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I. ME
2010 2ol FAtollAf AR o TR 3], QIR FHT JEEE R
Apoll gt YR AAFA A ETE 2 AATEA] H Qe 20109 349 31 23]

d
ol E3le ¥Eo] "5 WA g SIARA WAL Bt B HE=
NEomA A kil A AR 39 A7) AT HgHw AR
248717k @ 10do) 4 H) 3080 B AlREA SR, 2010)
el GPSE She 7St o) Wawk 2t Ao) HAAE B
A BB G5astd ol G v, elm ol 0 sl
H7FAa7h BRERR| o] thal Al2A Tl mjo. Bt AlSfolr). Ul o® ¥d
3} 4% S0l bk Qb AMIEE W5 Slsh 5T WAYSE A
sleia sk Ao okeAl glrk(Home, 1988). 1A olAjo2, B3] o] 92
s Al SHdE B B2 55 el 4 89 ARt =95 A
718} $ftHBowers & Pierce, 1980; Cochran & Chamlin, 2000; Paternoster, 1985;
Nagin & Pogarsky, 2001). 18U} olR7IA = tiA|Z ¢l Wel Hxalo] 3t
Az 9 Al Fego] 245 YA 2AYES A=A gethe Aol
(Taxman & Piquero, 1998).
SRS AL A5 54 HEARlAs 7R a2 A 9 ARl S
& SHA] %@E‘r dolok 14

23} ol 5o] BAIR WFRETIL A4

2
o
oE
™
)8
r o)
i)
T
f
2
-0,
N of
™
oY,

)
tlo
A
l_‘
9
rr
we ©
o
oE
™
>
=2
é

(Lermert, 1967). & o= 93 A5 05 Aol Al A 9 G s} 4
A aE doy|x] = Ao Z eyt Brewer et al., 1994). 235]8] 7}k

el A S S e & Heldlon B o gt 2
Ay Ao 4 g 5



QURIEA FRIZAHEZO| M2 23 201 24 291

.
re
e
o
1o
L
rlo
2
Y
o
B
By
oot
o
rhu
lo
i
Y
]
=

au)
|o
U
40
A
—l (
)
)
N
Y
0

WA A wiskel Aol Rk ml3eA] BAsHeT 1 2Ao] itk
9127 AL AAPA)E 200810 9 105E] AyE 54 4=

A 917157 A ol Wit WE o 2% GPS uhAlo] m sk
A

2
AHez & A7 F22 AlsH, Sherman (1993)8] Aol 2oflA A7 (1)
Al =397 AL A 7)Eke] oz, Gyl R, (DA™ O
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29S ATET T AT it I Bk AVHA FA-FH A9NE 23

o

(evidence-based community correction) 3 zHo]| &-8-57|5 7|t)|3ic]

h4

II. 0|2H =9

1. AX|0|Z(Deterrence Theory)

Aol Fo] U7 miedEoll Y= nIRIHaL Hal, 7[EA o ZHo]

3 low by

N o
o
@
o
<
o
=.
<
o
Lo
>

A
(Freeman, Liossis, & David, 2006; Homel, 1988). g&<o] o
H(certainty)ef] gloji AR AvlE dditEe] waksy
oAtz v ol ue) oln Jx oAo|Ro| FAHZ AIE Ho|
1 ATt Vito, Maahs, & Holmes, 2007). T3+ oJAjo]= AL
o] Al (celerity)of] Tl At ol il tha FAAQl AF-ANL HRET| =
sl AIei(Nagin & Pogarsky, 2001), Z AlwAizele] S4w} 3] WaslolA
A2 Peustel WS dysiTe Fad dolger ods] o

& Fa¥ & HES AN am

P A S e S
ol st Ae] A o] 27HE ARl B - Sl £E T 2l
W AT AESHE A BER AR ekt o AH0R AL 4%
A WU e Sehs dold A 2eRThe B wRKe] AeA o
A Astshs el ‘%474 ol 39 SERY YR/l AR

18

oF o] AA, AEA, FdAole Al 714 B 91111321

o] FolHS ) HEAV) Esk= Ao & HIrtHTaxman & Piquero, 1998). ¢
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Ao Z2of= A Uut 9JA|(general deterrence)2} & A|(specific deterrence) +
77} Qhel, Qb oAl WAAES AEFFoRA Ak tiFe] gehel WA
2 273 vt a3= ojn|3tti(Vito, Maahs, & Holmes, 2007). dutelo] Z

A ARG AT ol T2 WAL AW AL B o] 15 71
Hog L7 A4le] WAeAE thlsh Hirks Zlolch vhel 51 oAl WxE
Ae AHe W 8 GAE el et 1E A0 gelel MHE 2715

A B 2H anke et B Aol 91X5A AEAE AR AEE
o] WA 9 WA Eh alo] TS F7] uho] Ak ofHurks S

A7} 71 mole] 2how WA Ak sk

olefst B4 ol BIME Fogh Fug sfelojct cheA ol4jat 4 9l 1
Wzeld mT) WAA AaHpropensity)o] el ThE 4 9THGottfredson &
Hirschi, 1990; Piquero & Tibbetts, 1996; Nagin & Pogarsky, 2001). % x| <]

A a5 AAA7 = EA 1A R Agor = SR 845 ‘X P4 hear and
now orientation)’ ZZA|7|12} A X L&1LE 5 4 Qltl. Naginy}
Pogarsky(2001):= 7jel¥ls Hu olA|2lo] T2 Lhei o 42 dwsin, 875
2 A Selo] Aguith th2v] el Ao APtk =, ulgE gle) A%
o] 48 S 5 Qi ARASE T Aol gt R BT} e
o B Aol

W) Bo] PG 1AL E b2 Ajel et we 217] EAle(low
self-control) & A7a) & 4= QIt}. 27] BAIol= ElRle] tjat wjzish 2w
So thoket 9lo] EFEL. § AT AT, AEAT AZeAolA e 17
Exgo] HHAA EINE 7HAA 7= Aoz urs]ArHNagin & Paternoster,
1994). & T}E ATLoH A7) EAE SFo] W WHRALE A 2240
digt WEolA BTt 2asla A0 WAl digt 2w s)djsiete] sl
Z7Vsl= Ao 2 EPdtHPiquero & Tibbetts, 1996).

T2 ofe} vijE= A-EYE Ql=Hl, Pogarsky(2007)2] New Jersey gk

s2F 7= 2 W (Intensive Supervision Program) EA] A LofA= 23] W
© Ao FAES 23 9l Aol o T WA EHE Holt AoR WA

of
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2. X&to|Z(Defiance Theory)

Aol 724 oz Aol gt vk WA A7} obd HFF7Iet dE
thal Eok 7o tigh g Aol Ut 24 offjoll A omsihA] R
WHE71E 7S SE ok o] ARolze] sl

19933 Shermano| ¥F#3} “Defiance, deterrence, and irrelevance: A theory of
the criminal sanction"of w2, FHo] Zrpr} HIEA] HIAZIAS 7lx] o= Ao
ozt FAPdAl AWol oigt FA =A, & FEAoIu P Ad(faimess or
legitimacy)of] Tt J=2} 7§Q1] 214jo] M4 T AT G2 VA=

Ao & & 4 gJti(Bouffard & Piquero, 2010). ThA] W3l], A2 Ad=] o+ A

Aol ogt WaAe) Wit am AR A WHWAS Eei Aol
(Sherman, 1993). Age] 344 Aspe thee] £ 7 Fejz vhepg 4 9lrk

A, 2544 Aadirect & AHAlolA) e 74k 18 7ol A B w2
2 et w7} 7)ol gk Basolth S4), 1A Aaindiree e =
o]l g Bigg e EE 4 9l oAl Raadisplaced just deserts)o] Tt
M B DEL. fﬁHX o 4 gla A3 TsRiel v ¢l

o
1o
L
flo
)
o
N
N
flo
iE
tlo
o,
et
ol
oE
™
_,>i
1o
Bu}
H1
j;
oy
>4
HU
7]
rﬁ

i Xﬂﬂo}

=43 aowu e A, A
Sherman(1993):& thea} 22 u] 744 Ao Aelstick
e AL 1 A vhgol ThE Akt ulmste] sl

AR, Ade 7
B335 gHo|gltkal ¢14l5H= 7-(define a criminal sanction as unfair)o]] x|
of thek i, Aol Ak
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EA, ML ARoA FE Rt w7b ol s o R =4 ef =}
Alo] RS TdAo A AQEdct =7S wj(poorly bonded to or alienated
from the sanctioning agent) #&}o] ¥rA3F 4~ QT

AR, J2AP7E Fldo] &=t AAlo] AAIE MESHEE A9lof Higk Ado] of
et AREES QoA el M1 Baast 47 15 %7 93 Fake A
Z Z]¥(defines the sanction as stigmatizing and rejecting a person, not a
lawbreaking act)ol2kil Q14151 u] Aato] WA,

GAL WHATE 2le] AXE WA Fo] tia) A SIS AR
2 7)|A 53-8 dj(defines or refuses to acknowledge the shame the sanction has
actually cause him to suffer) X|®Ho| o}t #g}o] HAy3ich

Qg 0w 2Azke] Mg U RS th) AZBlRE, 3 HA 2o sdsie

o] ZHA(fairness) | x|F7 AJZEH RO 2415} o]F) ofEo} 27 7|
ol helo] 9SS oF 4 Yk Ak ARISo] 54 o] Lol FHGC T
LS uf 7 5ol «3(compliance)et 7RsAo] =17] ujo] A

o
A} WARE THgL S 4 B ofok ekTyler, 1990). wHok A&y
AL W El ZPAASIASIOA] Fat we QUL 2 ZF)
o] Ui /1gsiAY Fue Bgwst @uoletn LA i 9X5E AxA
Fatalel 298 7Fs Aol B A Supol 9lck W g ARl that 4lo
XA E4AkE S Ul A B8, ARgA A Ul PEAE Fom wa
= 9leh AR WAREAL Are] BEA] whet Alule] WA kel ohet Alzeh &
oA w} el Ao UehgtHTyler, 1994).

L Agole] 5 A el % Hgﬂﬂ} 7lzﬁ+ﬂ 4:9|(alienation)= GPS 71

it}
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JEAYAAE A e ARl =7 BEA
4> @)t (Sherman, 1993; Scheff & Retzinger, 1991).

=]
S, WAL FUE ol ARS8l S Aol Bl

weiEo] 9] o

E 97Poh e Helow QANE u 394 A5 el WAk Be ojulat
oh HEAQ] WS} ol=ox] Aol thak ATH= ellol(deterrence theory)T}
trolo]&(labelling theory)o] Tt ofi= who] 240l A tha Fshlo]
WA E]o] Lt Weellford & Triplett, 1992). Uelo|23} #3lo|2 W= vich HZ
o A4S 2l Rlal FUSHA| 13k B]d(primary deviance)o] EHOHH“ gets] o
ORIl QA oL, T o] E8] Aol He AFolEo] HelolEo] 1ht Fof of
AR A Y OHE FES A ades Az fold (Bouffard &

Piquero, 2010)

ApAle] o] HHSIo] AR EFEet A o] ofet UFe] “nhAhg T} 2
o Btelst Auolela Az Hw WA A4S F71E 4 9k 20084 of
ol EABAR SRk A AR molslel g A
RatslA B AE A% 27]] 4 %AX}E}Cﬂ 5o WA AR D AR
4717k Sz A 4lo] W B Fulo] 7lErct Ttk A7 B WA}
W AR T Al %mﬂ Supe] gick

A, Q1E SRS R u) Mgo] MAIRITH: Aol uhxar 7hge
Braithwaite(1989) 2] Yol 4=x]A](stigmatic shaming)3} o] Zlth HF|x}oj| A
et AT eleleslis HUA SAH] oot Bl R Sl A
Aol WelAw sck A%

3
4 2 9 ool Aoyt fslel Az e 517 ol B

AA10] i g G aoln Agstih shAshe e 2 3 X4 %
o BT UAE BT Bp &%@u} H1E P o] IEAHT cha: el
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A = Zo|tKBraithwaite, 1989).
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ifin)
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N
ol
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il
=
<]
o
i
flo
N
O
Lo
3:%’
=)
a4
2
re
o
e
u
[
L)
=

A
(19
o,
o

SHSEE HolA] Iotel vhdo] A

s
A A ey dE A-ANE AuEd, A B Qo] SUF u)
AA A HHAlE WA 7RsE 9A SHiEE Ao® YERdtH(Paternoster &
Piquero, 1995). Al 75 ofeAMgo2 Aawo] AdeA| H3lS u] Fdo
ofet wikl Aol FsiEe] oA wE Yo Alo] HAzke 40 Fd
2 QA 2 Aolehs AukHolehs Aol HiEE Ao et ofE
WA UG W PAUS A olF E ok ulanslel Wl Zigei 2
7FsAdol & Ao R el thPiquero & Paternoster, 1998). E3l u|loj|A] A=A
o 2419] Tlejaprl 2RIl wiel R o] oJs) olga g wekha <laeh
A =Y, 2 AEYEel B8 BEo] w1 & Q3 A ARE 7T o
Al 2 Ao & et Belvedere, Worrall, & Tibbetts, 2005).

A A 8700 sigshe “FURI 7]kl o2l B AFE Ak,
HoEehe] BA7F S Y o A=S4 9] S(trust-based compliance)o] 7
AAL ddRelAl | s sk Aoz BFEFtHNellis,  2004).
Hucklesby(2009)+= Nellis(2004) 2] =72 WHAIA HARPAHSAFS] -8-385]
Mol SA8A F7iek AHAAe] iRt FEA 14, a2Fal Fagt R

(significant others)S710] of2} Aol whe} et W %, XA W
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Qe MFATE A ARES AR = dEAete] #A| Qofw 7ke 7t
% Y B AERY S84 TAE FEl ARl E5AE] o A5 0
2 &=85H Aok S s Aok

I 947 A 2

1. GO 2 KR4

TR AZHWAR)E 2009 49 202 EE 20094 129 15A7H4] F 87}
4 Zot A AAB| oA HAH] A S B2kt BEIARA) 186 ol At 54
N BIIREAN(A] 4 ZFDo|A x)FA AR 2R Ada i AERAE
7F REFEA GAo] o8 whol AX|GHgITE H AR XA FAHOR BT
T 77bo] FREE ol A7EaA] W o g 2MJEglal, AZ S ERTT A
Hog Hito]| §oh= Ae 2SR sto] AAEI: AU dros
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Qo) M EPE A= HEAe] A Bololg WX GES WAoo BEye] F
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to
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L
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WA AT A, AE(ES AP ST BANE So] FuA) EakEol qdolh B
AT Bafo] AFSHES B0 HEA) Yol g gl e 23R, UA
53 )% Ao S04 AE WARE J7te] e Bk A, gy Repav
of T ol BREOIHIL 2 £ U9 elgie ol7] 9ls) 20099 491 15
ANE oF AT B HENAA S A A A A, ol Ff B
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7 a7 47

91X AAZA] W] of | Aol ABWAAelA A AF EI(EE
MHAN S A=A Al Flo] B ol e] FFA Bao] glek. ujeA]
AT B RIS ZHT 4 Ub WS SR UE WSS Al uc

outcomes) A 7o) 8 S0z sl Bnn Dol 5 AAS
2.8 18632) HEARAeA olulFt RlSo] (DAY 1A 1AL
F/HIAEA 2481, T Q)7 RS0 BUAYES FaAlrlee WA
[log 283 =] AHENE= Zlotk npAEo R oA HEZE d5a0E
o] (BRI HES A2AY sl A S5
3] EA(multiple linear regression analysis)S =3l 2A3|Ech

=4 wALRIgle] WAel) B AN SHFH SEuGelE BE A
HWolH, A7Al ksl R EIE Ha So] ARRE T T2 20089 9o A3
5 oeete] 9238 AAGAAEE AE £ T o)Al 14 67Ldte] AU
olo} 11 AHE AL 95t A HFEZ} 7]7Hcrime breeding-period) & ZE-3|
AU eokehan SIACHE$-0, 2009). E3E 714 Wl T ol Hsao] @
7P HaolRE AR AY 72t BAHOR QA W aEA) g gk
}\]-_/,\_ﬁ]— ZA/\Pﬂ— HH]—O ]j]—l—/ﬂx-? 7:]_]“!_1,]— ng}- o] Eog 5
aL Al Al 27]9] GPS HAFA| ] 2y Al o= g eful ko] gt
gHdol ozl 100% «hHsHA] 7] wizo] AR AEAE A §al = A
o2 AAAHHD

olof e o]l Al £ AT ATQ) AuEelt AT W vt opd

1
of
ool
tlo
=
ol
rr
N
e

D) A AY 27k 7 ol slolw RaHow
weskn JPjdo s HERE AL AA5 F: Ae 3
7FsAol sleke ol24 2AYL glo] 44| ekt sHlck. GPS §A7I5e] QPge] )
WA Q9717 B B L2 99 B2 o= A 4% Aavh k. ot
(&2, 2010).
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el WA AP R gshs ()Y 1F Jue QEHAE o9 A5
BRI A F5S Al A Avpigs Agaich L2 Taby Bl
FHSA o} Azl B w23 AuE AR o RelFt g W
Zroful, A1A| Aol kel WEIKIA ke AL B Bol EAR 4 glof
GPS AAPgA9] 3k AR A SQlusR B3} 7jolo] BEpk SRl 4

2wk 27| KA golEE RS2

Aol At mele] SRaqe) SE5HeE AEA] Ul 233 d2ste] dist

<3 1>3} g & Aot= Sherman(1993)0] Aol 2oA At v 74 A%
Z20] 5 (DR gt Qe uAE O)AA 4
SRlESEl drithE IS nAETE B Rt Ao Azbe] v 4
HEE £F= o3l d2 Aotk Al 7HA] S5 § RS AeHee oe
= 2] SEHAY AR ke 23 jlo] HEAAAIY AR AR5 4
Ao SHsket v APE e AR Eelnk Ju IZke gl wd
& 7IELE B Aarge] Ankal Aot A et WA TsAde] Ar1E
2 AR Asdee $8% A Ayt gigiar "oal splth

A SEUFE AR AR A, SRR sdes 2ol A
o] A7 W M A B Qle le=H 15E 105 Afole] g Fat
SHes ok Harh S5 MEARE GPS 322 ZA7)F AH7] ofYal AEgidE
Ao AFeE SRtk EA4, eHdE dues 2 2 VIR st ke

2) W R A=l w2, 20109 39 712, A 149 609 B2 500e190] Wi WA A
A7} gdglont FAMOR @ 1wl 55 AMAE AQgm WA e, Ae 5o
FARE Skoz AER A} 79 Ba Ao etk e, 2010) FHH el Aw
doleto 2 A ool BaE 54 4% 220e BAME weltu ) glevl @)
AgeE Anad dolHE B8d A 82l AARAL A, olF A% FF FrE
AEBA Hole7t FAHAE w FAuOIHE ol8F F7t AFE WAlslop & Aoleh.
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AEHEe] Sgehs SH HE SAcAs TR g, “8E a3gA g, 8
ook, “iAE T, “wje IYF)S FUHER Fesle] chEE|AEA
AN A, AR SES AEAL fshe Atk $58 27 Ho]
ek BRe E ThE F4ueR S8%ith oK) 5 HuR Bol 479 g
z%i}o}oa A 28t

o2 ERUSE Aue 3, Amiee] 2RAAe HEA geld <
B AN B AR e A ek £
oh & Bae] Al WEEel siEshs ek, “oh & 7ix)
ahk oA el WS4 A AE WA Bl ¢
A SIS LA R B 3 58 HER gap ik A, e
QeI WHAPE FHA o Auht Ao Fue deld AeTos
Yorps 249t 22w 99 Fo Ravw o) 2w A 5o
%7) FR7h 7PeinE BEP 7|7l g 39 QAR Be oA}
w71 el st BubdE JEE 2ARE 4 olrk 59 HER ohE Ajguct
A1) WA2EE 7)7ke] UE AGITkaL 7] WA AR 2419 ol
WA A7 obd WA A Hldsks Yol Hasnta AZsh Row
A3 4= Qlek e SRl BUS Rusis Bpumte) Addes W
WA} B B GEA] o2 o] ARkE fUE 4 Yrks A

ok wltl® WAE HHG HZLNAATL AAle] Py BEu] 71EA,
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(& 1) 7i=ese] XEE Yo

3 s g g
Model 1 Hxpatmlo| 715A Hzof
RN D5 H 1R2E] 1088 Foig?
5 Model 2 BRI 22712t St 7kE N
B YIS sTyE 2eimiel #S3 Tsf{n sk,
Model 3 x| 2=2 xj27{u
e e sl&ste Alcke 552 =21 ol it
o= E Al7HC o C DS} Tfzd2 "Hiolok
I FASHE & ARZiS) RHE EPOIN SBE BAS Wt
2SI 7 (yes/no)
HIRIZ BExkslT QEsk= AHS
i‘IHE-‘—Ql #—ilé,l QE Enle; T’io_l'—‘— c%lgolt ST
= Shat SAIAS S71ch
AL
s . L7t we wmiRg J1zio] LS
Ago| el HE i
Zoictn Ayzsich,
- ESPHBS Lio] A, XN, WY, 715 Aslo Che =
[=Esimbg by o o"_T'_ ol— _10|Ef
= AL = .

AAPLA S F2RE divke] &AL 2009} 30Tl Pl 9les o
25 o)tk A 70.4%7} 20-30tjof <5k 40T 18.3%0] sdsict Axl7A] =

()

EZ]'Q’] 6;}—@1% /-S_—_!—l—l:]_]i]?i ﬁiﬂ 215%7]’ == O]’S}(z_g_, %l_ﬂ :TJT;-‘-:);]')Q/] ]7’1(__1% fi}'a’%

7k31 Q= Ao vrepgth AA|0) 47.8%7F Eetn 2E El S8k £9]
A
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(B 2) TIXZA| S2Xt0] thiet 7|=X 24
TIPS T QURIEX FMAIZA| (N=186)
I H|-E(%)
10CH 4 22%
20cH 59 31.7%
30cH 72 38.7%
of & o 40cH 34 18.3%
50CH 12 6.5%
60CH 2 1.1%
aE 3 1.6%
] 186 100%
£E (52 40 21.5%
IE (DE|ZE 89 47 8%
E=Res CHEH o|At 56 30.1%
PEE=r3 1 0.5%
A 186 100%
x ! = 97 52.2%
£z 87 46.8%
=%t 32 172%
Hi <X} 21 11.3%
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WAATe A7 o) s golx WAolAlo] Hake ulAE aelo] Al
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Z7te] A91ES ARAOR Ss) B, WA ATASE Exo] &3k ¥
o] 3] szo] THE WSS BAYS ) Aol TEHG] GRS A
FUIG WAL o 5 ok F, AEAMAR Selo] £248 GPS ARA]
Aol Tiek Fa A 1Eo] S Aolck

A, U2 WSS BARS O AW 2294 A4 B4 sAARGslope

< 3
coefficient) 0.97% x41e] Ajsto] BEBHCIIL QlAleH WHII4E wrzhg
L Ao B 4 gt vhes] Austto] 71582 A,
ATRS %o} wa%w gt 2 1
Avtol] tigt WEEL BEWA Qo] weh nEgws) gekde oF 4 gk
AR, Aol gk 434w Mg A, um

2 wol L7l MARASE SXNFA AARH AVE DEAYA Ll Ao
Uehgth ThE WSS BARE o, A8 X4 B9 WEKR=0.48, p<0.01)
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Hx| AFM|E 1} (Crime Deterrent Effect)
1st model 2nd model
(AMEE DEHE) (EHYS Fm)=®)
Coefficient SE t ratio | Coefficient SE t ratio
Hopa OHis,F(ﬁOS) 057 0.21 271 0.22 0.09 256"
M= R2 0.12(12%) 0.07(7%)
ANOVA F(8,164)=3.95, p<0.05 F(8,167)=2.64, p<0.05

Note: *p<0.05, **p<0.01
a. SEH(Ist model): RN 7t=2M HE=of HLE 1T0M 10E7K| FECIH?
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+ By5 (PERCEIVED UNFARINESS), + s (SHAMINEA CCEPTANCE),

+ By (STIGMATIZING SANCTION), + 3,s (BONDED TO PROBATIONER OFFICER) + ~,
T, = B T 61 (age)i +8, (education) + Bs (cohabitation)i +08, (warningticket )i

+ 8,5 (PERCEIVED UNFARINESS), + 3, (SHAMINE A CCEPTANCE),

+ 8,7 (STIGMA TIZINGSANCTION), + 3, (BONDED TO PROBA TIONER OF FICER) + ,;

:
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21 071ck= Sherman(1993)2] Zt o], SAALE Bo] L7l AR Arfale
2 Aol 2A WAtk skt
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(F(8.167)=2.12, p<0.03). T}2 29158 W5 EANE v, o] gt 244 4
A4l0] AdSS AR T Sofl et vzt FEE FUhaL B 4 olrke
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HX|X&t 3K Crime Defiance Effect)
3rd model(EESEE L 32)
Coefficient SE t ratio
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Hx|X&t 1K Crime Defiance Effect)
3rd model(S=HC AU 3|2)

Coefficient SE t ratio
wol (By;) 002 001 154
§+E_1<,\_f._<_(ﬁ02) 0.21 012 1.75
=70i=(83)3) 0.42 027 153
A1 52(6),) 0.21 020 104
mz =zmA o14(3,;) 013 005 0.62
2 2xa "z (5),) 020 0.10 201
wols 2 712+(3,,) 0.04 0.05 075
wapan ofx(Bg) 021 0.12 183
8| R2 0.05(5%)
ANOVA F(8,167)=2.12, p{0.05

Note: *p<0.05, **p<0.01
SEH(3rd model): MAYR| £EF2 A=A HESHL 42 552 ZUCh

Ty; = Bog TPy (age)i + 8,9 (education) + By (cohabitation)i + 08,5, (warningticket )i

+ By (PERCEIVED UNFARINESS), + By (SHAMINE A CCEPTANCE),
+ By; (STIGMA TIZING SANCTION), + 3,4 (BONDED TO PROBA TIONER OF FICER) + ,,;
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FE:

2
T
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5 =AY SR S50l SRt A =S 919 WA “EXEE luee”
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A Study on the Factors that Affect Defiance for Sex Offenders

under GPS Electronic Monitoring

Cho, Younoh*

The law governing electronic monitoring through GPS, which is called GPS
Electronic Monitoring ACT for Specific Sex Offenders, was enacted in April
2007. Despite a lack of sufficient evidence on the effectiveness of GPS electronic
monitoring, the Korean Ministry of Justice attempted to apply the program widely
in order to provide an immediate response to the demands of the public and
stakeholder for punitive sanctions toward sexual criminals. However, there is a
paucity of studies regrading the effectiveness of the GPS electronic monitoring
supervision in South Korea. In this context, this study aims to explore the specific
conditions that may affect the defiance of GPS electronic monitoring for sex
offenders. Unlike deterrence theory, defiance theory by Sherman(1993) assumes
that punishment may be causing future crime in specific situations by causing the
feelings of unjustness for the penalties. The current study conducts survey toward
sex offenders(N=180), with experience of being on EM from 2009 April to
December 2009. Multiple linear regression analysis indicates that the sample had
stronger desire to cut their electronic anklet when they have personal shame about
wearing the EM device. In addition, participants are more likely to perceive their
sanctions less severely as they accept that they were treated fairy in court
compared to others. Furthermore, regression analysis reveals that education level,
perceived fairness, feeling of shame, and bonds to probation officers are

identified as statistically signifiant predictors of perceived severity of GPS

* Assistant Professor in Dongguk Univ-Seoul
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electronic monitoring. The policy implication of the findings is that predictors of
all three models in the current study are applicable to supervision strategies of

sex offenders who wear a tag fitted to the ankle by minimizing defiance effect.

“ Key Words : GPS electronic monitoring, defiance, sex offenders, deterrence,

probation
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