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I. Subject and object of the research  

The importance of the delinquency of rowdyism character has significantly 
increased for our days.  Beside the progressively increasing tendency, rowdyism is 
definitely considered to be a delinquency category, having the highest social 
dangerous, dominantly influencing the sense of security of the population, most of 
all arousing the interest of the media, and which has become the most frequent 
crime of violent delinquency. While rowdyism represented merely the 15 % of the 
violent criminality in 1980, it was 33 % in 2008.  
This conception becomes clearly distinct, regarding the perpetrators, who had 
become notorious: between 1980 and 2008 the rate of persons accused by 
rowdyism, in the category of violent perpetrators had increased from 22 % to 49 %, 
so every second perpetrator from the revealed violent perpetrators commits 
rowdyism. 
 

So the crime-statistical data are unambiguously proving, that when we are 
talking about violent delinquency, or researching and estimating the features and 
shaping thereof, then actually we are mainly concerning rowdyism. While in our 
country many monographs had already been born in the topic of elaborating 
features of violent criminality, till the complex revealing of delinquency of 
rowdyism character is regarded as suppletory. I attempt to reveal the neglected 
aspects of delinquency of rowdyism character in their complexity, from the aspect 
of penal law and criminality in my thesis, and to perform the missing, independent 
monographic elaboration of the topic, at the same time realizing the completeness 
of the scientific analysis of the violent delinquency. Beside all, I am intended to 
particularly and stressed introduce a special form of manifested rowdyism, actual 
especially current days, the football hooliganism. 
 

Nevertheless, arises the question that while rowdyism plays a more determining 
part in the volume, dynamics and structure of violent delinquency, whether it had 
become the real and irrevocable part of our criminal jurisdiction, or because of the 
shoreless, excessively large-scale phrasing thereof, it is kept alive rather by the 
interests of comfortable, elastic and discretional application of law. 
 

Anyway, it is evident that there are quite a few crime, as rowdyism, which 
shaping was or would be depending on the changes of social consciousness, on 
public feeling, on the stability of legal policy principles, on the level of treshold of 
sensitivity of criminality. Since the penalization of rowdyism as a crime in 1955 
both in the legal definition and in the practice of jurisdiction many major changes 
have occurred, reflecting necessarily the current social, political and cultural 
conditions, arousing serious debates of legal literature from time to time. 
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As I hereinabove tried to focus thereon, although because of the importance, 
increased role and legal dogmatic regulation of delinquency of rowdyism 
character, it may provide exciting, interesting field from the aspects of criminology 
or penal law for researchers and experts, dealing with penal law, there is only a few 
analysis for the phenomenon in the recent years. 
 

As the cornerstone of my research hypothesis, I pointed out the excessively 
large scale character of criminal facts of rowdyism, the many anomaly of 
application of law, arisen thereof, which may affect the forming, structural rate, 
judgment of national delinquency in large degree and it may raise questions, 
affecting legal security, which is regarded as the main pillar of constitutionality. 
 

 My thesis is divided up to five chapters. In the first chapter I am analyzing 
the definition of rowdyism and the historical development of legal regulation of 
delinquency of rowdyism character from the beginning to the codification changes 
of the recent past. Beside rowdyism I introduce the characteristics of the crime of 
misbehavior and infringement rules, and I review the solutions of foreign 
countries. In the second chapter, I examine the problems of effective regulation in 
the aspect of application of law and by all topics I illustrate the difficulties of 
judgment of delinquency of rowdyism character in everyday legal practice.  In the 
third chapter I am undertaking to reveal the criminological characters of 
delinquency of rowdyism character. I am analyzing the morphological criteria of 
offenses, the main characters of perpetrators, victimological questions, the 
ethologic projection of the phenomenon and the delinquency control and the 
opportunities of prophylaxis. The forth chapter introduces the topic of football 
hooliganism. During this chapter I examine the development of the phenomenon, 
its definition, its specific characteristics, the national circumstances, the 
characteristics of nowadays football hooliganism and the manifestation of 
international presence against it. Afterwards I introduce the results of empiric 
survey, made by me. In the fifth chapter I am composing the necessary de lege 
ferenda proposals pursuant to the research experiences. 

II. Methods of research  

During the research for the complex revealing of the topic I had applied more 
methods. 
 

The thesis lean in large circle on data originated from empiric inquiries, on the 
analysis and comparison of information from five fact-researches. Three empiric 
inquiries have dealt with rowdyism, one with the questions of football hooliganism 
in the National Institute of Criminology.  
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I have directly participated in three of these researches, except the oldest one, the 
survey of rowdyism of 1967; I have organized and directed these researches, I 
directly participated in the data-sheet adaptation of criminal documents, controlling 
and estimating computer data entering and in making interviews.  
 

During my research I elaborated the referring national and international (mainly 
in English) special literature, I had analyzed the legal historical, statute materials. 
In the approach of penal law of the topic, I had primarily applied historical, 
dogmatic and legal comparison methods, more over I applied document analysis, 
prescriptive and critical method. The thesis is accompanied along by the analysis 
of crime statistical data, furthermore I am applying many figures, diagrams and 
tables to demonstrate my thoughts. 
 

In the closing part of my thesis, I am drafting proposals for solutions, based on 
the synthesis of the earlier revealed and supported conclusions.  

III. Result of research and opportunity of utilization 

Main results of the research: complex revealing of penal law and criminological 
characters of delinquency of rowdyism character made by more empirical 
examinations, working out of definition, introduction of legal historical 
development, introduction of anomalies of regulation, analysis of the phenomenon 
of football hooliganism reflecting data of examining facts, drafting of de lege 
ferenda proposals. 
 

Main conclusions of the research: 
 

The delinquency of rowdyism character can be mostly characterized as mainly 
violent, scandal causing, revolting acts, which are primarily dangerous to the 
community by disturbing public calm over the single injured persons. For public 
calm, acting against such offenses has always been regarded as reasonable, 
however it was always a thought-provoking question whether what level the act 
shall be and to what sphere of offenses it shall be expanded. 
 

During history and in the international practice as well, we may find both 
casuistic solutions and general, large scale regulation, including it in the law of 
infringement – disorder or preferring the penal law persecution. In our country, 
penalization of rowdyism as a crime occurred in 1955. The necessity of 
constructing statement of facts was intended to be supported by our penal law 
experts from the aspect of law and policy as well.  
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The most stressed legal argument was that the previously effective legal rules were 
not able to directly apprehend the legal subject, infringed by rowdyism in its 
complexity and were not able to protect it with the instruments of penal law; 
between the statute facts, in the “vacuum” the behavior of rowdyism character 
could be occurred without any penalty, which had not exhausted the quite exactly 
defined elements of the different legal rules. From political aspects, the forming of 
rowdyism was justified by the changed social relationships and by the new 
common morality, furthermore the class-content thereof was stressed and it was 
regarded as the effective instrument of protecting the relationship of socialist 
cohabitation. Furthermore, we do not have to forget the inspiration what the soviet 
example meant. The Soviet-Russian Penal law had already constructed the 
statement of facts of rowdyism in 1922. 
 

From 1980, we can observe the process of extreme increase of rowdyism and 
how it has become determining delinquency among violent criminality. It is very 
insistent that the permanent large rate increase of delinquency of rowdyism 
extremely exceeds the intensity of increase of violent delinquency. While the 
number of rowdyism had increased to the 5.6 times between 1980 and 2008, till the 
number of violent delinquency (without rowdyism) had only doubled.  For the first 
approach the tendency would seem peculiar, since the Penal Law of 1978, came 
into force 1st July 1979, raised the violent behavior to cogent facts element and by 
this it decreased the sphere of offenses to be thought of. However, the actually 
meritorious regulation, regarded as progressive, had secondary, dysfunctional 
effects among the fact, to be welcomed, that draw the objective boarder between 
the infringement and delinquency form. Previously, the infringement could be 
stated, in case the offense, regarding all circumstances, especially the method of 
perpetration and the personal circumstances of the perpetrator, was qualified 
marginal. Since the coming into force of the Act IV of 1978 on Penal Code, the 
demarcation is not depending on the judgment of application of law, but it depends 
on whether the behavior of the perpetrator was violent or not. If it was violent, then 
infringement shall not be determined. According to this, in practice it can be 
observed that in case of perpetrating marginal offenses by violent behavior, the 
application of law tend to consider it as extremely anti-social. The definition of 
being anti-social is very ductile, the extended interpretation can hardly be 
precluded, there were more attempts for it, however to no effect. 
 

Beside the stressed effect of the hereinabove mentioned voluntary influencing 
factors, it can not be argued that the number of agitator public calm jeopardizing 
offenses has actually arisen. Our society is pervaded by violence, there often 
occurs the applying of aggressive conflict-solution technique.  The everyday 
violence is part of our life and however we are suffering from it, we consider it as 
the natural attendant of life. 
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The trend of abruptly rising dynamics of rowdyism matches in a certain respect 
the state of the violence-climate present in the society, however the rate of its 
dynamics, exceeding highly the increase of violent delinquency seems to be 
excessive, which in many aspects is subjected to other factors (change is rules, 
shoreless character of the statement of facts, opportunity of discretional application 
of law, intensity of persecution of violent offenses, etc.) strongly affecting in case 
of this delinquency. 
 

One of a special and actual manifestation of behavior of rowdyism character is 
football hooliganism. This violent criminal phenomenon, definitely determining 
sport-hooliganism with different rate and intensity is a worldwide existing 
phenomena and it occurs in the whole area of our country, as well as in the NB-I 
matches or in the lowest class meetings.  
 

The legal background has changed quite a lot in the recent past, it has become 
significantly more unambiguous, it basically seems appropriate, operable, the 
distribution of tasks is already clear. On the other hand, the effective sanctions are 
missing, the institution of ban practically does not work, such as the proper 
operating entry systems, generally. The technical status of most sport institutions, 
providing place for matches, is not appropriate, its consistence, architectural 
construction is not suitable for safe taking in of more thousand people and it is 
inadequate for the execution of police operations in given cases. In case of 
maximally keeping the law, actually quite few sport programs could be held. 
 

In relation with football hooliganism the liability of sportsmen is seriously 
arising. The one third of sport-program related delinquencies, which had become 
known, were perpetrated by sportsmen, furthermore many times they are – 
voluntary or not – exciting, rousing the audience, fan the aggressive flames. In case 
of first-class sportsmen, by the training of the youth they should increasingly 
emphasize the forming of proper behavior and should make obvious that any form 
of aggression, which is unacceptable in society, it is unacceptable in sport. 
 

Football hooliganism is typically a more factor social phenomenon, which 
forming, developing, attendance form presume close relationship with the deeper 
procedures, passing off in society. The effective repression – still for a short term – 
is possible by the cooperation, continuous dialogue of all actors of the Hungarian 
football, the fan, clubs, the Hungarian Football League and the police and by 
keeping in the rules. The successful action requires the union of all co-operators, it 
shall not be considered as only police issue. According to international 
experiences, it could be safely prognosticated that if violence could be displaced 
from the surroundings of fields, then it would re-product itself in other places, 
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connected to other events, so the final solution can be only the decrease of 
“violence level”, existing in society immanently.  
 

So, it is not disputable that today, when we are talking about, analyzing violent 
criminality as a complex, then we are especially unavoidably dealing with the 
phenomenon, manifested by rowdyism. Rowdyism is the most frequent form of 
violent delinquency, troubling the population, which increasing tendency is mainly 
affecting disadvantageous the opinion made of law and order, public security and 
arms of the law. At the same time, we can not forget about that the rowdyism is a 
special, hybrid delinquency, which differing from other violent delinquencies can 
be perpetrated, in a special way, by violence against person and object as well. The 
experience show in many respects that contrary to the law maker’s intention the 
smaller acts are also assessed as a crime of rowdyism during the application of 
laws. I believe that it is absolutely necessary to restrict the too large frames and the 
vague status of shoreless, gum legal rule character facts, including more indefinite 
legal definitions, which infringes the norm-clearness to mark unanimously the 
border-stones from the aspect of the rule of law, as one of the basic pillars of the 
legal security. Partly, we can experience such effort of the law makers’ in the 
recent past by putting the declaratory provision referring to perpetration behaviour 
of rowdyism into the Penal Code. In my opinion it can be considered as an initial 
step and further codification changes are required. In my opinion, only the 
behaviour, perpetrated by mob violence against person should be estimated as 
delinquency. It is also advisable to have a possibility for the mediation procedure 
in case of rowdyism as well, for upon the current regulation, in a paradox manner 
if the behaviour of rowdyism realizes a more grave delinquency (e.g. grievous 
bodily harm or damage). 
 

Utilization of research results may occur in the law making procedure, in the 
strengthening of legal security, in the more uniform law application, in college – 
university education, in the more unambiguous and clearer group-forming of 
behaviour, belonging to the violent crime category, in more consequent 
international law-comparison, in making more complete the special literature 
referring to violent delinquency, in supporting scientific disputes. 
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