
 1 

Communication concerning the decision of the Curia of Hungary 

in criminal case n° Bhar.I.1320/2015 

 

The imposition of real life imprisonment on the perpetrators of qualified homicide. 

 

In its judgement resulting from criminal proceedings initiated against the first accused and his 

co-perpetrators, the Budapest Surroundings High Court found the followings: 

 

The first, second and third accused agreed to get weapons in order to carry out attacks on individuals 

belonging to the Roma minority and “chastise” them. 

 

To that end, they drew up a plan on how to get weapons and chose a number of municipalities as the 

locations of their armed attacks. They acquired cell phones, two-way VHF radiotelephones, military 

garments, a pair of field glasses and a night vision equipment, furthermore, they surveyed and 

photographed the locations of their planned actions. 

 

On the night of 7 March 2008, they broke into the house of a professional hunter and his family. They 

threatened and used violence against the hunter and his partner to get their firearms – three bullet 

firing hunting rifles and four hunting shotguns – and ammunition, and upon completion of their raid, 

they left the couple and their two minor-aged children tied up in the house. 

 

On 2 June 2008, the first accused led an attack on a Debrecen-based refugee camp in which several 

refugees were accommodated. One of the shots fired by the first accused caused injuries to a Serbian 

citizen with Roma ethnic origin. 

 

Between 2 June 2008 and 3 August 2009, the first accused and his co-perpetrators carried out nine 

additional attacks in various municipalities by setting fire with Molotov cocktails to houses inhabited 

by Roma families and firing gunshots at such houses and their residents. These attacks caused the 

deaths of six people, including that of a four and a half years old child, severely injured several 

persons whose life could be saved only due to prompt medical intervention, resulted in injuries 

causing permanent disability and grievous deterioration of health in case of an adult and a small child, 

and threatened the life and physical integrity of several other people. 

 

The fourth accused joined in for the last two attacks by transporting the other accused persons. 

 

In its judgement delivered on 6 August 2013, the high court found the accused persons guilty of the 

following criminal offences: 

• the crime of homicide committed by a premeditated act for malicious motive and with extreme 

brutality on more than one person and against a person under the age of fourteen with the 

involvement of the first accused partly as perpetrator, partly as co-perpetrator and partly as 

accomplice, the second accused partly as co-perpetrator and partly as accomplice, and the third 

accused as co-perpetrator; 

• two counts of the crime of robbery committed with a deadly weapon and in a group with the 

involvement of the accused persons as co-perpetrators; 

• the crime of the illegal possession of firearms and ammunition with the involvement of the 
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accused persons as co-perpetrators; 

• the crime of the criminal misuse of military items with the involvement of the accused persons as 

co-perpetrators; and 

• the crime of homicide committed by a premeditated act for malicious motive on more than one 

person and against a person under the age of fourteen with the involvement of the fourth accused 

as accomplice. 

 

The high court sentenced the first, second and third accused for their criminal offences committed in 

affiliation with organised crime to life imprisonment and ten years’ prohibition from public affairs, 

and the fourth accused for his criminal offence committed in affiliation with organised crime to 

thirteen years’ imprisonment and ten years’ prohibition from public affairs. In addition, the high court 

precluded the accused persons’ eligibility for parole and decided on other supplementary issues. 

 

The prosecutor, the accused persons and their defence attorneys submitted appeals against the first 

instance decision. In its judgement delivered on 8 May 2015, the Metropolitan Court of Appeal, 

acting as a court of second instance, upheld the overwhelming majority of the provisions of the first 

instance judgement and provided for some minor amendments and rectification to the case’s factual 

background without affecting the substance of the criminal offences. 

 

Thus, the court of appeal partially modified the first instance judgement and concluded the 

followings: 

• it also found the first, second and third accused guilty of four counts of the crime of the violation 

of personal freedom committed for malicious motive with their involvement as co-perpetrators, 

including two counts of such crime committed against a person under the age of eighteen, with 

regard to the robbery of arms in the hunter’s house; 

• it established that the acts of homicide had been committed by the first, second and third accused 

as co-perpetrators and also against a person incapable of self-defence; 

• it found that the acts of the illegal possession of firearms and ammunition and the criminal misuse 

of military items should unitedly be qualified as the criminal act of the illegal possession of 

firearms and ammunition in the present case; and 

• it re-qualified the accused persons’ robbery to establish that the latter had not been committed in a 

group. 

 

The first, second and third accused and their defence attorneys lodged appeals against the second 

instance judgement, which became final in respect of the fourth accused on the date of its delivery. 

 

Proceeding upon the above appeals as a court of third instance, the Curia upheld the second instance 

judgement in respect of the first, second and third accused. 

 

Budapest, the 15th of February 2016 

 

Criminal Department of the Curia of Hungary 


