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Extended summary

Since 1993 research has been carried out in IKSP on violence useghbised crime
and has focused mainly on the following areas of acts of violent crime:

a) on murders which the bodies responsible for criminal proeedings relate to organised
crime or the business activities of those concerned (nmderers and victims) or which
are designated as ,contract (ordered) assassinationsihich is a certain overlap from
the issue of organised crime into the issue of serious violencenitiech in an organised
manner — i.e. a much wider scope.

The basic criteria for assignment to the group of murders surveyedeargy those
murders where
- an entrepreneur has been convicted as the perpetrator of the murder
- the murder victim was an entrepreneur, i.e. murders where bidesdiscovered that their
commission could in some way relate to the business of the perpetrator ictithe v
- murders which have been designated as murders committed to order

b) on serious forms of extortion and intimidation carried outin an organised manner
when debts are collected, witnesses are coerced etc.

In a further phase of the research, begun in 2000 and relating to firfidingshe first
phasé, an analysis was made of certain violent acts of organisee ¢ried by courts and
detected in the period 192D00. (These were different cases from those in the first survey.)

The problem which the research aimed to solve was the need tostest® (from the
point of view of criminal law) what marks out violent group crinhiaetivity, designated in
criminal law (for certain criminal offences) as a condition fore severe sentences, from
violent criminal activity committed by a criminal conspiracthe(term ,organised crime® is
now frequently used again). In the example of the cases studiedtehiatias should be
specified which can be designated as an act of organised crimeQ@zelsh Republic and
characteristics according to which those who commit the crinaotd surveyed can be
designated as members of a criminal conspiracy defined in thepsa@sults of our research
into organised crime. We also focused on those committing thesmalrioffences and any
difference from those committing similar criminal offencesobef1990. One of the results
that came out of the research was their personality thaite,which it was possible to predict
their behaviour while serving a prison sentence or also afterhéne served their sentences
and have been released from prison. It is this part of tldkn§is that is the content of the
article.
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A total of 32 files were analysed concerning criminal offesnaemurder and extortion
where it was suspected that there was a connection with organised crime cgridersfivere
members of an organised group or the criminal offences were conhrtotterder. These
were files of offenders finally convicted of criminal offesceommitted between 1991 and
2000. Basic data on the offenders, the victims and the facts of dreeéf committed were
ascertained. The analysis was supplemented by an specialisnatamiof the specific
features of violent criminal acts committed as part of organgime, using a questionnaire
and interviews ascertaining the opinions of a total of 7 expertstfremmanks of investigators,
criminologists and public prosecutors concerned with organised crime or seri@n graghe
in practice. Their opinions reflected their experience acquiretb wipe time the specialist
survey was carried outi.e. to the summer of 2002, and so is based on cases which were only
to a minor degree similar to the cases in the criminal files we analysed.

a) Description of the cases studied

From a breakdown of cases by the areas where the criminal cffstucked took place
it can be seen that the vast majority of murders were coathittPrague or in the vicinity of
Prague. There were a total of 10 murders. This finding also fits findings preseeteterk.
This fact was affected inter alia by the fact that it wasally in the Prague region that there
were contract killings and the settling of scores between foreignéinse of the cases of
murder were committed abroadhe offenders and those who ordered the murders in this
country were Czechs.

The cases studied were committed, as has been stated above, dudiegatie from
1991 to 2000. The convictions, however, (including appeals) were mostly yedns 1996
2002. Some cases concerned a period of several years (e.g. thé €aliek). Some of the
murderous assaults were tried as one criminal offence althoughwbes several attacks. A
total of 50 murder and extortion attacks were studied.

Table 1l
More detailed breakdown of the criminal offences of murder and extorbn studied
Murders — total number of cases / number of 27 1 45
murderous attacks
Of which: murders effected (victim died) 26
Attempts / attempts planned (victims of the 11/1
attack survived)
Murderous attacks planned in advance 27
- - to order 17
Murders connected with extortion 2
Others (not planned and not ordered, where the offender 4
or the victim was an entrepreneur)
Extortion — total number of cases 5




Table 2
Reasons ascertained for committing the criminal offences studied (tivation)

Seizing of money and immovable and movable assets (cars, jewellery 10
flats etc)

Debt collection

Killing of a partner for business disagreements

Attempt to avoid paying a debt

Liquidation of a front man (as a witness)
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Murder of a mother for the purpose of inheriting or stealing from her —
see notes

Murder of a husband for the purpose of inheriting from him

Extortion for the purpose of property gain

Liguidation of personal enemies

Conflict between hostile groups (mafia)
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Accidental conflict

Notes: In some cases this occurred for a number of reasons
In one case this was the person’s own mother and in the other twenzosiep
In one case the motivation was an attempt to acquire the victim’s trading licence

As anticipated, greed was the basic motivation of all offendéws gerpetrators,
the organisers and the contracting parties), even in those cageswiles the case was tried
there was talk of disagreements between entrepreneurs, fronvenerliquidated and close
relatives of the person contracting the crime were murdered etc.

Table 3
Rewards promised or paid for carrying out the contract killing (where asceained)
Promised Number |Paid Notes
of cases
CZK 30,000 1 0 Reward not paid
CZK 90,000 1 CZK 50,000 |Only an advance of 50,000 paid
CZK 100,000 5 In 1 case nothing was paid, in 2 cases (

20,000 was paid, in 1 case CZK 35,000
in only | case was the promised rewardtpa

in full.
CZK 200,000 2 CZK 200,000 | In the second case nothing was paid.
CZK 300,000 1 0 Not paid.
CZK 400,000 1 CZK 200,000
CZK 1 million 1 CZK 500,000
DM 2,000 1 It was not proved that the reward was pajd.

The promised financial rewards in the cases studied were pgidasely, even when
liquidation of the person concerned proceeded as agreed. The cldker ytear 2000 a
contract killing was committed, the higher the promised rewardandsthe more often an
advance was demanded. The amount most frequently offered or demandeddseswas
CZK 100,000. If there was more than one offend@erpetrator- the financial rewards
promised were shared.



Table 4
Proved gain from a murder for the contracting party:

CZK 800,000 and a car

CZK 30,000 and jewellery

CZK 1,250,000

5 million loan

flat

CZK 100,000 — 400,000 — 5 cases

Or debts written off due to the murder

CZK 34,000

CZK 300,000

CZK 2,700,000

In this information, as for rewards for a contract killing, it vedso difficult to detect
what the specific amount was, including the amount of the debt, and whbifiegain
or liquidation of the amount of the debt was the only basic motive for carrying out the murder
The question of indirect gain — for example, company profit previoushdetivbetween
partners or covering up an entrepreneur’'s own lack of success or delsis an — was often
not dealt with at all in court proceedings.

The results of ascertaining the relationship of murderers tongiaere clear: it was
readily evident that they were persons known to them. Even icageeof a contract killing
the attacker usually knew the victim personally, and very often itan@erson very close to
the murderer. There were only four what are termed random sijctiea where it was not
proved that the murderer knew the victim.

As regards the methods of committing a murder, criminal offencesmited
with afirearm predominated, which differentiates the murders studied fremgeneral
findings, where murders committed with stabbing and cutting weapons pret®mina
Two victims were drowned, 6 victims were strangled, 3 batteceddaath, 2 killed
by explosives going off under a car, and 7 victims killed in another way (oechibhethod).

Firearms were of different types: pistols, revolvers,-satchine guns and, in one case,
acrossbow.

In 11 cases a car was used — to transport the victim aliveadr dad 2 murderous attacks
were perpetrated in the car.

In 4 cases a murderous attack was accompanied by extortion, thneaphysical assault
before the murder.

In 9 cases the victim suffered serious maltreatment.

In 4 cases the method of disposing of the body was planned beforehand.



Table5
Perpetrators of the criminal offences of murder and extortion studid
(including the contracting parties)

Offenders— males | Of which: Offenders - Hired offenders
indicted — total entrepreneurs females indicted — | (only male)
(where stated) / total
unemployed
78 13/16 4 18

Note: 21 of these persons were foreigners: 6 Ukrainians, 2 Poles, 6 §l@vBklgarians, 3
Russians, and 2 Georgians. They were mostly men aged up to 30. The ageoof¢heat
the time of the murder: 70, 46, 27, 25.

Some hired murderers committed more than one murder. In a nombases more
than one man was indicted for murder, even repeatedly. Wheredammas committed by a
group of offenders, this group was composed of between 3 and 5 members.

The women indicted were in 2 cases those who ordered the murderre ey
participated in the murder, this was always with at least one male.

Table 6
Victims of the criminal offences of murder and extortion studied
Victims —  totall Of which: victims off Victims —  total Of which: victims of
number of males / gtontract killings number of females | contract killings
which foreigners

3717 10 8 7

Note: Victims include those who survived a murderous at#@dital of 26 persons were
killed.
Foreigners: 1 Italian, 1 Vietnamese, 2 Chechens, 1 Jugoslav, 1 Bulgarian, | German

Of the sentences imposed on offenders, most were sentences of 1ip years;
sentences of more than 15 years were imposed on 17 offenders inethstodged and 2 men
were sentenced to life. Sentences were ordered to be sensedurity prisons or high
security prisons.

b) From the results of the analysis

The results of the analydjparticularly in the part describing offenders, were compared
with the specialist literature available. One of the figdinvhich did not corroborate the
previously published opinions concerned contract killers. Czech corkilers were
assessed around 192996 by several court expert witnessesa slightly exalted manner as
a relatively homogeneous group and were also compared by Hubalek, wted iRtr, to
successful businessmen of that period. According to Hubalek, theselet ,conceive
[murder] as a logical outcome of the process of doing business, whials dBgborrowing
money or not paying invoices, and by not honouring promises and agreements, cdtinues
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collecting debts, by extortion and terrorising debtors or business garamer ends with their
liquidation. These people talk about murdeadsal, an order, and they speak of market
laws, supply, demand, business risk. They regard their arrest as businessmeistoey fear
only their accomplices and those who hired them, and often do not discloséothiear of
their lives. As explanation they calmly state that if they hadlone it, some Russian would
have done it more cheaply. ... They live in well above average materialionadiSo this is
not a crime resulting from poverty ...They regard themselves as pimiats ... Their
highest value is money, they are contemptuous of the values of work ...datlsey are
desperate about being abandoned.”

In comparison with the group of successful businessmen of the samgeoageat that
time Hubalek did not find any great differences in the general aedt questionnaire
psychodiagnostic characteristics. However, he found absolutely fundameifieaéndies
in favour of businessmen when ascertaining intellectual performamotioeality and value
orientation.

From our analysis it can be seen that the group of known contraetskil very
heterogeneous and the traits mentioned above fit only a minority of tklem respondents
were young offenders — male, mainly Czech, who committed contrangkilinostly between
1991 and 1995 and were hired ,by successful entrepreneurs” to seitlectires (what is
termed ,scoresettling®) with other entrepreneurs or other, for various reasomshlesome
persons. The others who committed contract killings wereffemders of violent crimes,
blackmailers, robbers or also property crimeoffenders. They included foreigners who
were living illegally or semlegally in our country. Some of the murderers — Czechs — had, in
turn, committed murder in another country: in Slovakia, but also in Germéaylaid and
elsewhere.

Czech offenders mainly committed murders with stabbing weapons aainis,
and often caused a sensation, for instance, by using explosives. Aabtaaliinding was
that they often talked about their experiences to those around them and in pubs.

The only common factor that was found in all groups of murderershaashiey were
often psychopaths.

c¢) Other findings on the persons and personalities of offenders in theases studied

I will also state certain insights and findings on the persons amsbrities
of offenders ascertained in the analysis of the cases studiede atenot only my insights,
but also generalised results of studying the individual persons of offebgerourt expert
witnesses during court proceedings and findings from which the judgémeosed by the
court was reached. It is possible that at least some & tuedd be used as arguments for
preparing measures to reduce the scope for violent attacks against our itetkens c

1. The personality of the current murderer can be characterised rbgitihe traits of being
asocial, coldness of feeling, amorality, inadequacy or total lack sginae of guilt, the
absence of any demonstration of regret both while committing a murdstack (even in
the case of a first attack), and also during trial.



2. The following traits among those indicted for murder by courts weakiated as positive
in the cases studied: integrity and no criminal record previouslyirlymgung people,
unostentatious behaviour, immature personality. Whether these teamite)xactly be
regarded as positive is disputable, but | exclude completelyrtloair cases, where those
indicted most often murdered their victims face to face wshat in the back of the head,
by a knife at close quarters, by strangling them with their own handsoamu and for the
reasons given in other points, these ,positive” features have anyicago#, let alone any
positive influence on the future of the offenders. The lack of sawiateness shown by
the act of murder and dangerous extortion severely restricts or d¢ely@&cludes any
later socialisation of the offender. Resocialisation is ugumlt of the question because
socialisation was not completed atall in many of the surveyeshddéfs up to the
perpetration of the criminal offence. For this reason no partigusaghificant change in
their personality makep and their ways of thinking and acting can be expected, even in
the future. It also cannot be expected that argdiecation attempts applied to convicted
offenders while they are serving their prison sentences should haveagmyeifiect on
these persons that would enable them to reject their formeroivdijfe and change
radically after release from prison without further measures.

3. Offenders during their trial — often changed their statements tqdhe of denying
any culpability for the murder or responsibility for it. Even during tttedy threatened
witnesses with physical liquidation. Together with their lawyerg tditen quibbled about
the results of expert witnesses’ opinions, tried to misreprabem and exploit them
deliberately for their own advantage, insisted on direct proof and tegeilietheir
lawyers looked for procedural errors and reasons for disrupting courtegliogs or
repeated prolongation of them. A typical trick was to drag in-axstent foreigners as
potential perpetrators of the murderous attack in the case beiry He@me of them tried
in the court to alter the planned murder to mere intimidation ortext. It can be said in
general that what was stated in one verdict applies: the cigddfitheir statements was
lessened in view of ,the pragmatic relationship of these iddals to the truth,
characterised by an attempt to state as true what they thoughtivaagageous, beneficial
or desirable for them at the particular time*.

4. From opinions of expert witnesses it can be seen that in most tbasesnclusion that
resocialisation of the offenders being tried would be difficultf thay are discordant
personalities with significant asocial features, though not withriarfentelligence.
So committing murder is not connected for them with the factttieahggression was part
of their own nature, but rather with their feeling of not being parsaziety and their
motivation for gain completed by an attempt to acquire benefitout adequate efforts
(let alone longer periods of work performed for a normal wage). Sodjaity of them
fitted the classic diagnosis of a psychopathic personality withriesabf lack of restraint
and hysterical manifestations, in whom no mental illness @musemental disturbance was
ascertained and the situation in which they found themselves (delsbamm) could be
managed in a socially acceptable manner. All the convicts wairad recognised the
danger to society of their criminal offence and were able to caiieol actions while the
criminal offence was being committed.

5. Among the entrepreneurs on trial — those who ordered contract kibingmsified
documents, problems in previous employment, when they had been employed,
and suspicion of fraud (at the beginning of the 1990s) were often discovered.
Some of them were even distinguished by superior intelligence, but also len&gity,



emotional instability, reduced capability of empathy and compassionHer people and
impaired seHevaluation. It was the exception for them to accept at leasbptreir guilt.
Some of them tried to feign mental illness to escape punishm&here were clear
attempts to influence or coerce witnesses.

6. Those who carried out contract killings were often assessed in daglier life
as aggressive, with a fixation on acquiring money by all possible and iilposgans,
but always in ways that did not involve work and with an emphasis on theifreedom,
not limited and not controlled by others.

7. One citation from a verdict covers all of them: ,The offersle@wed absolutely no respect
for human life and callous promotion of his material requiremeriteeagxpense of the life
of the victim“. Unfortunately this sentence can be shown to be the life credo obitlost
murderers and extortioners we surveyed. | repeat that not even tasmdid they show
any real regret about their action, admit to the murder and tbeiertand cooperate with
investigators, judges and other persons in court proceedings.

In view of the fact that all these offenders are currentlyisgrsentences, i.e. are
in prison, their generalised characteristics as a relatisgbarate group of prisoners have
become of interest to the prison system too, not only because tlseledm a significant
qualitative shift in the characteristics of perpetrators ofbgsrcriminal offences but also
because in recent years there have been visible quantitative shangee composition
of these convicts. When we compare 1992 and 2003, the number of munagneésened,
for example, tripled (from 540 to 1,654), those who committed deliberatéy asdiault
quadrupled, 3.5 times more persons who committed robbery were imprisong@og —
1,438, in 2003 — 5,225), and finally 8 times more persons who committed extortien we
imprisoned and twice as many rapists were imprisoned in 2003 than in i8Ralia there
is the fact that it is on these prisoners that {targ prison sentences (more than 5 years) are
imposed and their number in prison is gradually but constantly risingh tidétadoption of
the new criminal code we anticipate that the sentences foe ttedegories of offenders
convicted will be even longer and their proportion in prisons will rise more yapidl

When we take the results of our research into account, i.e. the fihdingntaddition to
murderers, persons who have committed serious economic crime prati@mong those
given longterm prison sentences, we can anticipate that in certaimpréssignated for the
serving of longterm sentences an explosive mix will appear, composed of intelligent
fraudsters with extensive contacts outside the prison environamehtvith strong financial
backing and unscrupulous murderers, sometimesooé than average intelligence, which
may lead on the one hand to endangering the safety of prison staff, inchaigegsed danger
of their being corrupted, and on the other hand to an increase in sopdistplanned
attempts to escape aadurther rise in illegal contacts of inmates with the outsideldvand
so on. A rise can also be expected in abuse of less intelligeoh@rs from among the other
convicts by both these groups for various purposes, i.e. intensification aaid of
transparency of what is termed the other life of prisoners.

For this reason, even if the prison service devotes itself tprtidem of the increased
danger from offenders imprisoned, it would be more in the interest @ftgoather than for
the prison service to be involved in conceiving legislative measurbe gré¢a of alternatives
to imprisonment and other legislative matters, which after aflotspart of the job of the
executive authority, for it to devote all its powers and resourcessiaring the security of its



own staff and above all to protecting society against particulangetaus prisoners, whose
isolation in prisons is for the time being the surest protectiomstgdireats to the safety of
citizens and the state from further criminal acts by them.



