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Objective: to analysis the fear of crime factors according to the research carried out in 2009 in Ljubljana (Slovenia).
Methods: dialectic, systemic, comparison, observation.

Results: the analysis shows that the level of fear of crime has not changed significantly over the last two decades. The latest
survey from 2009 implies that the influence of perceived probability of victimization in an emotional reaction is strongest
among those who believe that consequences of victimization can be severe, and their own ability to defend from an assailant
is low. Analyses have shown that the fear of crime is strongest in women and the elderly. Personal experiences with crime do
not result in an increase in perceived probability of victimization, or influence fear of crime, nor do they affect the anticipation
of seriousness of the potential consequences of victimization. The article contributes to reflections on fear of crime based on
a literature and research review as well as utilization of new models of testing fear of crime factors.

Scientific novelty: the research shows that the used model of fear of crime explains more variance (R? = .54) than other models
used prior to this study (Slovenia, 2001, R* = .43; Croatia, 2002, R* = .43; Bosnia and Herzegovina, 2002, R*> = .45) and imply
some new findings and confirm findings from the previous surveys. The findings imply that the respondents in Ljubljana relate
fear of crime to the impacts of different crimes on their lives. However, research did not confirm that the level of fear of individual
crimes is proportional to their severity. It was found out that respondents feel the most threatened by robbery followed by assault.
Practical significance: the article provides insight for crime control and prevention and will be useful for scientific and
educational staff, policy makers, graduate and post-graduate students and all those interested in crime control and prevention.

Keywords: Criminal law and criminology; Fear of crime; Factors; Slovenia; Ljubljana

Introduction

Research on fear of crime in Slovenia began in the 1990s
when Pavlovi¢ [1] investigated this phenomenon in 1992
and 1997. He conducted an International Crime Victims
Survey (ICVS) in Ljubljana and other regions of Slovenia.
Mesko and Umek [2], and Mesko and Farrall [3] tested the
socio-demographic and social-psychological models of fear
of crime and replicated Van der Wurff’s et al. study [4].
Mesko and Farrall [3] compared the results of their study

with results from Scotland and the Netherlands and fund out
that there were no significant differences in fear of crime
in the countries being compared. In the following decade,
several studies used this model in sporadic surveys of fear
of crime in urban neighbourhoods in Slovenia [5—-10].
The comparison of the results of fear of crime research
showed that the fear of crime factors in the population
of Slovenia did not change significantly. In 2009, the
referenced models were upgraded with the following
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factors of fear of crime: socio-economic factors, social
networks and interpersonal relations, disorder in the
neighbourhood, probability of victimization, impact on
life in case of victimization, and gravity of the offence,
trust in public institutions, and preventive (precautionary)
measures [11].

1. Fear of crime factors

Researchers investigating fear of crime [4, 12-15]
have tried to explain a large number of factors, and
tested various models of fear of crime in their analyses.
Important progress from the early research of exclusively
demographic characteristics of respondents and their fear
of crime was a study that included socio-demographic and
social-psychological variables [4].

The fear of crime factors in the 2009 fear of crime
survey were discussed by Vosnjak, Sifrer and Mesko [16],
where the authors empirically tested the these factors.
For the purpose of this article, I will summarise the
main implication of the fear of crime factors and present
the main findings from the 2009 survey in Ljubljana
and present factors which can predict fear of crime in
inhabitants of urban neighbourhoods.

1.1. Gender, age and socio-economic factors

Common sense suggests that the fear of crime is
stronger in people who are not confident in their abilities
to protect themselves, either because they cannot run fast,
are physically not strong enough to defend themselves,
cannot afford protection of their homes, or need more
time to recover after material or physical damage has
beeninflicted. Socio-demographic factors, such as gender,
age and socio-economic status, are related to individual
vulnerability and influence the fear of crime [13].

Killias [ 17] tried to clarify the concept of vulnerability.
He pointed out that different perceptions of vulnerability
probably stemmed from socialisation, which can be
particularly noticed in differences between men and
women. It is necessary to take into consideration personal
vulnerability factors, especially gender which is a suitable
starting point, because it continuously appears a significant
fear of crime indicator in surveys. The hypothesis that
women are more afraid of victimization than men, even
though men are much more frequent victims of all sorts of
criminal offences, with the exception of sexual violence
has been confirmed. In women, fear of sexual violence
increases fear of other criminal offences [18]. As a result
of continuous contact with sexual harassment, women
become more alert to the possibility of danger from
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their environment and feel the need for a safer lifestyle
in order to protect themselves. However, it is necessary
to be careful with the interpretation of these results.
Regarding gender, a paradox is noticed as fear of crime
is strongest in elderly women, although victimization is
lowest in this group, and fear of crime is least expressed
in young men, while they are most frequently victimized.
Gilchrist, Bannister, Ditton, and Farrall [19] and Mesko
and Areh [6] mentioned the stereotypes of the so-called
‘frightened woman’ and ‘fearless man’. Mesko and
Areh [6] questioned these stereotypes with an empirical
test of ideas of fearless women and frightened men.
The stereotype of worried and frightened women
supposedly originates from socialisation involving fear
of the unknown and strangers, dependence on known
men (father, brother, partner), and socialisation involving
fear of public places. Feminists have criticised women’s
hysterical responses and over-reaction and reveal the
fact that women are more sensitive and perceptive than
men. They have also established that women witness
and experience more violence (physical and sexual) at
work, in the street and at home. Stanko and Hobdell
[12] studied the relationship between victimization,
gender and dealing with victimization. They learned that
male victims of violent criminal offences experienced
great fear, suffered from phobias, sleeping disorders,
became excessively careful, underwent personality
changes, and became significantly more vulnerable,
which bears strong resemblance to the reactions initially
attributed to women.

According to Gilchrist, et al. [19], differences in the
fear of crime between genders are supposedly only one
more consequence of conclusions drawn from inadequate
methodology, as is demonstrated by the above-mentioned
feminist criticism. Even if it seems unlikely that fear of
crime in women is exaggerated, it is increasingly evident
that fear of crime in men was assessed too low. The low
levels of fear of crime in men has always seemed unusual,
since men (as a group) experience a high rate of violence,
most often in public places and usually from strangers.
It seems that in surveys men do not want to answer
in a way that would undermine their image of being
invulnerable [20].

Fear of crime in the elderly and its influence on
the quality of their life are discussed in the literature
[13, 20, 21]. The age factor stands out in discussing
vulnerability, and increases fear levels in people. There
are a number of studies [22-25, 15] claiming that this
relation is of little or negligible importance, or conditioned
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by other factors, such as low income, single status, and
health problems. Other studies [26, 20] indicated that,
under certain circumstances, the elderly experience less
fear of victimization than the young.

Mesko [15] stated that the elderly are more dependent
on monthly incomes (pensions), and that any loss
of money, damage, or cost of medical treatment represents
a larger burden for them than for other groups. In addition,
recovery of the elderly, mainly victims of violent criminal
offences (i.e. robbery, bodily injury), takes a longer time
and is often related to more problems than with the young.

Income and education are important additional fear
of crime factors. The rate of fear among the poor and
less educated population is higher than in the white,
rich, and more educated population. The higher level
of fear of crime among people with low income and
low education can be explained by environmental and
contextual factors. They often live in neighbourhoods with
a high crime rate and incivility. People from the lower
socio-economic groups find it harder to protect themselves
or their property, or avoid circumstances that generate
fear of crime [13]. In addition to material sources, it is
necessary to pay attention on social resources, conditioned
by the quality of social networks.

1.2. Social networks, social capital
and social cohesion

A certain level of social cohesion, human solidarity,
loyalty, group and interpersonal attraction, and responsibility
is typical in social groups and a society in general. All of
these characteristics of internal social life are addressed
by the term ‘social climate’ in a group. A good social
climate is demonstrated by a high rate of social cohesion,
predominance of positive emotions of group members,
feeling of responsibility for the group’s success or failure,
and feeling of belonging to the group, and the group’s
appeal to group members (values). Low social cohesion is
reflected in the predominance of negative feelings in group
members, hostility and conflicts between group members,
insufficient feelings of belongingness, absence of feeling
of responsibility for the group’s success or failure, and
insufficient appeal of the group to its members [27].

Networking is a typical characteristic of a modern
society. The level of involvement in the network
structures of society influences a person’s level of
social integration and the quality of their life. Social
capital is what helps spread the network and supplying
the provisions necessary for enabling and maintaining
integration in the modern networked world. Both formal
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and informal social networks are essential components
of social capital [28]. Kawachi, Kennedy and Wilkinson
[29] point out the relation between a low supply of social
capital and a high crime rate. They supported the thesis
of social disorganisation, suggesting that the rate of social
cohesion or social capital is essential for understanding the
relationship between the crime-rate and a neighbourhood,
a community, and even a society. Cohen and Prusak [30]
and Martinjak [28] state that communities with a large
stock of social capital have higher health-rates, better
educational structures and economic growth, and a lower
crime-rate.

1.3. Fear of crime and (social and physical) disorder
in the neighbourhood

In addition to social relations in neighbourhoods,
an important fear trigger is the disorder in these
neighbourhoods. Mesko and Umek [2] linked fear of crime
with characteristics of the physical environment in which
people live as this relationship has not been fully clarified.
Two forms of disorder [15], physical and social, need to
be taken into consideration. Signs of physical disorder
are untidiness, run-down buildings, piles of rubbish,
graffiti, vandalism, deserted cars, etc. The most obvious
signs of social disorder are drinking bouts in public
places, tramps, beggars, groups of youngsters roaming
the streets, harassment, unconcealed drug trafficking, and
using drugs in public places. Physical and social disorder
is considered an indicator of a neighbourhood’s disarray,
the cause of crime, and increased fear of crime. Signs
of disorder and untidiness attract potential offenders.
Solving untidiness and disorder in a neighbourhood
should increase the risk for offenders, decrease crime-
rates, and reduce fear of crime levels [15].

A neighbourhood should be a safe environment and
not represent a threat to people living there. The mere
awareness that social and emotional support is available
contributes to a lower rate of fear, and, consequently,
to a feeling/belief of lesser vulnerability for people.
The feeling of belonging to the community can help people
establish trust in their own abilities, and thus decrease the
feeling of possible victimization and fear of crime. If fear
of crime is related to disorder in the neighbourhood, be it
social and physical, the inhabitants of the neighbourhood
recognise its signs, and on the grounds of co-operation
suppress its influence. Integration in the community also
helps in developing more detailed mental-maps of safe
and unsafe places in the neighbourhood [13].
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1.4. Probability of victimization and fear of crime

The likelihood of victimization is related to the
perceived probability of victimization — it can function
together with other factors, such as gender, age, place of
living, official crime statistics, awareness of people, or
other factors influence the fear indirectly, through gen-
erating a perception of potential victimization. Ferraro
[18] concluded that assessment of victimization prob-
ability is an important — yet not the most important, nor
even the only — factor in developing the fear of crime.
In addition, an important discovery is also that the likeli-
hood of victimization can result in various reactions and
consequences. It affects not only what people feel (fear),
but also what they do (change of behaviour). Behavioural
changes are demonstrated by purchasing safety systems,
avoiding means of public transportation or changing daily
routines. However, the question of how such behaviour
affects fear of crime is not fullyunderstood. It can intensify
fear, it can decrease it, or it can have no impact on it at all.
In his research, Ferraro [18] discovered that behaviour
changes can over a longer time period decrease the vic-
timization risk assessment, but they do not decrease the
fear of crime. Implementation of preventive measures to
decrease victimization cannot generate fear of crime if it
did not exist beforehand but it can increase existing fear.

1.5. Victimization impacts — direct and vicarious
victimization

Skogan [31] established that fear of crime is related
to victimization. The results of his research, in Houston
and Newark conducted at 6-month intervals, confirm this
relationship. Both bodily and material victimizations are
related to fear of crime, especially the fear of recurrence
of such events. Fear is also affected by recent victimiza-
tion and its frequency. Skogan [31] also indicates that
victimization has merely a short-term effect on the fear
of crime, and that temporal distance from the victimiza-
tion act was not given sufficient attention by researchers
[15]. Fear of crime can be proportionate to the severity
of a criminal offence experienced.

There is a perception that people are more afraid of
being a victim of violence than of property offences.
However, according to available data, the frequency of
criminal offences decreases with their gravity; the more
serious the offence, the less frequently it is committed.
Therefore, if severity of a criminal offence was the only
(or the most important) determinant of fear, individu-
als would be most afraid of criminal offences with the
least likelihood of their occurrence. According to this,
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the strongest would the fear of being a murder victim.
Warr [32] indicates that this conclusion is incorrect, and
presents other factors regarding this phenomenon, such
as exposure to risk, the severity of the consequences of
a crime, inability to resist a criminal, social factors (size
of the neighbourhood, tidiness, crime-rate), individual
characteristics (gender, age, education, socio-economic
status), perception of social disorganisation (vandalism,
drugs), cognitive judgment of potential victimization,
the crime-rate, police work and direct experiences of
victimization.

Severity of a criminal offence can, therefore, be only
one of the determinants of fear [32]. In addition, indirect
experiences, such as knowing victims, or learning about
victimized people from the mass media, can contribute to
the increased perception of victimization risk [33]. They
are the so-called ‘crime multipliers’, or processes, that
take place in neighbourhoods and “spread” the influence
of criminal offences [34].

Data show that news about victimized friends or
neighbours intensifies fear of crime in individuals, and
indirect experiences with victimization increase worries
about victimization as a direct experience. However, it
must be noted that many inhabitants of a neighbourhood
are informed about crime indirectly, through channels,
which can inflate, reduce, or disfigure the real crime
picture [35]. An individual’s perception of risk can be
additionally instigated by interpersonal communication
with peers, family members, peers, friends, acquaintances
and the media, while it can be moderated by their own
experiences [36, 37].

One of the possible explanations of the increased
fear of crime is a vicarious victimization. A crime victim
who tells their story to others results in compassion and
empathy with the victim’s problems. An even more direct
source of vicarious victimization is the media, which dra-
matically or realistically depicts various criminal offences.
The most influential is television, which broadcasts an in-
creasing number of TV series about police work, violence
and crime. The channels have been flooded with these
series, which determine an individual’s view of society
and affect their perception of crime reality. Scenes from
TV are not only limited to «street crime», but they often
emphasise vulnerability of homes, and show potential
consequences of not behaving in a self-protective way
and exposure to all kinds of danger [36]. In addition, the
print media have an important influence on the fear of
crime. In an analysis of British newspapers, Williams and
Dickinson [38] found out that fear of crime also depends
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on the way crime is presented in the crime section of
a newspaper. Using a telephone survey, Chiricos, Hogan
and Gertz [39] learned that people who watch TV a lot
and listen to radio news, experience more fear of crime,
which is especially more typical for women.

1.6. Trust in public institutions

After gaining independence in 1991, state institutions
and the political system of Slovenia were burdened with
high expectations about democratic institutionalisation.
People evaluated very specific social, economic, and
political changes, which affected their quality of life.
Confidence in the political-system institutions had
gradually decreased with the years, to increase at the end
of the 1990s, at the beginning of the new decade [40].
Nevertheless, it is the political-system institutions that
people do not trust, with the least trusting people being
the most active section of the population development:
the younger, better-educated, socially high-ranked, less
discriminatory, and less egalitarian. In short, the carriers of
mistrust represent important potential for the democratic
development of society.

Rus and To$ [40] emphasised that trust is not
everything; the power of democracy also lies in mistrust,
provided that it is justified in the democratic system
value-baselines, and expressed by sophisticated, better-
informed citizens, or active individuals and groups trained
and prepared to reform systems. Nevertheless, on the
international scale, Slovenia has been ranked “somewhere
in the middle”. As far as the extent of expressed mistrust
is concerned, it does not deviate significantly from
traditionally democratic countries, with the exception
that, in Slovenia, there is a lower rate of trust in political
system institutions, and trust in the judicial system has
disintegrated, while trust in state welfare institutions is
adequately high; and, in addition to high confidence in
the educational system, there is a high rate of confidence
in the mass media.

Discussion

In this section of the article, [ will present and discuss
findings from the 2009 fear of crime survey conducted
in six capitals in the area of former Yugoslavia, with
the emphasis on the capital of Slovenia Ljubljana [41].
The results from this survey will be discussed in relation
to the findings on fear of crime presented in the introduc-
tory part of this article. A review of fear of crime research
in Slovenia shows that no significant changes regarding
the impact of fear of crime factors on fear of crime have
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been observed in the last two decades. This result can
be attributed to the application of the same model which
consists the same questions al all surveys as well as to
the assumption that fear of crime factors stay quite stable
in urban environments. Despite increasing crime and
imprisonment rates in Slovenia since the mid-1990s [42],
fear of crime surveys show that factors of fear of crime
and its intensity seems to be quite stable. The research
model consisting socio-demographic and social psycho-
logical questions used in the 2009 survey included new
variables and gave us an opportunity for an additional
insight on fear of crime factors.

In the analysis of the 2009 survey, a fear of crime vari-
able was included in the regression analysis as a dependent
variable. Before the regression analysis a factor analysis of
sections of the questionnaire was used. The results show
that the used model of fear of crime explains more variance
(R?=.54) than other models used prior to this study (Slove-
nia, 2001, R?= 43; Croatia, 2002, R?= .43; Bosnia and Her-
zegovina, 2002, R = .45) [10] and imply some new findings
and confirm findings from the previous surveys. The find-
ings imply that the respondents in Ljubljana relate fear of
crime to the impacts of different crimes on their lives. How-
ever, research did not confirm that the level of fear of indi-
vidual crimes is proportional to their severity. It was found
out that respondents feel the most threatened by robbery
followed by assault.

Regarding vicarious victimization, the perception of
a violent crime, in which another person was victimized
(and shares information about their victimization with
others), has a greater influence on increasing fear of crime
levels than the perception of a property crime. Regarding
the perception of the probability of direct victimization,
property crimes cause greater fear than violent crimes,
while the results of the influence of vicarious victimization
show the opposite. Knowing a victim of a violent crime
has a greater influence on the fear of crime than knowing
someone who was a victim of a property crime.

The present research confirms that perceived prob-
ability of victimization influences subsequent emotional
responses; mostly in those who believe that victimization
consequences may be severe. Women feel more threatened
than men, and senior citizens feel more threatened than
other age groups. However, it is necessary to be careful
when interpreting these results because a classification
analysis has shown a higher percentage of correctly
classified units among women (83 %) and a lower per-
centage of correctly classified units among men (59 %).
The results of the analysis indicate that the stereotype
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of the worried, frightened woman is justified to a large
extent, but a lower percentage of correctly classified men
confirm that the stereotype about men who are not afraid
of crime and their possible victimization is questionable
as 41 % of men responded in the same manner as women.

Respondents who feel most threatened are citizens
in the age group over 56. Respondents in the youngest
age group 18-21 feel less threatened, and the middle
age group 31-55 feel the least threatened. Citizens in
Ljubljana in the age group over 56 also have the greatest
trust in public institutions. The anxiety due to criminal
offences, the consequences of crime, and the negative
impact on life in case of victimization, constantly increase
with age, whereas confidence in one’s ability to defend
from an assailant constantly decreases with age.

Respondents who have more trust in people who live
in the same neighbourhood, have more friends and know
more people who they can rely on, feel less threatened.
Involvement in a social network is most typical of senior
citizens who also find it most valuable. The results of
determining the level of social involvement by establish-
ing to what extent the respondents agree with the state-
ments such as “The people in our neighbourhood can be
trusted”, “I have many friends in our neighbourhood”,
“There are many reliable people in our neighbourhood”,
and “When going shopping or for a walk, I meet many
acquaintances” show that it is the senior respondents who
agree the most with the listed statements, which indicates
that senior citizens are more satisfied with living in the
neighbourhood together with other people and that they
establish social relations more frequently. The youngest
respondents (18-20) agree with these statements the least.

Apart from social relations in neighbourhood, an
important factor, which also influences fear of crime,
is disorder in the neighbourhood [2, 43]. This fac-
tor is not a significant for predicting the fear of crime
in Ljubljana.

It was stated in the beginning of this article that income
is an important factor which influences people’s fear of
crime, since the level of fear is higher among the poor,
and poorly educated, than among the wealthy and well-
educated. This statement cannot be confirmed. It could be
assumed that those who are in a strong financial position
can afford more “protection” than their fellow citizens.
Hale [13] states that people from lower socio-economic
groups are less able to defend or protect themselves and
their property. However, the results of this research do not
confirm this thesis. Thus, in the research, social class as
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one of the main elements of social vulnerability, and as a
factor in the fear of crime, is excluded, and we establish
that the respondents from lower socio-economic groups
would feel severe consequences due to victimization,
and possible victimization would influence their lives to
a greater extent. Those who are financially better situated
do report better inter-personal relationships.

Previous victimization of respondents has little influ-
ence on the estimation of the probability of crime in the
next 12 months, since the respondents who have already
been victimized in their lives estimate that they will less
likely become a victim of any crimes, such as street rob-
bery, fraud, physical assault, theft, and street harassment
in the next 12 months. Moreover, possible victimization
in the next 12 months is believed that it would have less
severe consequences for respondents who have already
been victimised than for those who have never been vic-
tims of any crime. The variable ‘probability of victimiza-
tion in the next 12 months’ is not a statistically significant
predictor of the fear of crime as it was found to have no
influence respondents present fear of crime.

The 2009 fear of crime survey in Ljubljana requires
a follow up which is planned for 2017. As it consists of
questions from all previous surveys and new questions on
fear of crime, the instrument needs to be additionally tested
in the future studies of fear of crime. The results of this
study also have significant implications for crime control
and prevention policy makers who set priorities in crime
control and prevention in urban environments and practi-
tioners who implement crime prevention strategies [44].
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' Mapubopcruii ynusepcumem, Jlroonana, Croeenus

WCCINEQOBAHUE HEKOTOPbIX ®AKTOPOB BEOA3HU NPECTYMNJIEHUA
B I. NIOBJIAHA, CNOBEHUA*

Leab: anamu3 GpakTopoB OOSI3HH MPECTYIICHUH 110 pe3ysibTaTaM UccienoBanus, nposoausinerocst B 2009 r. 8 . JIroossiaa
(CnoBenus).

MeToabl: TUAICKTHUCCKUN, CHCTEMHBIH, CPAaBHCHHE, HAOIIOICHHE.

Pe3yabTaThl: aHAIM3 TOKA3bIBACT, YTO YPOBEHB OOSI3HU MTPECTYIUICHUI HE TPETEpIIe) 3SHAUNTEIIHLHBIX H3MCHECHUH 3a TOCIIe-
Hue nBa necatmwieTws. [locnenuee uccnenoBanue B 2009 T. BBISBUIIO, YTO BOCIIPUATHE BEPOSTHON BUKTUMHU3AINH B (hopMe
SMOIMOHAIBHON PeakIiy HauboJee CHIIbHO CPEIN TEX, KTO CYUTAECT, YTO MTOCICACTBUS BUKTHMHU3AIUU MOTYT OBITh TsDKE-
JIBIMH, & UX CIIOCOOHOCTP 3allIUTUTHCS OT MPECTYITHUKA — HU3Kast. BOs3HB MpecTyIuieHnid Hanboee CHTbHA CPETN JKCHIIITH
U TIOKWIIBIX JIFONeH. JIMYHBINA OMBIT HE BIUSECT HAa BOCIIPHUATHE BEPOSTHON BUKTHUMH3ALIUU WIH Ha OOS3Hb NMPECTYIUICHUH,
a TaKKe Ha MPEABHUICHHUE TSDKECTH MOTECHIIMATBHBIX MOCIICICTBIA BUKTUMH3ANNN. B maHHOI paboTe mpeacTaBieHsr 0030p
JTUTEPaTypsl U NMPEABIAYIINX UCCICIOBAHHNA 1O TpodiieMe OOSI3HH MPECTYIUICHUH, a TakkKe Pe3ylbTaThl UCTIOIb30BaHUS
HOBBIX MOJIeTICH MTpH N3ydeHUH (HaKTOPOB OOSI3HU MPECTYIIICHUH.

HayuHast HOBH3HA: HCCIIEIOBAHHE [TOKA3aJI0, YTO MCIIOIb30BAHHAS MOJIETh OOS3HHU MPECTYIUICHHUH JTy4Iie 0ObICHIET AHC-
nepcuro (R*= .54), yeM npexie ucnojb3oBannbie mozenu (Ciaosenwus, 2001, R? = .43; Xopsarus, 2002, R? = .43; Bocuus u 'ep-
neroBuHa, 2002, R? = .45), a Takke JaeT psil HOBBIX PE3YNbTaTOB U MOATBEPIKIAET Pe3yabTaThl IPEIBIAYIINX UCCICTOBAHUM.
CoracHo pe3yiibTaraM, pecrioHAeHThI B JIF0OIsIHE COOTHOCST OOSI3HB MPECTYIUICHUH ¢ BIUSIHACM PA3IHUYHbBIX MPECTYIUICHUN
Ha X Ku3Hb. OJTHAKO UCCIICIOBAHUE HE MOJTBEP/IHIIO 3aBUCUMOCTD OOSI3HU OT/ICIBHBIX MPECTYIUICHUH OT UX TshkecTH. Hau-
OOITBINYFO OOSI3HB, COTNIACHO UCCIICIOBAHUIO, MPAKIaHE HCIBITHIBAOT ITO OTHOIIICHHUEO K OTPa0ICHUIO ¢ (PU3UUCCKIM HACUIIACM.
I[IpakTHYecKkasi 3 HAYHUMOCTb: MAaTCPHUAIIBI CTAThH HMCIOT IIPAKTHYCCKOE IIPUMECHEHHE B 001aCTH KOHTPOJISI HAJ| IIPECTYITHO-
CTBIO M PO HUITAKTHKH, a TAKKE OYAYT MOJIC3HBI HAYIHBIM H ITEAarOrHIeCKUM paOOTHUKAM, TIPABOIIPHMEHUTEIHLHBIM pa0oT-
HUKaM, aClIIPaHTaM, CTYICHTaM U BCEM HHTEPECYIOMUMCS IIPOOIeMaMU IPEIYTIPEKACHIS U ITPECEUCHUS IIPaBOHAPYIIICHHUI.

KutroueBble cj10Ba: YroJIOBHOE TPaBO M KPUMHUHOJIOTHS; OOSI3HB MIpecTyIieHnH; GpakTopsl, CroBenus; Jloonsaaa

* BnepBble cTarbs ormyonikoBana B Journal of Criminal Justice and Security. Bee npasa 3anmmensl. CTaTbs HAXOAUTCS B OTKPBITOM I0CTYTIE B
cooreerctBud ¢ Creative Commons Attribution Non-Commercial License (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by-nc/3.0/), npeaycmarpusarorniem
HEKOMMEPUECKOe HCIIONIb30BaHNE, PACIIPOCTPAHEHHE M BOCIIPOM3BOICTBO Ha JTI000M HOCHTEIE IPH YCIOBUH YIOMHHAHHS OPUTHUHANA CTAThU.
JUi1s1 KOMMepUYeCcKOTo NCHONB30BaHMst oOparnTech B penakimio Journal of Criminal Justice and Security: www.fvv.uni-mb.si

[{utupoBanue opurnHaNa CTaTbu Ha aHmHCKOM si3b1ke: Mesko, G. (2012). A reflection on selected fear of crime factors in Ljubljana,
Slovenia. Journal of Criminal Justice and Security, 14(4), 422—434.
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Kak nuTupoBaTh pycckosi3bIYHYI0 BepcHio ctaTbu: Memiko [ MiccnenoBanne HEKOTOPBIX (hakTopoB 6o-
SI3HU TpecTyIuieHni B T. JIroOnsna, CrioBeHust / AKTyallbHbIe POOIeMbl SKOHOMHKH U TipaBa. 2016. T. 10,
Ne 3. C. 161-174. DOL: http://dx.doi.org/10.21202/1993-047X.10.2016.3.161-174

BBenenue

B CrnoBennu n3yuenne 00sS3HU NMpeCTyIUIEHHH Hava-
J10¢h B 1990-X IT., KOTJ1a 3TO sIBJICHHUE HccienoBai B 1992
u 1997 rr. Pavlovi¢ [1]. OH nmpoBoauII MeXIyHAPOTHOE
UccIeoBaHue kepTB npectyruienui (International Crime
Victims Survey (ICVS)) B JIroOmnsiHe U IPYTUX PETHOHAX
Crosenun. [Tozxe Mesko m Umek [2], a Takke Mesko
u Farrall [3] tecTtupoBanu comumomemMorpaduueckue
U COIMAIBHO-TICHXOJOTHIECKHUE MOJEIH OOS3HU TIpe-
CTYIUICHUH W TOBTOpWIHN ucciienoBanune Van der Wurff
u 1p. [4]. Mesko u Farrall [3] conocTaBuiiy nmojry4eHHbIE
MU JaHHEIE ¢ pe3ybTaraMu uccienopareneit [lorman-
nuu 1 HunepnanioB, 1 He 0OHAPYKWIIH CYIIECTBCHHON
pasHUIBL. JTa MOAETH UCIIONIB30BANIACh B CICTYIOMEM
NECATHICTHH B APYTHX UCCIICAOBAHUSIX YPOBHS OOS3HU
MIPECTYIJIEHUH B ropojckux paiionax Cinosenuu [5—10].

CpaBHEHHE PE3yIbTAaTOB HCCIEIOBAaHHS OOSI3HU
MIPECTYIJICHUH MOKa3bIBAET, YTO (haKTOpPhI OOSI3HU Tpe-
CTyIUIEHUH cpeau HacesieHust CIIOBEHUU He NpeTepIenn
3HaYUTEIbHBIX M3MeHeHUH. B 2009 1. ykazaHHBIE MOZIEIH
OBLTH TOTIOTHEHBI CISTYIOIIUME: COIMOIKOHOMHUYIECKUE
(haKTOpBI, COITUATTEHBIC CETH H MEXKITHYHOCTHBIC OTHOIIIC-
HUSl, OCCIIOPSAKN IO MECTY KHUTEIHCTBA, BEPOSITHOCTD
BUKTUMU3AINU, H3MEHEHHE o0pa3a *KU3HH B Cllydac
BUKTUMU3AINH, TSHKECTh MIPECTYIICHUSI, IOBEpHUE K rO-
CyIapCTBEHHBIM HHCTUTYTaM, IPEBCHTUBHEIC (TIpSIyTIpe-
JquTenbHbIe) Mepshl [11].

Pe3yabTarhl Hcciie0BaHUS

1. ®akTopsbl 00sI3HMN NMPeECTYNIEHUNH
B xone ananmmza uccnenoBarenu OOS3HU TIpeCTy-
nieHuid [4, 12—15] neitanuch 0ObICHUTH MHOXKECTBO
(haKTOPOB M TECTUPOBAH PA3TUIHBIC MOJICTH. BakHBIM
Pe3yabTaTOM 3TUX PaboOT CTajo BKIIOUEHHUE COLMOJE-
MOTpapUIeCKuX U COIMATHHO-TICHXOIOTHICCKHX Tepe-
MEHHBIX, KPOME YHCTO IEMOTPaQUIECKUX XapaKTEPUCTHK

PECIIOH/ICHTOB M MX OOSI3HU MPECTYIUICHHUH [4].
@akTopbl OOSI3HM MPECTYIUICHUH 00CYKTAINCh B pa-
6ote Vosnjak, Sifrer u Mesko [16], B koTOpoii aBTOPBI
IpOBEIN UX SMIUPHUECKOE TeCTHpoBaHHE. B naHHON
CTaThe MBI [IPUBOJIMM OCHOBHBIE PE3yJIbTaThl HCCIIEI0Ba-
Hus 2009 1. B JIroOsiHe U paccMmarpuBaeM Te (haKTopHl,

KOTOpBIE BBI3BIBAIOT 0OS3Hb MPECTYIUICHUH y JKUTEICH
FOPOJICKUX PaliOHOB.

1.1. ToJ, Bo3pacT
H COLIN03KOHOMHUYecKHe GaKTOpbI

Bosi3up mpecTymieHnit 0OBIYHO CHIIbHEE BBIpaXKeHa
y JIOEH, KOTOpBIE HE yBEPEHBI B CBOMX BO3MOXKHO-
CTAX 3AIMUTHTH ceOs — M0 MPUYUHE TOTO, YTO OHU He
YMEIOT OBICTPO Oerarh, HEAOCTATOYHO CHUJIIBHBI (PU3HU-
YECKHU, HE MOTYT MO3BOJHUTH cebe OXpaHy moMa WU
UM HYXXHO OOJIbIIIE BPEMEHH, YTOObI BOCCTAHOBHUTHCS
OT MPUYUHEHHOTO MAaTePUATBHOTO WUIH (HU3UIECKOTO
Bpena. Takue conmonemorpaduyeckue GakTopbl, Kak
M0JI, BO3PACT M COIIMOIKOHOMHUYECKOE IMOJOXKECHUE,
BIUSIOT HA WHAWBUAYAIbHYIO YSI3BUMOCTH U OOS3HB
npectymienui [13].

[IposICHUTH KOHUENIUIO YI3BUMOCTH MOMBITAJICS
Killias [17]. On yka3ai, 9To pa3HHUIAa B BOCHPHATHH
YSI3BUMOCTH, BO3MOKHO, OEpET Hauajlo B COLMAIN3alINY,
YTO 0COOEHHO 3aMETHO TI0 PA3HUIE MEKIAY MYKUMHAMHI
W skeHIUHaMu. HeoOXoMMo TakKe yIuThIBaTh THYHbIE
(hakTOpHI YSI3BUMOCTH, 0COOCHHO II0JI, TIOCKOJIBKY OH
BCET/Ia BBICTYNAeT 3HAYUMBIM MHAHKATOPOM OOS3HU
NnpecTymieHnil B uccienoBanusix. HeogqnokpatHo
MOATBEPIKJaIach TUIOTE3a, YTO JKEHIIUHBI OOJbIIe
OT1acaloTCsl BUKTUMHU3AINH, YeM MYKIHHBI, HECMOTPS
Ha TO, YTO MOCJIETHNE SIBIAIOTCS O0Iee YaCTBIMHU KepT-
BaMH BCEX BHIIOB MPECTYIUICHUH, KPOME CEKCYaIbHOTO
Hacuiaus. Y JKEHIIMH OOS3Hb CEKCYaJbHOTO HACHIIHS
nmpeBbIlaeT O0SA3Hb APYTHX mpecTymiaeHui [18].
B pesynbrare MoCTOSHHBIX CTOJKHOBEHHUH C CEKCyallb-
HBIMU JIOMOTaTeJIbCTBAMH KEHIMHBI HAYMHAIOT Oojee
HACTOPOXKEHHO OTHOCHUTHCS K BO3MOKHBIM OMACHOCTSIM
W3BHE U BecTH OoJsiee Oe301acHbIi 00pa3 IKU3HH, YTOOBI
3amUTUTH cebst. OHAKO ClIeyeT ¢ OCTOPOKHOCTHIO
WHTEPHPETHPOBATh 3TH Npeanoyokenns. OTMeTum,
41O HaONIOMaeTcs TakoW mapajiokc: OOS3Hb MPEcTy-
IUTeHNH HanOoJiee BeNKa y TOKMJIBIX JKEHIIIH, TOTIa
KaK BUKTUMH3AIUS B OTOH TpyIIe camasi HU3Kasi; ¥ Ha-
000poT, 00SI3HB IPECTYTUICHUH camasi HU3Kas B TPYIIIE
MOJIOABIX MY)KUHMH, BUKTUMHU3ALHSI CPEAU KOTOPHBIX
HanOoJsee BHICOKA.
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Gilchrist, Bannister, Ditton u Farrall [19] 1 Mesko u Areh
[6] OTIHCEHIBAIOT CTEPEOTHUITHI TAK HA3BIBAEMBIX HCITyTAHHBIX
YKEHIIMH 1 OeccTparrHeIx MyskarH. Mesko u Areh [6] mo-
CTaBWJIH TI0J] COMHEHIE CYIIICCTBOBAHNE TAaKUX CTEPEOTHU-
TI0B, POTECTUPOBAB KOHIICTIIIHN OECCTPAIIHBIX KESHIIIH U
HCIyTaHHBIX My>k4rH. [1o MX MHEHHIO, cTepeoTHIT 00 00e-
CIIOKOCHHBIX 1 OOSI3UBBIX JKCHIIIMHAX MPEIOI0KUTEIHEHO
BO3HUK C HAYaJIOM IpoIiecca COLUATH3AINH, KOTOPas
HOpa3yMeBacT OOsI3Hb HE3HAKOMBIX JIIONICH U CUTYaIui,
3aBUCUMOCTB OT 3HAKOMBIX MY>KYHH (OTeIl, OpaT, mapTHep),
a TaKke 00sA3Hb 00IIECTBEHHBIX MecT. C KPUTHKOH HCTe-
PHYECKUX M YPE3MEPHBIX PEAKIHN Y KESHIIUH BHICTYIIAIOT
(hevuamcTEL. OHU TOKA3aITH, 9TO YKSHIIMHEI 00JIee TyBCTBHU-
TEITBHBI U BOCIIPUUMYHBBI, UM MY>KUUHBL, YTO JKCHIINHEI
Yalle MOABEPraroTCs HACKINIO ((PU3HIECKOMY M CeKCyallb-
HOMY) Ha pa0oTe, Ha YIIHIE U JJOMa. 3aBUCHMOCTD MEKITY
BUKTAMI3AIHCH, TTOJIOM U OTHOIICHHEM K BUKTUMU3AINN
m3ydasii Stanko u Hobdell [12]. O oOHapyxuiu, 4To
MY>KU4HHBI — KEPTBBI JKECTOKHX PECTYTLICHUI HCIBITHIBAIN
OOJIBIION cTpax, cTpafgainu oT (OO U HapyIlIeHUH CHa,
CTAaHOBMJIMCH YPE3MEPHO OCTOPOXKHBIMU, NPETEPIICBAIIH
M3MEHEHHMS JIMIHOCTH | B IIEJIOM CTAaHOBIITUCH 3HAYUTEITLHO
OoJiee yA3BUMBIMH, YTO COBIIAIACT C PEAKIHSMHE, TICPBOHA-
YaJIbHO TPHITUCHIBACMBIMH YKCHIITHHAM.

CormacHo Gilchrist u np. [19], pazawaus B 00s3HU
MIPECTYTUICHUA MEXITY TIOJTaMH — 3TO, BOSMOXKHO, JIHIITH
OJTHO W3 CJIEJICTBUN HEBEPHOW METOIOJIOTHH, YTO MOJ-
TBEPKIACTCS BEIICYIOMSIHYTOH KPUTHKOM (DEMIHHCTOB.
Jlaxxe eciii OOSI3HB MPECTYIICHUH Y )KESHIIUH HE ITPEeyBe-
JIYCHA, MBI HAXOAUM BCe OOJIBIIIE TOATBEPKICHUN TOMY,
YTO OOSI3HB IPECTYIUICHUH Y MY>KUUH OIICHUBACTCS CIUIII-
KOM HHU3KO. Takue HU3KKUEe ypOBHH OOS3HU NPECTYTICHUH
y MYXUYUH BCEIa Ka3aJucCh HEOOBIYHBIMHU, TOCKOJIBKY
MY>KYMHBI (KaK TPYIINa) HCIBITHIBAIOT BEICOKYIO CTCIICHb
HACHJIUS, IPHYEM Yallle BCETO B OOIIECTBEHHBIX MECTaX
7 OOBIYHO OT HE3HAKOMBIX JIFomed. MOXKHO MPemoo-
JKUTb, UTO B OIIPOCAX MYKIHHEI IIPEIITOYUTAIOT OTBEUATH
TaK, 9TOOBI HE IMOIOPBATh COOCTBEHHOE TIPEICTABICHUE
0 cBoelt HeysazBumocTH [20].

B muteparype 00Ccy:Kaanuch u 00SI3Hb MIPECTYTICHUN
y IOXKUJIBIX U €€ BIUSIHUE Ha Ka4ecTBo ku3Hu [ 13, 20, 21].
@DakTop BO3pacTa 3HAUYNTEIHHO MOBBIMIACT YSI3BHMOCTD
W YPOBEHB CTpaxa y Jroneit. Pt uccnenosareneii [22-25, 15]
YTBEPIKIIAIOT, 4TO 3T 3aBUCUMOCTD HEBEJIMKA, UITH BOBCE OT-
CYTCTBYeT, i1 00yCIIOBIICHA APYTUMH (PaKTOPAMH, TAKIMH
KaK HU3KHH JI0XO0J1, OMUHOYECTBO HIIH ITPOOJIEMBI CO 3710pO-
BheM. Jlpyrue ke padotsl [26, 20] MOKa3bIBAIOT, YTO TPH
OITPENIENICHHBIX 0OCTOATEIHCTBAX TIOXKIIIBIC UCIIBITHIBAIOT
MEHBIINH CTPaX BUKTUMHU3AINH, YEM MOJIOIIBIC.
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Mesko [15] mokazaji, 4To MOXKHIIbIE OONBIIE 3aBHCUMBI
OT ©XKEeMECSIHOTO J10X071a (TIeHCHIA ) U JIF00ast TIoTeps ACHET,
yiep0, CTOMMOCTh MEAUIIMHCKOTO OOCITYKHBAHUS TIPE-
CTaBILICT ISl HUX 00JIee 3HAYUTETBHYIO IICUXOJIOT IS CKYTO
HArpy3Ky, 4emM Iyt apyrux rpymi. Kpome Toro, peabummra-
IHISL TIOXKHJIBIX, KOTOPBIE B OCHOBHOM SIBIISIFOTCS KEPTBAMHE
TSOKKHX TIPECTYTIJICHUH (HarmpuMep, Tpadesk, TeIeCHbIE Mo-
BPEXKJICHNS ), 3aHUMAET OOJIbIIIC BPEMEHH M YacTO CBs3aHA
¢ OoJiee Cepbe3HBIMH ITPOOJIEMAMH, YEM Y MOJIOJIBIX.

BaskHBIMH JOTOJHUTEIBHBIMU (DaKTOpaMu OOSI3HU
MIPECTYIUICHHUH SIBIITIOTCS YPOBHU JIOX0/1a M 00pa30BaHusl.
YpoBeHb cTpaxa cpenu OeTHBIX 1 MEHEe 00pa30BaHHBIX
JIONEH BBIIIE, YeM cpeu OebIX, OOTaThIX U JTydIie 00-
pa30BaHHBIX TPaKaaH. Takoe MOJIOKEHUE MOXKHO 00b-
SICHUTB (haKTOpaMu OKPY>KeHHS 1 (paKTOpaMH KOHTEKCTa.
Memnee Ooratbie 1 00pa30BaHHBIC JTIOMU OOBIYHO KUBYT
B paliOHAaX C BEICOKUM YPOBHEM MPECTYIHOCTH U TPYOOTO
noBeneHus. llpencraBurensm 0ojee HU3KUX COLIMOD-
KOHOMHUYECKUX TPYMI TPyIHEE 3aIIUTUTH ceOs U CBOE
UMYIIECTBO WIN U30eXaTh CUTyaluid, MOPOXKIAAIOIINX
00s13Hb npecTymeHuit [13].

Kpome MaTepraibHBIX peCypCoOB, BAXKHO PACCMOTPETh
U COLMANIBHBIC PECYPCHI, OMPECIIIeMbIC Yepe3 KaueCTBO
COLIMAJIbHBIX CETEM.

1.2. ComuajbHbIe CeTH, CONUAJIbHBIA KATUTAJ
H CONHMAJILHAS CIUIOYEHHOCTH

OnpeneeHHbI YPOBEHB COITATBHON CIUNTIOYCHHOCTH,
YEJIOBEYECKON COIUIAPHOCTH, JIOSIIbHOCTH, IPYIIIIOBOI
7 MEKITMYHOCTHOW MPHUBICKATEITFHOCTH U OTBETCTBEH-
HOCTH TIPUCYIII BCEM COIAFHBIM IPYTIIIaM U 0OIIECTBY
B 11eJI0M. Bce 3T XapakTepucTHKY BHYTPEHHEH KU3HU
001IIeCcTBa OMUCHIBAKOTCS TEPMHHOM «OOIECTBEHHBIN
KIMMaT» B Tpymnie. XOpomuid 0OIeCTBeHHBIN KIuMar
XapaKTEePU3yEeTCsl BHICOKUM YPOBHEM COIHATIBHOM CILIO-
YCHHOCTH, TMPeoOIagaHueM MOJOKUTEIbHBIX IMOIIHI
CpeIy YICHOB TPYIIIbI, 9YBCTBOM OTBETCTBEHHOCTH
3a yCIeX WM HEYCIeX TPYIIIBI, a TAKIKE YyBCTBOM IPH-
HAJIJISKHOCTH K TPYIIIIE B OOpaIIeHUEM TPYIITBI K CBOMM
qiieHaM (IIEHHOCTsIM ). HH3Kast corpanbHast CIiIOYeHHOCTh
BEIPA)KACTCS B MIPEOOTaJaHIH OTPHUIIATSIHFHBIX IMOITHIA
CPEeI¥ YWICHOB TPYIITEI, BPAKAEOHOCTHIO M KOH(IINKTA-
MU MEXIy WICHAMH TPYIIIBI, HEJOCTaTOYHOM YYBCTBE
MPUHAIC)KHOCTH K TPYIIE, OTCYTCTBUU YYBCTBA OT-
BETCTBCHHOCTH 32 yCIIeX WJIM HEyCIeX TPYIIB U HeAo-
CTaTOYHOM OOpAIlleHUH TPYIIBLI K CBOUM 4iieHaM [27].

‘Y4acTue B CETeBbIX COOOIIECTBAX — TUIIMYHAS XapaKTe-
pHCTHKa COBpeMeHHOro oodmiecTBa. CTerneHb BOBIEUEHHO-
CTH B CETEBBIC CTPYKTYPBI BIUSCT Ha YPOBCHB COIIMATLHOM
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MHTETPAIH JITTHOCTH U YPOBEHb XI3HU. VIMEHHO coru-
QJTBHBIH KaluTaJ CIOCOOCTBYET Pa3BUTHIO CETEH U CO3/1aeT
YCTIOBYS IUTs1 BO3HUKHOBEHUS U TIOICP KAHISI MHTETPAIIN
B coBpeMeHHOM Mupe. Kak ¢popmasabie, Tak i HehopMab-
HbIE COIMAIIBHBIC CETH SIBIISIFOTCS CYIIIECTBEHHBIMU KOMITO-
HEHTaMH colrabHOro KarmTana [28]. Kawachi, Kennedy u
Wilkinson [29] yka3bIBatoT Ha 3aBUCUMOCTh MEXKTY HU3KUM
YPOBHEM Pa3BUTHS COLMAJIBHOIO KAlMTAJla M BBICOKHM
ypoBHeM TipectynHOCTH. OHHU JIOKa3bIBAIOT KOHIICTIIIUIO
COIMAITLHOH JIe30pTraHN3aIliH1, COINIACHO KOTOPOH yPOBEHb
COIMAJILHOW CIUIOYEHHOCTH WJIM COIMAJIBHOTO Kartnralia
UrpaeT KITIOYEBYIO POJIb B TOHIMAHHH B3AaMMOCBSI3H MEXKTY
YPOBHEM IPECTYITHOCTH U XapaKTEPUCTHKAMH OKPYIKCHUS,
coobmectBa 1 odmectsa B 1iesiom. Cohen u Prusak [30],
a taoke Martinjak [28] ycranoBmim, 4To cooOImecTsa ¢
BBICOKMM YPOBHEM COIHATBEHOTO KalMTaJIa IMEIOT Ooiee
BBICOKHE ITOKA3aTeN 370pPOBbs, Oosiee ONaronpHUsSTHYIO
CTPYKTYpY 00pa30BaHUs M SKOHOMHUYECKOTO POCTa U OoJiee
HHU3KHI YPOBEHB IPECTYITHOCTH.

1.3. bosi3Hb NpecTyIUIeHN U cOlHAIbHbIE
U puznyeckue 6ecnoOpsAIKH B OKPYKEHUH

Kpome coruanbHBIX B3aUMOOTHOIICHHH, BaXKHBIM
TPUTTEPOM OOSI3HH MPECTYIUICHUH SBIIETCS OCCIOPSIIOK
B okpyxeHnu. Mesko n Umek [2] cBsi3amu 00s13HB IIpecTy-
TUICHUH C XapaKTePUCTUKAMU (BU3UIECKOTO OKPYIKECHUS
IO MECTY KUTEIbCTBA JTEOJICH, TOCKOIBKY TaKUE 3aBHCH-
MOCTH paHee He OBLIH JOCTaTOYHO n3ydeHbl. Heooxomnu-
MO YUHUTHIBATH JBa BUAa Oecropska [ 15] — dusmaeckuit
1 conuanbHbIi. [Ipu3Haku Gusndyeckoro decropsika —
9TO HEOMPSTHOCTH, OOBETIIAJIBIE 3MaHUs, Kydd MyCopa,
rpadduty, BaHIaIN3M, OPOIICHHBIC MAIIMHBI U T. 1.
Cample O4YeBUIAHBIC TPU3HAKK COIMAILHOTO OECIopsiI-
Ka — 3TO TbSIHbIC KOMIIAHUM B OOILIECTBEHHBIX MECTaX,
OpOISITH, HUIIIKE, TPYIIILI MOJIOJICHKH, IIATAIOIINAECS 10
VJIHUIIAM, XYJUTaHCTBO, HEPUKPBITHIC TIPEITIOKEHHS Hap-
KOTHUKOB U UX YIOTpeOIeHHEe B OOIIECTBEHHBIX MECTaX.
®du3ndeckre U CONUANBHBIC OSCIIOPSIIKA SBISIFOTCS WH-
JUKATOpaMU HEOJIAromoydusl B OKPY KEHUH, TPUIINHON
MIPECTYIMHOCTH M TOBBIIIEHHOH OOS3HHU MPECTYIUICHHH.
[Ipu3naku Oecropsiika ¥ HEOMPSATHOCTH MPHUBICKAIOT
MOTCHIMATBHBIX TIPaBOHAPYIIUTEIeH. JINKBUAANS ATUX
MPU3HAKOB MOBBIIIACT PUCK AJIS MPAaBOHAPYIIUTEICH,
CHIKAET YPOBEHBb MPECTYNHOCTH U YPOBEHb OOS3HU
npectyreHui [15].

MecTo XUTeNbCTBA AOJKHO CTaTh 0€30MacHBIM
MECTOM, HE MPEACTABISIONIUM yrPO3bl ISl JKUBYIIUX
taMm mozaeil. [IpocToe moHMMaHuE TOro, YTO YEJIOBEK
MOXET MOJIYyYUTh COIUAIBHYIO H dMOIIMOHAIHHYIO
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MONIICPKKY, IPUBOINUT K CHIDKCHHIO YPOBHS CTpaxa, a
CJIEZIOBATEIILHO, M K OIYIICHUIO MEHBIIICH YSI3BUMOCTH.
UyBCTBO MPUHAMICKHOCTA K COOOIIECTBY ITOMOTAET
JIIONISIM TIOBEPHUTH B CBOM BOZMOXKHOCTH, TEM CaMBIM CHH-
Kasi YyBCTBO MOTCHIIMAIBHON BUKTUMH3AIUHN 1 OOSI3HU
npectryrmieHnid. Ecim 00si3Hb NpecTyIUICHUH CBsi3aHa
¢ OecmopsiAKaMu B OKPYXCHUH, COLUAIBHBIMU HIIH
(U3MYECKUMH, )KUTETU ONPECNAIOT UX IPU3HAKY U Ha
OCHOBE COTPYAHMUYECTBA YMEHBIIAIOT UX BO3/ACHCTBHE.
HuTerpanus B cOOOIIECTBE TAKIKE TOMOTAET CO3/1aBaTh
0oJiee TOYHBIC MBICIICHHBIC KAPTHI 0€30MMaCHBIX U HeOe3-
OIACHBIX MECT B OKpyxeHuH [13].

1.4. BepoSiTHOCTH BUKTUMHU3AIUH U OOA3HD
MpeCcTyNJIeHUI

B03MO)KHOCTE BUKTUMU3AIINH CBSI3aHA C BOCIPHATHEM
BEPOSITHOCTH BUKTUMU3AINN; OHA MOXKET JCHCTBOBATH
B COUYCTAHUM C IPYyTUMH (PAKTOpaMH, TAKUMH Kak IIOI,
BO3PACT, MECTO XKHUTENbCTBA, O(PHUINANbHAS CTaTHCTUKA
MIPECTYITHOCTH, OCBEAOMIICHHOCTD JIIOZICH, OO Ipyrue
(bakTOpBI BIUSIOT Ha OOS3HB MPECTYIUICHUI KOCBEHHBIM
o0pazoM, uepe3 (popMUpOBaHHE OILYIICHUS TOTCHIIUAb-
HOM BukTUMHU3anuu. Ferraro [18] npurien k BbIBOLLY, YTO
OLICHKA BEPOSITHOCTH BUKTUMH3AIINH SBIISCTCS BAKHBIM —
XOTS HE CAMBIM BaYKHBIM U TEM 00JIee HE STUHCTBEHHBIM —
(dakxTopoM pa3BuTHs OOsI3HH TIpecTyIuieHui. Eme omHo
BaKHOE OTKPBITHE — BIMSHIE BEPOSITHOCTY BUKTUMHU3AIIAT
HAa pa3JInIHbIC PEAKIIUH YeJIOBEKa U UX mociencTsus. OHa
BJIUSICT HE TOJIBKO HA TO, YTO JIFOJM YyBCTBYIOT (OOSI3HB),
HO W Ha TO, YTO OHHM JIeNAI0T (M3MEHEHHMSI B TIOBEJICHHUN ),
4TOOBI M30€kKaTh CUTYallMi, CBSI3aHHBIX C MPECTYILIe-
Husamu. OHU MOTYT, HapUMeEp, IMOKYIaTh OXpPaHHBIE
CUCTEMBI, n30erath 00IIIECTBEHHOTO TPAHCIIOPTa, MEHSITh
MOBCEAHEBHBIE AeiicTBUs. OJJHAKO 10 CUX MOP HE BIIOJIHE
MOHSATHO, KaK TaKoe MMOBEJCHUE BIHSICT Ha OOsI3Hb Tpe-
cryrieHnid. OHO MOXET YCHJIMBATh CTpaX, YMEHbBIIATh
€ro Wiu BOOOIIe HE OKa3bIBaTh BIMAHUS. B cBOEM wmc-
cnenoBanuu Ferraro [18] moka3za, 4To n3MeHEHUS B T10-
BEJICHUN MOTYT B JIONTOCPOYHOM IEPUOJEC YMEHBIIATh
OIICHKY pUCKa BHUKTHMHU3AIIUN, HO OHHU HE YMCHBIIAIOT
6os3u1 pecTymieHnii. [ [ppuMeHeHne NpeBeHTHBHBIX Mep
JUTSL CHIDKEHUS PUCKA BUKTIMU3AIIH HE MOYKET ITOPOAUTD
OO0SI3HU TIPECTYIUICHHUH, €CIIH MOCIIEAHSS HEe CyIIIeCTBOBAIA
paHee, HO OHO MOJKET YCUJIUTH CyIIECTBOBABIIYIO OOSI3Hb.

1.5. Biusinne BUKTUMM3AaLUM — IPAMAs
U CTOPOHHSISI BUKTHMHU3AIUS

Skogan [31] ycTaHOBHUI, 4TO O0A3Hb MPECTYILIC-
HHUH CBsI3aHAa ¢ BUKTHUMU3alnuel. Ero mccienoBanue
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MIPOBOAMIIOCH B Toponax XbiocToH M Hproapk ¢ mepe-
PBIBOM B IIECTh MecsieB. Kak HaCHILCTBEHHBIC, TaK
Y UMYIIECTBCHHBIC MPECTYIUICHUS BIUSIN Ha OOS3HD
MIPECTYIUICHUA, B OCOOCHHOCTH Ha OOS3HB IMTOBTOPEHUS
TaKWX k€. BOsI3Hb TaKke yCHIMBAIACH TOJ BIUSHUEM
BUKTHUMH3AIIMU B MIPOILIOM U ee 4acToThl. Skogan [31]
TaK)Ke OMPEICNINI, YTO BUKTUMHU3AIUS UMEECT JIUIIb Kpa-
TKOCPOYHBINA 3PdeKT Ha O0A3Hb MPECTYIIICHUH U YTO
BPEMEHHON NMPOMEXYTOK ¢ MOMEHTA BUKTUMU3AIUH HE
OBLIT OCTAaTOUHO KcclienoBad [ 15]. Bosi3Hb npecTyTieHuii
MOXET OBITB ITPOIIOPITUOHANIEHA TSHKECTH ITEPEHECCHHOTO
MIPECTYITHOTO JICSHHS.

CuuTaercs, 9To JIIOIH OOJIBIIIE OTTACAOTCS CTATh JKepT-
BOI{ HACHJTECTBEHHOTO, YeM UMYIIIECTBEHHOTO MPECTYTIIe-
Hust. OTHAKO MCCIEeMOBaHUS TIOKA3BIBAIOT, YTO YaCTOTa
MIPECTYIHBIX JSSTHUN YMEHBIIACTCS C MX TSHKECTHIO; UeM
Oolee TSHKKOE TIPECTYIUICHHUE, TEM PEeXe OHO COBEpIIa-
ercsi. CrieioBarebHO, €Cl Obl TSDKECTh MPECTYIIICHUS
OblJIa €IMHCTBEHHBIM (MM BaXXHEUITUM) (akTopoM 00-
SI3HU, TO JIFOIM OOJIBIIIE BCEro OOSITUCH ObI PECTYTIICHU I
C caMO HM3KOH BEpOSITHOCTBIO X coBepIIeHus. Toraa
CaMbIM CHJTLHBIM OBLT OBI CTpax CTaTh )KEPTBOM YOUICTBA.
Warr [32] mokaszai, 4To 3TO yTBEp>KJeHUE HEBEPHO, U pac-
CMOTped Apyrue pakTopbl TOTO SIBJIECHHS, 8 UMEHHO CTe-
TICHb PHUCKA, TSHKECTH IIOCIISICTBUH MPECTYIUICHNUS, HEBO3-
MOYKHOCTB COTIPOTHUBIIITHCS MPECTYITHUKY, COIIHATBHBIC
(axTops! (pa3Mep OKpYyKEHHS, TOPAAOK B OKPYKCHHH,
YPOBEHB MPECTYITHOCTH), HHIUBUIYaIbHBIC XapaKTePU-
CTHKH (T10J1, BO3PACT, 00pa3oBaHKe, COIMOIKOHOMHUYECKOE
MIOJIOKEHHE), BOCHIPUSATHE COLMAIBHON Ae30praHn3aluu
(BaHIamM3M, HAPKOTUKH ), HHTEIUICKTYalTbHOE CYKIICHHE
0 MOTEHIMATIBHOI BUKTUMU3AIMH, YPOBEHb PECTYIHO-
CTH, IPSIMOH OIBIT BUKTUMHU3AIHH.

TskecTh TpeCTYIUIEHUS SBISETCS, CIEI0BaTeIbHO,
JIMIIL OAHUM U3 (haKkTOpoB OOs3HU mpecTyruieHus [32].
Kpome Toro, CTOpOHHUH OIBIT, HATPUMEDP 3HAKOMCTBO
C KepTBAMH WU WHPOPMAIHS O KEPTBAX U3 CPEACTB
MacCOBOH MH(OPMAITUH, MOJKET TOBBICUTH BOCIIPHUATHE
pucka BUKkTUMu3auuu [33]. 1o Tak Ha3bIBa€MbIe YMHO-
JKUTETH MPECTYIUICHUM, T. €. IPOLECCHI, KOTOPEIE MPO-
HCXOIST B OKPYKCHHH H «PAaCIPOCTPAHSIIOT) BIUSIHUC
MPECTYIHBIX AesHul [34].

HccnenoBanus moKa3bIBalOT, YTO HHGOpMALIHs
0 KEepTBax MPECTYIUIEHUH Cpean ApPYy3ell W 3HAKOMBIX
ycuauBaeT OOs3Hb NMPECTYIUICHUH, a CTOPOHHUN OIBIT
BUKTUMH3AIIUY MTOBBIIIACT CTPaX BUKTUMHU3AIINH TaK XKE,
KaK 1 IpsiMOU OITBIT. OJTHAKO CIIEAYET OTMETUTh, YTO MHO-
T'He rpakaaHe MoITy4YaioT HHPOPMAIHIO O MPECTYTUICHUSIX
Yyepe3 Takne KaHallbl, KOTOPBIE MOTYT OCJIa0NUTh, YMEHb-
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LIUTb U UCKA3UTh PEABbHYIO KAPTHUHY NIPECTYIMHOCTH [35].
JlmaHOE BOCIIPUATHE PUCKA MOXKET JOMOTHUTEIBHO IO/~
CTETUBATHCS MEIIMIHOCTHBIM OOIIICHUEM CO CBEPCTHH-
KaMM, YIEHaAMH CEMbH, IPpy3bsiMH, 3HaKoMbIMU 1 CMU,
TOTJa KaK COOCTBEHHBIN OIIBIT, HATIPOTUB, CMATYAET ATO
Bocmpusitue [36, 37].

OIHUM M3 BO3MOXXHBIX OOBSICHEHHH YyBEITUUYEHHUS
0O0SI3HU MPECTYMJICHUN ABJSETCS CTOPOHHSS BUKTHMU-
3auus. JKepTBa npecTyIuieHus], pacCcKas3bIBAIOIIasi CBOIO
HCTOPHIO, BBI3BIBAET COCTPAJaHUE  COUYBCTBUE K CBOUM
npobiemam. Eme Oosiee MOCTYITHBIM HCTOYHUKOM CTO-
poHHel BukTuMuzanuu spistorcs CMU, npamarnyecku
WIN PEaTUCTHYSCKH MMOKA3BIBAIOIINE PA3IMIHBIC KpHU-
MUHAIbHBIC JAesHus. Hanbonbpiee BIUSHUE OKa3bIBACT
TEJCBUCHNUE, TTOKA3EIBAIOIIEE BCe OONBINE CepHUaioB
1 TIepeIad o paboTe MOTUINH U O IPECTYIHOCTH. Bee ka-
HAaJIbI 3aII0JTHEHBI TIEpeAaYaMu, OMPEACIITIOINMU B3I
YeNoBeKa Ha OOIIECTBO U €T0 BOCIIPHUITHE MPECTYTHOTO
Mupa. DTO KacaeTcs He TONBKO YIUIHOH MPECTYIMHOCTH;
YacTO MOTUYEPKUBACTCS TAKXKE YS3BUMOCTH JIOMOB, I10-
cleACTBUs 0€33a00THOTO MOBEICHHSI U HE3AIIUILIEHHOCTD
OT BCsiKOro pojia onacHoctei [36]. [Teuarneie CMU Takxe
OKa3bIBAIOT OOJIBIIIOE BIUSHUE HA OOS3HB MPECTYILIC-
Huil. [IpoananusuposaB Opuranckue rasersl, Williams
n Dickinson [38] ycTaHOBHIIH, 9TO OOS3HB PECTYTIICHUH
9acTO 3aBUCHUT OT TOTO, KaK MPECTYIUICHUE MTOKA3aHO
B razetre. C momomipio TenedonHoro ompoca Chiricos,
Hogan u Gertz [39] BbisicHUIIH, YUTO JIFOIU, KOTOPBIE MHO-
IO CMOTPST TEJIEBH30pP U CIYIIAIOT HOBOCTH IO PAJIHO,
UCTIBITHIBAIOT OOMBIIYIO O0SI3HB MPECTYIICHUN, TPUYEM
3TO 0COOCHHO XapaKTEePHO IS AKCHIITHH.

1.6. [ToBepue K rocy1apcTBeHHbIM HHCTUTYTAM

[Tocne obperenns HezaBucuMoctu B 1991 1. Tocy-
JlapCTBEHHbIE UHCTUTYTHl U MOJUTHYECKAsl cUCTEMa
CI0oBEeHUH OXHUJAIU WU3MEHEHUM, Kacaroluxcs AeMO-
KpaTU4YeCKON MHCTUTYLMOHANM3AIUKU. [ paxaaHe oueHb
BHUMATEJILHO OLICHUBAJIA COLIMAIbHEIC, SKOHOMHUYCCKHE
Y MOJUTUYECKHUE TPaHCPOPMAIINH, KOTOPBIC BIMSIIA Ha
Ka4eCcTBO WX XKU3HH. [0 9TOro moBepue K MHCTUTYTaM
MOJIMTUYECKOM CHUCTEMBI MOCTENEHHO YMEHBINANOCh,
U nuib K koHy 1990-x ono moBbicuiock [40]. Tem
HE MeHee UMEHHO MHCTUTYTHI MOJIUTHUYECKON CHCTEMBI
B HACTOsIlIee BpeMs HE MOJIB3YIOTCS IOBEPUEM IPaK]IaH,
IIPY 3TOM HauMeHee JOBEPSIOLIUE UM IPYTIIIbI SBIISIOTCS
CaMBIMU aKTUBHBIMU: 3TO MOJIOIBIC JIFOH, XOPOIIO 00-
pa3zoBaHHbIE, UMEIOIINE BHICOKMM COLIMAJIbHBIA CTaTYC,
HauMEHEee CKJIOHHBIC K IMCKPUMHHAIIAN U ATATTUTAPH3MY.
TakuM 00pa3oM, HOCUTENIW HEIOBEPHS MPEACTABISIOT
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c000¥ 3HAYUMBINA TOTEHITUAT IS TEMOKPATHIECKOTO
pa3BUTHS 00IIEeCTBa.

Rus u Tos [40] noguepkuBasiu, 4To AOBEPUE — ITO HE
[JIABHOE; CHJIA IEMOKPATHH JICXKHUT TAKKE B HEIOBEPUHU
P YCJIOBUH, YTO OHO OIPABIAHO OCHOBHBIMH IICHHO-
CTSIMH IEMOKPAaTHYCCKON CHCTEMBI U BBIpAXKaeTCsl HaU-
Oosee 0Opa3oBaHHBIMU U HHHOPMHUPOBAHHBIMU YIICHAMH
o01ecTBa, MO0 aKTUBHBIMU MPAXKAAHAMH U TPYIITIAMHU,
MOATOTOBJICHHBIMU 1 00Y4E€HHBIMHU 15 pe(hOPMUPOBAHUS
cucteM. TeM He MeHee B MEKIYHAPOIHBIX PEHTHHIAX
CII0BeHHS] HaXOJUTCA «IMe-TO nocepeauHe». Yto ka-
CaeTCsl CTeTICHHU BRIPAXKEHHOTO HeloBepus, TO CI0BEHUS
HE3HAYUTEIBHO OTIUYACTCS OT CTPaH TPATUITMOHHOMN
JIEMOKPATHH, 32 HCKITFOUSHIEM TOTO, YTO B pacCMaTpHBa-
eMOif HaMH CTpaHe HIDKE YPOBCHD JOBEPHS HHCTUTYTaM
MOTUTHYCCKON CHUCTEMBI, a TAKXKe Pa3pyIICHO TOBEpUE
K CyZieOHOM CHCTEME; HallPOTHB, YPOBEHD JOBEPHSI K TOCY-
JAPCTBEHHBIM HHCTUTYTaM 0J1aroCOCTOSHHS 3aCITy’KEHHO
BBICOK; KPOME TOT0, BEICOK YPOBEHB TOBEPHS K 00pa3oBa-
TETHHOM CUCTEME U CPEJICTBAM MacCOBOU MH(OPMAIIUH.

BriBOABI

B nanHOM pasnene MbI IpeACTaBIIEM U 00Cy)KaaeM
Pe3ynbTaThl UCCIIEI0BaHUS OOSI3HU MTPECTYIICHUM, IPO-
BezieHHoro B 2009 I B 11eCcTH KPYITHBIX TOPOAax Ha Tep-
putopuu ObiBiIel FOrociaBuu, ¢ aKIIEHTOM Ha CTOJHILY
Crnosenuu ropog JIroOisiHa [41]. Pe3ybrarsl JaHHOTO HC-
CIIeZIOBaHMS 00CYKIAIOTCSI B COITOCTABIIEHHH C pe3yJIbTara-
MU UCCIIEIOBAHNS OOS3HU MPECTYIUICHHUHA, YIIOMSHY THIMHU
BO BCTYNHTEIFHOHN yacTu crarbu. O030p McCiIeaoBaHUi
Oos3HM TpecTyruieHnit B CIIOBEHHHU TTOKA3bIBACT, UTO 3a
TIPOIIEIIIE B ACCATUICTHS He HAOMIOMAeTCsI 3SHAYMMBIX
W3MEHEHUW BIUSHUS (DAKTOPOB OOS3HU MPECTYIIICHUI
Ha ypOBEHb OOS3HM MpecTyIuIeHui. JlaHHBIN pe3ynabrar
MOXET OOBSICHATHCS MPUMECHEHHEM TOM e MOJEIH, KOT-
Jla B OTIPOCaX HUCIOJIB30BAINCH TE JK€ BOIIPOCHI, a TAKKE
MIPEANIONIOKEHUEM, UTO (haKTOPBI OOSI3HU MPECTYIIICHUI
OCTAFOTCSI HeM3MEHHBIMU B TOPOJICKHX paiioHax. HecMoTpst
Ha YBEJIMUCHHUE YPOBHEH MPECTYITHOCTH U JIUIIICHHS CBO-
60me1 B CIIOBEHUH TI0 CPAaBHEHUIO ¢ cepenuHoit 1990-x I
[42], nccnenoBanus OOA3HYU PECTYIUICHUH OKA3bIBAIOT,
910 (paKTOPHI OOS3HU MTPECTYIUICHUH 1 NX MHTEHCUBHOCTh
OCTAIOTCS TOCTATOYHO cTaOMITBHBEIMI. MOJIeTh NCcCienoBa-
HUSI, COCTOSINAS W3 CONMOAEMOTPAPHUSCKIX M COUAITb-
HO-TIcUXotorudeckux BorpocoB 2009 1. ¢ mobaBieHuemM
HOBBIX NIEPEMEHHBIX, TO3BOJIIIIA TIO-HOBOMY B3IJISTHYTh
Ha (paKToOpbl OOS3HU MPECTYIICHNH.

B ananuze onpoca 2009 1. nepeMeHHas 00s3HU TIpe-
CTYIUICHUH ObLIa BKIIOYEHA B PErPECCUOHHBIN aHAIH3
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B KauecTBE 3aBUCUMOM NepeMeHHOU. PerpeccuoHHOMy
aHaJM3y MPEIIecTBOBA (PaKTOPHBIA aHAJIH3 110 pa3Jie-
J1aMm orpocHuKa. MccnenoBanue nokasaso, 4To UCIOIb30-
BaHHAsI MOJICTTH OOSI3HU MPECTYIUICHHUH JTyIIie OOBSICHICT
nucriepcuto (R?= .54), yeM Mpekie UCHOIb30BAHHBIC
monenu (Crosenust, 2001, R? = .43; Xopsarus, 2002,
R? = 43; bocuus u ['epriierouna, 2002, R? = .45) [10],
a TaKXKE AeT PAI HOBBIX PE3yJIbTATOB U MOATBEPIKIACT
pe3yNbTaThl MPEABIAYIINX nccneaoBanuii. CoriacHo pe-
3yJIbTaTaM, peCIOHICHTHI B JIOOIIsTHE COOTHOCAT OOS3HB
MIPECTYIUICHUN C BIUSHUEM PA3IUYHBIX MPECTYIUICHUI
Ha UX Xu3Hb. OMHAKO UCCIEIOBAHKE HE TOATBEPIUIO
3aBUCHMOCTH OOSI3HU OTJCTIBHBIX IPECTYIUICHUN OT UX TS~
ectu. Hanbounbiyro 6053Hb, COTIIACHO UCCIIEIOBAHMIO,
rpakJlaHe UCTIBITHIBAIOT 110 OTHOIICHUIO K OTPAaOICHUIO
¢ uznveckuM HacHITHEM.

Uro KacaeTcsi CTOpOHHEH BUKTUMH3ALIUH, BOCTIPUSATHE
HACHJILCTBEHHOTO MPECTYIUICHUS, )KEPTBOH KOTOPOTO ObIJI
JPYTOM YeI0BEK (€CITH OH NeNTUTCs HH(opMaIei 00 3ToM
C JAPYTUMH JIIOIbMH), OKa3bIBaeT 00JIee 3HAYMTEIHLHOE
BJIMSIHHAC HA TIOBBIIIICHUE YPOBHS OOSI3HU NPECTYIUICHUH,
YeM BOCIIPUATHE UMYIIIECTBEHHBIX NpecTyIieHnid. Yto
KacaeTcs BOCIPUATHS BEPOSTHOCTHU MIPSMOM BUKTUMH3a-
WY, IMYIIECTBEHHBIC MTPECTYIUICHHUS BBI3BIBAIOT OOJTb-
LIMH cTpax, 4eM HACUJILCTBEHHBIE, TOT/Ia KaK Pe3yJIbTaThl
BJIMISTHUSL CTOPOHHEW BUKTUMHI3AIINY ITOKA3BIBAIOT 00par-
HYI0 3aBUCUMOCTb. 3HAKOMCTBO C KEPTBOM HACUIIbCTBEH-
HOTO MPECTYIUICHUS OKa3bIBACT O0JIee CHITBHOC BIIHSHUE
Ha OOS3HB MPECTYIUICHUH, YeM 3HAKOMCTBO C JKEPTBOH
HMMYIIECTBEHHOI'O IIPECTYIICHUSI.

[anHoe uccienoBaHue MOATBEPKIAET, YTO BOCIPHU-
SITHE BEPOSITHOCTH BUKTUMU3AINH BBI3BIBACT TOCICIY-
0L SYMOIIMOHAIBHBIE PEAKIINY, B OCOOCHHOCTH Y TeX,
KTO CYHMTACT, YTO MOCIEACTBUS BHUKTUMHU3ALUU OYIyT
TsOKEIBIMU. JKEHIMHBI B OOJIBIICH CTENEHU OIYIIAT
yTpo3y, YeM MY>KUMHBI, a TIOKUIIbIE TpaXkaaHe — B O0Ib-
el CTerneHy, 4eM Jpyrue rpynisl. Tem He MEHee K ATUM
pe3yIbTaTaM CJIeAyeT OTHOCHTHCS C OCTOPOKHOCTBIO, TaK
KaK KJIACCHU(PHMKALMOHHBINA aHAIN3 TOKa3aJl, YTO MPOLIEHT
MIPABUIIBHO KJIACCU(PULINPOBAHHBIX CUHMUIIL BBIIIE CPETU
xeHIH (83 %), yem cpenu myxuut (59 %). Ananus
MOKa3bIBAET, YTO CTEPEOTHUTI 00 00ECITOKOCHHOM, UCTTyTaH-
HOM JKEHIIIMHE BO MHOTOM BEPEH, HO CTEPEOTHUIT O MYXK-
YHHe, He 00AIIeMCs IPECTYIUICHNH U CBOEH BO3MOXKHOM
BUKTHUMH3AIUH, CIIEAYET MOABEPTrHYTh COMHEHHIO, TaK
Kak 41 % My>XK4YMH OTBETHJIM TaK )K€, KaK dKEHIIUHBI.

Haubonee moaBep keHbI OOSI3HU MPECTYILICHUH TPaXK-
JaHe ctapie 56 yer. PecrioHieHThl U3 caMOil MOJIOIOM
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rpynnsl — 18-21 roga 4yBCTBYIOT yrpo3y B MEHbIICH
CTEICHH, a PECIIOHICHTHI B Bo3pacTe 31-55 net HaumeHee
MOZIBeP KEHBI 00sI3HU MpecTyuieHui. [ paxnane JIrooms-
HBI cTapie 56 JeT UMEIOT Takxke HauboJblee JOBepue
K FOCY/IapCTBEHHBIM HHCTUTYTaM. becrnmokoicTBo 1o mo-
BOJ1Y IIPECTYITHBIX JESHUMN, IOCIEACTBUM MPECTYIIIEHUH
Y HETaTHBHOE BIHSTHIE HA YKI3HD B CITyJae BUKTUMHU3AINH
CTaOMIILHO TTOBBIIIAIOTCSA C BO3PAcTOM, TOT/a KaK yBe-
PEHHOCTh B COOCTBEHHBIX BO3MO)KHOCTSX 3aLIUTUTHCS
OT IPECTYITHUKA TaK XKe CTAOUIHHO MOHIKACTCSL.

PecnionienTsl, B OOJIBIIEH CTEIIEHH MCIIBITHIBAIOIINE
JIOBEpHE K COCEISIM, MMEIoIne OoJIbIIe py3ei 1 JIIoeH,
Ha KOTOPBIX OHU MOTYT TIOJIOXKHUTHCS, B MEHBIIICH CTETICHI
OLLYIIAIOT Yrpo3y. BOoBIEUEHHOCTh B COIMATIBHBIC CETH
Oonee TUITMYHA JUTSI HOXKUIIBIX TPakJIaH, KOTOPBIC TaKkKe
CUUTAIOT ee OoJiee IICHHON. YPOBEHb COLMATbHON BOBJIC-
YEHHOCTH OI[CHUBAJICS TAKIMH BOIIPOCAMHU, KaK: «JIromsm
B HAllleM PallOHE MOXKHO IOBEPATH», «Y MEHS MHOIO
Jpy3eli B HalleM paiioHe», «B Harrem paifoHe MHOTO Ha-
JSKHBIX JTEOfIeH», «Koraa st uy B MarasuH WIH TYJIATS,
s BCTpEUaro MHOTO 3HAKOMBIX». BOJIbIIIe TONOKUTENBHBIX
OTBETOB Ha 3TH BOIIPOCHI JABAI UMEHHO TOKUITBIC JTIOTH,
YTO IIOKA3BIBACT, YTO OHU B OOJIBINICH CTETICHH TOBOJIBHEI
MIPO’KUBAHHUEM B COOOIIECTBE C IPYTUMHU JIFOIEMU U YaIle
yCTaHaBIMBAIOT COLMAIbHBIE KOHTAKThl. HamMeHsIee
KOJIMYECTBO TIOJIOXKHUTEIFHBIX OTBETOB Ha OTH BOIPOCHI
JlaBaJIv MOJIO/IbIE JItoAM B Bo3pacTe 18-20 meT.

Kpome commanbHBIX OTHOIIEHUHN MO MECTY >KUTEIb-
CTBa, BXXKHBIM (DAKTOPOM OOSI3HH ITPECTYIIIICHUH SBIISETCSI
TaKke OecropsIok B okpyxeHun [2, 43]. B JlroOmnsHe oH
HE SIBJISIICS 3HAYUMBIM JIJIS OTIPEIICIICHISI YPOBHS OOSI3HU
MIPECTYILICHUM.

B Hayasnie 1aHHOM CTaTbU YKa3bIBAJIOCH, YTO YPOBEHB
JI0X0Jla SIBJISICTCS BaXXKHBIM (PAKTOpOM OOS3HHU Tpe-
CTYIUICHUH, TaK KaK OHA BEIIIE Cpenu OCTHBIX M HH3-
K0OOpa30BaHHBIX CIIOEB HACEJICHHUS, YeM cpenn Ooee
0oraThIX U BBICOKOOOPA30BaHHBIX. JTO IOJOKEHHUE HE
HAIJIO MOJATBEPXkKACHUSA. MOXKHO NPEAION0KHUTh, YTO
Oonee coCTOSTENbHBIE TPaXKIaHe MOTYT IIO3BOJIUTH cebe
OOJIBIIIE «3alUTHI», 4eM MeHee cocTosTenbHbie. Hale [13]
YTBEPIKIACT, UTO JIIOIU U3 O0JIee HI3KUX COIIMOIKOHOMH-
YECKUX TPYTIIT B MCHBIIICH CTEIICHH CITOCOOHBI 3aIlIUTUTh

© Memxo I, 2016.
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cebst 1 cBoe mMyIiecTBO. OHAKO pe3yabTaThl HAIIIETO
WCCIIEIOBAHMS HE MOJTBEPKIAIOT ATOT Tezuc. [loaTomy
B JJAHHOM MCCJICJIOBAaHUM MbI UCKIIIOUMIIN IPUHAJICHK-
HOCTb K COI[MAJIFHOMY KJIACCY KaK OIUH M3 OCHOBHBIX
3JIEMEHTOB COLMAJIbHOM YSI3BUMOCTH M (akTop OOSI3HU
pecTyIuIeHuH. MBI cauTaem, 4To JIIonu U3 60iee HU3KUX
COIMOYKOHOMHYECKUX TPYIT OyIyT B OONBIICH CTCIICHH
OIIYIIATh TSDKEJNBIC MOCIEACTBUS BUKTUMU3AINH U BO3-
MOYHAasl BUKTUMU3AIsI CUJIbHEE MTOBJIUSET HA UX KU3Hb.
Bonee cocrosiTenpHbIe TpaxaaHe TakKe YKa3bIBAIOT
Ha OoJiee pa3BUTHIC MEXKINIHOCTHBIC OTHOIICHUSI.

[Ipenpimymmias BUKTUMU3AIUS PECTIOHICHTOB CJIa-
00 BIHSCT HA WX OIEHKY BEPOSTHOCTH MPECTYIICHHS
B Omkaiiime 12 mecsieB, Tak Kak Te PeCIOHIEHTbI, KTO
YK€ CTAHOBWJICS >KE€PTBOM MPECTYIUICHUS, CUUTAIOT, YTO
B Ommkaiime 12 MecsiiieB OHM BPSJI JIM CTAHYT JKEPTBOU
TaKUX MPECTYIUICHH, KaK YIMYHOE OrpabieHne, MOIICH-
HUYECTBO, (PU3MUECKOe HACKIINE, BOPOBCTBO, XYJUTaHCTBO.
Bormee Toro, cumraercs, 9TO BO3MOXKHAS BUKTUMH3AITUS
B Omokaiimme 12 MecsiieB OyleT UMeTh MEHEE TsKeIIbIe
MOCJEACTBUS JUIS TeX, KTO HUKOITIA HE CTAHOBHJICS KEPT-
BOH TpecTyIIeHUs], YeM I TeX, KTO Korjaa-mubo ObuT
skepTBoit. [lepemenHasi «BEpOSITHOCTh BUKTUMH3AIUU
B Omrpkaiime 12 MecsieBy He SIBISETCS CTaTHCTHICCKH
3HAYUMBIM TIPOTHO3aTOPOM OOSI3HU TPECTYIUICHHUH, TI0-
CKOJIbKY OBLIIO JTOKa3aHO, YTO OHA HE BJIMSIET Ha CYILIECTBY-
IOIIYIO Y PECTIOHICHTOB OOSI3Hb MPECTYIIIICHUI.

Hccnenoanus 00si3au nipectymieHui 2009 1. B JIr06-
nstHEe TPeOyIOT MPOJOIDKEHHSI, KOTOPOE 3aIUIaHUPOBAHO
Ha 2017 1. [TockonbKy OHO Oy/eT BKIIIOYATh BCE BOIIPOCHI
73 TPEOBIAYIIUX OMPOCHUKOB W HOBBIE BOIPOCHI OT-
HOCHTEJIBHO OOSI3HU MPECTYIUICHHUH, STOT UHCTPYMEHT
TpeOyeT AOMOTHUTEIBHBIX MPOBEPOK B XOJE UCCIEH0-
BaHUU OOSI3HU TpecTyIIeHUU. Pe3ynbrarsl JaHHOTO
HCCIICIOBAHMS HMEIOT OOBIIIOE 3HAYCHUE IJTsT KOHTPOJISI
YPOBHS MPECTYIMHOCTH U PAa3BUTHUS 3aKOHOIATEIHCTBA
B 00nacTu MpoQUIAKTUKU MPECTYIUICHUH B YCIOBUIX
ropoja, a TaKXke JUIsl CIICIUATMCTOB, BHSAPSIOIIHNX CTPa-
TEruy MPOPUIAKTHKYU MPECTYIUICHU# [44].
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