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Background and Purpose 
 

The purpose of the present methodology is to assess the potential impact of criminal 

proceedings, and the restrictive measures applied by judicial and law enforcement authorities in 

the framework of these proceedings on the social situation of suspects and accused. Such an 

assessment would enable the criminal justice authorities to make more informed decisions with 

regards to each individual defendant, and could help them in preventing, as much as possible, 

the risk of his/her social isolation as a consequence of the proceedings. 

The need for such an instrument is evidenced by the findings of a number of studies showing that 

criminal proceedings often have a harmful effect on the suspect or accused. This effect is often 

disproportionate to both the gravity of the committed offence and the penalty envisaged for it.1 

Case law, both of national and international jurisdictions, including that of the European Court of 

Human Rights, further supports these findings. Court decisions on compensation claims, filed by 

suspects and accused whose rights have been violated in the course of criminal proceedings, 

show the various material and nonmaterial damages that criminal proceedings can cause on 

defendants.2  

The proceedings can affect the suspect’s or accused’s family links, economic status and/or social 

situation. As a result, and once the proceedings are over, such persons can find themselves in a 

particularly vulnerable situation where they face the risk of not being able to effectively 

reintegrate into their community or society. This undermines the criminal justice’s purpose of re-

educating offenders and, in some particularly serious cases, can even result in re-offending.  

Unlike other available methodologies, which measure the level and consequences of already 

existing social isolation or exclusion among different, still relatively homogenous, groups of 

people, the present methodology is designed to respond to the challenging task of predicting 

how the social situation of a person would change as a result of certain restrictive measures, 

such as those applied in the course of criminal proceedings. Such an instrument would allow 

criminal justice authorities to assess the potential effect of the measures which they intend to 

                                                           
1 For more information on the impact of criminal proceedings on the defendants in Belgium, Bulgaria, Greece and 
Italy, see the respective national report on the factors affecting the social status of suspects and accused, 
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/.  
2 For more information on the case law related to the damages suffered by suspects and accused during criminal 
proceedings, see Markov, D., Novossiolova, T. et al (2018), Factors affecting the social status of suspects and accused, 
Sofia, Center for the Study of Democracy, https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-
social-status-of-suspects-and-accused/.  

https://arisa-project.eu/publications/
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused/
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused/
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apply, not only on the case itself (securing of evidence, prevention of absconding or re-offending, 

etc.), but also in assessing the effects on the person to whom such measures will be applied. By 

comparing these two different types of consequences, the competent authority would be able 

to make an informed decision, finding an adequate balance between the need to ensure the 

effectiveness of the investigation and the necessity to safeguard the presumption of innocence 

of the defendant, while avoiding, where possible, any disproportionate interference in his/her 

personal and/or social life. 

The methodology aims to assess the risk of potential social isolation or exclusion of suspects and 

accused caused by the criminal proceedings against them, and in particular, by the restrictive 

measures imposed on them by the authorities. It is designed to supplement (not to substitute) 

the assessment of the so-called ‘security risks’ (the risk of re-offending, the risk of absconding, 

the risk of hampering the investigation). Within the logical framework of the proceedings, the 

methodology could be applied after the criminal justice authority has already evaluated the 

security risks and has selected or short-listed the restrictive measures, which would help prevent 

these risks.  

 

The objective of the methodology is to produce an assessment of the potential negative impact 

of criminal proceedings in general, and the restrictive measures in particular, on the social 

situation of the suspect or accused. The result of the assessment is not (and cannot be) 

mandatory for the criminal justice authority. It is merely an additional source of information, 

which could then be taken into account when making a decision concerning the defendant. 

The methodology is not equally applicable to all criminal proceedings. Its development was based 

on an analysis of statistical data on the outcome of criminal cases, showing that a significant 

number of criminal trials conclude with a noncustodial sanction, leaving the suspect or accused 

within the community. This can result from the application of alternative sanctions (community 

service, financial sanction, probation), the suspension of a prison sentence, and the various forms 
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of diversion from criminal responsibility (administrative sanctions, rehabilitation measures, etc.). 

The present methodology is most relevant for cases in which there is a high probability that the 

suspect or accused will remain in, or will soon return to, the community. In such cases, the 

successful re-education and rehabilitation of the offender would depend a lot on how detached 

from the community they have become during the proceedings and how quickly they can regain 

their previous social and economic status. 

  

Technically, the methodology is fully applicable to cases of serious crimes as well. In such 

instances, however, the suspect or accused would most likely be sentenced to imprisonment and 

would spend a relatively long period in detention. This will inevitably and significantly change 

his/her social situation, irrespective of any measures undertaken during the proceedings. 

Therefore, even though the methodology could be applied to such cases as well, the result of its 

application should be interpreted in view of the most probable outcome of the case. 

Finally, the methodology is practically not applicable to cases of particularly dangerous offenders 

when, based on the evidence and information collected, the criminal justice authority has 

reasons to believe that the defendant poses a serious risk to the security and safety of other 

persons or the society in general. In such cases, the application of the methodology, although still 
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technically possible, is not recommended, because the security and safety risks are so high that 

they alone are sufficient to justify the selection and application of the most restrictive measures. 

The assessment of the methodology’s applicability is not part of the methodology itself. Although 

possible, the inclusion of a separate component, aimed at defining its relevance to a particular 

case or a particular defendant, would shift the focus of the instrument away from assessing the 

impact of the proceedings to evaluating the personality of the offender and/or the nature or 

gravity of the offence. The decision on whether or not to apply the proposed methodology is left 

to the discretion of the competent criminal justice authority. This approach was also chosen in 

order to make the methodology fully transferable among different countries and ensure its 

applicability, without additional modifications, to any national criminal justice system. In this 

respect, its applicability is not restricted to certain categories of crimes and/or defendants, as 

such a restriction would make it dependent on the way these categories of crimes and/or 

defendants are defined under national law.  

The methodology has both strengths and weaknesses, which should be considered when 

deciding on which cases it could be used and when interpreting the results of its application. 

  

 

Advantages

• Innovative and easy-to-use 
tool

• Applicable to any 
procedural measure 
(including detention)

• Neutral in terms of any 
specificities of national 
legal systems

• Capable of identifying 
extreme cases of social 
exclusion

Disadvantages

• Not capturing culture-
specific differences

• Not applicable to 
particularly dangerous 
offenders or marginalised 
persons

• Excludes health-related 
issues
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The main advantage of the methodology is that it provides national judicial and law enforcement 

authorities with an innovative tool to assess the risk of social isolation or exclusion of suspects 

and accused caused by the restrictive measures imposed on them in the course of criminal 

proceedings.  

Moreover, the methodology is applicable to all criminal procedural measures, both custodial and 

noncustodial, and to all national criminal justice systems.3 It assesses the potential impact of 

proceedings on individual defendants, taking as a basis the social situation of the person at the 

moment of his/her involvement in the proceedings and evaluating the extent to which it would 

change as a consequence of the proceedings. This change is then evaluated in order to determine 

the risk of social isolation or exclusion of the particular defendant as well as his/her chances of 

reintegration into the community following the proceedings. 

  

                                                           
3 The methodology was developed on the basis of a detailed analysis of the restrictive measures applied on the 
suspects and accused in four EU Member States: Belgium, Bulgaria, Greece and Italy. For more information on these 
measures and their implementation in these countries, see the respective national report on the factors affecting 
the social status of suspects and accused, https://arisa-project.eu/publications/.  

Social situation of the suspect or accused before 
he/she becomes involved in the criminal proceedings

Extent, to which this social situation of the suspect or 
accused would change as a consequence of the 
criminal proceedings

Assessment of the risk of social isolation or exclusion 
of the suspect or accused as a consequence of this 
change + assessment of the chances of the suspect or 
accused for subsequent reintegration 

https://arisa-project.eu/publications/
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Additionally, the methodology can also identify some extreme cases of already existing social 

isolation or exclusion. In such cases, rather than assessing the impact of proceedings, it could be 

used to draw the authorities’ attention to the case in view of the defendant’s particularly 

vulnerable situation.  

The main weakness of the methodology is its inability to capture some culture-specific 

differences, which, in some countries or societies, could be particularly relevant for a person’s 

social situation. One such factor is, for example, the practicing of religion. In some countries, the 

practicing of religion, including the strict compliance with certain religious rules or the 

attendance of religious services, is a very important part of a person’s link to their community. In 

such countries, any measure preventing a person from practicing his/her religion in the way 

he/she has previously done prior to the proceedings (e.g. a person in detention not being able to 

regularly attend the religious services in the community) could have a serious impact on their 

status in the community. Contrastingly, such a measure would not have the same negative impact 

in other countries where religion is less important for the social life of a person.  

Another weakness of the methodology is that it is not applicable to certain categories of suspects 

and accused. As such, although the methodology could produce adequate results, it would be 

deliberately disregarded due to other, more relevant, considerations (e.g. particularly dangerous 

offenders will likely be subjected to the heaviest restrictive measure irrespective of the negative 

impact on their social situation, or offenders linked to organised crime will be subjected to 

measures specifically aimed at disconnecting them from the criminal organisation). For others, 

the methodology would not produce reliable results due to a lack of sufficient information on its 

application (e.g. marginalised individuals).  

Finally, the methodology does not include or refer to any health-related factors. These factors 

are usually difficult to identify and explore in the beginning of the proceedings without the 

assistance of medical experts. Moreover, the case-law reviewed in the course of designing the 

methodology showed that health problems, which are directly caused by the proceedings, occur 

in the course of the proceedings and can only be identified and evaluated at a later stage.  
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Method of Development 
 

The methodology is based on the idea of evaluating the extent to which the social situation of 

the suspect or accused would change as a consequence of the criminal proceedings against 

him/her, i.e. what would the suspect or accused lose in the course of the proceedings. This is 

done by comparing the social situation of the suspect or accused before and during the 

proceedings and assessing the impact of the identified changes. 

 

The methodology is based on extensive preliminary research on the legal status of suspects and 

accused in the criminal proceedings of selected EU Member States,4 the legal and practical 

consequences of proceedings on the social status of defendants, the case law of national and 

international courts on compensation claims filed by suspects and accused,5 and the existing 

                                                           
4 For more information on the legal status of suspects and accused in Belgium, Bulgaria, Greece and Italy, see the 
respective national report on the factors affecting the social status of suspects and accused, https://arisa-
project.eu/publications/.  
5 For more information on the consequences of proceedings on suspects and accused and related case-law, see 
Markov, D., Novossiolova, T. et al (2018), Factors affecting the social status of suspects and accused, Sofia, Center 
for the Study of Democracy, https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-
suspects-and-accused/.  

Social situation before the proceedings

Social situation of the 
defendant before he/she 
becomes involved in the 
criminal proceedings 
(e.g. living with his/her 
spouse and child, 
employed, regular 
income)

Social situation during the proceedings

Social situation of the 
defendant during the 
criminal proceedings 
(e.g. still living with 
his/her wife and child, 
but suspended from 
work)

Assessment of change

No change in the social 
situation in terms of 
family
Significant change in the 
social situation in terms 
of employment and 
economic status

https://arisa-project.eu/publications/
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused/
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused/
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methodologies for measuring social isolation, exclusion and loneliness.6 This preliminary research 

provided the theoretical background for the development of the methodology and served as a 

basis for selecting the most relevant factors to be included in it and for defining their relative 

weight in the overall assessment. 

  

The principles on which the methodology is built outline four major groups of factors that sustain 

an individual’s social situation and that could be affected by criminal proceedings: 

• Personal life and social connectedness: the size and composition of the person’s social 

network (including family) and the frequency of contacts with the network members.  

• Socio-economic status: the person’s occupation and economic status (employment, 

income, expenses, etc.). 

• Social life and engagement: activities related to free time, recreation, political or social 

activism, etc. 

                                                           
6 For more information about existing methodologies for measuring social isolation, see Center for the Study of 
Democracy (2018), Social isolation risk assessment methodologies, Sofia, Center for the Study of Democracy, 
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/social-isolation-risk-assessment-methodologies/.  

Legal status of suspects and 
accused during criminal 

proceedings

Legal and practical 
consequences of criminal 

proceedings for suspects and 
accused

Case-law on compensation 
claims filed by suspects and 

accused

Methodologies for assessing 
the risk of social isolation, 
exclusion and loneliness

Methodology

https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/social-isolation-risk-assessment-methodologies/
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• General factors: factors that are not linked to a certain aspect of the person’s personal or 

social life, but can have an impact on some or all of them (duration of proceedings, public 

disclosure of information about the case, etc.). 

 

The selection and definition of factors is based on the 35-item scale of the Duke Social Support 

Index7 and partly on the integrated approach, proposed by Cornwell and Waite, which considers 

social disconnectedness and perceived isolation simultaneously as the objective and subjective 

indicators of social isolation.8 These factors are linked to those aspects of an individual’s personal 

life, which would be the most affected if that person becomes a suspect or accused. 

The four groups of indicators included in the methodology are personal life and social 

connectedness, socio-economic status, social life and engagement, and general factors. Each of 

these indicators is composed of specific factors, which are considered as the most relevant or 

exemplary for the specific aspect of the person’s social situation.  

                                                           
7 Koenig, H. G., Westlund, R. E. et al. (1993), ‘Abbreviating the Duke Social Support Index for use in chronically ill 
elderly individuals’, Psychosomatics, 34(1):61-9, www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8426892.  
8 Cornwall, E. Y. and Waite, L. J. (2009), ‘Social disconnectedness, perceived isolation, and health among older adults’, 
Journal of Health and Social Behavior, 50(1):31–48, www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2756979. 

• Duration of 
proceedings, 
disclosure of 
information
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• Occupation and 
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social network
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http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/8426892
https://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pmc/articles/PMC2756979/


  

            

ASSESSING THE RISK OF SOCIAL ISOLATION OF SUSPECTS AND ACCUSED 
 

            
This publication was funded by the European Union’s Justice Programme (2014-2020) 

The content of this document represents the views of the authors only and is their sole responsibility. The European 
Commission does not accept any responsibility for use that may be made of the information it contains. 

Through a set of questions, the methodology aims to identify the extent to which these factors 

would change as a consequence of the criminal proceedings against the person, and what the 

overall impact of these changes would be on the person’s social situation. 

 

Each factor has a different pre-defined weight, corresponding mainly to its role in and significance 

to the personal and social life of individuals (e.g. the negative impact of losing one’s job is much 

higher than the inability to take part in a recreational activity). This, combined with the different 

number of factors included in each indicator, provides each of the four indicators with a different 

relative weight within the overall assessment. 

 

Personal life 
and social 

connectedness
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communication
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The personal life and social connectedness indicator has the highest relative weight. Having a 

social network of reasonable size and sustaining good contacts with its members is often linked 

to sustaining a good mental and physical health. According to researchers, social connectedness 

and perceived social support reduce the harmful effects of stress by providing support in coping 

with stress-inducing situations.9 At the same time, finding themselves in a situation where they 

are accused or suspected of committing a crime leads to higher levels of stress for the individual, 

sometimes leading to health problems and/or loss of family or social links.10 

Health alone is not included in the methodology as a separate factor. On the one hand, the health 

status of a person is difficult to assess without the intervention of a medical expert. Unless the 

person is examined by a doctor, health-related problems could only be identified by specifically 

asking the suspect or accused or by checking the available medical documentation. In both cases, 

however, the information obtained would not always be sufficiently reliable: in the first case, 

because the defendant may overstate his/her health problems to avoid a more restrictive 

measure, and in the second case, because the available medical documentation might lack some 

essential information. On the other hand, the changes in the health condition of suspects and 

accused in the course of criminal proceedings depend on a variety of factors that are not always 

linked to the proceedings. This is clearly evident from a number of decisions of the European 

Court of Human Rights, in which applicants have claimed compensations for health damages, but 

their claims have been dismissed due to the lack of a direct causal link between the damage and 

the proceedings.11 At the same time, in the majority of these cases the applicants argue that the 

health damages suffered were caused by the emotional perception of other factors such as loss 

of a job, broken family links, etc. The latter are properly covered by the methodology, which 

compensates for the lack of a separate indicator assessing the impact of proceedings on the 

defendants’ health. 

The socio-economic status indicator covers the person’s professional realisation and financial 

stability. It is also the second indicator in terms of relative weight due to the serious impact of 

the factors it includes on people’s lives. Moreover, negative changes in the socio-economic status 

                                                           
9 Thoits, P. A. (1995), ‘Stress, Coping, and Social Support Processes: Where Are We? What Next?’, Journal of Health 
and Social Behavior, Spec No:53-79, www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7560850.  
10 For more information on the consequences of proceedings on suspects and accused and related case-law, see 
Markov, D., Novossiolova, T. et al (2018), Factors affecting the social status of suspects and accused, Sofia, Center 
for the Study of Democracy, https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-
suspects-and-accused/.  
11 For an overview of the decisions of the European Court of Human Rights, see Markov, D., Novossiolova, T. et al 
(2018), Factors affecting the social status of suspects and accused, Sofia, Center for the Study of Democracy, 
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused/.  

http://www.ncbi.nlm.nih.gov/pubmed/7560850
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused/
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused/
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused/
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of individuals often leads to the worsening of other aspects of their personal and social life, such 

as with family links. In the course of the preliminary research, a number of cases have been 

identified in which defendants claimed that they had lost their job as a result of the criminal 

proceedings against them, which, in turn, led to a divorce due to their financial inability to 

support their family.12 

The social life and engagement indicator aims to capture the impact of proceedings on other 

aspects of the social life of individuals besides the immediate social network and professional 

careers. However, the diversity of social activities in which a person could participate 

(recreational activities, cultural activities, sports, etc.), can hardly be covered by a single 

indicator. On the other hand, even though various studies argue that such activities are important 

for the emotional comfort and social connectedness of a person, they are much less significant 

in comparison to other aspects of a person’s life. Based on these considerations, the 

methodology includes only two factors under this indicator, which refer to two of the most typical 

and widespread social activities: organised recreational activities and social or political activism. 

At the same time, the indicator has the lowest relative weight within the overall impact 

assessment, which corresponds to the low significance of these factors for the persons’ social 

situation.  

The general factors indicator includes two specific factors, which have an overall impact on the 

lives of suspects and accused, but can also increase the negative effect of the proceedings on 

some or all of the other factors. These are the public disclosure of information about the case 

and the duration of the proceedings. 

In the process of drafting the methodology, the inclusion of a third factor for assessing the so-

called ‘loneliness’ of the person was also considered. This factor aimed to capture the extent to 

which the social network of a person is sufficiently large and dynamic so as to make this person 

feel comfortable. The assessment of such a factor is important, because it is linked to the impact 

of the criminal proceedings on the defendant in the sense that the persons with larger and more 

dynamic social networks would face the higher negative effects on their social lives (i.e. the 

negative impact of home arrest would be lower for a person who lives alone, rarely goes out and 

has a limited social network, and higher for a person with a big family, who often meets with 

                                                           
12 For examples of such cases, see Center for the Study of Democracy (2018), Factors affecting the social status of 
suspects and accused in Bulgaria, Sofia, Center for the Study of Democracy, https://arisa-
project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused-in-bulgaria/.  

https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused-in-bulgaria/
https://arisa-project.eu/publications/publication/factors-affecting-the-social-status-of-suspects-and-accused-in-bulgaria/
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friends outside his/her home). Nevertheless, and despite the relevance of this factor, it has been 

excluded from the methodology because of its subjectivity, therefore making it difficult to assess.  

The first general factor is the public disclosure of information about the case. There are many 

cases in which suspects and accused admit that the disclosure of information about their case 

had exposed them to the public, which in turn had affected other aspects of their personal and 

social lives (loss of a job and income, isolation from relatives and friends, hostility within the 

community and even health problems). 

The second general factor is the expected duration of the proceedings. As evidenced by a number 

of cases, the longer the criminal proceedings are, the more harmful their effects on the life of the 

defendant. However, since the methodology is meant to be applied in the beginning of the 

proceedings, this factor has to be assessed on the basis of estimates and reference to similar 

cases.  

The methodology was tested on thirteen different criminal procedural measures, selected from 

those applied in four EU Member States: Belgium, Bulgaria, Greece and Italy.13  

 

                                                           
13 For more information on the criminal procedure measures applied in Belgium, Bulgaria, Greece and Italy, see the 
respective national report on the factors affecting the social status of suspects and accused, https://arisa-
project.eu/publications/.  
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These measures were selected in order to test the methodology on the different types of 

restrictions that suspects and accused are usually subjected to in the course of criminal 

proceedings. Furthermore, most of these measures, in one form or another, are part of the 

criminal proceedings in all European countries. The test was therefore done with two different 

purposes: on the one hand, to verify whether the methodology adequately reflects the different 

degrees to which individual measures affect the life of defendants, and on the other hand, to 

ensure that the tool is neutral in terms of differences between the national legal systems. In 

addition to that, the methodology is also applicable to any combination of these measures (e.g. 

mandatory reporting combined with electronic monitoring). 

The verification and testing of the methodology was done on the basis of real cases, in which 

defendants claimed compensation for damages caused to them as a result of criminal 

proceedings. These cases were selected on the basis of three main criteria: (1) enough publicly 

available and reliable information about the situation of the defendant in the beginning of the 

criminal proceedings, (2) detailed description of the damages claimed, and (3) different profiles 

of defendants (single/married, employed/unemployed, with/without children, etc.). In all cases 

for which there was sufficient information to apply the methodology, it produced reliable results, 

which reflected, to a great extent, the negative impact of the proceedings as described in the 

defendant’s claim for compensation. 

  

Finally, the verification and testing exercise showed that the results of the impact assessment are 

reliable only if the defendant has a certain level of social connectedness at the start of the 

proceedings. For individuals who are already in a situation of social exclusion, the methodology 

would not work and the results obtained might be misleading.  
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This is so, because the methodology is designed to measure and assess the negative change of 

something that already exists. Consequently, it cannot register the change of something that is 

missing. For example, the methodology can assess the extent to which the defendant’s links with 

his/her family and/or friends would change, only if the defendant has a family and/or friends. 

The same applies for most of the other factors included in the methodology (occupation, income, 

social activities, etc.). 

 

At the same time, the inapplicability of the methodology is an outcome in itself, as it indicates 

that the defendant might be in a vulnerable situation and would need specific support or 

assistance in the course of the proceedings (e.g. legal aid).  
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Data Collection  
 

According to researchers, the most effective approach to the measurement and assessment of 

social isolation and social exclusion among the general population is the use of people’s self-

determination as the main source of information rather than data collected from other sources. 

This approach allows the assessment to capture subjective information about the persons’ 

feelings and perceptions, and to ensure that the evaluation properly reflects the personal 

characteristics of each individual. 

In criminal proceedings, however, such a methodology would not produce the expected results. 

This is so for two main reasons: first, because the competent criminal justice authority may lack 

the necessary expertise (and resources) to properly collect and assess this information, and 

second, because the suspect or accused would often try to distort the information in order to 

receive more favourable treatment.  

In addition to that, the defendant has the right to remain silent, which allows him/her to refrain 

from sharing any information that would lead to self-incrimination or would worsen his/her 

situation. 

These considerations make the use of self-assessment questionnaires and similar techniques 

inapplicable in the case of defendants in criminal proceedings. For similar reasons, the option of 

asking other people (such as the defendant’s family members or relatives, who are often 

questioned as witnesses) about the possible impact of the case on the defendant’s life should 

also be excluded. The same applies for the defendant’s lawyer, who’s main task is to defend 

his/her client rather than to provide assistance to the criminal justice authorities. 

Because of that, the methodology relies on data about the suspect or accused which is usually 

collected either before the person is informed about the proceedings or immediately afterwards, 

during the defendant’s initial questioning. This data includes information about the defendant’s 

family members, relatives, place of residence, main occupation, economic status, etc. Even if 

some of this information is not available to the criminal justice authority at the moment when 

the person is charged, it can be easily obtained either from the defendant or from other 

accessible sources.  

All the data necessary for the application of the methodology, concerns objective and verifiable 

facts and circumstances. The personal perception of these facts by the defendant is excluded 

from the methodology in order to ensure an impartial and evidence-based assessment.  
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The methodology is designed in a way that would allow the criminal justice authority to complete 

the assessment (including the collection of data) without spending too much time doing so. The 

feedback received from practitioners during the process of developing the methodology clearly 

showed that, in order to be effective, the tool must be simple, easy-to-use, and not too time 

consuming. As such, it is designed as a questionnaire which the competent authority can 

complete based on the available data, followed by calculating the results using a special grid, and 

thereby obtaining an interpretation of the outcome. This approach allows the methodology to 

be easily transformed into an online tool, which would further facilitate the evaluation process 

by automatically calculating the answers to the questions and immediately producing the 

interpretation. 
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Questionnaire 
 

This section presents the data collection questionnaire and the methodology for assessing the 

results of its use. The questionnaire consists of eleven closed questions, with only one possible 

answer. The questions are grouped into four indicators: personal life and social connectedness 

(four questions), socio-economic status (three questions), social life and engagement (two 

questions), and general factors (two questions). For each question, there are four possible 

answers. To obtain reliable results, all eleven questions should be answered. 

 

Personal life and social connectedness 
The questions included in the indicator on personal life and social connectedness explore the 

effect of the proceedings on the defendant’s immediate social network: the persons with whom 

he/she lives, the ones with whom he/she regularly communicates, and the ones for whom he/she 

cares for. The social network of a person (range, composition, exposure, frequency of contacts, 

etc.) is one of the main structural components of social connectedness.14  

The questions are aimed at identifying the extent to which the criminal proceedings in general, 

and the procedural measures imposed on the defendant in particular, will affect his/her social 

network. The need for such an indicator comes from the evidence-based assumption that if the 

defendant’s contacts with the members of his/her social network are restricted, his/her place in 

this network will also change. The defendant would most probably sustain the relationship with 

those network members with whom he/she is more strongly linked (close family members like 

spouse or partner, parents, children and siblings), but may lose some relationships with others 

who are more distant members of the network. This conclusion is based on the assumption that 

when the usual way of contacting the network members is no longer available or is restricted, 

the network members will have to make additional efforts to sustain these contacts. For example, 

if the defendant is detained, personal contacts with him/her will be possible only in the detention 

facility and only during the specified visiting time. Consequently, the defendant will maintain 

regular personal contacts only with those members of the network who can, and wish to, make 

the additional effort of visiting him/her in the detention facility.  

                                                           
14 For more information about the concept of social connectedness, see Global Council on Brain Health (2017), The 
Brain and Social Connectedness: GCBH Recommendations on Social Engagement and Brain Health , Washington DC, 
Global Council on Brain Health, www.aarp.org/content/dam/aarp/health/brain_health/2017/02/gcbh-social-
engagement-report.pdf. 

http://www.aarp.org/content/dam/aarp/health/brain_health/2017/02/gcbh-social-engagement-report.pdf
http://www.aarp.org/content/dam/aarp/health/brain_health/2017/02/gcbh-social-engagement-report.pdf
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The questions about personal life and social connectedness focus on the persons with whom the 

defendant lives, those with whom he/she regularly communicates (face-to-face or remotely), and 

those for whom they care. Combined, these groups of persons represent a sample of the 

defendant’s social network, which is sufficiently representative for the purpose of assessing the 

impact of proceedings on this network. 

The personal life and social connectedness indicator is composed of four questions. 

 

This question is aimed at assessing the impact of proceedings on the defendant’s relationship 

with the persons with whom he/she lives. These persons can be the suspect’s or accused’s 

spouse, partner, children, parents, siblings, other relatives, roommates, etc. The nature of the 

relationship between the defendant and these persons is irrelevant for the assessment, as is the 

specific legal status of the housing (own property, rented property, social housing, etc.). 

The defendant will not be able to live with the same persons with whom he/she has been living 

before the proceedings, if he/she is permanently accommodated in a place outside his/her home 

(e.g. in a detention facility), or is not allowed to access his/her home (e.g. due to a residence ban 

covering the location where his/her home is located). 

The defendant will be able to live with the same persons only during certain periods of time, 

when he/she is accommodated in another place but this accommodation is not permanent (e.g. 

in the case of night detention, weekend detention or another similar measure). 

In all other cases, the defendant will be able to continue living with the same persons with whom 

he/she has been living before the proceedings. 

This question is not applicable if the defendant lives alone. 

• The defendant will not be able to live with the same
person(s) with whom he/she currently lives.

• The defendant will be able to live with the same person(s)
with whom he/she currently lives, but only during certain
periods of time.

• The defendant will be able to live with the same person(s)
with whom he/she currently lives.

• Not applicable: the defendant lives alone.

Q1: To what extent 
will the defendant 
be able to live with 
the same 
person(s), with 
whom he/she 
currently lives?
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This question evaluates the impact of proceedings on the defendant’s face-to-face contacts with 

the members of his/her social network. This does not include the persons with whom the 

suspect or accused lives with, which are covered by the previous question. Such persons can be 

members of the suspect’s or accused’s family, other relatives, colleagues (with whom the suspect 

or accused meets outside their workplace), neighbours, friends, etc. For the purpose of the 

assessment, communication is considered regular if the defendant meets with these persons at 

least three times monthly (if they live in the same location) or at least once in three months (if 

they live in different locations). 

The suspect or accused will not be able to meet freely with the person(s) with whom he/she 

maintains regular face-to-face communication when, during the proceedings, such meetings 

could not take place whenever these persons wish. This would be the case when a permission by 

a third party is necessary for the meeting to take place (e.g. a defendant under house arrest may 

need permission from the public prosecutor in order to be visited by a friend) or when the 

meeting can take place only during a certain period of time (e.g. a defendant in detention can 

meet with other persons only during visiting hours). 

The suspect or accused will be able to meet freely with these person(s), but only under certain 

conditions, when such meetings could take place whenever the persons wish, but certain 

conditions must be observed. This would be the case when the defendant is under a ban to visit 

certain locations. In such cases, the defendant can meet anyone at any time if the meeting does 

not take place in a location covered by the ban. 

In all other cases, the suspect or accused will be free to meet with, at any time, the person(s) 

with whom he/she maintains regular face-to-face communication. 

• The defendant will not be able to meet freely with the
person(s) with whom he/she maintains regular face-to-face
communication.

• The defendant will be able to meet freely with the
person(s), with whom he/she maintains regular face-to-face
communication, but only under certain conditions.

• The defendant will be able to meet freely with the
person(s) with whom he/she maintains regular face-to-face
communication.

• Not applicable: the defendant does not maintain regular 
face-to-face communication with anyone.

Q2: To what extent 
will the defendant 
be able to meet 
the person(s) with 
whom he/she 
maintains regular 
face-to-face 
communication?
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This question is not applicable if the defendant does not maintain regular face-to-face contacts 

with anyone. 

 
 

This question evaluates the impact of proceedings on the defendant’s remote contacts with the 

members of his/her social network. These persons do not include the ones with whom the 

suspect or accused lives with (those are covered only by the first question), but can include the 

persons with whom he/she regularly meets (those covered by the second question). Such 

persons can be members of the suspect’s or accused’s family, other relatives, colleagues (with 

whom the suspect or accused meets outside their workplace), neighbours, friends, etc. Remote 

communication is any communication where the communicating persons are not physically 

present at the same place. For the purpose of the assessment, communication is considered 

regular if the defendant usually communicates with these persons at least once a week. 

The suspect or accused will not be able to freely contact the person(s) with whom he/she 

maintains regular remote communication when, during the proceedings, he/she does not have 

permanent access to all means of communication which he/she usually uses (e.g. no regular 

access to internet for using e-mail or messenger, restricted access to a phone, etc.). 

The defendant will be able to freely contact these person(s), but only through certain means of 

communication, when he/she has permanent access only to some of the means of 

communication which he/she is using (e.g. unrestricted access to a phone, but no access to 

internet, etc.). 

In all other cases, the suspect or accused will be able to freely contact (at any time and through 

any means of communication) the person(s) with whom he/she maintains regular remote 

communication. 

• The defendant will not be able to freely contact the
person(s) with whom he/she maintains regular remote
communication.

• The defendant will be able to freely contact the person(s)
with whom he/she maintains regular remote
communication, but only under certain conditions.

• The defendant will be able to freely contact the person(s)
with whom he/she maintains regular remote
communication.

• Not applicable: the defendant does not maintain regular 
remote communication with anyone.

Q3: To what extent 
will the defendant 
be able to regularly 
contact the 
person(s) with 
whom he/she 
maintains regular 
remote 
communication?
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This question is not applicable when the suspect or accused does not maintain regular remote 

communication with anyone. 

 

This question is aimed at assessing the impact of proceedings on the defendant’s relationship 

with the members of his/her social network depending on his/her care. Dependants can include 

persons who rely on the financial support of the suspect or accused as a primary source of 

income, and/or on his/her personal care. These can be children, elderly parents or other 

relatives, persons with disabilities, etc. The particular relationship between the suspect or 

accused and his/her dependants is irrelevant. The only relevant circumstance is the support 

(financial and/or personal) that these persons receive from the defendant. 

The suspect or accused will not be able to care for these persons when, during the proceedings, 

he/she is no longer in a position to support them. This may be due to the fact that the defendant 

is physically separated from these persons (e.g. when the defendant is detained), or does not 

have access to them (e.g. when the defendant is under a residence ban, which covers the area 

where these persons live).   

The suspect or accused will be able to care for these persons with certain exceptions, when 

he/she is unable to care for them only in certain specific cases (e.g. when the defendant is under 

a ban to leave a certain location, he/she will be unable to accompany these persons to another 

place). 

The suspect or accused will be able to take full care of these persons, as before, when he/she 

remains in a position to provide the same care to these persons as before the proceedings. 

This question is not applicable if the suspect or accused does not have any persons depending on 

his/her financial support or personal care. 

 

• The defendant will not be able to care for these persons.

• The defendant will be able to care for these persons, with
certain exceptions.

• The defendant will be able to take full care of these persons
as before.

• Not applicable: the defendant does not have any persons 
depending on his/her financial support or personal care.

Q4: To what extent 
will the defendant 
be able to take care 
of the person(s) 
who are dependant 
on him/her?
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Socio-economic status 
The questions included in the indicator on socio-economic status explore the effect of the 

proceedings on the defendant’s main occupation and financial situation. According to research, 

the economic situation of persons is usually the most affected as a result of criminal prosecution. 

Loss of a job and a loss of income are among the consequences most often referred to by 

applicants claiming compensation for damages caused by criminal proceedings.  

A permanent or temporary suspension from work, which is by far the most serious consequence 

in this respect, has multiple and long-term implications. In addition to an immediate financial 

impact (decreased income), the loss of a job can also affect the person’s professional reputation, 

career development, and status in society. Some of these implications are often more important 

than the lost income, because most legal systems provide for a mechanism through which the 

defendant can claim back his/her previous position and/or remuneration if he/she is not found 

guilty at the end of the proceedings, while the best that he/she can receive for any other 

immaterial damages is a financial compensation. 

The negative impact of proceedings on the socio-economic status of the defendant can also affect 

other aspects of his/her personal or social life. For example, there may be broken family ties as a 

result of the defendant’s inability to financially support his/her family after having lost their job 

due to criminal prosecution. Moreover, loss of an income can lead to a loss of housing.  

At the same time, the socio-economic status of a person is a broad and diverse category which 

cannot be easily and fully covered by standard questions. There are huge differences, for 

example, between employed and unemployed persons, employees and freelancers, persons 

working in the public and in the private sector, people with higher and lower income, etc. This 

diversity can only be captured after an in-depth examination of the personal situation of each 

individual defendant, which is not possible in the framework of criminal proceedings. 

Consequently, the questionnaire focuses on the three most important aspects of a person’s 

socio-economic status: occupation, income and costs. 

The socio-economic status indicator is composed of three questions. 
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This question is aimed at assessing the impact of proceedings on the defendant’s main 

occupation and his/her responsibilities related to it. The permanent occupation of the suspect 

or accused can be either work (full-time or part-time job, self-employment, operation of own 

business, etc.) or studying (primary or secondary education, university education, part 

time/distance learning, etc.). The person’s responsibilities related to his/her occupation include 

aspects such as working time, mandatory presence or availability, travel-related obligations, etc. 

The suspect or accused will not be able to practice his/her main occupation if, during the 

proceedings, he/she is not able to effectively perform his/her main obligations related to the job.  

This situation includes both the cases where the defendant formally preserves this occupation 

(e.g. the defendant takes an unpaid leave during the proceedings), and the cases where the 

occupation is formally discontinued (e.g. the defendant is dismissed from work or school). 

The suspect or accused will be able to partially practice his/her occupation when he/she is not 

able to perform some of his/her obligations, but this does not affect his/her main responsibilities. 

This would be the case when, for example, the defendant cannot go to business trips due to a 

travel ban, but can perform all of his/her other obligations. 

In all other cases, the suspect or accused will be able to practice his/her main occupation as 

before, without any restrictions. 

This question is not applicable when the suspect or accused has no occupation (he/she neither 

works nor studies). 

 

• The defendant will not be able to practice his/her main
occupation.

• The defendant will be able to partially practice his/her
occupation.

• The defendant will be able to practice his/her occupation as
before.

• Not applicable: the defendant has no occupation (he/she 
neither works nor studies).

Q5: To what 
extent will the 
defendant be able 
to practice his/her 
main occupation?
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This question evaluates the impact of proceedings on the defendant’s income and the conditions 

enabling him/her to receive it. Regular income includes all financial resources which the suspect 

or accused receives, or is supposed to receive, on a regular basis. This can be remuneration for 

work, social assistance allowances, pension, scholarship, profit from commercial activity, rental 

income, etc. The criminal proceedings against the defendant can affect his/her income directly 

(e.g. when the defendant is dismissed from work, because the law does not allow him/her to 

practice his/her profession), or indirectly (e.g. when the defendant is deprived of his/her 

student’s scholarship, because he/she cannot attend regularly lectures and workshops). 

The suspect or accused will lose a significant share of his/her regular income when, during the 

proceedings, he/she is deprived of his/her main or only source of income. This situation also 

includes those cases where the defendant can obtain this income or a compensation for it at a 

later stage (e.g. if not found guilty at the end of the proceedings). The main source of income is 

the one generating more than half of the person’s regular income. 

The defendant will not lose a significant share of his/her regular income if he/she is deprived of 

some of his/her sources of income, but continues to receive more than half of his/her income. 

The suspect or accused will not lose any regular income if he/she continues to have full and 

unrestricted access to all of his/her sources of income. 

This question is not applicable if the suspect or accused has no regular income. 

 

• The defendant will lose a significant share of his/her regular
income.

• The defendant will not lose a significant share of his/her
regular income.

• The defendant will not lose any regular income.

• Not applicable: the defendant has no regular income.

Q6: To what 
extent will the 
regular income of 
the defendant 
change?

• The costs of the defendant and his/her household will
increase significantly.

• The costs of the defendant and his/her household will not
increase significantly.

• The costs of the defendant and his/her household will not
change.

• Not applicable: the defendant does not have any regular 
expenses.

Q7: To what extent 
will the costs of the 
defendant and 
his/her household 
change?
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This question is aimed at assessing the impact of proceedings on the defendant’s expenses, 

including the expenses of his/her household, in particular, the additional expenses they will have 

to cover in relation to the imposed procedural measures. The suspect’s or accused’s household 

includes all persons with whom he/she shares accommodation and financial resources (spouse, 

partner, children, etc.). Regular expenses are any financial resources which the suspect or 

accused and his/her household spend or are supposed to spend each month. This can be house 

rent, utility bills, loans, etc. Additional costs are those which are either part of the imposed 

measure (e.g. bail), or a consequence of it (e.g. travel expenses for visits, remuneration for 

persons hired to take care of dependents, etc.). The additional costs can be either one-off or 

regular expenses. 

The increase of the costs would be significant if the amount of the additional costs are more than 

half of the regular monthly expenses of the defendant and his/her household. An increase below 

this amount should therefore be considered as nonsignificant. In all other cases, when the 

defendant and the members of his/her household will not have to pay any additional expenses, 

no change in their costs should be registered. 

This question is not applicable if the suspect or accused has no regular expenses. 

 

Social life and engagement 
The questions included in the indicator on social life and engagement explore the effect of the 

proceedings on the defendant’s involvement in social and community activities. The analysis of 

the existing methodologies measuring social isolation and exclusion show that this category of 

activities is very diverse and greatly depends on the personality of individuals and their social 

environment. The importance of these activities in a person’s social life is also very different. As 

a result, only two types of such activities are included in the methodology (organised recreation 

activities, and political or social activism), which are more or less widespread in different social 

and cultural settings and at the same time require a certain level of commitment on behalf of the 

persons participating in them. 

The social life and engagement indicator is composed of two questions. 
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This question is aimed at assessing the impact of proceedings on the defendant’s recreational 

activities. Recreational activities are any activities of leisure, which is done for enjoyment, 

amusement or pleasure. They are considered as organised when they are provided free of charge 

or against payment, by a public institution, private organisation or an informal entity, according 

to certain rules. Organised recreational activities can be educational, artistic, cultural, sport, etc. 

Participation in such activities would be regular if the person practices them at least once a week. 

The defendant will not be able to practice his/her organised recreational activities if, during the 

proceedings, he/she will not have the opportunity to personally participate in them. Personal 

participation is the only relevant criterion for answering this question. If personal participation is 

not possible, the situation should always be assessed as the defendant not being able to practice 

the activity, irrespective of whether he/she will continue to be formally enrolled in them (e.g. by 

continuing to pay a membership fee) or not (e.g. by unsubscribing). 

The suspect or accused will be able to partially practice his/her organised recreational activities 

if, during the proceedings, he/she will not be able to take part in some of them, but this will not 

significantly affect his/her regular participation. This would be the case, for example, when the 

defendant is practicing a team sport and can regularly attend workouts but cannot take part in a 

tournament in another city due to a travel ban. 

In all other cases, the defendant will be able to practice his/her organised recreational activities 

in the same way as before the proceedings. 

This question is not applicable if the defendant is not participating in any organised recreational 

activities. 

• The defendant will not be able to practice his/her organised
recreational activities.

• The defendant will be able to partially practice his/her
organised recreational activities.

• The defendant will be able to practice his/her organised
recreational activities as before.

• Not applicable: the defendant is not participating in any 
organised recreational activities.

Q8: To what extent 
will the defendant 
be able to practice 
his/her organised 
recreational 
activities?
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This question evaluates the impact of proceedings on the defendant’s social engagement. 

Activism includes any effort to promote, direct, or intervene in social, political, economic or 

environmental change. It can include activities in support of a political party, voluntary provision 

of services to religious, civil, medical, educational, environmental and other organisations, 

participation in public campaigns, etc. Activism is assessed as regular when actions are carried 

out at least once a month. 

The suspect or accused will not be able to regularly perform his/her political or social activism if, 

during the proceedings, he/she cannot participate in any activities related to his/her political or 

social activism. The assessment should focus on the defendant’s personal participation and not 

on the formal link between him/her and the respective political party or civil society organisation. 

This means that the assessment should not take into account whether the defendant will formally 

remain part of such activities (e.g. by preserving his/her membership) or not, if his/her personal 

participation in the organised events is no longer possible. 

The suspect or accused will be able to partially perform his/her political or social activism if 

he/she is able to take part only in some of the activities related to it. This would be the case, for 

example, if the defendant is volunteering for a religious organisation but is under a travel ban 

which prevents him/her from participating in activities taking place in another location. 

In all other cases, the defendant will be able to fully perform his/her political or social activism 

as before the proceedings. 

This question is not applicable if the suspect or accused is not involved in any political or social 

activism. 

 

• The defendant will not be able to regularly perform his/her
political or social activism.

• The defendant will be able to partially perform his/her
political or social activism.

• The defendant will be able to fully perform his/her political
or social activism without any restrictions.

• Not applicable: the defendant is not involved in any political 
or social activism.

Q9: To what extent 
will the defendant 
be able to regularly 
perform his/her 
political or social 
activism?



  

            

ASSESSING THE RISK OF SOCIAL ISOLATION OF SUSPECTS AND ACCUSED 
 

            
This publication was funded by the European Union’s Justice Programme (2014-2020) 

The content of this document represents the views of the authors only and is their sole responsibility. The European 
Commission does not accept any responsibility for use that may be made of the information it contains. 

General factors 
The questions included in the indicator on general factors explore the effect of media exposure 

and the duration of proceedings. 

The general factors indicator is composed of two questions. 

 

This question evaluates the impact of the disclosure of information about the criminal 

proceedings on the suspect or accused. The disclosed information can include the defendant’s 

name, picture, place of residence, occupation, etc. This information can directly reveal the 

identity of the defendant or make him/her easily identifiable. When answering this question, the 

competent authority should evaluate the extent to which the disclosed information about the 

defendant makes him/her identifiable. The information about the criminal proceedings can 

include details about the offence, information about past or upcoming procedural actions, etc. 

The information would be publicly disclosed if it is made available to an unlimited number of 

persons through the print media (e.g. a newspaper or a magazine), the electronic media (e.g. a 

radio or TV channel), or the internet (e.g. the website of the police or the court). When answering 

the question, the consent of the suspect or accused for disclosing the information should not be 

taken into account. 

In most cases, the public disclosure of information about the defendant has a very strong impact 

on his/her personal and social life. There are exemplary cases where suspects and accused were 

forced to leave their neighbourhoods because of the hostile attitude from the local community 

towards the defendant and his/her family. A damaged reputation, fear, exclusion and social 

isolation are amongst the most widespread consequences of media exposure. Moreover, and as 

a result of the increased use of new technologies, this factor is becoming far more relevant, 

where information can easily be made available to an unlimited number of persons.  The 

• Information about the defendant is publicly disclosed,
together with details about the proceedings or the offence.

• Information about the defendant is publicly disclosed,
without any details about the proceedings or the offence.

• Information about the proceedings or the offence has been
publicly disclosed, without any details about the identity of
the defendant.

• Not applicable: no information about the identity of the
suspect or accused, the criminal proceedings, or the offence
has been publicly disclosed.

Q10: To what 
extent is 
information about 
the defendant and 
the proceedings 
against him/her 
publicly disclosed?
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disclosure of details about the offence and/or the proceedings further worsens the situation of 

defendants.  

 

This question aims to include, in the overall assessment, the impact of the duration of the 

proceedings on the social situation of the defendant. On the one hand, the duration of 

proceedings affects the overall situation of the defendant, because, during this time, he/she has 

to remain at the disposal of the competent authorities and attend the procedural actions in which 

he/she is allowed or obliged to participate. This often disturbs, to a different extent, their 

personal and social life. Depending on where the proceedings take place, the defendant may also 

need to either travel regularly to another place, or avoid leaving a certain location in order to 

avoid the failure to attend a certain action. On the other hand, the duration of proceedings is 

directly linked to the duration of the procedural measures imposed on the defendant. In the 

majority of criminal cases, the suspect or accused remains under a certain restrictive measure 

until the end of the proceedings.      

For the purpose of this impact assessment, the duration of the proceedings is defined as the 

period of time from the moment of the suspect or accused being informed of the proceedings, 

up until the end of the trial before the court of first instance. Before being informed of the 

proceedings, the suspect or accused does not know that he/she is subject to criminal 

prosecution. During this time, his/her personal and social life can also be affected by some 

investigative actions (e.g. surveillance, wiretapping, etc.), but, in practice, he/she is not obliged 

to observe any specific restrictions. The end of the trial before the first instance court was chosen 

as the final moment of the proceedings, because the continuation of the proceedings after this 

point depends on many factors which are not known at the moment of the impact assessment 

being carried out (e.g. if and when the decision of the first instance court will be appealed, will 

the appeal be admitted by the higher court, will the case be solved by this court or sent back to 

the first instance court, etc.).   

• The expected duration of the proceedings is more than one
year.

• The expected duration of the proceedings is between six
months and one year.

• The expected duration of the proceedings is between one
month and six months.

• Not applicable: the expected duration of proceedings is less
than one month.

Q11: What is the 
expected duration 
of the criminal 
proceedings?
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Obviously, the exact duration of the proceedings cannot be precisely defined at the moment 

when this methodology is applied. Therefore, the question about duration refers to the 

experience of the competent authority with similar cases. Considering the evidence collected so 

far, the other available information about the defendant and the offence, and the applicable 

procedural deadlines, the competent authority should be able to make an approximate estimate 

of the duration of the proceedings. 

The analysis of completed criminal cases shows that if the proceedings are closed within one 

month, their impact on the defendant’s personal and social life would be negligible. These are 

usually cases for minor offences in which defendants are subjected to the least restrictive 

procedural measures. Moreover, and for such a short period of time, defendants are usually 

capable of bearing some restrictions without significant suffering. From this point onwards, the 

longer that the proceedings last, the greater their negative impact on the defendant. Even though 

this is particularly valid for proceedings in which the defendant is placed in detention or under 

another relatively restrictive measure (e.g. suspension from work or a residence ban), the 

negative impact of more lenient measures also increases proportionately to the duration of their 

implementation. 
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Evaluation of Results 
 

For each of the eleven questions in the impact assessment questionnaire there are four possible 

answers. The criminal justice authority, which applies the methodology, must select and mark 

the answer, which most closely corresponds to the criminal case under examination. The answers 

to each question are mutually exclusive and only one answer per question can be marked.  

The questions and answers have different weight reflecting the significance of each factor for the 

personal and social life of the defendant.  

 Q1 Q2 Q3 Q4 Q5 Q6 Q7 Q8 Q9 Q10 Q11 

A 9 6 3 6 9 6 3 3 3 6 6 

B 6 4 2 4 6 4 2 2 2 4 4 

C 3 2 1 2 3 2 1 1 1 2 2 

D 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

After all the questions are answered, the result is calculated using the following formula: 

R =
Q1 + Q2 + Q3 + ⋯+ Q9 + Q10 + Q11

20
 

where: 

R is the final result of the impact assessment; and  

Q1 to Q11 are the scores assigned to the selected answers to each of the eleven questions. 

A higher final result of the assessment indicates a stronger negative impact of the proceedings 

on the personal and social life of the defendant and a higher risk of social exclusion of the 

defendant after the case is over. However, if the result is below 0.5, it should not be considered, 

because the lack of negative consequences is most likely due to a specific situation of the 

defendant, which could not be registered by the methodology.  
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After completing the questionnaire and calculating the final result, the criminal justice authority 

will obtain summarised information about the potential impact of the criminal proceedings on 

the defendant. Based on this information and the other facts and circumstances of the case, the 

High
(R = 2.5 - 3.0)

•The criminal proceedings will have a very strong negative impact on the personal and
social life of the defendant. Many aspects of his/her personal and social situation will
be affected. The risk of social exclusion is very high. The defendant may not be able to
restore his/her social status from before the proceedings.

Medium high
(R = 2.0 - 2.5)

•The criminal proceedings will have a strong negative impact on the personal and
social life of the defendant. Important aspects of his/her personal and social situation
will be affected. The risk of social exclusion is high. The defendant may face serious
difficulties to restore his/her social status from before the proceedings.

Medium
(R = 1.5 - 2.0)

•The criminal proceedings will have a medium negative impact on the personal and
social life of the defendant. Some aspects of his/her personal and social situation will
be affected. There is a risk of social exclusion. The defendant may face difficulties to
restore his/her social status from before the proceedings.

Medium low
(R = 1.0 - 1.5)

•The criminal proceedings will have a low negative impact on the personal and social
life of the defendant. Some minor aspects of his/her personal and social situation will
be affected. The risk of social exclusion is low. The defendant will not face serious
difficulties to restore his/her social status from before the proceedings.

Low
(R = 0.5 - 1.0)

•The criminal proceedings will not have a negative impact on the personal and social
life of the defendant. No aspects of his/her personal and social situation will be
affected. There is no risk of social exclusion. The defendant will not face any
difficulties to restore his/her social status from before the proceedings.

n/a
(R = 0.5 - 1.0)

•The available information is not sufficient to assess the negative impact of the
criminal proceedings on the personal and social life of the defendant. This may be due
to various reasons, including the specific social situation of the person.
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authority can make an informed decision on whether to apply the selected procedural measures 

or reconsider its initial decision and choose less restrictive measures. 
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