83 1,441

1989)
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18-30

( 8

85 1,743

(Gortes & Gatti, 1972; Jeffery,

1,682
30-40



Wolfgang(1958)



A Study on Criminal Homicidein Taiwan

Abstract

Crime problems have become more serious and emerged as an
issue of national concern recently in Taiwan. One most heinous violent
crime that threatens most citizens intensively is crimina homicide
According to the data from Criminal Investigation Bureau(1995), the
homicide case was 1,441 in 1994, and had increased to 1,743 in 1996.
Cross-national research further reveals that Taiwan has a relatively high
rate of homicide, and such trend requires further research.

For the purpose of launching a pioneer study on crimina homicide
in Talwan, the interdisciplinary approach, mostly bio-psycho-socia
perspective (Cortes & Gatti, 1972; Jeffery, 1989)is employed by our
research group to explore the nature and characteristics of criminal
homicide, and uncover its underlying cause.

Self-reported questionnaires were administered to a purposively
drawn sample of 1,682 inmates charged for homicide from 20 prisonsin
Taiwan between the period of January to March, 1998. The study
primarily showed that homicide offenders are mostly male, thirty to forty
years old, and unmarried. They usually use knife to trigger crime in the
house on midnight Friday. Altercations are the mgor reasons for
homicides. About fifty percent of offenders were under the influence of
alcohol at the time of the incidents. The characteristics of these offenders
are mesomorphic body type with obvious violent animal taboo. With few
exceptions, homicide offenders are not psychotics. They are highly
aggressive, but not under-controlled type. Further their emotional state
remains stable and the depression levels are also not significantly different.
These violent offenders are generaly not being abused in their early
childhood, however, all kinds types of delinquent behaviors are exhibited.
For the correlates of homicide offending, relatively high exposure to
violent media was found. The relationship between offenders and victims
was primarily strangers. If they acquainted with each other, then
Wolfgang' s(1958) '’ Victim precipitated homicide” concept is supported.

In sum, the study concludes that there are complicated causes for



homicide offending in Taiwan. However, many serious hurts are forward
through arguments under some situational influences. For prevention and
control of such violent acts, efforts should be made to reduce negative
individual, family, and societal factors that precipitated criminal behaviors.
Moreover, well-planned social skills and emotional control training
should be taught to the general public, so as to prevent the rise of violent
crime.
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(Serious Scale) 1,000

( 85)
( 89
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( 1-1-2)

180
170
160
150
140
130

120
1100 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

77 78 79 80 81 82 83 84 85 86

1-1-1

85 1,743

1,441 77 80

1-1-1
( ) ( ) (1970 -1995 )



1970

843 15,812 733 2,477 1,986
58 7.8 15 4.0 12
98.81

1975
1,177 20,505 1,014 2,957 1,576 2,098
7.3 9.6 2.1 4.8 3.0 19
93.03

1980
1,411 23,044 755 2,733 2,253 1,684
8.0 10.2 16 44 4.2 14
89.79

1985
1,362 18,976 771 2,796 2,497 1,847
7.1 79 15 4.6 45 15
90.60

1988
1,536 20,680 992 2,543 2,567 1,476
7.8 8.4 20 41 4.6 12
87.0 70.0 95.1 94.4 83.1 96.6

1989
1,619 21,500 1,017 2,415 2,562 1,349
81 8.7 20 39 4.6 11
81.1 68.3 94.4 94.4 93.3 95.9

1990
1,643 23,438 1,145 2,419 2,529 1,261
81 9.4 2.3 39 45 10
87.3 67.2 92.0 94.2 77.2 96.7
90.66 67.2 91.9 91.9 74.0

1992




1,611,468 |23,760 [1,255  [3,308  [2,702  |1,275
7.1 9.3 25 41 47 1.0
92.44 64.6 94.2 90.7 73.9 9.0
1993
1,560 24526 |1,331  [4259 [2,818 1,272
7.875 95 26 5.3 49 1.0
93.21 65.6 91.3 81.9 713 96.1
1994
1,441 23305 [1,375  [3,751  [2,696 1,279
6.8 9.0 2.7 46 47 1.0
91.81 64.4 89.5 87.2 726 96.1
1995
1,694 21597 |1,379  [3,960  [2,563 1,281
8.0 8.2 2.7 4.9 44 1.0
81.1 68.3 9.4 94.4 93.3 95.9
265
(1997)
1-1-2 1988 1994 %
1988 1994 1988 1994
8.40 9.0 220.44 237.7
1.74 2.7 5.08 116.7
4.14 46 4714 71.0
4.59 47 90.22 126.9
1.28 16 8.97 10.1
1.18 10 1.44 2.1
8.0 6.8 16.90 18.4

(1997)




Profile (Egger,1990;Guttmacher,1960;
Hickey,1991; PAmer, 1960; Vevin & Fox,1985; Wolfgang,1958 )



seria murder

multicide subtype

Holmes & DeBurger 1988 18-19
repetitive homicide

mass murder
Levin &
Fox 1985
evil than crazy
(victim-precipitated homicide)
Wolfgang(1958:252)

(The victim-precipitated cases are those in which the
victim was the first to show and use a deadly weapon to strike an
altercation in short, the first to commence the interplay of resort to
physical violence)  Wolfgang
()

()



(

)



85) ( 8

Wolfgang(1967) 39%
33% 22%
6%
1992
2-1-1

14.5% 5%
(66% versus 24%)
(Marwick, 1992; Skolnick,
1992; Teret et al., 1992)

( 51.68%)
( 11.94%) (

10.01%)
2-1-1




10

%

15377 68.2

3265 145

1029 4.6

1121 5.0

1748 7.8

1992
( )
Wolfgang(1966)
380
65%
208 116
35% 1995 (Uniform Crime Report, 1995)
1991 1995
( 2-1-2)
2-1-2 1991-1995
1991 1992 1993 1994 1995

1 8.0 8.1 8.1 8.2 8.3
2 7.0 75 6.7 7.6 6.8
3 77 8.2 7.9 8.8 77
4 7.8 8.0 7.6 8.1 8.4
5 8.1 8.5 7.8 8.2 7.9
6 8.6 7.9 8.6 8.3 8.2
7 9.1 9.1 9.3 9.0 8.9
8 9.4 9.1 9.2 9.2 9.8
9 8.8 8.7 8.3 8.3 8.7
10 8.6 8.0 84 8.5 8.8
11 7.8 8.1 8.2 7.9 8.1
12 9.0 8.8 9.8 8.0 8.5

Uniform Crime Report, FBI, 1995.

33.96% 16.35%(0-3 )  Wolfgang



1992

(39.07%) (35.03%)
(UCR, 1995)
1995
33.67%) (23.54%)

(Serial Murder)

11

(8.61%)

1991-1995

(Mass Murder)
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Holmes DeBurger(1988)

(Visionary killers) (Mission-oriented killers)
(Hedonistic killers) (Power/Control-oriented
killers)
( )
/
1984
J. O. Huberty
21 85
Lunde(1976)
(Paranoid Schizophrenia) (Sexual Sadism)
Fox  Jack(1985) 156
675
Polk(1994)

(Uniform Crime Report)
( 85:14)



> w N P

( )
(
)
5.
V. Hentig
84:359)

1 (Gewinnmord):

2. (Konfliktmord)

3. (Deckungsmord)

4, (Sexuamord)
(Sadism)

5. (Amorphe Gruppe

()

(relative)

V erschiedenster Beweggrunde)

Williams (1989)

(UCR)

(spousal homicide) (parricide)

13
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(infanticide)
1.

K 0ss(1987)
Browne(1996)
1984
(48%)

2000 (1310 )
(806 )

(Jones, 1980) Wilbanks(1981)

(natural)

Rasche(1988) Jacksonvill 1980- 1986 155

(Possessiveness) (Self-defense)
(Abuses) ( Feelings Arising Out of Arguments) (Other)
(Unknown)

( )

Wolfgang (17%)
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Rasche (married)
(common-law) (ex-spouse) (homosexual)
Wolfgang (married) (ex-married)
Wolfgang
(70-80%)
Rasche 1993 Wolfgang Wolfgang
(46%) Rasche
(83%) 9% Rasche 1993
30
Wolfgang
Wolfgang
2.
(parricide)
1977-1986
300 18
15% 25%
(30% 34%
15% 34%
(Heide, 1989)
(antisocial)
(sociopathic)

(Hull, 1987) Heide(1992)
APOs(Adolescent Parricide Offenders)
(1) APOs



16

(2)APOs
APOs

(3)APOs

(4)
©)
(6)
(7)APOs

(8)APOs
©)
(10)APOs
(11)APOs
(12)

) APOs

56%

APOs

28%

60%

54.05%

APOs

APOs

APOs

APOs
(dissociative)

APOs

(abuse) (neglect)(
1.99 1/3

S57%

16%

85)

64%



Gill(1971)

17

()
(acquaintance) William and Straus(1985)
Wolfgang(1958)
( ) 550
203 (41.7%) Rojek  Williams(1993)
2-2-1 1979-1988
54%
2-2-1
(Family) 15.3 17.1
(Acquaintance) 39.6 37.6
(Stranger) 124 20.7
(Unknown) 32.7 24.6
(Total) 100.0% 100.0%
1992
2-2-2
(
) (
)
(
)
1977-1983 1984-1988
2-2-2
(Argument) 66.2 57.1 16.5
(Sex) 141 103 4.1
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(Felony) 0.9 13.2 431
(Drugs) 0.1 9.5 135
(others) 16.7 18.1 20.2
(Unknown) 2.0 1.8 2.6
(Total) 100.0% 100.0% 100..0%
1992
2-2-2
1/2 (felony)
Block(1987)
2-2-2 3/4
Rojek  Williams



(

)

Block

Riedel(1990)

( )

Luckenbill

21

Rojek  Williams(1993)

Block(1987)

19

Riede (1982)

(spontaneous)
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(Riedel and Przybylski, 1993)

( 8
85
(Bartol, 1995) Wolfgang(1958) 558
73% 75% 4%
(intraracia)
Wolfgang(1958)

82% Reidel, Zahn  Mock(1985)



96.35%

(Bartol, 1995) Reiddl, Zahn

25
85)
30-40
164 (
20.20%)

788 (
42.47%)

29.88%)
1,120 (

Toch(1969)

Megargee(1966)
(Overcontrolled)

(Undercontrolled)

23.16%) 24-30

21

4.65%

Mock(1985)

708
2350%) 18-24
143

167 (

(the lower class)
86
981 (37.20%)

336 ( 12.74%)

(Violent Men)
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Miklos  (1992)

Miklos, Nikola Ve jko(1992) (Yugoslavia) S.
Mitrovica 112 MMPI
(psychoatic) (psychopathic) (hypersensitive)

(overcontrolled)

Hickey(1991)
(personality disorders)
(dissociative disorders) (psychoanalytic factors)
(psychopath-sociopath) (Hickey, 1991)
( mental illness)

(psychosis)
Henn (1976)
1964-1973 2000 1%
Brodsky(1973)
1-2%

4-6%

(dissociative disorders)
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(dissociative fugue)

(multiple personality disorder) (dissociative amnesia)
(psychoanalytic factors)
Gallagher
(1987)
(DSM-II )
Hickey(1991) 20%-30%
2-5-1 1992 600
(infanticide)( 5 ) 2%
14 5%
2-5-11992

1 254 1.1% 1.1%



24

1-4 408 18 2.9
5-9 126 0.6 35
10-14 351 1.6 51
15-19 2851 12.6 17.7
20-24 4181 185 36.2
25-29 3455 15.3 51.5
30-34 3045 135 65.0
35-39 2231 9.9 74.9
40-44 1650 7.3 82.2
45-49 1072 4.8 87.0
50-54 695 3.1 90.1
55-59 449 2.0 92.1
60-64 412 18 93.9
65-69 315 1.4 95.3
70-74 262 12 96.5
75 474 2.1 98.6

309 1.4 100.0

22540 100.0%
1992
20-24
(18.5%) 15-34 60%
84 ( )
18-29 619 31.84%
30-39 490 25.21% 18
285 14.66%
1993 UCR
(intraracial) (interracial)
94%
83%
2-4-2
(52%)
26%
22% (felony versus nonfelony)

(1374 47%)
2-5-2 /
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/ % % %
%
214 7 2933 31 360 25 3147 26
1341 46 5115 55 706 50 6456 52
1374 47 1323 14 356 25 2697 22
2929 100 9371 100 1422 100 12300 100
1958 1781 5079 3739
1992
(2933 31%)
(robberies of dedler)
Tardiff, Gross, M essner(1986)
(Manhattan) 570
38% 14%
1985
21% Berke and Martz
(1989) 1986 34% 1987 51% 1988
80%
? Wolfgang(1958)
(Victim-precipitated Homicide)
Wolfgang(1958:252)
( )
Wolfgang 558 150 (26%)

Sobol (1995)
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(Buffalo) 13% Walace (1986)
Wikstrom(1991)
104% 11.0%

(Zahn, 1990: 379-385)

XYY
MAO
(Attention Deficit Hyperactivity Disorder ADHD)
( )
(
86 Santtila& Haapasalo, 1997)
( 85) (rational choice)

(cognition distortion)

(Yochelson & Samenow,
1976; Ross & Fabino, 1985)
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(Cognitive Self-regulatory Mechanisms)
(Bartol, 1995) Dollard  (1939)
(Frustration Aggression Hypothesis)

Bandura(1973)
( )

(modeling influence)

() (aversive treatment)
() (incentive inducements)
() (instructional control)
() (bizarre symbolic control)
() (modeling influence)
Wolfgang(1958) 1948-1952
26%

(Victim-precipitated)
L uckenbill (1977)
L uckenbill (1977) 70 (Situated
transaction)
(moves) ( )
Luckenbill(1977)

? L uckenbill
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Athens(1997)
(situated)

Luckenbill Felson  Steadman(1983)
Luckenbill

Luckenbill

(character contest) Savitz et al.(1991)
1978 381 Luckenbill

(discrimination)
(absolute
deprivation) (relative deprivation)
( ) (Messner,
1989; Messner & Tardiff, 1986; 86)

Wolfgang & Ferracuti(1967)



29

(subculture of violence)
(dominant culture)

(Thomas & Hepbur, 1983) Wolfgang & Ferracuti
(Subculture of Violence)

Thornberry et
al., 1993



30

(group delingquency)
60% 93% Erickson,1971
(group pressure)

30-40
18-29



Cortes

Gatti

1972) Jeffery 1989)

33

31-1

correlates)
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Hickey(1991) Egger(1990)
( 77

(Multi-dimensional)

(S. Glueck and E. Glueck)

(J. P. Guilford)
A9

(

61)



ADHD

Akers(1966)

81

Akers

35
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100%

pretest
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Lie Scde

Cronbach’ s Alpha

(Lie Scale)

(varimax rotation)

()

76)

LieScde 16

(factor loading)

.60



3-4-1

39

.8401
3-4-1

N of Cases= 813.0

Reliability Coefficients

N of Items= 3

Alpha= .8401
()
3-4-2 8401
3-4-2
Reliability Coefficients
N of Cases= 812.0 N of Items=14
Alpha= .8061
()
3-4-3 6521

3-4-3

Reliability Coefficients

N of Cases= 809.0

Alpha= .6521

N of Items= 9

()
3-4-4

4138
3-4-4
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N of Cases= 812.0

Reliability Coefficients

N of Items= 7

Alpha= 4138
()
3-4-5 6317
3-4-5
Reliability Coefficients
N of Cases= 811.0 N of Items= 9
Alpha= .6317
()
3-4-6 5676
3-4-6

N of Cases= 813.0

Alpha= 5676

Reliability Coefficients

N of Items= 3

()
347

.6386
3-4-7




N of Cases= 813.0

Alpha= .6386

Reliability Coefficients

N of Items= 8

()
3-4-8

5230
3-4-8

N of Cases= 812.0

Alpha= 5230

Reliability Coefficients

N of Items= 4

()
3-4-9

8987
3-4-9

N of Cases= 813.0

Alpha= .8987

Reliability Coefficients

N of Items= 8

()
3-4-10

8067
3-4-10

41
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Reliability Coefficients

N of Cases= 812.0 N of Items= 67
Alpha= .8067
.06
.8067
()
Lie Scale
1,645 832
813
()

spss for window

(Factor extration)

(rotation)
(Varimax rotation)
(direct oblimin rotation)
(factor loadings)
(0.3)(Zatman & Phlilip, 1985)

3-4-11
0.3



3-4-11

43

1 .73887
2. .68823
3. 12432
4. .80536
5. 17432
6. (7642
7. 719214
8. .84123
2.
3-4-12
0.3
3-4-12
1 .78185
2. . 76660
3. .80572
3.
3-4-13
0.3
0.3 3 7 8

3-4-13
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1. 37129 -.03017

2. 64117 -.00602

3. .02065 .82684

4, .62343 21631

5. .63840 .29141

0. .61047 .00396

7. -.01939 77057

8. .13860 .67260

. 76729 -.00334

4,

1. .10016 . 78007 -.07261
2. -.19104 69479 37257
3. 55716 47040 -.04681
4, 72879 .29662 -.08306
B. . 79525 -17271 .06625
0. .07609 .08983 .88873
7. .58999 -.15673 .37089

3-4-14
0.3
0.3 2 6




3-4-15

0.3 0.3
3-4-15
1 .60379 -.48576 -.19851
2. 54729 -.60430 -.02149
3. .55066 -.39205 .28836
4. .56748 -.51783 .07968
S. 46323 .09031 -.45780
6. .58907 .16651 -.11092
7. 37771 19148 .50356
8. 42555 .14563 11211
9. 46411 19147 44176
10. .55927 25199 .06093
11. .60215 27106 -.21273
12. 59764 24264 .22630
13. .65881 .28246 -.21707
14. .64895 .20870 -.20992
6.
3-4-16
0.3
3-4-16
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.56955

.65098

58321

44537

41694

42688

59161

.58334

© |®© N o gk~ w d P

.61497

1.
3-4-17
0.3
0.3
3-4-17
1. 11018 84778
2. .02050 .89238
3. 02046 .85690
8.
3-4-18
0.3
0.3

3-4-18




47

1 .03308 49935
2. 05755 82444
3. .09846 76576
9.
3-4-19
0.3
0.3
3-4-19
1. .64228 .00976
2. 84225 12858
3. .79583 .08011
10.
3-4-20
0.3
0.3
3-4-20
1 -.03272 712529
2. 13061 .70629
3. 12305 61451
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4. -.16939 61531
S. 16239 .56242
11.
3-4-21
0.3 0.3
3-4-21

1. 87091 .03564
2. .88583 01361
3. .76992 11610

351
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1,682

1,645 97.80%
3-5-1 1,645
3-5-1

6 6 100.00
129 126 97.67
18 18 100.00

0 0 100.00
245 240 97.96

6 6 100.00
77 77 100.00
36 36 100.00
102 101 99.02
166 163 98.19
68 65 95.59
220 215 97.73
21 21 100.00
61 58 95.08
13 12 92.23
71 68 95.77
260 254 97.69
45 43 95.56
38 36 94.74
11 11 100.00
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89 89 100.00
1682 1645 97.80
spss/win
Coding Form
SPSS for Win
spss/win
Spssforwin  reliability

(Internal consistency )

(contingency coefficient)




51



1992

14.5%

(
11.94%)

441 (54.3%)
(9.1%)

53

51.68%) (
( 10.01%)
147 (18.1%)
14 (1.7%) 74
104 (12.8%)

4-1-1
147 18.1
441 54.3
14 17
74 9.1
104 128
33 4.0
813 100
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(39.07%) (35.34%)

(8.61%)
( 4-1-2) 197
(24.2%) 257 (31.6%)
188 (23.1%) 140 (17.2%) 31
(3.8%)
4-1-2
197 24.2
257 31.6
188 23.1
140 17.2
31 3.8
813 100
( )
Wolfgang(1966)
380
65%
208 116
35% (Uniform Crime Report, 1995)
1991 1995
33.96% 16.35%(0-3

) Wolfgang
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4-1-3
(7 8 9) 4-1-4
4-1-5

4-1-3

41 5.0
50 6.2
68 8.4
62 76
70 8.6
68 8.4
73 9.0
65 8.0
87 10.7
74 0.1
77 95
54 6.6
24 2.7
813 100
4-1-4

23 2.8
39 48
3 41
40 49
66 8.1
51 6.3
27 33
534 66.7
813 100

4-1-5
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97 11.9
148 18.2
279 34.3
265 32.6
24 3.1
813 100
(UCR, 1995) 1991-1995
1995
(
33.67%) (23.54%)
( 4-1-6)

(60%) 111 (13.7%) 89 (10.9%)
(0.6%) 55 (6.9) 64 (9.9%)
4-1-6
488 60
111 13.7
89 10.9
3 0.4
55 6.8
64 9.9
813 100

253 (31.1%)
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479  (58.9%) 24 (3.0%)
13 (1.6%) 4 (0.5%)
3 (0.4%)
4-1-7
0 253 31.1
1 479 58.9
2 24 3.0
3 13 16
4 4 0.5
5 3 0.4
37 4.5
813 100
C )
( )
Wolfgang
4-1-8
441 (54.2%) 355 (43.7%) 17
(2.0%) 73 (9.0%)
723  (88.9%) 17 (2.1%)

68 (8.4%)
25 (3.1%)

Wolfgang

720 (88.6%)
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4-1-8

441 355 17 54.2 437 |21
73 723 17 9.0 889 |21
68 720 25 8.4 88.6 3.0
813 100
Wolfgang,
1958 Bartol,1995
4-2-1 356 43.8%
233 28.7% 19
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2.3% 125 15.4% 1
0.1% 15 1.8% 3 0.4%
35 4.3% 26 3.2%
4-2-1
356 43.8
233 28.7
19 2.3
125 154
1 0.1
15 18
3 0.4
35 4.3
26 3.0
813 100
775 95.3% 25  31% 13 (1.6%)
(p<0.1)

4-2-2 phi 414




60

4-2-2

314 (38.6%) 30-40

125 (15.4%) 50-60

Vdue Approx.
Sg.

Nomina by Phi 414 .000
Nominal Cramer’ s 169 .000

Contingency .382 .000

Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
4-2-3 18 7 (0.9%) 1830

322 (39.6%) 40-50
26 (3.2%) 60-70

3 (04%) 70 3 (0.4%) 13 (1.6%)
30-40 18-30
78.2%
4-2-4 phi
.380
4-2-3
18 7 0.9
18-30 314 38.6
30-40 322 39.6
40-50 125 15.4
50-60 26 3.2
60-70 3 0.4
70 3 0.4
8 1.6
813 100

4-2-4
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Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nomina by Phi .380 .001
Nominal Cramer’ s 134 .001
Contingency 355 .001
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
4-2-5 23 (2.8%)
125 (15.4%) 399 (49.1%) () 240
(29.5%) 17 (2.1%) 9 (1.1%)
4-2-6 phi 413 (p<0.1)
4-2-5
23 2.8
125 154
399 49.1
() 240 29.5
17 2.1
9 11
813 100
4-2-6
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nominal by Phi 413 .000
Nominal Cramer’ s 169 .000
Contingency .382 .000
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
4-2-7 603 (74.2%) 109
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(13.4%) 54  (6.6%) 27 (3.3%)
5 (0.6%) 14 (1.8%)
4-2-8 phi 293
4-2-7
603 74.2
109 134
54 6.6
27 3.3
5 0.6
14 1.8
812 100
4-2-8
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nomina by Phi 293 071
Nominal Cramer’ s 120 071
Contingency .282 071
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
4-2-9 167 (20.5%)
415 (51%) 138 (17%) 18
(2.2%) 37 (4.6%) 9 (1.1%)
5 (0.6%) 24 (2.9%)

4-2-10 phi  .329

4-2-9
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167 20.5

415 51

138 17

18 2.2

37 4.6

9 11

5 0.6

24 29

813 100

4-2-10
Vdue Approx.
Sg.

Nominal by Phi 329 277
Nominal Cramer’ s 110 277

Contingency 313 277

Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
4-2-11 165 (20.3%)
15 (1.8%) 464 (57.1%) 132 (16.2%)
17 (2.1%) 20 (2.4%)

4-2-12 phi  .309

4-2-11
165 20.3
15 18
132 16.2
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464 57.1
17 2.1
20 2.4
813 100
4-2-12
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nominal by Phi .309 305
Nominal Cramer’ s .109 .305
Contingency 295 305
Coefficient
N of Vaid Cases 813
4-2-13 6 (0.7%)
20 (2.5%) 108 (13.3%) 10
(1.2%) 65 (8.0%) 27 (3.3%)
59 (7.3%) 65 (8.0%)
44 (5.4%) 230 (28.3%) 104
(12.8%) 57 (7.0%) 18 (2.1%)
4-2-14  phi 499 (p<0.1)
4-2-13
6 0.7
20 25
108 13.3
10 12
65 8.0
27 3.3
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59 7.3
65 8.0
44 54
230 28.3
104 12.8
57 7.0
18 2.1
813 100
4-2-14
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nomina by Phi 499 .005
Nominal Cramer’ s .166 .005
Contingency 446 .005
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
442 (54.4%) 361 (44.4%)
4-2-15 phi 0.199
4-2-15
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nominal by Phi 199 221
Nominal Cramer’ s 115 221
Contingency 196 221
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
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30-40 18-30

78.2% ()
Lewis
1988 Volavka 1992 (
)
?
4-3-1 247  (30.4%) A
(11.6%) 266 (32.7%) 173 (21.3%)
20 (2.5%) 13 (1.6%)

(S.and E. Glueck)
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4-3-2 phi
290 contingency coefficient 2790
P<.05
4-3-1
247 30.4
94 11.6
266 32.7
173 21.3
20 25
13 1.6
813 100
4-3-2
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nominal by Phi 290 231
Nominal Cramer’ s 251 231
Contingency 279 231
Coefficient
N of Vaid Cases 813
501 (61.6%) 276
(33.9%) 36 (4.5%)
4-3-3 phi .188 contingency coefficient

185 P<.05

4-3-3
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Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nomina by Phi .188 391
Nominal Cramer’ s .108 391
Contingency 185 391
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
418 (51.4%) 369
(45.4%) 26 (3.1%) ( 4-3-4)
136 (32.54%) 22 (5.26%)
55 (13.16%) 70 (16.75%) 70
(16.75%)
4-3-5 phi .306
contingency coefficient P<.05
4-3-4
136 32.54
22 5.26
65 15.55
55 13.16
70 16.75
70 16.75
418 100
4-3-5
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nomina by Phi .306 .003
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Nominal Cramer’ s 134 .003
Contingency 292 .003
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
Toch(1969)
(Violent Men)
Megargee(1966)
(Undercontrolled) (Overcontrolled)
Miklos, Nikola  Vejko(1992) (Yugodavia) S.
Mitrovica 112
(psychotic) (psychopathic)

(hypersensitive)
Hickey(1991)
(personality disorders)
(dissociative disorders) (Psychoanalytic factors)
(psychopath-sociopath)
1-2% 4-6%
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20-30%

( 61) J. P.
Guilford) A9 83
(one-way ANOVA)
81
ADHD
697 (85.7%)
39 (4.8%) 77 (9.4%)
( 4-4-1)
10 (25.64%) 15 (38.46%)
10 (25.64%) 4 (10.26%) 1
(2.6%)
4-4-1
10 25.64
15 38.46
10 25.64
4 10.26
1 2.6
39 100

Gilford
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2 1
0
18 0 0-7
812 13-18
0-7 811
12-18 4-4-2 41
(5.6%) 152 (19.6%) 544
(70.1%) 13.8874 3.3923 0
(0%) 5 (21.7%) 18 (78.3%)
13913 2.6097
4-4-2
41 5.6 152 19.6 544 70.1 13,887 |3.392
0 0 5 21.7 18 78.3 13.913 |2.609
/
AH Pelham DSM- -R ADHD
/ DSM- -R
DBD Pelham
81
321 0
/
3 8 10 12 14 2 469 1
15 7 13
ADHD 813




4-4-3

303
149

298
165

408
150

373
178

419
73

299
151

359

37.7%
18.6%

37.0%
20.5%

50.7%
18.7%

46.2%
22.0%

51.8%
9.0%

37.1%
18.7%

44.7%
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325 40.5% 82 10.2%
37 4.6%
4-4-3
1. 82(10.2%)  [269(33.5%)  |303(37.7%) |149(18.6%)
2 208(37.0%)  |282(35.0%)  |165(20.5%) | 60(7.5%)
3. 60(7.5%) 150(18.7%)  |408(50.7%) |186(23.1%)
4 40(5.0%) 178(22.0%)  [373(46.2%) [216(26.8%)
5. 22(2.8%) 73(9.0%) 295(36.4%) |419(51.8%)
6. 151(18.7%)  [243(30.1%)  [299(37.1%) |114(14.1%)
7. 37(4.6%) 82(10.2%)  [325(40.5%) |359(44.7%)
1 2
3 4
4 3
2 1
4-4-7 14.959
5511 175



4-4-4

309 38.6%
243 30.4% 130 16.3%
118 14.7%
249 31.2%
247 31.0% 207 25.9%
95 11.9%
312 38.8%
279 34.7% 162 20.1%
ol 6.4%
340 42.3%
200 24.8% 195 24.2%
70 8.7%
314 39.2%
231 28.8% 176 21.9%
81 10.1%
287 35.7%
234 29.1% 175 21.7%
109 13.5%
366 45.6%
275 34.2% 105 13.1%

Y 7.1%



297 36.9%
204 25.4% 196 24.4%
107 13.3%
296 37.0%
269 33.6% 134 16.5%
12.7%
4-4-4
1. 130(16.3%)  |243(30.4%)  |309(38.6%) |118(14.7%)
2 207(25.9%)  |247(31.0%)  |249(31.2%) | 95(11.9%)
3. 51(6.4%) 162(20.1%)  [312(38.8%) |279(34.7%)
4 70(8.7%) 195(24.2%)  [340(42.3%) [200(24.8%)
5. 81(10.1%)  [231(28.8%)  |314(39.2%) |176(21.9%)
6. 109(13.5%)  |234(29.1%)  [287(35.7%) |175(21.7%)
7. 57(7.1%) 105(13.1%)  [275(34.2%) |366(45.6%)
8. 107(13.3%)  |196(24.4%)  |297(36.9%) |204(25.4%)
) 102(12.7%)  |269(33.6%)  [296(37.0%) |134(16.7%)
1 2
4
4 3

2 1
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4-4-8

22.118

22.5 6.085
4-4-5
307 38.1%
263 32.7% 147 18.3%

88 10.9%
344 42.8%
199 24.8% 176 21.9%

85 10.5%
315 39.0%
227 28.1% 191 23.6%

75 9.3%

4-4-5
1. 88(10.9%)  |263(32.7%)  |307(38.1%) |147(18.3%)
2, 344(42.8%)  |199(24.8%)  |176(21.9%) | 85(10.5%)
3 75(9.3%)  |227(28.1%)  |315(39.0%) |191(23.6%)
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3 4
4-4-9
7.499 2,541
4-4-6
F=1510 P<.05 4-4-7
F=0.9220
P>.05 4-4-8
F=1.7140 P>.05
4-4-9
F=1.3362 P>.05
4-4-6
F
246.836 7 6.329 1.510 .025
3223.582 769 4,192
3470.418 808
4-4-7
E
108.7425 7 |283918  [0.9220 0.4885
23958.5247 778 30.7950
24157.2672 785




78

4-4-8

F
446.6709 7 63.8101 1.7140 0.1024
28964.5606 778  |37.2295
29411.2316 785

4-4-9

F
58.1158 7 8.3023 1.3362 0.2300
4840.3289 779 6.2135
4898.4447 786

ADHD

ADHD




451

401 (49.3%) () ()
220 (27.1%)
(3.6%) 67 (8.2%) 45 (5.5%)
51 (6.3%)
4-5-1
401 49.3
() () 220 271
29 3.6
67 8.2
45 55
51 6.3
813 100
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()

4-5-2 236
(29%) 550 (68.8%) 18 (2.2%)
()
4-5-2 157
(19.3%) 638 (78.5%) 18 (2.2%)
()
4-5-2
37 (4.6%) 751 (92.4%) 25
(3.1%)
4-5-2
236 559 18 29.0 68.8 2.2
157 638 18 19.3 78.5 2.2
37 751 25 4.6 924 31
813 100
()
453 454 455 4-5-3

(phi=.230, p>.05, contingency coefficient=.224, p>.05)

4-5-4




(phi=.166, p>.05, contingency

coefficient=.163, p>.05) 4-5-5
(phi=.194,
p>.05, contingency coefficient=.191, p>.05) (
)
4-5-3
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nomina by Phi 230 193
Nominal Cramer’ s 115 193
Contingency 224 193
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
4-5-4
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nomina by Phi .166 .998
Nominal Cramer’ s 074 .998
Contingency 163 .998
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813
4-5-5
Vdue Approx.
Sg.
Nomina by Phi 194 .948
Nominal Cramer’ s .087 .948
Contingency 191 948
Coefficient
N of Valid Cases 813

(Hirschi & Gottfredson
1990) (A General Theory of Crime)
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4-5-6

435 (53.5%) 234
(28.8%) 82 (10.1%) 41 (5.0%)
252 (31%)
4-5-6

209 [25.7 |276 |339 (202 |24.8 |107 (13.2 |19 |2.3
68 (8.4 184 |22.6 (331 |40.7 |212 (261 |18 |2.3
435 (535 |234 (288 |82 |10.1 (41 |5.0 21 |2.6
280 (344 |270 |33.2 (163 |20.0 |84 (10.3 |16 |2.0
341 (419 |283 |34.8 (130 |16.0 |45 |55 14 |1.8
419 515 |24 (31.2 |90 |11.1 (37 |4.6 13 |1.6
302 (371 |294 |36.2 (140 |17.2 |62 |7.6 15 |1.8
270 (33.2 (302 |37.1 (155 |19.1 |73 [9.0 13 |1.6




4-5-7

83

(F=0.549, P>.05)
4-5-7
.
252.794 9 28.088 549 .839
41069 803 51.179
41349 812

1989)  Pfeffer(1980)

Widom(1989)

10 (1.2%)
(6.9%)

(F=10.009 P<.01)

4-5-8

711

McCord(1991) 130

Dutton

Hart (1992)

26 (3.2%)

(87.5%)

(Lewis, 1992; Wisdom,

56
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372.826 9 41.425 10.009 .000

3323.337 803 4.139

3696.162 812

Kellert Felthous 1985

4-6-1
14 (1.7%) 63 (7.7%)
560 (68.9%) 560 (68.9%)
12 (15%) 53 (6.5%)
117 (14.4%) 617 (75.9%)

4-6-1
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14 |17 63 |7.7 166 (20.4 560 |68.9 10 (1.2
12 |15 53 |65 117 |144 617 |75.9 14 |1.8
4-7-1
4-7-1
326 |40.1 (217 (26.7 |132 |16.2 (132 |(16.2 0.7
108 |13.3 (388 |47.7 |267 [32.8 |44 |54 0.7
114 (140 |296 |36.4 (239 (29.4 |156 |19.2 0.9




4. 72 189 |194 1239 |283 (348 (194 |239 |10 |12
S. 97 119 |233 |28.7 |281 |346 |196 |241 |6 0.7
6. 393 (483 |234 (288 (103 (127 (/5 (92 |8 1.0
7. 252 (31.0 |247 (304 |166 (204 (140 (17.2 |8 0.9
8. 144 117.7 |241 |29.6 |237 (292 |184 (226 |7 0.9
0. 52 |64 |169 (208 |329 (405 |24 (31.2 |9 11
10. 68 |84 |278 |342 |340 |418 |116 (143 |11 |14
11. 64 |79 |322 |396 |314 |386 |322 |39.6 |9 11
12. 153 |18.8 |362 |445 |218 |26.8 |73 |9.0 |7 0.9
13. 152 |18.7 |281 |34.6 |214 |26.3 |159 |19.6 |7 0.9
14. 125 154 |235 (289 (240 (295 (207 |255 |6 0.7
15. 79 9.7 |184 (226 |217 |26.7 |325 |40.0 |8 1.0
16. 98 |121 |272 |335 |271 |33.3 |164 |20.2 |8 0.9
17. 93 |114 |258 |31.7 |256 |31.5 |193 |23.7 |11 |13
18. 94 (116 |284 (349 |274 (337 |145 (178 |13 (1.6
19. 47 |58 |75 9.2 |123 |151 |550 |67.7 |17 |2.1
20. 119 |19.6 |302 |37.1 |217 |26.7 |163 |20.0 |12 |15
21. 31 (38 |94 (116 |192 (236 |487 (599 |9 11
22. 32 |39 |63 |77 |181 |223 |528 |649 |9 11
23. 17 21 |36 |44 |130 (160 [619 (76.1 |11 (1.3
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24, 23 |2.8 40 |49 112 |13.8 (628 |77.2 |10 (1.2
25. 16 |20 31 (3.8 110 |135 (643 |79.1 |13 |16
26. 18 (2.2 45 |55 92 |11.3 (645 (793 |13 |1.6
27. 70 |8.6 183 (225 |230 |28.3 (317 (39.0 |13 |1.6
28. 23 |2.8 47 |5.8 108 |13.3 (623 |76.6 |12 |15
29. 15 |1.8 46 |5.7 135 |16.6 |606 |745 |11 (14
30. 31 |38 76 (9.3 175 [21.5 |523 |64.3 |8 1.0
31. 42 |5.2 187 |23.0 (272 |335 |296 (364 |16 |1.9
32. 42 |5.2 89 |10.9 (127 (156 |545 |67.0 (10 (1.2
33 28 |34 |73 |00 [181 [223 |523 |643 [8 |09
34, 22 (2.7 24 (3.0 55 6.8 701 (86.2 (11 |14
35. 4 0.5 19 |23 35 |43 742 191.3 (13 |16
36. 16 |20 39 (4.8 86 (100 |660 |81.2 (12 |15
4-7-1
4-7-2

(F=2.597, P<.01)

(F=8.526, P<.01)

(F=13.486, P<.01)
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4-7-2

F
1434.601 9 159.4 2.597 .006
49287.0 803 61.379

50721.6 812

10033.3 9 1114.808 8.526 .000
104210 797 130.752

114243 806

4248.475 9 472.053 13.486 .000
28107.5 803 35.003

32356.0 812

violence)

(absolute deprivation)
(relative deprivation)
(Messner & Tardiff, 1986; 86)
Wolfgang & Ferracuti(1967)

(subculture of

(Thomas & Hepbur, 1983)
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(Thornberry et al., 1993) (group deliquency)

60% 93%
(Erickson, 1971) (group pressure)
Surtherland
(differential association) (definitions)
(imitation) (differential reinforcement)

()

4-8-1

4-8-2
(F=0.483, P>.05)
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4-8-1
1. 20 |25 |50 |62 [266 [327 |464 [57.1 |13 |16
2 14 |17 |34 |42 |277 341 |477 |586 |11 |13
3. 19 (23 |9 [11.8 [354 435 (335 [41.2 |9 |11
4-8-2
F

27.798 9 3.088 483 886

5131462  |803 6.39

5159.255  |812

()

4-8-3




4-8-4

(F=1.410 P>.05)
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4-8-3
( ( ) |( (
216 |266 |419 |515 |117 |144 (38 |47 [22 |28
11 |14 |21 |26 [203 [25.0 [568 [69.9 (10 |1.2
9 |11 |25 |31 |229 |282 [543 [66.8 |7 |09
25 |31 |86 [106 [329 |405 [366 450 |6 |0.8
4-8-4
F
80.730 9 8.970 1.410 179
5102.812  |802 6.363
5183542 |81l
()
)
( ) (
)
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4-8-5

4-8-6
(F=.514 P>.05)
4-8-5
1. 360 (443 |282 |34.7 (114 |140 |46 |5.7 11 |1.3
2 78 9.6 241 [29.6 |352 |43.3 (129 (159 |13 (1.6
3 40 |49 144 |17.7 (436 |53.6 |185 [22.8 |8 1.0
4, 192 |23.6 (428 |52.6 |131 (161 |55 |6.8 7 0.9
5 81 (100 |380 |46.7 (283 |34.8 |59 7.3 10 |1.2
6 28 (34 124 |15.3 (443 |545 |205 [25.2 |13 |1.6
7 23 |2.8 78 9.6 371 (456 |333 [41.0 |8 1.0
8. 5119 (6.3 121 |149 (326 |40.1 |304 (374 |11 (14
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4-8-6

79.387 9 8.821 514 .865

13770.2 803 17.148

13849.6 812

(Bandura)
Osborn  Endbley
Makiewicz
Swerdlow
L efkowitz
4-8-7
68 (8.4%) 278 (34.2%) 340
(41.8%) 116  (14.3%)
64 (7.9%) 322 (39.6%) 314
(38.6%) 104 (12.8%)
153 (18.8%) 362 (44.5%)
218 (26.8%) 73 (9.0%)

4-8-8
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(F=1.980 P<.05)

4-8-7
68 (84 278 [34.2 340 [41.8 116 |14.3 11 |14
64 |7.9 322 [39.6 314 [38.6 104 |12.8 9 1.1
153 |18.6 362 |44.5 218 [26.8 73 9.0 7 0.9
4-8-8
F
372.826 9 41.425 10.009 .000
3323.337 803 4,139
3696.162 812
(F=0.483, P>.05)

(F=1.410 P>.05)

(F=.514 P>.05)
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(F=1.980 P<.05)

Wolfgang(1958) 1948-1952
26%
(Victim-precipitated)

L uckenhill(1977)

(situated transaction)
?

?L uckenbill

Luckenbill Felson Steadman(1983)
Luckenbill

Luckenbill
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(character contest) Savitz et a(1991)
1978 381 Luckenbill

(situated transaction)

84
( ) 18-29 619 31.84%
30-39 490 25.21% 18
285 14.66% 1845
81.53% 418 18.47%
654 28.9%
407 17.9% 291 12.86%
802
35.35% 584 35.81%
459 20.29%
491 492 18
49 (6.0%) 1830 313 (38.5%) 30-40
288 (35.4%) 40-50 96 (11.8%) 50-60 20
(25%) 60-70 6 (0.7%) 70 1 (0.1%)
4 (0.5%) 36 (4.4%)
18-30 30-40

73.9%



701  (86.2%) 87 (10.7%) 25 (3.1%)
4-9-1
18 49 6.0
18-30 313 38.5
30-40 288 35.4
40-50 96 11.8
50-60 20 25
60-70 6 0.7
70 1 0.1.
36 4.4
4 0.5
813 100
4-9-2
701 86.2
87 10.7
25 3.1
813 100
1992 (UCR, 1992)
26% 52%

(felony versus nonfelony)

(1323 Felony versus 1374 nonfelony)
(2933 nonfelony versus 214 felony)



98

( 4-9-3) 465 (57.2%)
247  (30.4%) 18 (2.2%)
10 (1.2%) 42  (5.2%)
31 (3.8%)
4-9-3
465 57.2
247 30.4
18 2.2
10 12
42 52
31 3.8
813 100
? Wolfgang(1958) (Victim-precipitated
Homicide) Wolfgang (1958:252)
( )
Wolfgang 558 150
(26%)
Sobol (1995) (Buffalo) 13%

Wallace (1986)

Wikstrom(1991)
11.0%

10.4%




175  (21.5%)

621 (76.4%)

99

17 (2.1%) 475
(58.4%) 318 (39.1%) 20( 4%)
388 (47.7%)
404 (49.74%) 21 (2.5%)
303 (37.3%) 491
(60.4%) 19 (2.3%)
4-9-4
475 318 20 58.4 39.1 24
175 621 17 215 (764 |21
388 404 21 47.7 49.7 25
303 491 19 37.3 60.4 2.3
813 100
Wolfgang Wolfgang
Wolfgang
18-30

Wolfgang
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30-40
18-30 78.2%

()



102

ADHD

ADHD
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(F=0.483, P>.05)

(F=1.410 P>.05)

(F=.514 P>.05)

(F=1.980
P<.05)
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18-30

Wolfgang

(multi-dimensional)
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86

social skills training
(anger control training) (EQ)
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Clarke, 1998

increasing the efforts (increasing the risks)
(reducing the rewards) (removing the
Eexcuses)
85 11.94
1,948

S.7
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(Psychological Profiling) DNA
(Investigative Hypnosis)

Interdisciplinary

(National Center for the Analysis of Violent Crime
NCAVC)
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86

85

86

86

85

86

77

85
86

DSM IV

Ressler, Robert K., Ann W. Burgess
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109
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