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Propositions 

 

1. Explicitly addressing addiction from a capacitarian perspective contributes to a more appropriate 

framework for premeditation, non-accountability and prior fault in cases of addiction.  

2. The requirements for prior fault should become more concrete, starting by incorporating volitional 

capacities in addition to cognitive ones.  

3. There is a big difference between responsibility for addiction-related criminal behaviour and 

responsibility for being addicted: those should not be conflated. 

4. A neuroscientific perspective of addiction results in judgments of a lower degree of accountability, 

compared to a choice-centred perspective. 

5.  “The line between an irresistible impulse and an impulse not resisted is probably no sharper than 

that between twilight and dusk.” (American Bar Association, 1983). 

6. Although neuroscience may not revolutionise criminal law in the near future, there is much to gain 

in using neuroscientific methods in the assessment of capacities. 

7. Catchphrases such as “my brain made me do it” brings about erroneous assumptions of exculpation 

that are very much present in everyday thinking. 

8. Basic training on the nature and consequences of addiction should be mandatory course material in 

post-academic professional training for lawyers, judges and prosecutors.  

9. Striking the ultimate balance between the convoluted wordiness of lawyers and the dull conciseness 

of psychologists was the true aim of this thesis. 

10. Writing a PhD thesis is meant to be a trajectory in which the candidate learns and develops, and 

there should be time and space in the final version of the thesis to personally reflect on that 

experience. 

11. “While the minimum number of bikes one should own is three, the correct number of bikes to own 

is n+1, where n is the number of bikes currently owned.” (Velominati). 

 


