the socialised personality. Therefore it is very often in connection with a 
renunciation or reduction of the satisfaction of certain demands. So the norm-following 
behaviour must be consequently strenghthened at least with praiseful words. We cannot 
sufficiently emphasize that we have to react to norm-breaking, irresponsible behaviour 
with some kind of punishment but we have to react to the norm-following, the highly 
responsible behaviour too with an appriciation.

The Criminological Department of Eötvös Loránd University in Budapest organ
ised an international conference on the “Responsibility and Society. Responsibility for 
Crime and Infraction" in Siófok.(Responsibility. 1989). The main topics of this confer
ence were:

-  criminal responsibility,
-  administrative responsibility,
-  responsibility for the norm-following actions, that is the problems of “positive 

responsibility”.
The majority of the participants of this conference accepted the principle according 

to which the statement of responsibility is not confined to apply sanction for the norm
breaking, irresponsible actions but we have to state the responsibility for the norm
following, the praisable everyday actions too.

Of course the conditions of such calling to account must be created. This kind of 
calling to account may be named “negative responsibility” and “positive responsibility”. 
The positive responsibility helps spreading the norm-following behaviour and reducing 
the norm-breaking one as the people like the appreciation and praise of their “natural”, 
“usual” actions. So the positive responsibility is a very important measure of crime pre
vention.
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RESÜMEE

T h e o re t is c h e  u n d  p ra k t is c h e  F ra g e n  d e r  K r im in a li tä ts p re v e n tio n

DR. JÓZSEF VIGH

In den letzten Jahrzehnten trat die Kriminalitätsprevention von den Rahmen der reinen 
wissenschaftlichen und theoretischen Problemen aus und die gelangt in den Zustand der 
praktischen Verwirklichung.

Auf theoretischer Ebene wurde solche Auffassung herrschend, wonach die mensch
lichen Verhaltensweisen -  und so auch die Kriminalität -  werden nicht auf die von den 
objektiven Verhältnissen unabhängigen freie Wille gebaut, sondern werden von den 
Gründe, von den Kausalgesetzen determiniert.

In Ungarn hat die praktische Verwirklichung der Kriminalitätsvorbeugung im we
sentlichen mit Anregung der Regierung in den Siebzigern Jahren angefangen, und wurden 
die einschlägigen theoretischen Lehrsätze und Vorschläge angewendet.

Es wurde angenommen, daß die Justiz und die kriminalitätsvorbeugenden Maßnahmen 
mit den wissenschaftlichen Ergebnissen und dem Bewußtseinzustand der Bevölkerung in 
Einklang stehen sollen.

Die wirksame Kriminalitätsprevention macht es notwendig, daß neben der bekannt
gewordenen Kriminalität auch der Umfang und die wichtigsten Parameter der latenten, 
verborgenen Kriminalität eingeschätzt werden sollen.

Es ist zweckmäßig, die drei grundlegenden Gebiete der Kriminalitätsvorbeugung 
zu trennen. Namentlich

a) das strafrechtliche Gebiet
b) das Gebiet der anderen staatlichen Mittel
c) das Gebiet der gesellschaftlichen Mittel.
Zu a): Die Theorie des Strafrechts und die Praxis der Justiz sind veraltet, ungerecht, 

und so wirkungslos für die Vorbeugung und Verminderung der Kriminalität.
Zu b): Aus den anderen staatlichen Mitteln der Kriminalitätsprevention sind viel

leicht die Wichtigsten der wirksame Unterricht und die Erziehung, die Entwicklung des 
Gesundheitswesens, die soziele Vorsorge und die Sicherung der Arbeitsmöglichkeit.

Zu c): Die Kriminalitätsprevention ist nicht nur eine staatliche Aufgabe, sondern die 
Sache der ganzen Bevölkerung. Der Staat soll die Tätigkeit der gesellschaftlichen Orga
nisationen auch an dem Gebiet der Kriminalitätsvorbeugung unterstützen.
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