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ABSTRACT

psychol ogical prof i I ing is å.n invest igat ive techn ique

used by police agencies to detenmine r¡rhat trpe o{

individual might commit a panticuìar lvpe of cnime.

Fac ts for pnof i I i ng are den i ued by ex tnapol at i ng

in{onmation fnom past cnimes of å Eirniìan natune. t^lhile

no fonmal explanation fon the pninciple of

psychological pro{lling has been {onwandedr it waÉ

suggested that the foundat i ons o{ th i s 'techn i que nest

in the trai t model o{ pensonal i tv and PsYchopathologx.

Both these psvcholoqical constnucts suggest

conEistencies in both Personalit>'and behavion. Based

on this pnemise o{ conEistency it r^,âs hrpothesized that

hc,micide o{{endens r¡ould demonstnate conEistencies in

1) demognaph i c van iabl es, ?) pensonal ity

charactenistics, 3) and ir¡ ir¡ tenactionE with their

uictim, and enuinonment during the commission of the

oi{ence . ConE i Etenc i ps were obEerved i n the demoqnaph i c

backgnounds of homicide offendens, ho¡¡reven these

backgnounds did not appeån to be significantlv

d i ++enen t than those of the nonv i ol en t compar i son

gnoup. t¡Jh i I e consistenc ies r^rene demonstrated on the

plychol ogi cal tests, these consi stenc i es were not ås

pervasive ås expected. The rnost r¡otabl e { indings wh ich

tu



produced marked conÉistences, hrene obsenved on the

Jackson PerEonal i ty Research Forms meaEune of

harmau i odance, on Rotter's Pensonal Bel i ef Scal e, and

on the Psychopathr checl< I i st . A number of åssoc i at i ons

r,rleFp obsenved which Éuggested consigtencies within the

offendens intenactions r¡ith the victim, and the cnime

scene. Th i s i nfonmat i on serveE to demonstnate that

using past crimes and cniminal behauion as a guide fon

solving pnesent cases iE in fact å scientifically

viable .investigative technique. Theoretically it is

suçteested that an intenactionlist Per*sPective mey be

betten suited in åccounting fon these consistencies

rather than the strict person oriented model or'iginallx

suggested.

v-
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ConEistencieE in Pensonality Dharactenistics & Behauior
Among Viol ent O{fenders

In L?7A the Behavioral Science Unit of the Fedenal

Bureau o{ i nvest i gat i on began I ook i n9 {or pat tenns

among v i ol en t cn i m i nal offendenE. Membens of the

Behav ional sc ience un i t bel ieved that i+ cc'mmon

chanactenistics of speci{ic offendeF populationE could

be identifiedr these of{ender pno{iìes could be

genenal ized to pnedict the chanactenistics of

i ndi v i dual s who had Perpetnated simi I ar types o{

of{ence5. The techn i que o4 mak i ng pned i c t i ons abou t

pneEenl,/luture cniminal o{fendens baged on a 14nor¡ledge

of past o{{endens and the i r behav i or i s known aE

psycholoçrical pro{iling. Gebenth (1983) de{ines

psychoì og i caì pno{ i I i ng åe "årì educated attemPt to

provide inuestigative agencies r¡ith EPPcif ic

in{onmation a5 to the type of individual who r¡rouìd have

cûmmitted a cer'tain crime (page Atlt)." Psycholoçricaì

pnofiìing senvee to focus inuestigations pnopenl/' heìp

locate possible suspects, identify euspects, and assist

in the pnoeecution of suspects (Pinizzotto, 1?84). The

knowl edge that i s necessaFy to devel op Psychoì ogi cal

pnof i ì es has rel euance i n a numben of academi c and

pnac t i cal apeäs. The undenEtand i ng of dev i an t

individuals, and cniminal behauior is impontant to many

åreas of pËychologz. This infonmation cån be directly
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åppl ied to the aneas of PePsonal i tv, psvchopathologyr

clinical and {orensic psychology. Such {acts à,ne also

applicable to the fields of sociolog/r criminologxt

correct i ons, I aw enfoncement, and al I areas o{ the

cniminal justice g)¡Etem. Despite the fan neaching

applications of psychological profilingr its maior

obiectiue ie to pnouide inuestigatons urith a

peFsonality cornposite that will aid in the aPPrehension

of the offenden.

The compoE i te drar¡rn up by the FBI u=-ual I y i nc I udes

i nfonmat i on negàrd i ng the åge r nace r sex r man i tal

status, general ernployment histoF/r and past cniminaì

histony of the of{enden for å given cnime (Ault &

Reese, 1980). A pno{ile may also incìude in{onnration

pentaining to the nelationship between the offender and

uictim, the ìocation oi the o{{enden'5 neEidency in

ne I at i on to the cn i me Ecene r and the offender'E

emot ional and psychoì ogicaì st¡.te at the t ime of the

offence. The pnof iìen iE able to mal(e such pnedictions

by nelating r¡rhat is known about the uictimr and crime

scene of e specific cnime to what is known of similan

past of{ences ( Pon ten , ì r*=, .

It is irnpontant to nc'te that Psvchological

pnofiling is only one of månv investigative techniques

uged by pol i ce ågenc i es thnoughou t the couFse of a

cniminal inuestigation. It is by no means designed to



be the sol e techn ique on r¡rh ich an invest igat ion r and

the subsequent selectiorr o{ a suspect is based. The

actual or i gi ns of psychol ogi cal pnof i I i ng ere obscure.

Howeven, the technique is not an entinely new concept.

Fon centurieg there have been attempts to descnibe

physical and,/on psychological attnibuteE that would

cl eanl y i ndi cate potent i al and actual cr imi nal txpes

(Pinizzotto, l?84). McPovle (1981) points out that even

l i tenary works Euch a5 shakespeåne'E "Juì ius ceaser"

and Edgar Aììen Poe's "The l4unders in the Rue l"longue"

exhibit exampìes of attempts to pnofile centain

behav i ors by means o{ phxs i cal at tn i bu tes.

Duning t¡lorld l¡Jan II, the Off ice of Str'ategic

serv ices (oss) empl oyed å pËych iatr ist, [^li I ì iam Larrgen,

to pnofiìe Adoì1c HItìen. The Üss hoped that Langer

r¡ould be able to predict Hitlen's {utune behavior based

on a pEychological descniption o{ his perEonality (Ault

& Reeser l98tl).

Dr. James A. Bnusseì, a Ner¡r Yor'k tity p=-Ychiatrist

was respons i bl e for both creat i ng ån i n tenest i n

psychol ogi caì pno{ i l i ng as wel l åe temporar i l v

discrediting profiling a5 å valid and neliable

invest i gat ive techn i que . Dun i ng the 1?Stls the New Yonk

Ci ty Pol ice were engaged in a manhunt fon en individual

who wag knor¡¡n as the "Mad Bomber" o{ New Yonk. Over the

counse of I years the såme i ndi v i dual had i nten-



mittently detonated 32 incendiany deviceE. During this

t i me pen i od pol i ce wËre unabl e to come up w i th åny

subEtant i al ì eads usi ng convent i onal i nvest i gat i ve

techn i ques. Dn . Bnusse I was asked to constnuc t å

personality pnof ile of the utype of person" hrho would

be capabl e of per{onm i ng these "mad bomb i ngs. " A{ ter

analyzing the facts Dn. Bnussel stated that the "Mad

Bomben " wou I d be 40-50 years of age r of Eastern

Eunope'an descent, and would ìive in Connecticut with

either his sisten on a maiden aunt. He diagnoEed the

bomber as å pananoi d personal i ty, and went on to

Eppculate that as a child he had å poor- r.elationship

with his fathen, but loved his mother. Finalìy Dr.

Bnusse ì Etated that the bonrber r¡ou I d pay gneat

attention to detai ì . He suggested that when the bomben

rraE åpprehended he r¡ou ì d he u.rear irr g â doubl e breasted

suit with alì the buttong done up. Nithin the -=àme /ean

that Dr. Bnusseì had completed l-ris proiile thE l'{er¡ Yor[<

ci ty pol ice åFnested and changed Geonge Metesky {on the

bombings. Geopge Metesl<y was in hie early 50s, Slauic

by binth, and lived in Connecticut t¡ith his two

unmann i ed s i ster-8. At the t ime of h i =- anrest he urås

weaning a double bneasted suit uvith vintually all the

buttons buttoned. l¡Jhile this naiEed gr'eat interest in

pnofiling, it also created skepticism. Guestions anoËe

concern i ng the abi I i ty of th i E techn i que to be

:
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repeated. Many felt that Dr, Brussel'E pnediction r¡as a

coincidence, something that would only happen once. The

nex t test fon pnof i ì i ng camÊ when pol i ce asked Dn.

Brussel to aid in the seanch {on the "Boston

Stnangl et*. " l^lhen the stnangl er wes appnehended thene

wer*e no similanities to be found betr¡een the pnofile

and the individual whom pol ice had årnested and changed

with the munders. This enormous {ailune in pro{iling

cneated å losE of intenest in the technique. l"lany felt

pro{iling could not be reqanded aÊ a r'eìiable

inuest igat ive techn ique åE i t wås not syEtemat ic, or-

=c ient if ic. A{ter th iE t ime ven/ I ¡ ttl e uropk r¡aE done

in the åFea of profiling until the Behavioraì Science

Unit neintnoduced the technique in l?7A. The goal of

the FBI wàs to gathen data with the intent of

denronstr'atirr g that pno{iìing could irr iact t'e

systematic, and scienti{ic technique.

I rr order to deve ì op å pnof i I e onp frruãt haue atrcesg

to three main Ëounces of infonmation. The pr-ofiìer must

have å cornplete descniption o{ the uictim, å detailed

accoun t of the cn ime scene r ås r¡e I I ås an ex tens i ue

backgnound knowledge o{ offender pro{iles.

Just å.s the f orens i c pathol og i st uses the body by

examin ing bru ises, marl(g, and chemical anal ysis to

de term i ne the cause of death , the fonens i c psychol og i st

uses infonmation about the uictim and the cnime Ecene
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to dete¡'mine r¡hat type o+ individual mav haue committed

a particular cnime (Pinizzotto, l?A4>, The behauion o{

the peppe tnator ås ev i denced i n the cn i me scene t

including the victim, will identify centain

chanac ten i st i cs abou t the offenden . Accond i ng to FBI

agents Ressler and Douglas en of{enden's PerEonal ity

måy be reflected in the cnime Ecene in the same mànneF

in which +urnishings in å home reflect the

chanac ten i st ic= of the homeor/.rner ( Geber th , 1?83) . The

iob o{ the pnoiilen is to look {on "psychological

{ingenpnints" at the scene of the cnime that connespond

w i th cer ta i n types of per*sonal i ty chanac ten i Et i cE and

behav i onE.

The star't ing point o{ pr'o{ i ì inq I ie=. irr hav ing

de ta i I ed i n{ormat i on abou t offenders. Bv studv i ng

of{Endens o{ speciiic crimeE orrp is able to look {nn

patternË. These pattennË mày exist irr the Pensonaì ity

chanactenistic=- o{ =peci{ic o{{enders, andzon the

interact ions u.¡i th the in env ironment ' Bef one one is abl e

to draur cÐnclugions about r¡¡hat the psychological

ev i dence at the scene of the cr i me means they must

{ i rst know hor¡ the behav i or exh i b i ted at the scene of

the cr i me can be ne I ated to the behav i on and

peFsonaì i ty charac ter i st i cs of past o{fenders. Ëeberth

( 1?83) states that å psxchol ogi cal pnof i I e focuses

attent i on on i ndi v i dual s wi th pÊFsonal i ty trai ts that
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papal ì e I tna i ts of othens t¡ho have comm i t ted veny

similar offences. Pinizzotto (1994) also stateE that

giuen måny incidents of à simi lan natune, investigatons

have di scouened that i ndí v i dual s who commi t a

panticulan txpe of offence displax centain specific

characteristicg on tnaits. A pnofiler is able to use

what he knows about the uictim and the cnime strene to

irrfer what type of offenden committed e speci{ic cr'ime

based on h iE knowl edge of hor,¡ past of f endens have

interacted in simi I ar =-i tuat ions. Th is knor¡rl edge of

past of+enderE i s den i ved fnom study i ng o4fenden

pno{iìes. O++endeF pro{iles åre simply attempts to

de term i ne the " typ i cal " txpe of o{fenden fon any g i ven

of {ence. l¡Jh i I e no tr¡o o{{enders ere al ike, and there

år-e lil<ely to bE indiuiduaì di++enenceE found among

ollendens ulho commit s.inr ilar oi{ences, there år.e also

lil<ely to be common tnaits that ane shaned by these

o{fendens. It is both these important di++enpnces and

impontant similanities that sepue to di++enentiate and

identi{y specific types o{ of{endens within the same

offence cåtegony ( Bungess, Ressl en , & Dougl as, 1 ?80 ) .

The technique o{ paychological prof iling ha=- neupn been

fonmally deEcnibed in tenms of pEychoìolgicaì

construc ts. I t appÊar5 howeven , that the concep ts of

" trai tsu and consi stency of behau i on Eeem to be the

connerstone of th i s techn i que, The trai t theony of
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I

perËonal i ty has been a dominant fonce in peFsonal i ty

neseanch and theory over the yÊaFs (Mischel, l9ó8). The

leading pnoponents of tnait psychologx have been Gordon

Allpont and Raymond Cattel, both influential

peFsonal i ty theon i stE (Hal I & Li ndzey, 1978>. The tnai t

model proposeÉ that behav i on comes pn iman i I y fnom

r,,,rithin the organism. Each individual can be descnibed

i n tenms o{ a conste I I at i on o{ tna i ts Euch ås

aggneEËr on, impulsivity, domi nance, affiliation,

anx i ety, and nuntupance. These tnai ts ere pneeumed to

be nel at ivel y stabl e chanacter ist ics r¡h ich detenmine a

penson's mani{eEt obseruable behavior. Their stability

suggests thst the behav i or w i I I be conËtan t across a

vaniety of situations. The trait nrodeì åsgunres that

thene åne i nd i u i duaì d i f{erenceE fon each of the meny

trait dimensic'nE and that thie Éenues ee the basis {on

comparing and contnasting individuaìE and groups

(Hielìe & Zieqler, 1981). The trait modeì recognizes

the impact of Eituational factons but pìaces a gneater

emphasis on the perÉon uaniable. tf{ender'profiìes in

essence ane at temp t i ng to degcr i be the chanac ten i st i cs t

or' tnaits af specif ic groups of o{fenders,

The two othen maior models of pensonality ane

situationalism, and interactionalism. The

E i tuat i onaì i st theony of pepeonal i ty def i nes

situationaì factors as constituting the main
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de tenm i nan ts of behav i on . Soc i ol og i sts and soc i al

psychologists such as Cooìey (1902) and Mead (1934)

wene among the f i nst to suggest that s i tuat i onal

factors anp mone impontant than individual di+{enences

as sounces of behavion uariance. The assumptions of the

uarious theonists supponting thiE model vany gneatly

r¡ith only the importance of the situation senuing as

the common denominaton at times. tllassical behavior

theonists Dolland & Ì"lIller (1950) emphasize ìeanning

and Eituational {actc,ns. However they also include

onganismic variabìes such a5 drivesr motiuest

con{ ì i c ts, and peEponsp-pnoduced cues. Sk i nner ( I 953 t

1971) refuseE to in{er intennal conEtructE. His focuE

i s based on the emp i r i caì anal ysi s of st imul us

(reinfoncement) conditionE. ås weìl as the

ne irrioncement cont inqenc ies that sl-r ape behav ion. Soc ial

I earn ing theon ists Bandura (1969i , Eanduna & l¡Jal ters

(19ó3), l"lischeì (l?ó8, l?76) and Rotter <l?73) alì

focus on what the ongan i sm doeE nather than on

undenlxing attributed tr'aitsr motives, or other

di sposi t i onE. I t shoul d be noted that most of these

theoniEts do not ignone penËon variables. l,^Jh¡le Banduna

downplaxs person vaniables he doeE not foììor^r Skinner

in completely diEcounting them (Banduna, l?7A>. Þ4ischel

<t?7L> has addressed the i ssue of cogn i t i ve factonst

and Rotter (19óó) has tall(ed about expectancieE.
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The intenactionaliEt position is eEEPntially a

combi nat i on o1 the tnai t and Ei tuat i onal model s. Inter-

actional pgychologx is concerned t¡ith scientific

i nvest i gat i on of the comp I ex i n tenp I ay of peFsons and

situations in detenmining behavion (Endlerr L976>.

Endìer and l"lagnusson <I97Ð state that actual behavion

is a function of a continuous pl-ocess ot- multi-

dinectional i n terac t i on ( f eedbacl< ) be tr¡reen the

indiçidual and the Eituation that iE encsunte¡-ed.

Acconding to the intenactionist position, the question

oi r¡hich is mone important, penson on situation is e

meaningless one. Endlen and Hunt (19óó) caìì this å

pseudo issuE. They state that asking urhethen behavioral

uan i ance i s due to e i then Ei tuat ions or pensonE r ol hourl

much variation is contnibuted by pEI-scrrrs and hor¡¡ much

by situations (an additiue apPnoach) is analogous to

ask ing whether ain or bì ood iE more esserrt ial to ì i{e.

so caìled modenn interactionism t{ås deriued {rom

observing statistical intenactionE in which it was

noted that in a number of instances the interaction of

individuals and situati'ons åccounted {on monP vaniance

when combined than when eithen waE, ta[<en alone (Bowerst

I 973 Endì er & Hun t r I 9é8) . The interactional ist

position is not a new idea. AE eanly aE I93á Kunt Lewin

wa5 hil iting about the sep.enation o{ the peFson from the

pEychological enuinonment and how r¡hen added togethen
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they fonmed àn individuals life space. He illustnated

hiE theory in the following formula B = + (PrE) r¡hich

neadsr ÞeFsonal ity is a function of the person and the

environment (Geiwitz, l?é?). l'4urnay (1938) in his

studies of peFsonal i ty also endonsed an intenactionl ist

vier¡ point.

û+ these models the tnait theony of perEonål ity

best exemp I i f i es the techn i que of psychol ogi cal

pno{il i'ng, This is becauEe of the relationship bett¡een

the tna i t mode ì and psychopathol ogy . Psychol og i cal

pr'of i I ing is most ef iect iue in cn imes whene the ur¡known

suspect has demonstrated some fonm of pEychopathology

in thein crime. 6ebenth (1981) gives examples o{ such

cn imes aE sadi st i c tontune i n sexual assau ì ts,

ev i scerat i on, post-montem sl ash i ng and cutt i ng,

motiveless firesetting, lust and mutilation murdens,

n i tuaì ist ic cn imes, and rapes. Th is neseanch r¡.¡i ì I

attempt to demonstnate consiEtencies in ìesE bizanne

formE o{ homicide. In discussing pnofiling and

psychoPathology Gebenth (1981) states that in vintuaìly

åny crime where available evidence indicates a mental,

emotionalr or* pepsonality abennation, a psychoìogical

profile can be instnumental in pnoviding information

about the offenden, The ent i ne not i on of psychol ogi cal

pnofiling is based on the belief that thene is

cons i stency i n the pet.soneì i ty chanac ter i st i cs, and
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behauíon of offendens, pnofiring is most suited to
cnimeE demonstrating psychopathology because
abnormal i ty often suggests stabl i I i ty of pensonal i ty
chanac ten i st i cs, and behau i or. Dav i son and Neal e ,
<L?Bz) state that one of the har rmanks of a mentar
disonden has been said to be nigidity and
inf I ex ibi I i tx, urh ich is anothen way of sayinB behu ioun
i s consi stent i n å van i ety of si tuat i ons. Assumi ng that
uiolent offendens demonstnate some fonm of
Psychopathol ogy one may conc I ude that theEe i nd i u i dual s
demonstnate mone consistent pattenns of behavion, and
morp stabl e pepÊonal i ty tnai ts than non_pethot ogi cal
popul at ions, Al l(en <1972> suggests that the behau ion of
abnormar s oF di songan i zed per.Eonal i t i es can be
explained by intnapsychic consistencX, while he Etates
that si tuat i onal factors may be ån impontant ËouFce oi
van i ance fon nonmal peop .' e, or Ðngan i zed pepsonaì i t i es.
Th i E wou I d suggest that the pepson var i abr e becomes
mo.e impontant when dear ing wi th abnonmal,/dev iant
indiuiduals. croger exåmination or how the person
var iabì e incneå,ses in importance r¡i th pathol ogicar
noncriminal popuìationË mey shed some light on h,hy it
i s fel t that th i s concept cån be gener.ål i zed to
cniminar popurations whose cnimes indicate the
existence of some form of pathoìogy.
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Al though few studi es have i nvest i gated the

stability of personal¡ty charåcteristics on tnaits in

nplåtion to the psychological health o+ the individual t

the ex i st i ng data i ndi cates that the peFSon var i abl e

accoun tE fon e I arget* percen tage of the vån i ance i n

abnonmal popu I at i ons.

l'{oos (l?óB) investigated how pyaychiatnic patients

and the staff at a hospital described thein reactions

to à uaniety of situations rxithin the r¡and. A number of

di++erent settings hrer*e chosen in an attempt to

systemat i cal I y sampl e the di ++erent types of si tuat i ons

in r¡h ich pat ients and staf { pant ic ipated. The sett ings

wene each rated on 33 adiectiue pains ie. {riendly-

hostile, nelaxed-tense. Moos {ound that the

deEcn i pt i ons gi uen by the abnonmal group most often

were neflected as ä {unction of the indiuidual nathen

than the situation they weFe irr. The penson vaniable

accounted fon 29.?67, o{ the traniance whene aE the

si tuat ionaì var'iabl E and the pEnson t imes si tuat ional

uariable accounted fon onlv l.7O'l and I6.93]4

r*espectively. 'In a Eimilan study, Moos <l?6?) obsenued

1ó psxchiatric patients ecnoss 6 different Eettings in

t¡h ich the pat ients were {nee to engage in any type of

activity they chose. The Patient's behavion talâs

obsenved in each of the settings. After panticipating

in each setting the patients filled out a questionnaire
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nega¡d¡ ng how they feì t i n, and about, the env i ronment

they had i ust been i n . Th i s pnocedune u,ag nPPeated

af ten thnee mon ths. The se I { nepon t data i nd i cated a

h i ghen percen tage of the uar i ance was due to person

uan i abl eE oven s i tuat i onal var i abl eE on both occås i ons.

The obsenvat i onal data reveal ed that the peFson

van i abl e accoun ted for a greater pencentage oÍ the

variance during the 4inEt neconding only. It must alÊo

be conceded that i n" th i E studv the penson t i mes

situatic,n uaniabìe accounted {or the largest pePcentaçte

of the uaniance. Another similan studv bv Moos (L?72>

{ound the persorr variable to be mone important than the

si tuat i onal uan i abì e, but not ås impontant aE the

penÊon timeE situatic'n variable.

Endl en ( 1 ?73> admi n i stered the S-R Inuentonv of

Genenaì or Trait AnxiouÉrr eË5 (Irrventor'/ o{ Attitudes

Towand Genenaì s i tuat i ons) to =amp ì es oi h i th schooì t

un i uens i ty, and everr i nq col ì eçre studen ts, as r¡e I I as to

neuFotic and psychotic psychiatric patientg' This test

presents four general situation=-. The {inst thnee

si tuat i ons ane based on thnee si tuat i onal anx i ety

factors (interpenEonal factor*sr physical dangen, and

ambigu¡ty). The fourth is designed to measune anxiety

in noutine op genenally innscuous situations. Endlen

angued that individual diffenences ane not a maior

sounce of behavioral vaniance in diEorganized
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penEonal i t i es. He states that the peFEon van i abl e i s

not aE pnedictiup ås eithen the situational, on

i nteract i onal van i abl es. Data frorn Endl er's neseanch

howeuer i ndi cate a d¡ f+enent trend. The resul ts

suggest that the penson, op tnait uariabìes play a mone

impontant pnedictive nole in distunbed perEonâlities.

The data al so suggests the mone di stunbed the

pensonal i ty i s, the mone i mpon tan t the peFÉon van i abl e

becomes. The person van i abì e 4on h i gh school ,

un i vensi ty, and even i ng col I ege studen ts åccoun ted fon

.93, 3.ó5, and 4.211 percent of the uanience

peEpÉctiuely, while the situational uaniable accounted

for 17.88, 28 .71, and 24.20 pencent of the uaniance.

The peFSon by situation interaction accounted fon

ló.8ó, 17.47, and 20,04 pencent of the uåniance. The

data {com this study suegegte that Eituational

vaniables pìaz a mor-e impontant nole than either the

person r otr the pBr'Eon b>, E i tuat ional van iabì es in the

behavion of normalE. ün the othen hand the neurotic and

psychot i c subj ec tg showed a d i ++enen t tnend. For the

neunot i c gnoup the person uar i abl e accoun ted fon I 2. I 3

percent o{ the vaniance while the situationaì vaniable

onl y eccounted fon 5.78 pepcent. The penson by

si tuat i on van i abl e accounted for ?2.Ð? percent o{ the

uariance. In the mone distunbed psychotic gpoup the

person uar i abl e accounted fon 18.75 percent of the
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uen i .nce . I n th i s grroup of subj ec ts the peFson by

situatíon accounted for g.zg pencent of the variance
r¡rh i I e the si tuat ional uan iabl e accounted f on onl y s,zs
pencent of the uar i ance. Th i s study demonstnates how

the peFson van i abl e i ncneases i n importance wi th mone

di stunbed popul at i ons. A simi ì an etudy by Endl en and

Ol<ada (t?75) yielded equivaìent nesul ts. The S_R

I nue,n tonv o{ Genenal rna i t Anx i ousness was adm i n i stened
to samples of normar chirdren, and adurts as well às to
neunotic and psychotic individualE. Fon the nonmal

adul t sampl e the pel.son uan i abì e accounted {or the
smallest emount o{ the vaniance (s.27'/,), whire the
situational uaniabìe and the pepson times situational
vaniable àccounted for 17.96, and t?.zz pencent of the
var i ance nespec t i ve I y. Normal you ths demonstnated

compå,pable results. In the npunotic Eut,jects the penson

variabìe accrunted fon 1û.óó pencent on the vaniance.
The situation accounted {or g.sg pencent, whire the
penÊon times situation accounted fon r?.66 pencent. The

peltSon uariable accounted fon the highest pepcentage o{
the vaniance (16.5:l) i.n the psychotic subjects. The

situation only accounted for Z.0l pencent o{ the
uan iance, urlh i I e the penson t imes si tuat ion accounted
fon 10.8 peFcent. Agai n one cån see that the peFson

van i abl e i ncreaseE wi th impontance ås one I ooks at
popul at i ons exh i bi t i ng plychopathol ogy. In th i s study
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nonmal and neunotic subiects demonEtnate the impontance

of the intenactionaliEt perspective, hor¡reven in the

more d i stunbed ps/chot i c gpoup the penson uan i abl e

remains the majon sour*ce of variance. In å.n early study

Endl en & Hun t ( I 9ó?) found that the penson van i abl e

accounted for the langest percentage of the vaniance in

a sample of male psychotics, In what seems to be an

attempt to suppor*t the in intenact ional iEt peFspect ive,

the authons' specul ated that these pant i cul ar f i ndi ngs

may be unne I i abl e .

PEychoìogicaì heal th may not be the only facton

con tn i bu t i ng to the i ncreased i mpon tance of the pepson

uan iabl e. I t may aì Eo be the case that some personal ity

chanac ter i st i cE op tna i ts aFe by the i n own natune

stable within ån individuaì. AggreEsion may be juet

such a tnait. In a tr,,ro pant Etudy Endlen and Hunt

<t96?) presented a sampìe oi rror.mal univenEity students

r¡ith number of s i tuat i ona l statemen tE. I n each of

these Etatmen ts the studen ts Nene con{ron ted w i th

si tuat ions in t¡h ich they uJere e i then pensonal I y on

impersonally frustnated (ie. your instnucton unfairly

accuses you of cheat i ng on ån exåm i nat i on , you ane

trying to study and there is inceEsant noise). The

subjects r,,Jepe than aEked to nate themselveg on å

continuum (fnon¡ not at all, to veFy much) on l0 modes

of reÊponses i nc I uded i tems Euch as hean t nate
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i ncneaËes, I ose pat i ence , wan t to stn i ke Eome th i ng on

someonp, and cuFËe. The studentE wene then adminiEtered

the S-R Inuentory o{ Host i I i ty. Th i s i nuentony negands

ånger r aggressi on, and host i ì i ty to be synonymous. I t

con ta i ns i tems such as: you åFe canny i ng å cup of

co{{ee to the tabl e and someone bumps i n to you ; and

Eomeone pushes ahead o{ you in a theater ticket l ine.

Subi ec ts h,er-e aga i n asked to nate the i r. t-esponses. I n

both mal eE and {emal e= the penson uan i abl e accoun ted

{on å larqeF per'centaqe of the vaniance (male 19.127.,

female 16.2O7.) than either the situation (maìe 5.237

{emal e 7.t8'h } or. the penson t imEg si tuat ion inter-

act ion (mal e 13.027., f emal e Lt.I6:h. Th iE suggests that

r¡ith some pensonal ity characteristics, such aE

aggnession, the Etabilit.r o{ the trait may ovennide åny

eiiect tl-rat the -=ituation nrày haue. Berker¡itz (1977)

states that with tnaitE such as åggnession, the

situation mày plax an inrpontant nole in deter.mining the

intensity r^rith which the behauional tnait is

demonstnated.

l¡Jhile the debate ùetr^reen tnait, situationaì, and

intenactional theorists r¡ill no doubt nage oDr ¡t

appeans that fon abnonmaì popul at i ons, and possi bl y fon

specific tnaits such as aggnession, that the person

variable incneaËeË in impontance. This impontant link

be tween stab i I ty of persqnal i ty charac ten i st i cs,
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psxchologicaì Pno{i ì inç.
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the key to

It is exPPcted that consistencies will exist in

the ågêr t-åce, family hiEtop/r educationr emPloyment,

past criminal histonies, and substance uge./abuse o{

homicide offendens.

It is believed that the maisnitv o{ homicide

offendens wi I I be voung individuals under the age of 26

(Glasen, !97iel-t and that the maionitv oi killens in

th i s sampl e wi I I be nat i ueE (Nettl en. 1982i .

It ig EUggested that the maioritv o{ homicide

offendens haue been naised in disrupted iamily

envirtnments. This includes an enuinomgnt ulher'e they

receive little attention, on negåtive attention (abuse)

by a parent ûn parerr ts (Durrcan et el ., 1t58; Riley &

üol-rerì. t-/77) . l.lone Êpec if ical I y i t is be I ieued that

theEe indiu iduals r¡il I have had espec ieì l>' Poor'

relat ionsh ip-- r¡i th the ir f athens (Guttmachen. l7li0;

Lamberti, 1958; Revitch & Schlesingen' 1981 ; t^Joligenqr

r9ó6> .

It iE believed that homicide o{fendens will haue

achieued low leuels of education (Lambenti, l?58) and

demonstnate unEtabìe t^rork histonies (Riley & Cohent

t?77> .

Finally it

wil I demonstnate

t€

àh

postuì ated that homi c i de offendens

istony of alcohol abuse (Holcombr &

:'.È-
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Andepson, 1P83) and that they wi I I have å past histonv

of cn im i nal i ty (l¡Jol f gang, 1958) .

These po i n ts serue to def i ne the f i nst mai on

hypothesiE of this neseanch which iE that thene t¡rill be

similanities in the demognaphic infonmation pentaining

to homi c i de o{fendens.

I t i E postul ated that homi c i de o{fendens wi I I

demonstnate similanities in how they Ëcone on a vaniety

of personality meåEUFeg. Mone speci{icaììi ¡t is

suggested that this gr-oup of offendens will scone high

on tnaitE of eggpesEion (Newrnant l'/74>, impulsivrress

(tìampion et àì ., l?85; Getsingen, t?76>, exhibitionism

(tlìeckly, l?76) and dominance. It is aleo bel ieued that

these indiuiduals r¡ill score I or¡ cln mÊågunes o{

nuntur'ance (Revitch & Schleeinçrer, lPZe). hr .rnmåuoidance

( Hare , 19ó5 ¡ tlua/ ¡ L?c5j , achieuement, endunance

(Ner¡man. 1774; Rev i tch & Scl-¡ les inggr , l tgl ) .

a+iiliation iBlackmand et aì

I ?órl ) . and soc i al necogn i t i on .

1974i Setten et aì.,

i t i E al so postul ated that homi c i de offendens wi I I

demonstnate en ex ternal I ocus of con tnol ( Rot ten t

L?72>, l'4esser (1976> suggested that individuaìs t¡ho

delay gratification in onder to evaluate may do so

because they feel that they and not othenE anound them

ane nespons i bl e {on the i r ÈuccesÉeÉ and fa i I uFes. Such

a statement woul d I ead to the assumpt i on that

:l



ne+lect¡veE (non impuls

demongtnate an i ntennal

impul Ei ves wou I d di spl ar an

It is suggested that since

impulsive crime (Satten et

w i I I be ex ternal E.

2L

ive individuals) wiìl

I ocus o{ con tnol wh i I e

ex tennal I ocus o{ con tnol .

munden ig most often en

al., 1?ó0) the offenders

Finally it is suggested that homicide offenders

t^ri I I meet the diaqnoEt ic cn i ten ia {on the ant isoc ial

pPr-Éonal ity di Eonden. A number of au thons have

neponted a nelationship between homicide oifendenE and

pEychopathx (Blugìass, l?79t 6uttmachen, t9ótt;

Nettl er. l9A2; Pothast, l?5ói Reu i tch & Schì esi nger 
'

1981 ; Rssenhan & Seligmanl t984¡ t^Jeiss et àl .,' 1?óll).

The above mentioned tnaits will be measuned in orden to

teet the second maior hypc'the=is, u*rhicl-r ie that

indiv iduals incancenated {on homic ide r¡¡i l ì dEmonstnate

=pec ii ic Etabl e perEonal ity char'acter ist ics or' tr'aits..

The concìuding assumption o{ thiE nesearch is that

thene urill be trÐnsistent patter'ns in the oiiender's'

behau i on dun i ng the commi ssi on of the o{{ence. TheEe

consistenc ies r¡ri I I be pnedicated on the re lat ionsh ip

and intenact ion betr¡reen the of {enden, the v ict im, and

the environment in r¡hich the cnin¡e took place. Each

munden t^rhen taken at a macpo leuel is dif+enent. This

is mainly because each occurs unden diffenent

cincumstances wi th d¡++erent motiuations. HowevePr if
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cnime in isolation, onp måy begin to find similarities

in the offenden, victim, and crime scene intenactions.

It is bel ieved that ¡+ one bneaks a crime into its most

basi c el ements there wi I I be congi stenc i es i n how

of{endens ¡*eact to speci{ic situations during the

comm i ss i on of the i r cn i mes.

Thene aFe a numben of impontant ú{fenden-uictim

intenactions that must be looked at rz.rhen prof iì ing

crimes. The f ir'st is the relationship between the agps

oÍ the o{fenden and the victim. It is suqqeEted that in

the majority of cåeÈs the victim will be of

åpproximately the Eåme agêr on sl ightìr oìder than the

offenden (Lanqevin et åì.,

1976) .

l782ai Sr^Jigert t< Fanr.eì,

The neìatianship bptuleen the r'åce oi the oiiender.

and the Fåce of the uictim is anothen important facton.

It is pxpected that homicides uvill

(Ëanfinkeì . I?49; tlentenu.ral l, 1984).

be intr'araciaì

it iE algo assumed that tlrere will be an

i n tenac t i on be tween the. nåce of the offenden and the

Eex o{ the uictim. It is sugeested that Caucasian

killenE will most often t<ilì {emaìes, urrhile natiue

offendens h,ilì kilì males and

femaì es equal I y (Nettl en, 1982) .
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Vintually all Feseanch investigating the inter-

pepsonaì nelationship betr¡reen the offenden and the

u i ct im suggests that thez are most often fami I i ar wi th

orre anothen. Family nelations, ìovensr close {riends,

and åcquaintances account for the majority of homicide

uictims (Daly & l¡Jilson, 1982; Nettlent l?82; Revitch &

Schlesingen. 1981 ; Sta.rigent & Farrell, L?76; l^Jolfçang,

1958). Veny feut o{{enders l(ill stnançtepe. It iE thuE

expected that nom¡ciOe offenderg will, in the maiority

oi caÉesr knor¡ thein victims.

I t i E aì Eo Euspec ted that the pat tenn of at tack

duninq the actual munder i tsel{ wi ì 1 vany às å iunction

of the re ì at i onsh i p be tween the offender and h i s

v i c t im. þlç,wåt ( 1?óé) has sugqested that tl-¡e c I osen the

nelationship between the ofienden and the victim the

rrrûnp direct. cloEe contact. arr d uioler¡ t the l.:ilìirrq

åpeårs to be. It is suspected that in clo-=e

r'eìationships deadl>' ionce r¡iìl oiten be concentr'ated

to the head and neck negions (Mor¡at. 19óé; Geberth,

ly83), delivened from cìose contact (ie. the of{ender'

must be in physical contact with the victim in onden to

deliven deadìy fonce), and that thene wiìì be an

element o{ ouenkill (Resslen, Bungess, & Dougìas,

1983). t-tuerl<ill is the uEe o{ fonce over and above r¡hat

i g necegsany to take the I i fe of a human be i ng.

Ovenkill will be reconded r¡hen the of{enden haE shot
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hiE uictim more then twice, stabbed his victim more

then three times, used multiple methods in onder to

commi t munder r oF when any othen txpe o{ exeggenated

force has been uEed by the of{ender.

It is beìieved that in most cases there t¡ill have

been some fonm of subEtance aÞuEe by the o{{enden,

prion to the commission o{ the homicide (Holcomb, &

Anderson, l ?83) .

It is beìieued thet the majority o{ homicides will

be unplanned (Satten et ål ., 19ó0). t^Jhen a munden iE

impuìsive ¡t ig expected that the murden wÊåpon will

haue been obtained at the scene of the cnime, and

evidence will haue been left behind (ie. the wpaponr

fingerpnints). Ponten (1?83) notes that in planned

kill ings the weapÐn i.- usually brought to the scene o{

the crime.

It is alEo believed tl-rat i{ the o{{ender has spent

àn extended peniod of time at the cnime scene (eithen

while cc'mmitting the crimer op a{ten the commiEsion of

the crime) he eithen feels comfontable at that

location, and,/on is familian ur¡ith the aFea (Ressler,

Bungess, Dougl as, I 983) .

I t i g be I i eued that the emot i onal state of the

offender and his feelings tor¡ards the victim may be

detenmi ned by the pl acement and the condi t i on i n wh i ch

the body is left (Ëebenth, lPgg),
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These ane but a few of the many interactions that

may occun duning the cornmisEion of munder. These points

senue to i I I ustnate the th i rd and { i naì major

hypothesis of this neseanch which is that thene wi I I be

consistencies in the of{enden, victim, and cnime Ëcene

intenactions.

The centnal hypothesi s o{ th i s research revol ved

anound consi stenc i es wi th i n a gnoup of homi c i de

of{enders. The thnee majon hxpothesis of this Feseanch

r¡repp that these individuals would demonEtnate

conEistencies in 1) demognaphic backqrounds, 2>

personaì i ty chanac ter i st i cs, and 3) pat tenns of

interactions occuning between the o{{enden, victim and

cn i me scene aË eu i denced i n the offendens behau i on

dur i nq the comm i EE i on o{ the cn i me .

Thnough ioint intervierating, and testing of

homicide oifenders, and the use oi e rrúnvioìent

compar i son gnoup, ¡ t i s hoped that the ppocedures

ut i ì ized in th is study wi I I ouercome sornp of the pr ior

deficiencies of neseanch in this àneå, Ultimately the

goal o{ th i s nesearch i s to contn i bute to underEtandi ng

the cnime of homicide and the offenders u¡ho penpetrate

that cr ime.

::ì

ì
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Me thod

Subj ec ts

The subi ec t popu I at i on conE i sted of maì e i nmates

incancenated at the Stony Mountain Institutionr âD SS

medium secunity institution. The Eubjects of intenest
have been involved in violent offences nelating to
culpable homicide. SubjectE åre presentìy senuing

sen tenceÉ fon munden ( f i nEt and second degnee ) , and

manslaughter. Þlunder is the most senious txpe o{

culpable (unlar¡rful) homicide. The change of munden

Fequines that there be specific intent to cause a

person's death. Murden is classified às eithen finst
degnee, or- second degnee. l"lurder is f irst degnee t¡hen

i t is planned and deì iberate. Second degnee munden may

not be planned but has the element o{ specific intent.

Manslaughten iE å genenal intent cnime. Fon example, i+
individual A beats indiuiduaì B Eeuereli- and B diee

fnom the beating A would be changed t¡ith manEìaughten

and not munden i+ it is clear that A did not

specifically intend to cauEe B's death but only had the

general intention to do the act of beating (clanke,

Bannhonst & Bannhonst, L?77>.

It is impontant to note that theEe labels aFe

simplr legal definltions. At timeE ån individual,s

charge may nefìect procesgeE within the legal system,
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EUch as p I ea banga i n i ng r tràthen than the ac tual

o{fence. Fon th i s Feason no di f+erent i at i on was made

between the di++enent changes of munden.

In onden to qual ify as subjects homicide offenders

had to meet tr¡o Fequirments: l) thev must have admitted

to comrnitting munder; and z> the offenden must have

been directly inuolved in the killing.

of the 73 indiuiduals incancenated fon homicide at

the t i me of data col I ec t i on ó5 vol un teened to
part ic ipate in the intenv ier¡r port ion ol the neseanch.

Ou t of these ó5 vol un teens, SZ me t the cn i ter i a for
inclusion. Four individuals denied guilt, r¡hile å.nothen

foun pìaved only å Eecondany roìe in the cnime and did
not actually commit munden. P=-ychologicaì testing hrå.É

compìeted by 45 homicide offendens. û+ the LZ offendens

who did not cornplete testing ó r.efused, s tnans{enred

to othen inEtitutions, 2 r{ere neìeased, and I spoke

I imited engl ish.

A sample o{ 2ó nonuiolent pnopenty o{{endens was

i ncì uded å.s e compar i son gl*oup, Al ì nonv i ol ent

of f endens in the institution completed the intenuier¡¡

and psychol ogi cal test i ng.

,;¡.,:È-
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Ouestionnaires and Self-Repont Scales

Intenview Form. The intenvier¡¡ {orm was compiled by

the authon, and served ås a guideline fon questioning

duning semi-stnuctured intenvier¡s. The intenview form

is diuided into thnee Eections. The first section of

the 4orm deal s wi th offenden demograph i cs (see Appendi x

A). Questions in this Eection relate to the offenden's

ager Facer Fpligion and neliç¡ious beliefs, upbninging.,

fami ly, education, occupation, nelationships, Eubstance

abuEe, and past cniminal histo.-y. The second part of

the intenview fonm deals wi th infonmation pentaining to
the victim o{ the cnime (see Apperrdix B). rfuestions in

this section deal with the åger råce, sex, cniminal

histor'/r and substance abuse o{ the victim. eueEtions

pentaining to the nelationship between the offender and

the v ict inr, ae r¡reì ì aE quest ions inqu ir inq about the

offender 's though ts, {ee l i Dgs r and emot i ons toward the

victim are also contained in thiE section. The final
sec t i on ne ì ates to the mechan i cs o{ the offence ( gee

Appendix c). Questions Euch as the locatiorr o{ the

cn ime, use of weapon r ffiÊthod of munden, the uÊe of

{orce and nesistance, dunation of stnuggre eE r¡¡ell ås

the motivation fon, and feelings during the homicide

aFe contained in this Eectiorr.
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The interuieuir fonm haE been organized in a månneF

that attempts to allor¡ the inmate to feel comfortable

urith the interviewen and the intenuiew. Thene is time

allou¡ed in the actual questionnaine to build up napport

and a non-thneaten i ng comfontabì e i ntenv i ew atmosphene.

The initial demognaphic queEtionnaine allows for

reìatively nonstnessing self-disclosune on the part of

the i nmate . [.,,lhen the i n tenv i ew has pnogressed to the

mone d i rec t quest i ons abou t the mechan i cs of the

assau I t the i nmate has al neady shaned i nfonmat i on

about many aspects o{ his li{e r¡ith the intenuiewen.

Hopefully, and from this author,g past expenience with

this pPognession in

candi d pesponses on

Pensonai i t>- Research Fonm ( pRF) . Th is

questionnaine uJas developed by Jackson {l?62>, It was

des i gned ås a tool to measune å broad narrge o{

penÉonaì i ty trai ts, and to

aid in pensonality Feseanch. The questionnaine containE

300 items r¡h ich ane scored tnue or f al se. The PRF Fonm

A measureE fourteen variables of peFsonal ity and has

one val i di ty scal e, The tnai ts that ânÊ measuned by

th is quest iorrrraire åne: ach ieuement; af f i I iat ion ¡

aggressi on; autonomy; domi nance; endunance; exh i bi t i on;

inmates, it is believed that
quest i onn i ng wi I I aì ì ow {or mone

the pant of the inmates.a
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harmavoi dance i impul si u i ty; nunturance; onden; pl ax;

soc i al recogn i t i on; undenstandi ng; and i nfnequency

(ual i di ty). The meån nel i abi I ty fon the founteen

content scales of the PRF (Form A) is .93. Rel iabilty

scoFes for each of the scales range from .B? to .94.

The medi an test-netest rel i abi I i ty fon the fourteen

scaìes is.90, and nanges fnom .75 to.9t. The median

validity coefficientg o{ the {ounteen Ecales contained

in the questionnaire have been neported ås nanging fnom

.51 to.ó1.

Thene eFe a numben of peason r^,hy the PRF uJas

chosen to i dent i fy personal i ty trai ts' The mai n

object ive of th is r-esearch is to establ iEh pr'oi i I es o{

homicide offendenE. This includes identifring

pereonality tnaits as thpy occur irr evenyday

situations. The PRF r^res designed to vield ËconeE for

peFeonality tr'aits br'sadly nelevant to the iunctioning

o{ individuaìs in å wide uaniety of situationE

("lackson, l?67>,

Most peychological inventonies administened to

offender populationE are designed to identifv

psychopathologt. It r¡as {elt that it would be

i n terest i ng to Ëee how i nmates scored on 'nonmel '

psychoìogicaì measunes. The PRF is pnimarilx focused on

årees of nopmal functioning nathen than

peychopathol ogy.
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Anothen positive aspect of the PRF is that each

dimension o{ peîËonal ity r¡raE designed to be bipol an.

Some personal i ty i nuenton i es åne keyed i n one

dinection. If an individual scopes high on the

specified trait he is said to possess that tnait, I+ a

low scone is obtained ¡t is not clean whether it should

signify the absence of the trait on the pnesence of its

opposite. The PRF is bipolar both theonetically and in

terms of meagunment. Therefore, when measun i ng

dominance the Ecale is also measunirrg subrnissivenesE.

The f inal neason fon selecting the PRF r^,åE because of

it's nelatiuely

de=inability.

low correìation r¡ith sociaì

Per'sonal Bel ief Scal e (Rotten'g I-E Scal e) . Th is

scale deueloped by Rotten <t?66> is concenned with the

subiects' exppctations about how neinfoncemerrt ie

con trol ì ed. Consequen t l y, the test i E cons i dened to be

à meàsuFe of a gÉnenal ized expectancy. This

questionnaine is å 29-item, {onced-choice test urhich

incìudes ó fillen itemE intended to make the punpoEe of

the test somewhat mone . amb i guous, Subj ec ts å.ne s imp I y

nequired to select the one, of tr¡o statements

pnesen ted, uvh i ch they be I i eue to be c I osen to the

tnuth. Intennal consistency of the t-E scale used urith
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ofå mal e popu I at i on has been nepon ted

studi es. The i ntennal consi Etency
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rånges fnom .ó5 to .7O. Test-netest rel i abi ì ty neports

have nanged fnom ,47 to .83. Jesson <t?64) neported

test-retest nel iabiì ity at .78 fon a population o{ male

pr i sonens,

The Psychopathy Check List. This 20-item checktist

was dev.eloped by Hane (1985) for use urith å cniminal
popul at ion. I t is a reu ision c,{ an eanl ier ZZ-i tem

r'eseanch scale (Hane, 1980; Hare & Fnazelle, 1gB0) that
L{as designed to replace the global clinical ratinç¡s

pneviously used in the authonÉ' Fesaanch on

Pgychopathr. Subj ec ts ane g i ven å scot-e based on hou¡

welì they +it the deEcription of Z0 points

chanacteniEtic oi F=-ychopathx. I{ an item applies to ån

individual , à scone of 2 i=- assigned¡ i+ ån item

appìies to a certain exterr t but not fuìl>,, a ecot-e oi I

is assigned; å Econe of 0 is assigned i+ the item does

not applr to the individual. The checkl ist I ists as its

?Ê salient chåpåctenistics of ps/chopathy supenficial

charm r i nf I ated sence of Ee I { wor th , need {on

stimuìationr pathological lying, manipulative behavior

I acl( of remor*Ee , shal I ow a{f ec t , I acl( of empathy,

panasitic life style, poop behauional contnols,
pFomi scuous sexual behav i or , ean I y behau i oral probl ems,
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innesponsibi I i tX, fai lune

ota,n actions, many shont

del inqupncy, reconviction

cniminal uersatility,

tenm goals, impulsiuity,

to accept responsi bi I i ty {on

tenm nelationships, juvenile

of condi t i onal nel ease, and
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Information uEed to complete the psychopathx

checklist is obtained fnom a semi-stnuctuned intenuiew
and fnom institutionar +ires (Hare, rgg5).
Genenalizabil'ity coefficientE fon the checklist have

nanged fnom .85 to .gú (Schnoeder, Schroeder., & Hare,

1983) ' These såme authonE nepont a genenar i zabi r i ty
coeiiicient {or test-netest neìiability as .g?.
Classicaì indices of reìiability (alpha coefficients,
inten and intnanater r'eliability) are also neported by

these authonE es ranging fnom .eZ to .?8.

Pnocedune

A list of alr indiuiduaìs senving time fon murden

wes compiled, and inmates epppaning on that I ist wene

called to eppeen fon ån intenuiew. Aìl intervier,,.¡s r^leFe

conducted in the psvchologr r,cing of the inEtitution.
upon annivaì the intenviewen would intnoduce himself to
the inmate and explain to him why he had been qiven a

PasE to the Psychology Depantment and what the neseanch

involued. Each inmate hras told that the majon objective
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the research project was to ìook for consistencies

the pet-sonal i ty chenac ten i st i cs and behav i our

pat tepns of hom i c i de of f endenE. They r^¡ene tol d that

there weFe two parts to the study, the finEt being an

intenview and the second filling out questionnaires
(psxchological testing). InmateE urere in{onmed that all

infonmation would remain stnictly confidential and that
participation was on a voluntany basis. priEoners h,el-e

also told that they. t^rould not neceiue any dinect
personal bene{ i tE ior the i n coopenat i on, and that å

decision not to panticipate t^rould not be uEed against

them in an>, way.

The l<ey to th is trpe o{ FeEearch I ieg in cneåt ing

àn atmosphene whene the subjects feel comfontable r¡rith

the intenuiewen and the r'eseanch itsel{. Be{one data

collection began the author became actiue in the ,,Omega

club" urhich is a group compc¡sêd soìely of inmates

senving I ife sentenceË fon murden. This made the author

highlx uisible to the prospective subject population.

Before being aEked to panticipate in the r.esearch most

inmates had some knc¡¡rl edge of the au thon and the

puPpose o{ th i s pnoj *c t .

Pn i on to the commencement o{ each i ntenv i ew a

period of time, vaniable dependent on the offender, u,ag

used to bu i I d rappor t . Due to the eem i -stnuc tuned

natune of the intenview, the interviewen often diuenged
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fnom the questioning and took time to discuss topics

that the ínmate found interesting on wished to diEcuEs.

This was done in onden to build a nelationship in which

the i nmate fe I t mone comfor tabì e and mope tnust i ng. I n

the long run ¡t is suspected that this benefited the

researcher both in ter.ms of inmate participation and

the qual i tx of that pant i c i pat i on, In past expen i ences

deal ing uríth prison inmates the author haE found that

they åne åpt to be lesE neticent to panticipate and

mone willing to speak {reely (often ansu.rening questions

r¡hich they might nonmal ly refuse to cdnment on) when

they {eel com{ontabìe with the interuier,{en.

The ac tual i n tenu i er,'.r cons i sted of the top i cs and

questions covered irr the demognaphic qupetionnair.e.

Once ån i n tenu i ew had been comp ì e ted i nmates wene

thanked {on tl-re in cooperat ion, and an/ queEt ions they

had wene ensurened. At this time they wene asked to sign

a statement prepaned by thE author r¡hich indicated that
they wene arxane that panticipation u,as voluntary and

confidential. The åvepage duration of the interviews

t^,as between 2.5 3 hours. Alì intenuieuls tÂrene

conducted by the autf¡on.

Once the i nmate I e{ t , the PEychopathx Check I i st

was compl eted usi ng i nfonmat i on obtai ned fnom the

interview and the inmates, institutional files.
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I nfonmat i on from eech o+ the i nmates,

used to supp I emen t i n teru i ew data.

3ó

files was also

At a I ater date inmates u,epe cal I ed back to + i I I

out the psychological testE. Groups of approximately t0

15 i nmates r¡Jere tested i n each sess i on . The

psvchological testing took place in a classnoom, also
in the psychologr rrring of the institution. Alì inmates

nec i eved the Jackson PRF, and the perEonal Be I i ef

Scale. On'avenàger testing h,eE completed r¡rithin two

hounE.

Þun i ng data anal ysi s FeEponses to the Jackson

Pensonal i ty Research Fonm wene di u i ded i nto those

ial ì inq in the uppen and lowen third (gcones ìesE then

op equåì to 33.52, and Ëcores gneaten then or equål to
6¿,.57.). This wes done in onden to investigate extneme

scoFe->,

It is di++icuìt to state the typicaì I-E Scale

->core that should be used to diffenentiate intennals
{nom extennals because such scopes tend to uany {rom

study to study, from popu I at i on to popu I at i on , and fnom

one point and time to anothen (phanes, lgZü. A scone

oÍ 10 r^,àE seìected .r the point fon Eeperating

i n tennal s from ex tennal s on the personaì Be I i e{ Scal e

baEed on Euggestions by Phanes (t976>, and past nesench

( Phnage , I ?ó5; Rot ten , lg6é; Schne i den , tgZt> .
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RESULTS

The reported reEuìts r¡iìl neflect data obtained

for homi c i de offendens. The nesul ts of the nonv i oì ent

cornparison gnoup will be neponted when they have been

found to be signif icantly different frorn those o{ the

v i ol ent o{fendens.

DEMOGRAPHIC INFORMATION FOR HOMICIDE OFFENDERS

Hypothesis I was tested using genenal fnequencies

and means for all vioìent and nonviolent demognaphic

i nfonmat i on.

Age

As a gFoup homi c i de offenderE spanned the aqe

nånge from L4-41 yeans of åge at the t i me of the

o{fence. Despite the lanee nanqe in agpr AA'l of the

sampìe committed munden betureen the eges of 14-3û. The

mean åge at the time o{ the o{fence was 23.6. youngeF

offendens accoun ted fon the h i ghest peFcen tage of

munderens with 63.:l o{ the sample ?3 yeans o{ age oF

youn9eP.

RACE

The majority o{ hsr¡icide of{endens in thiE sample

(67'/.> wepe native. Ëaucasian killens accounted fon 3Ð'¿
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o+ the sampl e, wh i l e the nemai n i ng 37. consi sted of

Negro and I Vietnamese.

Family Histony

Homicide offendens wene genenally {ound to csne

fnom detached family units. Only 3L'/, neponted thein

panents as eithen being marnied or living togethen.

Th i n ty percen t o{ the offenderE nepon ted that the i n

paren ts uJeFe 5epårated oF d i vonced, wh i I e 3?l nepor ted

growi ng up hau i ng I ost one on both panents thnough

death.

[^Jhen asked r¡lho r,l,as responE ibì e {on na i s i ng them

3O7. of the offendenE stated the i n mothenËr 7/, sai d

the i r {athenË, and 28.7, sai d botlr parents. Othen

relatives, such es gnandpanents, aunts and uncìes, u¡ene

said to haue br'ought up 127. o{ the o{ienders. Fosten

homes and,/on homes f on boys wene iden t if ied as the

environment of social izatiorr f on l9'/. of the o{{endenE.

A final 4'l stated that they raleFe Fesponsible fon

raising themEelves.

The mothens of homicide of{endens genenally had

ìor¡r leuels of education. tÀlhile most of the nespondents

<44'/,) did not l(ncx¡r what level of education their mothen

had obtained,. 327, of those that did neponted ¡t aË

be i ng gnade I o!- I ess. On I y 9'l had mothers whom had

achieued some post gecondany education, The majonity of
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mothers <44|4> wepe unemployed or functioned in the home

as housewiveE. Those mothers who urere employed most

often held down unskilled op semi-skilled positionE

<397.>. only 5:/' of the nespondents had mothens who had

been involved in skilled on professional employment.

l^Jhen asl(ed hor¡r they felt about thein mothens Zg:l

responded negatively, 2SZ made a neutnal response, and

377. responded positively. Homicide offenderg, mean

attitude towand thein mothers on a f iue point Ecale was

a neutral r'eEponEe of B.In most cå5es <ésr,) the mothers

of these subjects wene physically present in some form
during the offender,s youth. Thinty-five pencent o{ the

uioìent of{endens reponted hauing veny limited or no

contact at al I with their mothens r¡hile gnor¡inq up.

slightlr ouen haìf (s3:1) of the of{endens neponted

thein mothens aE being ,,psychoìogically present,' irr à

concenned, can i ng, emot i onaì capac i ty. A number of
oif endens <47'l) nepor ted not hau ing such a ne I at i orrsh i p

t¡lith thein mothen. These mothens wepe considered

"ps),chol ogi cal I y absent" .

L i ke mothers, th-" f athers of munderens in th i s

sample u,ene poorlv educated. t¡Jhile 4?'/, of the offenders
did not know u¡hat level o{ education thein fathens had

obtained, 3t5'. of those that did neponted fathens with a

gnade ? education oF less. only one inmate <l.Tây.>

neported a father having achieved some form of post
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secÕndary education. The majonity of theEe men <áAZ)

we¡'e emplo)zed in unskilled or semi- s!<illed
occupations. sixteen percent held sl(illed ol.

profess i onal emp I oymen t .

l¡lhen peEFonden ts were asked hc¡¡r they {e I t abou t

their fathers 677. responded negatively, zsz nated their
feel i ngs as neutnal , while only tO'¿ nesponded

posi t i vel y. The mean emot i on towands fatherE; hras a

negat i ue nesponsp of 2. t^Jhen asked ¡ f {athens hlene

phxsically pnesent duning thein youth 4?:l nesponded

positively, while 58.7. reported that their {athenE krer.e

phxsically absent. t^Jhen of{enders were asked i+ thein
{athers wene pl=ychol ogical I y present wh i I e they were

gnowing up 3O/, r-eËponded a{f inmatiuely. Seventy pencent

stated that the i n {athens h,ere pEychol ogi cal I y abEent

duning thein youth.

In terms oi sibì ingsr whi re the mean number of

bnothers t^¡ås 2 and the mean numben of s i stens w.f s 3.

The meân attitude tor¡andE siblings uras g for brothens,

and 2.? fon sistens, both neutnal nesponses. only L6:¿

of the '-eÉpondents stated that they hrere the only
child.

A littìe oue¡- haìf (ssz) of the of{enders reponted

hav i ng parents wi th al cohol probl ems. o+fendens

reponted mothers with alcohol problems (lly.>, fathers



r^rith alcohol problems <t4z), and both panents having a

dr ink ing pnobl em <?t'h .

A littìe unden harf <47'¡,) of the nespondents

neport be i ng u i ct ims of phxsi caì abuse. Mothens uJeFe

pesponsible fon abuEe in 7'/. o{ the cå,se5r fathens in

2r7., and both parents in lz:l of the caseE. othen cal-e

givens we¡*e nesponsible for abusing 7z o{ the

offendens. some homicide offenders also nepoFt being
subjected to watching thein siblinqs being abused

<21/.> , and the ir mothens beaten by the in f athers (ZAZ> .

When asked i+ they even acted in an aggpesEive mannen

towand thein parents Bzy, reported acting venbally
aggressive, while l?'l neported acting both venbally and

phxsi cal I y aggnessi ve.

In describinq their childhood a large pencentaqe

of the homicide o{fenders <53y.) stated they had a

di+f icul t.zunhappr ch iìdhood. seuenteen pencent said
thev would descnibe their childhood às being neutnal,
and 3O'/. described thein childhood as positiue.

l'1ost of the nespondents lef t home at ån eanìy åge.

Ninetv one pencent of tF]* offendens left horne at age lg
on younger. Fifty foun pencent left home at age 15 0F

youngen.

In terms of cniminal activity within the

offenden's family, 2I'/, of the offenden,s fathers, tgy.

of the of f ender's mothens , sg:/, of the of f enden's
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si bl i ñgsr and 372, of othen fami I y membens had been

conv i cted of à cn imi nal of{ence. These fami I y members

had been conu i cted fon v i ol ent offences (B7y), propenty

offences <42:l>, and alcohol nelated of{ences (g3z).

Educat i on

Homicide offenders have lc¡¡r levels of formar

education. Only 7'¿, of the offenders in this sample

cornpleted high school. A grade ? education on Iess was

heìd by 6AZ of the respondents.

The r-easons given for leavinq school wene goinq to

iail (72), kicked out (2L'/,>, left to wonk <ZBy.>, and

quit <44'l).

Cl{fender'E attitude towand school was negative

wi th 427. stat i ng they di sl i ked schooì , and gSZ

neportirrrl e rreutnal attitude tor¡ard academics. 0nìy ?s:l

stated that they enjoyed going to school .

The reEpondents per+o.mance in school r¡as of tEn

poon wi th 422 hav i ng fai I ed at EÐme poi nt, and anothen

357. r-eceiving poor gnades. Avenage marks wepe reponted

by L9'1,, wh i I e onl y 47. ach ieved gnades considened above

å,uerage.

The maj or i ty of

did not I ive up

have ach i eved ¡ +

homi c i de

to their

they pu t

o{{endeFs (ggT) {elt that they

potentiaì in school and couìd

in the effont.



iir,

i
$

$
:
it
!:ì

lì

I
I
il
I

In school 737, of the violent o{fenders reported
being phvsically aggnessive and getting into å numben

of f i gh ts, Anothen 34'1, stated that the i n FeeF gnoup r,i,ås

considered the "bad crourd,, and they u¡epe always eetting
into trouble.

Empl oyment Hi story

unstabl e emp I oymen t pat tennÉ wene al so eu i den t i n

the uronk histonies of homicide offendens. A high

tunnoven in f uì ì t irne jobs {over 4) wås obsenved in the

emp I oymen t necordE of 33'l of the nesponden ts, E i gh teen

percent neported neuen having a full time job. Mone

often then not empìoyment r¡as sustained fon shont

peniods o{ time. onlv 37'l o1 the peEpondents held å

fuìì time job +or oven a /ear. Thinty {our percent

nepon ted that on åuenage they wou I d r.ema i n work i nq at a

full time job fon unden ó months. The trpe of jobs most

o{ten heìd wene labour (7zl) and semisl(illed (zóy,>.

At the time of the offence 4AZ, of the offendenE

t¡,eFe empìoyed. t{ those individuals moÊl (AOZ) had been

wonking at that particulan job fon unden ó months, The

majonity of offendens <åOy.> ureFe unemployed at the time

of the ofience. Of those unemployed 4y, wene fined from

their last job, l4'/, wepe laid o{f , and EgZ quit. t^Jhen

uronk ing 42:l of the of f endens stated that they had

d¡{+ icul ty {ol lor,^ring ondens. A numben of of{enders



<58.:/,) repor ted that they Hene u I

made f eu¡ i+ any {r iends urhen work

Substance Abuse

44

oners" on the job and

i ng.

In descnibing their dninking

responden ts stated that they drank

neported modenate and weel(end dn

I abel I ed themsel ues

habits ll'1. of the

uery little, 2I'l

inking, while 6A:/,

as heavv dninke'-s. Alcohol use often began at en eanly
age t^rith 472 of the FeËpondents stating they began

dninking at àge lS or. youngep. Ninety_one peFcent o{

the nespondents began dr i nk i ng at age lg on /oungen.
The mean age at which homicide o{{endens began dninking
hras 14. ó. A I ange numben of hom i c ide of f endens <61y,>

adn¡itted to havirrg å problem t^rith alcohoì. The mean åge

at r¡h ich of f enders stated the in dn inl< ing pnobl ems began

tÂJaË 14.2.

Dnug use l¡as repor ted as be i ng {requerr t or. requ I ar.

by ?ó'¿' of the Fesondents. occassionaì use was neponted

by 237,, wh i ì e anothen lZZ, stated that they had

expeFimented r¡ith dnugs but did not continue using
them. Th i r ty-tr¡o pencen't repon ted that they had neveF

used dnugs. Dnug use began at age rg oF less for B4:r of
the nespondents FÊporting drug uee. Sixty pencent of
the drug useFs began taking dnugs at åge ls on less.
The mean åge at which dnug use began r¡as ló.S. Only ?.1



o+ the nesponden ts adrn i t ted to hav i ng

pnoblem. Of those the mean age of addi

d.

ct
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dnug addi ct i on

i on was 17.

Past Cn imi nal Hi stony

Very few of the u i ol ent o{fenders i n th i s sampl e

came in contact wi th the cn iminal just ice system as

juveniles fon violent o{fences. Juvenile convictions

for assaul t urere held by I97, of the pespondents, whi le

147. had been convicted of weaponÉ chanees. Foun percent

of the sample had been inuoìved in attempted munders aE

juvenileE. More {nequentlv <54'l) these individuars had

been i nuol ued i n nonu i ol en t pnopen ty offences as

j uven i I es. Al cohol or substance abuse conv i c t i ons ås

j uuen i I es NeFe nepon ted by t?'l of the peEponden ts.

Thirty two pencent o{ the individuals in the sample

neponted no juveniìe convictions.

As adults, homicide o{fendens demonstrated mor.e

fnequent convictions ion uioìent cnimes. Adult

convictions for assault wepe held held by 4?y: o{ the

of f endens. [¡Jeapons changes urere he I d by 3?:¿ of the

respondents. Adult convictions for pnopenty nelated

offenceE wene held by 42:l of the offendens, while

Eubstånce abuse changes r¡Jenp he I d by 25¡:l oi the

nespondents. Only 33:l of the offendens reponted having

no pnion adult convictions.
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Oven hal f (5A:/,> o{ the hom ic i de of f endens in the

sample had served time in å pnovincial connectional

institution. sixteen pencent of the nespondents had

gerued one pr i on pFov i nc i al sentence, urhile 4ZZ,

nepon ted senv i ng tulo on mone pnou i nc i al , bi ts' .

The majonitv of homicide of{enders <7sz) had never

senved a federal sen tence pr i on to the i n pnesen t
incancenå,tion. of those urith prior time Eenued in à

fedenal institution g'¿ had senued one preuious
sentence, r,'.rhile l6y. had senued two or mðre.

Not alI cnime is reconded by prison sentences,

conuictions, cl-rapgesr or- aFrests. Alì o{ the
neEpondents wene aEked to vel-y genenal ly deEcnibe the

trpes of criminal activity they haue enqaqed in without
being caught. Homicide oi{enders repont perpetnating å

number of violent c,fienceE such às a.-sauìts <ól)l>t use

o{ uJeå.pons (32h, attempted munder (l4l), and munden

<57.>. Nsnuiolent o{{ences committed without detectiorr
i nc I ude both poten t i aì substance of{enceE (3sz> , and

pnoperty rel ated offences <46jl>. Onl y ZST, of the

nesponden ts pppon t that they have never comm i t ted a

cr ime and got ten awày t^r i th
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DEMOGRAPHIC DIFFERENCESI VIOLENT & N0NVIOLENT OFFENDERS

Di++e'-Ênces in demognaphics between violent and

nonv i ol en t offendens wepe i nvest i gated thnough the use

of 2 way ch i -squanes. vi ol ent and nonv i or ent of{endens

weFe not significantly di++eFent on the majonity of
demograph i c var i abl es, hourever some stat i st i cal

d i +ferences d¡ d ex i st .

t^Jhile 44il oi the individualE incarcerated for
hom i c i de had seen a men tal heal th pnofeEs i onal pr i on to
the of f ence , 6?'l c"Í the nonv i ol en t of {enders had pn ion

con tac t ur i th the men tal heal th pnofess i on . Nonu i ol en t
of{endens had mone pr i or. contact wi th mental heal th

pnofessionals then violent offendens ltt{t n N=BB)=4.ót3

p ( .05.

The violEnt and nonviolent o{iendErs in this
sample di{fer in tenms oi nåce. The majonity of violent
ofienders u,eFe natiue, urhile most nonuiolent o{fenders

urene CaucaEian Xt<2, N=g3)=Zt.?Bg p=.t001.

Inconsistent treatment aE a child r¡ras

by both violent (49'1,>, and nonvioìent (BSZ)

Inconsistent discipì ine'and methods of puni

al so expen i enced by v i ol en t (j?Z> , and

of{ender.s (737,>. Nonviolent o{fendens

h i gher i ncons i stenc i es grow i ng up both

exper i enced

offendens.

shment urpre

nonu i oì en t

expep i enced

i n genenal
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tneatment *<t, N=gB)=g.391 p(.01, and discipr ine )(=<t,
N=83)=8.493, p(.01 , than did hon¡ic ide of f endens.

Homicide offendens were mone I ikeìy to descnibe
themse I veE å.s heauy dn i nkers * <2, Ì,¡=gg)= I é. ZéA p( .001 ,

and mone often admitted to hauing a problem with
alcohol l{ztt, N=gg)=tS.lg0 p=.0001, than nonviolent
offendens.

Violent offendens were mone I ikely to have been

o'rint<ing pnior to the corìmission of thein o{fence than

nonviolent of{endersXt<f , N=gG)=83.g?5, p=.0tr0l. When

dninking pnior to an offence, homicide offenders urere

mone sevenery intoxicated than nonviorent of{endenE x¿
{2, N=83)=18.52?r p=.0001 .

Af ten hav i ng conEumed al cohor v ior en t o{tender.s

wene mone I ikel y to repont {eel ing I esE inh ibi ted )å< t ,

Ì.'l=83)=s.627 p=.0I , and mone åggness ive )<-'- ( I ,

N=83)=4.6?3 p ( .05 then nonv i ol en t offendens.

Violent o{fendenE weFe mor.e tikely to exhibit past

aggpessiue tendencies than nonviolent offendens. t^Jhi le
in Echool violent offendens displaved rnore aggression
and r,Ärere inuolved in mone fights and bullying then

nonviolent offenden=xt<t, N=gB)=s.9sg p(.0s. As adul ts
violent offenders had mone pnion conuictions fon
violent o{{ences such ås assaultE and weåpon changes x.
(1, N=83)=5.gtZ p(.0S, d(1,N=gB)=Z.ZBO p(.01. Violent
offenders urene alEo mo¡-e likely to commit violent
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offences w i thou t de tec t i on then were nonv i ol en t
of{enders. Such o{fences include assaults X. (1,

N=83)=17.88ó p=.0001, and r,r,eapon ur* )t'tl, N=SB)=S.S70

p(.05).

Nonv i ol en t of{enders weFe morÊ I i ke I y to have a

h i stony of nonv i ol en t offences then wepe v i or en t
offendenE. Nonv i ol en t offendens engaged i n moFe

nonviolent offenceE both es juvenile=>(t<t, N=8S)=S.gl2
p(.05, and aË adul t= ì(-'< t , N=83)=13.0ó0 p(.ûl , compared

to violent offenders. Nonvioìent offendens urene also
more likely than violent of{endens to be involved in

cn iminal act iv i ty f on f inanc ial gain dun ing the t ime

peniod pneceding their' latest conviction and subsequent

incanceFàtion X- (2, N=83)=l0.BlB p(.01. Nonuiolent
offenderE were also mor.e ì ikely than uiolent o{{endens

to have committed nonuioìent 'offenceg r¡ithout being
de tec ted )C'( I , N=83)=l d. ZS4 p=. û00 I .

Homicide of f endens are less ì it<ely to have a past
aduìt cr'iminal necond then aFe rronuiolent o{fenders X_'
(1 r N=83)= 4.354 p(.0s. Nonuiolent offendens are mone

likely to haue been more fnequently incancenated in

pr*ouincial institutions than violent offendens X'(?
N=83)= B.?90 p(.05.



PSYCHOLOGICAL TESTING

HxpotheE i E Z urå,E anal yzed us i ng genenal
fnequencies and rneans. TeEt Ecore diffenences between
u i ol en t and nonv i ol en t offendens weFe anar yzed us i ng 2
t¡ray ch i squåFes, F tests, and å compan i son of means.
The internerationship of teEt scoFes waÉ investigated
using point bisenial conFelations,
Jacl(Eon Pensonal ity ReEeanch Fonm

Vi ol ent and nonu i ol ent of{endens d¡ d not
signiiicantlv diffen in thein r.e=porrseÉ to the
pepsonal itv meåsunes on the Jackson, r¡ith the excpption
of the hanmavoidance scare. The mean peFcentage sconas
for' uiolent and nonuiolent offendens r¡rill be reponted,
wh i I e the ac tuaì numbens and pencen taqeE o{ offendene
scon i ng i n the top and bot tom th i nd ( ex tneme scones)
cen be iound in tabìe l.

viaìent oifenders Ecored cc'mparatiueìy rew on the
achieuement scale in compànison to nonviorent
o{fendens. The meå,n percentaqe {c,n violent of{endens on
ach i evemen t r¡as 47'r, r¡h i r e the meån pencen tage Ecore
fon nonviolent oifendèrE h,as ó()'r. The di+feFences
be tween u i ol en t and nonv i or en t offenders on the meåsune
of achievement appnoach, but do nat reach sicnificance
F( I , ó8)= 3.26 g=.02ó.

Æ
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Both offender gnoups Econed I ow on the measure of
aff i I i at i on. ThÊ meen peFcentage scoFe fon u i ol ent
offenders wåE 377. while the meån pepcentage Ecore for
nonuiolent offendeFs urås gg.f,.

violent offendens Econed only sl ightlz higher than

nonviolent offendens on the scale fon åggr*ession. The

mean Ëc0pe å.s a pencent fon violent offendens r^rås 5Lz,
and the mean scope åE e percentaqe {on nonv i ol ent
offendenE waE 45.6'1,.

Both o{{ender groupe sconed in the high r.ange sn

the scale fon autonomy. The mean pencent on this scale
{on uiolent of{enders wås éz.z:l and {or nsnviolent
of f endenE r^,às 72.47..

Both of f enden groups scored I o¡¡ on the meaguFe f on

dominånce, The mean percentage on the dominance scale
l¡Jas 367: fon violent o{{endens, and zò.'JT, {or. nonviBìent
o{fendens.

Ün the endunånce scaìe il-re mean per.centaqe {on

vioìent offendens u¡as 6t'l , and the mean pencent fon

nonv i ol en t of f endens wag 6Z ,A:¿.

Both o{fender gnoups sconed I ow on the meàsure fon
exhibitionisrn. The mean pppcentaqe on this measuFe fon

u iol ent of f endens was 33'1, and Jaz f on nonu ioì ent
offendens.
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On the measure of impulsivity the mean percentage

was 45.7. fon violent o{fendenE, and 5014 fon nonvioìent

offenders.

On the scale fon nurtuFance the mean percentage

{or violent and nonvioìent offendens was 5?.3:1, and

48.91, Fespectively.

Violent and nonuioìent o{fendens both sconed lor¡r

on the scaì e measur ing soc iaì necogn i t ion. The mpå,n

pencentages fon this scale u,aÉ A4Z fon violent

offenders and 2?'l for nonviolent offendens.

A si gn i f i cant di +{enence wes found between the two

offenden gnoups on the scal e meå,EUn i ng hanmavo i dance .

The mean pepcen tage on the håFmåvo i dance scal e h,as 62:1,

fon the violent offendens and 47'/, fon the nonvioìent

o{fenders F(1. 67)=5.27t g(.üS.

The amoun t oi t i me wh i ch the nesponden ts had been

institutiorral ized (on the pnesent cl-raFge) did not

significantly effect the scores obtained on the Jackson

personaì i ty meàEUres. The mean t ime senved wås .gg

yeå,ns f or nonv ioì ent of f endens and 4.6 yeanE f on

v i ol en t oi{endens.

Pensonal Bel ie{ Scale

Arr internal scone ion the purposes of this

neseanch has been defined åE å scone of 10 op less,

whilp external scores ans those which exceed 10. The
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må,on i tv o+ homic ide of f endens scor-e as intennar s
(á3.:¿,>, while only gZZ stroFe ås externaìs. Nonviolent
offendens obtain internar scopes sg'.,, of the time, and
extennal Ecores 4?:¿. of the time. The mean scot-eE on the
personal beIief gcale wene p,g fon uiolent offenders,
and l0 fon nonviorent offendens. These two groups do

not significantly diffen in tenms of thein sconing on

thiE Ecale.

Once again t ime spent in the

con tn i bu te to the scone obta i ned on

scal e.

institution did not

the pensonaì bel ief

The PEychopathr Checkl ist

Hane ( I 985) suggests that Faw scoree on the
psvchopathy check I i st can be used to deEcr i be the

deqnee to r¡hich thE r-eËpondent poÊËeeËes Eymptomatoloqy

charactenistic of an antisocial peFsonality. Those

sconinq 30 or- oven 'f,n the checkl ist are conE'idened to
be pEvchopaths. uiolent offendens sconed r¡ithin the
pÉychopathic range in SAZ of the cå.seg, r¡rhile ZB:l o{
the nonuiolent offendens sconed in this nå.nge. violent
offenders sconed significantly higher on measuFps of
psychopathX then did nonuiolent of{endens F(1, g2)=g.42

g( .01 .
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t^Jhen length of time institutionarized (fon present
offence ) wås con tror l ed, t ime i n was not found to
å,ccoun t f or Econes on the check I i st .

Thoge individuals sconing å,8 psychopaths, with
high scones on the checkr ist tended to score high on

the Jackson personal i ty measu¡e {on aggnession F=-.Zgg,
p=.055, and I ow on the measune of hanmauoi dance
r*=. -.389, p ( .01 .

OFFENDER,/ VIËTTI4,/ CRIME INTERACTI ONS

Hypothes i E 3 wac- anal yzed by the

fnequencies and Z hJåy chi-squenes.
cor-l-elations u,er.e utilized to provide

ne ì at i on be tween d i chotomous van i abl es,

use of genenal

Poi nt bi sen i aì

measuFes o{ the

Victims Age

hJhen tl-r e munder. victim h,ås young r:ZZ yeåns of age

or'less) ¡t wås oiten the c*se that the victim and the
k i I ìen had been invor ued in å.n int imate, Ðr c r ose

relationship r-=-.339, p=.01. The killen o{ a young

victim is often undergoing stress bnought on by

pnoblems in å nelationship pnion to committing the act
o{ homicide n=.348, p(.01, Olden uictims mày suggest
that the peppe traton o{ the cn i me d ¡ d not known the
victimr oF i+ they r(net¡ each othen it uJas in a more

distant capacity such as å friend op åcquaintance.
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Young murden victims wene more likely to be

femal es r=-.315, p(.t5. Mundenens al Eo rated young

uictims es mor.e attnactiue then olden victims n=.341,

p(.01.

Offendens who murden a young victim were more

I i ke I y to nepor t fee I i ng depnessed af ten the munder

r=.287, p(.05.

Victim's Race

In the majonity of lcillings the murdenen h,as the

Ëame nace as the victim n=.ó75r p=.ûOCrl.

t^Jh i te v ict ims weFe mo¡*e I ikel y than rrat iveg to

inuol ued in k i I I ings t^rhene munden was not the in i t i

motiver and the homicide occurred in conjunction r¡ri

another cn ime n=.3ó9, p ( . tr I .

be

al

th

Native uictims were mone I ikely

precipitated violence by initiating venbal

P(.05r on Physical force p=-.330, p(.tr5.

to have

r.=- . 331 ,

üffender's Race

t^Jhite o{{ender-E weFÊ of terr ,loneFs, who had fer¡ i+

any cìose fniends r=.30ó, p(,05.

t^rh i te o{f endens urer*e mope I ike I y than non-wh i te

offenders to be experiencing stress fnom a l.elationship

pnion to the commissic'n of the o{fence n=.Gû1, p(,0S.

t^Ihite offendens found thein uictimE to be mor-e

attractive than non-tr¡hite of{endens r=.S0Sr p=.0001.
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Nat i ue offendens wene I i kel y to be i nvol ued i n

crime on a regular basis prior to the offence n=-.gzz,
p(.05. Native offenders t¡i,eFe also likely to have

bnotherE, sisters n=-.224, p(.ûS, cousinsr urìcles, and

aunts n=-.2?O, p(.0S r,uith cniminal necondE.

t^Jhen deuel op ing å prof i I e the character ist ics of
the offenden become the dependen t uan i abl es. you at.e

tnr i ng to pned i c t an offendens chanac ter i st i cs based on

what you knor,"¡ about the uictim, the crime scene and

past offenders. The best pned i c tons of the offender, s

nàce wàs the v ict ims race -X]< f , SZ) =l?.25, p(.0001 , and

the sex of the victim)Cttl, 57)=?.?3t p(.01.

Victim's Sex

Females hrene most o{ten kil led by t¡hite offendens,
r¡h i le nat iue of f endens most of ten l( i ì led maìes r=-.slgr
p=.00Û I .

Femal e v i c t ims were moEt oi ten younqpn than mal e

uictims n=-.315, p(.rJS,

Female victims were trpicalìy knourn to the

of f enden, of ten r^ri th in the context of an int imate

relationship n=-. Atg, p(.01 .

o{{endens often neported hau i ng posi t í ue {rxl i ngs

fon female victims (liker otr love), while negåtiue

emotions r¡rere reported fon male uictims (dislike, oF

hate) r=-.4O7, p(.01.



Offenders often neponted that they

commi tt i ng munden i { the v i ct im was a

regnet thein cnime urhen the victim
r =-.283, p(.05.

Offendens reported feel ing 'out
committing munden t¡hen the uictim was

p= .01 .

hlhen the víctim t+,aÊ a maler offendens neported
feeling 'in control' aften the commission of the cnime

n=.283, p ( .0S.

57

did not negret

mal e but di d

was a female

of con tnol ' af ten

a femal e n=-.384,

Relationship Eetween O{fenden and Victim
l¡Jhen thloffender and the victim had been invoìued

in a close neìationship, the o{{enders neported hauing
expenienced relationship stness n=_.410, p(.01.
pensonal stness n=-.389, p(.0r, oF depnesEiorr r.=-.2ógr
p ( .05 pn i or to comm i t t i nc the offence .

l+ the o{fender'herd positiue {eeìings fon the
uictim it r^rå,s ìikely that the murden was spontaneous
and not pìanned n=.30S, p(.0S. Thp nepondent h,aË also
I ikely to expenience anxiety at the time of the offence
when he likedr oF ìoved the uictim n=.S04, p(.08.
Offendens t¡epe also mone I ikely to negnet the offence
when thev maintained positiue feeìings towand the
uíctim n=.5óó, p=.0001
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I+ the v ict im uras å casuaì aquaintance on a

stnangenr offendens ureFe likely to feel ',in contnolu

aften the murder r=.277, p(.0s. I+ offendenE had been

invoì ved in à cl ose ner at ionsh ip r¡ri th the v ict im they

most often felt "a loss of control" folloraring the

murden p=-. 452, p(.001 .

In developing a pnofile

nelationship becomes a dependent

predictons of t^lhethen or. not the

knew each other wepe the uictims
p(.ül, whethen on not the of{enden

r¡h i ch the munden took p ì ac* ì<i< t ,

the weepon waE obtained at the

(1, N=57)=11.02r p{.ût1, end

homicide occurred in conjunction

cn ime -)Lt( l, N=57)=ó.3g. p(.Cr5.

the offenden-victim

van i abl e. The best

offenden and victim
.L

age X ( I ,N=57)=6.7O,

knew the ì ocat i on at

N=57)=4. 1 9, P( .05, i f

scene o{ the cn ime X'

whe ther on not the

t¡lith any c,then type c,{

Substance Abuse

The maj on i tv a{ hom i c i de of{endens <gal) nepon ted

dninking pnion to the o{{ence. In tenms of hor¡ impained

o4Íendens bel ieued they wene at the time of the of{ence
3AZ stated that they weFe not at all on onìy sl ightìy
impained, 251 reponted being modenately impained, urhile

377. stated they weFe h i ghl x i ntox i cated.
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Alcohol and dnugs u,ere used in combination prior

to the of f ence by 33:¿ of the of endens. Eln I y I .Z]5¿, had

used dnugs al one pn i on to the offence.

offenders who drank pr i or to the of{ence state
that the emot i on thev expen i enced at the t i me of the

o{fer¡ce rras angeF r=.262, p(.0S

Afer the offence, 54l/, of the offendens neported

dr ink ing.

Planned vs Unplanned l.4unden

Nat ives wel-e o{ ten munder.ed in total I y

spontaneous, unplanned ki ì ì ings p=-.288-, p{.ûS.

the

t ime

I + the munder rxas p I anned i n Eome {orm or. mannen

offenden usually canried e weåpon on him at the

oi the oi{ence r=-.3G8, p=. ú I .

The best predicton o{ r¡hethen on not a homicide

the offenden u,as

the munde" )C- < t ,

munden rres bnought

most of ten e i then

r^rà9 planned lÀras t^rhether. or. nst

cànnring å ureåpon at the time oi

N=57)=8.31, p{.tt1.

l,^le ap on s

l¡lhen the weåpon uEed to commit

to the scene by the of f enden, it rÀras

a gun on a kn i fe r=.334, p ( .05.

Of{enders who anmed themselues prior to

offence expr-essed fee I i ng neFvouE both be{ore

the

the
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munden was comm i t ted n=.337 r p=.0 I r ånd dun i ng the

actual commi ssi on Õf the cn ime r=.BSÊ, p=.01 .

I+ the homicide was not planned, hreapons t,rlere moFe

I ikely to be obtained at the scpne o+ the cnime n=.23g,

p=.07.

r+ the murden hJås committed r¡rith a ureå,pon obtained

at the scene of the cnime it u¡as likely that the l(illen
kneur the victim, most likely in a crose on intimate
nelationship n=-.328, p(.05,

Hougehold objects and har'dr¡are such as kitchen
kn i ues, hammens, and var i ous othen bl unt, on poi nted

objects were most often used to commit munden when the

weåpon uras obtained at the Ecene of the cnime F=-.430,
p(.001.

l¡Jhen the victim's body had been moved o¡ altened

rn some manneF the weåpon used to commi t the offence
t^Jås most often obtained at il-re Etrene oi the crime

n=.441, p(.ûü1.

The type o{ wpapon most o{ten used by this sample

of homicide offenders wås a knife (447), follotrred by

household objeclE./hardurrene <Z?'¿>, guns <t4y.>, and bare

hands-ph/si cal beat ingtlttnangul at i ons ( l3}4) .

The maj on i ty of h,eå,ponE wene remoued f nom the

Ecene of the cnime a{ten thein use. Most often weapons

weFe thnown àhra/ (4?,:/,>. ll{{enders alEo nepont
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homedestroying the weåpon <t?2,>,

(t17.>, on hiding the r¡,eapon

tak i ng the weapon

<37.>. t^leapons hreFe left at the scene of the crime

321 o{ the,respondents. taleapons lef t at the scene

the cnime were most o{ten those obtained at the cni

scene n=.374, p (.0 1 .

Ap p n oach

No siçtnif icant interactions rdeFe observed betr¡een

the offenden's method of apppoach and othen cnime Ecene

vaniableg. Most o{ten (Szn the offender's åpppoach

pat tenn was å f ast pace , bl i tz, appnoach . Othen

appFoach methodE include a slc¡¡r appr.oach <Z:l), a 'corr'
<7'¿), and'sunpr* i Ëe' attacl( <?'h .

Force Pr i or to Hom i c i de

A stnugqì p be tu*reen the of iender and u i c t irn r¡åS

obsenued i n 7L'l o{ the hom i c r deE. There was most of ten

å struggì e pnEced i ng the hom i c i de r¡rhen munder occurred
dur i ng the comm i ss i on o{ another offence n=.2ó3, p ( .05.

one of the best pnedictors of a munden comrnitted in

conjunction with anothen crime iE euidence of a.

stnuggle -xl <t, tr¡=SZ>=q.qS, p(.ûS. Othen unplanned

homicideE alEo inuolved fonce pnion to the killing
n=.289, p ( .05.

The struggle pnion to homicide is most of ten <5'B:l>

short in duration (15 minuteE on less), and inuoìves

Ey

of

me
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moderate to excessive fonce F=.7?8, p=.0001. Minimal

force (little on no phyEical fonce, mild slapFingr

intimidation) r¡ae obsenved in I27. o{ the murdens,

moderate fonce (nepeated slapping oF hitting in a

painful mannen) in L?'¿, excesEiue fonce (beating to all

par ts o{ body) i n ?6:1, and bnu tal {once ( sad i st i c

torture, intentional infliction of

emotional pain) in l4'1.

phxsi cal and

Thene tl'¡åe mopp o{ten å physical stnuggle pFeceding

murder when the v i ct ims wene meì e n=.252, p(.059. The

mot ive f or phys icaì ior'ce pn ion to munder uar ied

depending on the Eex of the uictim. l¡Jhen the uictim waE

male, ionce wås used to contnol the victim, oF to hur.t

the victim. hjhen the uictim was å female force r¡,es used

out o{ ånqeF or because tl-¡e offenden became cauqht up

in the situation n=.284, p(.05. If thene was àn

int imate or' c lose neìat iansh ip betr¡een thE v ict im and

the of{enden, force wä.s also motiuated by angen on due

to the fact that the oi{enden became cauqht up in the

emotions of the moment. i+ the uictim was å, stnanger on

distant nelation ionce was used to Eubdue and contnol

n=.37t1 , p(.01.

Offendens explain that {orce prion to munder most

o{ten occur-s às an attempt to subdue on contnol the

victim. In most cåses offendens nepoFt that victimE

nespond with little or no neEistance n=.759r p=.0û01.
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t¡Jhen nes i stance was nepor ted ¡ t weg most of ten the
Fesponse of å v i ct im that wae known to the of{ender
r=.29é, p ( .05.

Me thod

The mogt frequent method of mundeF was death

resulting from stabbings <4oy). othen methods include
phvsicaì beating (14x), shooting <ra:h, bludgeoning

<lt'l>, and stnangulation (4/). Muìtiple methods used to
i nf I ic t death wene used by lA./, o{ the o{f endens.

Poi nt of Impact

Duning the commisçiorr sf munder the physical

location of the point of impact on the victim rxä,s most

of ten the body areå, (817:) r and the {ac ial area <56:l> ,

l¡Jhen the method o{ kilìing was highìy intenEe and

close contact (ie. muìtipìe methods, bìudeeon.

stnangle, physical beating) the måjor point of impact

wae the {acial area r.=.3g7r p=.ûtt ú1.l¡Jounds to the face
wene aìso åEsociated r¡ith offendens hauing had fnequent
thouçrhts o{ k i I I ing the v ict im pr ion to the actual
homicide r=.?74, p(.0S.

Ovenk i I I

overkill (the use or exessiue fonce to tar<e the

life of the victim) hras evident in óO.l of the

homicides. overkill tr¡as most often obEerued r¡hen the



of+endeF n=.313, p(.0S, and v i ct im
wh i te. The offendens race was the

ovenk¡lt X:(1, N=S7)=4.98r p(.0S.

Post-montem Activity

64

n=31?, p(.05 hrere

best pred i c tor of

PoEt-montem activity in tenms of corrlmitting
fun then phxs i cal damage to the body af ten death urä,s

obsenved in only lZ¿, of the homicides. This -txpe o{
post-moFtem activity was mogt likely to take place when

the victim hràE killed in ån intense, cloEe contact
method (multiple methods, bludgeon, stnangle) n=-.?ggl
p(.05r with a hreâpon nequiring crose contact (bane

hands, stniking victim with some type of weapon)

r=-.317r p(.05.

o{fendens r¡ho carnied out post-montem activitx
r^,ene ìikeìy to nemove some of the victims pensonal

posgessions f ronr the crime scene r'=.gptl , p(.01. Tlris
does not include theft of pnopenty. Monetany gain wag

not the punpose of taking the possessions although Eome

peFsonaì objectg remoued ma>, haue some monetany ualue
(eg. å locl(et).

The best

actiuity uJene

p(.05, the txpe

and the nemoval

7.9é, p(.01.

pned i c torE o{ th i s type o{ post-mor tem

the offendens r.åce )Ct ( I , N=S7)=4,2gr

of hreapon used'X-t<r, N=S7)=5.d3, p(.0S,

of uictim'E possesgions>Ó<f, N= S7)=
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Post-montem activity which consiEted of altening
the bodv (ie. re-position, re-anpange crothing etc.)
was obsenved in zs:/, of the homicides. offenders r¡ho

al tened the body of ten nepor ted Êxpen i enc i ng fean at
the time of the munden r=.277, p(.05. Thev arso
nepon ted be i ng neFvous af ten the munder r^,às comm i t ted
r=.404, p(.01.

Those indiuiduals t¡ho

physical damage also altened the

r=.4t)7, p(.trl.

I+ the body had been

that the offender aì tered

n=.481, p(.t01. Often ev

pnopenty n=.35ó, p(.01, had

cÕmmi tted post-mortem

body in some othen hray

altered it was also ì il<eìy

the cn i me scene as we I I

idence r=.33?, p(.ú1, and

been nemoued.

Al tening the Scene of the tnime

L.Jhen munden waE committed in conjunction r¡ith
anothen of f ence the scene oi the rr-ime rr,ås oi ten

aì tened n= .278, p ( .0s. Th i s most of ten cons i sted of the
nemoual o{ propen ty r=,?62, p i . ûS, and ev i dence n=.8g3,
p ( .05. Noth i ng found m i ss i nq from the Ecene of the
crime is one of the best predictors that no othen cnirne

h,å's invoìued in connection with the munden. )ct <t

N=57)= 8,77, p ( .01 .
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Pnopenty hras most often removed from the cnime
scene when the uictim hras a male r=.263, p(.0S, or- a

strangen n=.S20, p(.0S.

Fon arr tvpes of hornicides the thing most o{ten
nemoued form the Êcene of the cn i me uJas ev i dence
r=.535r p=.0001.

Evidence wås most often removed i+

a r,^,eaPon '¡¡ith him at the time o{
p ( .05.

the

a{

Indív idual s ¡¡rho nemoved ev idence {nom the scene
cn i me nepon ted be i ng neFuous a{ ten the comm i ss i

the cnime r=.8å2, p(.û1.

If PrûPer.ty or the victim,s possesEi onE wepe

it hras ì ikely that

locat ion at urh ich

r=-.359, p(.01.

Locat i on

Munder's r¡rpre comm i t ted at the o{f enden. s nes i dence
in t1i/, of the cåEes, at the victims nesidence in ?Br. of
the cases, and at a nesidence jointly shared by the
u i c t im and of f enden 'i n r?'r of the cases. othen
locationE include the home of e {niend or neìatiue
(97'), the stneet (2i7.), a cå.n (gy.r, inside e cornmenciaì
place (5?1.), and outside å commercial place (ZZ).

the offenden carr i ed

the offence r=.26â,

of

on

nemoued fnom the scene of the cnime,

the ofipnden r{ae rrot {amiliar.r¡íth
the munder took pìace n=-.Bl4r p(.05,
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Þlundens cotrlrnitted in homes mogt often took place

in the ìiving noom <39ll>, the bedroom (l3:t>, the

kitchen (72), and the entnance <77).

rlffendens who wene familiar with the location at

u¡hich the munden took place geneFally knew the victim

r=-.374r p(,01. They neponted {eeling mo¡e comfontable

at the Ecene of the cn i me n=.433 r p ( .00 I . They al so

nemained at the scene o{ the crime {or a period ol time

aften the munden F=-.3o7, p(.û5. Those individuals urho

knew the cnime scene wÉnp aìso ì ikely to have obtained

the weåpon used to commit the munden {nom that location

r=.266, p(.05.

I + the of{enden ie I t com{or tabì e at the I ocat i on

o{ the otfence, it r¡as I ikely that nothing was remoued

fnom the crime scene r'=-.3ó9, p(.ü1. 0fienders that
neponted [<nowing the ]ocation of the cnime r¡ene mone

'I ikeìv to r'epor'ted feeìing depresEed a{ter. the murden

n=.3ùó, p ( .05.

Remaining at the Scene o{ the Cr.ime

The majonity of offendenE do not nemain at the

scene o{ the cn i me {on - ex tended per i ods of t i me a{ ter
the munder . Tt^ren ty-one pencen t repon t I eav i ng pn i on to
the victim's death whiìe another 26'¿ rppor*t leaving
immedi atel y aften the death of a u i ct im. A numben of
of f endens (21i/.,) repont I eav ing the scene o{ the cr ime
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urithin I houn after the murden. A smallen number <LAj4>

report nemaining at the cnime scerre frorn 1-10 hours

aften the victim's death. A final I47. stated that thev

remained at the Écene of the cnime until police

anr ived.

A numben of var i

hor¡ I ong the o{f enden

0ffenders Femained at

victim n=.318r p(.05t

I+ oi{enders neported

scene they wene mone

p(.ü5.

ables function in accounting {on

stays at the Ecene of the cnime.

the scene I ongen i + they knew the

and the location F=-,3O7, p(.05,

f eel ing com{ortable at the cr'ime

'I i ke I y to stay I ongen n=- .3?2 ]

Offenders tended to remain at the scene of the

cnime longer ulhen the victim was e iemale r=.28?t

p=.052. and wl-r en the v i c t im was younq r=.25ó r p=Ct 55.

If the munder occurned in coniunction r¡ith anothen

cnime it wEìe likely that the o{ienden did not spend a

ì ong t i me at the cr i me scene a{ ten the death oi the

victim n=.283, p(.û5.

O{{ende¡*s who cann i ed the rÁreàPon d i d not nema i n at

the Ëcene ìong r=.?6?, P=.05, while thoEe that obtain

the hreapon at the Ecene oi the crime were more likely

to nemain n=-.332, p(.05.

if euidence had been removed {rom the cnime Ecene

¡t was likely that the offenden d¡d not nemain long

r=.29L, p(.05. It appeårs that o{{enders ¡-emained at



the scene I onger

uictim's body had

á9

i+ thene ta,as en indication that the
been al tened and,/on noth ing had been

scene of the cnime n=-.ZSg, p=.052,remoued from the

r-=-.iz84, p(.05.

In tenms of the offender's emotionaì stabirity,
Femaining at the scene of the crime suggested that the
offenden had {ert depressed befone the munden r=.2óg,
p(.t5. It was arso indicatiue of the offenden feering
humi I iation at the time o{ the offence r=-.zag, p(.ûs.
o{{endens r¡.rho nema i ned at the cr ime scene f or ex tended
per í od: al so repon ted fee r i ng depnesEed af ten the
munden r-=-.3ú2. p(.0S.

The best predictor.g of hot¡ long the oiienden
nemained at the scene of the cnime wene the
nelationship between the of{enden and the uictim->LL{r,
N:57i=7.23, p(.01, aìtenation o,F the body X:(1, lrl=57)=

ó.05, p{.t15, and r.emoval of eviden.*)*tl, N:SZ)=t.0g,
p(.tJl.

Statements

Cr{fenders wepe most likely to volunteeF a

statement o{ guilt to'the police ¡+ they had been

expeFiencinq stress from a nelationship prior tc, the

homicide r=.ZBZ, p(.0S.

Of {enders L$ene al so moFe I ike I y to make à

statemen t ¡ + they had not been dn i nk i ng pn i on to the
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offence .=-,29ó, p(.0S. The only exception to this uJas

oif enderE r¡¡ho had been dn ink ing pn ior to the of {ence
and had stated that alcohol has the effect of making

them fee I mone conf i den t e=.279 p ( .0S.

Repeat

A number oi homicide of{endens fel t that thene wås

a poss i bl i ty of them becom i ng i nuol ved i n fu tune

uiolEnce. t^Jh¡le onìy 7Z felt that they ¡¡rauìd most

likelv become ne involvedr 46z, feìt that thene uras some

poEE ibi ì i ty of {ur.ther perpetr.at ion of u iol errce.

oifenders who neponted that they might necommit a

uiolerr t oiience gpnerally had a iamiìy l-r istony oi
u i ol ence n=.334. p { .0S.

üiiendenE wer'e al so mone I ike I >, to state tha.t they
miqht repeat a vic, lent oiience ¡+ thene uJä.s eome

E lemErr t c'i p ìann ir¡ q ir¡ volved irr the ir. pre=ent l-¡omic ide

chanqe n=-.2ó9. p(.üS. and ¡+ they {elt that thein
victim desenued to die r.=.Zgg, p(.0S.

DI STUSSI DN

Homicide is ån impontant social pnoblem, hot¡leuen

it has neceiued rittle systematic re-Þeanch from
psvchiatr'iEts and pgychologiEtE (Reui tch & schìesinqer,
1?81). Tanav (1?óP) nemanks that studies in this ånea

åne conspicuous by thein absencp. t^rhile much is written
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about mupden the vast ma-jor i ty of mater i al i s not

I*eseaFch onientated. Langeuin et al. (lg8z) state, that
the uagt rnajonity, o+ studieE and review articles that
do exiEt almost nevep include intervieuring and,/or

admi n i sten i ng standandi zed pszchol ogi cal tests to

of{enders. These authons al so nepont that general I y

studies in this anea do not use control gnoups o{ any

sont {or comparison t^rith homicide offendens. unlike
much pait neEeanch the i n terac t i on of the offendens

emotions and p=-ycholoç¡ical make up have been stnessed.

Demognaph i c i nfonmat i on, uuh i ch senves aE the focus of

most reEearch i n th i s å.reå, was used in an ef f on t to

detenmine the origin of these åttitudes and

charac ten i st i cs. The mecherr i cs o{ the of{ence wene

inuestigated in detaiì in order to Eee how the

o{{enden's personal ity was re{lected in the actuaì

commission of the crime. The relationship bett¡een an

o{ienden's personal i ty tra i ts and emot i ons, and the

mannen in urhich he commits his cnime, coueFE gnound

ne I at i ve I y un touched by both past and presen t

cniminologists and pszchologists. It iE hoped that the

co¡nbination of demognaphic datar ps/chological test

data, and infonmation nelating to how the offences wene

corrrmitted and why will add to the existing respanch on

homicide offenders.
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DEMOGRAPHI C INFORMATI ON

Age

As expected the majon i tv of homi c i de o{fenders
were young individualE. This finding has been

documented a number o{ t imes by van i ous authors
thnoughou t the veans. t¡Jol f gang ( l gsg) nepon ted that the

majonitv o{ homicide offenders in his sample nanged

between 20-24 yeans of agÊr while the next langest åge

gnoup of o{{enders nanged fnom ZS-Z? yeanË of age.

Tanay <t96?> {ound å lange pencentage <4?y.) of
mundenens to be under 30 yeans o{ age . Sr,^r i gen t &

Fanrell <L?76) also found the age of killer*s to neflect
å youthful of fender popuìation. They pepont that 4]5:l of
thein sample was unden the age of zg. Langeuin et. aì.
(1982a) neponted 51 .?'l o{ the homicide o{{enders to be

unden age 29 . Gl aser ( I gz8) noted that the åge of
indiuiduals convicted lctr- munden seÊms to be

decneasi ne, He suggests that adoì escents and young

adul ts haue the h i ghest pnobabi ì i ty o{ be i ng chanqed

r¡ith munder. It is di++icult to account {on the high
involvment of young o-ffendens in munden. t^Jilson &

Hennnstein (1985) state that å uariabìe such ås age

resists explanation because it is Eo robust. Many

vaniables mey be intenvening without neflecting
themselves dinectìy in the age uariable. t¡Jolfgang
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<L?7a) states that a popu I an exp I anat i on fon the

vouthfulnesg of homicide o{fenderE lies in the age

composition of the population. Btock <l?77) reponts
that as the numben of young people incre*seE the age of
homi c i de offendens dnops.

Race

Nat i ues r^rere f ound to make up the maj on i ty of
offendens convicted for munden. Nettlen (lggz) reponts
that r rìât iont^ride, Indians const i tute El ightl r mone than

one pencent cr{ canada's population. Howeven, between

the t ime per i ods of t?46-l?6T they hrgre csnv i c ted o{
ê.17. of al ì cap i taì murders and contn i buted to
appnoximately l6'l o{ all homicides.

The ouen-nepnesentation of native homicide

offenderE måy be explained in termg of subculturaì
di+feFences. l,,Jolfgång & Fennacuti (1?óZ) state that
groups with the highe;t homicide rates shouìd

demonstnate å subcuìture of violence. In such a

subculture the use of violence is not viewed eË iìl icit
conduct. Indiuiduals å.re taught that violence is the

apppopniate pespongÊ .to situations of conflict.
vi ol ence thus becomes an acceptabl e, and at t imes

desirabl e reEponse. l¡Jhen diEcuEsinq ì if e on the l*pEer*ve

a numben of nat i ves descn i bed ån atmosphene whene

v iol ence was a r^,åy of I i{e. They saN u iol ence in the
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home, violence at schoor, and uiolence on the stneets.
In the ho¡ner F€spondents neponted violence r¡ithin the
famiìv, and often between famiries. In schoor, fighting
was constant, eEpec í al I y on the sports f i el d. Gangs

hreFe also reponted to exiEt in the natiue communities.
Many of the 

'*eÉeFveÉ have sorne fonm of orgenized gång

¡¡hose enemy uJas a niual gang eithen fnom within the
reseFve oF fnom another nesErve. Fi qht i ng Éeems to
function as a main sociar activity on the Fesepue.

Af ten an even i nq o{ dr i nk i ng and par tx i ng orre can o{ ten

expect an outbneal( oi violence which will be fongotten
by the nex t morn i nq.

The use a{ sl cohol may al so accoun t {on h i gh

native panticipation in munden. schmeiser et al.(tpz|>
neponted that å high pencentaqe oi natiup rr.imes àne

fueled ¡¿rith alcohor and åre thenefore violent.

Family Histony

It r^råE c-ugqested that the majonity c,i homicide
of{endens have been naised in disrupted famiry
enu i ronmen ts. Th i s hrås i rrdeed the cåse . Most of ienders
we.e not naised within .the context of an intact family
unit. Many r¡rpne raised by one panent, some wpne naised
bv people othen then thein biologicaì panents, t^rhile

others h,ene raised in institutions, op fended for
themselues. Reuitch & schlesingen (lggl) repont bnoken
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homes and di stunbed fami r i eE as trp i cal fon homi c i de

of f endens. l¡Jol {gang (l?6Ð al so repon ts f i nd i nç å

numben of o4{enders r¡ho caJne fnom broken homes.

Disrupted family pnvinonments haue been identi{ied
as a facton in distunbing the attachment pnocesE.

At tachmen t may be def i ned as the senÉe of an ean I )¡

affectional bond between an infant and å panent. The

emengence of an a{fectional borrd bett¡een the child and

par-ent is not inevitable and thene iE stnong euidence,
at I east among young ch i I dren. that the absence o{ th i E

bond has impontant gevchol ogi car and behav i onal

conÉequences (t^Jilson, & Henr.rr pstein, l?gS).
Absent on bnoken bonds o{ten Fesuì t in low seìf esteem.

The abilitv to function in interpereonar rerationships
is aìso impained by disturbances in the attachment
proce9É.

Rutter' (1972) r'epor't=. il-rat the eiiects o{ parentaì
depn i vat i on may uåny depend i ng on the t i me of
deprivation. Rutten distinguishes between children who

npven f onm ån emot i onal bond, and those u.lho f onm bonds

r¡rh ich become disnupted thnough parentaì discond Õn

sepanation. Indiuiduals whose bonds å.Fe disnupted åne

not ì ikeìy to iace måjon rong tenm distFes=es to the

same degnee aE those who neven fonm bonds.

Panen t depn i vat i on nesu I tE not on I y from the

sepanàtion o{ the panent figune(s), but as a nesult of
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suffer i ng fnom i nadequate ca,-e at horne . panen tal
rejection may be demonstrated in a v*riety of wåys Euch

as phvsical neglect, denial of roue and affection, rack
of interest in the child's actiuities and achievments,
hansh oF i nconsi stent pun i shment, fai I ure to spend t ime

t¡ith the child, and rack of nespect for the chird's
n i ghts and feel i ngs (cor eman, Butchen, & canson, rgg4),
Panental re.jection mà/ be pantíal oF cornplete, passive
on actiue, and subtly op ouently cnupl (Coleman,

Butchen, & tlarson, tgg4). Ritey & Cohen (l?77) found
homicide of{endens to have had poon på,nenting. The

homicide oi{enders in this sampre wene often exposed to
th i s txpe of i nadequate cane at home. ThoEe offenders
who repon ted be i ng na i Eed by one on both o{ the i e
panents often stated that r¡hile thein panents lived at
home they showed rittre interest or. concenrr tor¡ards
them. Such parents [^reFe phyEicaììy present but wpne

psychol oçri cal I y absent.

fr{f ender.E nated mothers mone pos i t i ve ì y, and I ess

negl ec tfu I then fathens. Mothens weFe of ten pFesen t
duning childhood. A rittre ouer hatf of the o{fendens
stated that the i n mothens wene pEychoì ogi cal I y present,
wh i I e just unden har f of the respondents neponted

uncaning motherË. It is intenesting to note that o{ten
both mothens spen in a positiue and npgå,tive r ight wene

described as dominant within the family. lulothenE seen
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es posi t ¡ ve mäy have appeaned to be control ì ed by

domineering husbands, howeven they L\reFe described as

the ones keep i ng the fami I y togethen. A number of

of{endens feìt that thein mothers did evenxthing they

coul d gi uen the c i rcumEtanceÊ of the fami I y si tuat i on.

Mothens r¡ho hlene descr i bed negat i ve I y r/\,eFe al so

descr i bed as the dom i nan t panen t . TheEe mothens wene

descn i bed aE much moFe cFUel and psychol ogi cal I y

sadistic then abusiue fathens. Lambenti (1958) reported

that the mothen is usualìy the dominant panent in the

homi cide offenden'g fami ly.

Oi+enderE rel at ionsh ips toi th the ir f athers t¡,epe

most often very poon. The maiority of offendens stated

that they d i .-l i ked sF hated the i r {athers. Typ i cal

replies to inquinies about hor¡ o{fendens ielt about

their' iathers irr cluded "hp npven EUpported n¡e", "l'¡ e uaraÊ

weak", "he alulays let me dotatn"r"I wå.5 afnaid o{ him".

"he r,\rag vicrleñt", "he t$ås å dt*unk", "he wag ån

asEhoìe","he wouìd never talt< to trìP", "I neveP

nespected him", uthe only thing he euen taught me was

how not to be a father'", One offenden neponted that he

used to stay up nights thinking of ways to kitl his

fathen. Another stated that he h,åE env i ous of the

nelationship a {riend had t¡ith his dad. HiE friend's

fathen used to beat him alì the time but thev would

also do things toçether. The nespondent stated uI often
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wondened what ¡t wourd be tike to do things r¡rith my

dad. I t¡ould have put up urrith the beatings ¡f my {ather
pai d attent i on to ñìe" . A numben of the reÊpondents
stated that thev had no use fon the i r {athens and that
they nevel. r¡anted anXthing to do r¡ith them. l¡Jolfgang
(l?6é) reported that homi c i de of{endere often had

inadequate fathens. Ri ley & Cohen (t927) state that the
{athen of these o{fendens are i nef{ec tuar and host i l e ,

Gu t tmachen ( r gó0 ) nepon ts that fathens of these
o{fenders e'.e of ten cnue r and rej ec t i nç¡. Lamben t i

( 1 958) stnessed that {athers of murdeFens ape

consistently negàtive figuneË. He states that they aFe

either absent indifferent, on nejecting. He alEo
descn i bes many oi these {athens åE host i ì e
ovenstnict.

Fathens pìav an important role in the deveropment

of a ch i I d. H number of deue ,, 
opmen tar probr ems ar i se

when the {athen is e i ther ab'sen t , c,r. inef f ec tual . Eoys

f nom f athen ì ess homes have been f ound to be l ess r¡e l r

adjusted and ìess skiìred in peen nerations then boys
t¡hose fatheng rÆene neguìanìy at home (Kimble, Ganmezy,

& ziglerr lgg4). some bovs fnom fatherleEs homes do not
I eann how to be eppFopn i ate I y àggness i ve . They of ten
believe that masculinity is dispìayed through
consistant aggression tot^rand othens (Kimbre, Ganmezy, &

Zigren' 1gg4). peterEon et ar. (l?5?) found that

and
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fathens of ch i I dren wi th adjustment pnobl ems ware
themselves legg adjusted, less fniendlyt and less
democratic then the fathens of r¡err adjusted chirdren.
ch i I dnen w i th weak i ne{{ec tuar fathens tended to
demonstnate unå,ccep tabr e pat tenns of aggnesE i on , wh i r e
chi ldnen of dictatonial, unconcerned fathens tended to
be shy and haue manked fee I i ngs of i nfer i on i ty. The
phvsi cal on psvchor ogi car abEence of a father i s thus
I i t<e I v to have impon tan t deue r opmen tal conEequences.
since so {eu.r hornicide o{{endenE repûpt positive
intenactions wi th thein fathens i t is I ikely that these
individuals aFe pnedisposed to the types of
deueì opmentar pathor ogr pesu'l t i ng fnom the absence of a

father f i gune.

Regandless of its speci{ic ns,tune or. ir¡ tensity
panen ta l rej ec t i on has been essoc i ated w i th a

les--. specif ic patter.n o{ deveìopment.

of{endens of ten expen i ence the Eymp tomatoì ogy of that
developmentar patterrr. Re,ected chirdnen tend to be

ovenlv aggnessiue and pFone to impuìsiue behavion
(Lef kor¡ritz et ãl ., l?ZA; pembenton & Benady, lg7g).
Homi c i de of{enders demonstnate marked aggFesi ve, and
impul si ve behav i or both aE ch i r dnen and as adur tE.
Ith i I e these tendenc ies wene not necorded on the

Psychol og i cal tests, they wenÊ i n fac t nepor ted dun i ng

the demognaph i c i ntenv i ews. ch i r dren exposed to

moFe on

Homicide
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panentål nejection often expe¡.ience senious di++iculty
in giuing and Feceiving af{ection (pningre, l?ós).
Homicide offendens most o{ten demonstnate an impainment

in deal ing t^rith intenppFsonaì nelationships. As à group

these offendens Econed I ot¡ on a measuFe of aff i I i at i on.

Thev al so repor ted hau ing f er¡ {r i ends. The maj on i ty of
homicide offendens reported that thein relationships
with women hrÊre generally shont tenm and casual . They

often Feponted hauing had å numben of such

nelationships. It is Ëuggested that this pattenn of
dat i ng senved to se t up å s i tuat i on urheneby the

o{ierrder neuer had to form å tnust i ng and emot i onal

bond with another individual. tlther behauions
associated with nejecting panents include diminished

intellectuaì functioninq (Hurley, I?óS>, exceEsive

{eans (Poznansky. 1973) and r.unning avJåy inonr home

(Stierlin, L?73). H i gh 5cone3 on the meàEUrre oi

hanmavoidance suggest that homicide oiiendens have

excesEive feåns. Many o{ the offendenE enqage in self
pnotectiue behavions. It is EUggested that the actual
offence of homicide mey be an exaggenated fonm of sel{
protectiue behavion. rnis point wiì I be developed rul ly
at å laten time' A numben of offendens peported nunning

ar^ray {rom home . To thern th i s was c,f ten the best , and

easiest way to Femove themseìues from their
pathol ogi cal enu i nonment . Host of the o{fendens wou I d
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ne turn horne however the bn i ef absence ar r owed them to
get some short tenm nel ie{ f rorn the in f ami I y si tuat ion.

Faurtv pattenns of disciprine åne arso comrnonrv
pr'acticed bv the panents oi homicide offenders.
Punishment is often inconsistent on ovenìy sevene.
coleman, Butchen, & canson <rga4) neport that there iE
a high conneration between inconsistent punishment and
later delinquent and cniminar behavion. A chird who is
punished one time, and ignoned, on newanded at a later
time fon the same behavion wi r r be unabre to deciphen
whethen on not that behauion is apprropniate. Deun &

Parke (rg?o, {ound that chirdren with a historv of
i ncons i sten t rewand and pun i shmen t f on agg¡_e==, ,*
behav i on h,ere mor'e nes i stan t to pun i shmen t and to the
extinction of thein åggnessive behavior than weFe

childnen who EXpenienced mone consiEtent discipline.
Seuene di sc i pl i ne most often takes the fonm of physi cal
punishment in the househords of homicide offendens. The

nesult of such discipline tends to be incneased
aggnessive behavion on the pant of the chi ld (Facetna,
19Bl). This txpe of phrsical punishment appanentìy
pnovides a modet o{ aggnessive behavion that the chird
tends to emurate. trlirson & Hennnstein (r?gs) state that
non-cont ingent pun ishrnent, wh ich is {norn the ch i I d.s
view nandom, reads the chird to berieue that viorence
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i s å nonmal and å,ccep tabl e me thod of expness i ng one, s

f eel ings.

Seuere pun i shmen t and panen tal rej ec t i on måy al so

take the {onm of cnuel and abusiue tneatment both in

tenmE o{ physical and psychological abuse. Tanay (l?dg)

neponted that é77. of his sample of munderens had a

h i story oi sevene corporal pun i shment i n the i r

deuelopmental /eårs. Satten et al. (19ó0) also noted

that homicide offendens wer-e exposed to extneme

parental violence duning thein childhoods. Duncan et

al . (l?58) r'epont that homicide of{endeng urere o{ten

the tanget o{ high physical abuse áy one panent. They

state that the other pånÊnt is most often å,wåt-e that

the child is being abused but does nothing to stop the

beatinçr= and.zor protect the child.

A little less then half ol the violent of{endens

r'eported being victims of physical 'rn pÊycholoqicaì

abuse. The most fnpquent fonms o{ abuse neported hlene

phyE i cal beat i ngs by iathens r¡h i ch inc I uded be i ng

pushed, thnown , punched and k i cked nepeatedl y to al I

pants o{ the body in a fnantic attack. Beatings r¡ith a

van i e ty of obj ec ts such as st i cks, v i nes, be I ts,

I eathe¡* stnaps, and nubber hoses wene al so common {orms

of abuEe and punishment. One nespondent commented "hlhen

the old man got r¡¡ound upr watch out, ¡+ it wagn,t

nailed down you hrepe gonna get h¡t t^rith itu. Offendens
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å¡EÐ r-eported with some degree o+ frequency that thein

rn6vpmen tË uJePe restr i c ted pn i or to à beat i ng.

OffendenE repont being tied up to a chain and beaten,

being tied to a table beaten and sodomized, being tied

to å bed and beaten, and be i ng forced to I ay on the

floor.while they h,el-e beaten with å bamboo Etick. tne

respondent reponted that his {athen used to tie him up¡

sþlash uraten on him, and then proceed to poke at him

with ån eìectric cattle pnod. Anothen o{fendeF neported

be i ng restr'i c ted ås h i e hands were bunned on the

electnic element of the stoue. Psychological punishment

throuqh invol{ inq hum i ì iat ion or ter.ron of ten

åcËompanied physical abuse. ûne nespondent neported ,,he

of ten rnade euFe the beatineE r¡ene in publ ic so he could

humi I iate me in +nont of evenyone,'. Anothen stated ,'he

lr'tåg always tr'yinç¡ ta intimidate mp. He r¡ould >,elì and

.sqrèam out putdouvns and caì I me nåme5 ås he h i t me.

Thinkinçr back on it nou., it i-- almost -comical that he

coul d have done aì l that at one t ime" . one npspondent

!'eported that he and his bnothens weFe npgularly beaten
trr¡th å, stick. Sometimes they would be made to cut the
iticks with which they were to be beaten. othen
nespondents neponted be i ng I ocked up ¡ often {on days.
.

One FespÕndent stated that Ëometimes he found wayg to
t. '.

.q-'scape so he couìd eat but t^rouìd alt¡ays netunn to the
:-:: ']

'taarÌ! so no one roould f ind him missing. Anather reponted
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that he waÉ tied up and thnor¡n in the dint cellar with

all the natE. One nespondent related hor¡ his mothen had

him go through exercises Euch as sit ups and nunning on

the spot {on houns on end, Th i s i ndi u i duaì al so gtated

"Éometimes she r,,,¡ouìd make me kneel on dny noodles, I

[<ns¡¡ it soundE silly but you tny kneeling on hard

noodles digging into you fon hours at a time. It huntE

like hell". It is di+ficuìt to imagine how any child

expen ienc i ng such ser i ous abuse cou ì d escàpe ¡,u i thou t

su{{eninçr some ill e+{ects. Most often such treatment

tends to i mpede oF even pneuen t thE fonmat i on of a

etrong con+ i dent at tachment between the ch i I d and

panent , Mal tneated ch i I dnen al so tend to d i sp I ay moFe

åqgress i on both on psychol oçr i caì tests and i n p I ar

situations (George & Main, 1979).

A little over hal{ oi the o+fendens r.eported

paren tal al cohol abuse r¡h i I e å f eu.r of +endens repon ted

haung {amily memberE r¡rith criminal r-ecords, Such

nealities funther demonstnate the point that a number

of homi c i de o{+enders erp nai sed by undesi nabl e panent

models. Coleman, Butchen, & Carson (lgg4) Fepont that
si nce ch i I dren tend to observe and i m i tate the behav i or
o{ thein pånents, panental behauior cån have å highìr
beneficial on detnimental ef{ect on the wåy a chiìd
-learns 

to peFceiue, think, feel, and act, These authons

9õ on to say that på,pents may be considened undesinabìe
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modÉls if they have {aulty essumptions about neality,

possibl i ty, and values, i+ they depend excpssively ûn

defence mechanísms in coping, oÍ* i+ there is a manked

discpepåncy between thein pnoclaimed ualues and the

values reflected in thein actual behavior. This is

o{ten the case in the fami I iee of homicide offenderE"

Homicide offendens were asked how they responded

to the ir panente in such a dyEf unct ic,nal f ami I y

envinonment. The maiori ty of o{fenders E;tated that they

kêre too a{naid, usual I y o{ the ir +ather, tcr str.ike

back on defend themselueE. Most neven daned to act in a

uerbal oF physical I y aggpesEive månneF tsr¡¡ards the in

panents, l¡Jhen they did so ¡t rdås most of ten to pnotect

anothen {ami I y memben, usual I y the in mother.. Clne

neÊponden t stated "wheneven dad wou I d beat on mom I

t¡rouìd çto a{ten hinr , I knew I r¡ouìd get shit l(icked, but

there wàs noth ing e lse I cou I d do,, . Cl ther o{{enders
statEd "[.rlhen I got a little bigeen I thr.eatened to l(ill
h im i+ he didn't I eave mom al one,' , ,, I pul I ed å gun on

him and told him that I would blor¡ his {uckinç¡ head of{
¡+ he even touched her agå.in,,, ', I .r^tås really into
ancheny and one dEy I 'po 

i n ted my bor¡l and arÍ-ow at my

stepfathen. I aimed it right at hiE head and held it
thene. I wanted him to stop beating uE (his mothen, and

himEelf)" I still don,t know why i didn,t t(ill the
bastàrd" . Some o{fendens {ought back af ter they had
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beenpushedtotheendoftheinlimits.onerespondent

commented ,, I never did arr/thing until he threatened to

¡(itlme.Thatswhenlthneetenedto{ightback''.A{ew

o{ the o{{enderE rrere afraid of challenging thein

fathers'authonity howeven oncÊ they decided to strike

out they kner¡ that they had to go alì the wåv' The

majority of respondents auoided åny t/pe of

conirontation r¡rith their panents' l'4ost gÕt är¡'ey fnorr

the si tuat i on bv nemou i ng themsel ves {nom the fami I v

env i nonmen t at en ear 1 Y age .

A number o{ the of+endens (both u i ol ent and

nonu iol ent) t\rÊne raiEed in h igh lX pathol ogicaì

env i rorr merr tE. tf ten åt tachmen t pf-ocesÉeE wene

disrupted, i{ they even exiEted at aìl' The parent

fiqureEWer.Éo{teninadequateandmoeto{tengervedas

models îor antisocial behauior. it iç not di++icult to

see why individuale experiencinQ thiE tvPe o+ {amiìv

env i ronmÈn t are Pned i sposed to a var i ty of forms o{

deuel opmental pathol ogv. f'Jh i I e th iE tvpe oi tnoubl ed

famiìv history doeE not excuEe oP iuEtify cniminal

act iv i ty. i t certair¡tl y gives eo¡ne irrsight as to how

and r¡rhy o{f endens n*ach the po i n t of adu I t deve I opmen t

at r,,¡h ich they became capabl e o{ break ing both the nonmg

and the I aws o{ soc i e ty.
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Educat i on

A ìarge maiority of the homicide of{enders had lor¡r

levelE o{ education' Most had only achieued an

elementer/ school educatic,n, Very 4er¡ attended, let

alone completedr high school" Lambenti (1958) and

t¡lolfgang <19é6) noted ìour leveìs of education åmong

homicide o{fendens. Swigert & Farnel <L976) found that

75'-.4"1 of the kiìlens in thein sample d¡d not f inish

high school, Most'of the peÊpondents simplz stated that

they d¡d not finish school becauge they decided to

quit. The neåsons fon quiting most o+ten included "it

waË borinq", "school is à waste of time". ">,ou don't

learn anything worthwhile", and "what good is it?'"

Ctther'Feesons giuen for leaving school early consi.-t of

going to wonk, coming in contact r¡:ith the criminal

-i ustice -iyËtpmr arr d beirrç¡ expelled {nom school.

The iact that these indiuiduals did poorìy in

schooì , on did rr ¡f t -rch ieve h iqh I eveì s o{ Educat ion.

shou I d not be taken ås ån i nd i cat i on o{ the i r

intelìigence. IntenviewE revealed måny o+ these

indiuiduals to be well-spoken, intel ì igent, and veny

street-wi se. Many demonstrated themseì ues to be {ast
and creatiue thinkens.

The majori ty o{ the

not liue up to thein
school . tÂrhile for

respondents {el t that they

potential r¡hile they rÅ,ePe

Éome this ruas simply

d¡d

in

å.
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rat ¡ onål i zat i on, 4or othens i t aPpeared to be qu i te

true. Two nepì i es weFe txp i cal of the Ei tuat i ons

expenienced by many o{ the offendens; uI wås capable o{

do i ng good bu t r¡hy bother r the ol d mån wou I d not be

satiEfied anyhow", and uI didn't haue the con+idence in

myeel+ to tny" The thought o{ attempting sÕmething and

fai I i ng was devaEtat i ng" '

, A numben o{ reåËons måy account for poor

perfonmance and the'earl/ dnop out nate o{ of{endens.

How the respondents d¡ d i n school may haue Pl aved a

nole in thein earìy depantune from the educational

system. The uast mai on i ty of hom i c i de of+endens

reponted failing on doing poorìy in schoc,l' It is

lit<ely that their poon per{onmace did Frc,t stimulate

them to go further wi th their education. The lact that

they d¡d poonl/ in school rnay also be tnE oi the

neàsons that so many o{ the nesponden ts ma i n ta i ned a

neqatiue attitude towards their schoo-l l-riEtor"¡'as well

tourands the educat i onal system i n genenal .

Childnen who åre tempeFårnentaìly impulsivet

extnouented, and åggpeEEive al-e I ikely to find school,

which demands sitting stiìì and being attentive, to be

bor ing, con{ i n irrg, and unnpr¡and i ng (ti i I son &

Hennnstein, 19Ë5), frne o{{enden stated that he +el t he

did not I ive up to hiE potentiat because "I didn't I ike
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couldn'tto be con{ i ned

çoncentnate".

Lot¡ ì eue I s o+ educat ion måy al so demongtnate a

subcu I turaì at t i tude towands school , On the ¡-eEenveE

many nat i ues {eel that educat i on i s å ì uxury. Uery

often native chi ldnen are nemoued from school by their

paren ts i n onden to wonk . Thene{ore the ch i I dnen not

on-ly have thein schooling intenupted, but they also

I earn that educat i on seFVes å secondary nol e. Mogt

often if à natiue on a neËenue wants to continue his

education he utill haue to leave the nesepue and go to

Echool e I sewhere . Mäny nat i ve-- do not r¡an t to do th i s,

and thsse that do o{ terr { i nd the pxpen i ence tnaumat i c .

The type of educational facilities that ånp availabìe

to nat iues måy alsa pìax a nc'l e in the in I or¡ levels o{

educat i on,

l¡iilson & HEr.rnstein (lç'85) eugqest that chiìdnen

t¡ho have been cond i t i oned by the i r pareñ ts to i gnone on

discourrt the conrrectior¡s between actions and

cÐnsequences (due to inconsistent tneatment, for
exampìe) åpe I ikely to +ind I ittle connection betr¡reen

school nules and pensonaì conduct. They ane aìEo I ikeìy
to f ind no cünnec t i on he tweerr school r¡snk and pensonal

gnat if icat ion. These authon=- aì so state that a ch i I d

t^lho has not {onmed a stnong emot ional bond on

toattachment wi th one ÐF both paren t= i s I i ke I y
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, distrust and disl ike any Ëounce o{ adult authonity (eg.

teachers) ' A numben o{ o{fendens come {rom backgrounds

u¡hene they are exposed to inconsistencies, and form

negative attitudes to adult authonity. These childnen
are not I ikely to pay attention to the teachen¡ out of
di srespec t r oF to the school uronk, because the i r
behavion r¡'rill not bning about the desired nesponse.

The majoritv o{ homicide offenders <zg:/.) neponted

h'e ing aggness i ue i n Echool , whene as on I y 4Sy, o{ the

nonu i ol en t offendenE repor ted agg'*esE i ve behau i on at
gchool " rlol d & l'1oì es { tgzÐ repon ted h i gh rates o+

echool uiolence by del inquent boyE. School wås å place
to ven t hoEt i I i t i es and to demonstrate Eome fonm of
rebeììion. As one o{{ender. cÐmmented ,, I put up r¡ith
sh i t at home r Fr of at schooì " , Anothen cornmen ted
"{iqhtinq at Echúor r¡as a Felease fnom the tenEicng at
home, I ielt betten aftenu,ands". stiìr another stated
uI alr¡rays {ought at gchoc,r . I had a fuck you attitude,,.
l"luch o{ the åggression at Echoor was dinected tor¡.rards

teachens. It rrå,8 à r^,åy o{ rebeìiing against authonity
without having to challeñee the panent figune,
tfffenders nep'nted the +otrowinq incidents: uJ used to
act both uerbal ì y and physi cal I y aggnessi ve towands the
teacher's all the time {on no speciaì reasons'; ,,a

teachen gnabbed me once and I beat h im" i ,,å teachen
Þotr(ed me r.uith one o{ those t^¡ooden pointens and I bnoke
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it ouen his head"¡ uI attacked a teacher becauge he

told on me {on skipping"i "ï attacked å teachen and

thneatened to kill him ¡f he gave me ån F"; "one

teacher was ålwayg on my case so I stabbed him"; "xa, I

beat up a teachen. One time I thneatened to beat up the

pr i nc i pal . I had to go to the of{ i ce +on the stnap and

i told him, yau touch me ånd ¡'lì club youn fuckin head

iñu ,

The buìk o{ åggrresEion at school was directed at

other school chi ldren. Veny often i t vented i tself on

the sponts {ields. In moEt cåses aggression weË

expnessed thnough physical f ights, hou¡euen there t^rene

Éome otheF extr'eme +onmE¡ "I beat the shit out o+ white

girls. I didn't Iike the wåy they tneated me"; "in

gnade three I stabbed a girì r¡ith a scnew dniçrer. I

don't knor¡ r¡hy"i "I heìd à kid by the feet o{f the

third {loor' oi the schooì then dnopped him"I "I didn't

Ìike f ighting but I wouìd ne(,,en back dourn. I got beat

up and embarrassed at school Eo I ran ouer the guy r¡ i th

his own canrt; "I got blamed {on êuenrthing in school ,

and got stnapped {or something I di'dn't do. The

teachenE {ound out I didn't do ¡t and didn't såy they

wer'e sonny. They told mp it counted {on something i

probably did and got åway with in the past" I brol(e

into the schooì at night and pouned ink all oveF the

floons, and in the fish bor¡l . I t¡ent to the teachens
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lounge ate and dnank all the food, then pissed in the

coffee pot and on the floor". These extneme {orms of

åggress i on hJene most of ten mot i uated by 'ge t t i ng euen' .

These f onms of ägqness i on weFe of ten Pertc i eved bY the

offenders to be ne tal i at i ons for the Poon tneatmen t

they received from othen students on the teacherE.

In the maion i ty of cases aggressi on i n school

sÞrved as ån outlet {on the offendens. Emotional ly they

wene so restnicted in their daily home lives that they

seemed to vent their hoEtiìitieE when euen they wer*e

gi uen the chance.

O{ ten of f enderE pu t up r¡ i th Ê-Ð rnuch abuse at home t

whene they had to, that thev wou ì d neac t , of ten

violently, ta any {or'm oi abuse outside the home which

they felt they did not haue to tal<e. Violence in school

rnåy algo have been å, way fon tl-r e o{iender to assent

himseìf, and nebel in an enuinonment which he was able

to accorrrplish thi-,. It måy elso be the case that

offendens u,ere simply acting out the Fesponses fon

deal ing r,,.ri th conf I ict r¡h ich they had I earned at home.

Ernployment Histony

Ssme o'F the o+{endens in this sample reponted

neven having held å tull time iob. Few offenderE

neported holding iobE for lon-o peniods o+ time (oven t

vear). l"lost stated that they r¡ould hold â iob for onlv
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shoFt peniods of time (under ó months). At the time of

the offence the majonity o{ o{fendens wene unemployed.

Host o# these indiuiduals neponted that they r¡rene

unemployed because they had quit their last job"

Reasons for quiting included pool- pa/¡ poon won!<ing

conditionsu boning or unsatisfactony work, and str.ained

rel at i ons w i th EUperv i sors. The maj on i ty o{ offendens

wh*o neponted being employed at the time of the of{ence

stated that they had only been wonking at that job fon

å short peniod of time, Homicide o{fenders wppe most

often empl oyed i n I aboun and unsk i I I ed jobE. Unstabl e

wonk h i stor i es åne common among hom i c i de o{{endens

{Lambent i , 1958; Ri I ey & üohen, I?77> " Reu i tch &

sch I es i ngen ( 1 981 ) noted that offenders repor ted hav i ng

å. difficuìt time ådjusting to wonk envinonments.

Swiger.t & Fannel (.1?76) obsenued that 31 .óZ: of the

offendens in their sample wel-e unernployed and r-eceived

their' income f nom publ ic aÉEistance, rl+ il'r ose empìoxed

46.3:l wene unEkilled and semi-Ekilled ìabourenE.

The poclt* r¡ronk h i ston i eg o{ hom i c i de o+iender.s may

neflect thein youthful åge. young offenders åFe iess
lit<ely to haue settled'i nto a steady job. They may not

haue stan ted wonk i ng, or. they may be j ust wonk i ng to
get some quick money. Young offendens åne not I ikely to
be uronking at a job because of a deEire to be involved
in a specific area o+ employment. An individuat
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inuolued in the r',ronk fonce at a young åge is likely to

wonl4 short time peniods, and have a highen turn oveF in

j obs.

The educat i onal backgnounds o{ these o${enderE may

also explain employment histonies, Individuals rrho haue

rnanginal educationE ape limited in their empìoxment

oppep tun i t i es. l"lost of ten they å.ne f onced to r¡rork i n

laboun or unskilled jobs becauEe they ìack the academic

qualif ications and/on the skills that go r,^rith them.

The f ac t that c,f f endenE moEt of ten hol d

I aboun-type j obs måx al so par t i al I y accoun t {on

unEtabl e wonk h i ston i es. The type o{ jobs moEt o{ten

he I d by these o{fendens àre 'dead-end' j obs. Such

employment producee low netuFns, and o{+ers feur

prospec ts ion aduancemen t . They thene+ore have à h i gh

turnouer..

As r¡a=- the case r¡lith schsol , those indiuidual-= who

connec t i on be tween what i e

nequrred by thein job and hor¡ they Ehould act er.e

likeìy to have tnouble holding å job. Those indir,riduals

t^¡ho have tnoubìe with authonity are also I ikely to f ind

it dif+icult to hold a job {on any length o{ time

t¡ithout becoming involued in sc'me kind of dispute with
thein supenions.

àre unabì e to draw

...

':,ìì:'r,l
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Indiuiduals with unstable employment historieg

have been found to be h i gh I x aggnegs i ue ( Bachman ,

Ð,Mal I ex, & Johnston , 1978; l,.,lest & Fann i ngton I L?77> "

Substance Abuse

A large numben oS homicide o{fenders r¡rÊnÈ 4ound to

haue à h i stony of al cohol abuse. Most descn i bed

tt¡emselues as heauy drinkers and admitted to hauing å

pnobìem uuith aìcohol prion to the commigEion of the

o{fence. Homicide o{{endens were mope likely to

descn ibe themsel ves a-ã heauy dr inkens and admi t to

hauing a problem with alcohol then were rronviolent

offendens" The uast maionity of offenders began using

and abusing alcohol at ån early age (18 ypans o{ åge or

less). Most rpËeanch in this ar-ea inveEtigates alcohol

uee at the time of the o{{ence but {aiìs to tnace the

of{enden's past higtory o+ Eubstance abuee. Hoìcomb &

ArrdeFËc'n, (1t83) ìooked at aìcohol usE b,y homicide

offendenE both at the time o+ the ol{ence and pnion to

the o++ence . Tl-rese au thors Euqqest that å ì ange numben

of homicide o++endens have å history ol aìcohol abuse

which iE conEiEtent with the {act that man>, had been

dninking at the time o+ the cnime. Onìy a small number

o{ of{endens neported negulan dnug uEe. ünìy a {ew of

these individualE neponted hauing a dnug addiction
probl em. Those that used and,¡on abused dnugs began
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doing so at å,n early åge. Holcomb & AndeFËon (1983)

alEo reponted a small number o{ offendens with å

historY o+ dnug abuse"

The number o{ homi c i de o{{enders wi th h i ston i es o{

al cohol abuse may i n pant be åccounted 4on by the

rac i aì mi x o{ the subiect popul at i on. The maior i tv of

homicide offendens in this sample were native. Nettler

(L?F2) states that Indians have a long and sad hietonv

of al cohol abuse " B i oì og i cal fac tons måy i n par t

account lor' nat iue aì cohol ism. Goodr¡in <L979 ) Etates

peFEonE o{ di++enent nåcÊs måv di++en in thein

tolerance {on alcohol . NativeE may haue å lower

tol enance {on aì cohol . I t may al so be the case that

per'sons o{ di+{erent raceE may di{{er irr the EPePd t¡rrith

r¡lhich alcohol enterE the blood and the length of time

it remains there. Fenrra et aì <t971) Fepor-t that bl ood

aìcohol leuelE dropped +aster in whites then in

American Indiarrs, Schucl(et (1780) =.tateE that peneorrE

of dif+el-ent naces may di+fen in penEonality" Alcohoì

rnày intenact r¡ith these aspects o{ personality in weyÉ

that ì ead e i then to mope åggpessi ve behau i or, to e

gneaten dependency on al cohol , on both.

Subcu I tunaì nonms may al so i nf I uence at t i tudeE

towands al cohol and aì cohol usp (t¡J i I son & Henrnste i n ,

1?85). On måny nÊsenveÉ dnint<ing is a hray of life" It

is à major sociaì actiuity and therefore is neadily
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accepted. Young members o{ the cÕmmunitZ åre inuolved

in alcohol use without anv thought of its negåtiue

in{luence. Parents often thin}< nothing of on encounage

the use of al cohol by the in ch i I dren. Þr in[< ing iE the

norm on mäny nesenuÊs¡ 5o to abstain is a deviation.

A little oueF half o+ the PespondentE neponted

that one op both of their parents had a pnoblem with

al eohol . I nd i u i dual s whose panen ts have an al cohol

problem åne ìikely to dninl( themselves (cotton, I979J"

Bohman <197A) {ourrd that adopted indiuidualE r¡hose

bioì ogical f athen-- had been al cohol ics Nene three t imes

moFe I ike I y to haue a dn i nl< i ng probl em then adop ted

mal es wi thout al cohol i c bi ol ogi cal panents. Ëoodwi n et

al.(I?74> states howeuen that "gons c,i alcohol ics weFe

more likeiy to become alcohol ic ¡+ they wene r'eared by

the ir aì cohol ic paFPn t tl-¡en ii they t^rer'e ÉPparated f ronr

their aìcohoì ic parent soÐn after birth and reaned bv

rronre I at iues" ( paqe l dB) .
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Past Cniminal HistorY

Finally it r^,åË po=tuìated that homicide of{enderE

will haue a past histony of cniminality. Fet¡r of the

homicide offenderE had juvenile reconds {or violent

offenceE and al cohol nel ated offences. A number of

homicide of{endens d¡d, howeven, have juvenile neconds

for propenty neIated cnimes. Adult conuictions r-evealed

that nearly hal{ o{ the o{{enders had pnior convictiong

{or u i ol ent cn imes. Oven hal f of the respondents

reported cofmnittinçl acts o{ uioìence r¡hich wenp nevep

bnought to the attention oi the pol ice oF courts. Veny

few homi c i de offenders had serued å {eder.al sentpnce

pnion to thein pnesent incancenation. Provincial time,

howeuen, had been senved by ¡f,ver hal { o{ the

reEpondents. tl+ note þJàË the f inding that homicide

o{f endens r¡Jene mope I ike I y ts haue a h istsry of

invol vment in v iol ent o+f enceÉ" uvh i I e nonv iol ent

o{{endEns had histories +or. nsnviolent o+tences.

l¡Jol f gång ( 1P58) f ound that ó4'/, of the of +enders i n

his sample had a cniminal recond. Swigent & Farneìl
('l?76> r"epont that 6t "77; of the the munderers in the in

sampl e had a pn i or arrest necord. They noted that
of{endens' pnion criminaì h i ston i eE i nc I uded anrests
for public onden of{ences (42"4y:>r Þnoperty
(34.1Z), and uiolent crimes <BZ"?"/">.

cr tmeg
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This past cniminality is rnost Iikely a reflection

of inadequate and antisocial familiesr Eubcuìtunal

norms, poor education and iob si<ills' and involvment

wi th al cohol "

Vi ol ent Versus Nonu i ol ent Offenders

Homi c i de o{{endens demonstnated consi stent

patterns in age ¡ råce, {arni I x h istopXp eciucat ion,

employment, substance abuEe and past criminal hiEtonv"

Howeuen, there werÊ {et¡r di++enences that distinguished

uiolent from nonuiolent offendens on these demognaphic

uan i abl es.

The data suqgest that tl-re two o{+enden groupE cån

be di++enentiated on the basis o+ race, substance

abuse r ågetress i ve tendenc i es and past cr i m i nal reconds.

I t has al neady been suggested that the d ¡ ++erences i n

r'ace and =ubstarrce abuse may be subcuìtunely

determi ned. Homi c i de offendens demonstnated mone

agqressi ve tendenc i es than nonu i ol ent o++enders.

Vi ol en t o+fendens nepon ted engag i ng i n mone âggpess i ue

behauior at school. They wene also mone I ikely to have

pnior aduìt conuiction-. for violence, and to have

cornrnitted uiolent ofienceE r,.ri thout detection. Future

r'eseanch Ehould inuestigate the diffenential exposul-e

to violence in the liues o{ violent and nonuiolent

of f endens. The degnee of exposure ås ¡,ue I ì å.s the
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i n tens i ty of the v i ol ence to wh i ch o+{endePS have been

expoEed may account {on the di++enences between the two

offender grouPs in tenms of åggr'ession" Finaìly

nonuiolent o{{endens âne more I ikeìy to have a past

criminal necord than are violent offenders. Thi-= most

lil(ely ne{lectE the {act that nonviolent o{fenderE may

commit å numben of offenceE pnion to being

incancenated. ÉìE weìl nonuiolent o{{enders åre likely

to Eenve 'shont time' for their o{fences. ThiE allowes

them to be back on the stree t and becc'me ne i nuol ued "

Homicide o+fenderE houreven r¡ill be automatically

i ncarcerated +on the i n o{fence. The ì eneth c,f the

sen tence they nece i ue aì so eenenal I y decnea-Þes the i n

chance o{ re i nuol umen t .

Since thene urere ECt ieuv demographic vaniables that

d iif enen t i ated the tr¡o oif ender gr-oups Ðne m i gh t be

tempted to concìude that such di+ferencpE. dn rr of exist.

Howeven, altennatiuely one might speculate that there

aFe di{+el-enceE betureen these o{f ender qroups that l-r àvp

not aE of yet been i dent i f i ed. The mogt impsrtant

finding diffel-antiating violent and nonvislent
ofsendenÉ was in tenms of eggr-essiue tendencies. ün the

whole violent of{endens tend to haue a hiEtory o{

åggness i ue behav i on wheneas nonu i ol en t offendens do

not. Th i s { i ndi ng br i ngs up the most el ementany

quest i on o{ why do i ndi v i dual s who seem to haue
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reletively simi ìan demognaphic charactenistics differ

in the extent that they exhibit aggt*ession'

It is believed that demographic di++ePences

betr¡.¡een the tt^ro groups o{ o{{endens do ex ist " Th is

neseanch lool<ed at a numben of diffenent uaniab]es but

often did not lool( close enough. Fon example, PhvEical

abuse wa5 retronded for both offender 9noups, however

the age of onset, the seveni ty, the dunatian of, and

the impact o{ the abuse weFe not investigateo in

detai I . l¡Jh ¡ I e both of {ender groups måy haue been

exposed to phrsical abuse, the speci{ic cincumEtånce5

i nvoì u i ng that abuse måy be impontant +or

difienentiating violent and nonuiolent o{{endens. It is

EUggested that {u tune Fesearch i nvest i gat i ng

demographic vaniables {on criminal oifendens examine

each vaniable in much qreater detail. l¡il-rile everyone

might may be exposed to å centain t'/pe o{ expeniencet

the eif ec t o+ that exper i ence frråy be mEan i rrqì e-=s

ur¡ithout knowing when the experience occurred, under

t^¡hat cincumståncÊÉ, to r¡lhat degree, and r¡ith t¡lhat

effec ts.
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PSYCHTLOGICAL TESTING

Jacl{son PenEonal ity Reseanch Fonm

Fon the most pant ËconeÉ obtained on the Jackson

personal i ty ReEearch Fonm by both of{ender groupg wene

unnemankabl e " t^Jh i I e thene wePP consistenc ieE in scon ing

on sorne o{ peFsonal ity rneåsures, theEe consistencies

djd not take the {orm of extneme sconeE å5 expected" In

othen r¡londs test Ecores may be i n terpne ted a5

dernonstrat ing å I acl< of Frsychopathol ogx in moEt aneas

measuned b>' this test' Both uiolent and nonviolent

o{{endens Econed in the 'åuenage' nànge on the scaleE

ior aggression, impulsiuitrr enduråncer and nunturånce.

t¡Jhile violent ofiendenE tended to Ecol-e =lightìx
higher on the E(ggt'eEEion scale tl-ren did nonuioìent

o{fenders. the diffenence r¡JàË not signiiicant. Neithen

qr'oup Ëcr,FÈd extnemeìy high c'n extremeìy lor¡ on tl-r i:-

scale. It r¡as sueqeEted that homicide o{fendenE would

be aqqnesEive individualE and there+o"* scot-e high on å

meåsune o{ åggnession. Intuitiuely this asEumption

Eeerns probable as hsmicide is the ultimate act of

àggpession. Reuitch and-Schlesingen (1981) cite a

number ol cå,ses demonstrat i ng a h i stc'ny o{ åggresE i ve

behau i on åmong homi c i de otfendens. Such behau i on

includes fighting in school with both students and

teachens, fighting on the street, fighting during
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Ep6rt ing act iv i t ies, and f ight ing at horne and wi th

{riendE. satten et al. (19ó0) also nÊpont that homicide

o{f enders haue I if e I ong h iston ies in r¡h ich they haue

demonstrated ennatic contnol over- thein aggpesgive

impulses. Newman (1974) descnibed homicide offendens as

having aggpessivp ppnsonålities. The demographic data

aÍ this reseanch supponts the notion that many

homi c i de o{fenders demonstrate åggneEsi ve

personalities" For Eome r-eå.scln, the measupe of

aggressi on does not spem to be necopdi ng th i s ex i st i ng

behau i or . A numben of exp ì anat i onË måy åctroun t fon

this, Illeutnal reEponding may be å nesuìt of false
nesponding by o+tenders, tl++endens måy have identif ied
stmÉ oi the items neqarding åggr-ession and pur.poseìy

Pespond wi th å non-agqpesEive å.nãwer in the intenest of
'lookinq eood'. l¡Jhiìe it r¡ould be naiup to suspect il-rat

alì items ure'-e answened tnuth{ulr, it is +elt that the

rnajoritv o+ oiienders did r'espond to il-re queËtions r¡ith
t^¡hat they felt rrepe connect Fesponses, At the time of
testing al I FespondentE wene qui te fami I ian wi th the
authon and kne¡¡¡ that the test scones would not be used

eithen fon or aqainst them in åny Nay, In{opmå,.l talt<s
with the ,-espondents aften testing arso suggested that
rnost of {endens had reponted åcËunately. A mone I ikely
exp I anat i on ton neu tral Ecor- i ng on the aggneEs i on Ecaì e

might be accounted for b), the fact that homicide
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of{enders as a gnoup may not be åggpessiue individualE

pep Eêr but may become involved in açgpession unden

certain si tuat ional condit ions. I t may aì go be the cå.se

that wh i ì e homi c i de offendens are aggnessi ue

indiuiduals, they do not penceive themselves as such.

If they do nct see themselves as aggressive they r^rill

not respond accunately to the items on the scale. This

po_int will be examined in Eneaten detail in the

di scussi on on the Personaì Bel i ef Scal e.

The Econes obtained Gn the impuìsivity meåsuFe

weFe alEo unexpected. It t^råE suggpsted that homicide

o{f enders wou ì d scor*e h igh on the meeÉuFe of

impulsivi ty. Many wri tens haue Ëuggested that homicide

of{endens àpp impuìEive indiuiduals (Heibrun et å1.,

1P7Ë; Rev i tch and Schl esi ngen I I?7t, 1981 ) " Some

authors have Etated that homicide o{{enderE exhibi t a

distunbance in impuìse contnol that could be cìa=si+ied

aE å,n impuìse diç.onder* (rlampion Et eì l?8Sl Getsinqen,

1976; Satten et å1., 1?óû). Both violent and nonuiolent
of{endeng achieued åvpraqe sconeE on the impulsivity
scal e .

It is suggested that thiE meåÉuFe of impuìsivity

is not well suited to a cniminal population. in å Etudy

specif ical ly inuestigating measunes o{ impulsiuity with
* criminal population, Thies (1981) reponted that
offendens did not Bcope as impulsiues on the Jackson



w: -Þi-.. - ,

.\. -ì' . :

...'
":t'
- ' ....ì ..

ilNi-ì.r\$-t-il$:::.'. 
'

i\.-\\.\-l-è,ìi.iì .
i:-1.ì.'l_\,:ì¡tl,ÌÊltì:
È1.:!:lì:l-Lìi.1j:l:ì.ìl:::r.

-tiìi-lì 
jtÈ.ìì-r.\1':ì.]::'::r,

¡,+:ìì$¡\È5:].ti:ì. ì

:,sr;-liìiltÌ::i1r:::!ììa::.:: i
i':.ir::!i\]lì-ì'-ìì1L¡.:,-.1i:,.:r..
iilìl.ìììjù.ììlä.f :irì,.ì
l-i,irtr:!rì:ü:::jiì!!r:..r..,,.
¡lr:!.::iìiì,Ìri¡:!:ìi.i]ìi,... :
i-r1 :a¡::.,:rr::::i:.:i. . :¡ilr':iì+it':*rìì..ì: :
:¡r.r::.r:,:!Ì::.¡:.¡lira.ì:iì:,::. I .

i.1Ì.ìì'!:ilrlì;i':i., ,

ìì:ìl:.,f ':.,ì:rìi.:i.Ì:. 
j.ìiì5,.r,..

lr:.ri::!:i':..:\::l: j':l:ar' ì.'
i.r::]]]itì:t:ii:,!.ì-Jit .t a

::ì:ì ;t:'1Ì':r:r::-lì:ì'::iil ì.

ji:ì:ì-ìll:,iia,--Ì¡.1.,1.::::ì,:.}i'

,,¡ :l jì::ìì:r:;:f 
:..1 : i.

li:rì:::::::ì:1.;l:Ë::i:ì .

il;i1-Ìl,iìi: .,

ì.:iät:-iri!ì:i:,:::*ì,
i:;r:;::'L1ì;.iiaiììl r,
::riì::::::irr-::¡i:::,i::,i:4. .

:li:.ììi::i.ì..ìL:i..1:.ì!:-::ia::,:
::!:r.,]iiiiì:raiil¡t'rììir:i.l :

."ijii;'ii:ìiì:ìii]':l:ì:.rar:::r. .

i,i:lìì.:L'ì1,ìLi::.:{:l::r:i':
iÌ¡iìil:a:::ì:.':Ì:¡:rì,t-:ril::,'. ti

ìiÌi.litì.Ì-i¡\:.:-:r.-¡.¡..;¡:¡.'¡,.','.,

llärilì"i:,1ì.::' .
;i:liiì:ì':a::irì:ì::::1.:1 - r:
:!::ìr:r:ìi.ii.ï:5:14...j ..

äri:iÌ*::ll*l
;¡l::r:ì\rìì¡r-iìi::,.1ìì:::Ì: r'
iil!ì-::iì!ili-:.-ì,':-r..
l['ai:ìì]irì1..r::;jì::,. r' ..

i:l;l::fì:&:::-ii:r:l:.j:ì:rìl: I'
l.ÌtSìì.ìj,.iìr:,1ì:.1r.:,::: :

i-tìi::j:r:l:-:¡1.:.i:ì.:.ì.1:::::ri.,

,...{ili.!ìriì,ìÈ.ì.
;it:l:¡il.r:;4..-lilì::rl)il, .

l!jì::lllaa::i-:i::tr:Ì1.:l:...1

!:.: ::!:ì,..:i.lììa..:,:,,.,ii,::rr

¡r:í1-1ìii.ì;.ì1,-:.:ì:-i,-:-1:1 r;:ì.

llììi¡ìììlïiìliÌr} ,,.
*--.Ll.i-ilr-:ìi_lì:l:i:ì,
li,!i,ìi.,:-:ì:tL¡,1
:iliìì:rr)ì:li.]:ils jr'r.ir'
!ìi;t::i.ìì-.:ì!irì.r_:.ì:.:r:1,,:tì1..i::

!Ììì.Ìr_rìii:lì.ìi:rlr:,'.,ìt.-ìì:r:.
!--:i.:!:1î¡:!i.ì!.:.aiìì: .

*\:ji:r::.ì,:,1ì,t:s::t: :.
[ii::::.::::ÌiÌ-:|l::.1]rì. :ia.
ü:i:::,:ì:t'i:::r.:i:ra.i'::
ì:ììs l:l-ìri:i:ì:till. i.
É*:ììrr.ìlì¡J!.ì.ì-i:lì:.,

ttilì!*:i-il-ì!åfìì
Sllil¡i.1ì:ä:iri!.,.
¡ü.ìlì.t:i:.ir1J::l::::::lì:. :::. -

$i:aì.i:lîì:-,Lììi.rl:!l:ì:,
lilìì-Ìì::il,ì:¡ :r
ä.ìÈì:r:i1!-Ìli!-ì.ìa:: ì I ì'

S.,ii.\Î!,!ù
*lì::Ëì;¡ììj.:!:ì.'
i\ì-l:-tii,:iü.:li:!iì,it:a.iil
,f.ìä:iì,ri:,1.¡_l.r.iì:,,ì .

Nìì.!-!ùìli:.-!lìi:*l

ùl!::1ì_;ir.:!¡!..:ììiì.,:ì.:i
N.îìlìììiiä.rltiìlsì

.€È-ììllì:;it¡l-_ìii-ì./.i.¡.ìì

.......
S.!i.¡.ì:,*ì,:l-:r,.liliìijå,rrì. :- : :.
...-: .. .. .'....
t-!::- t:.:: :::

N$.1ìsï:ìll,-li-iì:i:.:i::.

;....l.- l

i,.-
ö.. - ':
:,
þ.;r .lK "_:å',ñi:^-'--..: ..- r

K

105

mÊaÉupe. I t 5eem5 necessery to make a di st i nct i on

þetr¡een impul EivPneËs ånd spontane i ty" The

impul Ei veness o+ cP imi nal s i s moEt often def i ned a=;

behauior that is executed r¡ithout consideration of the

conEequences.Eygenck&l''lcGunk(lPgo)define

impulEiuenese åE a comPìete failune to eväluåte the

sitUation. The Jackson meåEune puts å gneåter emphasis

on_ behavior' that iE +ree {lowinçt, not nigidlr

Etnuc tuPed r and spon taneous ' Examp ì es i nc I ude i tems

gUCh aÉ: ,I admine +Fee gpontaneoug people"î "ìi+e is

no fun unlesÉ i t is l ived in a care+ree way" i "I ì ike

to taKe care oi thin-os one at a time"; "I o{ten stop in

the middle of one activitv in order to start something

else"i and uI always try and be +ully Prepaned be{one I

stant working on ->omething", Faiìure to evaìuate the

consequences ot a çr iven behauior is not str'eesed. A'-

one can cleanl'/ Êeer the diffening termE sPontaneoug

({ree iìor.^rinçr ) and impulgiveneEs (rr cl r'eger'd to

conËequenceE) hold di+1ceFent connotations in tenms of

the desinablilitv o+ that behavior. Üniminal

popuìations ma/ be congidened to be moPe impulEive than

spontaneoug

Homic ide o+f endens genePal I y sconed I or¡ on the

meåsupes of ach i evment r aff i I i at i on, domi nance t

exhibitionsim, and social recoqnition. it was suggested

that homicide of{endens would not be achievment
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or.iented. Respondents thought more in terms o{ 'getting

by, then o{ achieving. Thein lot¡ leuelE of education

and unstabl e u¡ork h istor ies al Eo demonstnate a I ac!< of

desire to achieve' Intenviews nÊveaìed that little

emphasig urag put on long tenm goaìs. Striuing to

åcÉompl iEh something was most often only a {leeting

thought, en idea that sounded good but in actual i tv

wou I d nguen be carn i ed ou t "

Homicide offenders may rrot be achieument oniented

because they have not had åppropniate models fnom whom

to learn this tnai t. In most cåses they haue been

raised in families where acheiument iE not a high

prionity. ü+ten the pårents (thr'c,uE¡h ìchl levels of

educat ion and poop emp ì oymen t h i stor i es) aì so shot^J

I ittle desine to achieve. Another' neåsÊn that honricide

offendens may not be ach i evmen t on i en ted i s because

they have beerr exposed to situation.- wher-e the outcome

of their behauion waE not contingent upon_ thein

¡-esptnses (Revitch, & Schlesinqer, l98l¡ t.lilEon &

Henrnstein, 1985)" This would cauËe an individual to

{eel a certain helplegsnegg in tenms of his abil ity to

contnol outcomes, In gus,h å situation the peFson would

not be ach ieument or-iEnted because he wc,ul d {eel that
he does not neal I y have the abl i ty to ach i eue.

As suggested, the majority o{ homicide o{{endens

sconed I or¡ on the meåEune of af { i I iat ion. Þ4any of the
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homi c i de o{*enders neported hav i ng +ew {r i ends. Most

of ten the {riends o{ theEe individuals u.rene casual

fniends and were not considered to be close to the

re+pondent. At work the maion i ty of homi c i de o{{endens

stated that they "stuck to themselves". They did not go

out o{ the wa/ to make or- maintain fniendships. Those

that nepor ted hau i ng fr i ends at the i n p I ace of

empìo/ment ranEly reponted having any trpe of con-ta.ct

r¡ith these indiu idual s outside of wonk " Homic ide

of {endens al so repor't hau i ng pocip i n tenpersonaì

rel at ionsh ip= wi th women. l¡lh i I e there wene some

respondents who repcr ted hau ing uery +er¡ ne lat iorrsh ips,

the majoni ty of o{{endens neponted having å numben of

short, casual r'elationships. Irr most cases these

relationships were veny shallour and not highìr neganded

by the oiipnder. Veny {er¡ oi the r'espondents tal}<ed

about being with someone special . l"loEt o+ those that

did have à ger ic,uE on spec iaì nel at ionsh ip, r¡Jere unabìe

to maintain that relationship. in {act, those

individuals that t<il led thein siçrni{icant others (wi{e

girlfniend, louen) genenally expneEEed theEe types o+

warm emot i ons tor¡and the¡.

A number of authors have reponted lor¡ levels of

affiliation àmong homicide of+endens, Blackmand et al.
(t?74) commented on inadequacies in the intenpensonal

neì at i onsh i ps of homi c i de o{{endens. Satten et al .
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(1?ó0) described the relationships of homicide

of{endens wi th othens as shal low and cold. They state

that this lends à qual ity of lonel iness and isolation

to these men. Newman <l?74) aìso tall<s about the social

i sol at i on of these of f enders. He states that they [<eep

to themselves and have fer¡l {niendE. Newman goes on to

say that o{ten these offenders neuen haue a posi tive

reÈationship in thein I ives,

This inability to maintain interpersonaì

nelationships most I ikely reflects a distunbance in the

attachment phase o{ devel opment. if the panent i s

abEent eithen physicalIy (through sepenation. diuorce{

death, institutional iztion, etc,) on psychological ly
(neiect ing. i ndi i{enent, abueive), attachment between

the chi ld and the panent måy not fonm. Pringìe (19ó5)

reponts that adult-= who experienced signi{icerrt

rejection in childhood had serious d¡++icuìty givinq

and neceivinq a+{ection as adultE. Rutter (l?72>

suggests that the absence of attachment may ìead to

"a{fectionleEs p:-ychopathy", in which the indiuidual is

unabìe to fonm lasting lelationships. Ainsr¡onth (1982)

states that the i nabi I i ty to {orm and mai ntai n

fniendships and nelationships is the most signif icant
long term resul t o{ the +ai lune to {orm an emotional

bond.
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It wås bel ieued that homicide o{fendens would be

dominant indiuiduals. ContFånv to expectation homicide

offendenE Econed lot¡¡ on the meåsut'e of dominancÊ" As we

have already discuEsed homicide offenderE haue lot¡

Ievels of educationr poon employment histoniesr and

poot* interpensonal nelations. t^Jith thiE in mind it is

likely that they ttrill not demonstnate a dominant

per:Éonaìity. Penhaps acts o{ aggpession and uItimateIy

homicide ane used in ån attempt to gain Eome fonm of

dominånce in an envinonment oven which the offender' has

I ¡ ttle contnol " Newman <L?74) suggests that some

i nd i v i dual s at temp t to con tnol thnough agqnesE i on .

Ressler et. aì . (19Ë5) state that munden is the

ultimate {orm o+ dominårrce. Inhenent in these

statements is the bel ief that munden is ån attempt to

çrain contr'ol or dominate a sttuation.

Homicide o{+enders sconed lor¡ on the meaEUFe of

exhibitionism. t^Jhile it waE suqqested tl-r-at they r¡rould

receive high Econes on this meåsure of penEûnalitx, it

äppÊâ.rË that hom i c i de o{f enders ape f on the rnost pan t

quiet individuals, This makes sense giuen their EcoreE

Õn the aff iliation and dominanca rneaËuFeE.

I t wås EUspected that homi c i de offendens wouì d

haue a h istory of n iEk tak ing behav ior and r¡rou I d

thenefone scope low Ðn the scale o{ hanmauoidance.

unexpec tedl y i t was {ound that hom i c i de o{{enderg



11û

,'cared h i gh on the meàsul'e of hanmau i odance " I n genenaì

homi c i de o{fenderE tended to be se I f-protec t i ng u

apprehensiue, caut ious, and f ean{ul . l^Jh i I e th is f inding

waË completely unexpected it wås extnemely intenestin-Qt

most FeveaìinQ, and intuitiuely appeaìing, Homicide

o{{enders {or the most part do not +it the pubì icr and

media steneotype of cnazed individuals who in{lict fear

and pain as å. meåns ol sel{-gFati{ication. They åFe

t imi d and {n i gh tened peop l e,' Thev ene f n i gh tened of

being hurt emotionally and phxsically. This Eel{

protectiueneÊE måy in +act be one o{ the maion

determi nants of the i r i nuoì ument i n the cr ime o{

homi c i de. Rathen then ì ook fon al ternat i ue neEponses

r¡hen {aced with a EtresEful situation they neact

immedi atel y, often i n a mànnen that fan exceeds àny

reåËc'nabì e ol- åpF,ropr iate reepsnBE. The saìe mot ivat ion

fon such å reåction is Tean and seìf-pFOtection. l¡Jhen

'lootcing at this iinding irr terrns oi tl-¡e _i r¡ter'view data

it becomes Etnikingìx clear that homicideg àre most

o{ten seli- pnotectiue actE and that fean can be +ueled

r^rithin the offender in many r¡reys. Examples fnom this

sample include murdens inat uJene cornitted because

offendens fel t that they wel-e in physical dangent

because they had been caught duning the commission of

anothen cnime and panicked, because offendens fel t

thein reputation was in dangen, because offendens



lll

feared getting in tnoubler and becauge of neiection, on

the fear o{ reiection. The following cases illustrate

theEe examPl es:

Case S1- O{fender A u¡as involued in the cniminal
Eubculture and mundered one of his cniminal contacts"
oTh i s guy rråE a bum. He wan ted to move some i ewe I I ery,
I acted äs the middle man between him and the buven'
The guy I iked the goods and contacted the other guy.
They decided to settle uP between them. The buyen
st i{f ed th i s bum cause they had some beef be tt¡een them
and this lowl ite came aften me" He kept tell ing me it
was*my {aul t and he Nå.s going to get me. u One t ime the
"bum" pulled a ]<ni{e on offenden A and stabbed him in
the arm. The two struggled and o{{ender A got the kni{e
away fnom him and stabbed him tr¡o times in the stomach
and once i n the back .

Case #2- tr{{enden B I ived in constant {ean o{ being
abused both phxsicalìy and Eexuaììy by his step +ather.
His {athen r¡ould o{ten scneam at him "I'll beat you to
a bloody stump". tffenden B felt that ¡t t¡as only å
matter oi time be{one his step-iather would kill him.
0ne day he {e I t that enough was enough . He r¡ren t i n to
his step{athers bedroom and beat him to death r¡ith a
basebal ì bat wh i I e he was sl eep i ng.

taEe ff3- üi+enden C I ived in e conetant state o{
uiolence. He hràs +earfuì of being attacl<ed to the point
oi paränoia. "I always carried e numben oi r{eåpons. I
cannied two kniues in sheaths mounted on my ånms Ëo
they could sì ide into my hands easi ly. I coven the
bì ades wi th th is danl< I iqu id so you coul dn't see the
gÌane of the bladeE when I pulled them out. I also
canr ied one on turo gung¡r . The of f ence occunned as the
culminat ion of à n ival ry betr¡een o{{ender C and a gnoup
of men. This gnoup of men conEtantly thneatened him,
and wene always trzi ng to attack h im. ûne n i ght he
decided to stop the constant intimidation by killing
the I eaden o{ the çtnoup .' He wal ked i n to the ban whene
the nival men hung out. uI r¡aìl<ed night up to him and
told him I wag going to k¡lì him. The guy laughed at
me. i pul led out å knif e and hit him two timeE in the
body, cut his throat, and let him drop to the qround.u
Another nival and fniend of the victims tried to
intenvene . " {he } gnabbed at me to try and hol d me bac}<
but I pushed him away, and cut the guys thnoat". After
he left the ban he encountered {oun of the uictims

ìi
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{n i ends r¡lho wene al so pan t of the n i ual 's gnoup . One o{
thern said hel lo to of{enden C who pesponded by stabbing
him foun times to the thnoat anea. The othen thnee
tr i ed to step i n bu t he stabbed each of them be tr¡een
turo and foun times. Onìv the oniginaìly intended uictim
died'

These cåÉes demonstnate indiuiduals suf{iciently

t¡orn i ed abou t the i n ohrn saf e ty that they ovenreac ted to

protect themEelveE.

The follwing cases illustrate individuals wiro

commi tted murden åE a resul t of pan i ck i ng dun i ng the

cúrffnission o{ anothen crime.

tase *4- Offenden D was in the midst o{ committing his
{ i rst bneak and en ter w i th thnee å.cqua i n tances. He was
led to bel ieve that there hråÉ a lange amount o{ money
in the house and that thene would be nobody hsme, All
four annived at the house anmed. They rå.ng the bell and
knocked on the door to doubì e check that no one wåe at
home . No one ansr¡ened Eo they made thene way i n to the
house . ù++ender D nepon ted be i ng very nenuûus. l¡Jhen he
t¡raìked into the bedroom he noticed ån olden rroman
laying in bed. "she started scrpaminçr and r¡ouldn,t
stop, I panicked". ûf{enden D tnied to subdue her but
sh* wag hysterical and he lost control . He çrrabbed hiE
kni+e and Etabbed and slashed at her unti I Ehe neìeased
hen grip on him (autÐpEy reponted the uictim r,Jas
stabbed appFoximateìy 4ú times). 0ffender D then nån
out o{ the house without retnieuing àn>, money.

Êase #5- O+fenden E and accompl ice urere in the middle
o{ a bneak i n when the nes i den ts auloke . ,'God they
scaned the Ehit out of DÊr I panicked and hit the guy
with a kni{e that I picked up in the kitchen ås e
conf idence bu i I den " He l*ept af ter me so I kept h i tt ing
hirÍ¡". l¡Jhile they stnuqgled the femare wor(e up and tniã¿
to stop of{enden E. He then stabbed hen. The male uJåE
stabbed z times. årìd the female t¡as stabbed ll timeE.

The fol ìowing cases åne examp'l es of of {endens who

f eaped that they r¡ou I d su{{en å perËonal I oss i f they
di d not defend the i n nepu tat i on .
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Case #ó- O++enden F was highlx involued in the cniminal
subcul ture. Ûne n i ght a r i ual thneatened h im outsi de of
a ban with å cnowd o4 his fniends around him. He had
avoided this indiuidual be{one but stated that under
these condi t i ons he coul d not back down wi thout I osi ng
face" The man changed o{{ender F and stnuck him in the
face. Offenden F led a I ife of vioìence and was alr¡ays
arrned, th ís n ight he wås canrying a kn if e. u I warned
the guy by hoìding the knife to his {ace and saxing i'm
çoing to Etick you with this and hunt you bad. l¡Jhat can
I Éay the guy wåE cocky and came at me again" Boy waE
he supr i Eed when I stucl< h im" .

Ëase #7- Offender G was involved heauiIy in the dnug
eubcul tune. The u i ct im o{ h i s cn ime stoì e Eomp druqs
{rom him. It became common knowledge in the dnug wonld
that o{fender G had been r'i pped of{ , and evÊnyonË knew
who the thief Ì¡às. Offenden G and the uictim (the mån
who ripped him of+) were inuoìved in seuenal
confnontations in which offenden G aEl(ed ior either the
drugs back or the doì I ar ual ue of the druç¡s. Af ter
constant nefusal offender G took the thief at gun point
to a semisecl uded å,nea and shot h im 5 t ime=-. " I was irr
a cn iminaì drug subcul tune. I+ I didn't l{ i I I h im
evenyone would try and take advantaqe oÍ me. I wouldn't
be able to sunvive in that r¡onld i+ I didn't euen the
scoPe".

üther ofiendeng felt that committing rr¡under r,{åE

the only wa.y to pnotect themselves from getting in

tnoubìe ior' eome deviant act which tl-rpy r{pr.e

respons i bì e for .

tlase fl8- O+{enden H stnangìed his ginl{niend because
hen panents would not Iet them be togethen and she
wanted to die. He felt he was helping her by taking hen
life. Aften stnangì ing hen he put hen in the trunk ofhis car and dnove around. Heaning noiEes comming fnomthe tnunk he stopped the cåp to invest igate. t^lhen he
opened the tnunk he was EUpn i sed to see that h i sginì{niend had only been nendened unconscious by the
choking and was nûw comming to. He became vepy
fnightened. "I såw hen gaËping fon ain, she h,asreaching out to me. I didn,t know what to do. Icouìdn't take hen to the hospital because they wouldask what had happened to her. There was a single ghot
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ZZ automatic nif le in the trunl( that I used to shoot
gopheFs. I picked it up ànd shot hen 3 times".

A numben of murdËns åre the nesul t of rejection,

The following ane illustrations o+ EUch rnur.ders.

ËaEe S9- üf+enden I stated that he {eì t veny dependent
on his ginl+riend" He had felt nejected by pver'yone
else in his I if e and she wås his only stabil izing
{actor, "hlhen she broke it o+f I told hen I was conring
oven there with å gun"" He entened hpr houEe, She had a
bunch o{ fniends oven. He tnied to talk to hen but she
was not taking him Eeniously" He felt i+ he bnought the
qun in she would påy attention. He chased el I hen
fniends out b/ waving the shot gun anound. "I tnied
talking calmly to her I ike you would talk to å baby but
she was hystericaì " " l¡Jhen attempts to neason with her
{ailed he shot her. This caee is {airìy trpical irr
terms of nejection mundenE. Usual ly the o{{enden ha=- a
h i story o{ be i ng rej ec ted and wherr h i s emot i onal
stability is threatened he panics. Often in such cases
thene is the thought oi the attempt ts commi t suicide
aften the munder.

Case #10- ü{{ender K was chanqed fon the murden of onp
FpoEti tute, howeuer i t is al ìeged that he måy be
rÊsponsibìe for.murdering othens. He Etates that the
origin of his hatred towands pr*ostituteE. and uuomen in
genenal , stEms {nom ån i nc i den t r¡hene a hooker. I auç¡hed
at him and made fun o+ his physical anatomy and his
sexual abiìities.

All o{ tl¡ese cå,EeE ilìustrate murder.s il-r at r,{ere

largely motiuated by self pnotection. Therefone,

al though h i qh Êcones on the measure ion harmav i odance

h¡eFe unexpected, they seem to be

of the pepsonal i t i es of homi c i de

an accunate ne{ I ec t i on

of{endenE.

Ïhe meaEune of hanmaviodance t¡ås the only measune

on r¡¡h ich v iol ent and nÐnv iol ent of {er,ders dif +ened at å

significant leuel.
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Personal Bel ief Scale

I t wäÉ suggÊsted that hom i c i de of {enders r¡ou I d

gcore a5 extennals on the Pensonal Bel ief scale"

Ëontnary to expÊc tat i on both v i ol en t and nclnv i ol en t

offenderE sconed in the intennal dinection. Other

offender popul at i onE haup demonstrated an i nternal

I ocus o{ con tnol " Bneen ( I P85) repon ted å meå.n I -E

score o+ 9.5 {or a population o{ 24ó maìe inmates

incancerated in å pnouinciaì connectional in=titution,

As a gFoup the=e inmate=- tended to scot*e intenrraìly"

Ladwig (L?63) also neponted intennal scores +on å qFoup

o{ 8ú male inmates incarcerated in e state

penitentiany. Rotter <L?72) r¡as supr-ised by the results

sf Ladr¡ig's FeËearch åE he expected pr.ison inmate-_. tri

be extennaìs.

in i t ial l>' i t L\ràE di++ icuì t to rÕmprehend r,çhy both

uiolent and nonviolent offendens r¡Jould scone å,E

intennals. Internals Eee themseìves aE uery much in

control of euents in the in ì iues, u.lheneas extennal s

bel ieve contnol comeg {nom soupcps othen then

themselues. Rotten (I97â) has stated that neseanch

Iitenatune sugqests that internals ape always ,çrood

9uY5'r and that extennals åne always ,bad guyE'.
l'^]¡ll¡ans & vantness (tgóg) haue neponted that internals
show signi{icantly less hostility and aggnession than
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ex tepnàl s. Rycl(man ( 1982) suggests that i n tennaì s åne

competent, peÉponsible, and independent people whoo in

cÉmpanison to externalEr ÞPn{onm more effectiuely on å

variety o{ skill detenrnined tasks" These

charactenisticE do not con{onm to the pnofi les of the

violent and nonvioìent o{+endeP gr'oupE'

l¡Jhen discussing belie{ in contnol one mav

differentiate between proactive control (antictpating a

si tuat i on) and neåct i ve contnol (respondi ng to a

situat ion) . I t is sug_oested that eË a gnouP, v iol ent

and nonuiolent o+fenders with an internal locus of

contrsl are engaging in {aulty neality testing i+ their'

bel ie{ in control is proact iue. L*Jh i I e o{f enders may

bel ieve they have the abi I i tv to controì thein

env i ronment, they centai nl y do not demonstrate a

hietony o+ exerting control ouer that envir¡f,r¡merrt.

There ane simply too man/ contradictions betr¡reerr the

corr tnoì o+4endenç. =uggest tl-rey have arrd _the actual

behav i on that i s exh i bi ted. A number of exampì es can be

-eiven to i ì I ustrate th is point. Both u iol ent and

nonv i ol en t osfendens be I i eued they had the poten t i aì to

succeed academical ly. Howeuen, we know that these

individuals have minimal educational levels and that

they most of ten did pool-ly r.uhile thev were in the

educational system. o+fenders also nepoFt that they

have no pnobl em r¡ i th emp 1 oymen t . They state that thev
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have a uaniety o{ skills, and thev bel ieve that thev

cån {ind and hold on to ä iob anvtime thev want.

EmploZment hiEtonies demonstnate that these individuals

actual I y haue veny {ew manketabl e sk i I I E. Thev have

o{ten heìd å numben of iobE and only nemain at each iob

{or a sho¡t peniod o{ time. Homicide of{endens often

deEcn i be themsel ues aE eàsy to get al ong wi th. Howeven t

many have a h i stony o{ u i ol ence agai nst schoolmatest

teachens, and fn i ends. They have al so had d i +f i cu I ty

getting aìong r¡ith co-r,Àrof-kens and emploxers. Low scof-eË

on the meåsune of affi I iation connobonate these {acts.

A numben o+ hom i c i de o{+enders per'ce i ue themEe I ves as

be ing Eucces-=f ul in the in neì at ionsh ips tui th womsn,

howeuen, they àne unable tc, maintain mPening+ul and

ìasting neìationships. The maionitv o{ their

nel at ion:.h ipe aFe super{ ic ial and sel +-seFv inçt '

rl{f endens aì so Etate that they åre abìe to handì e

alcohoì, yet at the Eame time tl-¡ eir pereorr aì ìives and

cniminal recor.d of ten demonstrate alcohol involvment.

This would tend to suggest that controì oveF tl-re uËe o+

alcohol does not in fact exist. As far aE homicide

o{+endens a¡.e concerned i t is aìso interestinq to note

that theEe individuals do not penceive themselves to be

aggness i ue ( 'nornraì ' scoPeE on the J*cksor¡ rrreesune o+

àggness i on ) , desp i te the {ac t that the mai on i tv o{
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theEe oÍ4enders have demonstnated a past h i Etony of

aggress i ve behav i or "

l¡Jhiìe it is unlikely that uiolent and nonuiolent

o{fendens demon=tnate pnoac t i ve con trol oven the i n

snvinonment it is possible that they displar Feactive

con tnol . ù{{enderE do not spem to ac t on the i r

Enuinonmpnt but nathen neact to thein enuironment" They

demonstnate con tnol on I y to the ex ten t that they must

deal r¡ith the situations that they haue become a part

of , Th i s txpe oi con tnol cån be ne I ated to the EcopÊs

homi c i de c{fenders obta i ned orr the hanmauo i dance Ecaì e .

Sel f-protect i ue behau i on

assuminq cor'trol initi

sel f-protect i ve behau i on

situations.

is reÀctionàny. Rathen than

al I y, o{fenders enqaqe i n

as a neac t i on to hanmfu I

Arrtisocial Personal i t¡, Disonden

I n cunnen t usaqe the tenms psychopath , soc i opath

or* pnesen t day an t i soc i al peFsona I i ty ane used

intenchangeabìy. Thp såìient chanacteristics of thiE
disonden include a hiEtony o{ antisocial behauion (ie.

chnonic uiolation of rules at home and at school ,

de I i nquency r substance abuse ) be{ore the age of 1 S.

Aften àgÈ 18 antisocial personaìities often demonstnate

ån inability to maintain employment, +unction ås à
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Fårent, ånd åccePt Eoc¡àì norms with peEpect to laulful

Þehauior. They ane aggressive, impul-=ive¡ FÊcklessu

diEhonest, {inancially innesponEible, and are unable to

maintain lasting nelationships (A.P.A., l?80). Clecl<ley

(l?â7, descn i bes soc i opathE i n terms of the i r

consi derabl e Euperf i c i al chanm, unnel i abi I i ty,

i nsi ncen i tY t impuìsivity, inadequately motivated

anti.social behaviorr pathological egocentnici ty, poop

judgment, poventy of deep and ìasting emotíon, an

absence o{ å conscience. and an inabil ity to leann {rom

expen ience. The D.S.M, i I I est imates the preval ence of

the ant i soc i al personal i ty di sonden at 3/, fon mal es.

t¡lhile the numben o{ incancerated maìes diagnosed es

antisocial uanies depending on the authon cited and the

method of àssessment, cniminals seem to be

oveFnppr'esented companed tu the qprr eFål population.

De=p i te the h igh inc idence of ant isoc ial per->onal i t ieE

{ound in cor*rect iorraì irr st i tut ic¡nE i t ehoul d t,É noted

that not al I cr i m i nal E åne psychopaths, and not al I

psychopaths are cniminals (Eysenck, 1?gg)" Hane (tgESa)

haE attempted to 'fine tune' the diagnostic cnitenia
fon the ant i soc i al personal i ty di sonden so àn o{{enden

is not predisposed to this diagnosis simply by

impl ication o{ cniminal i ty.

I t waE postuì ated that homi c i de o{{endens woul d

meet the diagnostic criteria for the antisocial
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psrÉonality disorden å.s set by The Psychopathx

Ëhecl<l ist (Hane, 1995b) . Th is sugeest isn wås con{ irmed.

Homicide offendens sconed signi{icantly higher on the

checklist then did nonuiolent o{+endens. Close to 6û'/,

of the homicide offendens met the cnitenia for

FÉychopathy set by the checkìist. The relationship

between homi c i de offendens and psychopathx has been

repon ted by a number of au thors ( El ugl ass , lgTg i

Þauison & Neale, l?82; Guttmacher, L?6Oi Hane &

McPherson, 1984; Mcknight et aì., l9áói Nettier, l?3?i

Pothast, 195ó; Reuitch & Schlesingen, 1981; Rosenhan &

Seligman, l?841 l¡Jeiss et ål ., 1tóû).

The demographic'pnofiìe' o+ the homicide of{ender

,Jeveloped ts this poirrt neilects ån individuaì who

meets a number o{ the diagnostic cnitenia fon the

antiEocial persc,nal ity. Many oi the homicide oi{enders

beqan exhibiting antisocial behavior at a young àge.

Th is ant isoc iaì bel¡av ior- wag canr ied out bc,th in the

home and at schooì. It o+ten involved substance abuse,

aQgnessive behavior. and cniminal behavior.. As adults

many of the hom i c i de offenders con t i nued to expnesE

impul si ve, rpckì ess, i nreEponsi bl e, and o{ten soc i al I y

unàcceptabìe behauion, They r¡Jene unabìe to function
wi th in the con{ ines o{ a job and/on a r-el at ior¡sh ip. The

antisocial behavion which these individuals eneaee in
i s of ten i nadequate I y mot i vated and ref I ec ts poop
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judgnrent, The cnime these offenders have committed is a

perfect illustration of thiE. Many homicide o{+enders

nelate å casual attitude towands their victims and

their cnimes. ThiE may be a demonstnation o{ their

genenal I ack of FemoPse and abEence of å conEc i ence '

The {ac t that so many o{{endenE åne unabl e to take

responsi bi I i ty fon the offence may nefì ect an i nabi ì i tv

to- I earn from exPer i ence.

The psychologicaì testinçr also nefìectE

aEsociations betr¡reen homicide o{+enders and antisocial

perEonalities. AggnesÉiue behauior ig chanacteristic o{

an ant isoc ial personai i ty (A.P.A. , 1PB0) . In f act man ie

EanE del ine. the oniginal terminology for ¡¡hat is knor¡n

today aE the an t i soc i al pePsonal i ty d i Eonder" t'\,|eg

conceived by Phiìippe F'inel tc' descnibe the vioìerrtìy

inEane (Davison & Neale. L?AZ)' tlornelations computed

to investigate inter-test interactior¡s :-uqQe'-ted an

association betu¡een o{fendenE ÉconeE on-The Psychopathy

check ì i =t , and the i n <-cones on the Jackson meåsur'e oi

åggpessi on. Indi u i duaì s who scored h i qh on the

chect(list tended to score high on the measune of

aggnessi on, thus demonstnat i ng ån agg,oc i at i on between

Fs/chopathf and agqregsi on {or homi c i de of{endens' The

demognaph i c data i ndi cate that many of the homi c i de

o{{endens had å, h i storv o{ àggness i on pneceed i ng the

cornmisgion of the in of {ence.
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Heilbnun (L97?) has ìinked vioìent cnimes to

psychopathv ' Hare & l'lcPhersün ( 1984) state that

pËychopaths ane more likely to be involued in violent

and åggpeEsi ve behav i or than cr imi nal s i n qenenal '

Nettlen (t982) stateE that Psvchopaths are mÕre ì ikelv

ta have a history o{ aggnessive behavion comPared to

othen conu i c ts ' Ne t t I en al so nepon ts that psvchopaths

*rT mope likelv than other cFiminals to uËe å ¡,ÂrÊåpon

dur i ng the csmm i ss i on of an of f ence . Panl(en ( I?79i

=uggests that psychopaths are particularly susceptible

to being involued in uiolent cnimes such ås homicide

af ter the consumP t i on o{ aì cc,hol ' He i I bnun < L?77>

diffenentiates betu,reen wel ì-social ized intel ìectual

pEychopaths, and poor'l y-soc ial ized ì ess intel I iqent

psychopaths. He states that o+ the two types ot

psychopaths the legs intelligent pEychopath is more

I i keì y to commi t munder.

Homicide oi{enderE Ecor'ed high on the 'IackEor¡

meàÊupe of au tonomy. They can be descn i bed aÉ

unmånageabl e, rebelìious, unconstrained, and

non-confonm i ng. I n terv i ews al so reueal ed that these

i ndi u i dual s of ten had 'the des i ne to be unat tached,

f nee r Fìot t ied to peopl e, pl aces. on obl igat ions. At

t inres the ant isoc ial behav ion o{ these indiu idual s iE à

reflection of these attitudes, Rosenhan & Seligman
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(I9A4) state that this type of autonomous behavion is
characteristic of antisocial personal i ties.

I t has al so been suggested that pEychopaths engage

in impulEiue and nisk-taking behavior as å fonm of
ctimulation (Rosenhan, & sel igman, lgg4). It weg for
this reåson that ¡t L\rås postuìated that homicide
offendens would scot-e lor¡¡ on a meåEUne o{
harmavoidance. It r¡råE fert that i{ homicide offenders
displayed antisocíal charactenistics they would be nisk
taker's who thr i ued on ì i v i ng 'on the edge' ånd r¡hc,

woul d not wi thdnaw fnom danqen fon sel t_protect i on. For
th i s reason the {ac t that hom i c i de offenders wpre
ouenl v ser{- protect ive cåme å.s a supn ise, espec ial r y

t^rhen the majonity met the diagnostic critenia {on
pEychopathy. Howeuer', funther' investigation neueared
that thene wå's å.n association b*tr¡ieen o{iendens scores
on The Psvchopathv check r i et and the Jacr(Eon me*sur*e of
hanmauoidance. The h iqhen hc,nric ide of +enderg Ecsned iln
the checkl ist (the highen the degnee o{ psychopathy),
the ìower they sconed on the mpåsupe of hanmavoidance.
This finding suggests that those individuars who have
strong psvchopathic tendencies åre in {act ìikery to
demonstnate nisk-taking behavior. Those individuars
possessi ng pEychopath i c tendenc i es to å l essen degree
à'Pe not aE rir(erv to show the.same manked risk-taking
behav i on .

I

ilì
.:]
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This result brings up ån impontant point. It

suggeEts that thene, åre di{{erent degrees to t¡hich one

trån exh i bí t psychopath i c symtomatoì ogy and behau i or.

The extent to t^rhich an individual poÊsess pEychopathic

sharacteristics may pìar an impontant nole in detenming

other personality characteristics of that individual.

Unfortunatel y, psychopatht i s often thought of i n tenms

of å black or white {onm of pathoìoçly. One eithen +its

ttìe diaçrnost ic cn i ten ia f or the ant isoc ial pÊnsonì i ty

diEorden or one doeE not" It is sugçtested that there

åne di++eFent degree-> and intensities to r¡hich one cån

be "antieocial". It is impontent to necoqnize that not

al 1 indiu idual s r¡ho meet the diagnost ic cn i ter ia {on

psychopathy demonEtrate tl-re diEorder to the såme

degnee.

Another quaìitX oi the antisocial per.sonality

obEerved with in homic ide of f enderg aE a gnÐup was

Ëuper'f icial clrârm. A number oi the homicide of+enders

intenv ieured wene chan ismat ic indiv idual E. l"lany uJer-e

adept at manipul*.ting othenE' ppnceptions o+

themselves. An excellent exampìe of such behavion wåË

obsenued at an Omega Ëlub (Li{en) Meeting. The LiferE
tdeFe ongàn i z i ng a basebal ì gåme be tuleen themse i ues and

an all-womerrs team {nom the street. pnior to the game

It rxaÊ felt that the r,Jomen should attend one o{ the
lifer meetings. It NaÉ feìt that the women would feel



r25

more at ease h,¡th the institutional envinonmÊnt and the

inrnates i + they had some pn i or axposurÈ to them. At the

beginning o{ the meeting the rromen wepe åpprehensiue

about being placed in the middle o{ a {ederal

institution t¡ith a gnoup o+ killenE. Hor¡reuen aE the

meeting progneEsed the women and the inmates began to

intenact. At the end of this two hour meetinp it

appeared that the at t i tudes of the r^lomen had comp I e te I y

changed' Thev I ef t the mEet ing I augh ing and jol( ing r,^ri th

å numben o+ the inmates. some o{ the t^romen {eìt so

comfon tabl e w i th the offendenE that they wer-e sì app i ng

them on the back and mak inçr sn ide and sercast ic r.emarks

to them aE one would r¡ith å close friend. They also

began to exh ibi t an ant i-admin istr.at ion att i tude r¡h ich

to th is point had not been ev ident. l¡Jh i I e th is change

o{ attitude miçht bE àcËounted ion ås. trounter--phobic

behau ion, ident i+ icat ion r¡ri th the àggresson r otr a

mã,rrif iEtation o+ the Stockhoìnr Syrrdr.onre ¡t is suggestEd

that the women had =imply been manipuìeted by the

pr i sonens. The i nmates pu t on the i n best behav i or and

used th i s supprf i c i aì chanm to aì ter the womens.

impnessions of them. They wepe able to accompl ish this
taEk quicl(ly and effectiuely. ïhe r¡romen had totally
forgot ten that they t,',enÊ i n +edenal corpec t i onal

institution, and that each individual they wene joking
wi th had been conu i c ted of murder . Th i s cneated a
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dangerous Ei tuat i on because the women had been

manipulated to the point r¡rhene the inmates had control

ouer the i n th i nl< i ng. Because they were so =tnongl z

taken in by this inmate 'con' it r¿låE {elt that the

actual game should not tal(e place as it would giue the

i nmates anothen oppon tun i ty to man i pu I ate and moEt

probabìr tny and exploit these r^Jomen in some mannen.

This trait o{ suppt*f icial chanm does not suggest

that these individuals ane attention-speking and desine

to haue many friends. In fact pei-chological testing

neuealed that homicide of{enders d¡d not seek to he the

center of attention and pneferned not to be sunpounded

by friendg. ThiE chanisma chanacteristic o{ antiEocial

FeFEonal i t ies i=- moEt of ten simF,ì y Euper+ ic ial chapm.

This chanm is exh ted sol ey i n ån at temp t to

Eituation to the individual'çmanipulate a pensún

advan taee .

The aboue point is Eupported b'>, the +act that
homic ide o{ienders aì so sconed I or,.l on the Jack=on

Íneasune o+ soc ial netrogn it ion. Th is guqqest=. a certain
pathological egocentnicity. These individuals àFe not

c.oncerend with other peopìe. The only time they arÊ

roncenned abou t how they å.ppeaF to othenE i g r¡rhen i t i s

f on the in oiÀ,n good.

ibi

OF

A popu I an

development of the

expìanation åccounting +on the

ant i soc i al pepsona.l i ty di sorden
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aeeumeE Éome form of eanl y di sturbances i n +ami ì y

relations (Coleman, Butchenr & Carson tYBA>" A number

of studies indicate that losing å panent thnough

separationr diuoncPy otr desention is highìx connelated

wi th soc i opathy (Green, L964; Gnegûrvr 1958) . Howeuen

måny indiuiduals expenience the Ioss cf a panent at an

early age r¡ithout becoming psychopaths, thenefone thene

muEt be Éome added van iabl e " Hare <l97tJ ) suçlgests the

kex_facton iE not the losE o{ the panent peF 5P¡ but

rather the emotional diEtunbances in the {amily

reìationships cneeted before the depantune of à på.nent"

Smith (I978i alsc' expìained that ¡t r¡råE not the actual

absence of the panen t bu t nather the tunbu I en t {am i I y

enu iror¡mprrt ex ist inq pr ion to the separat ion o{ à

påFent which nesuì ts in the most hanm. He noted that a

child iE oiten exposed to arqumentg. vioìent {ightinç¡,

alcoholism. and panental instability be+ore a parent

I eaueE home .

l"lctlor'd & l"lcüord (lYó4) state that ËeuÊre panental

rejection and lacl< o{ panentaì af{ection anp the

pn imanx causee of ån an t i Eoc i al personal i ty. Euss

t19óó) concluded that tr¡o typeE of parentaì behavion

foster psychopathr. In the finst, parents er*p cold and

dlstant tor¡andes thein child and allow no u.ranm

re I at i onsh i p to deue I op . The Eecond type o{ par.err tal
behau i on i nvol ves i nconEi stency. Th i s type of parent
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display:- affection, newards, and punishments in an

errat ic manne¡-. I t has al so been suggested that

psrchopathic behavion is influenced by {aulty panental

models (Greenâcnee 1945; Heåvere I?43, Hane,- l97O>,

5mi th <l?7A) noted the impontance of å negl ectful

{ather in the social ization of å sociopath.

I t has aì neady been EUggested that homi c,i de

offenders corne +nom the type of backgnounds that å,ne

conduc i ve to the deue ì opmen t o{ an an t i soc i al

pensonal i ty. Howeven we al so stated that v i ol en t and

nonviolent o*fendens come fnom veny Eimilar

backgrounds. t¡Jhy then do homicide o{{endens +it the

cnitenia fon antisocial peFsonalities müne o{ten than

nonviolent ofienders-/ Again it is beiieved that the

answen ìies in a mone detailed account of the family

histories o+ r.riolerrt and nonviolent o+fendene.

[tifferenceE in the age at ta¡hich of{endens experience

tnauma r¡ith in the {ami ly, aE r¡rell as di++enences in the

intensi ty and degnee o+ that tnauma,

mày å,ccount {on à higher prpsence o+ pEychopathx åmong

uiolent offendenE. it is aìso important to nealize that

t¡hile poon family bacicgnounds haue been +ound to

pnedispose individuaìs to this fonm of patholog/, a

faulty {amily structure does not inevitably nesult in

psrchopathy. As wel I i t i s impontant to note that
neithen pooF {arnily enuironments or psychopathx âre

r,l:l jlti:.!sri:.:.ì'::i..:ì::,

l::.i:L::iiLL:'t'l:ì,::'.1
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çolely resPonEible fon any txpe of cniminal actiuity,

inEluding murden.

CRI}48 INTERACTI ONS

The intenaction between the of{ender and the

Enu ironmen t , as ev i denced in the i r- behav i on at the

ÉcçnÉ o{ the cnime, is o+ key impontance in terms o{

under tand i ng the of{enden . These cr i me-scene

intenact i ons måy prov i de val uabl e i n+onmat i on about the

type of individual r¡ho commitE a particuìar type of

o{fence , ås we I I as i nfonmat i on ne I ated to the

cincumstences o+ that of{ence. The foìlowing

åEÉoc iat ions cc,nst i tute the data wh ich is most nel euant

to psychol ogi cal prof i I i ng.

Age

i s be ì i eved that no assoc i at i on wås iound

between the ages o{ the of+enders and thein uictims
because so måny otheF uaFiables (eg. Face o+ offender
åge of victim, Ëex o{ uictim) intenact r¡ith the åge

uariable. O{{enden-uict.im nelationships wepe, howeuene

àssociated r¡ith the victim'g age. Offenders r{,ere mone

likelv to haue known or been invo'l ved with young

victims (24 yeans o{ age or youngen). Since the

najonity of homicide offendens ane younq indiuiduals it

'is likely that mogt of the people they associate with

It
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N¡Tl be similan to themselues in age" If àn offender

l<illg someone they kncx¡lc chå,nces ape that perEon will

be cloEe to them in age"

The victim's aqe was also aËÉociated wi th the sex

o{ that v i ct im. Young munden v i ct imE tended to be

femaìes" l¡Jhen of{endens k¡ll someone they know, most

often that penson is å {emale. Offenders ane I ikely to

be involved r¡ith {emales who àne similan to themgelues

i n age.

Anothen intenesting association wås that homicide

offendenE wel*e I i ke I y to fee I depnessed af ter murdens

r¡hen thein victims wene younq. Young uictims tended to

be {emales who weFe known to the offenden, o{ten wi thin

the context o{ ån int imate rel at iansh ip. Pc,st-homic ide

depress i on may thenefone be caused by the {ac t that

the oiienden haE tat<en the I i+e o+ someone r¿.¡hom he had

teel ings f on, The o*{enden ma/ al=o reqnet r¡hat has

happened and there+one +eeì depnesEed.

Race

As expected à rel at i onsh i p wåÉ found between the

Itàce of the offenden and the pace of the uictim. Almost

al I of the homic ides u,erp intra-nac ial . LJh i te o{f enders

tended to l(iìl whites, natives o{fendens tended to kiil
natiues, and minority gFoup o++enderE tended to kill
indiuiduals within thein ohrn nacial group. Garfinkel
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(t?49) stated that qeneral I y speak ing peopl e t( i I ì the in

ü¡¡n kind. He {ound intnanacial homicide to occur 9t7" of

the time. Kill ing within one'E own nåce has been found

with gnPat coneistencv (l¡Joifgansr lgó1 ; Swigent &

Farnell, L976i Glasen.. L978; Centenurall, 1984)"

Peop I e tend to assoc i ate t¡ i th othens r¡rho å,trp

simil an to themsel ues wi th nespect to c.entain

demographic uariables such ä.s age and race (Kandeì,

I97A>. I+ å mundenen knor¡s his victim it ig hiqhlr

pnobabl e that they år*e of the Eame agp nånqe and nace

becauge indiuiduals similar in age and pace ape mope

I ikely to åssociate. Simple expoÉure may alEo account

*on intraracial homicides. Genenally people haue the

greatest expoEUFe to peop i e of the ir own FàcÊ. l¡jh i te

peopl e tend to I i ue, soc i al i ze, and often wonk i n

pnedominateìy white envinonments. The same is tnue s{

natives. The ¡mmediate envinonment to which natives aFe

exposed. and have the most contact r¡.¡rth, is {on the

most pant made up of otheF natiues" This hiqh expoËuFe

and contact u¡ith indiuiduals o{ onp.s or¡rn Face is
I i ke ì y to i ncnease the. odds of

Qccunning within that r.ace.

any type o+ behau i or

I t was al so suggested that the påce o* the

offenden wou I d be assoc i ated w i th the sex of the

v ic t im. Th i s waE i ndeed the càse . r¡Jh i te o{f endens wepe

mane likely to l(ill females, r,çhene aE natiue offendens
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most often killed maleE" This diffenentiation is most

likelv due to the fact that white offendens o{ten kitl

sümeone thev ane intimately on closely involved rarith,

while nativeE most often kill åcquaintances and

stnangens.

0ther rac ial *EEoc iat ions suggest that nat iue

victims are likely to ppecipitate violence through

uenbal or phvsical instigation. Th¡s might be accûunted

for bv the sex of the victim and the native subcul tune

of v ioìence. As suegtested aboue, nat iues most o{ ten

l{ill males. It is pnobable that in the coupse of ån

af*gumpnt on dninking spnpe male natives wiìì become

involued in some ionm of uerbaì on phxsical åggr*ession.

The way i n urh i ch onÊ r'esponds to a pensonal at tack i n

the nat iue commun i ty is of ten thnough v iol ence r¡rh ich

sometimes leadE to deail-r.

Reìationship

I t wàs Ëuqgested that the maj on i ty oi hom i c i de

of{endens r¡ould knou.r thein victims. ThiE åssociation
wag obsenued for r¡hite o{{endenE onìy. it is
i ntenest i ng to note the ex i stence o+ ã nac i al
di {{erent i at i on i n termE o{ offenden-v i ct im reì at i ons.
It is suggested that this di++enence is heauily
influenced by the Eex of the victim. It haE been stated
that the uictims o* r¡hite offenderE tend to be females
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r^lho are typically knor¡n by their of{endens, often in

the context of cl ose or i nt imate nel at i onsh i ps. Nat i ves

on the othen hand tend to k i I 1 mal es. I n the vast

majority of cases ¡t is unlikely that the relationship

betr¡een tralo maleg r¡il1 be as close or å.s intimate å.s

the relationship bett¡een a male and a {emale. l'4aìe

u i ct ims àne moEt of ten not known to the offenden s otr

they are acquaintances o{ the o{{enden'

The o+tender-victim nelationship plaxs an

impor'tant roìe in the act of homtcide. The motive, the

r^,åy in r¡rhich the oifence is committed. and the

o{{ender'E ernotional stabilit¡- are alì aesociated with

the nelationship betr¡een the o{iender and the uictim.

t^Jh¡te o+ienders oiten rpponted haurng pxperienced

personaì pnobl ems, depness i on " and troubl es i n å

nelationehip pnior to the commisEion o+ munden. It may

be the case that these di+ficultieE wene å neEuìt o+

their relationsl-rip r¡ith the victim. ifre existence o+

such probì ems mà/ be å mot i vat i onal fac ton {on the

offence. It is interestinq to note that r¡rhite o++enders

neported that they wepp lonens who d¡d not associate

with manv people. They maintained postiue {eelings

tourands the ir v ict im and nated the ir v ict ims as be ing

Fhvsicatly attractive. I+ ån individual with few social

contacts f el t that h iE rel at ionsh ip t¡i th an attnact ive

hJc¡flitan ¡¡rhom he caned for r^,aÊ in jeopandy, his

.ì
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insecurity, angerr and fnuEtration might ultimately

I ead to murden " I t is in th is urav that the

offenden-u i ct im rel at i onsh i p may produce the mot i vat i on

{or munder '

i t r^rås Éuggested that the pat tern o{ at tack wou I d

sary aE å function o{ the nelationship between the

offender and the uictim. This t¡,åE in {act obEerved.

t¡t¡¡le offendens who kner¡r thein victims tended to commit

nrurden on the spun o4 the moment, they often neported

Eome pnior thought of kilìing that pePson.x A

concentrat ion of r¡ounds to the +ac iaì s,rea uJas

associated with hauing expnessed past {eel ings $f

aggnession tor¡ards the victim, ûrre oiienden nepor'ted

"I thought about t( i I I ing hen somÊt imeEr eepec ial I y

dur inq tl¡e I ast two mon ths that u.Je wer'e neaì ly hav inçt

tnouble when I got the qun I +elt caìm' the

indecision and ulorny¡ng were ouer i came back in

the room and Ehot hen once i n the head" . Anothen

offendeF Fepon ted that hE conEtan t I y though t abou t

l( iì I ing h is step-f athen. Eventual I y he cann ied out h is

rÉ Havinçr thought about kil I ing the victim pnior to
cornmitting the offence t^ras not conÉidened to be the
same å,8 pìanninçr the munder. This is because o+{enderE
Feporting Euch thoughts claimed they urenÊ only vàgue
feel i ngs o{ want i ng to act i n an aqgnesEi ve manneF
towands the victim they did not consist of actualìy
planning out the mechanics of å munden.
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though ts and bl udgeoned h i s step-fathen to death w i th

repeated bl ot¡s to the head. O{f endens å.ne I i }<e l y to

build up hostilities tor¡ands an indiuidual about whom

they have had past aggness i ve though ts. Host i I i t i eE

that have been built up ape Iiabìe to uent themselveE

in ån explosive personal attacl<" The +acial anea is

l ikeìy to be highlX vulnerable in such an attacl, as i t

iE the {ocus o+ an individual's identity, and there+one

a highlr personal pant o{ one's body.

0i+endenE who knew their uictims most oiten

committed the act of murden Epontaneously uuith weapons

that had been obta i ned at the Ecene oi the cr i me . I n

most caseg these types oi hreåponË nequine à close

contact form o{ killing. [^Jhen the method o+ murder.wå,g

intense and close contact the paint o+ impact r..ras

o+ten di rected to the iac i al anea. One o++ender.

r'eported physicaì I y beat ing and t< ick ing h iE r^rif e tc:

death. Au topsy neveal ed the cauËe oi rJeath to be

numenous bl or¡s to the head. The i n tens i ty oÍ th i s

attack can be illustrated fnom the police nsport which

quoted the offenden as stating r¡I/m going to need à new

pain o{ bootE" ås he brol(e the toe of h i s cor,cboy boots
kicking his wife. Tr¡o o{{endens who both kitled thein
uictims by nepeated blows to the head r,uith a hammen

al so showed th i s tendency to at tack the head åFeå i n

cl ose contac t t< i t I ings, tne of these o{f endens stated
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uI kept stniking r¡rith the hammen. I wanted to stop but

I cou I dn' t . I even dropped the hammer tt^ro Goddamn

times. That t^rould have been the penfect time to stopt

but i just picked it up and t<ept going' both timesl"

The aboue examples senue to i l luEtnated the point that

when å,n o+{ender attacks å knor¡¡rr v ict im in ån ir¡tense

close contact mannen the result is o{ten a

conÈentrat i on o{ wounds to the fac i al anea. Homi c i des

of known uictims are o{ten emotionally panickedt

explosive attacl<E. O{ten the immediate motive o+ this

type o{ munder is to "get nid of" the victím. The best

iley to destnoy an indiuiduals identity is to die+iqure

the iac i al area.

Geber th ( I t83) states that the neck and {ac i al

arÊ.r are often main points o+ impact r¡hen there is å

close or intimate relationship betr¡een the o{iender'and

the victim. l"lowat (196ó) {ound that the most common

methods for killinq ån intimate wers bludgeonirrg.

cutting hi= on hen thnoat, on stnangulation all of

t^rhich ane close contact {orms o{ killing and entail tl're

head or neck eneas of tl* r,rictim,

Ouerk i I I i s the use of exceEs i ue oF pxagqerated

{orce in the commission o{ munder. The offenden exents

{once beyond r¡rhat iE needed in onden to k ¡ I I the

uictim. Ovenkilì often occurs in the {orm of multiple
gunshot and/on stab r¡oundE" The best predictor o{
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rvenk i ì I rrå.8 the race of the of f enden. LJh ¡ te of {endens

were most likely to ovenkill t,,¡hile murdening thein

uictim, LJhite of{endens, as pneviously stated, are

mÉre lit<ely to kill EomÊone they knor¡r someone they are

close to, or someone they aFe intimately inuolved uri th.

There{ore it is in the kiIIing o{ these victims that

ouenkill is demonEtrated. This may lead one to conclude

that ouerkill is baged not only on the pace of tl're

of f ender bu t on the ne ì at i onsh i p be tr¡¡een the o{f enden

and the u ict im. fiuenk i I I is mone I it<el z to be obserued

r¡ith v ict ims that have Eome past neì at ionsh ip r^ri th the

of{enden,The txpe of nelatiorr ship cån uã,n/ r¡hen

ovenkill is evident, howeven the neiationship is

qenenal ì y à cl ose one. tJrre o{+enden reported gett in,¡

in an arqument a{ter a pantr r^rith thnee o{ hiE good

f n i ends. AE the thr'ee r,,Jepp abou t tc' I eaue the par t¡, the

offender cåme out o+ the r.esidence and EmaEhed the

window o+ the trucl( which the thnee l¡ene in. Tl-r e

of f enden then pnoduced å l<n if e and stan ted sl ash ing at

his friends" The o+{enden stabbed one o{ his {riends tl
timesr åñother 7 timeE, and the third 4 timeE. The

thind was the only onp to die with å, stab r¡ound to the

heant. Anothen offender attacked his young step-son. He

beat the boy abou t the head r¡ i th a can aen i aì and a

Ìeathen bel t, He then flung him against the bathtub,
toi I et bowl , the apm of á chestenf i e ì d, and the
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refn i genaton . The ch i l d's head weE Eeuene ì y {nac tuned

ând he died of mul tiple bnain iniuries. A {inal example

of ouerkill occunring in cloEe nelations is illustnated

by an o+fenden t¡rho reported he killed his mistppsE

af ten be i ng rei ec ted. The offendep stabbed hen t t

timeE. The stabbing ta,es so vicious that a fnontal Etab

through hen chest nesu I ted i n the kn i fe bneak i ng. and

I eav i no t .5 i nches o+ the bì ade embedded i n the +non t

of her sp i ne " Ressl er , Bungess, & Dougl as ( I 983) state

that the tendency to ouerkill has been implicated in

the murden of intimates, Þ4owat (1?óó) suggests that the

methcds o+ murder åne pEpeciaìì>, direct and brutaì in

cl oEe nel at ionsh ips. Mowat Etates that l( i I I ings are

more likely to be intense and close contact u,;hen the

uictim is closely nelated to the offenden.

Tl-¡ e expìanation accountinç¡ +c,r' r¡hy murder.s. between

people who know each othen ane so bnutal måy I ie in the

h ietor'y o+ emot ionE tl¡at go al ong w i th such

nelationships. An of+ender may haue an intense

loue-hate nel at ionsh ip r¡i th the v ict im (Mor.rat, 1?66> 
"

l-{omicide may nesult fIom the neìease of aggneEsiue

impulses r¡hich were up to that point controlled. Aften
holding in Eo much hosti l i ty the ul timate nelease could
be devastatinq and mani{est iteel{ in the {orm of
ouerl<ill"
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Anothen emot i onal s i tuat i on that may I ead to

overkiìl ie urhen an offender {eelE he has been betna}'ed

by someone he caPes about. Simmel (1?55) states "the

deepest hatred gnouJE ou t o{ bnoken i ove . . ' .To eFFor' e å

{ailure in intuition: 50 compnomises us befone

oupEelves....that hle unavoidablv make the obiect of

this intolenable feeling pav for it. l¡Jp cove.n oul*

-=ecpet awaneness o{ our ol,Ärn resPonsibiìity +on it by

hatred, r¡rhich mal(es it eas/ {on uE to Påss al I

Fesponsibility on to the other'" (pq. 4ó).

Finally, the nelationship betureen the offenden and

the victim may qiue Eome indicatiorr o{ the o{+ender's

emotional state af ten the of+ence. l¡lhen the uictim u,ås

å casual åcquairrtence on stranEenr l-r omicide o{ienders

r,^rer*e likeiy to feel that thev uler'e in contnoì of

themselves emotionaìly and ps)'choìoqicaìly a{ten the

commi ssi on of the o{+ence, Howeven r i + the o++ender and

v ict im had been involved in a c lose r'e ì at iorr sh ip ,

offenders wene ì ikeìy to Fepont +eeì ing â total ìoss o+

control both emotionally and psychoìogically' Ûf+endenE

k i I I i ng +emal es, who ale usual ì y known to them, o{ ten

state that they negnet commi tting the murden. O{fenders

tlho mundened mal es, ulho ene usual ì y ä.cqua i n tances or

stnangeFÉ, of ten state that they do not negne t

Ëemmi tt i ng the of{ence.iii:ì

!ì

ì::ì

!:r



T+ the offenden has taken the ì

r¡'rå,e closÊ to him they ane lilaely to

of emot i onal i nstabi I i ty a{ten the

make the of{enden vu ì nenabì e dun i ng

investigation" Since theEe individual

Eer i ous re I at i onsh i ps they are I i l(e I

troubled aften the ìogE of such å neì
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i{e of someone r¡rho

exhibit some {onm

murden" This måy

the coupsp of ån

E do not haue måny

y to feel gneatly

ationship"

As expected the majority o{ homicide o++ender.=_

repor ted dn i nk i ng pn i on to the offence . Hol comb &

Ander'Eon (1y83) nepor.t that r.eBearcherg haue

establ ished ouer 1tJ'/, o{ al I murdepenË inuest igated had

been dninking alcohol prior. to committinç the o{+entre.

l¡lh i ì e of rendenE mav have ingested aì cohol pn ion to
the commission o+ the o++encpr it r^ras suspected that in

the majority o+ cases they r¡ouìd not have conEumed

enouqh to r'err der' them not nesponsibìe ic,r. their.
actions. Intenestinglr, only å smalì number stated that
thev wene su++iciently impaired to the point whene they
did not know urrhat they wene doing. Scott (lg6A> noted
that extneme intoxication was npgatiuely related to
homicide because this type of conEUmption would tend to
irnrnobilize the àEsåiìant. Tanay (lpót) thought that
alcohol wàE used to ner ieve unbeanabre tension +on the
l( i I I en. He stated that Emaì ì o,- moderate amoun tE of
alcohol wene ingested, enough to ìoosen inhibitionE but
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nÊt Énough to " panal yze the ego" and pnoduce

"drunkenneÉs" . The majon i ty o{ offendens i n th i s sampl e

reponted being onlv slightìr oP moderateìy intoxicated

at the time o{ the offence. Some o{ the of{ender.s

reponted using aì cohol as å, r^råy to I oosen inh ibi t ions

and build up couFagp to act. One of{ender commented ,'I

dnank bef ore i t happened because I was mad " I r¡an ted to

çro-out and get him", anothen stated "I dr.ank be{ore the

offence becåuEe I was p i ssed of+ , ånqFy and upse t " .

üf {endens nepon ted other FeåsonË {or dn i nla i ng pr i or tc,

the offence . Examp l es i nc l ude statmen ts such as: " ¡ t

uJas something to do when I was upset or depreËsed"¡ uI

wåE depnessed and å.ngny, I dnank to cal m dolùn " . üthen

cfffendenE comrrented "it was å r^Jåy to eEcå,pe the abuee,

¡t also heiped me to face it", "I needed to e3cåpe"

These o{fenderE suçrqestÞd that tl-rey drank pr'ior. ta the

ofience because they urene expen i enc i nq probì eme and

they hoped the al cohol r,vou I d l-re I ped ttrem r¡ i th the i r.

'probl ems y or* make them forqe t abou t thern. Fon these

individuals dninking pnior to the o{fence wae e wåy to
help them deal u¡ith thei.n neaìity. Part of that neality
may have been the degire to kiII their eventual victim.
Alcohoì would help them to accompìiEh that. The

rnajor'¡ ty of o{f endens stated that thene was no

Particulan reåson

to the o{{ence.

accounting fon why they drank pnion

Most repor ted that they had been



142

dr ink ing r¡¡h i I e soc ial iz ing t¡i th Sr iends, hor¡even there

is lil<ely a more in-depth explanation fon this alcohol

intat<e

l^Jh i I e much has been nepon ted abou t the uEe ot

alcohol pnion to homicidesr little wsnk haE been done

inuest i gat i ng hottr the o{f endenE {ee l at the t ime of the

sffence when they have consumed alcohol o and i+ they

continue drinking a+ter the cornmiEsion o+ the o{+ence.

Homi c i de o{fendens nepor ted fee I i ng mope aggneEs i ve and

I ess i nh i b i ted than nonu i ol en t o{{endens a{ ter they had

cc¡nsumed alcohol ttffenders r^lho drank pnion to the

o{{ence stated tl-rat the emot i on they most oS ten

expen i enced at the ac tual t i me o{ the o{ience wås

ånqer. This anqer is moFp ì ikely to be acted out i+ the

s{fenden has consumed al cohoì

Slicl-rtìy over. hal+ of the o{+ender.s r.epor.ted

dn i nk i nq af ter the comm i EE i on oi the of{ence . Langeu i n

et. al , (1?82) haue sugçrested that mundeners dnink

aften the offence to calm themselves down, and fonget

ruhat had happened. They noted hor.ueuen, that thene is ne

svstematic evidence {on this. A numben o+ the homicide

o{fendens who dnanl( a{ ten the o{fence repor ted that
,they did so to caìm dor¡n or' to help them {onget, t¡Jhen

aEked why they drank a+ ter the ofience, o{{endeng

reponted uI had to calm my nenvÊs", "I was nÈnvous and

.Ï dnank to tny and calm down,,, ,, I {elt lit<e i did
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âomething wFong and I was trying to calm dÐwn", ,,f

r.*¡anted to numb my mind unt ii I waE p icked up by the

pül ice " , " I kner¡ sclme th i ng had happened and I dnanl( to

try and {oneet", "I didn't feel night. I r¡as feelinq

bad about t¡rhat I did. I wanted to blackout,'.

The ma.ionity o{ the of{endens t¡ho dnank a{ten the

offence Etated that they had no idea hrhy they did so.

it- iç suEpected that thein motiuation {on drinkinq

af ter the mundep ulàs simi lan to those descr ibed aboue.

It måy also be the case hc,wever. that somÊ indiuiduals

drank a{ten the oiience simplx because they felt ìike
it, on because they had Eomp ulterien motive to get

drunk . A smaì I m i non i ty of o{fendens nepon ted such

rpàEons tor dninking a{ter the o{ience. r]ne o{{ender
nepon ted " I had å coup I e oi beenE sf teF cause I r¡as

thir'sty. It sunp the l-reìl wåsFr ¡t because oi qui.l t',.
Anothen stated "I kneuu I was going to qet pnison time.
màybe Ii+e. sü I drank because I thúuqht I might not
get à chance ag*in", The most interesting rp*son fon
drinkinc a+ter the o+{ence trame from à very steet wise
indiuidual with
extenEive history

I ong cn imi nal h i stony and àn

u i ol ence. He Etated u I hated my

step-father and I aluråyE thought o{ killing him. I

decided to do it and picked up a 3ü.23ú ni+re and ¡¡all<ed

outside. I pointed the gun at him and said stop ot- i,ll
bl ow your fuck í ng head o{f. He I aughed at me and

a

oi
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Etspped +orwand" That wasit, bån9". This inmate stated

'that he had drank pr i on to the munden bu t not ueny

much. He went on to say "I feìt trapped because so måny

peopl e Éaul what happened. I knew that there wå,s no way

out of th is si tuat ion and I r¡as heading {on å 1 if e b¡ t "

i thought that if I got neally dnunl( eueFyone r¡ould

think that ¡t tlàs an alcohol nelated kiìling' I went

back, in the houge dnank euerything in sight, and then

went . and sat bY the bodv. I nstead o{ do i ng I i fe I'm

doing 3,5 yeaps and I can do that =.tanding on my head".

tllnly a fer¡ o+ the o{{endenE reponted combining

a'lcohol and druçrs pr ior to tl-re o+ience. Th is ffrost

I ike i y re{ ì ec ts the I or¡r i nc i dence of dnug uËe àmong

homicide o{fendens.

Pl ann i ng úfiense

A=- Eugqested it LUaÊ iound tl-r at tl¡e m:<jonity oi

homicideE Her*e Epontaneous and unpìanned. l¡Jhile the

rnaior ity o+ al I l( i I I inqs were urrplanned. homic ides uri tlr

àn element of planninq to them tended to be committed

by wh i te o{{endenE.

Since nå,tives mos.t oiten kiìì ã,cquaintanceE and

stnangens it is I ikely that such homicides åne a nesult

of spcrntaneous disputes that end in uiolence. It may be

the case that ¡,uh i te of f enders are invol ved in the f eu,r

pl anned munders because they qeneraì I y have some
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prev ious rel at ionsh ip r^ri th the u ict im, Û{{endenE åre

rnoFe I ikeì y to be åwåre o{ hoEt i I e +eel ings that ex ist

for a particulan indiuidual i+ they haue some prior

nelationship with that pPnEon" They måy therefore think

of killing that person, and even pìan how they ane

going to do it befone åny Ëpontaneous dispute ariseg.

I t r¡las al so be I i eved that h,eepons used i n

urçl anned k i I I i ngs woul d be obtai ned at the scene o{

the cn ime r¡heneä,s r/.reepons used in pl anned k i I I ngs t*toul d

be brouçrh t to the scene . The data i nd i cated that th i s

might in 4act be the cåse. This suggestion seemE to

mal{e intuitive senEe. I+ e murder iE unplanned and

occur*E on the spuF o{ the momen t the o+f enden i s not

littely to be pr'Épared for the ctmmission o{ that

o{fence. Thenefore, ¡t iE not li}<elv that he will be

carry i ng a rueåpon at that t ime . I n ander' to canry ou t

the ac t oi munden the o{ienden ¡¡ i 1 i have to use h i s

bare hands on obtairr BLrme wÈapon that l= availiable irr

hiE immediate environment. lr.Jeapons most o{ten obtained

at the Ecene i nc I uded househol d obi ec ts ( eg' l< i tchen

knife, steel coot<ing potr electnic cond) and hsndwane

(eg. harnmens, wood boands).

0{fenders who brought å r.^Jeapon to the Ëtrpne o* the

crime tended to be younger <22 yeånE o+ åge or leEs)"

Yaungen of{endenE may be conE i dened to be mopp

aggressive and mope lit<ely to nepond to a situation by
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taKing matters intc thein ourn hands (Gla=enr I?78>"

t^Ieapons that urene most o{ ten cårn i ed bY these o{{endens

r¡Jers guns and l(n i ves ' Th i s too seems obv i ous as they

ape very pon tabl e tXpes of weäF ons. Üf f endeng r¡ho aPm

themse I ues tend to {ee I neFuous both pr i or to the

offence and dun i ng the ac tual comm i sE i on o{ the

offence . Th i s seems on I y naturaì as the offender i s

awape o{ t^¡hat is going to happen prion to the event,

T_he murden is not going to happen totally on the Epur

of the moment, Ârrd the o+fenden is not goirrg to be able

to nat i onal i ze the o{fence åE ån acc i den t , oF an ac t

that occur'ned because o{ Epontaneous si tuat i on.

it was -Þuggested that weaponE obtained at the

Ëcene of the cr imE urrou I d most o{ ten be I e{ t at the

crime Écene {oìlowing the munden. l¡lhile the majonity of

uteåporr É t^Jene r'emoued after the ccrmmisEion o+ the

o+ience, the weâpons moEt often left behind L{eFe in

{act thoEe obtairred at the scerr p Ërf the cr'inre,

Ü{f enderE r¡ho obta ined r¡påpons at tÞ* ->cene oi the

cnime o{ten knew the victim. Ther.e{ore it ig pc,seible,

particuìanly urhen the uictim was å +emale, that there

was Eome feel inq o{ panic, fear" oF loss of controì
after the homicide. fin ot{enden experiencing Euch

emot ionE may be so invol ved in r¡hat has happened that
he måy not th i nl( Ebou t nemou i ng ev i dence guch å.= a
t\¡eåpon.
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Rema i n i ng at the Cn i me Scene

I t wås EUggested that offendens uuho {e I t

comfontable at the scene of the cnime L{eFe 'l i}<ely to

spend more time there follorarinçr the of{ence. The

rnajority o{ offenders did not nemain at the Ecene of

the cr i me af ter the o{fencÊ , howeven those o{{endens

that di d remai n neponted {eel i ng comfontabl e at the

location where the crime took place. Homicide o+{enders

who rema i ned at the Ëcene of the cr i me fon ex tended

per i ods o{ t ime moEt of ten repor ted that they kner¡ the

I ocat ion, An o++enden t^rho neponted k i I I ing h is {athen

in their home stated uI pulled the body off the bed arrd

tnied to qet it upstairs to put it in the caF. I

couldn't move it €.o I just dr.aqqed it irrto the coFrren

t¡f the noom ou t ot v i ew f nom the r¡ i ndow and thret*r å

blanket ouÊr' it. I r¡ent upstairs sat dor¡n had a beer'.

sÐme cookies, uratched T.V,, and thought oi what I

should do". Porter' (1983) -=tates. that it has t,een

establ i shed that ofiendens urho take thei n t ime at the

sçene c¡+ the cnime f(rr ow their r^,å>, ar.ound. Tl-r e location
may be c I ose to whene the of f ender I i ues. r¡onks. or.

spends å lot of time. Tl* simple {act that the o{{ender

is famiì ian with the envinonment he is in is I ikeìy to

make him feel mor-e comfontable in that envinorrrr¡pñt. I+

the of{enden doeg not fee I he i s thneatened by



FÊma i n i ng at the scÊne of

such a hunry to I eaue '
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the cr i me he may not be i n

ûf{endens anp I ikely to spend a lonq time at the

scene o{ the cnime r¡hen the uictim is younqe and t^lhen

the uictim is å {emale, Thege f indinçrs Eer*ve to

Etnengthen the essoc iat ion demonstnat ing that o+{enden-=

wha rema i n at the scpne of the cr i me o+ ten know the i r

uictim. Victims that ane most fnequently involved in

some_ type o+ close nelationship r¡ith the of+enden å,ne

young iemales. Unden these conditions the offenden måy

remairr at the scene of the cr ime because l-r e +eel s

guiltr about r¡hat he did. He mày caFÊ about his victim

and wan t to b'e w i th her even though she i E dead. Ai ter.

ttilling his {iancee tne o{fender peEponded "urrhen I sår^l

urhat I had done I tried to neviue her.. t^Jhen I gar,,J it

wàsn't doinq åny good I put her on the trouch and sat up

witFr her all rr ight lonç¡".

flifender'E r,ul-ro canr.ied å rrpapon qpneralli, leit the

scene immediately +oìlor,,rring the cnime. This suqeest-*

that ofierr derE do not nemain at tl-r e scene of tl-re cr.ime

aften planned killings¡ and aften tnans+en of intent
k il I ings (a transf er o{ intent l( i I I ing occupE u,¡her¡ a

cnime othen then murder- t^,ås the pn imary intent ion of

the o{{ender ) . One oifenden wås ån i n tenest i nq

exception to this finding. He neponted that pnion to å.

robbenv he would put his lonç hain under-å hat and put
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6n red I ipstick. In one rsbbeny he wås confronted uri th

someüne who rrås not w i I I i ng to cooperate , Nhen asked

how he reEponded to th i s res i stance , he stated " I pu t

him down". A{ten the shootinçr he wiped the I ipstick o++

his face, and let his hain down. He stated "I ¡¡.rent

outEide and stood around to see r¡rhat v.Jas happen ing. I

watched and I i stened to euenyone tal k i n abou t the

shoot i ng. I even wen t up to the cops and stan ted

tal k i ng to them abou t t¡hat happened" .

' Any indicatic'n EUqeesting that the body has been

moued oF altened suqgests that the of+enden has spent

tlrne at the ecerre of the crime a{ter the homicide"

tf ten t imeg u.¡hen a body haE been al tened the of f enden

will aiso alter. the scene o{ the crime. This type o+

activitZ in itsel'F iE time consuming. rlne offenden who

repon ted Fpma i n i ng at the cn i me Ecene fon an ex ter¡ded

peniod oi timE recounted hor¡ he spent that time. He

reponted:

I'I feìt l-r er pulse ta eee i+ she wås al ive. She rrlåËt-r.'t.
I tooh the rope o{f inom around her neck and then I
stanted to {eel r.eaì panict<y. I thouqht I wauld b,e able
to think betten if I got the body out o{ the noom so Iwent to put it out on the fine escaFp, t^Jhen I got
outside, the door to the noom stanted to sr^ring shut. I
gnabbed {on it cåuse I didn't u*,rant to get ìocked out o{the l-oom, and i dropped the body,,.

The of{enden then stated that he returned to the nosm

and got dressed. He then wen t dor¡nsta i rs to I oot< to
I ook at the nude bady i n the al I ey h,a,¡-, He then uren t
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for a Ehort walt<. Upon neturning to the hotel noom he

Fut the uictimg clothes in e bag which he took outside

and deposited in a ganbage container" He again netunned

to the noom and packed up his clothes and the rc,pe into

h i s knaPsack.

One may gain s'f,me insicht into the o{{enden's

emot i onal state i { they rema i ned at the scene of the

cr ime {or an extended pen i od of t ime a{ten the

.TtisEion of å, homicide"

tl{f endens who rema i n at the Écene a{ ter comm i t t i ng

murder o{ ten Fepon t tee I i ng depne-=sed both pr i or to the

commission of the mur'der and a{ten the murder"

0{fendens r¡rho remâined at the cnime scene also reponted

{eeì inçr å Eense oi humi i iat ion at the t ime o+ the

homicide.

FoEt-mortem Activity

It wå,=. Ëueqssted that po-=t-mcrtem activity uvc,uld

give ->omÊ indication ås to the oiiender's emotional

state. Al ten ing the body wae å.Essc iated ¡,*r i th the

offenders emot i onal state, however other +onms of

post-montem actiuity did not reveal anything about the

Offender's perEonal i ty.

I nd i u i dual s who al ten the body i n Eome wåy a{ ter

the mundep nepor ted pxpen i enc i ng +ear at the t i me of
the of f ence, and stated that they wepp npr*voue a{ ter.

:ìtìl
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the o{f ence . The v i c t im's bodv wå.s most of ten al tened

u¡hen the weapon used to commit the munder t{aÉ obtained

at the scene o{ the cnime. If the bodv was altened it

wå5, likely that the scene of the cnime itsel{ was

aì tened. Of ten th í s i nc I udes remov i ng ev i dence on
property at the EcÊne o+ the cnime.

Any indication EUggesting that the bodv has been moued

or altered sugçrests that the offenden has spent time at

the scene of the cn i me af ter the hom i c i de .

Furthen physi caì post-mortem damage waE uerv

seldom obgenved. Post-mortem di-=f igur'ation or

mutilation wåE most likeìy r,*rhen the uictim waÉ killed

in an intense, close contact method (multiple method

bludgeon) with å ureàpon requining close contact (ie.

hand held object). Post-mortem damage r¡JaE obEenued only

in tenms of ovenkiìl r¡hene an oifender'would continue

to b'l udgeon. Etabr op shoot his victim a.{ter death had

occunred.

Aìl o{ the abc,ve

{ol lou.ring case study.

poirrts trarr be +ound irr the

ËaEe #1 I ü+{ender K repon ted that he I i ved i nconstant fear of his fathen urho was nesponsible forabusing the entire {amiìy both physicially and
ÞsYchoìogically. A{ter being abused one day he agked
himsel f i + i t wås ever goi ng to stop. He Etated u I
Þnoke into a su.reat and.gnabbed the baseball bat that
was leaning up against the wall and I hit him. After I
hit him I brecame tenni{ied about r^rhat he wag going to
do to me now. i had neuen fought back because I kneur
the abuse I would get would be unbel ievable. I had
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broken ån unwn i tten nul e ' I wåE too a+nai d to stop

hitting him. I couldn't stop till he L\¡ä5 dead". A{ten

the murden o{{enden K I ocked the gånåge doons Eo no onÊ

could come into the qåråge and find the body. He took

the keys and h¡d in the basement o{ his house' After

his mom went to bed he enuck back upEtainE. He entered

the garage and couered up the r¡indor¡s so no onq could

sed in, He loaded the body into the car and began to

clean up the gal*åge. He cleaned the +loor and all the

bl ood in the gånagp. He thner¡ aþlay al 1 the c I otheE and

other things that had been splattened that he would not

bs able ta urrash. He buried the bat and then disposed oi

the body å iew miles away. O+fenden K retunnEd home and

washed his cìothing the next day. The o{{enden wåE r¡ot

åppnehended ior a tr¡ro r¡eel( pen iod. He nepon ted be ing

extnemel y nervous throughout th i = t ime per i od, He had

to make bel ieue nothing had happened and act EUpnised

at his {ather"E sudden departure both -to l-¡ig +amily.

and the police. tlffender K reponted that alì the

FFesEUre NåÉ nemoved {rom him when the poì ice picked

him up. It wås ä.s i{ å huge r,*reight had been nemoued.

This case pr'esents å, situation r¡hene pc'st-montem

actiuity r¡rås pnesent. The offender was nenuouE both

bef one and af ten the o{{ence , the weapon r¡,aE obta i ned

at the scene of the crime, the crime Ecene and the body
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wÊre altened, the of{enden spent a greât deal o+ time

at the ecerre o+ the crime, and post-montem damage waS

inf I icted during ovenkil I with a r¡,eapon that nequined

an intenEe, close contact ki I l.

As expected, the tneatment of the body aften the

homicide gåve sorne indication å.s to the o++enden'g

emotional Etate. The wåy in t¡hich offenden K disposed

of .the body wes Feueal i ng. The +ac t that the body r^råE

Ìeft in ån erea r¡hene it r¡ould pventually be {ound

sugçrests that the o{{enden {e I t a Eerrse oi gu i I t {ûn

what he had done. The tact that the body had ì i tenal ìy

been "dumped", t¡ith the cardboard used to couer the

floon oi the trunk dnopped ontop oi it demonstrate-=

that the o{{ender showed ì ittle oF no concern isr. the

uictim. tlf{enden K did in fact reveal that he felt

suiìty isr doing "Ëomgthing lil<e that", but l-¡e aìso

states that his fathen desenued to die and that he does

not reqnet his actions.

i + ån oiiender {ee ì EGeben th ( I 783) states that
guiìtx about a killing, or* has in the past caned for
the victim, they wi I I leave the body in ån exposed anea

Èl'hide ¡t in en åneå r¡llene it iE sur-e to be found. The

Sollowing case demonEtnates hor¡ an o{+enden,s concer-n

fon thein victim cån be evidenced in the manneF in
r¡hich the body is disposed.
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Ëase #12 Aften shooting his ginlfriend 5 times
affender L disposed o{ her body in a cuìvent. He stated
that thene wåE waten i n the cu ì ven t and he was veny
care{ul to posi t i on her body i n such a wåy that hen
head would remain above t¡aten" His neasons for doing
this were that he did not want her {ace to be exposed
to the algaer otr bugs in the waten. In this casÊ the
offenden is shou'ring concern {or the uictim after hen
death. ThiE iE å good indication that the offenden
caneg {or the victim.

Ëeberth (1983) Etates ¡+ e body is cared +or aften

death (ie. moved out of the EUn, cleaned uF¡ changed¡

posi t i oned 'com+ortabl y') , onp may al so åssume that the

o{fenden ieels qui I ty and capeË +on the victim.

SUMMARY

This reseanch has attempted to inteqrate à number

o{ aneå.- irr ån ei{ort to çrain an underEtandinç¡ o+ haw

different variables nelatinq to the sffence o{ homicide

intenact.

h i s t or i e s ,

of{enceE have been

elements and have

I-t iiender:.' t,ac k gr'ou n ds

e3 uue I I å.s the ir

and pPrectnaì

per'sonal ity

char'ac ter i Et i cs. haue been i nuest i qated. The ec tual

broken down to into thein moEt basic

been examined {or aEsociations.

Homi c i de o{iendens d¡ d demonstnate conËi stenc i es

i n the i r npsponseE to demognaph i c

the maj on i ty of th i s i nfonmat i on wes

in{onmation. l¡Jhile

not significantly
diffenent {rom the demograph i c data obta i ned {or
nonviolent o{fenders, i t is suggested that å cloEen
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exämí nat i on o# th i E type o{ data måy pnoduce the

differences between these qnoupE that onÊ might expect.

Homi c i de offendens al so demonEtnated conEi Etenc i es

on a number o{ personal i ty meåEunes. Scones obtained on

the pensonåì i ty meåsuFes for uiolent offendens did not

significantly di{fer 4rom those obtained by nonvioìent

offendenso u.tith the exception of sconeË on the

har6aviodance Ecale. It is interestinçr to note that

homicide o+{enders wene often feanfuì indiuiduaìs who

enç¡aged in self- pnotectiue activites. $csres on the

perÊonal i ty test al so bnough t to ì i gh t two i mpor tan t

points. Firetìy, the scoreÉ on the impulsivity Ecale

suggest that perhaps the type o{ i mpu I E i ue behau i on

that cn imirral e (both u iol ent snd norr v ioì ent) enqå.ee irr

is di+fel-ent f nom what rr,e usual ly describe and meåEure

&s " i mpu ì s i uenegË" . Secondì y. o+ienders' scoreg on the

agenession =cale Euqqest that penhap= iurther FeËeanch

sl¡ ould t,e condurted investiçratinç¡ ¡fferr deFE

self-peFception.

PEychol oqi cal ì y, homi c i de of+enders demonstrated

consi stences i n the i r scores on the Pensonal Beì i e{

Scal e and The Psycnopainx üheck I i st . The maj or i ty o{

ofiendens nated themse I ves åe hav i ng an i n tennaì ì ocus

o{ contnoì. hor¡ever they displar almost none o+ the

lhEnactenistics o+ intennalE in their daily behavion,
The {act that these individuals may be enqaqed in
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faulty neality testing in terms of pnÐactiue control is

ân important one. I+ this iE the case, it would sugç¡est

that o{fenderE do not th i nk of themse I ues ås they

r"eal I y åne unl ess they ape in peàct ive si tuat ionE. Th is

iç ån impontant concept for the åppt-ehension,

i ncarcenat i on , and subsequen t tneatmen t c,f these

o{fenders.

Pl=ychopathX is most o+ten Fpgarded es å chronic

diEorder. One eithen fits the diagnostic cnitenia {or

an ant i goc i al paFEonal i ty di sorden sF one dseE not.

This neseanch suggests that thene åpe d¡++epent deC¡neeg

to r¡hich an indiuiduaìs cån exhibit psychopathic

behauion. How 'psycopathic' an individual is may play

ån impontant r'ole in detenmininq other ppFÉonality

chanactenisticE, For example. there r^Jas a direct

åssociation between the scone honricide of{enders

rece iued on the P=>-chopath¡- üheck l ist and tl-r e Ecoreg

they r'pcp ived cFr the mÊasur.es oi a_gç¡t-esE i on and

harmaviodance. It is EUggested that these iindings are

most impontant and menit {ur.then investigation.

A number of suggegt i ons wepe made i n tenmE of

å.Ësociations that weFe'beìieved to exist betureen the

offenden, the uictim, and the cnime, A numben o+ these

å'ssoc iat i ons wepe obsenved. The data i nd i cate that
thene anÊ indeed consiEtensies in these intenactions.
initially it was postulated that these conËigtenciesì:li

l:ì.1



157

urtere a result o+ an interaction betu¡een a penson-

or i ented mode I o{ personal i ty and psychopathol ogr. Th i s

i n i tal v i eur uJaE used to accoun t for Psychol og i cal

profiling and congistency in behauion becauEe it +it

wel I r¡ith the pathol ogical popul at ions that åne most

often the +ocuE oi pro{iling' l¡Jhile the a+{endens in

th i s samp I e do demonstrate some fonms o{

psychopathoìogv (antissc i al personal i t>' diEonden,

faulty neality testing), å.5 å qnoup ther do not exhibit

pathol o-qy to the degree that urou ld be necessàry ts

completely ovenide intenactions urith the situation"

Ëonsistencies in the intenactiorr s betr¡een the

of{ender./v i c t i m and cr i me Écene tùenÉ of ten

situat ionaì I y or iented crr' pr'oducts oi ån intenact ion

between the pet-Eon and the situation. It iE there+ore

Ëugqested that for tl-ris eample oi hc'nricide c,fiender'E

the obserr.¡ed cons i stenc i eE can be àtrcoun ted f or beEt by

å.n intenactiorr al nrtr'del oi perc-orral ity in s,sÉociatiorr

wi th psychopathoì ogx.

This npEearch has inveEtiqated the demaçtnaphic

backgnoundE¡ per-Ëonal i ty chanacten i Et i cs. and behav i sr

patterns oi homicide- oifendens. Having obtsining

infonmation r¡hich pnovides fon å better understanding

of the crin¡e o{ homicide and l-romicide of{endens. this

nFseanch r¡i I I contn ibute to the ar'eå, o+ psychol ogical

'pnofiling. Investigatiue agencies ghouìd be able to



utilize this data in orden to mal(e

at deEcribinq the tyPe o{ indivi

peppetrated a sPecific homicide"

IJÕ

an educated attempt

dual r¡hs måy have
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APPENDIX A

DEMOGRAPHI C üUESTI ONNAI RE



t.

2.

OFFENDER DEMOGRÀPHICS

of respondent at time of
20-26
27-33
34-40
41-47
48-54
over 55

interview: Exact ageÀge
a)
b)
c)
d/
e)
f)

3.

L

Age at
a) '15 -
b) 17 -
c) 20 -
d) 26 -
e) 31

f ) over

Number
a) 1 -
b) J -
c) 4 -
d) 7 -
e) 9 -
f ) 11

g) 13 -
h) over

Number
a) 1

b) 2

c) 3

d) 4

e) 5

time of offence: Exact Age:
16
19
25
30
40
40

of years in institution:
2

4

6

I
'10

12
14
15

Ë of insititutions time served in for present offence:

t) over 5

6. Hea1th of respondent:
a) physical problems specify
b) no physical problems

Has the respondent ever seen a mental health professional?
7. Prior to offence:

a) yes
b) no

8. Àfter the offence, prior to incarceration:
a) yes
b) no



o In the
a) yes
b) no

spec i fy

correctional institution :

'l0.Ethnic origin:
a) white
b) Black
c) Native
d) 0riental
e) other

1 1 .ReIigion of respondent:
a ) Protestant
b) catholic
c ) Jewish
d) other
e) unknown

12.Does the respondent believe in God?
a) yes
b) no

13.How often did the respondent attend his religious institution?
a ) never
b) seldom
c ) sometimes
d) holidays
e) on a rãgu1ar basis as a child (church/sunday school)
f ) often

14.How important were the respondents religious beliefs to hin
PRIOR to t.he commission of the offence?
a) not at all
b) somewhat important
c ) important
d) very important

IF THE RESPONDENT FEELS RETIGION TS IMPORTANT -
account for his criminal behavior based on his
beliefs?

15. Has the respondent
a) yes
b) no

seen a chapLain during his incarceration?

How does he
religious



16. How irnportant are the respondents religious
at the PRESENT?
a) not at all important
b) somewhat important
c ) important
d) very important

beliefs to him

spec i fy

FAMILY HISTORY

'1 7. Number
a) 0

b) '1 -
c) 4 -
d) 7 or

18. Number
a) 0

b) 1-
c) 4 -
d) | ot

20. I,Iho
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
s) other specify

brother s:

Exact #

of

3

6

tnore

of sisters:

Exact #

other relatives
f oster hornes/ home

(grandparents, cousins, uncles etc. )

for boys

3

6
more

19. Parents marita] status:
a ) married
b) living together
c ) divorced
deceased d) mother e) father f) both

vlas responsible for raising the respondent?
mother
f a ther
both parents
siblings

21 0ccupation of father:
a ) unknown
b) unemployed
c ) unskilled
d) semi-skilled
e) sk111ed
f ) professional

22. Occupation of mother:
a ) unknown
b ) unernployed
c ) unskilled
d) semi-skilled
e) skilled
f ) professional
g) housewife



23. Education of
a ) unknown
b, ì - b

c) 7 - I
d) 10-12
e) over '12

24. Education of
a ) unknown
b) 1-6
c) 7 - 9

d) 10-12
e) over 12

father:

mother:

other care givers

by:

other care givers

25.

26.

Family social class:
a) upper
b) middle upper
c ) middle
d) niddle lower
e) lower

ÀIcohol problems:
a ) mother
b) father
c ) both
d) neither e )

27. Physical abuse
a) mother
b) father
c ) both
d) neither e)

Who was abused:
28. Respondent:

a) yes
b) no

29. Siblings:
a) yes
b) no

30. Mother:
a) yes
b) no

31. Sexual abuse:
a) mother
b) father
c ) both
d) neither
Who was abused



mother:
12345

32. Attitude toward
host i 1e happy

33. Was mother absent from family?
a) yes
b) no

34. Was mother psychologically absent?
a) yes
b) no

35. Àttitude toward father:
hostile12345 happy

36. Was father absent from family?
a) yes
b) no

37. Was father psychologically absent?
a) yes
b) no

38. Àttitude towards sister(s):
hostile 1 2 3 happy

39. Àttitude towards
host i 1e

brother(s):
1234 happy



40. Closeness of family:
not close 1 2

NOTE:

ÀS
41.

Does the respondent know
Does he see/communicate
I.Iho visits him in jail?,
As a family did they do

a child was the respondent:
Pampered?
a) yes
b) no

I gnored?
a) yes
b) no

Treated Inconsistantly?
a) yes
b) no

4 5 very close

whereabouts/weJ.1 being of family ?

with them?
How often?

thing together'/

42,

û,?

44. Às a child does the respondent feel he was:
a ) treated fa i rIy
b) treated unfairly

45. How would the respondent describe his childhood?
a ) very happy
b) happy
c ) neutral
d) difficul-t
e) unhappy
f ) very unhappy

46. Àr
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

47. Ì.lhy
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)

what age did the respondent leave home?
I - 1'1

12-15
16 - 19
20-23
over 23 Exact age

did the respondent
run away
escape abuse
wor k
move to
contact
other

leave home?

a nerv location
with criminal justice system (boy home, jail)

spec i fy



48. As a child who rlas responsibte for discipline and punishment?
a) mother
b) father
c ) both
d) neither (no discipLine)
e) other

49. Was punishment
a) fair
b) unfair c)

50. Was punisment:
a) not given
b) not strict
c ) strict
d) very strict

51. lias punishment
a) yes
b) no

adrni ns i tered:

H/¡

inconsistant?

As a child tiving at home how was the respondent and/or
his siblings disciplined?
52. tecture:

a) yes
b) no

53. Remove privilages:
a) yes
b) no

trtr

Grounding:
a) yes
b) no

Spanking:
a) yes
b) no

Did punishment include:
a) physical abuse
b) psychological abuse
c ) both
d) neither

Did alcohol play a

were punished?
a) yes
b) no

54.

56.

57. role in how the respondent or his siblings



58. Did the respondent ever act in
aggressive manner towards his
a ) verbal
b) physical
c ) both
d) neither

a verbal
parents?

or physically

Explain and specify

59. Marital status of the respondent prior to the offence:
a ) single
b) common law
c ) married
d) divoriced/seperated
e ) divoriced/reinvolved

60. How many times has the
a) o

b) 1

c) 2

d) 3

e) 4 or more

ie. married/cIw

respondent been married/cI?

6'1 . At what age was the respondent
a) 16 - 19
b) 18-21
c) 22 - 26
d)27-35
e)36-45
f ) over 45

f i rsL marr ied/involved?

62. Duration of relationship: (if more than one, on average)
a ) Nr/n
b) less than 1 year
c) 1 - 2 years
d) 2-5 years
e) longer than 5 years

63. List history of relationships ie. number, â9Ê at which
involved, duration, seriousnesS, reason for break up,
length of time before the next relationship.
a) no prior relationships
b) incarcerated prior to start of dating
c) few casual relationships,/short duration
d) few casual relationships/long duration
e) many casual realtionships/short duration
f) many casual relaiionships/.Iong duration
g) few serious relationships/.short duration
h) few serious relationships/Iong duration
i) many serious relationships,/short duration
j ) many serious relationships/long duration

spec i fy

. i.:. ',
l:,'ì:l*j.j.),r .



How has the respondent's offence effected his relationship?

64, in the
Someone
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

65. Number
a) 0

b) 1

c) 2

d)3
e) 4 or

66. Number
a) H/a
b) 1

c) 2

d)3
e) 4 or

respondent's Iast relationship, $ras he involved with
who had previously been married?

of children:

more

of step-children:

more

67. Does the RESPONDENT have children fron:
a) 1 relationship
b) 2 relationships
c) 3 relationships
d) more than 3

e ) ¡l/¡
68. f children:

4 years
9 years

- 14 years
years or over

Ages o
a) H/¡
b) 1 -
c) 5 -
d) 10
e) '15

59. Is the respondent close to his children?
a) no contact
b) limited contact/poor relationship
c) limited contact/close relationship
d) high contact,/poor relationship
e) high conlacL/good relationship
f) N/À

Do any members of the respondents family have criminal
records:
70. father/step-father a) yes b) no
71. mother/step-mother a) yes b) no
72. brother(s)/sister(s)a) yes b) no
73. other ie. uncle, cousin, grandparents, etc. a) yes b) no



What type of
74. violent

a) yes

75. of fences
a) yes

76. alcohol/drug related crimes
a) yes b) no

EDUCÀTI ON

77. Highest
a) 1 - 6

b) 7-9
c) 10 -
d) Compl

grade completed:

tt
eted high school

hich highest grade

have these relatives comitted?
(assaul,t , weapon, murder )

property (theft, B&8, etc. )

Exac t
0n The

Grade
St r eet

completed: Exact Age

extra schooling?
community coIlege,

c r lmes
of fences
b) no

aga i nst
b) no

78. Age at
a) 1 -
b) 6-
c) 1o -
d) 16-
e) 21

c) no
spec i fy

tr

9

15
20
25

79. Has the respondent received any
(Gnn, apprenticeships, courses,
university)
a) yes on street
b) yes in institution

80. Reason for
a) H/e
b) quit
c ) work
d) jail
e) other

Ieaving school:

I.Ihv?

81. General òpinion of school and education:
a) dislike
b) neutral
c) like
d) like very much

82. How did the respondent do in school:
a) tall
b) poor
c ) average
d) above average



83. Does the repondent feel that he lived
in school?
a) yes
b) no

up to his potential

84.

85.

I.ihile the respondent was in school was he a
physically aggressive child ie. in trouble,
a ) verbal
b) physical
c ) both
d) neither

verbally anð/or
fighting, bully?

How was aggression expressed? (verbal/physical)

In schooL did the respondent have a lot of male friends?
a) yes
b) no
expand (what type of friends, relationships, # and closeness)

86. Did the
a) none
b) 1

c) 2

d) J - 5

e) over

87. Did the
a) yes
b) no

respondent have any close friends?

tr

respondent hang around with a "bad group"?

88. In school how did the respondent get along with girl-s?
a) no contact
b) limited contact
c) moderate contact
d) high contact
expand (how felt about girls, dating habits)



EMPTOYMENT HISTORY

89. Number of part tirne jobs:
a) o
t\

Þ, | - J
c) 4 - 6

d) 7 - 10

e) Over 10

90. Average duration of
a ) Hr/a
b)1-3months
c) 4-6 months
d)7-10months
e) over 10 months

91. Number of fuI1 time
a) 0

b) 1-3
c) 4 - 6

d) 7 - 10
e) over 10

92. Àverage
a ) Nr/¡
b) 1 -
c) 4 -
d) t -
e ) over

part time employment:

j obs:

duration of fuII time employment:

3 months
6 months
1 0 months

1 0 months

93. Type(s) of ernployment:
a ) labour
b) semi-skilled
c ) skilled
d) professional
e) student
specify trade(s) & how learned

94. Employed
a) yes
b) no

95. DuraÈion
a) H/n
b) under\,cl | - J

d) 4-6
e) over

at time of offence:

of employment:

'1 month
months
months

7 months



96. Duration of unemployment:
a ) Hr/e
b) under 1 month
c) 1 - 3 months
d) 4 - 6 months
e) over 7 rnonths

9'l if
a)
b)
c)
e)

unemployed, reason:
fired
laid off
qui t
N/A

98. Is the respondent. able to take orders?
a) yes
b) no
c ) depends

99. Does the respondent prefer to work on his own?
a) yes
b) no
c ) does not matter

100.When the respondent was employed, among his co-workers
did he have:
a) many friends
b) sone friends
c) ferv friends
d) no triends

'10'1 .When the respondent was employed did he ever socialize
outside of work h'ith his co-workers?
a) often (at least once a week)
b) occassionaly (a few times a month)
c) very rarely ( once every few months)
d) never

102.Does the respondent prefer working on simple tasks?
a) yes
b) no
d) does not matter

'1 03 .Was the respondent:
a) earning a tiving through criminal activity
b) supplimenting his incone through criminal activity
c) not involved in criminal activity for financial gain

104.Did the respondent ever serve in the mititary?
a) yes
b) rìo, but thought of it
c) no



105.Did the respondent ever work
a) yes
b) Do, but thought of it
c) no

SUBSTÀNCE ABUSE

1 06.Drinking behaviour :
a) does not drink
b) drinks low
c) drinks medium/weekend drinker
d) drinks high
e) binge drinker

'107.Has the respondent ever had what
what others have indentified as
a) yes
b) no

in a security related field?

he has believed, or
a drinking problem?

'108.I f a drinking
begin? Exact
a) 15 - 19
b)20-25
c) 26 - 30
d) 31 - 40
e) 41 -50
f ) over 50
g ) Nr/¡

problem was existant
age _

at what age did it

1 09. For how long did it continue?
'1 - 6 months
7 - 12 months
1 - 2 years
3 - 4 years
5 - '10 years
over '10 years
H/e

110.How many times have you stopped drinking, or gotten
your drinking problem undercontrol?
a) 0

b) 1

c) 2

d) J
e) ¿

f) more than 4 times
g) H/e

a
b
c
d
ô

f.

g



'111 .Àf
ha

tèr having your drinking under control how many times
ve you returned to drinking heavily?

0

1

2

3

4

morè than 4 times
H/¡

a

b

.t

e
t
Y

What does the respondent feel caused his initial
drinking problems, and if applicable, his return to drinking
after he had successfully controlled his behavior?

112.Was the respondent
a) yes
b) no

drínking prior to the offence?

If yes, why?

'113.Àt the time of the of f ence
respondent? (ie. how many
drinks at time of offence)
a) not at all
b) a littIe
c ) moderately
d) highly
e) severely (more than usual)

114.Did the respondent drink after the offence?
a) yes
b) no
If yes, why?

115.Does the respondent believe that alcohol was in some way
responsible for his criminal behavior?
a) yes
b) no

1 
'l 6.Drug behavior:

a ) does not use drugs
b) has tried (not currently a user)
c) uses occasionaly
d) uses regularly/trequently

how intoxicated was the
drinks ti11 impaired, how many



117.Has the respondent used:
a) non chemical drugs
b) chemical drugs
c ) both
d) N/À

1'18.Does the respondent feeI, or has he been identified as
having a drug addiction probLem?
a) yes
b) no

119.Àt what age did the respondent's addiction begin? Exact-
a) 15 - 19
b) 20-25
c) 26 - 30
c) 26 - 30
d) 31 - 40
e) 41 -50
f ) over 50
g) H/¡

120.How long has the respondent been addicted?
a) under 1 year
b) 1 year
c) 2

d) J

e) 4

f) over 4 years
q) H/e

121.How many times have you
under control?
a) o

b) 1

c) 2

d) J

e) more than 3 times
f) N/A

stopped, or gotten your habit

122.Hovt many times have you returned to using drugs heavily
after having reduced, or stopped your addiction?
a) 0

b) 1

c) 2

d) 3

e) more than 3 times
f) N/A

Why does the respondent feel he became addicted to
drugs, and if applicable, rihy did he return to using drugs
after he kicked, or controLted the habit?



123. Had drugs been used prior to the offence?
a) yes
b) no
if yes, why?

124. How impaired by drugs was the offender at the time of
the offence?
a ) not at all
b) s1ightly
c ) moderately
d) hishly
e ) severely

'125. Had drugs been used after the offence occurred?
a) yes
b) no
If yes, why?

125. Does the respondent believe that drugs vrere in some way
responsible for his criminal behavior?
a) yes
b) no

Were drugs and alcohol used in combination:

127. at some time prior to the offence:
a) yes
b) no

128. immediately before the offence:
a) yes
b) no

129. inmediately after the offence:
a) yes
b) no

'130. at some later tine after the offence:
a) yes
b) no



How does the respondent feel
and/or drugs?

131. calm, less anxious:
a) yes
b) no

1 32. powerfull:
a) yes
b) no

1 33. conf ident:
a) yes
b) no

134. happy:
a) yes
b) no

135.

136. less inhibited:
a) yes
b) no

other & explain

when he is abusing alcohol

aggress i ve :
a) yes
b) no

CRIMINÀt HISTORY

1 37 . Current charge:
a) first degree murder
b) second degree murder
c ) manslaughter
d) non violent offence

Juvenile history of offences: (list #,

1 38. assault
139. assault with weapon
140. murder/attempted murder
141. property. offences
142. alcohol/drug related offences
143. respondenL has no juvenile history

and specify)

a)
a)
a)
a)
a)
a)

yes b) no
yes b) no
yes b) no
yes b) no
yes b) no
true b) false



Pa st

144 .
.145.

146 .
147 .
148 .
149 .

history of adult convictions (list #, & specify):

assault a ) yes
assault with weapon
murder/attempted murder
property offences
drug/alcohol related offences
respondent has no prior adult convictions

a

a

a

yes
yes
yes

a) yes
a ) true

b) no
b) no
b) no
b) no
b) no
b) false

Past prison sentences:
1 50. provincial a) 1 b)

151. federal a) 1 b)

¿ cl J

2 c) 3

0ffence

e)

e)

d)

d)

f)

f)

over 5

over 5

s) 0

q) 0

Date Time Served Institution

Previous offences without police intervention:

152. assault
53. assault with weapon
54. nurder
55. attempted murder

!9. offences against property
5 I . drug/alcoho1
58. respondent has been caught for everything

a) yes
a) yes
a) yes
a) yes
a) yes
a) yes
a ) true

b) no
b) no
b) no
b) no
b) no
b) no
b) false

1 59. Conduct
a ) good
b) bad

in prison (fighting, break rules, escape, etc. )



160. Does the respondents conduct in prison (good/bad) reflect:
a) feelings of helplessness
b) attempts to gain control

161. Attitude toward fellow inmates:
negativel2345positive

1 62. Attitude toward custody staff:
negative 1 2 3 4 5 positive

163. Does the respondent feel that jaiL was appropriate
for his offence?
a) yes
b) no
If N0, how does the respondent feel he should have been
handled within the criminal justice system?

'154. Does the respondent feel he has learned to cope with his
problems while institutionalized?
a) yês, through programs in the institution
b) yês, through oh'n personal reflection
c ) both
d) no
e) no problems

165. Before committing the offence, did the threat of
incarceration ever act as a deterent from committing
the offence?
a) yes
b) no

166. Would the threat of capital punishment/death penalty have
acted as a deterrent?
a) yes
b) no

167. Does the respondent feel he might ever comnit another
violent offence?
a) yes
b) no
c ) possibly
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APPENDIX B

U I CT i I"I GUEST i ONNA I RE



VICTIM DEMOGRA

1 68. Number of
for each
a) 1

b)2
c) 3
d) more t

PHI CS

victims:
victim)

(If more than l,answer each question

han 3

169. Sex of offended person:
a) mafe
b) female

170. À9e of of
a) 1 - 12
b) 13 - 1

c) 19 2
d) 26 4
e) 46 and

171. Ethnic or
a) white
b) Black
c ) Nat ive
d) Orient
e ) other

172. Relations
a) none (

b) acquai
c) friend
d) intima
e) rival
f ) ¡t/x

173. If victim
a ) r¡i f e
b) child
c ) step-c
d) mother
e ) father
f ) brothe

fended person at time of

I
5
5
over

igin of person offended:

aL

hip to of fended person:
stranger )

n tanc e

te ( boyfriend/girlfriend)
(ie. the other man, enemy)

was a relat ive, spec i fy:
(daughter, son )

hi 1d ( female, male )

r /sister

offence: Exact age

g) other
h ) H,/¡

174. How
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f)
s)
h)

long had the
did not know
under 1 year
1 year
2 - 5 years
6 - 10 years

offender known the victim?
the victim

16
21

1

20 years
30 years

entire life



PÀGE 2

Victim's age when association began

Respondent's age when association began

Short history of relationship with victim (ie. how did
they meet, how did they get along generally, how close
was the relationship)

75. What was
and the
a ) less
b) 2 -
c) 4 -
d) 6 -
e) I -
f) 10
9) Over

the interval between the start of the relationship
homicide? Exact
than 1 year

3
5
7
9

15
15

h) N/A

176. What ï¡as the interval between the start of the relationship
and the onset of feelings of hostil-íLy/aggression?

177. What was the interval- between the onset of hostile feelings
and the homicide?

Describe the situation
in the relat ionship. (

that led up
ie. specific

to hostilit.y, oF f riction
di f f icult ies )

Was there a reality
the respondent and

base to the believed stressors between
the offended person?

178. o the offence
ion/vioÌence

Pr ior t
a99ress
a) yes
b) no
I f YES,

was there any VERBAL threat of
directed at the offended person?

how many times, when, and what threats were made?



PÀGE 3

179. Prior to the of fence was a vreapon ever used in a

threatening manner against the offended person?
a) yes
b) no
If YES, how many times, when, in what manner, type of weapon

1 80. Pr ior to
directed
a) yes
b) no
I f YES,

the offence
towards the

were there any aggressive ÀCTS
offended persõn? ( ie. hitt,ing etc. )

spec i fy

I f the victim was an intimate (Cf,W, Spouse, lover ) how many
times vrere they seperated, for what length of time, and for
what reasons?

181

182 .

a
b
c
d
e
f

never
rarely/short duration (a few days)tr '/moderate durat i on ( g 5 daYs )

" '/Iong duration (over 5 daYs)

î ':" "î"' 
(g 

"Âi1iirË.i*:l,on

Î ""Ï0"' "1 "î,"=Îrig:ili:i?ll3i ""
s)
h)
i)
j)
k) N/^

If the offended person v¡as a stranger how and why were they
se 1ec ted?
a ) random/chance
b
c
d

at place of ongoing crime
unknown
othe r

183. Financial status of of fended person:
a) upper class
b) middle upper
c ) middle
d) middle lower
e ) lower



PAGE 4

184 . Did
a)
b)
c)

185. Did
a)
b)
How

the of fended
yes
no
un known

the offended
yes
no

so

person have a criminal record?

person encourage the assault?

186. Did
a)
b)
whv

the offended
yes
no

person deserve it?

187. Rate victim bLame:

NoBlame 1 2 3 4 557
the offence

?otal Blame

for reasons other1 88. Does the respondent regret
than being incarcerated?
a) yes
b) no
why

189. Àt the time of the offence was the offended person under
the influence of:
a ) alcohol
b) drugs
c ) both
d) neither
e ) unknown

190. Did the respondent find the offended person physically
attractive?
a ) very attract i ve
b) attractive
c ) neutral
d) not attractive
e) unattractive
f ) attractivness not considered

unattractive 1 2 3 4 5 6 7

191. Did the respondent feel any type of
of fended person?

B 9 10 attractive
emotion towards the

ha teI ove



zcr 3

APPENDIX C

t]R I I"lE GUEST I ONNA I RE



MECHÀNICS OF OFFENCE

192, At what time of the day did the offence take place?
a ) 7: oo A.M. - 122 oo noon
b) 12:00 noon - 6:00 P.M.
c) 6:00 P.M. - 12200 midnighl
d) 12:00 midnight - 7:00 A.M.

'1 93 . What day of the week did the of f ence occur on?
a) rriday
b) Saturday
c ) Sunday
d) Monday
e) Tuesday
f ) wednesday
g) rhursday

194. Did the homicide occur in conjunction with any other
crime?
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

195. Was the
offence
a) yes
b) no
I f yes,

pubtic view?

respondent familiar with the Location where the
took ptace?

hor+ so?

195. Did the offence occur in area out of
a) yes
b) no

197. Did the offender feel comfortable in
offence took place?
a) yes
b) no

198. Did the offence occur:
a) near the respondent's residence
b) at the respondent's residence
c ) near the victim's residence
d) at the victims residence
e) at a residence jointly resided in

and the victim
f ) none of the above

the area where the

by the offender



'199. what was the exact location where the offence occurred?
(lf in the home, what room? if outside of the home,
where? ie. street, car, commercial place etc.)
a ) street
b) car
commercial place c) inside d) outside
e) bedroom
f ) kitchen
g ) entrance
h) halt i) livinq room

200. Did the respondent CARRY a lreapon on his person al the
time of the offence?
a) yes
b) no

201. Did the respondent obtain any type of instrument, object,
or v¡eapon AT the c r ime scene?
a) yes
b) no

202, Dið the respondent VERBAIIY THREÀTEN to use any type of
instrument, object, or weapon at any time immediately prior
to the commission of the offence?
a) yes
b) no

203. Did the
THREATEN
immed i a t
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

respondent VISIBTY DISPIAY, or PHYSiCÀLLY
THE USE 0F any type of weapon at any time

ely prior to the commission of the offence?

204. Did the respondent USE any type of instrument, object
or vieapon in the commission of the offence?
a) yes
b) no

205. If a weapon vlas involved, what type of object was
used?
a) u/¡
b) gun
c) knife

specify (rifle, shotgun, handgun)

d) house-hold
e) other

obj ec t/ha rdwa re spec i fy
spec i fy

206. Where tlas the weapon obtained from?
a) the repondents home
b) the scene of the crime
c) from the "street"
d) other



207. What did the respondent do
commission of the offence?
a) left at the scene of the
b) thrown away
c ) hidden
d) taken home
e) destroyed
f) N/A

with the

crime

weapon after the

208. Did the
Heapons
prior to
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

209. Did the
sIurs, o
the of fe
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

2'10. Did rhe
i f they
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

21 1. Did the
rega rd í n
beha v i or
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

responoent verbally
threats), or order
the commission of

threaten ( not including
the offended person immediateLy
the of fence?

respondent ever use obscene names, racial
r sexual putdowns in his conversation with
nded person?

respondent ever refer to
vrere a "possessíon", or

the offended person as
"property"?

respondent ever
g the offended
,)

make any personal inquiries
persons thoughts, feelings, or

212. Did the
facLs ab
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

respondent ever
out himself, or

self disclose
his feelings?

(reaI, or made up)



213. Did the
expr e5 s
commissi
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

respondent ever compliment, apologize, or
concern to the offended person prior to the
on of the offence?

214 . l.ias the respondents manner of speech:
a ) calm
b) erratic
c ) frenzied/upset /angry

215. l,ias the respondents tone of voice:
a ) soft
b) normal
c ) agitated
d, Loud

216. Did the respondent at any time during the assault demand
that the offended person talk to him or say certain things
to him?
a) yes
b) no

21'7. If response to the above question is YES, what did ihe
offender ask the victim to say?

a)
b)
c)
d)
e)
f.)

218. How

a)
b)
..)

d)

compliment the offender
plead for mercy
speak in a self-demeaning/derogatory manner
admit to real/imagined infidetities to the respondent
other
H/¡

did the respondent approach offended person?

slow/gradual approach
blitz/tast pace approach
con/used some form of inticement or ploy to approach
victim. specify
suprise (ie. waits for victim in back of car, behind
object, while sleeping)

219. Was Lhere any form of physical struggle or fighting
Ieading up to the homicide?

a) yes
b) no



Was the victim the firsl person to:

220. use verbal force
221. use physical force
222, threaten with weapon
223. use weapon

specify

224. If a physical struggle occurred prior to the homicide,
what amount of force was used by the responCent PRIOR to the
commission of the offence?
a) minimal force - little or no physical force is used

(mild slapping, intimidation)
b) moderate force - repeated slapping, or hitting of the

victim in a painful manner, use of profanity
c) excessive force - beatings to alL parts of the body

the presence of bruises and lacerations
d) brutal force - sadistic torture, intentional

infliction of physical and emotional pain is the primary
aim of the offender

e ) Hr/¡

225. Àpproximately how long did the physical struggl-e PRI0R
to the offence last?
a)1-5minutes
b)5-15minutes
c) 15 - 30 minutes
d)30-lhour
e) over t hour
f) N/À

226. I^that was the motive for envoking force, Prior to
committing the offence?
a) to gain control/subdue victimm
b) to intimidate
c ) anger
d) revenge
e) to hurt victim
f) caught up in the situation

227. wha| type of resistance was demonstrated by the offended
person?
a ) no resistance
b) passive resistance
c) verbal resistance
d) physical resistance
spec i fy

a) yes b) no
a) yes b) no
a) yes b) no
a) yes b) no



228. Ho:w did the respondent react to resistance?
a) H/e
b) ceasing the demand/compromising
c) use of threats
d) increase use of force
e) use of deadly force

At what area of the offended persons body vas force
directed at PRIOR to the commission of the offence?

229.
230.
231 .
232.

233.

235.
236,
237 .
238.

facial/neck
a rnrs/leg s
body area
brea st s/gen i

area a) yes b) no
a) yes b) nc
a) yes b) no

tals a) yes b) no
spec i fy

Did the respondent ai any time during
the offence, restrict the movement of
by binding, or locking them up?
a) yes
b) no

the commission of
the offended person

¿5+. Ì'1e

a)
thod of homicide:
shoot i ng
stabbing
bludgeon i ng
strangulation
poi son
thrown from a height
drown i ng
physical beating
suffocation
multiple methods specify

b

d
e
t
I
h
I
j

Àt what area of the of
directec at DURING the

fended person's body was force
commission of the offence?

facia.l/neck
arms/legs
body area
breastsr/geni

area a ) yes
a) yes
a) yes

tals a ) yes

b) no
b) no
b) no
b) no

spec i fy

239. Was the
extreme
mult iple
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

force used to
( ie. multiple
methods etc. )

commit the murder "overkill" or
gunshot wounds, multiple knife wounds,



240. After the
postmortem
a) yes
b) no

homicide was completed
activity carried out

was there any type of
by the respondent?

spec i fy

241, After the homicide was completed did the respondent alter
the body in any way? (ie. re-arrange cl-othin9, clean up,
re-position)
a) yes
b) no

242. After the homicide was completed did the respondent do
anything
r e-a r ran
area and
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

to alter the crime scene? (any type of
gemenl, removal, cleaning etc. of the surrounding
its contents)

If anything r+as REMOVED from the crime
243. evidence a
244. valuables a
245, personal possessions of victim a
246. nothing was removed a

scene was it:
yes b) no
yes b) no

]'es b ) no
true b) false

247, How long did the respondent remain at the crime scene
following the homicide?

left prior to death of victim
Ieft immediately after death of victim
left within t hour
betweenl-2hours
3 - 4 hours
5 - 10 hours
over 10 hours specify
until police arrived

248. What was the instigating factor in committing the offence?
a) domestic argument
b) rntrdelrty
c) argument rlith friends
d) child abuse
e) alleged accident
f) alleged self defence
g) transfer of intent (homicide occuring as a result of

another criminal offence ie. rape, armed robbery, drugs,
arson)
money
suicide related
a 1c ohol

a

b

d
A

f.

I
h

h)
i)
j)



249. What was the motive for the offence?
a ) revenge
b) uncontrollable impulse
c ) show of po$rer
d) feelings of inadequacy
e) frustration
f ) jealousy
g ) other
spec i fy

What emotions were associated with the offence?
250. f ear:

a) yes
b) no

251. hatred:
a) yes
b) no

252. anxiety:
a) yes
b) no

253. anger:
a) yes
b) no

254. frustration:
a) yes
b) no

255. desperation:
a) yes
b) no

256. humiliation:
a) yes
b) no

257.

258. resentment:
a) yes
b) no

spi te:
a) yes
b) no



259. Was the assault:
a) not planned "heat
b) spur of the moment

but never actually
c) some planning
d) planned

of the moment"
(may have been thought of previously
planned out )

260. Has the
ideas,
anyone,
before
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

respondent ever had any uncontrollable recurrent
thoughts, images, or impulses regarding kilting
or wondered what it would be like to kill someone

the occurrence of this offence?

261. How ofter did you have these thoughts?
a ) never
b) rarely
c ) somet imes
d) frequently
e ) constantly

262. Has the
ideas, t
thal- was
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

respondent ever had any uncontrollable recurrent
houghts, images or impulses of killing the person
the victim of this offence?

263. How
a)
b)
c)
d)
e)

ofLen did you think of killing this person?
neve r
ra re Iy
somet imes
f requen t 1y
c on stan t Iy

If the respondent had thought about murder before how
did the actual act compare to fantasy?



Did the respondent feel as if he
unusually high amount of stress
of fence?

were under an
before committing the

264, work related stress:
a) yes
b) no

255. money related stress:
a) yes
b) no

265. relationship related stress:
a) yes
b) no

267, personaL
a) yes
b) no

spec i fy

related stress:

268. Did the respondent experience any guilt feel-ings:

a) prior to the commission of the offence
b) during the commission of the offence
c ) both
d) no guilt

Did the respondent feel nervous:

269, prior to the commission of the offence:
a) yes
b) no

270. dur ing
a) yes
b) no

271. after
a) yes
b) no

272. while
a) yes
b) no

the commission of the offence:

Ehe commission of the offence:

i nca rc era t ed:



273. AFTER the commission of the offence did the respondent
feel in control of himself: ie,
- a relief of tension
- str ong/powerf u1/mascul ine
- conf ident
othe r

a) yes
b) no

274. AFTER the commission of
feel a ]ack of control:
- 9ui J-ty
- ashamed
- depressed
othe r

offence did the respondent

a) yes
b) no

Did the respondent feel depressed:

275. before offence:
a) yes
b) no

276, immediately before offence:
a) yes
b) no

2'17 . dur i ng of f ence :

a) yes
b) no

278, immediately after offence:
a) yes
b) no

279, sometime after offence:
a) yes
b) no

280. while incarcerated:
a) yes
b) no

the
IÈ



Has the respondent ever attempted
281, prior to the offence:

a) yes
b) no

suicide?

282, immediately af ter the o.f fence:
a) yes
b) no

283. sometime after the offence:
a) yes
b) no

284. while institutionalized:
a) yes
b) no

(how many times)

285. Was anyone other than the respondent involved in the commission
of the offence:
a) N/e
b) 1

c) 2

d) 3

e) 4 or more
specify information about cohort & their involvment:

286. Did the respondent inform anyone about the offence prior
to its commission?
a) yes
b) no
(who, how many times/people, when in relationship to offence)

287. Did the
ident i ty
a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

respondent take any precautions to protect his
from the victim?

288. Did the respondent give any lhought
escape before the occurrence of the

to his method of
offence?



289 Does the respondent think r+hat he did was wrong?
a) yes
b) no

290. Does the respondent feel he r+ou1d repeai his actions
ii he rlere given a chance to go back and change things?
a) yes
b) no

291. Does the respondent take responsibility for the offence?
a) yes
b) no
c ) partiaLly

292. Did the respondent confess to the crime?
a) yes
b) no
(when, under what circumstances)

What type of evidence rlas used against the respondent in his
conviction?
293, confession:

a) yes
b) no

294. v¡itness:
a) yes
b) no

295. fingerprints:
a) yes
b) no

296. weapon:
a) yes
b) no

297, physiological evidence (blood, skin, hair etc. ):
a) yes
b) no

298. fiber:
a) yes
b) no

299. offender's property (clothing, 9ufl, cigarette, etc.):
a) yes
b) no



300. statement made by accomplice:
a) yes
b) no

301. statement made by individual known to the offender with
knowledge of the offence

a) yes
b) no
spec i fy

othe r
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3.

"J.2.

13.

'14.

L5.

76.

I enjoy doing things which challenge me.

I pay little attention to the interests of people I
know.

I get a kick out of seeing someone I dislike appear
foolish in front of others.

4. If public opinion is against me, I usually decide
that I am wrong.

I would enjoy being a club officer.

If I can't finish a task within a certain amount of
time, I usually decide not to waste any more time
on it.

7. Others think I am lively and witty.

8. I almost always accept a dare.

9. I admire free, spontaneous people.

10. I think a man is smart to avoid being talked into
helping his acguaintances.

1L. I often decide ahead of time exactly what I will do
on a certain day.

I feel that adults who still like to play have never
really grown up.

I consider it important to be held in high esteem
by those I know.

Philosophical discussions are a waste of time.

I was born over 90 years ago.

Self-improvement means nothing to me unless it
leads to immediate success.

I believe that a person who is incapable of enjoying
the people around him misses much in life.

It doesn't bother me .much to have someone get
the best of me írua disgussion.

19. I would like to wander freely from country to
country.

20. . I am not very insistent in an argument.

?1,. I don't mind doing all the work myself if it is
necessary to complete what I have begun.

zz. I am too shy to tell jokes.

23. I am careful about the things I do because I want
to have a long and healthy life.

24. I have a reserved and cautious attitude toward life.

25. When I see someone who looks confused, I usually
ask if I can be of any assistance.

?.6. I don't especially care how I look when I go out.

27. I love to tell, and listen to, jokes and funny stories.

28. I give little thought to the impression I make on
others.

29. I of ten try to grasp thc relationships between
different things that happen.

30. I try to get at least some sleep every night.

31. I get disgusted with myself when I have not
learned something properly.

3?,. Trying to please people is a waste of time.

33. Iswearalot.
34. Adventures where I am on my own are a little

frightening to me.

35. I try to control others rather than permit them to
control me.

36. If I find it hard to get something I want, I usually
change my mind and try for something else.

37. I like to have people talk about things I have done.

38. I would enjoy learning to walk on a tightrope.

39. I find that I sometimes forget to "look before I
leap."

40. AII babies look very much like little monkeys to
me,

When I am going somewhere I usually find my
exact route by using a rrap.

I consider most entertainment to be a waste of
time.

43. I very much enjoy being complimented.

44. I can't see how intellectuals get personal satisfac-
tion from their impractical lives.

45. I have a number of outfits of clothing, each of
which costs several thousand dollars.

46. I work because I have to, and for that reason only.

47. Loyalty to my friends is guite important to me.

48. If someone does something I don't like, I seldom
say anything.

When I was'a child,I wanted to be independent.

I have little interest in leading others.

If people want a job done which reguires patience,
they ask me.

52. I would not like the fame that goes with being a

great athlete.

53. I would never want to be a forest-fire fighter.

54. Rarely, if ever, do I do anything reckless.

55. I feel very sorry for lonely people.'

56. My personal papers are usually in a state of con-
f usion.

I enjoy parties, shows, games 
- 

anything for fun,

Social approval is unimportant to me.

I do almost as much reading on my own as I did
for classes when I was in school.

I make all my own clothes and shoes.

I will keep working on a problem after others have
given up.

5.

6.

4\.

42.

18.

49.

50.

51.

57.

58.

qo

60.

61.

GO ON TO THE NEXT PAGE
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Most of my relationships with people are business-
like rather than friendly.

If someone has a better job than I, I like to try to
shorry him up.

I don't want to be away from my family too much.

I feel confident when directing the activities of
others.

The mere prospect of having to put in long hours
working makes me tired.

I don't mind being conspicuous.

I would never pass up something that sounded like
fun just because it was a little bit hazardous.

The people I know who say the first thing they
think of are some of my most interesting acguaint-
ances.

I dislike people who are always asking me for
advice.

-l keep all my important documents in one safe
place.

When I have a choice between work and enjoying
myself, I usually work.

The good opinion of one's friends is one of the
chief rewards for living a good life.

If the relationships between theories and facts are
not immediately evident, I see no point in trying to
find them.

I have attended school at some time during my life.

I try to work just hard enough to get by.

I am considered friendly.

I am guite soft-spoken

My greatest desire is to be independent and free.

I would make a poor judge because I dislike telling
others what to do.

If I want to know the answer to a certain guestion,
I sometimes look for it for days.

I feel uncomfortable when people are paying atten-
tion to me.

I can't imagine myself jumping out of an airplane
as skydivers do.

I am not an "impulse-buyer."

People like to tell me their troubles because they
know that I will do everything I can to help them.

Most of the things I do have no system to them.

Once in a while I enjoy acting as if I were tipsy.

The opinions that important people have of me
cause me little concern.

72.

89. I have unli¡nited curiosity about many things.

90. I rarely use food or drink of any kind.

91. I often set goals that are very difficult to reach.

92. After I get to know most people, I decide that they
would make pogr friends.

Stupidity makes me ang(y.

I usually try to share my problems with someone
who can help me.

I am quite good at keeping others in line.

When someone thinks I should not finish a project,
I am usually willing to follow his advice.

I like to be in the spotlight.

I think it would be enjoyable and rather exciting to
feel an earthquake.

99. I have often broken things because of carelessness.

1.00. I get little satisfaction lrom serving others.

101. Before I start to work, I plan what I will need and
get all the necessary materials.

I only celebrate very special events.

I constantly try to make people think highly of rr,e.

When I was a child, I showed no interest in books.

I have never ridden in an automobile.

I would rather do an easy job than one involving

63. 93.

94.
64.

65.

67.

68.

95.

96.

97.

98.

66.

69.

70.

I

73.

702.

103.

LO4.

L05.

106.

74.

75.

76.

77.

78.

79.

80.

81.

82.

83.

86.

87.

88.

111.

772,.

1r.3.

774.

84.

85.

obstacles which must be overcome.

707. I enjoy being neighborly.

108. I seldom feel like hitting anyone.

109. I would like to have a job in which I didn't have to
answer to anyone.

1L0. Most community leaders do a better job than I
, could possibly do.

I'doñ't like to leave anything unfinished. .-. .;

I was one of the guietest children in my group.

I avoid some hobbies and sports because of their
dangerous nature.

I make certain that I speak softly when I am in a
public place.

115. I believe in giving friends lots of help and advice.

776. I can work better when conditions are somewhat
chaotic.

1L7. Most of my spare moments are spent relaxing and
amusing myself.

118. It seems foolish to me to worry about my public
image.

'J..79. I would very much like to know how and why
natural events occur in the way they do.

't20. I could easily count from one to twenty-five.

72'l . My goal is to do at least a little bit more than
anyone else has done before.

722. Usually I would rather go somewhere alone than
8o to a party.

123. Life is a matter of "push or be shoved."



lz5.

726.

127.

L28.

729.

130.

131.

132.

133.

: 145.

¡

iuo.
I
t I47,

: 14S.
'|

I

i r+e.
I
I
I

t150.

: tSf.

:.

:tsz.
:

,ì153.

1

Jrs+.
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I often do things just because social custom dic-
tates.

I seek out positions of authority.

When other people give up working on a problem,
I usually quit too.

I would enjoy being a popular singer with a Iarge
fan club.

I would enioy the feeling of riding to the top of an
unfinished skyscraper in an open elevator.

I enjoy arguments that require good quick thinking
more than knowledge.

I really do not pay much attention to people when
they talk about their problems.

I dislike to be in a room that is cluttered.

Practical jokes aren't at all funny to me.

Nothing would hurf me more than to have a bad
reputation.

134.- Abstract ideas are of little use to me,

135. Sometimes I feel thirsty or hungry.

136. I really don't enjoy hard work.

L37. I try to be in the company of f riends as much as
possible.

138. If someone hurts me, I just try to forget about it.

139. If I have a problem, I like to work it out alone.

140. I think it is better to be quiet than assertive.

141.. When I hit a snag in what I am doing, I don't stop
until I have found a way to get around it.

-3-
155. When I am with someone else I do most of the

decision-making.

15ó. I don't believe in sticking to something when there
is little chance of success.

157. If I were to be in a play, I would want to play the
leading role.

158. Swimming alone in strange waters would not
bother me.

759. I often get bored at having to concentrate on one
thing at a time.

160. If someone is in trouble, I try not to become
involved.

\67. A messy desk is inexcusable.

762. I prefer to read worthwhile books rather than
spend my spare time playing.

763. When I am doing something, I often worry about
what other people will think.

764. It is more important to me to be good at a sport
than to know about literature or science.

765. I usually wear something warm when I go outside
on a cold day.

766. I have rarely done extra studying in connection
with my work.

767. To love and be loved is of greatest importance to
me.

768. If I have to stand in line, I seldom try to cut ahead
of the other people.

769. I delight in feeling unattached.

77o. I would make a poor military leader.

77'l-. I am willinþ to work longer at a project than are
most people.

772. When I was young I seldom competed with the
other children for attention.

773. I prefer a quiet, secure life to an adventurous one.

774. I always try to be fully prepared before I begin
working on anything.

775. I would prefer to care for a sick child myself rather
than hire a nurse.

776. I could never find out with accuracy just how I
have spent my money in the past several months.

. \77. I spend a good deal of my time just having fun.

778. I don't care if my clothes are unstylish, as long as

I like them.

77g. I am more at home in an intellectual discussion
than in a discussion of sports.

180. I think the world would be a much better place if
no one ever went to school.

181. People have always said that I am a hard worker.

'l..82. I seldom go out of my way to do something just to
make others h"ppy.

GO ON TO THE NEXT PAGE

I 
tlZ. et a pllty, I usually sit back and watch the others.

I 1la. t, try to ger our of jobs thãt woûld require using
, dangerous tools or machinery.

I

i 144. I am not one of those people who blurt out things
without thinking.

I am usually the first to offer a helping hand when
it is needed.

I seldom take time to hang up my clothes neatly.

I like to go "out on the town" as often as I can.

I will not go out of my way to behave in an
approved way.

When I see a new invention, I attempt to find out
how it works.

I have never seen an apple.

I prefer to be paid on the basis of how much work
I have done rather than on how many hours I have
worked.

I have relatively few friends.

I often find it necessary to criticize a person sharp-
ly if he annoys me.

Family obligations make me feel important.

I
.1.
"rt.
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190.

797.

792.

793.

't83. I often make people angry by teasing them'

1,84. I respect rules because they guide me.

185. When two persons are arguing, I often settle the
argument for them.

786. If I had to do something I didn't like, I would put
it off and hope that someone else might do it.

787. I often monopolize a conversation'

188. To me, crossing the ocean in a sailboat would be a

wonderful adventure.

7sg. It seems that emotion has more influence over'me
than does calm meditation.

213. I become angry more easily than most people.

21,4. I find that for most jobs the combined effort of
several people will accomplish more than one
person working alone.

275. If I were in politics, I would probably be seen as

one of the forceful leaders of my party.

276. If I get tired while playing a game, I generally stop
playing.

Zl7. I try to get others to notice the way I dress.

278. I would enioy exploring an old deserted house at
night.

279. Often I stop in the middle of one activity in order
to start something else.

z2O. People's tears tend to irritate me more than to
. arouse my sympathy.

221-. I spend much of my time arranging my belongings
neatly.

zzz. People consider me a serious, reserved Person'

223. I feel that my life would not be complete if I failed
to gain distinction and social prestige.

224. I would rather be an accountant than a theoretical
mathematician.

225. If I were exploring a strange place at night, I
would want to carry a light.

226. It doesn't really matter to me whether I become
one of the best in my field.

227. I truly enjoy myself at social functions.

228. I do not like to see anyone receive bad news.

229; I would not mind living in a very lonely place.

z3o. I feel incapable of handling many situation-s'

237. I will continue working on a problem even with a

severe headache.

232. I never attempt to be the life of the party'

233. Surf-board riding would be too dangerous for me.

234. If I am playing a game of skill, I attempt to plan
each move thoroughly before acting.

235. I feel most worthwhile when I am helping someone

who is disabled.

236. I rarely clean out my bureau drawers.

237. If I didn't have to earn a living, I would spend

most of my time iust having fun.

238. I don't try to "keep up with the Joneses"'

z3g. I like to read several books on one topic at the

same time.

240. I wear clothes when I am around other people.

241 . Sonreti¡ncs pcople say I ncglect other important
aspects of my life because I work so hard.

242. I want to remain unhampered by obligations to

friends.

I avoid doing too many favors for people because

it would seem as if I were trying to buy friendship.

My work is always well organized.

Most of my friends are serious-minded people.

One of the things which spurs me on to do my
best is the realization that I will be praised for my
work.

LgA. I really don't know what is involved in any of the
Iatest cultural developments.

795. I have no sense of touch in my fingers.

1.96. When people are not going to see what I do, I

often do less than my very best.

7g7. Most people think I am warm-hearted and sociable.

'Lgl. I show leniency to those who have offended me.

:rgg. I find that I can think better without having to
bother with advice from others.

2Oo. I would not do well as a salesman because I am
not very persuasive.

Zo7. When I am working outdoors I finish what I have
to do even if it is growing dark.

2o2. I think that trying to be the center of attention is
a sign of bad taste.

203. I never go into sections of a city that are consid-
ered dangerous.

204. I generally rely on careful reasoning in making up
my mind.

205. When I see a baby, I often ask to hold him.

206. I often forget to put things back in their places.

207. I like to watch television comedies.

208. If I have done something well, I don't bother to
call it to other people's attention'

2og. If I believe something is true, I try to prove that
my theory will hold up in actual practice.

2L0. If someone pricked me with a pin, it would hurt.

277. I clon't mind rvorking while other pcople are
having fun.

zLz. When I see someone I know from a distance, I
don't go out of my way to say "Hello."
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243.

744.

?.45.

246.

247.

248.

249.

250.

I have a violent temper.

To have a sense of belonging is very important to

me.

I try to convince others to accept my political
principles.

I am easily distracted when I am tired.

When I was in school, I often talked back to the
teacher to make the other children laugh'

I would like to drive a motorcycle.

Most people feel that I act spontaneously.

I become irritated when I must interrupt my activ-
ities to do a favor for someone.

272. I am quite independent of the people I know.

273. I often guarrel with others.

274. I can do my best work when I have the encourage-
ment of others.

275. With a little effort, I can "wrap most people
around my little finger."

276. When I feel ill, I stop working and try to get some
rest.

277. I perform in public whenever I have the oppor-
tunity.

278. I like the feeling of sPeed.

27g. Life is no fun unless it is lived in a carefree way.

Z8O. It doesn't affect me one way or another to see a

child being spanked'

287. I can't stand reading a newsPaper that has been
messed up.

?,82. I would prefer a guiet evening with friends to a

loud party.

283. I do a good ¡ob more to gain approval than be-

cause I like my work.

?,84. There are many activities that I prefer to reading.

285. I would have a hard time keeping my mind a

complete blank.

286. It is unrealistic for nle to insist on becoming the

best in my field of work all of the time.

287. I go out of my way to meet people.

288. I try to show self-restraint to avoid hurting other
people.

289. My idea of an ideal marriage is one where the two
people remain as independent as if they were
single

zgo. I don't have a forceful or dominating personality.

zg7. I am very persistent and efficient even when I have
been working for many hours without rest.

2g2. The idea of acting in front of a large group doesn't
appeal to me.

2g3. To me, it seems foolish to ski when so many
people get hurt that waY'

294. I like to take care of things one at a time.

zg5. I can remember that as a child I tried to take care

of anyone who was sick.

296. If I have brought something home, I often drop it
on a chair or table as I enter.

zg7. Things that would annoy most people seem hu-
morous to me.

zg8. Inner satisfaction rather than fame is my goal in
life.

zgg. If I were going to an art exhibit, I would first try
to learn about- the artist, his style and technique,

his philosophy of art, and the story behind each

piece of work.

3oO. I am able to breathe.

257. I keep my possessions in such good order that I

have no trouble finding anything.

252. I usually have some reason for the things I do
rather than just doing them for my own amuse-
ment.

253. I would not consider myself a success unless other
people viewed me as such.

254. I would rather build something with my hands
than try to develop scientific theories.

?,55. I can't believe that wood really burns.

256. I am sure people think that I don't have a great' deal of drive.

257. I spend a lot of time visiting friends.

258. I do not think it is necessary to step on others in
order to get ahead in the world.

259. Having a home has a tendency to tie a person
.iol1+,gore than I would like.

fo,:i;,1yþ not want to have a job mforcing the law.

261. I won't leave a project unfinished even if I am very
' tired.

262. I don't like to do anything unusual that will call
attention to myself.

263. I will not climb a ladder unless someone is there
to steady it for me.

264. I think that people who fall in love impulsively are
quite immature.

265. Seeing an old or helpless person makes me feel
that I would like to take care of him.

266. I feel comfortable in a somewhat disorganized
room.

267. I delight in playing silly little tricks on people.

268. When I am being introduced, I don't like the per-
son to make lengthy comments about what I have
done.

¡269. I am unable to think of anything that I wouldn't
I enjoy learning about.

ì¿70. I can run a mile in less than four minutes.
J¿71. I enjoy work more than play.
ti

t;

'+
I
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APPENDIX E

PERSONAL BELIEF SI:ALE



CHOOSE THE STATEMENT THÀT YOU BELIEVE IS CLOSER TO THE TRUTH
THERE ÀRE NO RIGHT OR WRONG ÀNSWERS, JUST YOUR OPINION

1. a. Children get into trouble because their parents punish
them too much"

b. The trouble with most children nowadays is that their
parents are too easy with them.

2. a. Many of the unhappy things in people's lives are partly
due to bad Iuck.

b. People's misfortunes resulÈ from the mistakes they make.

3. a. One of the major reasons why we have nars is because
people don't take enough interest in politics.

b. There will always be wars no matter how hard people try
to prevent them.

4. a. In the long run people get the respect they deserve in
this world

b. Unfortunatel-y, âD indívidual's worth often passes
unrecognized no matter how hard he tries.

5. a. The idea that teachers are unfair to students is
nonsense.

b. Most student's don't realize the extent to which their
grades are influenced by accidental happenings.

6. a. I^rithout the right breaks one cannot be an ef f ective
leader.

b. Capable people who fail to become leaders have not
taken advantage of their opportunities.

7. a. No matter how hard you try some people just don't
like you.

b. Peop1e who can't get others to like them don't
understand how to get along with others.

B. a. Heredity plays the major role in determining one's
per sonal i ty "b. it is one's experiences in life which determine what
they're like.

9. a. I have often found that what is going to happen will
happen.

b. Trusting to fate has never turned out well for me
as making a decision to take a definite course of action.

10"a. In the case of the weII prepared student there is rarely
if ever such a thing as an unfair test.

b. Many times exam questions tend to be so unrelated to
course r¡ork that studying is really useless.
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11.a. Becoming a success is a matter of hard work, luck has
tittle or nothing to do with it.

b. Getting a good job depends mainly on being in the
right place at the right time.

12.a.

b.

16.a.

b.

17 .a.

The average citizen can have an influence in government
decisions.
This world is run by the few people in poner, and there
is not much the litt1e guy can do about it.

13.a. When I make plans, I am almost certain that I can make
them work.

b. It is not always wise to plan too far ahead because many
things turn out to be a matter of good or bad fortune anyhow.

14.a. There are certain people who are just no good.
b. There is some good in everYbodY.

15.a. In my case getting what I want has little or nothing
to do with luck.

b. Many times we might just as well decide what to do by
flipping a coin.

Who gets to be the boss often depends on who was
Iucky enough to be in the right place first.
Getting people to do the right thing depends upon
ability, luck has Iittle or nothing to do with it.

Às far as world affairs are concerned, most of us are
the victims of forces lre can neither understand' nor
control.

b. By taking an active part in politiclal and social
affairs the people can control world events.

18.a. Most people don't realize the extent to which their
lives are controlled by accidental happenings.

b. There reaJ.ly is no such thing as "luck".

19.a. One should always be wiIJ-ing to admit mistakes"
b. It is usually best to cover up one's mistakes.

20.a. It is hard to know whether or not a person really
likes you.

b. How many friends you have depends upon how nice
a person you are.

21.a. In the long run the bad'things that happen to us are
balanced by the good ones.

b. Most misfortunes are the result of lack of ability,
ignorance, laziness, oF all three.
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22.a. with enough ef f ort yre can wipe out political corruption.

b. It is difficult for people to have control over the
things politicians do in office.

23.a. Sometimes I can't understand how teachers arrive at
the grades they give.

b. There is a direct connection between how hard I study
and the grades I get.

24.a. A good leader expects people to decide for themselves
what they should do.

b. À good leader makes it clear to everybody what their
jobs are.

25.a. Many times I feel that I have little influence over
over the things that happen to me.

b. It isimpossible for me to believe that chance or
luck plays an important part in my 1ife.

26.a. People are lonely because they don't try to be friendly.
b. There's not much use in trying too hard to please

people, if they like you, they like you.

27.a. There is too much emphasis on athletics in high school.
b. Team sports are an excellent way to build character.

28 . a . What happens to me i s rny olrn doing.
b. Sometimes I feel that I don't have enough control over

the direction my life is taking.

29.a. Most of the time I can't understand why politicians
behave the way they do"

b. In the long run the people are responsible for bad
government on a national as well as on as local level.
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APPENDIX F

THE PSYCHÜPATHY CHECKLIST



CHECKLIST FOR APD

Check off the statments that describe the
interview. Check 2 if statement describes
statements partially describe respondent,
can not tell.
ITEM 1

respondent
respondent,
or 0 if the

dur i ng
1 if
interviewe

entertaining conversationalist
presents himself. we11, appears likable
êeems too slick/smooth
appears to have knowledge (pseudo) in many areas
appears cooperative, straightforward but gives little
information directly _
comfortable during interview

ITEM 2

inflated view of abilities and self worth
self assured, opinionated, cocky
does not feel- he is a failure or sociaL outcast
not embarrassed about, or sensitive to his current
situation
feels he is the
has not pursued

victim of bad luck, bad t
any career goals successf

riends, bad system
uI Iy

ITEM 3 ,'r*

need for excessive &

unusual proneness to
Iikes to take chances
sees school and work
earl-y drop out
sporadic work
Iikes to be on

novel stimulation
boredom
, Iive on eðge/fast lane
as boring

it off. well

hi story
the go

ITEM 4 ,r*

able to lie & ca
can Iie elaborat
frequent)-y lies

rry
1y
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ITEM 5 **

able to manipulate others
hust l-er /con-man-

enough to be cheated
has he ever tried to get a member of
spec ial benef i ts
highLy interested in rehabilitation

able to see other's weakness
does he think negatively of peopl e who are gullible

the institution to get him

programs, counsellor,

jail
dont show i

clergy, À.À.
does he try and manipulate interviewer

ITEM 6

does not show real feelings of
no regrets other than being in
say that they feel guilty but
feel sentence was to hard

9ui1t

feel judged unfairly
externalize blame
more worried aboutFhe is effected by crime over victim

ITEM 7

appears unable to show/express
affective states short lived

strong emot ions

not close to family
not close with friends
unable to talk about reLationships indepth, becomes siJ-ent,
uncomfortable, evasive
deals with sickness 6,

finds it difficult to
death in
describe

unemotional ways
emotions ie. fear , love,

anger, grief

ITEM 8

shows disregard for the feelings, rights, and welfare of
others
unabl-e to put himself in another persons shoes emotionally,
lack empathy
look out for #1
finds it easy to manipulate other
crime related to these statments
persistent pattern of criminal ac
casual attitude towards victim ie

tivity
. what

, early onset
can I do now
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ITEM 9 **

depends on others
not worried about
welfare

employment

0

on fami Iy, f r iends,- rel ies

ITEM 1 O

bad /short tempered
responds poorly to fãjIure, discipline'criticism
spontaneous unprevoked crime
drinking involved in commission of crime
irritable, annoyed, impatient during interview
short temper _
what makeè reSìñent lose his temper ***

ITEM 1 1 **

impersonal casual sexual relations
frequent casual relations (l night stands
many sexual
wide variety

partners at same time
of activities

ITEM 12

ever seen mentaÌ
j uven i.1e record
when young- Iie,
substance abuse,
boys home
poI ice intervent

health prof. when young

cheat, thef
vandalism,

ion

L , robbery, f i re sett ing,
violence, sexually active

ITEM 1 3 **

does not think in terms of long term goals/plans
l-ives day to day
does not worry about future
not interested in steadY job 

-

can state goals but does not consider how he will

t ruancy

does not have realistic release plans
achieve them



ITEM 19 **

one or more revocations of a major
to meet conditions of bail or adult
one or more violations of terms of
but not resulting in revocation; of
legal or judicial obligations 1

none of the above 0

ITEM 20

theft, robbery, drugs, assault, murder,
driving, escape, UÀL, kidnapping, arson,
crimes against state, minor charges
6 or more types of of fences 2
It-

1-

conditional release or failur
probation 2 _

a major conditional release
one or more failures to meel

vreapons, f raud,
obstruction of justice

5
3

1

0




