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 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021  
 92879 91411 92600 108759 96237 90348 92874 92797 74394 80632 91293 
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 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021  

 

3912 3734 3268 3818 3451 3278 3084 3064 2482 2588 3268 
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372 320 252 352 367 338 435 498 411 498 385 
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 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021  
 31322 32241 35376 33189 32525 31759 29750 28112 25487 27508 30727 

 10212 11204 13026 8820 9419 8820 7408 6772 6150 6368 8820 

 
6833 7678 9485 5752 5986 5149 4607 3885 3692 3732  

% 1 

 
 

66,91 68,52 72,81 65,21 63,55 58,37 62,18 57,36 60,03 58,60  
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 2012 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

 

365 348 371 353 329 348 275 209 123 159 

 
   1134 1858 2122 2205 2092 2113 2757 
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 2013 2014 2015 2016 2017 2018 2019 2020 2021 

 
10031 10288 10064 10672 10807 10871 11077 10540 10557 

 

7330 7737 7670 7980 8081 7934 7862 7301 7230 
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RETRIBUTIVE AND ALTERNATIVE PUNISHMENT 

- ECLECTICISM OR CONFLICT OF CONCEPTS - 
 

Summary 
 

Contemporary Serbian criminal legislation marks the promotion of the concept of 
new retributivism, which is based on the neoclassical idea that stricter punishment can 
prevent the commission of criminal acts. Frequent amendments to the Criminal Code, 
toughening of prescribed sentences, introduction of life imprisonment instead of sentence of 
imprisonment from thirty to forty years, making more difficult to obtain parole for 
perpetrators of certain crimes, prohibition of parole for perpetrators of specific crimes, 
taking recidivism as aggravating circumstances, stricter punishment of the recidivists, 
prohibition of mitigation of punishment for precisely defined criminal acts, prohibition of 
mitigation of punishment for recidivists of same criminal act, represent new (amended) legal 
solutions which, undoubtedly, affirm the retributivist concept of punishment of perpetrators 
of criminal acts. 

Simultaneously with the reaffirmation of the retributive concept of punishment, the 
criminal legislation of the Republic of Serbia is characterized by the establishment of an 
alternative approach to perpetrators of minor crimes. The introduction of new alternative 
criminal sanctions, house arrest, fines in daily amounts, community service and driver's 
license revocation, as well as a whole series of other measures and institutes that alternate 
the deprivation of freedom of offenders, aims to establish an alternative and restorative 
approach in dealing with perpetrators of criminal acts. 

The author of the paper examines the issue of simultaneous development and 
application of two opposing concepts in contemporary Serbian criminal legislation. The aim 
of the paper is to determine, taking into account crime rates in the period in which different 
concepts of punishment are applied, whether the application of the system of retributive and 
alternative concepts is an example of successful eclecticism, or whether it is a conflict of 
concepts that does not make the criminal justice system fairer and more efficient, that is, 
which did not contribute to the prevention and suppression of criminality. 

Key words: retribution, life imprisonment, toughening of sentences, alternative 
criminal sanctions and measures, restorative justice. 
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