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O @p6Pos tou eykAnpatos: Eva eNAnvikd “napddoo”

XPIZTINAL ZAPAOQNITOY, Kabnyhtpias EykAnpatonoyias, Tuhpatos Koivwvionoyias, Mavieiou

Maveniotnpiou

To dpBpo autd enmixeipei va epunveuoel to “napdboéo” nou anoppésl anéd tn auykpion PeTall twv OXeTiKd NEPIOPIOUEVWV
d1aotdogwy tns ykAnpatikétntas nou Katraypd@ouv o1 OTatioTIKES ykAnpatikotntas kai o Epeuves Quuatonoinons, kai twv 161aitepa
uynAwv emnébwv avaopdAgias kar pofou tou eykAnparos twv EAAAvawv noAitawv. H ev Adyw perétn Baoietar téoo atnv eEAAnvikn
gpeuvntIKnA uneipia 6oo kai otn 61edvi, npooeyyi{ovias ouykpITIKA Tis Bacikés napapétpous tou BEuaros.

In this publication the author tries to explain the “odd” created by the comparison between the data of crime statistics and victim-
ization surveys from one part and the high levels of insecurity and fear of crime of Creek citizens from the other. This essay is based

on the greek and international research experience.

I. Bilcaywyn

H evvoiohoyikh opioBétnon tou poBou Tou eyKAAATOS Kal n
avahtnon tou anod1dopevou og autév “koivwvikou vonua-
t0s"!, anoteei tnv apetnpia tns kKAtavénaons ToU GAIVOEVOU,
v d1aotdoewy Tou, Twv S1apoponoINCEMV Tou Kal Kat' ené-
Ktaon, twv epunveiov tou. Méca ané pa diadikacia diapkols
aMn\ddpacns, o PABos Tou eykANpATOS anotehei ag’ evos évav
161aitepa onpavikd napdyovta atn S1apéPPWON Twv CTACEWV
Kal avUAAPEWY TV MONITWV y1a To €yKAnpa Kal ap’ €1€pou
npEoidv tous. Onws éxel SramotwBei epeuvnTIKd, N OXEUKN e TNV
€€ENIEN Tou eykAnpatos avnouxia Baoiletal, viote, otnv nenoi-
Onon 6u o1 nBikés aties éxouv xabei ka1 emkpatel pia 1axutn
avopia, n onoia petatpénel tnv napékkhion o kavova (Widmer
& al., 2004). Qs ek toutou, 10 cuvaioOnpa autd dev cuvaptdtan
MOVO HIE TIS AVTIKEIUEVIKES H1A0TATEIS TS EyKANUATIKOTNTAS KA1 TS
atopIKEs euneipies Qupatonoinans aANG Kal UeE YEVIKOTEPES ATOpI-
K€s Ka1 KOIVWVIKES avnouxies twv nohitav. Etol, aképa kai étav
0 PpOBos Tou eykANPATOS napanéunel og pikphs Bapuntas eykAn-
pata, n ouvdedpevn Ye s H100TACEIS NS yKANUOTIKOTNTAS AVN-
ouxia eival noAU peyalutepn. Emnpdobeta, éxer kataypaei pia
avavuotoixia Petagl twv SeIKtmv eyKANHATKOTNTas Kot gpoBou
Tou eykAhpatos (Taylor & Hale, 1986, Robert & Pottier, 2004) kan
ané ta téAn hdn tns dekaetias tou ‘70, éyive avuinntd 6u “o ¢o-
Bos Tou eyKANIATOS anoTeNel €éva IETPATILIO PAIVOLIEVO TO 0Noio
eivan o kanoio Babuo avefdptnto and ta nooootd eykANUATIKG-
tntas ka1 Bupatonoinons” (Garland, 2001: 122).

Kdtww an’ autd to npiopa, o poBos tou eykAhpatos oplobeteital
ws “ia doyikn h napdAoyn katdotacn cuvayeppou h avnouxias
npokaAoUuevn anod tnv nenoibnon nws kanoios Kivouvelel va
yivel 0upa eykhnpatos” (McLaughlin & Muncie, 2006:164) ko
Srakpivetan anod tn yevikdtepn avnouxia nou Npokalei n npdo-
Anyn tou eykAnpatos ws “ooBapol kovwvikou npoBAhpatos”
(Furstenberg, 1971, Robert & Pottier, 2004:218)2. H &1dkpion au-

* Mpodnpocicuon and tov Tiuntiké Topo yia tnv Opduun Kabnyntpia tou
Mavemotnpiou ABnvv K.A. Zmvéan.

1. T0ugwva pe tov J. Jackson (2004:960) “o1 OXETIKES pE TO €ykAnpa avn-
ouxies apBpwvouv kanoio Kovwvikd vonpa 616t anotehoUvial and
KOIV@VIKO vonpa”.

2. Na 1o oUCTNUATIKN KATaypaeh Twv EVVOIONOYIKWY NPOCEYYioEwY Tou
@6Bou tou eyk\patos, BA. G. Vanderveen (2006).

T xwpis va anokAeiel tnv ev pépel ouvOETN Tou cUVaIoONPATOS
autoU pie tous deiktes ykAnpatikétntas kai Bupatonoinons pias
nepioxns avadeikvuel, NAapAAANAa, Kai To POAO TNS UNOKEILEVO-
noinons twv aneilav otn Bdon tou udAwtou?, 6nws to nNpo-
ohapBdvouv ta dtopa yia Tov €autd ToUs N TOUS OIKEIOUS TOus.
Bdoe1 tns napandvw &idkpions pnopei va e§nynBei kan o peydos
ap1Bpds NONT@V Nou anavtoUv ous OXETIKES EPEUVES Kal dnpo-
okonnaeis 6u goBouvtal nws Ba BupatonoinBouyv, ekppadovtas
Kat' auto Tov TPOMO TS YEVIKOTEPES KOIVWVIKES TOUS avaoPa-
\eies péoa and tn “oupBoNkd nukvh évvola tou eykAnpatos”
(Jackson, 2004:963).

AuTh n Tdon TadTuoNs TWV ATOUIKMV KA1 GUANOYIKGOV avac®a-
A&l pe 1o pOBo tou eykAnpatos odnyei, avappioBninta, og
unepBoMikés ekupnoels avapopikd pe Tis 6100TACES Kal Td Xa-
PAKTNPIOTIKA s eykAnpaukoéntas. MoAU nepioadtepo neidn
auth n katdotaon 6ev anoppéel anokAEITUKA and NPOCwIKES
eungipies aAd kar and v nPAcAnYN tns epneipias GANwV ato-
pwv, 6nws auth SlapopPaVETal apketd ouxvd, ano ts Sidpopes
nnyés nAnpo@opnons (Lupton & Tulloch, 1999, 521). H ékppa-
on napéuoiwv ouvaiodnpdtwv ouvaptdral Otk pe pia ogipd
ané drapopeuikns Npoéheuans NAPAyoves, OMNwS ta OToIXEia
nou cuvBétouv tnv no1dtnta {wns TwV KATOIKWVY H1as NEPIOXAS,
N EUMOTOoUVN TOUS GTO MOIVIKG oUCTNA AN KAl 01 EUPUTEPES
KOWwV1KO-16€0M0Y1KES TOUS avulnyes. O KAOVIOUOS autods Tns
EUMOTOOUVNS TwV NMONTWY avIavakAd, apKetd ouxvd, Kal tn Yevi-
kdtepn nepi kpauikns aduvapias eviunwon nou KataAhyel atnv
apgioBhtnon tou id10u tou kPAtous.

II. O1 61a0tdoers tns eyKANpATIKOTNTAS
ka1 tns Bupatonoinans

AapBdvovtas un' oyiv us Kova anodektés emPUAGEEs yia tnv
a€lomotia TV oTauaUK®V EYKANUATKATNTAS, N UEAETN TNs Pal-
VOEVOAOYias TOU €yKAAPATOS CUPNANP@MVETaT éaa ka1 and us
épeuves Bupatonoinons (Mayhew, 2000), katd tp6no wote va

3. Na tov npoadiopiotikd poro s petaBAntis autns, BA. M. Killias,
2001, M. Killias & Ch. Clerici, 2000, S. Box, C. Hale, G. Andrews, 1988,
R. Taylor & M. Hale, 1986.
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X. ZAPAOQNITOY

apBAuvBoUv, katd to duvatédy, ta NnpoBAApATA TOU “OkoteIvoU
apiBuou™ tns eyKANPOTIKOTNTAS.

LUp@wva, Kat apxds, PE TS oTauotikés enetnpides tns EAAnvI-
KNs aotuvopias, n cuvoNikn eykAnpaukédinta npoadiopiddtav
o€ 369.137 adiknpata nou kataypd@nkav to 2000 kai ta onoia
é€pOaoav ta 423.442, 10 2007 h Siapopeukd ta avnon tns -
&ns tou 14.7%. Katd 1o xpoviké auté d1idotnua, opicpéves aoBa-
pés katnyopies eykAnpdtwv au§hBnkav Miydtepo h nepioodtepo,
Ka1 Mo OUYKEKPIpéVa®: o1 avBpwnoktovies and npéBeon and
250 épBacav us 274 (9.6%), o1 owpatikés BAGBes and npdBeon
ano 7.163 og 7.788 (8.7%), o1 Biaopoi and 245 ot 249 (1.6%),
o1 khonés-d1appnéers and 47.141 oe 61.110 (29.6%), o1 Anoteies
ano 1.689 og 3.027 (79.2%), o1 Anoteies tpanelwv ané 67 os 303
(352.2%) ka1 01 oxeuKEs pe TNV NEPT VAPKWTIKWV vopoBeaia uno-
Béos1s ano6 7.995 0g 9.271(15.9%), (Mivakas 1).

Mivakas 1: EEENEN s eykAnpaukdtntas, 2000-2007.

(MauAou, 2004) kan nAnaiade to éva tétapto (24.6%) tou ouvo-
A\OU TWV yVWOoTwVY otV actuvopia Bewpolpevwy ws dpactwv
(73.593 aMobdanoi évavu 299.129 nuedancwv). H avunpoow-
NEUCN Tous NTav, wotdoo, aKOPA PEYAAUTEPN OE OPICUEVES Ka-
yopies eykAnpdtwv 6nws otnv avBpwnoktovia and npdbeon
(47.1%), Tous Biaopous (75.2%), us khonés (43.7%) kan tis Anotei-
£5(59.1%).

H napandvw ikéva aviavakAd pia ducpevh eEENEN s eykAnpa-
ukétntas nou akohouBei tia cuvohikh au§nukn nopeia, pe 16101
tepn 6Euvon ae HOPPES EYKANUATWV NOU OTPEPOVTAT Katd Tns 161-
oktnaias (k\onés, Anoteies, S1appnEeis) KaBWws Ka1 TV OXEUKWOV
HE TNV NEPT vapKwTik®y vopoBeaia, Ye évtaon Tou Gavopévou
OTNV NEPIPEPEIN TNS NPWTEUOUOAS KA1 PE UNEPAVTINPOOWIEUON
twv aMobdanmv petagl twv Bewpolpevwy ws Spactmv Kupiws
ota eykApata Biast. Mapd v e€€MiEn auth, n ENGSa auykpi-
vOpevN LE TIS UNONOTNES EUPWNATKES XAWPES MAPAUEVE! 10 XWPA
HE OXEUKA XapnAd enineda eykAnpaukétntas (Tavares, Thomas,

2 & 2008).
>| 8§ & =] = . . . . f
] gleg|s8 b =3 g Avtigtoixn ival n eikéva nou anoppéel ané us épeuves Bupato-
Ewn ° g. §_ §. & §. g 8 2138, é noinons ka1 €161k6tePQ, and ta dedopéva tns teleutaias eupw-
§ .§ 3 § §§ é é ‘%’_ g <§ % z% naikns épeuvas Bupatonoinons (EUICS Report, 2005), cuppwva
ME Ta onoia to nogootd Bupatonoinons ota cuuBATIKG eyKAApa-
2000 [369137) 250 | 7163 | 245 |47141| 1689 | 67 | 79% 1a nou e€etddoviai oto nAaiolo autd ntav 12.3% otnv EAG6Q, to
2001 |439629] 277 | 7341 | 209 |46849| 1877 | 62 | 9820 2005, ka1 apa, HIKPOTEPO ToU EUpwAikoU pégou 6pou (15.7%).
2002 |467533| 209 | 7507 | 222 |49641| 2119 | 147 | 10424 Y esyq quth aviIoTOIXE] OTO GUVONO OXESOV TV empépous adi-
2003 |441839| 250 | 7663 | 235 |[51009 | 2236 | 217 | 10904 KNHATwV, 6riws paivetar kai otov [livaka 2.
2004 |405627| 232 | 7606 | 255 |43933 | 2526 | 183 | 8838 3 ) o i 3 A
2005 |455952] 260 | 7777 | 248 | 46564 | 2287 | 197 |10183| Llivakas 2:Mooootd (%) Bupatonoinans ot oupiBatikd eykAipia-
2006 [365837| 233 | 6477 | 271 | 51627 | 2618 | 233 | 9600 | @ MOV ECetadan EUICS/ICVS 2004-05
2007 (423442| 274 | 7788 | 249 |61110| 3027 | 303 | 9271 AiKipata M.O. | ENAGSa M.O. ABAva
%ﬁg% 14.7% | 9.6% | 8.7% | 1.6% |29.6% |79.2% | 352.2 | 15.9% : Xwpov Mpwreuouaioy
ZuvoNikh Bupato- 15.7 12.3 215 135
Mnyn: To ouvolo twv abiknudrtwy, kai o1 owuatikes BAAPes, MPoép- | noinon
Xovtai ano Tis otatiotikes enetnpides s EA.AL. To ouvolo twv eni K\omi QUToKIVATOU 0.8 03 13 0.7
Lépous adiknudtwv npoépxetal and ta otoixeia s AAA/AEA. y—— - 36 8 12 37
H eppavhs eykAnpatikétnta AapBaver peyaitepes S1a0tdoels Vnﬁf fano auowd ' ' ' '
oto kat' e§oxnv acukonoinuévo nepiBaAov tns Abnvas, kad’ Khomh potonodn- 03 06 05 05
Mo 10 xpovik6 Sidotnpia and to 1970 kar evieuBev (Zarafonitou, | 40, ' ' ' '
1994). To 2007, 10 éva TPito s CUVONIKAS EYKANPATIKATNTAS - -
KTOYPAPETal GTNV MEPIQEPEIT TNS MPWTEUOUGS, €VG) Ot opt- | o nodnAdtou 29 21 33 09
OpEVES KATNyopiEs, T N0oooTO aUTo ivanl Katd Mo peyahlte- | Aidppngn 1.8 18 3.2 1.7
po (Zrauouikh enetnpida tns EA.AL., 2007). Etal, 10 36.2% tOU | Andneipa Sidppnéns 17 17 2.9 19
ouvohou twv S1aMmotwBévIwy abIKNPATWY KAtaypagovtal oto [ — . 10 14 24 07
nAaigio ts IA.A.A., 1o nocootd autd eival 45.3% ous avBpw- - -
noktovies pe npéBean, 40.9% ous owpatikés BAABes pe npdBeon, Khonn rpoowMKNS 38 >3 >9 35
33.0% atous Biaopous, 60.2% ous kAonés kai diapphéels, 75% 16ioknoios
ous Anoteies ka1 22.7% ota OXeuKd e Ta VOPKWTKA adIKApata. Ze€ouaNikes eme- 17 17 19 11
OEIS KATd YUVaiKwVv

To i610 €105, N AVUINPOCWNEUCN TWV AAAOOANWY GTN GUVONIKN
EYKANUOTKOTNTA ATav NOAU UYnANR OE oxéon pE TNV nogootiaia
OUUETOXN TOUS OTO GUVOAIKG NMANBUGHO, n onoia unoloyi(o-
tav oto 8% oUp@wva pe tnv anoypadh nAnbuopol tou 2001

4. Na ta peBodoloyika npoBAAPATA TWV GTATICUK®MY EYKANHATIKATNTAS,
BA. evbeikukd: Aaokaldkns 1974, Kaloyeponouos 1979, Spinellis &
Kranidioti, 1995, ZmvéNn 2005: 138 €n., Zapagwvitou 2004a: 35 €n.,
®apoebdkns 2005: 148 en., Mavouons 2008.

5. Mpokertal yia anoneipes kal teteNeopéva ta onoia kataypdpouv o1
unnpeoies tns AAA/AEA, (http://www.astynomia.gr).

6. H epniokn v aAodanwv petall twv Bewpolpevmv ws dpactwv Ba
pnopoUsE va epUNVEUDE], €V yéVEl, KO WS CUVENEID TWV NApayoviwv
gykAnpatonoinons, KAtw and to Npiopa tns auotNPAOTEPNS AVTIUETDMI-
oS TOUs and Tous PopEis ths enionpins kovwvikhs avtidpaons (BA. avti
aMwv: Tonry, 1998, Palidda 1999, Kapubns 2004, Koupdkns 2005). Ev
npokelpéve Ba npénel va An@Bei wotdoo un’ GYiv n UNEPavVUNPOoW-
neuon tous ota eykAnpata Bias, dnou o okotevds apiBuds ts eykAn-
paukoétntas dev givar au§npévos.



O ©®OBOZ TOY ETKAHMATOZX MowvAik & EykAnpatoloyia 1/2009 (ETOX 1o0) 3
Ye€ouahikés emOé- 04 0.5 0.6 0.0 IpAavéia 8.0 0.3 2.2 7.2
ots katd avbpdov Italia 59 0.4 09 838
Zwjl. BhdBes & 30 | 24 40 24 Aou€eyBospyo | 98 04 43 133
AngiNés

: —— OMavéia 7.0 02 36 9.8

Mnyn: J. Van Kesteren, P. Smit, Criminal victimisation in interna- o

tional perspective. Key findings from the 2004-05, WODC, 2007. MoAwvia 16.1 a4 - 116

. . . ., Moptoyahia 8.2 1.0 15 12.6

H e€étaon tns Bupatonoinons twv Katoikwv 32 NPWIEUOUTWY, -

oto n\aioio tns &1€BvoUs £peuvas Bupatonoinons enaknBey- | lonavia 10.8 03 21 129

€ v npoavapepBeioa draniotwon ka1 otnv nepintwon s | Zoundia 13.7 0.1 3.0 3.1

ABnhvas, 6nou ta KataypaPévia nocootd htav Katd NoAU Xaun- | 4B, 8.3 0.0 4.1 113
. . . ) o N

Motepa tou péoou 6pou, yia to 2004-2005 (13.5% évavu 21.5%) Méoos Opos 120 18 28 99

Kan €01 katatdooetal otny tpitn and to téhos Béon (Mpdenua 1).

[pdenua 1: lNooootd Buuatonoinons otis EUPWNAikEs MPWIEU-
ouoes, Bdoel anavtioswy yia toudxiatov pia euneipia Buuato-
roinons péoa ato 2003/2004

Zdykpepm
Kwveravrivoimoin
Néa Yopkn
Tahiv
Nooapuva
Boudeméom
ABrva
Madpim
EAaivki
Paopn
Edippoupyo
Bigwwn
Mapion
Bepohivo
Bpugéhheg
ZTOKXOMN
Komevydyn
AouBAivo
MméAgact
Apotepviay
Movdivo

Nnyn: EU ICS report, The Burden of crime in the EU. A compara-
tive analysis of the EU ICS, 2005.

Avuatpappévn napouaialetal, watdoo, n gkéva 6tav n Bupa-
T0n0inon agopd oe Un cupBatikés HopPEs eykAnpaukdtntas, 6-
nws n andtn tou katavalwtn, n 61agpBopd, ta eykAnuata pioous
ka1 ta vapkwrikd (Mivakas 3).

Mivakas 3: Mn cupBatikd eykAnpata (%), EUICS 2005.

[nyn: EUICS report, The burden of crime in the EU. A comparative
analysis of the European Survey of Crime and Safety, 2005, oe).
112-3.

‘Ocov agopd otnv andtn KatavaAwtn, 0 EUPWNATKOS YECOS
6pos htav 12%, 1o 2005. Xnv EN\Gdaq, to nocootd auté htav &i-
nAdoio, katatdooovtas tous EAAnves noites atn Heutepn Béon
(apéows petd tous katoikous tns EaBovias) petagu ekeivaov nou
andvinoav nws “kdnoios, péoa oto xpovo rnou népace (2004) -
MoUAwvtas Tous Kdtl ) Napéxovids Tous [ia Unnpeoia- tous eéa-
ndtnoe ws npPos tv noodtnta r tnv noidtnta twv ayabwv A unn-
peoiwv” (EUICS Report, 2005:112). Avtiotoixn ikéva npokUrtel
ka1 and tn pelétn og eninebo ndAewv, oUpPwva pe ta dedopéva
s 61eBvous épguvas Bupatonoinons (Van Dijk & al. 2007: 87).

‘Eta1, 10 éva tétapto nepinou wwv katoikwv ts ABhvas (24.1%)

Snhdvouv napdpoia Bupatonoinon kal 1epapxolvial atnv Tpi-
™ B€0n tns KATATagns twv avantuypévev Xwpmv apéows Petd
™ Boudanéaotn kan 1o Taiv (25.8% kan 24.5% avtiotoixa). Agile
va emonpavBei 6t n EN\Gda givar n pévn xcpa nou 1epapxeitan
1600 UYNAG otnv napandvw Katdtaén kar Sev avAkel o 01Kovo-
pies yetaBaukou xapakthpa. Mpodkertal, wotdao, yia pia Xwpa
otnv oroia o avenionpos o1KovopIkos Topéas Bewpeitar 1biaitepa
onpavukés (Van Dijk, 2007).

Evtiunwoiakoétepa, oto nAaiolo auts, €ival ta nopiopata nou
agpopouv atn d1apBopd, epdaov 10 13.5% twv EAMvwv and-
vtnoav nws péoa ato 2004, “kdnoios/a kuBepvntikds undAAn-
A0S NS Xwpas Tous, .., TEAWVEIGKOS, aoTuvoIKos, d1kaoths
emBewpntns, tous JATtNoe N NePiIEVE and autous va tous dwpo-
boknael yia us unnpeoies tou/tns” (Mivakas 3). Ta otoixeia autd
eivan, enions, evoeikukd pias au§npévns euaiobntonoinans twv
EMAvov noNtwv otn ouykekpipévn pop@h Bupatonoinons, n
onoia e&nyei kan tnv avdntu§n twv éws npiv Mya xpévia aduva-
MWV EVATEWV KATAVOAWTMV.

Ta eykAnuata pioous (hate crimes) anotehoUv, avtiBeta, o pévo
pNn cupBatiké éykAnpa oto onoio ta Nocootd nou Kataypden-
Kav atn x®pa pas gival apketd xapnhdtepa and tov eupwnaikd
péco 6po (1.6% évavu 2.8%) ka1 €101 KATATACCETAT OTIS TENEU-
taies Béoers npv tv Moptoyalia, GivAavdia kai Itakia (Mivakas
3). Mpokertai yia éva onpavukéd dpnua, EQOcoV 01 EkONAMOEIS

Xaopes Andtn MagpBopd | EykAnpata | Napkwukd
Katavaiwtn picous

Auotpia 8.1 0.6 18 8.0
Béhyio 8.0 0.5 42 9.0
Aavia 16.5 17 48 47
EoBovia 25.7 3.1

Ovhavbia 5.2 0.0 11 20
[alNia 10.2 11 49 9.4
lepuavia 11.7 0.6 2.6 7.1
EMada 246 135 1.6 284
Ouyyapia 19.6 438 - 2.8

7. H 6109B0pd eivai o adiknpa nou cuykevipwvel, EGANOU, T peyaAUte-
PN THWPNTKATNTA TV KATOIKWY TS NPWTEUOUCAs, GUUPWVA pE NPO-
ogata epeuvnuikd Sedopiéva. AkohouBoUv o1 Bavdahiopoi, to eundpio
VaPKWUK®Y, N voBeia tpogipwy, 0 xouhykaviouoés, n ae§oualikn
ekpeTdMeUon naidimv kar yuvaikmv kai o1 Biaopoi (Zapagwvitou &
Koupdkns, 2009).
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X. ZAPAOQNITOY

PATOIoHOU anaoxohoUv coBapd NOAAES EUPwNATKES XWPES e
™ Hopen eite EgvooBikv otdogwv €ite akpaiwv Biatothtwve.
Qotdoo, 6tav n Bupatonoinon oe eykAnpata picous neplopide-
01 ANOKAEIOUKA OTOUS LETAVAOTES, TOTE N €1KOVA €ival EVIEADS
b1apopetikh 1600 nogotikd 60o Kai nolotikd. Etal, og eninedo
xwpwv dramotwvetal ag’ evés pia peyain d1agopd petatl ts
Bupatonoinons petavactav (10%) kar pn petavactmv (2%) kai
aQ' €1€pou pia H1aPopeTikn KATtdtagn wv NOCOOTWY AUTAS TS
pop@hs Bupatonoinons avdloya pe th xawpa. Ln Bdon auth, 1o
BéAy10 1€papxeital otnv kopu@h ths katdragns pe ta UYnAdTepa
nogootd eykAnpdtwy pioous pe BUpaAta PETaVACTES Kal aKo-
AouBoUv n EANG6a, n Aavia, n TaANia ka1 to Hvwpévo Baoileio
(EUICS Report, 2005:53). H Bupatonoinon twv PeETavaotwy,
Atav, Naviws, peyaAutepn kal ota 6éka kova eykhnuata to 2004
(19%) o oxéon e ekeivn Twv N petavaotav (15%), yeyovos nou
ouvbéel To KABEOTWS TS PETAVATTEUONS LE TO “eUGAWTO” NS Ka-
TAOTAoNS TOUS anévavtl o€ EyKANPATIKES AnEINES®.

Téos, n eupwnaikn épeuva Bupatonoinons nepiéhale ota Un cup-
Baukd eykA\ApATA K1 Ta OXETKA pE Ta vapkwtkd npoBAApata, ta
onoia anodeixBnkav 161aitepou evbiapépovtos yia v ENGda, &-
@6oov 28.4% twv noNitwv andvinoav, to 2005, 6u katd tous te-
Aeutaious 12 prves, noAU ouxvd r and kaipou &is kaipdv npbav
o€ enagn pe npofARLAta oxetika e ta VapKwiikd otnv nepioxn
rou katoikoUv (ibav dropa va &iakivouv i va kdvouv xpion vap-
KWwTIKQV g€ SNUOOIoUs Xwpous 1 aUPIYYES XpNOTLOMOINUEVES and
e€aptnuévous xpnotes kai netapéves) (Mivakas 3). ZOupwva pe
10 6edopéva autd, 01 GUUMNOMITES Has KATATIoooVTal otny NPWTN
Béon (28.4%), akohouBoUpevor pe peydAn Srapopd and tous ka-
toikous tou Aou€epBoupyou (13.3%), tns Ionavias (12.9%) ka1 tns
Moptoyahias (12.6%), evid 0 eupwnaikds uécos 6pos ntav 9.9%.
Mapdu n napandve ikéva dev gival NOAU Siagwuicukn yia ta adi-
KApata nou cuvdéovtar Ye Ta vapkwukd®, eivar abiapgioBntnto
6U avtavakAouv Ts KOVwvIkEs d1aotdaels nou €xel NnpooAdBel 1o
@aivopevo otnv ENMGSa ta teheutaia ikoat kat méov xpévia.

H ouvoNikh gikéva nou anoppéel and ta napandvw otoixeia Oei-
xvel 6t n EANGda eivan pia xcopa xapnAns Bupatonoinons otny
KOIvh eYKANPATIKOTNTA AAAG TAUTOXPOVA Hid Xwea UYnhns Bupa-
tonoinans atn Aeyopevn un cupBaukin eykAnpaukonta, cUPpw-
va pe ta npoekteBévta. To epmnua nou tibetal, &V NPOKEIYEVW,
gival av auth n dianiotwon pnopei va eEnyhoel ta NoAU uygnid
nocootd pOBou Tou eyKANATOS Twv NONTMV h phnws Ba npénel
va An@Bouv un’ dyiv kar GANo1 S1apopetikns NpoéAeuons napd-
YOVTES MOU UMEICEPXOVTAT 0T SNIOUPYIa ts avaoPANEIds TOUS.

8. Itnv kawnyopia twv eykAnpdtwv picous dev oupnepidapBdvovtar,
waotdoo, Hovo ta Sianpattdpeva Ayw pataIouKmY KIVATPWY aAAd Kai
€Keiva pe Kivntpa nou apopouv oto Bpnokeupa h to oe§oualikd npo-
oavatoAiopd twv Bupdtwv. Me dMa Adyia, npokeita yia “16eohoyika
aruoloyoupevn npoowmnikn Bia” (EUICS Report, 2005, 52).

9. H eikéva autn dev emBeBaimvetal and ta nopiopata tns ENNVIKAS
€PEUVS OTOUS LETAVACTES KAToikous ths npwtelouaas (20048), epd-
oov ta nocootd Bupatonoinons tous ntav PONIS EAaPPA UPNAOTEPa
ano ekeiva v ENivav (21.8% vs 20.5%), evaw 6ev Siamotwbnke ot
a108dvovtan eudlwrol h avaogaleis (Zarafonitou, 2006a).

10. ZUugwva pe tous J. van Dijk, ]. van Kesteren & P. Smit, (2007, 97),
“n ENa@n ToU KOIVOU pE Ta OXETIKG HE Ta vapkwtikd npoBAnpata bev
pnopei va BewpnBei ws Seiktns tou emnédou katavawaons tous” Ka
enions “6ev BpéOnke ouoxéuion petalu tns ékBeons ata OXetika npo-
BAApata kar twv eykAnpdtwy katd ts 1dloktnaias”.

II1. O1 S1aotdoers tns avacpdAeias
Ka1 tou poBou tou eyKANPATOS

H oxéon peta&u Bupatonoinons kal poBou tou eykANaTos dev
€ivan opo16pop®n ka1 drapoponoigital avaroya e to Bvikd
nAaiolo Kai ta €ni PéPous atoIxeia Mou apopoUV TOCO Ta UMOKEI-
peva tou poBou 600 Kai Ta €idn twv adiknpdtwv. Etol, n oxéon
auth Bewpeitan pev unapkth, eEéyxetan e ws pn 1o0xuph, Baoer
s &1€6vous epeuvnukns pneipias (Quann & Hung, 2002:313).
H &1aniotwon auth egnyeitan péoa ané v “e§oudetépwon”
s ouykivnons nou npokaAei n Bupatonoinon kai dpa, tnv du-
BAuvon tou oxetikoU @oBou (Box, Hale, Andrews, 1988) ka1 tnv
ano-6papatonoinon tns eykAnpaukoétntas (Killias, 2001:400).
H oxéon auth Siapoponoisital, BEBaia, avdloya kai pe to €idos
TOU £yKAAPATos. Auto Npoékuye avayhupa and us EPEUVES TOU
Killias otn Zupixn, 1o 1998 ka1 1999, o1 onoies ouvédeoav 1o
POBO TOU EYKANKIATOS TWV KATOTKWY OPIOUEVIV NEPIOXMV E T
ouxvh Bupatonoinon og eykKAAPATA KATd TV NPOCMwWY Nou
MpBavav xcwpa kovid ota oniua tous (Killias, 2001:124-5, 405).
Zwnv EN\G6a, wa 10xuph oxéon Bupatonoinons ka1 poBou tou
€yKAApatos npokuntel otaBepd anod Ts EpEUves Nou €Xouv Npay-
patonoinBei oe tonikd h eBviké eninedo, dnws dieodikdtepa
avapépetal napakatw. Ta ugnAd enineda epéBou dev apopouy,
Opws, povo ta BUpata ald o ouvolo tou NANBucoU, GUUPW-
Vv Ka1 pE Ta nopiopata tns teAeutaias eupwnaikns épeuvas Bu-
patonoinons, otnv Onoia CUMPETEIXE KAl N XWPA pas.

H 61€6vis kan eupwnaikn épguva Bupatonoinans, unoAdyioe 1o
P6Bo tou eykApatos péoa and Tis anavinoels oe dUo Baoikés
EPWTNCEIS, 01 onoies HiatunwBnkav ws §ns:

—néoo mbavo Bswpeite Ot1 To evdexduievo va yivel 8idppnén oto
OT1iTl 0aS UETA OTO EPXOLIEVO €108, Kal

—néoo aopalns aiobdveote étav nepnartde 6vos/n atous p0-
LIOUS TNs NEPIOXNS Katoikias oas, 1o Bpdbu.

TUppwva e ta epeuvnukd nopiopata (EUICS Report, 2005:64)
10 29% twv Eupwnainv nohitwv Bswpolv ws mbavd n noiu
mBavé 1o evéexduevo H1dppnéns, evid T0 Nooootd autd sivai
peYaAUTePO GTav apopd OTous Katoikous twv PeyGAwv NOAEwv
(35%), (Van Dijk & al., 2007:127)". Lnv EN\G6a, ta nocootd
autd gival Katd NoAU peyaAUtepa Kat avtavakAoUv To AYIoU Twv
anavinoewv twv NONTAV ot e0vikd eninedo (49%) kai twv TPIOV
TETAPTWV TWV Katoikwv ts npwteouaas (73%), katatdooovias
™ pev ENGda atnv npotn Béon 1600 og eupwnaikéd 600 kar oe
61€0vés eninedo, e rapopd £§1 nocoouiainv povadwy npiv
v Itahia kot pias povadas and v Ianwvia, th &€ ABhva otn
beutepn Béon pe Srapopd LoONs SUuo nocooudiwy povddwy and
v KavotavuvounoAn, n onoia dev cuykataléyetal otnv eupw-
naikh a\AG otn S1e6vih épeuva Bupatonoinans.

11. H épeuva o eninebo NpwIeUOUCWV-peYEAwY NOAewv, nepINapBave-
a1 otn &1€Bvin épeuva Bupiatonoinons (Van Dijk & al., 2007).
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Mivakas 4: Mogootd Bupatonoinons kair NPAoANYN Tou evoexo-
pévou Sidppnéns péoa oto endpevo €tos, ICVS & EU ICS 2004-
2005.

ICVS &EU Mooootd MpdéoAnyn evbexopévou Siappngns

ICS Bupatonoinons

2004-2005 | EMd6a | ABrva | EMdda | EVICS | A6ava | ICVSM.O.
MO Mpwrevouowv
Xwpdv

Nigppnén | 1.8% | 1.7% | 49% 30% | 73% 35%

Anénepa | 1.7% | 1.9%

S1appngns

Mnyn: EVICS report, The Burden of Crime in the EU, A Comparative
Analysis of the European Survey of Crime and Safety (EU ICS) 2005
and ].v.Dijk, ].v.Kesteren, P.Smit, Criminal victimisation in inter-
national perspective. Key findings from the 2004-05 ICVS, WODC,
2007, 127.

Eivar npogavés 6t n npéoinyn tou Kivdivou Bupatonoinans
au€dvel 1o @oBo tou eykAhpatos. Av auykpiBolv, wotdaoo,
1@ N00OOTA NS NPOGANYNS TOU CUYKEKPIPEVOU KIVOUVOU e
ekeiva nou agopouv otnv avapepBbeioa anoé tous noites Ou-
patonoinon autns tns pop@ns (IMivakas 4), Sramotwvetal pia
unepBolikh ektipnon tou evbexopévou didppnéns. Mo ouyke-
Kp1péva, to nocoatd Bupatonoinans htav to 2005, 1.8% yia
 &1appnén ka1 1.7% yia tnv anéneipa Sidppnéns (évavu 49%
nPOcANYnSs Tou oxetikou KivdUvou) ot eninedo xwpas, ka1 avti-
otoixa 1.7% kai 1.9%, otnv ABnva (évavu 73% npéoAnyns tou
KivbUvou).

Auth n ducavaloyn oxéon ouvdyetal, enions, kal and tnv e&éta-
ON TWV OTaToUKWV Tns actuvopias (Aebi & al., 2006) cuuewva
e us onoies, 1o 2003, avuotoixouoav 293 diapphéers oe 100.000
katoikous (n 2.9/100). H avaloyia auth Atav akOpa pikpdtepn
10 2008, ondte 10 auvolo twv diappnéewv oikicv htav 17.953
(Apxnyeio EA.AZ., 2009). H unepBoAikn auth ektipnon pnopei va
eppNnveuBei, CUPNANPWHATIKG, Ka1 and v cupnepiAnyn kai aA-
Awv HopP®v eykAnpdtwv nAnv twv diapphéewv otnv npéoAnyn
ToU KIvéUvou Bupatonoinans, dnws yia napddelypa, KAonwy Ka
Anateiv.

Ta uynAd enineda poBou tou eykAnpatos twv ENAvwv ouvd-
yovtai ka1 and s anavtnoels otn SeUtepn EPMINGCN TNS EUPW-
naikns épeuvas Bupatonoinons, epéoov 1o 42% €€ autdv and-
vinoav 6t a108dvovial NoAU 1 apKETd avaopalsis nepnatw-
vtas pévol 1o Bpddu otnv nepioxn Katoikias tous, cUUPVa LE
1a npoavagepBévia. H andvinon auth katatdooel tnv EAMGSa
Heutepn petd tn Boulyapia nou nponyeital pe Srapopd évdeka
emniéov nocoouaiwv Povadwy, atnv 1Epdpxnon tns avaced-
\eias.

Atile1, wotdoo, va emonpavOei 6u ta Nocootd avacPaAelas ato
Spopo nrav ev yével ugnid 1doo o€ eupwnaikd (28% katd péco
6po) 600 ka1 o Hiebvés eninedo (27%), to 2004/2005, evd Atav
aKOMa UPNAOTEP PETAEU TwV KATOIKWV TwV PEYAAwWY NOAEWV
(32%) pe tnv ABnva va 1epapxeital otnv Npcdtn Béon pe 55%,
(Van Dijk &al., 2007:131).

[pdenya 2: Mocootd NANBuopoU nou aioBdavetal avacdaieia
us Bpadivés wpes atous SPOLIOUS TNs MEPIOXNS KATOIKIas Tou, T0
2005 (EUICS)
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Mnyn: EVICS report, The Burden of Crime in the EU, A Comparative
Analysis of the European Survey of Crime and Safety (EU ICS) 2005.

Ta ev Adyw Nooootd avaoPAAeias twv KAToikwv tns NPwWIEUou-
oas enainBedovtar kar and us ENANVIKES EPEUVES y1a TO pOBO Tou
€YKANPATOS, CUUPWVA pE TS OMNoies N avao@Aaleia oto Spopo
katd us Bpadivés cpes ayyile 1o 52.7% 1o 2004 (Zapagpwvitou,
20048) ka1 10 56.5% to 2006 (Zarafonitou & Courakis, 2009).

Luykpivovtas ta Noooatd s avaa@aAeias twv ENAvwy pie eei-
va nou agopoulv tn Bupatonoinah tous, TOUAGXIOTOV OIS GUU-
Batikés pop@és eykAnpatikéntas, diamotmveral 6u gival kat'
eCoxnv ducavaloya kar uPnAd, CUYKPTUKA Kal LE Ta QVTioToIXa
TV UnoAoinwv xwpwv nou nepAapBdavovial atny eupwnaiki
ka1 &1e0vn épeuva Bupatonoinans. Mpokelpévou va epunveuBsi
auto 1o “napddofo”, napdyovies 6nws n 1kavonoinon anoé tnv
noiétnta {whs twv Katoikwy Kal and to £ninebo twv Npoapepo-
MEVWV KPATIKWV UNNPETIMV 0To NS0 ENEYXOU TOU EYKANMATOS,
¢aivovtai 161aitepns onpacias. LupnAnpwpaukd Oa npénel va
An@Bouv undéyn kai ni pépous NaPAyovIes ONws gival o1 oTAcElS
v Bupdtwy kar o1 avudpdoels Tous péaa and ta uPnAd pev eni-
neda avaopaeids tous, and ta xapnid 6¢ enineda pérpwv auto-
MPOCTACIas TOUS, GUYKPITIKG Kal pE ta eupwraikd dedopéva, ka-
Bds ka1 0 pONOS Twv pécwv Padikhs EVNPEPONS.

A) Zto nAaioio &igpglivnons tou poAou tns noidtntas {wns, ta
bebopéva s tedeutaias eupwnaikhs épguvas Bupatonoinons
Katéypayav Ts andyels Katoikwv TV EUPWNATKWV NPWIEUOU-
OV OXETIKA PE Ta Xapaktnpiotikd tou nepiBailovios (Hideg &
Manchin, 2005). Ztn Bdon auth Siamotwveral 10Xxupds OUOXETI-
Op6s petalu avaopdleias kar “otepnuévwv nepioxwv” (deprived
areas), h pe dAha Aoy1a, NEPIOXWV e opiopéva “duauevi xapa-
Kktnpiotikd yertovids” (adverse neighbourhood characteristics),
onws: véor atous dpdpious, dateyoi, enaites, okounidia, graffiti,
BavbaAiapioi kai Snuéaia xpAon vapkwtikwv ouoiwv. H avacpd-
Ae1a, ato napandvw NAAioI0, CUOXETIOTNKE KUPTWS UE Tous aveni-
BAentous véous (35%), ta okounidia (31%) kai ta graffiti (29%).
H apvnukotepn npdoAnyn tou nepIBANAOVTOS YEITovIas Twv Ka-
TOIKWV TV EUPWNATKWOV MPWTIEUOUCWV EVIONITINKE, GTO NAQICIO
autd, otnv ABhva kai otn Boudanéotn (86% avtiotoixa) kat deu-
TepeUOVIWS atis Bpu&éNes kai oto MNapion (84%) (Modenua 3).
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X. ZAPAOQNITOY

[pdenua 3: MpdoAnyn evés “duopevous” nepIBAANOVTOS KaTol-
Kias
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Mnyn: Gergely Hideg and Robert Manchin, Environment and
Safety in European Capital, based on the data of the European
International Crime Survey (EU ICS), Gallup Europe, EUICS
Working Papers.

H e1kéva s yertovids kai dpa, n noidtnta {wns twv KAtoikwy,
e€etdotnke enions péoa ka1 and v npOcAnYn ths cuxvotn-
tas Sidnpans opiopévwy katnyopimv eykAnpdtwv (Hideg &
Manchin, 2005):

a) EykAnpdrtwv katd tns 1610ktnaias (kAonh autokivatou kai and
autokivnto, S1dppnén ka1 Aoind €idn kAonwv), kal

B) EykAnpdtwv Bias (owpatikés BAdBes, puleukd / €Bvikd Biaia
gykAnpata ka1 evbooikoyevelakn Bia).

‘Onws @aiveral kar oto lpdenua 3, o1 kdtoikol tns ABhvas npo-
ohapBdavouv o€ peyalUtepo BaBuo éva nepiBAMov pe peydin
ouxvetnta téheons adIknpdtwv katd wns 161o0ktnaias (52%) kar
akolouBouv o1 katoikol twv BpuEeMv (46%). H 1epapxnon au-
T napouoiadetal avuotpappévn ota eykhpata Bias (24% évavu
26%). Ze k4B nepintwon, eival npopavis n ekéva evos “Suape-
vouUs” tonikoU nePIBANAOVTOS Y1a TOUS KATOIKOUS Tns ENANVIKNS
npwtevoucas. H apvnukn auth a§iohdynon cuvaptdton Beukd
HE TNV évtaon ts avaopaeias.

H napandvw eikéva emBeBaicvetal kar and ta euphpata s
€NNVIKNS €PEUVAS OTOUS KAToiKous tns npwtevouaas to 2004
(Zapagpwvitou, 20048), cupwva e ta onoia n noidtnta {wns,
a&iohoynBnke péoa anoé to Babuo 1kavonoinons twv NONTWOY
ano us NAPEXOPEVES UNNPECIES OTOUS TOEIS TNS UYEias, Tns ex-
naideuons, TV PETAPOPIKWV PECWY, ToU NEPIBANOVTOS K.0.K.
Zto nhaioio autd, Bepehicbbnke pia onpavukn oxéon petagu
no1étntas {wns ka1 avaoPaleias, epooov 76.8% ekeivav nou
aioBavovtav avac@aleis htav avikavonointol ané tnv noidtnta
{whs otnv NEPIOXN NOU Katoikouoav (to nocoatd autd htav 58%
petagu exeiveov nou a108Aavovtav aoPaleis).

Mivakas 5: Ikavonoinon and to eninedo noidtntas {whs atnv ne-
p10xh Katoikias

Aopaheis Avaopaleis
Ikavonoinpévol 89 41.9% 55 23.2%
Avikavonointol 123 58.0% 182 76.8%
ruvolo
212 100% 237 100%
(x?:.000)

Mnyn: X. Zapagwvitou, AvaopdAeia, poos tou eykAAuatos kai otd-
OE€ls TwV Karoikwv tns ABrvas anévavtl oto eykAnUatiko gpaivopevo,
abnuooicutn épeuva, Mavreio Mavemotruio, 2004.

To oupnépaopa autd emBeBaicveral kal and v noAupEta-
BAntA avaluon twv EEUVNTK®Y AUtV Sedopévwv, cUUPwva
e tnv onoia 6oo1 ShAwoav 1Kavononpévol anoé thv noidtn-
ta {wns otnv nepioxn Katoikias tous aiobavoviav 600 Ppopés
(2.042) mo aopaleis and ekeivous nou ShAwaoav avikavonointol
(Zarafonitou, 2008).

Eivar onpavuko va avaepBsi, enions, o ugnAds BaBpds cuoxéu-
ons petagu ts npoavagepBeioas ékBeons twv ENAvwv o€ npo-
BAApata oxeukd e Ta vapkwukd Kot tns NoAU peydAns avaopd-
Ae1dis Tous, 6nws NPOKUNTE! Kat and 1o napakdtw yodenua 4.

[pdenua 4: EkBeon o€ NPoBAAATA OXETIKA HE T VOPKWTIKA KA
avaopaeia otnv nepioxn katoikias, EUICS 2005.
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Mnyn: EUICS report, The burden of crime in the EU. A comparative
analysis of the European Survey of Crime and Safety, 2005, 0. 68.

Eivan npogavés 6u n ouoxéuon auth gpunvevstal péoa anoé tv
anodidépevn “enikivéuvétnta” atous ouaiosgaptnpévous, oup-
Puwva Ka pe 6oa SramotmOnkav kai and us EANNVIKES EDEUVES i
10 POBo Tou gyKANpATOoS. Lt BAon ts peuvNTKNS AuThs epneipi-
as, (Zapapwvitou, 20048), T VOPKWUKE avapéPovial ws To onpa-
VUKOTEPO KOIVWVIKG NPOBAnpa, akoAouBoUpevo and tous peta-
vdotes kan v avepyia. O1 XpNOTES VOPKWTIKWV GUYKEVIPOVOUV,
emnpo6odeta, padi pe tous adodanous, tous nep1BwpiakoUs Ka
TOUS YuxiKd acBeveis, ta apvnuIKOTEPA OTEPEGTUNA AVAPOPIKE HE
v emKivouvotntd tous, 6nws S1amotmBnke péoa and th SopIkN
MPOGCEYYI0N TWV KOIVWVIKWV avanapactiocewy ava@opiKa pE 10
€yKAnpa Ko tov eykAnpatia (Zapagwvitou & MaviéyAou, 2000).

B) Ixetikn pe tnv avao@aleia twv NONTmV gival n 1kavonoinoh
TOUS ano TS KPATIKES UMNPEGIES OTOV TOPED AVUILETWMIONS KA1



O ®OBOZ TOY EFTKAHMATOZ

MowvAik & EykAnpatoloyia 1/2009 (ETOX 1o) 7

ENEYXOU TOU EYKANLIATOS. ZTO NAATGI0 aUTO, O POPEAS NOU OUYKE-
VIPWVE TS NEPIOCOTEPES NPOTOOKIES €ival N ACTUVOLia Ka1 yia To
AOY0 aUTO, TO EPEUVNTIKO EVOIAPEPOV EMKEVIPWVETAT OTNV €EETa-
0N NS OX€oNs PETa&U UMOoToouvns twv NOAITWV otnv aoctuvopia
ka1 poBou tou eykAALAros.

O1 npares épeuves yia To POBO Tou eYKAAPATOS eixav emonpdvel
10 onpavuiké podo nou pnopei va dradpapatioer n actuvopia,
161aitepa dtav eivar “npdéBupn, anoteAeopaTIKA Kal anodektn
ané v kowvétnta” (Box, Hale, Andrews, 1988:353). O pdAos au-
05 YiVETa1 aKOPa ONUAVTIKOTEPOS OTa GUYXPOVA ACTIKA KEVTPQ,
6nou 0 Atunos KOwVIKOS EAeyX0s €xel EhaxiotonoinBei ka1 o
KOVwv1kos 1010s S1apkms pBivel. Lo maioio autd, n actuvopia
Bewpeitar and tn peyalltepn pepida twv noNitwv ws “pia opyd-
VON OTtNV UNNPECIa NS TOMKAS KOVwvias” Kai ws ek toUtou, N
1Kavonoinon and Ts aoTUVOIKES UNNPECTES “anotehei éva “Aoyi-
KG" kpITtNpI0 yia tnv a§loAoynon tns” (Killias, 2001: 429). Katw
an’ auto To npiopa, yivetar avoAnnto yiati ekeivol nou aioBdvo-
VIa1 eviovotepn avaopdaleia givan ekeivor nou eivar Niyotepo 1ka-
VOMoINpEVol and to aoTUVOUIKG €pYO Kal nou emdntouv YeyaAU-
PN aotuvopeuon (Zvekick, 1997: 8).

H &ianiotwon auth emBeBaichverar péoa anéd tnv npdopatn
eMNVIKh gpeuvnuikh epnelpia (Zapagwvitou, 20048), epdoov
10 tpia étapta oxedov wwv Katoikwv s npwtevouoas (71.8%)
agiohoyouv ws oxeuikd h kaBoAou anoteheopatikd To aoTuvo-
p1KS THAPA Ts NEPIOXNs Katoikias tous (Mivakas 6). H ev Aoyw
a€1oAdynon yivetar aképa apvnuikdtepn 6tav NPoEPXETal anod ta
Bupata (75.8%) ka1 6aous aigBdvovial avacpaheia (77.6%).

Mivakas 6: A§10Adynan tou A.T. ts nNePIOXns Katoikias

leviké Seiypa Avaopaleis BUpata
Anoteleopaukd | 122 | 28,20% | 53 | 22,40% | 22 | 24,20%
Avanoteheopoukd | 310 | 71,80% | 184 | 77,60% | 69 | 75,80%
Livolo 432 | 100% | 237 | 100% | 91 | 100%
x%.017 x2:.344

Mnyh: X. Zapagwvitou, Avaopdleia, poéfos tou eykAijuaros kai otd-
ogls twv katoikwv tns ABAvas anévavt oto eykKANUATIKO GaivoUevo,
abnpooieutn éoeuva, lMdvigio Mavemotipio, 2004.

H a§ioAéynon tou aotuvopikoU £€pyou oto NAaiclo tns eupwnai-
knhs épeuvas Bupatonoinons, 1o 2005, katéAnée o€ éva apketd
uYnS Péco 6po (67%) ektipnans Nws n actuvopia Kdvel kaAn R
oAU kaAn bouAeid atov éAeyxo tns eykAnuatikétntas. H ENG6a
OUYKATOAEYETaN PETAgU TwV XWPWVY PE TNV KPITUIKATEPN oTdon
(57%), auéows petd tn Tahia (60%) kai tnv Ionavia (58%) kan
npv tnv EaBovia (46%) kan tv Moiwvia (41%).

Mivakas 7: A§10Adynon aotuvopikoU £pyou oTis EUPWNATKES XK~
pes, 2005.

Eupwnaikds Méoos EN\G6a
‘Opos
Ikavonoinon and tov é\eyxo 67% 57%
TOU EYKANHIATOS GTNV NEPIOXN
Katoikias
Ikavonoinon Bupdtwv ané 55% 28%
v katayyeNia (SeykAnpata)

Mnyn: EUICS report, The Burden of Crime in the EU, A comparative
Analysis of the European Survey of Crime and Safety (EU ICS) 2005,
0. 115.

01 a§ioloynoeis gival BetikOTePes Otav NPoépxovtal and Tous Ka-
T01KOUS TwV UpwNaikwVv Nnpwteuoucswv. MapdAa autd, o1 kator-
ko1 tns ABnvas gival emeulakukotepor dAwv (52%) kar katatdo-
govtail atnv teleutaia Béon.

[pagnua 5: A§1oAdynon aotuvopikoU €pyou aus EUPWNaikés
npwtevouoss, 2005.
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Mnyh: EUICS report, The Burden of Crime in the EU, A comparative
Analysis of the European Survey of Crime and Safety (EU ICS) 2005,
slide 17.

H eupwnaikn épeuva Bupatonoinans eotiace e161kdtepa atnv
a&lo0Adynon tou actuvopikou épyou and nheupds twv Bupdtwv
névte eykAnudwwv (MMivakas 7). Ta B0pata S 1dppnéns, khonns
ano autokivnto, Anaoteias, os€oualikns eniBeons N aneAwv Kai
owpatk®mv BhaBmv ntav oe pikpdtepo Babuéd 1kavonoinpuéva
ouykp1uKd pe to yevikd deiypa. H apvnukotepn agloAdynon npo-
NABe ano tnv EcBovia ka1 tnv EANGSa kar n Bsukdtepn anod tn
Aavia ka1 tn Ohavédia. Aiel, enions, va avapepBei 6t o1 e€e1bi-
Keupéves unnpeaies unootnpi§ns Bupdtwv htav kat' eEoxnv ne-
piopiopéves atnv Ouyyapia (0.4%), otn O1davbia, otn leppavia
ka1 otnv EANG6a (2% avtiotoixa), otnv Itadia ka1 otnv Ionavia
(3% avtiotoixa) (EU ICS Report, 2005: 77).

H auvohikh a§1oAdynon tns No1dTNTas twv oxEGEwWV NONITAOV Kal
actuvopias, ato nhaiaio tns H1eBvous épguvas Bupatonoinans,
yivetan péoa and tpeis deiktes:

1) us katayyehies twv Bupdtwy (éva avukelpeviko deikn -
OtooUVNS GTNV actuvopia),

2) tnv a§10A6ynon twv Bupdtwy BAoer Tns avupet®MIoNS Tous
ano v actuvopia (éva UNOKEIPEVIKO KPITNPIO) Kal

3) tnv npoavapepBeioa yevikh agloAdynon tou actuvopikouU ép-
YOU GTOV €AeyX0 ToU eYKAAHATOS (€Mions UNOKEIEVIKO KPITAPI1O),
(Van Dijk &al., 2007: 141).

Iwn Bdon auth unoloyietal o Oeiktns aoTUVOUIKAS anoTEAE-
ouatkoéntas, o onoios npoodiopiotnke katd péoo 6po o€ u-
pwnaik6/61eBvés eninedo yia to 2004/2005, oto 75%. H EMGda
KOTaTdooeTal akOpa pia popd HETagU Twv XWPWV HE TV apvn-
ukétepn aglohéynon (59%), (Van Dijk & al., 2007:143), napdu o
Heiktns katayyeNicv givan apketd uyniés, dnws npokuntel and
Ta ENnVIKG Ko H1e0vh epeuvnuikd Hebopéva'?,

12. TOppwva pe ta EAnVIKG gpeuvnukd dedopéva (Zapapwvitou,
20048), 10 nooootd katayyeNIV OtV ACTUVOia ATaV APKETd UYNAd
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Bdoe1 twv npoavagepBéviwy, ouvdyetal pia oxetikd éviovn ai-
oBnaon avikavonointou twv EAMAvwv noMtav and thv agtuvo-
pia. Autds givan évas napdyovias nou hapBdveton coBapd unoé-
@n yia v e€hynon tns peydAns avao@dAeias kair ¢péBou tou
gykAnpatos. O kKAoviopos s euniotoolvns ennpeddel euputepa
TS OXE0E€1S KPATOUS-MOAITN, MOAU NEPIOOOTEPO AOGYW KO Twv &1
aotdoewv s S1apBopds, n onoia anotelei pia poppn Bupato-
noinons twv NONITV ané kpaukoUs unaAANAouUS.

I Evas napdyovtas nou ennpeddel v évtaon ts avacpAaleias
petagl wv ENViveov noMitav eival kai n otdon twv Bupdtwv.
Mapdu ta epeuvnuikd nopiopata dev gival, dnws npoavapep-
Onke, opoloyevh, n oxéon Bupatonoinons Kar avacpAaieias
enainBeletar otabepd ka1 ag uypnid Babud and tnv eENnvIKA
gpeuvnukn pneipia. Evoeiktikd eival ta nopiopata s épeuvas
atous Katoikous ths ABnvas, to 200413, o1 onoiol aioBdvovtav os
onpavukétepo Babud avaopaeis dv ixav nponyoUpevn eunel-
pia Bupatonoinons péoa oto nponyoupevo €tos (Zarafonitou,
2008:163). H S1aniotwon auth pnopei va epunveloe kai Ta peya-
A\Utepa nooootd ouppeToxns twv Bupduwy petagl éowv aiobd-
VOVTa1 avaopaleis g OxEan e ekeiva twv pn Ouudtwv (72.8%
évavu 47.5%) kan avtiotpoga (ITivakas 8).

Mivakas 8: Bupatonoinon kan avacpaieia, ABhva 2004.

Aopaheis Avaopaleis Livoho
Oupata 25 27,20% 67 72,80% 92
Mn 187 52,50% 169 47,50% 356
OUlpata
Iovodo | 212 47,30% 236 52,70% 448
x2.000

Mnyn: X. Zapagpwvitou, Avaopdleia, poBos tou eykAruaros kai otd-
oels twv Katoikwv tns ABrvas anévavt ato ykKAnUatiko Qaivouevo,
abnuooicutn épeuva, Mdvreio Mavemotruio, 2004.

H ouoxéuion auth enaknBeletal kar péca and v noAupetaBAn-
th-noAueninedn avaiuon twv napandvw epeuvnuKkwv Sedopé-
VOV, cUpP@WVa e tnv onoia n nponyoUpevn epngipia Bupatonoi-
nons audvel 1o Aéyo twv mbavotitwv avacdAelas kanolou/as
nou KUKAOQOpEi dvos/n otnv nepioxn katoikias tou/wns ts Bpa-
O1vés wpes, katd 166%, evw otav Bpioketar pévos/n oto oniu,
Katd 69% ka1 tnv npécAnyn tou Kivbuvou Bupatonoinons katd
193% (Tseloni & Zarafonitou, 2008: 397). H avac@dAeia enn-
pealetan, enions, kar and tnv éupeon Bupatonoinon, EpOoovV n
yvaan ths Bupatonoinons KAnoiou atdpou ano tov otevatepo h
€UPUTEPO KOVWVIKO NEPTYUPO TOU UNOKEIPEVOU auEdvel To AGyo
TV MBavotntwy ths avacPpaieids tou/tns oto dpopo, katd 79%
Ka1 tns npdoAnyns tou Kivduvou Bupatonoinans tou/tns katd
128% (Tseloni & Zarafonitou, 2008: 397).

H eixéva auth emBeBaichveran, téhos, kar and ta nopiouata s
€pEUVaS OToUS Katoikous ths npwtedoucas to 2006, epodoov ta

otous katoikous tns ABnhvas (64.5%), napd tnv apvnukn Tous eikova
Y10 TNV aoTUvopIKh anoteheopatkotnta. Ta 6ebopéva tns H1eBvous
épeuvas Bupatonoinons katéypayav éva oxeukd PIKPOTEPO NOCOOTO
10 onoio agopd, dpws, ato cuvoAo tns xwpas (49%) kal uévo ota
npoava@epBévia névie eykAAPATA Kai to onoio ival kal NAN peyaiu-
1epo and 1o H1ebvn péco 6po (47%), (J.v.Dijk e& al., 2007: 110).

13. Avtiotoixa nopiopata SiatunwBnkav Kot and tv NPoyevéotepn eENAN-
vikh épeuva (Zapagwvitou, 2002).

tpia tétapta nepinou (73.3%) exeivav nou avépepav euneipia
Bupatonoinons péoa otnv nponyoupevn Neviagtia andvinoav
ou a1o8dvovtav avacpaieia nepnatcvias pévol 1 Bpddu otny
MePIOXN Katoikias tous, o€ avtiBeon pe 1o 26.7% exeivav nou
bev aioBdavovtav avaopaleis. Avtiotoixa, unhpxav nepioadtepa
Bupata peta&u ekeivaov nou éviwbav avao@aleis o oxéon pe pn
Bupata (40.7% évavu 19.4%).

To yeyovés 6t ta pétpa autonpootacias Sev ival noAU H1ade-
bopéva atnv ENGSa, Ba pnopouoe va eEnynael ev uéper pévo ta
uyn)d enineba avaopdieias twov Bupdtwy (Killias, 2001:402).
Mpdypau, nepiocdtepol and tous YIcous Nou avéPepav epneipia
Bupatonoinons to 2004, napadéxBnkav 6t dev EdaBav kavéva
anoAUtws PETPO, anavimvias eite 6u “aioBdvoviav yevikd ava-
opaleis” (31.4%), eite 6u “dev dMage tinote” (19.1%), evd po-
vo 23.3% €€ autwv ékave kdnola avagopd o PEtpa acPaieias
nou é\aBe ato oniu (kAeibapiés aopaleias, auvayeppoi KAn) kai
14.3% nws ano@eUye kanoies nepioxés (Zarafonitou, 2008:164).

Mivakas 9: ANayés nou akohoUBnoav v euneipia dueons h éu-
peans Bupatonoinons, ABhva 2004.

Métpa aopdheias oto oniu (kKAeibapiés, ouva- | 83 23,3%
YEPUOI, K.AM.)

Metakoépion oe GAAN yertovid 6 1,7%
Ano@uyh KAnoiwv NEPIOXmv 51 14,3%
Onogopia (paxaipt, motdM, onpél) 16 4,5%
levikh avaopdaieia 112 31,4%
BeAtiwon oxéoewv yertovias 21 5,6%
Kapnd aMayn 68 19,1%
ZOvolo 357 100%

Mnyn: X. Zapagwvitou, Avaopdleia, pofos tou eykAnuaros kai otd-
ogls Twv Katoikwv tns ABrvas anévavtl oto eykKAnUAatiko Gpaivopevo,
abnpoaicutn épeuva, Mdvieio MNavenmotApio, 2004.

Ta nopiopata autd emBeBaichvovtal, GAWGTE, kal Péoa and v
gupwnaikn épeuva Bupatonoinons, 6nNws Gaivetan ka1 oto yod-
pnuae.

[pdenua 6: Avacpdaleia, npdoAnyn tou evoexopévou didppnéns
ka1 p€rpa autonpoataaias, EUICS 2005.
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Mnyn: EUICS report, The Burden of Crime in the EU, A
comparative Analysis of the European Survey of Crime and
Safety (EUICS) 2005.



O ®OBOZ TOY EFTKAHMATOZ

MowvAik & EykAnpatoloyia 1/2009 (ETOX 1o0) 9

IV. Enihoyos

To “napddo&o” nou npokuntel and tnv avavuotoixia petagu
xapnAns Bupatonoinans kair ugnAoU eoBou tou eyKANPATOS
pnopei va eppnveuBei kaAutepa péoa and v eEétaon twv uno-
KEIPEVIKWV KA1 AVTIKEIPEVIKMV NAPAPETPWVY MOU TO CUVOETOUV.
H yuxoMoyikn npéoAnyn tou “eudAwtou”, o1 YeVIKOTEPES KOI-
VOVIKES OTAOEIS KA1 AVUIANYEIS Kal n €1k6va ths kaBnpepivis d1a-
KivbUveuons ouvBEtouv T pia Gyn tou “KovwvIKoU vonpatos”
s avao@dAeias (Jackson, 2004:960). H GAAn éyn tou cuvtibe-
a1 and NPOOWMIKES, KOIVWVIKES KAl KATAOTAOIAKES OYEIS TOU
“gudAwtou” (UM, NAIKia, NEPIOXA KATOIKias, XapaKtnPIouKd
Yeovids) kan ané us diaotdoels twv anedmv (mbavétnta eykAn-
patos, coBapdtnta twv avemBUUNTWV GUVENEIOV Kal aioBnon
nepi abuvapias eNéyxou twv kataotdoewv autav), (Killias, 1990,
M.Killias & Ch.Clerici, 2000).

LTnv Npokelpévn nepintwon, Péca and th oXeukn HE T0 £yKAnpa
avao@aeia ekppalovtal K1 GANES ONUAVTKES MPOCWNIKES KA
KOIVWVIKES avaoPAAeEIEs, 01 OMoies evieivovtal ano to YEVIKOTEPO
avikavonointo kGAuyhs tous and to kpdatos. To avikavonointo
auto anoppéel and tnv avanoteAeopatkonta nou anodidetar
OTNV aOTUVOpia oTov Topéa ENEYXOU TOU eyKANPatos, and thv
extetapévn S1apBopd kpauk@v unalhiwv KaBas kar and to
npoohapBavopevo ENEIUPA KOVWVIKOU KPATous, OTOUS TOELS
s uyeias, nadeias, NepIBAAOVTOS K.0.K.

H npéoAnyn s kpaukhs avendpkeias evieivetar, EEGANou, Aoyw
TWV KOIVWVIKWV aANaydv nou éhaBav xapa tnv tekeutaia 1ko-
oaetia. Mia tétoia onpavukh kovwvikh alayn ivar kai n pad-
K €/0060S OIKOVOUIKMY LETAVAOTWV, ApXIKA and us BaAkavikés
XWPES Ka1 otn ouvéxela and tnv Aaia kail tnv AQpikn, n onoia
petétpee tnv EAMAGa and xmpa anootolns LETaVAOTWY O XWPa
unodoxns tous. O1 cuvénegies auths tns aAAayns ival opatés oxi
povo o€ dnpoypaikd eninedo aMAG ka1 O€ KOVWVIKO Kal MOAU-
OMIKG Kal 01 OXETIKES €PEUVES Kataypd@ouv tnv éviovn olvoeon
s avaoPaieias wwv ENAvwv pe To paivopevo auto.

O1 kovwvikés alayés atnv ENNGda cuvdéoval, GAWOTE, Kai e
TS OIKOVOLIKES OUVENEIES TNS Naykoopionoinans. Evéeikukn ivan
n aUgnaon s e10aywyNns VOPKWUKWV ot xwpa kai, BéBana, n pe-
ya@An S1d600n tns xphons tous atov MANBUOPO. O AVUKEIEVIKES
S1aotdoes tou npoBAPaTOS o€ oUVOUAOO PE TIS KPATOUOES N
QVEKTIKES KOIVVIKES avuAnyels mou emdokipalouv otnv nheio-
vOTNTA ToUs TV 10xU0Uoa Novikonoinon 6x1 HGvo tou eunopiou
aA\d Ka1 Tns XpAONS VaPKWUKMV Xwpis va yivetal anodekth oia-
bnnote 61GkpIon og palakd n akAnpd, pnopouv va eEnyhcouv
NV NPOCANYN TWV VAPKWTIKWV ws £VOs and ta onpavukotepa
Kovwvikd npoBAnpata. To npdBAnua autd cuvdéetal, enions, o€
onpavukéd Babpd kai pe 1o péBo tou eykAnpatos d16u anodide-
a1 UYnAGs BaBpods mkivouvatntas otous XPNOTES VOPKWTIKWV.

O1 napandvw napdpetpor Snpioupyoulv éva NAaiolo apvnuikhs
aglohdynons ths ouvoAikns noldtntas {whs twv noAtay. Eiva
YEYOVOS NWS Td KOIVWVIKO-01KOVOMIKA KPITAPIA CUVTIEAOUV (-
otg, n unoBdBdion tns noidétntas {whs va sival eviovotepn o€
opiopéva nepIBAAOVTa SUYKPITIKG e GAAa. Etal, Siapoppvo-
vtal n\nBuaopiakés opddes nou eivanl NEPIOOOTEPO EUANWTES OTIS
avacPdAeies auths ts HopPns aAAd Ka1 GUVOIKIES TwV NOAEWV
pe opatdtepa and alou ta onpadia unoBdadpions.

Inuavukds gival onwaodnnote kan 0 poéAos twv MME otn dnpiioup-
yia h évtaon tou @oBou Tou eyKAARATOS, EPOCOV ANOTEAOUV KU-
piapxn Mnyh MANPO@EOENONS Twv NONTMV Y1a TO €yKANKA Kal thv
arnovopn tns NovIks 61kaloalvns Kal CUVIEAOUV GNAVTKG ot
S1ap6PPWON TWV OXETIKWV KOVWVIKWV avuewv. Eivan agloon-
peiwn, wotdoo, n KPITIKN otdon twv ENMivwv noNtdv anévavt
otnv a§iomatia twv MME kai n yevikétepn aviAngn nepi ungpBo-
NiKAs ka1 pn avukelpevikhs npoBoAns tou ykAnpatikoU npoBAn-
patos (Zapapwvitou, 2002, Zapapwvitou & Koupdkns, 2009).

H avaopaieia wv EAMAvwv noAtdv nou kataypdgetar and ta
eMNnvIKG ka1 S1eBvh epeuvntikd nopiopata, NPOPaAvws avtava-
KAG O6x1 pévo pia unapkth culoyikh katdotaon aANd ka1 éva
oUYXPOVOo KOIVWVIKO paivépevo. H katavénon twv diactdoswv
TOU &V MOyw Paivopévou otn auyxpovn ENnVIKA npaypaukétn-
1a Oa npénel va Baailetan tG00 oUS AVUKEILEVIKES HIAOTATES TwV
npEoBANpdtwy, 600 Ka1 otV UNOKEIHEVIKA NPOCANYN Tous, Katd
TPoNOV ote va AngBoUv un’ dYiv 01 KOIVWVIKES Ka1 NONTIoHI-
Kés 16101tEPOTNTES TOU NAAICIOU PECT OTO 0Noio EKONAMVOVTA 01
ouvaiobnpatkés autés avudpdoeis. Etol, oute n ungpBoAn nou
xapaktnpidel us cuvaioBnpaukés avudpdoers twv ENhvwy olte
n €§€NEN NS eyKANPOTIKOTNTAS NPOS AVNOUXNTIKOTEPES LOPPES
™S, 10 tEAeUTaia xpovia, apkoUv yia va EnYACoUV autoteA®s
N YEVIKEUPEVN avaopalela nou skppadetar péoa anod to poBo
ToU gyKAnpatos. AvtiBeta, o pOAos twv Napandavw NAPapETpwY
o€ ouvduaopo Kai e Ta YevIKOTEPa Kovwvikd npoBAnpata nou
anaoxoAouv tnv ENNVIKA KOIVwvia Katd v Teheutaia €1kooae-
tia, avadeikvuetal o 161aitepa onpavukd étav eviaxOei oto niai-
010 MoU S10LOPPWVET N GUPPTKVWON TOU KOIVWVIKOU 10ToU Ka1 0
KAOVIOWOS TNS EUMATOCUVNS TwV NOAITGV Anévav oto KPATOos.
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