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The Present and the Future of Open Correctional Institutions
Brinc dr. Franc, Senioa: Research Fellow, Institute of Crirninology, Ljubljana

Open correctiona1 ins-titutions can be considered
as representi.ng progress in the implementation of
pr,ison sehtences and p-resent a considerable contri­
bution to the humand.zatdon and democratization of
such implementation. However, the closed -penal in~

stitutions have changed in many ways recently and
become less and less classical »total-<~ instih1tions,
which necessarily poses the question as to what are
in fact the d:ifferences between closed and open in.,..
sui-tu_mons. An open cOI"r€ctional institution can not
be considered as the ultimate achievement in peno­
logy but only as a tran-sitional phase in seeking otheT'
ways of more effective treatment of offenders or
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leading to the abolition of prison sentences altoge­
ther.

Criteria which would enable us to evaluate what
percentage of convJcts can serve their sentences ih
open institution:s are not \known at present nol" in­
struments with which we could d-istinguish »good~-<

convicts from the »bad Olles« and »-dangerolis-<-< from
the )-~less dangerous-«. For this reason,convicts are
aetually assigned to open institution-s in most cases
only according to the objective drcuffistances COI"l­

nected with the cri-minal offences they had commit­
ted and only in specIal cases according to personal
criteria which ought to be deciSlive.




