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Abstract 

The main subject of discussion in the mentioned work is the most important mechanism - the 

form of diversion-mediation, provided by the Code of Criminal Procedure. Within the framework 

of this work, it is important to present the role of diversion-mediation and the gaps in relation to 

mass. Errors mainly appear in relation to the injured person (in the part of determining the 

damage caused by the crime), also in the mediation process, in the impossibility of participation 

for the adult diversion subject. The aim of the work is to show what kind of problem can be caused 

by not compensating the harm caused to the victim in the criminal justice process. which prevents 

the victim from the person involved in the diversion process, to compensate for the damage caused 

through a civil dispute. The goal of the article is to highlight the importance of the mediation 

process for persons in conflict with the law and issuing a recommendation that adult diversion 

subjects should be actively involved in the mediation process. 

During the research, it was established that the affected person is quite distant from the diversion 

process. Within the limits of the said process, only formal consultation is done with him. To give 

such an insignificant role to the victim is contrary to international requirements. The victim is 

relatively actively involved in the mediation process if he/she wishes to do so. If he/she refuses to 

participate in the mediation process, it will completely interrupt the mediation process, which is 

another problematic issue. It is also a problem that the adult diversion subject remains outside the 

mediation process and the legislative blunder, which makes it possible for the victim to remain 

without the compensation of the damage caused. 

Keywords: a charging party, a person in conflict with the law, minor, diversion, mediation, 

diversion-mediation agreement, social worker, victim, victimization, compensation of damages. 

 

 


