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Abstract

This paper presents the results of a qualitative and quantitative research per-
taining to the work of Serbian institutions (the police and the prosecution) authorized
to conduct criminal investigation and raise charges against perpetrators of criminal
offences. These institutions have the authority to submit requests for initiating crimi-
nal investigation and to indict criminal offenders. This research focuses on different
social circumstances and government measures which have been observed over a
twenty-year period. The collected data have been analyzed in terms of comparable pe-
riods and the correlation between the criminal complaints filed by the police against
citizens as perpetrator of criminal offences and the indictments issued by the compe-
tent public prosecution offices. The data have also been examined in terms of the total
number of indictments and confirmed indictments resulting from the criminal investi-
gation. The authors discuss the impact of a disproportional number of indictments
containing criminal charges based on inadequate or insufficient evidence, which
shows that the offenders were charged and convicted without sufficient evidence.
Such practices inevitably imply a suspension of the legal standard on the presumption
of innocence and a violation of civil liberties in Serbia.
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CYCIIEH3MJA ITPETIIOCTABKE HEBUHOCTH
N OBYCTABA IT'PABAHCKHX CJIOBOJIA Y CPBUIA

AncTpakT

Pan npencraBba KBaIMTATHBHO W KBaHTUTATHBHO MCTPAXKUBAbE KOje ce O]
HocH Ha pan ycranoBa y CpOuju koje cy onamheHe 1a BoJe KpUBUUHY UCTPAry M Io-
JIKY onTyx)0e nmpoTHB rpahaHa Kao MoYMHMIALA KPUBHYHEX Jeia. CIIM4HO uciehu-
Bamy, OHE CY HaJUIC)KHE J1a MOJAHOCE 3aXTEBE 3a CIPOBOleHhEe KPUBUYHE HCTPAre U 1o-
JIDKY ONTY)KHHUIIE NPOTUB nourHmiana. OBO HCTpaxkuBame ce ycpeacpehyje Ha nBa-
JIECET Pa3IMYUTHX JPYIITBEHUX OKOJHOCTH M Mepa BIiaJie y CMUCIY YIIOPEAUBHX IIe-
pHOJa M OZHOCA Ta4yaka ONTY)XOU NPOTUB Tpal)aHMHA ONTYKEHOT 32 KPUBMYHO JEJO,
U Opoja ONTY)XHHMIIA U TOTBPHEHHX ONTY)KHUIIA HA OCHOBY McTpare. YnaHak 1o InpBu
nyT y Cpbuju HCUTYje yTHIA] Hecpa3MepHOT OAHOca Opoja Tayaka ONTYKeHa 3aCHO-
BaHMX Ha JIOKa3MMa MCKa3aHUM y akTHMa U 6e3 joKasa, ONTyKeHHX U ocyheHux rpa-
hana, ycnmen dera mojasyl 0 CyCHEHIOBama MPETIIOCTABKE HEBUHOCTU U 00ycTaBe
rpahaHckux crmobona.

KibyuHe peun: Tauka KpHBUYHHX ONTYKOU, KpHMHHAIHCTHIKA HCTpara,
MIPETIIOCTaBKa HEBUHOCTH, Tpal)aHcke c1obose

INTRODUCTION

The research conducted by the authors of this paper is the first of
this kind in the theory dealing with police practice in Serbia. The research
points out to the implications that police actions and measures taken
without legal grounds or without sufficient evidence may have on the
Serbian citizens’ human and civil right, particularly in case when such
police measures and activities serve as the grounds for the competent
public prosecutor to raise charges against the suspected offenders. In the
cases at issue, the citizens were charged with the commission of specific
criminal offences but the competent public prosecutors never initiated
proceedings under their jurisdiction due to the lack of factual or legal
grounds (Manojlovi¢, 2010, p. 243). Yet, the criminal complaints con-
tained no evidence indicating that the citizen was involved in or commit-
ted the criminal offence which he/she had been suspected of committing.

This theoretical and empirical research focuses on a huge number
of police investigations and criminal complaints filed by the police
against citizens in the Republic of Serbia in the last decade of the 20"
century (during the rule of Slobodan Milosevi¢) and in the first decade of
the 21* century (during the rule of "the democratic governments"). The
authors first present the structure of research methodology, elaborate on



1721

the existing police theory and practice and explore the national legal pro-
vision on the police authorities. After providing a definition of criminal
complaints, we present the results of the conducted empirical research,
elaborate on the research findings, present the concluding observations
and, finally, give some recommendations based on the findings.

In police theory and practice in Serbia, the study of criminal inves-
tigation refers to examining the methodology of crime detection, collec-
tion and preservation of evidence, which proves that the crime has been
committed by a particular person or persons. The Criminal Procedure
Code stipulates that the police have the authority to file criminal com-
plaints to public prosecution offices, notifying the competent prosecutor
that a criminal offence has been committed (either by a known or by an
unknown perpetrator), whereby the criminal complaint is perceived as a
motion to indict the alleged criminal offender. However, in this research,
we examined another aspect of criminal complaints filed by the police
against known (reported) perpetrators. In the Serbian police practice,
"shedding light on crime" is a common phase which sums up the role of
the police as the state authority in charge of crime detection. In our opin-
ion, the standpoint that best reflects what the police are supposed to do
when investigating a committed crime or criminal activity in progress is
provided by Pavisi¢, Modly, and Veji¢ (2012, p. 18). These authors argue
that the police should "detect and secure evidence". We believe that the
place of the police in criminal investigation is most explicitly defined in
the statement that "police investigation entails meticulous work on col-
lecting information about a particular event or a person" (Manojlovic,
2010, 357).

In the Republic of Serbia, there is no legal definition on criminal
complaints. In police practice, this concept is commonly referred to as a
written or oral notification submitted to the competent public prosecution
office (or prosecutor) against a natural or a legal person who is suspected
of having committed a criminal offence. Criminal complaints must be
based on fully established facts and on the probable cause, i.e. reasonable
ground to believe that a criminal offence has been committed (Krivoka-
pi¢, Zarkovi¢, Simonovi¢, 2005, p. 99). Generally, criminal complaints
based on established facts and supported by reliable evidence are re-
garded as an asset in criminal proceedings.

RESEARCH METHODOLOGY

Aim and content of research: The aim of this research is to col-
lect data on the police investigation of criminal offences and the criminal
complaints filed by the police with the competent public prosecution of-
fices. These data are an important tool for observing possible violations
of civil rights and detecting the shortcomings in the discovery and preser-
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vation of evidence. The data collected in this study provide information
on the total number of criminal complaints filed by the police against re-
ported (known) perpetrators and the total number of citizens whose cases
were referred to the competent Public Prosecutor’s Office. Yet, for the
lack of evidence, the competent public prosecutor did not have legal
grounds to indict them and initiate criminal proceedings. Thus, a huge
number of citizens of the Republic of Serbia were subjected to various
police measures and techniques, which did not provide sufficient evi-
dence for the prosecutors to indict them and initiate criminal proceedings
under their jurisdiction. By undertaking such actions, the police signifi-
cantly violated the citizens’ human rights, both on the individual level
and collectively (as the entire family suffered the consequences of such
practices). Not only did the violations constitute an interference with the
individual human rights pertaining to the citizen status but also an inter-
ference with the economic and social rights (by virtue of citizens’ defa-
mation). Having a criminal record which is based on unjustified criminal
charges (raised without sufficient evidence) permanently stigmatizes a
citizen as a registered criminal offender, who "is entered into the police
records". Thus, the citizen is denied the fundamental human and civil
rights which he/she is entitled to exercise before the completion of the
police proceedings.

Observed sample: The research sample includes criminal com-
plaints filed by the police with the competent public prosecution office,
on the basis of which the perpetrators were prosecuted for the commis-
sion of specific criminal offences.

Scope of research: This study includes criminal complaints filed
by the police with the competent public prosecution office, in compliance
with the established criminal procedure, including the prosecutorial pro-
ceedings involving relevant lower-court and higher-court public prose-
cutors. The content of this study is confined to the specific characteristics
of the first stage of public prosecution, where the police act ex officio as
reporting units by filing criminal complaints with the competent prose-
cutor’s office.

Data collection method, time frame, and sources: The observa-
tion was conducted in the last decade of the 20™ century (1990-2000) and
in the first decade of the 21% century (2000-2010). The surveys were con-
ducted on the annual basis, but the obtained data are presented per dec-
ade. The data collection method used in observing the first stage of public
prosecutions is statistical analysis of the obtained data on the criminal
complaints filed by the police with the competent prosecution offices.
The methodology also includes comparison, analysis, and correlation of
the obtained data. All the criminal complaints were filled out at the time
when the criminal proceedings were initiated. The main sources of infor-
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mation in this research are the data obtained from the final decisions of
the Public Prosecutor’s Office.

Definitions of key terms: A criminal act is an unlawful and
wrongful act that constitutes a criminal offence. The term “a reported
person/a known offender" refers to an adult offender against whom the
police filed a criminal complaint but the preliminary proceedings were
rejected upon the prosecutor’s decision and charges were dropped or sus-
pended. The term “type of decision” implies the decision of the compe-
tent public prosecution office by which the criminal prosecution was ter-
minated.

The representative sample: The data on reported adult citizens,
contained in the examined criminal complaints filed by the police , have
been collected on the basis of statistical analysis of the database of the
Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia.

Research description, organization, and data collection in-
strument: The data collection instrument used in this research was a
Questionnaire for adults who were subject to prosecutorial proceeding on
the grounds of a criminal complaint filed by the police but whose crimi-
nal prosecution was terminated for lack of evidence. The Questionnaire
includes data about the offender, the type of proceedings, the public au-
thority that filed the criminal complaint, the mode of delivery of the
criminal complaint to the competent public prosecution office, the deci-
sion of the competent prosecutor, justification of the decision and the re-
ceipt date.

Classification of research: This research falls into the category of
a basic quantitative and qualitative scientific research and the research
has the status of an original scientific work.

LEGAL RULES ON CRIMINAL POLICE INVESTIGATION IN
SERBIA

The Criminal Procedure Code (2011) of the Republic of Serbia, in
Chapter I ("General Provisions”), Article 1 (“Subject Matter of the
Code"), Paragraph 1, contains the following legal provision: "This Code
establishes rules intended to prevent the conviction of any innocent per-
son and to enable a perpetrator of a criminal offence to be sanctioned in
accordance with conditions envisaged in the Criminal Code, based on
lawful and fair proceedings." Further on, Paragraph 2 of the same article
stipulates that the Code establishes rules on "the exercise of the rights of
persons wrongfully deprived of liberty". Thus, the Code recognizes the
principle of the presumption of innocence as well as the legal protection
of rights of persons wrongfully deprived of liberty, but it does not seem to
recognize that that criminal complaints filed by the police against indi-
viduals have to be supported by relevant and sufficient evidence.
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Article 286 of the Criminal Procedure Code, pertaining to the “Po-
lice Authorities”, states as follows: “If there are grounds for suspicion
that a criminal offence which may be prosecuted ex officio has been
committed, the police is required to implement necessary measures to lo-
cate the perpetrator of the criminal offence, for the perpetrator or accom-
plice not to go into hiding or abscond, to detect and secure traces of the
criminal offence and objects which may serve as evidence, and to collect
all information which could be of benefit for the successful conduct of
criminal proceedings. For the purpose of fulfilling the duty referred to in
paragraph 1 of this Article, the police may: seek necessary information
from citizens; perform necessary inspection of vehicles,

passengers and luggage; restrict movement in a particular area for
a necessary period of time, not exceeding eight hours; take necessary
measures to establish the identity of persons and objects; to post notices
on wanted persons; inspect certain facilities and premises of public au-
thorities, enterprises, shops and other legal entities, inspect their docu-
mentation and seize it (if necessary) in the presence of a responsible per-
son; and take other necessary measures and actions. A transcript or an of-
ficial note will be made on facts and circumstances established during the
performance of specific actions, as well as on the objects found or seized,
which may be of interest for the criminal proceedings.”

After collecting the information, the police are obliged to notify
the competent public prosecutor about the taken police actions and
measures. Pursuant to the Criminal Code of Republic of Serbia (Official
Gazette, N°. 72/2011, 101/2011, with editions), the police have to base
their criminal complaints against alleged offenders on the evidence they
have discovered in the process of collecting information.

On the basis of these provisions, it can be concluded that, in de-
fining the police investigation authorities, the legislator does not specify
that the police duty is, above all, to detect and secure the evidence. In-
stead, the provided legal rules specify that the police must first identify
the perpetrator in order to prevent him/her from hiding or escaping, and
only then are the police given the authority to examine the clues that may
be used as evidence. Given the scope of police powers that the legislature
has vested in the police, over a million of Serbian citizens have been in-
volved in some kind of police investigation proceedings in the last decade
of the 20" century (1990-2000) and in the first decade of the 21% century
(2000-2010). In many of these cases, the police had no legal ground to
file criminal charges against the suspected offenders, primarily for the
lack of evidence that the citizens had committed the alleged criminal of-
fences.
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CHARACTERISTICS OF POLICE INVESTIGATION AND
PROSECUTION PROCEEDINGS
IN THE REPUBLIC OF SERBIA
IN THE PERIOD FROM 1990 TO 2000

The results of the empirical research reveal that, in the period from
1990 to 2000, there was a total number of 655,242 Serbian citizens against
whom the police filed criminal complaints with the competent public pros-
ecution office but who were never indicted due to the lack of evidence (see
Table 1). This study shows that the authors did not primarily focus on the
scientific and professional aspect of this issue but also examined the ob-
tained statistical data pointing to a large number of Serbian citizens who
were subject to some measures and activities undertaken by the police as
the competent state authorities, in compliance with the legal provisions
contained in the Serbian Criminal Procedure Code (2011).

Table 1. Survey results obtained from the study sample in the period from
1991 to 2000: the total number of criminal investigations, criminal
complaints filed by the police and prosecutors’ indictments in the
Republic of Serbia

The period from 1991 to 2000 (during the rule of Slobodan MiloSevi¢):
Correlation between the total number of criminal complaints filed by the
police and the total number of indictments issued by public prosecution
offices in the Republic of Serbia in the period from 1991 to 2000
Year |Number of] Number of | Number of | Percentage | Percentage
of | criminal indicted | unindicted of of indicted
Survey|complaints| citizens citizens | unindicted | citizens
(filed by |(indictments) (no citizens |(indictments)
the police) indictments) (no
indictments)
1991 | 112,678 52,000 60,678 53.85% 46.15%
1992 | 123,709 42,491 81,218 65.65% 34.35%
1993 | 140,062 49,402 90,660 64.72% 35.28%
1994 | 148,210 47,213 100,997 68.14% 31.86%
1995 | 122,030 52,036 69,994 57.35% 42.65%
1996 | 118,917 53,096 65,821 55.35% 44.65%
1997 | 115,637 54,268 61,369 53.07% 46,93%
1998 | 108,474 61,176 47,298 43.60% 56.40%
1999 | 84,365 48,218 36,147 42.84% 57.16%
2000 | 84,543 43,483 41,060 48.56% 51.44%
Total | 1,158,625 | 503,383 655,242 56.55% 43.54%
survey
sample

546, ISSN 0345-3641, www.stat.gov.rs

Source: the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia, Statistical Bulletin No.
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Through the exercise of police powers, citizens were exposed to
criminal investigation proceedings which included a number of police in-
vestigation measures and activities, such as: interviews, hearings, tempo-
rary apprehension and detention. After that, the police filed criminal
complaints with the competent public prosecution office against sus-
pected offenders, who were never indicted by the prosecutor as there was
a lack of evidence that they had committed the specific criminal offence.

The immediate result of this approach was a violation of the basic
human rights. From the above findings, we conclude that in 56.55 % of
the cases (see Table 1) there was no evidence that the citizens committed
crimes; yet, they were registered as perpetrators in the police records.

As for the total number of citizens who were subject to police in-
vestigation, the analysis of the research results indicates that the value of
the correlation is negative; namely, in the period from 1991 to 2000, the
total percentage of indictments was 43.54 % as compared to the total per-
centage of cases where there were no indictments (56.55%). Thus, out of
the total number of 1,158,625 surveyed citizens, only 503,383 were actu-
ally indicted. It further implies that only in these cases did the police pro-
vide sufficient evidence to initiate prosecutorial investigation and raise
charges against the offenders (see Table 1).

CHARACTERISTICS OF POLICE INVESTIGATION AND
PROSECUTION PROCEEDINGS
IN THE REPUBLIC OF SERBIA
IN THE PERIOD FROM 2000 TO 2010

At the beginning of the 21* century, after overthrowing the Mi-
losevi¢ regime and introducing the "democratic government" in Serbia,
the empirical research results in the period from 2000 to 2010 show that
the police conducted criminal investigation and filed criminal complaints
against a total number of 962,645 Serbian citizens, but in a total of
497,967 cases the citizens were not indicted due to the lack of necessary
evidence (see Table 2). The survey findings revealed that the police
criminal investigation practices did not change much after introducing a
more democratic system of government. There is no doubt that such
practices generate a great deal of concern, particularly in terms of human
rights and liberties.

The research results indicate that the number of indictments issued
by the Serbian public prosecution offices in the period from 2000 to 2010
(when the democratic government was in power) is negatively correlated
with the total number of criminal complaints filed by the police against
citizens. In the first decade of the 21™ century, the total percentage of in-
dicted citizens was 48.27% (see Table 2). Drawing upon the collected
data, the research results show that the police filed a total of 962,645
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criminal complaints against Serbian citizens suspected of committing a
crime, but in a total number of 497,967 cases (51.73%) the police had no
evidence or legal grounds to initiate their their prosecution (see Table 2).

Table 2. Survey results obtained from the study sample in the period from
1991 to 2000: the total number of criminal investigations, criminal
complaints filed by the police and prosecutors’ indictments in the
Republic of Serbia

The period from 2001 to 2010:
Correlation between the total number of criminal complaints filed by the
police against adult citizens and the total number of indictments issued
by the public prosecution offices in the Republic of Serbia from 2001 to
2010
Year |Number of| Number of | Number of | Percentage | Percentage

of | criminal indicted | unindicted of of indicted
Survey|complaints| citizens citizens | unindicted | citizens
(filed by |(indictments) (no citizens |(indictments)
the police) indictments) (no
indictments)

2001 | 93,431 44,859 48,572 51.99% 48.01%
2002 | 104,061 47,915 56,146 53.96% 46.04%
2003 | 95,733 43,591 52,142 54.47% 45.53%
2004 | 88,453 44,881 43,572 49.27% 50.73%
2005 | 100,536 47,870 52,666 52.27% 47.61%
2006 | 118,917 55,360 50,341 47.63% 52.37%
2007 | 105,701 48,903 49,799 50.56% 49.54%
2008 | 98,702 53,035 48,688 47.87% 52.13%
2009 | 101,723 50,404 49,622 49.61% 50.39%
2010 | 100,026 27,860 46,419 62.50% 37.50%
Total | 962,645 464,678 497,967 51.73% 48.27%
survey
sample

Source: the Statistical Office of the Republic of Serbia, Statistical Bulletin No.
546, ISSN 0345-3641, www.stat.gov.rs

On the whole, the statistical data collected over a twenty-year pe-
riod have yielded significant findings. The overall results of the survey
conducted in Serbia in the last decade of the 20™ century (during the rule
of Slobodan Milogevi¢) and in the first decade of the 21* century (after
owerthrowing the MiloSevi¢ regime) show that there was a total number
of 2,121,270 citizens who were subject to police investigation and crimi-
nal complaints filed by police under suspicion of having committed a
crime.
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In these two periods under observation, the overall findings indi-
cate that there was a total number of 1,153,209 unindicted Serbian citi-
zens; even though they were initially subject to police investigation as
suspected offenders and subsequently referred to the competent public
prosecutors by means of criminal complaints filed by the police, no in-
dictments were issued by the public prosecutors because the police had
not provided evidence to support further criminal prosecution. This in-
formation is highly disturbing and it calls for urgent action. In the third
millennium, the democratic values and the fundamental human rights
need to be adequately protected and promoted.

CONCLUSION

To sum up, there are no significant differences between the char-
acteristics of criminal investigation by the police during the rule of Slo-
bodan Milosevi¢ and after his regime was overthrown and replaced by the
rule of the democratic government.

The police practices pertaining to criminal police investigation and
filing criminal complaints against Serbian citizens suspected of having
committed a crime are based on the legal provisions envisaged in the
Criminal Procedure Code of the Republic of Serbia (2011), which explic-
itly stipulate such police authorities. However, given their harmful ef-
fects, we wonder whether these legal rules should be part of the Serbian
Criminal Procedure Code at all.

In a nutshell, the key problem is the police conduct and practices in
the course of criminal investigation in Serbia. The main issue may be
formulated as follows: given the total number of 2,121,270 criminal com-
plaints submitted against Serbian citizens suspected of committing a
crime, how can the police justify the fact that a total number of 1,153,209
suspected offenders were not indicted due to the lack of evidence? On the
other hand, many of these citizens are still suffering the consequences of
being entered into the police records and referred to the competent prose-
cution office without legal grounds.

The right of the police to file criminal complaints against citizens
even without securing evidence is a historical, political and legal heritage
dating back to the period after the Second World War (from 1945 on-
wards) and the Communists’ rise to power. As we may conclude from
Tables 1 and 2, the police criminal investigation practices against Serbian
citizens has proved to be illegitimate and unjustifiable, both from the le-
gal and ethical perspective, because it does not provide for exercising the
rule of law.
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A RECOMMENDATION ON THE BASIS OF
RESEARCH FINDINGS

There is a need to introduce changes in the Serbian Criminal Pro-
cedure Code and urgently amend some legal provisions on the police au-
thorities and actions in criminal investigation proceedings. Thus, the po-
lice shall not have the authority to qualify a criminal act and file criminal
complaints against offenders, but only to collect evidence and notify the
competent public prosecution office about their work; on the grounds of
the provided evidence, the prosecutor shall decide on issuing the indict-
ment. This would prevent the current negative trends in the democratic
development of the Serbian society and put an end to the "police surgery"
method, which was used in countries of the Eastern Bloc after World War
IT and which is still used in Serbia. In the 21%century Serbia, the police
shall continue their education and training in the field of criminal investi-
gation, which is not the current practice.
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CYCIIEH3UJA NIPETIHIOCTABKE HEBUHOCTH 1
OBYCTABA T'PABAHCKHUX CJIOBOJA Y CPBUJHU

Pe3ume

HcrpaxuBame pUKa3aHO y OBOM Pajy je yKa3alo Ha HETaTUBHY IIPAKCY KpH-
MHHAJIUCTHUKE UcTpare kpuMuHana y CpOuju 1 KpUBHYHUX IIpHjaBa, Koje ce 0] CTpa-
HEe KPUMUHAJIHCTHUKUX CIYXOHU MoxHOce MpOTUB rpahaHuHa. AyTOpH Cy yKa3ajd Ja
6u ce cprickuM rpahaHnMa, npema nojauuMa MuHHCTApCTBa NpaBle, y APYyroj moyo-
BUHY IIpBE JICLICHU]€ JBAJECET IIPBOI BEKa, HA OCHOBY HCOCHOBAHOT NPUTBOPA (CTO
JIeBETHAECT XMJbaJla IaHa), MOIJIO Ja MCIUIATH BHIIE OJ] 10JIa MUJIMjape AMHApa, yKO-
JUKO OM CBM HEOCHOBAHO IPUTBOPEHM rpahaHy MOKPEHyIH IOCTYIAK HAIUIaTe Of-
mrrere. [Ipema moxuernm Tyx6aMa M ApyruM akTHMa 3a HaKHaIy IOTETe, JOJa3u ce
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10 Opoja ox BUIIE O] ABAJIECET XMJbaJla JaHa TOHIIe, Koje rpahanu Cpbuje npose-
1y ¥ IPUTBOPY 300T HEOCHOBAHOT JIMIIaBarbha CI000/e O CTpaHe Houuiuje. AKo Gu-
CMO TOMe gojanu Opoj rpahjaHa Koju Cy, Ha OCHOBY pe3yJiTaTa HCTPaKHBama Yy OBOM
pazy, Onim y HeKOM 0Jf ITOCTYIIaKa Koje OKpEeHe IIOJIMIH]a, a HAKOH 4era je MOJIHIHja
MOJHeNa HA/UISKHOM TY)KHOILY KPUBHYHY INpHjaBy KOjoM je rpahaHHMHY CTaBHJa Ha
TepeT U3BPILCHE KPUBUYHOT JAena, Opoj faHa Koje Cy rpal)anu HEOCHOBAaHO MPOBENH Y
HEKOM OJI TIOCTYyIIaKa Hpej ApXKaBHUM OpPraHMMa, a Ja POTHB HBHUX HUKaJla HHje 110-
KpEeHyTa MCTpara, HUTH MOJUTHYTa ONTY)KHUIIA, HETIPUXBATIBHB j€ U3 OUJIO KOT acIieKTa:
MPaBHOT, ETHYKOT, JbYJCKHX MpaBa U ¢1000/1a, EKOHOMCKOT WJIH OHIIO KOT APYTOT.

V pajgy ce Ha OCHOBY Hajla3a U3 UCTPaKMBamba yKa3yje [a je HyXKHO [a ce y
pany KpUMHHAIIUCTUYKKX ciiy)0u y CpOuju yBese ,,0TKpHBambe, IPUKYIUbamke U 00e-
30eheme mokaza“, a He mpujaBJbHUBamke rpahaHuHa O3 mOKa3a M Ja ce MEeToJ pajaa
KPUMHHAIMCTUYKUX areHIfja yCMepeH Ha ,,HelpujaTesbe’ KOju je yBeleH y KpUMUHa-
JHUCTUYKY METOAMKY IOCTYMNamka CPEIMHOM JIEBETHAECTOT BeKa, YCMEPH Ha METOJ| pa-
Ia ,,Ha JoKa3y*, WTo je 3axTeB MpocBeheHNX HapoJaa W LUBIIN3ALMjKOT HANpPETKa Y
OCTBapHBamy IpaBa rpaljaHuHa 01 HEOCHOBaHOI HporoHa. Cnenehu acnekT Ha Koju
HaJa3 y paJy ykasyje je Heqocratak npo(heCHOHAIHOT 3Hamba U3 00IaCTH UCTPaXKHBa-
Ba KpUMHHAIHUX JeldKara — IiTa je Joka3. M3 pesynrara HCTpaxkuBama Koje je
CIIPOBEJICHO HaJ Y30PKOM OJI IBa MIJIMOHA M JIBECTa XHJba/la KPUBUYHUX TIpUjaBa Io-
JHETUX O]l CTpaHe KPUMHHAIMCTUYKHX CIYKOM NpoTHB rpalaHa Kao H3BpLIMIALA
KPUBHYHHMX Jena y 1Be neuenuje y CpOuju, METOIOM KOMIIapanuje u Kopenenuje, yo-
YaBa ce Jia ce 0e3 NpaBHOT OCHOBA IIOCEXKE 32 MOAHOIICHEM KPUBUYHUX NpHjaBa 0e3
JI0Ka3a YMMe ce CyCIIeH/Iyje IPETIIOCTaBKa HeBUHOCTH M HapyllaBajy rpahaHcka npa-
Ba U cioboze.

Texct nexropucana: ['oprana Urmarosuh



