Muvpko BowTHuh, BuwwecTpyku noBpaT y NO3UTUBHOM KPUBUYHOM
3akoHoaaBcTBy (cTp. 25-35)

BHIIIECTPYKOT TIOBpPaTa OATOBOPEHO HA CBa CIIOPHA, a MPHTOM CYIUTHHCKH Ba)KHA
NIUTaEka KOja Cy CE jaBUIIa y TIPaKCH.

VY mpurior 3akibydka; ,3a 0coOUTO oTexkaBajyhe okomHocTH cMmatpahe ce 1 ako
j€ KpHBaIl 3a JIpyro 3JI0YMHCTBO WK MPeCTyIUIee Beh 0ro kaxeen." (maparpad 65.
craB. 2.1a4. 5. Kasuenor 3axonnka Kmaxesure Cpouje ox 29.mapra 1860.roaume).
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REPEATED OFFENCE IN POSITIVE CRIMINAL
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Summary

In the paper, the author deals with the issue pkated offence in positive
criminal law, as an institution that, along witHeliimprisonment, caused the most
controversy after the last changes to the Crimidatle. First of all, the historical
development of this institute, which existed in post-war law for many decades,
was pointed out. Then numerous problems in itscgtign were pointed out, which
was often contributed to by different attitudes,ondy of the lower courts, but also of
the highest courts. Although the provision regatatiepeated offence is apparently
clear, in only three years of existence of thititite, numerous problems have arisen
in practical application. For this reason, the papeinted out the issue of cumulative
application of the conditions of repeated offen@sgribed by the Code, the issue of
how to calculate half of the range of the presdipenalty, the issue of application in
the case of fines, etc. It is fundamentally impirta give adequate answers to all
disputed questions, because the incorrect apphicatif the provision on repeated
offence, on the one hand, can seriously threatemigiits of the defendant, and on
the other hand, make sense of the applicatioriirtktitute meaningless.
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