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Abstract: This paper aims to examine the role that education could play in preventing crime. We have 

manifold objectives. First, we want to identify a definition of education that could guide us in our approach. Secondly, 

we want to establish, including on the basis of statistical analysis, if the lack of education is a factor that influences the 

growth of crime. Thirdly, we intend to highlight the categories of people and the ages at which education could have the 

effect of preventing crime. In this regard, we will analyse the impact of educating children, as well as educating adults 

(including those who have already been convicted) on the crime phenomenon. Fourthly, we consider qualitative 

aspects, in that we want to establish what content should education have, so as to effectively contribute to the 

prevention of crime. 
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1. The need to integrate education into the category of methods used for preventing crimes 

 

One of the most difficult issues that society has to deal with is referring to the anti-social acts. No 

matter how economic and cultural developed a community is, however high the standard of living is, 

antisocial acts shade the often remarkable results obtained in various fields of activity. Among the antisocial 

facts, obviously, those of a criminal nature are the most serious ones. Facing the reality of such acts, the first 

natural and necessary reaction is to punish those who are guilty of committing them. By applying criminal 

law, offenders are sanctioned, and, apparently, social order is restored. But is the social order truly restored? 

In our opinion, the damage done by a criminal act is so profound that in reality we cannot say that social 

order can really be restored once a crime has been committed. Yes, we can sanction the perpetrators, we can 

take action to repair the civil damage, we can even fully repaire civil damages, but some of the consequences 

that the offense produces can never be removed. To exemplify this idea, we can think of a "simple" theft, a 

deed to which many of us have been a victim, in a more or less serious form. For example, those who had 

their wallet stolen, even if they have recovered their money and the papers that they could have had in their 

wallet, have been psychologically marked for life by the effects of this deed. The mistrust in other people 

that they are left with will probably pursue them forever. In case of more serious deeds, the effects are even 

more difficult to remove. How can we say that social order can be restored in the case of a crime against life? 

It's impossible. Indeed, the purpose of criminal law is a noble and necessary one, because the perpetrators 

must be punished. But we have to understand that often, no matter how severe the offenders are sanctioned, 

the wound that society has got because someone has committed a crime will never heal. 

And then, what can we do? Definitely, we cannot give up on punishing criminals. From this point of 

view, criminal law has to fulfil its purpose. At the same time, however, we must understand that real changes 

can only occur only if we focus our attention on the prevention of crime. It is a good thing that the persons 

committing serious deeds are punished, but, at the same time, measures must be taken in order to prevent 

such acts from being committed in the future. In this respect, criminal law can only have a minor role. The 

preventive effect of the sanction generally may have effect only for the future, which is after a sanction has 

been enforced and after a crime has been committed. 

Of course, we can think of the preventive role that criminal law may have through threatening to 

enforce the sanction contained in the criminal law. Reality shows, however, that, if the sanction is not serious 

enough, such a preventive effect does not occur. Moreover, even when the sanction is very harsh, the 

preventive effect obtained in this way is low. A 1999 study also shows that there is an inversely proportional 

relationship between the severity of the sanction and the level of recidivism; the authors point out that we 

should not consider that time spent in prison can diminish the criminal behaviour of the imprisoned [1]. This 

conclusion is reinforced by other authors who show that, at least in the period immediately preceding the 

commission of the offense, the offender is not concerned about the consequences of his actions [2]. 
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This means that, in order to truly prevent crime, we must turn our attention to other areas other than 

the criminal sciences. Naturally, one of the first areas to focus on is education. In other words, people have to 

be educated not to commit crimes. 

But, faced with the concept of education, we realize that it is an extremely complex concept that 

raises many questions. What does education really mean? What content should education have? Can people 

be educated regardless of age? Does education really provide a guarantee for crime prevention? 

To such questions and other similar ones we propose to answer in the following lines, as we to try to 

find out whether education can really lead to the prevention of antisocial deeds. 

 

2. The concept of education: meanings 

 

In order to understand the role of education in crime prevention, we will first analyze the notions of 

education. Although the concept of education is familiar to us and we frequently use it, a closer analysis 

makes us realize that it is not a simple notion to understand; On the contrary, the notion of education can be 

approached from several angles, having different meanings. 

The starting point of our approach is the very definition in the Explanatory Dictionary of Romanian 

Language. According to this definition, education is: a fundamental social phenomenon of transmitting the 

life experience and the culture of adult generations to generations of children and young people, empowering 

them to integrate into society; knowledge of good manners and of good behaviour in society [3]. 

The definition above confirms what we already knew, namely that education is a set of mechanisms 

by which younger generations are provided with information and skills, in order to help them integrate into 

society and, furthermore, to create their own form of social coexistence. However, we observe that such a 

definition seems to include a conservative valence; in other words, at first glance, education seems to mean 

transmitting a set of values in the idea of preserving it. In our opinion, education is more than a mere 

transmission for the purpose of preserving a set of information. Education means a transmission for the 

purpose of preserving and possibly refining the set of values transmitted. Only in this way can society truly 

evolve, if it is accepted that education contains in itself the germs of change, when such a change is 

necessary. 

Beyond the many discussions that can be held on education, it is certain that education must help us 

to fully form our personality and to live together with each other. Living with other people means, among 

other things, not doing deeds that could harm them. Therefore, a component of education refers to teaching 

people not to commit antisocial acts. 

But how can people be taught not to commit crimes? And, even if they are educated for this purpose, 

are they able to refrain from committing such antisocial acts? What kind of content should education have in 

order to prevent crime? 

Education has many forms. It can be of purely scientific nature or it may take into account the 

emotional side. Education may be secular or religious. We can talk about primary education, offered to 

children and adolescents, and continuous education, through which people accumulate information 

throughout their lives. Which of these forms of education is best suited to teach people not to commit 

crimes? Probably all these forms of education are equally important and all contribute to the full formation of 

a person's personality. Perhaps refraining from committing an antisocial act involves both the cognitive 

evolution of a person and his spiritual evolution. Equally true is the fact that some people, despite their high 

level of education, still commit antisocial deeds. It is also undeniable that some people who have not 

benefited from any form of institutionalized education do not commit such acts. These facts show that the 

systematic implementation of education, even at an institutionalized level, is not a guarantee for success in 

crime prevention. It seems that there are multiple factors which cause the antisocial behaviour, independent 

of the existence or absence of education, as we understand the notion of education in the current speech. 

Or perhaps we value too much our institutionalized character of education. Perhaps, beyond a certain 

point, education is an extremely intimate process that takes place within a person by absorbing all life 

information and experiences and defining the unique way of being a particular person. Perhaps a person's 

decision to commit or not commit crimes is one that cannot really be predicted, because although it depends 

on many external factors, it ultimately takes on purely personal reasons. 

And yet, we cannot give up the idea that people can be influenced through education so that they 

make the decision not to commit crimes. Perhaps the existence of people who refrain from antisocial deeds is 

a social ideal, often difficult to achieve, but for which we have to make an effort at the general level. This is 

because the antisocial deeds concern us all and, in one form or another, affect us all. Obviously, the 

prevention of committing crimes is linked to many factors, some of which, for example, the economic one, 

are very important. But the purpose of the present paper is only to analyze the role that education can play in 
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preventing crime. In the following lines, we will try to find out how the different forms of education can 

contribute, each in its own way, to the prevention of crimes. 

 

3. Institutionalized education - possible effects in the process of preventing crimes 

 

One of the first thoughts that arise in our minds when it comes to education is about education that 

takes place in schools. What can be more effective in educating people than a system designed solely to 

teach people how to integrate into society? However, reality shows that this institutionalized mechanism of 

learning in school often does not lead to the desired results, both from the point of view of social integration 

(including the integration into the labour market), as well as from the point of view of preventing the 

commission of crimes. Also, it cannot be said that the lack of high level of education is, by itself, a cause for 

committing crimes [7]. 

Regarding the failure to prevent the commission of antisocial acts, we believe that a possible 

explanation lies partly in the content of education offered in schools. It is clear that in most of the schools, at 

least in Romania, predominate the scientific education component. In other words, children are offered, from 

an early age, technical information about the surrounding world, about how society works, to provide them 

with a technical specialization. By itself, this form of education does not teach children that it is bad to 

commit antisocial deeds or why it is bad to do such acts. In its worst form, such a purely scientific education 

does not take into account people's abilities and learning skills and does not attempt to create a unitary 

picture of the disseminated information, so the student is not taught about how the information he or she is 

learning can help him or her to integrate into society. Such a system may lead to the creation of severe 

problems of personality, which is a prerequisite for the impossibility of social integration and, implicitly, a 

precondition for the emergence of criminal behaviour. 

A possible solution to balance the effects of a purely scientific education is to focus on developing 

the emotional component. Such an approach can provide the learner with an overview of how to integrate the 

assimilated technical information. Moreover, emotional education makes the integration of information to be 

in accord with the student's personality. Thus, a person can really understand what is good and what is bad, 

which is an essential element in trying to prevent crimes. 

Some authors show that special programs should be implemented in school education, in order to 

prevent criminal behaviour [13]. 

Specialty literature shows that there is little research on the relationship between education and 

criminal behaviour [5]. It is underlined that, as a rule, education analysis takes into account the effects that 

education has on each person, neglecting to study the effects that a person's education may have on society in 

general, including on the criminal phenomenon [5]. 

One of the studies that we have analyzed shows that in the United States a clear relationship can be 

observed between the level of education and the percentage of prisoners. Statistically, it was highlighted that 

an additional year of school decreases by 10% the probability that a person would end up in jail (among the 

Caucasian population). The decrease is 37% for an African-American person. The study also shows that 

graduating high school dramatically decreases the risk of committing a crime with violence or against 

patrimony. This proves the fact that the link between education and crime cannot be denied, meaning that the 

high level of education leads to a decrease in the risk of involvement in criminal activities. It is even shown 

that a mere 1% increase in the number of male persons completing high school studies would lead to a 

decrease in crime that would result in savings of about $ 1.4 billion [5]. Therefore, it is possible to quantify 

from the point of view of the economic cost the connection between the high level of education and the 

reduction of the number of crimes. 

Another study conducted in 2003 in the United States confirms the results presented above. This 

study shows that those who execute a prison sentence have a low level of education. The study also shows 

that a large proportion of those in prison have learning disabilities [7]. 

 

4. Moral education and the role of the family in promoting such an education 

 

Probably more important than purely scientific education in the prevention of crime is moral 

education. The two types of education, though they may interfere, must by no means be confused. There are 

people who have not benefited from scientific education, but who have an acute sense of what is moral and 

what violates ethical rules. 

One of the most important environments in which a person can assimilate moral rules is the family 

environment. Learning ethical rules can be done not only through education expressly aimed for this 

purpose, but primarily by observing how the family function. Essentially, a family is a miniature society with 
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its own rules. If these rules are based on respect, then the children will involuntarily assimilate these rules 

and apply them as adults, towards their own children, and as well towards society. 

A dysfunctional family, in which relationships are based on physical or mental violence and lack of 

respect, will impregnate children who grow up in such families with the same behavioural traits. Thus, a 

pattern that has all the chances to lead to criminal behaviour will be forwarded to the next generation. 

The above considerations on how the family can strengthen and transmit moral traits, although it is 

verified in many cases, nevertheless, in some situations, fail. In other words, there are situations where 

people who have antisocial behaviour come from families based on respect. There are also cases where 

children from dysfunctional families have been very well integrated into society and have founded families 

where members' relationships are based on respect and trust. So, it is necessary to bring into discussion the 

already recurrent element in the present paper, namely the unpredictable factor. Indeed, it seems that 

theoretical models, based on logical and verifiable reasoning in many real-world situations, simply 

sometimes do not apply, because there are elements difficult to predict. Thus, it is reiterated the view 

expressed above that assuming an antisocial behaviour seems to be an intimate resolution of people, which, 

beyond certain limits, is independent of external factors. 

 

5. A brief analysis of the effectiveness of the attempted social reintegration of criminals in 

preventing the commission of crimes 

 

While school and family can offer a specific form of prevention of committing an offense, criminal 

law has also a unique ability to provide such a prevention, but after an offense has already been committed. 

As stated above, such prevention effect that occurs after an antisocial act has already been committed is not a 

perfect form of prevention, because the social value has already been damaged. However, not taking any 

preventive measures after an offense has already been committed would be even worse. If a crime has been 

committed, all necessary measures must be taken, including to prevent the commission of such acts in the 

future, along with the punishment of perpetrators. In fact, criminal law provides a rich source of information 

on the causes of crime and on criminological factors, which can greatly help to develop the strategies needed 

to reduce crime. 

If we look at the possible preventive effect of criminal law that should arise even with reference to 

the person who has already been subject to a criminal sanction, the results are not encouraging. This is 

because various statistics show a high rate of relapse. 

A study conducted in Romania for the period 1991-2010 shows that, throughout this period, there 

was a moderate increase in the rate of recidivism. However, the number of recidivist offenders has not risen 

steadily, but with substantial variations. According to information from the Prosecutor's Office attached to 

the High Court of Cassation and Justice, it was found that the highest increases occurred in 1997-1998 and 

2001, with over 100% compared to 1991, considered the reference year. Also, the data provided by the 

National Penitentiary Administration shows a similar trend in this range, indicating increases with more than 

100% in 1991 and 1992, with more than 200% in 1993-1996 and 2007-2010, with more than 400% in 1998-

2003 and with more than 300% between 2004 and 2006 [2]. In 2008 it was estimated that the relapse rate in 

Romania was 40% [4]. 

Some studies conducted in the United States of America indicate a very high rate of relapse. For 

example, one of these studies shows that about two-thirds of the people who served a prison sentence are 

arrested for committing new offenses within three years of serving the punishment, and about half of them 

are again convicted [6]. 

Other studies have shown that it is possible to identify how the likelihood of repetition of criminal 

behavior increases after each crime that has been committed by the same person. Thus, the risk of relapse in 

reference to men was estimated to increase by 0.54 after the first offense, by 0.65 after the second offense, by 

0.72 after the third offense and by 0.8 after the fourth offense. In reference to women, in the United 

Kingdom, in 1953, the risk of relapse after committing the first offense was estimated to be 0.22, and after 

the third conviction of 0.78 [12]. 

Therefore, it seems that if we rely only on a hypothetical educational effect of the prison sentence, 

the results obtained are not very good. This is because the social reintegration of criminals is based on a 

complex of factors. The "simple" fact that he or she has executed a prison sentence is not necessarily 

detrimental to the repetition of criminal behavior. First of all, it is natural to think that genuine social 

reintegration implies an economic reintegration, which means that the person should get a job. For this 

purpose, it would be necessary for the individual concerned to have a professional qualification, which often 

this individual does not have. As we have seen above, a large number of inmates have a low level of 

education, which means that these detainees do not have a professional qualification to provide them with a 
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stable job and income. It should also be taken into account the fact that many employers refrain from 

employing people who have suffered criminal convictions, because they feel that there is a risk of repeating 

criminal behavior. In addition, once the punishment is executed, some offenders have neither their own home 

nor relatives or friends willing to provide them shelter, at least temporarily. It is obvious, therefore, that the 

social reintegration of offenders can occur only as a result of a considerable effort, coming from both the 

state and the society. First, it is the state that has to invest resources for reintegration by providing social 

housing and employment to those who finish serving the prison sentence. In order to ensure the employment 

of former detainees, effective vocational qualification or retraining programs should be implemented in 

prisons. Also, it would help providing potential employers with certain facilities for employing ex-prisoners. 

Thus, prerequisites are created for effective reintegration of offenders, which will increase the confidence of 

society in the efficiency of integration, which in turn will also bring an active involvement of society in the 

process of reintegrating former detainees. 

A particular attention should be paid to the emotional needs of those who served a prison sentence. 

Thus, especially if they do not benefit from family support, they should be provided with psychological 

counseling. Assistance is also needed if former detainees were drug users, being necessary for them to be 

registered in rehabilitation programs so that they do not fall prey to the temptation to resume their old habits. 

Even regular health care should be a priority and should be given free of charge to ex-prisoners, at least for a 

certain period of time after leaving prison, because these person, at least until they find a job, do not have a 

medical insurance. 

The above statements are also the conclusions of numerous studies on the conditions for an effective 

reintegration of offenders [8], [9], [10]. Indeed, it seems that, for a real reintegration of former criminals, it is 

necessary to act in areas other than criminal law. We appreciate that increasing the attention paid to 

probation, a fact that has been noted in recent years in Romania [11], is likely to substantially contribute to 

the effective reintegration of persons who have committed criminal offenses. 

 

6. Conclusions on the role of education in crime prevention  

 

The analysis that we have undertaken above proves that, beyond the existing controversy on this 

subject, we cannot deny the existence of a link between the level of education and the criminal behaviour. At 

least concerning institutionalized education, many studies confirm that the high level of education leads to 

the reduction of crime, at least regarding violent crimes and offenses against patrimony. However, the 

explanation for this link is not easy to find. One possible explanation would be that education increases 

people's patience and leads to some tolerance towards others, which reduces the risk of committing violent 

acts. Also, generally, a high level of education offers the possibility of obtaining a stable income, which is 

likely to diminish the motivation to commit acts against patrimony and also makes the individual to assess 

the possible financial loss they would suffer, in the event of a criminal conviction that would make it 

impossible to work and obtain a remuneration through work. Moreover, the school can give people the 

awareness that a criminal conviction would create a true social stigma for the convicted person and for his or 

her family, which is likely to discourage criminal behavior. We can also identify a pragmatic and obvious 

role that school has in preventing crime. Given the fact that engaging in criminal activities at an early age 

attracts the reiteration of criminal behavior [12], the school provides young people with an occupation, 

making them focus on things other than committing anti-social deeds. 

The aspects listed above are eloquent to claim that education has a certain role to play in preventing 

crime. However, the social and economic costs of committing crimes are so great, that even if education 

reduced very little the risk of committing crimes, this would still justify a greater attention and investment in 

education. In conclusion, we argue that steps must be taken in order to allow all people to have access to 

education, while ensuring high quality education, so that education becomes an effective method of 

preventing crime. 
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