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PoGora mpucBsiueHa HaAyKOBOMY aHaIi3y TaKOro SBHUINA SK HEOOCPEKHE
CHIB3aMOISIHHS  MIKOJAW  CYCHUIBHUM  BIJTHOCMHAMH, 10 OXOPOHSIOTHCS
3aKOHO/JABCTBOM YKpaiHW TMPO KPUMIHAJIBHY BIIMOBIAIBHICTE. JlOCHiIKEHO
ICTOpUYHUH TIUIIX BHTOKY Ta TCHE3HUC npo0JIeMH BYMHCHHS  €IMHOTO
HEOOEepEeKHOTO 3JI0YMHY! (32 TemepillHbOK TEPMIHOJOTIEI0 — KPUMIHAJIBLHOTO
paBOMOPYIIEHHS) KiUTbKOMa cy0’ektamu. [IpoaHamizoBaHO BITUM3HAHUN Ta
3apyOKHUN TOCB1 BUPIIIEHHS I[LOTO MUTAHHSA SK B HAYKOBUX JOCIIKEHHSIX, TaK
13 TOYKH 30pY CY/A0BOI MPaKTUKU. BcTaHOBIEHO, 110 HEOOEpeKHE CIIB3AMOIISTHHS
IIKOJIM SIK TIOHATTS, 1110 BUKOPUCTOBYETHCS y TEOP1i KpUMIHAIBHOTO MpaBa Ma€ BCi
HEOOXIJTHI TIEPEAYMOBH JJIsl PO3TJISAY HOTO B SKOCTI CAMOCTIMHOTO TOJOKCHHS
Teopii KpUMIHAIBHOTO TIpaBa.

JlocmipkeHo nutadHs aediHinii HeoOepeKHOTo CIIB3aIOISTHHS 3 OTJISTY Ha
HAsSBHICTh PI3HOMAHITHUX HAYKOBHUX TOYOK 30pYy IOJO BUJILJICHHS Ta PO3yMIHHS
TUX YW I1HIIMX O3HAaK IhOr0 IMOHATTS. Bu3HaueHOo 00’€KTHUBHI Ta CyO’ €KTHBHI
O03HAaKH HEOOEPEKHOTO CIIIB3aMOMISSHHS 3 BpaxyBaHHSIM HAYKOBHX pPO3pPOOOK Yy
Teopii KpuMiHaibHOTO TmpaBa. OOIPYHTOBAHO HOBUW MIAXiA 10 PO3IIIAY
JTUCKYCIHHOTO THUTaHHS WOTO 00 €KTMBHUX Ta CYyO €KTHBHUX 3B A3KIB MiXK
CIiB3amoj(ifoBa4YaMi IIKOJAW 3 HEOOEPEeKHOCTI. 3ampoONMOHOBAHO TaKi 3B’SI3KU
po3rIsAAaTH B ACTEKTI IOHATTS B3a€EMOJIS  CITIB3AlOMIIOBAYiB, SKa MOXE

MPOSBIATHCS Y (POpMi CUTYaTHBHOI CIUIBHOCTI 200 TEXHIYHOTO (MEXaHIYHOTO)

! 3ayaknmo, IO TEPMiH «3JIOYMH» Y HABEAEHOMY JOCII/DKEHHI BMKOPHCTOBYETBCS JIMIIE JUIsl MOCWJIAHHS Ha
pobOTH HAyKOBIIB, B SIKNX BOHHM CaMeé HOTO 1 3aCTOCOBYBAJIH, Ul 30€peKEHHS Iepeiadi aBTEeHTHYHOTO 3MICTy
(ockimpKM TOAI IIe He Oya0 TEepMiHY «KpPHMIHAJbHE NPABOMOPYIICHHS»), a TAKOXK Yy BHIIAJAKAX IUTYBAaHHS
3aKOHOJABCTBA PO KPUMiHAIBHY BiJIIOBIAANBHICTE 3apyOXKHUX JIepKaB, e IepeadadeHuil came Takuii TepMin. B
yCiX IHIIMX BUMAJKaxX aBTOP 3aCTOCOBYE TEPMiH «KPHMiHAIBHE IPaBOMOPYIICHH.



B3a€MO3B’s3Ky. [Ipyu IbOMY HE BUKITIOYAETHCS MOXKJIUBICTH MOETHAHHS BUILICHUX
dbopMm B3aeMoOjii  CIIB3amoJlifOBayiB. 3arajoMm, [0 O3HaK HEOOEPEeKHOTro
CHIB3alOJIAHHS  MPOMOHYEThCS  BIAHOCUTU: 1) MHOXKUHHICTH  CYyO’€KTIB
KPUMIHAJIBHOTO TPaBONOPYIIEHHs; 2) HasABHICTb B3aemoii nid  (Ta/abo
Oe3IIsITbHOCTI) CITIB3aIo/1F0BauiB HEOOEPEKHOI IIKOAM, sIKa BKIIOYae y cebe: a)
00’e€THaHHS 3yCUJIb Y (OPM1 CUTYaTUBHOI CIUIBHOCTI, TEXHIYHOTO (MEXaHIYHOTO)
B3a€EMO3B’SI3KYy, YU TIOE€JIHAHHS OCTAaHHIX O) €IHICTh JISHHS, B) €IUHUN ISl BCIX
CIIB3aIO1I0BAYIB CYCIMUILHO HEOE3MEUHHI HACHIOK, I') HAsABHICTh MPUUYUHHOTO
3B’SI3KYy MK JisMH (O€31STbHICTIO) CITIB3aIO/I1I0BAYiB Ta CYCHUJIBHO HEOE3MeYHUM
HACJIIKOM, IO HAcTaB; 3) Cy0’€KTUBHUU 3B’S30K MDK CIIiB3arojitoBayamu; 4)
HEOOEPEIKHE CHIB3AMOMISIHHA MOXJIMBE JIUIIE TPU BYHMHEHHI HEOOEPEKHOTO
KPUMIHAJIBHOTO TPABOIIOPYIICHHS.

[Tin HeoOepeXHUM CIIB3AMOAISHHSAM MPOMOHYETHCS PO3YMITH BUHMHEHHS
JEKUTbKOMa CYO0’€KTaMU KPHUMIHAJIBHOTO MPaBOMOPYIIEHHS Yepe3 B3aEMOJIII0
JisiHb, IO 3 HEOOEPE)HOCTI CIPUUYMHIIO €EJIUHUN CYCIUIBHO HeOe3neyHui
HACJII0K.

OOGrpyHTOBaHO ICHYHOYMH Yy Hayll MMAXiT M0JA0 TOAUTY BHMAAKIB
HEOOEPEIKHOTO CHIB3alOMISSHHA Ha JIBI THIOJIOTIYHI TPYIH: IMapajeiabHe Ta
NOCIIOBHE.  3alpONMOHOBAHO TAaKOX BHUAUIATH OKpPEMl1 THIIOJIOTIYHI TPYIH
HEOOEPEIKHOTO CITIB3AMOMISIHHA 32 KPHUTEPIEM XapaKTePUCTHUKU CYO’ €KTUBHOT
CTOPOHH Ta 00’ €KTUBHOI CTOPOHU BUYMHEHOTO: 1) HeoOepeKHE CIiB3aNOMITHHS TIPH
BIJICYTHOCTI SIKOTO O TO HE OyJIO Cy0’€KTUBHOTO B3a€MO3B’SI3KY MiXK Cy0’ €KTamHu 3
MIPUBOJY 3aMOAISHOT MIKOAW (SIKe Ma€ SIK MIHIMYM JIBa MiIBUAH — 1I€ «aBTOHOMHE
HeoOepexHE CITIB3AMOMISIHHS) Ta «YCBIIOMIIEHE HEOOEpE)KHE CIIB3aIOMISTHHSY);
2) HeoOepexHEe CITIB3aNOJisIHHSA 3 HASBHICTIO IMEBHOTO POJY JBOCTOPOHHBOTO
3B’SI3Ky MDK Ccy0’ektamu. 3 OISy Ha PI3HOMAHITHICT CHTyallid  He
BUKJTIOYAETHCS 1 MOJKJIMBICTh IMOEJHAHHS B OKPEMHUX BHIAJKaX HEOOEPEKHOTO
CITIB3aMO/ISTHHS HaBEJACHUX TPYII.

Bcranosneno, 10 M1ICTaBOIO KPUMIHAIBHO1 BIJIITIOB1IQJIbHOCTI

CITIIB3aMO/II0BAaYIB CYCHIILHO HEOE3MEeYHOr0 HaCHiAKy 3 HEO0O0epeKHOCTI €



BUYMHEHHSI HUMH CYCHUIBHO HEOE3MEUYHOI0 AiSIHHS, epe10ayeHOoro HOpMOKO CTAaTT1
OcoOmuBoi uactuHu KK  Vkpainm, sike MICTUTh CKJIaJ KPUMIHAJIBHOIO
MpaBONOpYIIeHHsS. J[OCHIIKEHO NUTAaHHS MEX KPUMIHAJIBHOI BiAMOBIAATBHOCTI
CHiB3amo/iI0BaviB IKOAU 3 HeoOepexxHocTi. [lin mMexxamMu IHKpUMIHYBaHHS MPU
HEOOEpeKHOMY  CHIB3alOJISIHHI MPONOHYETHCA PO3YMITH Ti 00’ €KTHBHO-
Cy0’€KTUBHI MEX1, BU3HAUYEHI: MTO-TIEPIIE, XapaKTEPOM 1 CTYIIEHEM y4YacTl KOXKHOTO
13 CITIB3alO/11I0BayiB Yy BUMHEHH1 KOHKPETHOTO KPUMIHAJIBHOTO MPaBOMOPYIIEHHS,
MO-JIpyTe, YCBIIOMJICHHSIM YM MOXJIMBICTIO YCBIJIOMJICHHSI KOKHUM 13 YYaCHHKIB
JISTHHSL TUX HIKIJUIMBUX 3MiH, K1 BIAOYBaIOThCS Y pealbHIi AIMCHOCTI Y MOXYTh
BIIOYTHCA y pe3yibTaTl sIK HOro BIACHHUX A1 (0€3[1sSIbHOCTI), TaK 1 JisHb 1HIIKUX
y4acHUKIB. J[oBelleHO, 110 MeX1 KpUMIHAIBHOT BIITOBIAAIBLHOCTI 32 HEOOEpEeKHE
CIIB3aIOISIHHSI MAlOTh PO3IJISIATUCS 3 TOYKU 30Py OCOOJUBOCTEH CyO’€KTHOTO
CKJIay, MPEJAMETHOTO CKJIaJy BUHU Ta CTYNEHsI 00’ €KTUBHOTO BKJIANy YYaCHHKIB
TISTHHSL 710 CYCHUIBHO HEOE3MeYHOro HACHIAKY. Y3arajibHEHO CYAOBY MPAKTHKY
IOJI0 THUIOBUX TIOMWJOK TpH IHKPUMIHYBaHHI 3alloOfisSHOI IIKOAW 3
HEOOEPEeKHOCTI 3a ydacTi ACKUIbKOX cyO’ekTiB. BcTaHOBI€HO, 1m0 OIIBIIICTH
NOMHJIOK OpraHiB JOCYJOBOIO pO3CHIAyBaHHS Ta CYAJAIB 3BOJUTHCA [0
HENPABWJIBHOTO BHU3HAUYEHHS 00 €KTHMBHOTO «BKJIAQAy» Ta MPEIMETHOTO 3MICTY
BUHU, SIKI y CBOIO Yepry € BHU3HAYaJbHUMM TapamMeTpaMu MiATBEPIKECHHS
BUHUKHCHHS a00 ICHYBaHHS 00 €KTUBHMX 1 CYO €KTUBHHX 3B’SI3KIB MIXK
CIiB3aIoif0BaYaMy IMKOJIW 3 HEOOEPEeKHOCTI. ApPryMEHTOBaHO, IO Cy0’ €KTOM
KPUMIHAJIBHUX MPaBOMOPYIICHB MPU HEOOEPEKHOMY CITIB3AMOIISTHHI € MEePEBAXKHO
cnemianbHuil cy0’ekT. IIpoaHamizoBaHO MOXKIIMBI BapiaHTH CYO’€KTHOTO CKIIATy
VYaCHHKIB HEOOEpEeKHOTo CHiB3amojisHHs. JlOBEIEeHO, M0 MPUTATAIOYH 0
KpUMiHAJIBHOI BIAMOBITATBLHOCTI 0Ci0, SKI BUNHHUIN CYCITUTBHO HEOE3MEeUHEe qiTHHS
(y Tomy uymcmi 3 HeoOepeKHOCTi), Ta IHAMBIAyalmizamii iM TIOKapaHHS CIia
BpaxoByBaTH ix mncuxodizionoriuydai ocoOmmBocti. [linTBepmKeHO, MO TpHU
XapaKTEPUCTUIIl OCYAHOCTI MO’KHA BHAUIMTH JBa 1i BUAU — «3aTaIbHY» —
3MIATHICTh JI0 aJICKBATHOI MOBEMIHKUA y 3BHYAWHUX YMOBaX, Ta «CHEIIAJbHY» —

3MIATHICTh 1O  aJEKBAaTHOI MOBEAIHKM B  YMOBax HEPBOBO-TICHUXIYHHUX



nepeBaHTaXeHb. 3pO0JEHO BUCHOBOK, LI0 MiJ «creuiagbHor (mpodeciiiHoo)
OCYJIHICTIO» CJI1I PO3YMITH 3aTHICTh OCOOM 110 aJ€KBAaTHO1 MOBEIIHKKA B YMOBax
HEPBOBO-TICUXIYHUX NIEPEBAHTAXKEHbB; 3aTHICTh OCOOM YCBIJOMIIIOBATH XapakTep 1
3HAUEHHs CBOIX il 1 KepyBaTH HUMH TIOB’SI3yE€ThCS HE JIMIIE 3 MEAUYHUMH
O3HaKaMH, a i 3 IHIIMMU COLIaJIbHUMH OOCTaBUHAMM 3 YPaXyBaHHAM JOJATKOBHUX
npodeciiHuX YU CIy>KO0BUX OOOB’SI3KIB. APryMEHTOBAaHO, IO HEMOXKIIUBICTh
0CO0U TIEIO UM THIIOIO MIPOIO YCBIIOMJTIOBATH CBOIO MOBEIIHKY 200 KepyBaTH HEIO
B YMOBaX HEPBOBO-TICUXIYHHUX IMEPEBAHTAXECHb CIIJI PO3TIIANATH 3 TOYKU 30PYy
Ccy0’€KTUBHOTO KpUTEpPit0 HeoOepexkHOCTl. JloCHmiKeHO NUTaHHS 3J0YUHHOTO
HEBITJIaCTBa Ta CHIBBIAHOIICHHS I[bOTO SBUIA B aCTEKTI MPOOIEMU MPUTATHEHHS
710 KpUMIHAJIBHOI BIAMOBIAIBLHOCTI 32 HEOOEPEIKHE CITIB3AMO ISTHHS.
OOrpyHTOBaHO, IO BIACYTHICTh HAJEKHOIO MEXaHI3MYy MPUTATHEHHS 10
BIJIMOBIIAJIBHOCTI KUIBKOX CYO’€KTIB 3a BUMHEHHS €JIMHOTO HEOOEPEKHOTO
KPUMIHAJIBHOTO MPABOMOPYIICHHS, HAa MPAKTHUI[l PU3BOAUTH a00 0 MpU3HAUYCHHS
MOKapaHHs HEaJeKBAaTHOTO BUYMHEHOMY, ab0 10 YHUKHEHHS BIJIOBIIAIBHOCTI
OKpPEMHMH CHiB3amnojitoBayamMu, abo 10 00’ €KTUBHOTO IHKPUMIHYBAaHHS OJIHIM
ocob0i  mi  (0e3disapHOCTI) IHIMMX. ApPrymMeHTOBaHO, III0 HOpPMaTHBHA
perilaMeHTallis TOJIOKEHb IIPO HEOoOEepeKHE CHIB3AINOAISHHSI € HEOOXITHUM
€JIEMEHTOM  BHUpIIIEHHA  NpoOJIeMHM  TPUTITHEHHS 0  KpUMIHAIBHOT
BIJIMOBIIAJIBHOCT1 KIJTLKOX Cy0’€KTIB 32 BUNHEHHS HEOOCPEKHOT0 KPUMIHAIBHOTO
mpaBonopymieHHa. JloBepeHo, 10 Tpu  IHAMBIAyami3amii TMOKapaHHA 3a
HeoOepexHe CIiB3ano/IiTHHS, HEOOX1THO BpaXOBYBaTH TaKi OOCTaBUHU: XapaKTep 1
CTYMiHb (PAKTUYHOT Yy4acTli y BUMHEHOMY JisIHHI, @ TAKOXK 3HAYCHHS IIi€l y4acTi y
HAaCTaHHI CyCHUTbHO HeOe3NmeyHnx HachiakiB. Hamani pexomeHpmamii 1momo
BHECEHHSI 3MiH A0 4MHHOro KpumiHanmbHOro Kojekcy YKpaiHu Ta MNpPOMO3MIIii
OJI0  yIOCKOHAJICHHS KOHCTPYKIII  OKpPEeMHUX HOPM TIPOEKTY HOBOTO
KpuminaneHoro kogexkcy VYKpaiHM 3 METOI HaJaHHA HeoOepeKHOMY
CIIB3aMOAIIHHIO HOPMAaTUBHOI'O XapaKTepy Ta BUPIIICHHS MUTAHHS KPUMIHAIBHOT

BIJIIIOB1JAJILHOCTI CITIB3aII01FOBAYIB.



ChopmynboBaHi B jgucepralii TEOPETUYHI TOJOXKEHHS, MPOIMO3UILIi,
BUCHOBKM Ta pEKOMEHJalli y MNOJalbIIOMy MOXYTh OYTH BHUKOpPUCTaHI Y
TEOPETUYHUX  PO3pOOKax MpoOJEeMU  HEOOEPEeKHOrO  CHIB3aMOMISIHHA, Y
HOPMOTBOPUYINA JISJIBHOCTI, AJI1 YAOCKOHAJIEHHS JISJILHOCTI OpPraHiB JOCYZOBOTO
pO3CIiayBaHHsS Ta CYAIB, y MIATOTOBI[l KOMIUIEKCHUX MporpaM 13 3amoOiraHHs
HE0Oepe HUX KpUMIHAIIBHUX PABONOPYILIEHb.

KarouoBi  ciaoBa:  HeoOepexHe — CHIB3aloOJISIHHS,  CIIBY4YacTb Y
KPUMIHAJIBHOMY TMPaBOMOPYILIECHHI, HeoOepexHa BUHA, NPUYUMHHUI 3B’S30K,

creniaibHa OCYAHICTh, IHAUBIAYaTi3a1lis TOKapaHHS.
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The work is devoted to the scientific analysis of such a phenomenon as
negligence co-causality of damage by social relations protected by the legislation
of Ukraine on criminal liability. The historical path of the origin and genesis of the
problem of committing a single negligence crime? (according to the current
terminology — a criminal offense) by several subjects has been studied. The
domestic and foreign experience of solving this issue is analyzed both in scientific
research and from the point of view of judicial practice. It has been established,
that negligence co-causality of damage as a concept used in the theory of criminal
law has all the necessary prerequisites for considering it as an independent

provision of the theory of criminal law.

! Note that the term «crime» in the above study is used only to refer to the works of scientists in which they used it,
in order to preserve the transmission of the authentic content (since at that time the term «criminal offense» did not
yet exist), as well as in cases of citing legislation on the criminal liability of foreign states, where such a term is
provided for. In all other cases, the author uses the term «criminal offense».



The question of the definition of negligence co-causality has been studied in
view of the presence of various scientific points of view regarding the selection
and understanding of certain signs of this concept. Objective and subjective signs
of negligence co-causality are determined, taking into account scientific
developments in the theory of criminal law. A new approach to consideration of
the debatable issue of its objective and subjective connections between co-causers
of negligent damage is substantiated. It is proposed to consider such connections in
terms of the concept of interaction of co-instigators, which can manifest itself in
the form of situational commonality or technical (mechanical) interconnection. At
the same time, the possibility of combining selected forms of interaction of co-
instigators is not excluded. In general, the signs of negligence co-causality are
suggested to include: 1) multiplicity of subjects of the criminal offense; 2)
presence of interaction of actions (and/or inaction) of co-causers of negligent
damage, which includes: a) joint efforts in the form of situational cooperation,
technical (mechanical) interconnection, or a combination of the latter b) unity of
action, c) single a socially dangerous consequence for all co-causers, d) existence
of a causal connection between the actions (inaction) of co-causers and the socially
dangerous consequence that followed; 3) subjective connection between co-
instigators; 4) negligence co-causality is possible only when committing a
negligent criminal offense.

Negligence co-causality is proposed to be understood as the commission of a
criminal offense by several subjects as a result of interaction of actions, which
caused a single negligence socially dangerous consequence.

The scientific approach to dividing cases of negligence co-causality into two
typological groups: parallel and sequential is substantiated. It is also proposed to
distinguish separate typological groups of negligence co-causality according to the
criterion of characterizing the subjective side and the objective side of the
committed: 1) negligence co-causality in the absence of any subjective relationship
between the subjects regarding the damage caused (which has at least two subtypes

are «autonomous negligence co-causality» and «conscious negligence co-



causality»); 2) negligence co-causality with the presence of a certain kind of two-
way communication between subjects. In view of the variety of situations, the
possibility of combining in some cases the negligence co-causality of the above
groups is not excluded.

It has been established that the basis of criminal liability of co-instigators of
a negligence socially dangerous consequence is their commission of a socially
dangerous act, provided for by the norm of the article of the Special Part of the
Criminal Code of Ukraine, which contains the composition of a criminal offense.
The question of the limits of criminal liability of contributors to damage due to
negligence has been studied. Under the limits of incrimination in case of negligent
co-causality, it is proposed to understand those objective-subjective limits defined:
firstly, by the nature and degree of participation of each of the co-perpetrators in
the commission of a specific criminal offense, and secondly, by the awareness or
possibility of awareness by each of the participants of the act harmful changes that
occur in reality or may occur as a result of both his own actions (inaction) and the
actions of other participants. It is proven that the limits of criminal responsibility
for negligence co-causality should be considered from the point of view of the
features of the subject composition, the objective composition of guilt and the
degree of objective contribution of the participants of the act to the socially
dangerous consequence. The judicial practice regarding typical errors in the
incrimination of damage caused by negligence with the participation of several
subjects is summarized. It has been established that most of the errors of pretrial
investigation bodies and judges are reduced to the incorrect definition of the
objective «contribution» and the objective content of guilt, which, in turn, are the
determining parameters for confirming the occurrence or existence of objective
and subjective connections between co-causers of negligence harm. It is argued
that the subject of criminal offenses with negligence co-causality is mainly a
special subject. Possible variants of the subject composition of the participants of
negligence co-causality were analyzed. It has been proven that when bringing to

criminal responsibility persons who have committed a socially dangerous act



(including due to negligence) and individualizing their punishment, their
psychophysiological features should be taken into account. It has been confirmed
that two types of sanity can be distinguished — «general» — the ability to behave
adequately in normal conditions, and «special» — the ability to behave adequately
in conditions of neuropsychological overload. It was concluded that «special
(professional) prudence» should be understood as a person’s ability to behave
adequately in conditions of neuropsychological overload; the ability of a person to
realize the nature and meaning of his actions and to manage them is connected not
only with medical signs, but also with other social circumstances, taking into
account additional professional or official duties. It is argued that the inability of a
person to one degree or another to be aware of his behavior or to manage it in
conditions of neuropsychological overload should be considered from the point of
view of the subjective criterion of negligence. The question of criminal ignorance
and the correlation of this phenomenon in the aspect of the problem of bringing to
criminal responsibility for negligence co-causality were investigated.

It is substantiated that the lack of a proper mechanism for bringing several
subjects to justice for the commission of a single negligence criminal offense, in
practice leads either to the imposition of an inadequate punishment on the
perpetrator, or to the avoidance of responsibility by individual co-perpetrators, or
to the objective incrimination of one person for the actions (inaction) of others . It
Is argued that the normative regulation of provisions on negligence co-causality is
a necessary element of solving the problem of bringing several subjects to criminal
responsibility for committing a negligent criminal offense. It has been proven that
when individualizing the punishment for negligence co-causality, the following
circumstances must be taken into account: the nature and degree of actual
participation in the committed act, as well as the significance of this participation
in the occurrence of socially dangerous consequences. Recommendations are given
for making changes to the current Criminal Code of Ukraine and proposals for

improving the constructions of individual norms of the project of the new Criminal



Code of Ukraine in order to give negligence co-causality a normative character and
resolve the issue of criminal liability of complicit actors.

The theoretical propositions, proposals, conclusions and recommendations
formulated in the dissertation can be used in the future in the theoretical
development of the problem of negligence co-causality, in rule-making activities,
to improve the activities of pre-trial investigation bodies and courts, in the
preparation of complex programs for the prevention of careless criminal offenses.

Key words: negligence co-causality, complicity in a criminal offense,

negligent guilt, causation, special sanity, individualization of punishment.
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