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Pe3ume

Bogen: ['oem 0poj uctpaxxyBama MOTBPIyBaatT
JieKa JINYHUTE OCOOMHH C€ BaXKHU MPEAUKTOPH
Ha KpUMHHAJHO OflHecyBame. Llenta Ha oBa uc-
TpaKyBame Oellle Ja ce OJpei KOHCTeNaIujaTa
Ha pa3IHKATE Ha OCHOBHUTE JIMYHN OCOOMHU Ha
3aTBOPEHUTE MOCIVHIM U HA OHHE IITO OTCIYy-
KyBaaT aJTepPHATHBHH MEpPKH, OCOOMHH KOHU
MpaBar pazjivka Mely KpUMUHAJIHATa U HEKpHU-
MUHAJHATa Homynianija. Bo oBa ucrtpaxypame
KOPUCTEHHOT MOZAET Ha JIMYHOCTAa € KHOepHeT-
CKH MOJIe]l Ha KOHATHBHOTO ()YHKIMOHHUpAmE,
IITO TPETIIOCTaByBa JA€Ka KOHATUBHHUTE peryJia-
TOPCKH CHCTEMH PEYMCH COCEMa ja OIMMIIyBaaT
CTpYKTypaTa Ha JTU4YHOCTA.

Mertononoruja: I[IpuMepokoT BO HCTpaxKyBa-
weTo ondaka 391 mamxkwm ucnutanumm (152
IIpECTAIHUIM LITO CIIy>KaT 3aTBOpPCKa KasHa, 91
OCYIECHUIM Ka3HETU CO aNTEpPHATUBHU Ka3HU U
48 HempecTaHUIN).
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Abstract

Introduction Numerous studies confirmed
personality traits as being important
predictors of criminal behavior. The aim of
this research was to determine which
constellation of basic personality traits
incarcerated individuals and those serving
alternative sanctions differ, and which traits
make the difference between the criminal and
the non-criminal populations. In this research,
the model of personality used is a cybernetic
model of conative functioning, which
assumes that conative regulation systems
almost completely describe the structure of
personality.

Methods The study sample consisted of 391
male respondents (152 offenders serving
prison sentence, 91 convicts sentenced to
alternative penalties and 148 non-offenders).
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TICHXOIOLUKO-MEQAr OLLKN NPEMNER

Bbea ncnintyBaHu BapujabinTe: peryarop Ha ak-
THBHOCTa (€KCTPOBEPTHOCT), perylatop Ha op-
raickutre QyHKIHMH (XHCTEpHja), peryiaTop Ha
on0paHOeHNTe peaku (aHKCHO3HOCT), peryna-
TOp Ha HamaraykuTe peakuuu (arpecuBHOCT),
CHCTEM 3a KOOpIWHAIMja Ha PETYIaTOPCKUTE
GyHKIMH (TICUXOTUIM3aM) M CHCTEM 3a HHTeE-
rpalyja Ha perynaTopckuTe (GyHKIMU (UHTe-
rpamyja).

Pesyararu: [locTojaT 3Ha4ajHU Pa3JIMKHA BO CH-
TE TUMEH3UH Ha JIMYHOCTA MEI'y TPYyIUTEe, OCBEH
BO paMKHTE Ha eKCTpoBepTHOcTa. MHTerpamu-
jaTa W arpecMBHOCTa C€ OCOOWHHM IITO TPHIO-
HecyBaar 3a pa3JIMKUTe Mery JIMLara IITo CIIy-
’KaT 3aTBOPCKa Ka3Ha M MPECTAITHUIUTE OCye-
HU Ha QITEPHATHBHU MEPKH. 3a pa3IUKUTE Mery
HETPeCTaTHUIUTE U NPECTAITHUIUTE LITO CIIy-
’KaT 3aTBOPCKa Ka3Ha MPUIOHECYBAaT CIICIHUBE
OCOOMHHM: TICUXOTHIIM3aM, HWHTErpaldja, arpe-
CHBHOCT M aHKCHO3HOCT. Mery mpecTamHunuTe
OCYylIeHH Ha aJTepPHaTHBHU MEPKH M OIIITaTa
rmonynanuja He Oea TPOHAjIEHU PA3IMKH BO
JUYHUTE OCOOMHH.

3axuyvok: Hamure cosHaHuja MOXaT 1a UHAU-
[MpaaT Ha oTpeda 3a 33JJ0JDKUTEITHA JIMjarHOC-
THUYKA TICUXOJIOIIKA aHAN3a Ha JTHYHOCTH KOU
W3BPLIMJIE TOMaJIM TPEKPILIOIH, 3a J1a Ce JIOHe-
ce BUCTHUHCKATa OJJIyKa Kora ce u30upa rnomery
3aTBOp WU IPYT aJTepHATHBEH METON Ha Ka3Ha.

Knyunu 360poeu: ocobunu na auunocma,
NpeKpuiument, Heop2aHusupanocm, Hapyulyea-
toa, pexadunumayuja.

Bosed

Bo pamxuTe Ha MCHXOJOIIKHOT HPHUCTAIN, UMa
MHOTYOPOjHH CTYAWH U €MITUPUCKHU IIPOHAjI0-
[ KOU OYHMIJICZHO ja MOTBP/AYyBaaT 3Ha4ajHOCTa
HAa TICHXOJIOIIKUTE U HEBPOOHOIOMIKUTE TCOPUHU
BO aHTHCOLHMjaTHOTO oxHecyBamwe (1). On ncu-
XOJIOUIKO-TEOPETCKUTE MOJIEIIH Ha JINYHOCTA, BO
BpCKa CO TEOPHHTE Ha 3JI0CTOp, Aj3eHKOBaTa
TeopHjaTa Ha JHYHOCTA, BO PAMKHTE Ha IICHXO-
OHMOJIONIKKOT TIPUCTAl, U MOozenoT Ha [onemara
METOpKa BO PaMKHUTE HA JIEKCHYKHOT MOJIEN Ce
yecto kopuctenu (1, 2). Cnopen Aj3eHk, kpu-
MHHAQJIHOTO OJHECYBalbe € Pe3yJTaT Ha HHTe-
pakmuuTe Ha cHenuuuHu (aKTOpH BO aBTO-
HOMHHUOT HEPBEH CHUCTEM W COIMOJIOIIKH (hak-
topu (2). HakpaTko, HErOBHUTE TE3U HA CTPYKTY-
paTa Ha JTUYHOCTa 00jacHyBa JIeKa TPH OCOOHHH
Ha JIMYHOCTA MMO3HATH Kako ncuxotunusam (I1),
excrpoBeptHOCT (E), HeBpotuunoct (H) moxar

Examined variables were: the regulator of
activity (Extroversion), the regulator of
organic functions (Hysteria), the regulator of
defense reactions (Anxiety), the regulator of
attack reactions (Aggressiveness), the system
for coordination of regulatory functions
(Psychoticism) and the system for integration
of regulatory functions (Integration).

Results There were significant differences in
all dimensions of personality between groups,
except for the framework of Extraversion.
The traits that contribute to the difference
between individuals serving prison sentence
and offenders sentenced to alternative
penalties are Integration and Aggressiveness.
The traits that contribute to the difference
between non-offenders and offenders serving
prison sentence are Psychoticism, Integration,
Aggressiveness, and Anxiety. Among
offenders sentenced to alternative penalties
and the general population no difference in
personality traits was found.

Conclusions Our findings may indicate the
need for mandatory diagnostic psychological
evaluation of persons who have committed
minor offenses, to ensure the right decision is
made when choosing between prison and an
alternative method of punishment.

Keywords: personality traits, offenders,
disorganization, disorders, rehabilitation.

Introduction

Within the psychological approach, there are
numerous studies and empirical findings which
unequivocally confirm the importance of
psychological and neurobiological theories in
the explanation of antisocial behavior (1). From
psychological theoretical models of personality,
regarding the theories of crime, Eysenck's
personality theory within the psychobiological
approach, and the Big Five model within the
lexical model were often used (1, 2). According
to Eysenck, criminal behavior is the result of the
interaction of specific factors of the autonomic
nervous system and sociological factors (2). In
short, his thesis on the structure of personality
explains that three personality traits identified as
Psychoticism (P), Extraversion (E) and
Neuroticism (N) can be additionally explained
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Ja Ougat JOMOJHUTETHO 00jaCHETH CO FeHeTCKa
BapHWjanMja U ce 6a3a Ha CUTe MHIWBUAYAIHU
pasnuku momery muanocture (3). JIyfe co Hu-
30K TICUXOTHIIU3aM C€ COIMjATU3UPAHH U PEIIn-
TEJHH, a JIyFe CO BUCOK ICHUXOTHUIM3aM C€ Ka-
PaKTEepH3UPaHU CO 3rojJeMeHa HMITYJICHBHOCT,
arpecuBHOCT, IIOTpara o Bo30yzaa, OTCyCTBO Ha
BUHA, 3I00HOCT, HEJOCTATOK Ha aHKCHO3HOCT.
CryaunTe TOKaXkaje IeKa INCHXOTHIU3MOT €
3HaYaeH IPEJBECHUK Ha AHTHCOIMjATHOTO OJI-
HecyBame Kaj muamd 3nmoctopuuiy (5), mexa
MpPEeTCTaByBa IIOCTOjaHA KapaKTEPUCTUKA Kaj
KPUMUHAJIN KOM U3BPILIIIIE CEPUO3HU 3I0CTOP-
CTBa, U JIeKa € TECHO MOBP3aH CO PEIUIUBHU3MOT
(6-9). 3a eKCTPOBEPTHOCTA UMK MEXAHU3MHU CE
JIOIUPAHH BO IEHTPATHHOT HEPBEH CHCTEM, Ka-
PAKTEPUCTHYHO ¢ KOPTUKATHOTO HICKO HUBO Ha
BHUMaHHE, a Toa € MpUYMHATA IMOpaau Koja
EKCTPOBEPTHHUTE IIOCTOjaHO CE€ BO IIOTpara Io
JIOTIOJTHUTENIHA CTUMYJIalija U Bo3Oyma. Mmuc-
Jemara 0a3upaHW Ha MCTPaKyBamaTa 3a OBaa
KapaKTEePHUCTHKA Kaj KPUMHHAIIIUTE Ce TI0/Iee-
HU. Hekow BepyBaaT Ieka IPUIOHECOT Ha eKC-
TPOBEPTHOCTA 32 KPUMHUHAIHOTO OJHECYBame €
Mai (5), momeka ApyrH, MaK, MUCIAT JeKa eKC-
TPOBEPTHOCTAa U HEBPOTHYHOCTA CE€, BCYIIHOCT,
OATrOBOpHHU 3a MAaHUITYJIATUBHOTO aHTHUCOIU-
jamno oxmecyBame (9,10). Eysenck u Gudjan-
SSON TW TOCTaBHja XHUIIOTE3UTE AeKa HEeBPOTHU-
HOCTA € MO3HaYajHa Kaj BO3PACHUTE KPUMHHAII-
4, a eKCTPOBEPTHOCTA Ka] MIIAJUTE JCITHKBCH-
T (6). CrmudeH MOJen Ha JIMYHOCTA, KOPUCTECH
BO HCTPaXyBAaWmETO HA OIINTaTa MOMyIaldja
HMHBOJIBHPAaHa BO 3JIOCTOPCTBO, € KHOCpHETHY-
KHOT Mojaen (opMupaH o MOMHPOBHK, KOj
NpeTIOoCTaByBa JICKa KOHATUBHUOT PEryJjIaTop-
CKH CHCTEM DPEYHCH IICJIOCHO ja OMHUIIyBa CT-
pYKTypara Ha JIMYHOCTa U T 00jacHyBa Ha4H-
HUTE Ha YoBe4uKkoTo onHecyBame (11,12). Ku-
OepHeTHYKaTa TeopHja 3a OCOOWHHUTE Ha JINY-
HOCTa 01 MOMHPOBHK MPETIIOCTaByBa JcKa UMa
IIeCT KOHATUBHH KOHTPOJHH CHCTeMu: ,,Emcu-
JOM™ - CHUCTEM 3a peryjaiyja Ha aKTHBHOCTa
(excTpoBepTHOCT), ,, XU - CHCTEM 3a PETyJIaI-
ja Ha ¢QyHKUMHUTE Ha OpraHuTe (XHCTEpH]ja),
,»AIda“ - cucteM 3a perynainuja Ha on0OpaHOe-
HUTE OJTOBOPH (aHKCHO3HOCT), ,,Curma‘ - cuc-
TEM 32 KOHTPOJHpAmkEe Ha PeaKIUUTE Ha Hamaj
(arpecuBHOCT), ,,Jlenta“ — cucTeM 3a KOOpAUHA-
[IMja Ha PEryJIAaTOPCKUTE PYHKIIUU (TICUXOTHUIIH-
3aMm) u ,,ETa“ — cucrem 3a MHTErpanudja Ha pery-
JATOPCKUTE QYHKIMU (COLUjaTHa MHTETPALja)
(11). JInMeH3uuTEe HA JIMYHOCTUTE HA KUOEpHe-

by genetic variance and are the basis of all
individual differences between personalities (3).
People with low Psychoticism are socialized
and emphatic, and people with high
Psychoticism are characterized by emphasized
impulsiveness, aggressiveness, thrill-seeking,
lack of guilt, hostility, and lack of anxiety.
Studies have shown that Psychoticism is a
significant predictor of antisocial behavior in
young offenders (5), that it represents a stable
trait of criminals who have committed serious
crimes, and that it is largely associated with
recidivism (6-9). For Extraversion, whose
mechanisms are located in the CNS, cortical
low attention capability is characteristic, which
is the reason why extroverts are constantly
seeking additional stimulation and excitement.
The opinions based on exploring this trait in
criminals are divided, some believe that the
contribution of Extraversion to criminal
behavior is small (5), others that Extraversion
and Neuroticism are in fact responsible for
manipulative  antisocial  behavior  (9,10).
Eysenck and Gudjansson have set the
hypothesis that Neuroticism is more important
in adult criminals and Extraversion in young
delinquents (6).

A similar model of personality, used in research
of the general and the population involved in
crime is a cybernetic model developed by
Momirovic et al., which assumes that conative
regulation systems almost completely describe
the structure of personality and explain modes of
human behavior (11,12). The cybernetic
personality theory by Momirovic et al. assumes
there are six conative control systems: “Epsilon”-
the system for the regulation of activity
(Extroversion), “Hi”- the system for the
regulation of organ functions (Hysteria),
“Alpha”- the system for the regulation of
defense responses (Anxiety), “Sigma”- the
system for controlling attack reactions
(Aggressiveness), “Delta”- the system for
coordinating regulatory  functions (Psycho-
ticism), and “Eta”- the system for integration of
regulatory functions (social Integration) (11).
The personality dimensions of the cybernetic
model are seen to have a logical and statistical
connection with the dimensions of other,
personality theories. Eysenck’s factor “E”

68

JOURNAL OF SPECIAL EDUCATION AND REHABILITATION 2016; 17(1-2): 66 -84

DOI: 10.19057/jser.2016.4



TICHXOIOLUKO-MEQAr OLLKN NPEMNER

THYKHAOT MOJIET MMAatr JOTUYHA M CTATUCTUYKA
MOBP3aHOCT CO IUMCH3UUTE Ha JPYTUTE TCOPUU
Ha JIMYHOCTA. Aj3eHKOBHOT (hakTop ,,E*, copen
CBOUTE YTBPJICHH WHIUKATOPHU, M3IJICJa WJICH-
THYEH CO PEryJaTopoT Ha aKTUBHOCT, (akTop
»H“ co perymatopor Ha on0OpaHOCHHUTE peak-
Uy, aojaeka GaxToport ,,P“ e OGiucky a0 pery-
JaTOpOT HA HANaJHU peakuuu (HajOMTHUOT
ImpeaMeT 3a Mepeme Ha Aj3eHKOBaTa CKaja Ha
MCUXOTHIM3aM € BCYIIHOCT arpecHBHOCTA)
(3,12).

[Tonaramy, Aj3enkoBute daktopu ,,.E“ u ,,H* ce
uaeHTHYHH co KarenoBute (hakropw ,,eKcBHja-
WHBU]ja,, U ,,JIaHUKA* U MOXKE Jla ce Kaxke JieKa
kubepHetnuknoT moaen (KOH-6) ja cymupa
Karenosara Teopuja Ha kapaktepu (11). LlTo ce
OJIHECYBa 10 MOJENOT ,,l'oneMara meropka“ u
(bakToT neka mpuUMapHUTe (HAKTOPH MOXKAT Ja
ce peIylmpaar Ha JUMEH3UHTE BO Aj3eHKOBaTa
n/umu  KatenoBara Teopwja Ha KapaKTepHUTe
(13-15), Moske 11a ce 3aKiIydH Jicka W KuOepHe-
trakuot Monen (KOH-6) ja BkimydyBa oBaa Teo-
puja Ha Kapaktepu. OBaa CTPYKTypa Ha KOpHC-
TEHHOT MOJICIT BO OBA HCIUTYBAE U TIO3UITUUTE
MOJIP’)KAaHU OJ PETYJIaTOPCKUTE CHUCTEMH €
CIIMYHA HAa CHUTE CETAIllHU BAIWIAHUA MOJCITH Ha
peryaaTopckuTe (pyHKIHH.

Crynuu cripoBeieHH 3a Ja TU OJpeaaT pa3InKu-
T€ BO OCOOMHHTE MOMETy TEIIKH H JISCHH TIpec-
TAIHUIM MMOKAXKYBAaT JeKa THE Pa3jIuKU Haj-
YeCcTO ce IMOBP3aHU CO arpecHBHOCTA, na Burt u
Donnellan 3akiaydyBaat nexa HEHACHIHHTE TIpe-
CTaIllHWIIM MMaaT Majla CaMOKOHTpOJa M He ce
arp€CMBHH, a CIIPOTUBHO Ha TOa MNpECTAalTHUIA
KOM WBpIIWIC TCIIKA WA JIECHH KPUBHIHU
Jie7la ce KapaKTepu3upaaTr co 3rojieMeHa arpe-
cuBHocT (16). HcTtpaxyBama CIPOBEJCHH BO
CpOuja ce 3aHMMaBaa CO: Pa3IMKUTE BO OCOOHU-
HUTE IOMEly 3aTBOPEHHUIA W HE3aTBOPCHHIN
(17) ncutyBajku TM pa3iMKUTE BO HUBOTO Ha
HEMOPAIHOCT Ka] Pa3iIMYHU TPYIH Ha MPecTarl-
Hutm (7), TUYHATE OCOOMHH HAa PEUTUBHCTH
(18), pasnukuTe BO arpecHMBHOCTA Kaj HACHITHH
1 HCHAaCWJIHU MPECTAITHUIIA U OIllITaTa MmoIryJja-
myja (17), pasaukuTe Mery IICHXOMATHTEe U
MPECTAMTHAUIIN KOU He ce cuxonatu (12) .
ITonaramy, ucTpakyBarmaTa BO HalllaTa 3eMja ce
3aHUMAaBaa CO Pa3JMKHUTE BO JIMYHUTE OCOOMHU
Mel'y 3aTBOPCHHUIIMTE U ONINTATa IOIyJIalHja,
KaKo M Mel'y IPECTAITHUIUTE Ha TEIIKH W JCCHH
KPUBHYHH JIE]Ia, HO HE HCTPaXkuja KO KapakTe-
PUCTUKHU TH Pa3IMKyBaaT MPECTAMHUIUTE IITO
ce BO 3aTBOP M OHHE IITO CE OCYAEHH CO alTep-

seems, according to its determining indicators,
to be identical to the regulator of activity, factor
“N “ to the regulator of defense reactions, while
factor “P” is close to the regulator of attack
reactions (the most important subject of the
measurements on  Eysenck’s scale of
psychoticism is actually aggressiveness (3,11).
Furthermore, since Eysenck’s factors “E” and
“N” are identical to Cattell’s factors “‘exvia-
invia” and “anxiety” it could be said that the
cybernetic model (KON-6) also subsumes
Cattell’s personality theory (11). As far as the
“Big Five” model is concerned, and the fact that
its primary factors can be reduced to the
dimensions in Eysenck’s and/or Cattell’s
personality theory (13-15), it may be concluded
that the cybernetic model (KON-6) also
includes this personality theory. The structure of
the model used in this work and the positions
held by the basic regulatory systems is,
therefore, similar to all the currently valid
models of regulatory functions.

Studies conducted to determine the differences
in personality between grave and minor
offenders show that these differences usually
concern aggressiveness, so Burt & Donnellan
suggest that nonviolent offenders have low self-
control and are not aggressive, in contrast to the
severe offenders characterized by increased
aggressiveness (16). Surveys conducted in
Serbia dealt with: the differences in personality
between prisoners and non-prisoners (17)
examining the differences in the level of
amorality in different groups of offenders (7),
personality traits of recidivists (18), differences
in aggressiveness in violent and nonviolent
offenders, and the general population (17), the
differences between psychopaths and non-
psychopathic offenders (12).

Furthermore, the studies in our country have
dealt with differences in personality traits
between the prison population and the general
population, and between the perpetrators of
severe and minor criminal offenses, but have
not explored which features differentiate
offenders who are in prison from offenders who
were sentenced to alternative penalties.
Alternative penalties are operationalized as
punishment for minor and nonviolent crimes,
and prison sanctions are operationalized as
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HATHBHA MEPKa.
ANTepHATHBHUTE MEPKHU CE KOPUCTAT KAKO Ka3-
Ha 3a JIECHa W HEHACWJIHH 3JIOCTOPCTBA, a 3a-
TBOPCKUTE MEPKU CE KOPHCTAT KAaKO Ka3zHa 3a
TEIIKH W HACWIHHU 3JO0CTOPCTBA. AJTECpPHATHB-
HUTE MEPKH BKIydyBaaT: YCIOBHM Ka3HH, Ia-
PUYHH Ka3HU, KyKEH TPUTBOP U OMIITOKOPHCHA
pabora. Bo Pemybmuka Cp6uja, anrepHaTh-
BHHTE MEPKH ce mojaBuja Bo 2006 roauHa, a 10-
ManHUOT TpuTBOp BO 2011 (co mum Oe3 enek-
TpoHCKH Han3op). [Iporpamata 3a yciaoBHA Ka3-
Ha Bo CpOuja e, Kako IITO MOXKeE JIa ce Kaxe, BO
moyeTHa ¢asa Bo criopenda co pa3BHCHUTE CHC-
TEMH 3a YCJIOBHA Ka3Ha BO JPYTUTE JCIIOBH Ha
cBeToT. Kopucreme anTepHATUBHH MEPKH €
3HaYajHa MMPOMEHA BO IIPHCTANOT KOH MpPecTall-
HUIUTE U 3]I0CTOPCTBATa, IOMECTYBajKu To ¢o-
KYCOT O] Ka3HEHO-TIONPABHUTE MEPKU BO IIOB-
TOPHO TIOCTaBYBamke Ha MpaBIaTa WU peHHTETPa-
nyjaTta.

3aroa, mpuMapHara 1en Oelle J1a ce 103Hae Koja
0COOMHA TIPHUJOHECYBa HAJMHOTY KOH pa3Jiv-
KHUTE IMOMel'y HHANBHIYUTE OCYICHU Ha 3aTBOP
WY HA QITCPHATUBHH MEPKH — KYKEH MPUTBOP,
YCIIOBHA Ka3Ha, a UCTO Taka Ja ce MCTPaXaT U
Pa3NUKUTE BO JIMYHUTE OCOOMHH METy OIIIITaTa
nomyianyja. YTBpAyBambe HA MHTEH3UBHOCTA U
IpUpoaTa Ha BIMjAaHUETO HA MCHXOJOIIKUTE
KapaKTePUCTHKH BO KPUMHUHAIHOTO OIHECYBa-
b€ € CIPOBECHO MO KHOSPHETCKUOT MOJIEN Ha
KOHATUBHO (DYHKIIMOHUpAE, CO METOAOT Ha
KaHOHCKa KopeJnanucka ananuza. OBaa ctymuja
Tpeba ga 00e30ean OATOBOp Ha TMPaIIamkETo
Jajii UHAUBUAYUTE KOU HAIIpaBWIC pas3IMdHU
KpUMUHAITHHA [IeJla Ce PasiKyBaaT Mery cebe
BO CTEINICHOT Ha III00ANHO HapyIIyBamke Ha pe-
rynatopckute ¢yHkiuu. Co3HaHHMjaTa Of HC-
TPaXyBambETO HE CaMo IITO NMaaT HAYIHU TYKY
Y TPaKTHYHA HMIUTHKAIMN 32 SKCIIEPTUTE IITO
Ce 3aHMMaBaaT CO 3aTBOPCKHOT TPETMaH,
YCIOBHUTE MPOTPaMHU H MPOIICHKATA HA OCOOH-
HUTE TIPU OJIpEyBamh¢ MEPKH.

Memoodu

HctpaxxyBameTo Oelre CIpoBeIeHO BO ,,3abe-
ma“, mamku 3aTBop BO [loxkapesan, CpOwuja,
MununcTepcTBo 3a nmpaBaa — Oaen 3a anrepHa-
TUBHH CAaHKIUH, U BO JIBC jaABHU KOMIIAHHU BO
Benrpan, on despyapu 2015 no ampun 2015.
Komurerot 3a eruka mpu MUHHCTEPCTBOTO 3a
mpaBza ro o1o0pyu UCTPaKyBameTO (KaKo M pa-
KOBOJICTBOTO Ha TOPECIIOMEHATHTE KOMITAHUH),

punishment for serious and violent crimes.
Alternative sentences are imposed for light and
non-violent criminal acts and include:
suspended sentence, probation, fines, restitution,
community service, and house arrest. In the
Republic of Serbia, community service or
alternative  sanctions were introduced in
2006, and house arrest in 2011 (with or without
electronic surveillance). The probation program
in Serbia is still, one might say, in its early years
compared to the developed probation systems in
some other parts of the world. Use of
alternative sanctions is a fundamental change
in the approach to crime and offenders,
moving the focus of penitentiary measures
from punitive to restorative justice and
reintegration.  Accordingly, the primary
objective was to identify which personality
traits contribute the most to the differences
between individuals sentenced to prison and to
alternative sanctions-community services and
house arrest, and also to investigate differences
in personality traits between offenders and the
general population.

Determination of the intensity and nature of
influence of psychological characteristics in
criminal behavior is conducted under the
cybernetic model of conative functioning, by
the method of canonic correlation analysis. This
study should provide an answer to the question
whether individuals who commit various acts of
crime differ from each other by the degree of
global disorder of regulatory functions. The
study's findings do not only have scientific but
also practical implications for experts who deal
in prison treatment, probation programs, and
personality assessment when determining
sanctions.

Methods

The research was conducted in “Zabela” male
prison in Pozarevac, Serbia, the Ministry of
Justice - Department of Alternative Sanctions,
and in two public companies in Belgrade, from
February 2015 to April 2015. The Ethics
Committee of the Ministry of Justice approved
the research (as did the managements of the
above mentioned companies), which was
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Koe Oellie CIIPOBENIEHO BO COTIACHOCT CO €THY-
KWTe cTaHaapau Ha Jlexnapanujara ox XeJIcHH-
ku. Cute cyOjextn Oea HHMDOPMHUPAHU 32 LIEIH-
Te Ha CTyAMjaTa M JaJ0a CBOja COTIacHOCT. be-
e OBO3MOJKEHA IIEJIOCHA COpadoTKa co Oapame
32 aHOHHUMHOCT.

MMpumep

Bo crynujara yuectByBaa 311 mamku mcnura-
HUIY, 0] Kou 152 ucnutanunu Gea npecranHu-
LM LITO CIIy’)Kea 3aTBOpcka kasHa (rpyna ,,A“),
91 ucnuTaHUK, NPECTAHULM Ka3HETH CO all-
TEpHATUBHU MepKH (rpyma ,,b*), n 148 on ommi-
TaTa MOMyNalyja MTO HEe ce MPECTaNHUIU, KOU
HeMajle MPeTXoJHa UCTOpHja MOBp3aHa CO He-
KOE€ 3JI0CTOPCTBO (rpyma “B”).

Mepku

Bo mnpomomkeHne Ha WH(pOpMamujaTta 3a co-
nuoieMorpad)CKuTe KapaKTEePUCTHKU JTOOHCHU
npeky npamanauiy, KOH-6 kubepHerckara 6a-
Teprja Ha KOHATUBHH TECTOBH, Pa3BHEHA O]
MowmmupoBuk u cop. (19), crangapau3upan oj-
peloyBau Ha OCOOMHHTE, € KOpDUCTEHa BO OBaa
ctyauja. barepujata ce cocTow O MIECT MOT-
tecroBu (UTICUJIOH, XU, AJI®A; CUT'MA;
JEJITA; ETA) oBO3MOXYBajkH ja TpOIICHKATA
Ha [IECT OCHOBHH PETYJIATOPHU CHCTEMH:

1. UTICHJIOH ja mpoueHyBa epukacHOCTa Ha
aKTHBHOCTA HA PETYIATOPHHUOT CHCTEM W JlaBa
nH(pOopMaIija 3a eKCTPOBEPTHOCTA, OeCTpaIIHo-
cTa, BecesjocTa, XuromManujara. Bo rcuxosnonika
CMHCIIa, OBOj PEryjJaTop ¢ HUIACHTU(UKYBAH
KaKO eKCTPOBEPTEH.

2. XU ja nporeHyBa e(pUKacCHOCTa Ha OpraHCKa-
Ta (PYHKIMja HA PEryJaTOPHUOT U KOHTPOIHUOT
CHCTEM W JaBa MH(popMalyja 3a XUIMOXOHIPHja
W TaCTPOTECTHHAIHH, KapIHOBacKyJIapHHU, CEH-
30pHHA U MOTOPHH IIPOMEHH.

3. AJI®A ja mpoueHyBa euKacHOCTA Ha pery-
JIaTOPOT 3a Of0paHOEHW peakId W KOHTPOI-
HHUOT CHCTEM M JaBa MH(POPMaIUH 332 aHKCHO3-
HOCT, OIICECUBHOCT, XUIICPCECH3UTHBHOCT U 4YyB-
CTBO Ha BMHA. Bo IcHXoJomKa cMmmcia, OBOj
perynarop ce KBaJH(UKyBa KaKO aHKCHO3HOCT
WK HEBPOTUYHOCT.

4. CUI'MA ja mporeHyBa epuKacHOCTa Ha Je-
(aH3MBHHUTE pEaKkIUM Ha PETYJIATOPCKHOT H
KOHTPOJHUOT CHCTEM M JaBa MH(OPMAIHHU 3a
HUMITYJICHBHOCT, arpecMBHOCT, IOMHHAIMja U
HenoBepOa KoH ayrero. OBOj perynarop € mos-
HAT KaKo arpecUBHOCT.

5. IEJITA ja nporeHnyBa eukacHOCTa Ha pery-

conducted in accordance with the ethical
standards of the Declaration of Helsinki. All
subjects were informed about the objectives of
the study and gave their informed consent. Full
compliance with anonymity requirements was
ensured.

Sample

The study involved 391 male respondents, of
which 152 respondents were offenders serving
prison sentence (group "A"), 91 were offenders
serving alternative measures of penalty (group
"B"), and 148 were non-offenders from the
general population, who had no prior history of
involvement in any crime (group "C").

Measures

In addition to the information on the socio-
demographic characteristics obtained through
guestionnaires, the KON-6 Cybernetic Battery
of Conative Tests, developed by Momirovic et
al. (19), a standardized personality measure,
was used in this study. The battery comprises
six subtests (EPSILON, HI, ALPHA, SIGMA,
DELTA, ETA) enabling the assessment of six
basic regulation systems:

1. The EPSILON subtest estimates the
efficiency of the activity regulation system and
provides information about extraversion,
fearlessness, cheerfulness, and hypomania. In
psychological terms this regulator is identified
as Extraversion.

2. The HI subtest estimates the efficiency of the
organic function regulation and control system
and provides information on hypochondria and
gastrointestinal, cardiovascular, sensory, and
motor conversions. In psychological terms this
regulator is identified as Hysteria.

3. The ALPHA subtest estimates the efficiency
of the defense reaction regulation and control
system and provides information on anxiety,
obsessiveness, hypersensitivity, and feelings of
guilt. In psychological terms this regulator
qualifies as Anxiety or Neuroticism.

4. The SIGMA subtest estimates the efficiency
of the attack reaction regulation and control
system and provides information on
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JMATOPCKUTE (YHKIMKA HA PETYIaTOPCKHOT U
KOHTPOJIHUOT CHCTEM KOHIITO HWHIWIHPAAT
MICUXOTHIIN3aM (ITU30MTHOCT, TIapaHoja, Jerpe-
CHja, XWIOMaHH4Ha fucormjanuja). OBoj pe-
T'YJIaTOp € MPENO3HATINB KaKo JHCOLHUjalja U
MICUXOTHIIA3aM.

6. ETA ja mpouenyBa edukacHOCTa Ha CHCTe-
MOT 3a MHTETpaldja Ha PeryIaTopcKuTe (QpyHK-
UK ¥ TIOCOYYBa KOH NICHMX0ACTEHUYHATA U per-
pEecUBHa JucoOLMjaldja, HECOpabOTKa, CHIIHO
ero u TeHsuja. OBa HapylIyBamke Ha CHCTEMOT
BOJIM JIO COIIMjaJIHA peajarnTalyja, ¥ 3aToa Haj-
COOJIBETHOTO MME 3a HETo € MHTerpalyja Ha co-
LHjaJHOTO TIOJIE.

OBgue 1ecT nokasareiu BKIydysaat 180 rpymu-
paHu pabotH, a (opMaToT 3a OIroBapame ¢
IIercrenena JlukeproBa ckana. Pezynrature ce
KaJKyJlIHpaaT CO €IHOCTaBHO IOAaBamke Ha KOE
OWII0 TBpIEHE, a Pe3YNITATOT OJ] CEKOj TECT MO-
xe aa uma og 30 mo 150 moenu. CoapxuHarta
Ha TBpICH-ATa € MU3ajHUpaHa Taka IITO MOBH-
COK pEe3ylTaT yKaXyBa Ha TIOTOJieMa IC3HH-
Terpanyja ¥ momaia KOHTpOJia Bp3 peryiaTop-
CKHTE (DYHKIIHH.

Kubepuerckuor monen (KOH-6) ru mokaxysa
CBOMTE LIBPCTH Hay4HHU 0a3u MPEKy CTPOTH M-
MUPUCKH BepU(UKAIMU BO OPOjHH HCTPaxy-
Bama Bo CpOuja, CIpOBEICHU BP3 HEKOJIKY TIPH-
MepH Oj TIONyJalMjata, BKIYIyBajKH ja OIIIII-
TaTa W ocyneHata mnomynanuja (19-22). Bo
Cpbuja, crangapauzanujata Ha KOH-6 tecr-0a-
TepujaTa Oemie HampaBeHa Bp3 mpumep Ha 772
ucnuTaHuka, Ha 20-roauinHa Bo3pact. Ckanara
3a eBalyalMja MOKaKa JIeKa COIUjaIHUOT CTa-
TyC WMa cliabo BJIMjaHWE BP3 pE3yJTaTHTE O]
TECTOT, Taka IITO HeMa noTpeba ja ce mormpa-
BaaT pPE3yJATaTUTC Ha MOXHOTO BJHMjaHHE Ha
conujanHute (akropu. Mcro Taka, ckanara mro
TH MepH OOMAWTE 3a CHMYyJallHja U AeCUMYJIa-
[¥ja, HEOJTOBOPHUOT OJHOC KOH TECTHUPAHETO
U TCHJCHIMjaTa Ha MMOTUCHYBamke, TOKaXa MHO-
I'y Majla KOpeJanuja co CUTe TeCTOBH of Oare-
pujata KOH-6. MHTeNneKkTyanHUTE CIOCOOHOCTH
MCTO TaKa MMaaT Majia KopeJjalyja co pe3yJra-
TUTE€ OJl OBHE TECTOBH. METpHUKUTE Kapak-
TEPUCTHKH Ha TecToBuTE ce: curypHocT 0.95-
0.98; 3acranenocr 0,90-0,97; xomorenocr 0,50-
0,69; Bammaroct 0.95-0.97(19).

Bo namata ctyadja, METpHUKHTE KapaKTEpHC-
tuku (Kaiser-Mayer-Olkin u Cronbach's alpha)
Ha tecroBuTe Oea: tect mncwion: 0.96; 0.91;

impulsiveness, aggressiveness, domination, and
distrust toward people. This regulator is
identified as Aggressiveness.

5. The DELTA subtest estimates the efficiency
of the regulation functions regulation and
control system which indicate psychoticism
(schizoidness, paranoia, depression, hypomanic
dissociation). This regulator has been
recognized as Dissociation or Psychoticism.

6. The ETA subtest estimates the efficiency of
the system for integration of the regulation
functions and points to psychoastenic and
regressive dissociation, uncooperativeness, ego
strength and tension. The disorder of this
system leads to social de-adaptation and
therefore the most accurate name for these
qualities is Integration in the social field.
These six tests include 180 grouped items, and
the answering format is the Likert five-point
scale. Results are calculated by the simple
addition of any items, and the result of each
test can range from 30 to 150 points. The
content of the items is designed so that a
higher score indicates greater disintegration
and less control over the regulatory functions.
The cybernetic model (KON-6) demonstrated
its solid scientific basis through stringent
empirical verification in numerous research
studies in Serbia conducted on various samples
of the population, including the general and the
convict  population(19-22). In  Serbia,
standardization of the KON-6 test battery was
done on a sample of 772 respondents,
representative of the Serbian population of
around 20 years of age. Scale evaluation
showed that social status had a weak impact on
test results, so there is no need to correct the
scores on the possible influence of social
factors. Also, it showed that the scales which
measure  attempts of simulation and
dissimulation, irresponsible relation towards
testing, and suppression tendency were in very
low correlations with all the tests from battery
KON 6. Intellectual capabilities also have low
correlations with results in these tests. Metric
characteristics of the tests are: Reliability 0.95-
0.98; Representation 0.90-0.97; Homogeneity
0.50-0.69; Validity 0.95-0.97(19).

In our study, metric characteristics (Kaiser-
Mayer-Olkin and Cronbach's alpha) of the
tests were: Test Epsilon: 0.96; 0.91; Test Hi:
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tect xu: 0.96, 0.95; Tect anda: 0.98; 0.94; Tect
curma: 0.97; 0.92; tect menra: 0.99; 0.95; tect
era: 0.99; 0.95.

Cmamucmuyka aHanu3a

CratuctuykaTa aHanusa e HampaseHa co CIICC
17.0. Commonemorpadckata KapaKTepPUCTHKA,
apUTMETHUYKaTa CpeOHa Ha pPE3yATaTUTE Of
tectoT (M) u crarnapanara aesujanudja (CJ1) 3a
CHTE TPH TPYIH € MPETCTaBeHA MPEKy OMUCHA
CTaTHUCTUKA. MynTHBapHjaHTHATA aHaIM3a 3a
Bapujaija (MAHOBA) e xopucteHa 3a na ce
HCTHTAAT pa3nKuTe Mely TPYyIUTe Ha BapwHja-
[Uja: eKCTPOBEPTHOCT, NAaHWKA, HEMHUp, arpe-
CHBHOCT, IICHXOTHIM3aM ¥ UHTErpaldja W
pasuKuTe Mely IrpynuTe Ha KOMOMHUpPaHHU Ba-
pujanuu. 3a 1a ce yTBpAaT 0COOMHUTE Ha JINY-
HOCTa IITO NPUJIOHECYBAAT 3a Pa3IUKHTE Mery
rpymuTe, KaKo U 3a J1a c€ YTBPIU KopenarmjaTa
Ha WHIUBHIyaTHATE OCOOWHU HA JIMYHOCTA U
IVCKPIMUAHUPAYKUATE (YHKINH, KOPUCTEHA €
KaHOHCKaTa JUCKPUMUHATUBHA aHAJIH3A.

Pesynmamu

I'o 3anouHyBaMe HaIeTo TOJKYBame Ha pe3yJ-
TaTUTE CO aHaIM3a HAa OCHOBHHTE COIIMOJEMO-
rpad)CKu KapaKTEpPUCTHUKH Ha MIPUMEPOKOT (Ta-
Oena 1 moaomy).

Tab6ena 1. Coyuoodemocpagcku paxmopu Ha
ucmpasicysanama nonynayuja

0.96, 0.95; Alfa: 0.98; 0.94; Test Sigma: 0.97;
0.92; Test Delta: 0.99; 0.95; Test Eta; 0.99;
0.95.

Statistical analysis

Statistical analyses were performed using
SPSS 17.0. Sociodemographic characteristics,
the arithmetic mean of the test scores (M), and
standard deviation (SD) for all three groups is
presented in descriptive statistics. Multivariate
analysis of variance (MANOVA) was used to
examine differences between the groups on
variables: Extraversion, Hysteria, Anxiety,
Aggressiveness, Psychoticism, and Integration
and examine differences between the groups
on variables combinations.  Canonical
Discriminant Analysis was used to determine
what personality traits contribute to the
difference between the groups as well as to
determine the correlation of individual
personality traits and discriminant function.

Results

We begin our interpretation of the results with
an analysis of basic socio-demographic
characteristics of the sample [Table 1 below].

Table 1. Socio-demographic factors of study
population

I'pyma A/ I'pyna b/ I'pyna B/
Group A” Gr up “B” G oup “C”
Bpoj / Number 152 9 148
Bospacr (ITpocek + CL{) / Age (Mean+SD) 34.93+7.96 35.53+10.35 | 39.91+11.73
Mecro Ha npectoj / Residence
Pypanso / Rural N (%) 18.42 19.78 28.51
Vp6ano / Urban N (%) 82.89 80.21 71.48
Bpauen craryc / Marital status
Hesxenern / Unmarried N (%) 54.60 47.25 33.10
Bo Gpak / Married N (%) 23.68 46.15 55.40
Paznsoenn/passenenn / Sepa/Divorce N (%) 21.71 18.68 11.48
Oo6pasosanue / Education
OcHoBHo / Primary (%) 30.92 20.18 8.78
Cpenno / Secondary (%) 57.89 63.73 78.37
Bucoko / Graduate (%) 11.18 15.38 12.83
Bpemerpaewe Ha KkazHata (MuH.-Makc.) rogunu / | 3.74+2.25 0.73+.046 /
Duration of penalties(min-max)- years
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Bxynnuot 6poj ucnutanunu e 391, ox xou 152
Oea mpecTarHuIM BO 3aTBOP, 91 MpecTarmHuk co
alTepHATUBHU MEpKH, U 148 ce on ommirara mo-
mynamnuja, 06e3 HUKakBa MCTOpHja Ha MpecTar-
HumTBo. Cute HcnuTaHuy ce Mamku. [lorosne-
MHOT JieJ OJf HCITUTAHUIIUTE CE KUTEIU Ha TPaj
(rpyma ,,A“ 82.89%, rpymna ,,b 80.21%, rpymna
,,B“ 71.48%). HajroneMuoT et 01 HCIIMTaHHUITHT
MMaaT 3aBpILIEHO CpeaHo koo (rpyma ,,A“
57.89%, rpyna ,b“ 63.73%, rpyna ,B“
78.37%). Peuncu mOJOBHHA OJ MCIHTAHHIINTE
Bo rpymure ,,b“ (46.15%) u ,.B*“ (55.40%) ce
JKEHETH, JOAeKa BO Tpymara ,,A“ momanky oj
ucnuTaHuiure ce keretu (23.68%). I'pymara
HA OCYACHUIIM W TIPECTAHUIM IITO CIyXKaT
QITepHATUBHE MEPKH MPHUPOIHO CE pa3INKyBaa
cropeq MO/DKMHATA Ha Ka3Hata W BUAOT Ha
3JI0CTOPCTBOTO IIITO TO HampaBwie. [ pymnata Ha
OHHE IITO CIY)KaT aNTePHATHBHU MEPKH BKIY-
YyBa WHAWBUIYU INTO HANpaBwie OCIHU 3II0C-
TopcTBa (00MA 3a Kpak0a M HEHACWIIHH Kpax-
0u, cooOpakajHH MPEKPIIONHN, HAPYIIYBamke Ha
JABHHOT MU, MPEKPIIyBamkhe Ha CEMEJHU OOBp-
CKH). ANITepHATHBHH MEPKH BO HalllaTa 3eMja ce
OTIITOKOPHCHA paboTa (M3peveHa 3a HajMHOTY
TpU Mecelr), KyKkeH MpUTBOp (M3peucH 3a
HajMHOTY €IJHa ToANHa). MHUHIMAIHOTO TpacHmke
Ha KasHaTa BO rpyrnara Ha OpeCTallHUIW IITO
CIyXaT anTepHaTuBHU Ka3zHU € 0.25 roawHwm, a
makcumairaoto 0.30 (M = 0.73 ; CI = 0.46).
prnaTa Ha HWCIUTAHUIM IITO OTCIYXYyBaaT
3aTBOPCKA Ka3Ha, BKIYYYBajKU TH M OHHE IITO
MMaaTr U3BPIICHO TEIIKU 3JI0CTOPCTBA (HaHECY-
Babe TEJIECHU MOBPEAH, Kpax0Oa, 3arpo3yBarbe
Ha YOBEKOBaTa 0€30€JHOCT M CEMEjHO HAaCHII-
cTBO). MUHMMaITHATa Ka3Ha 3a rpynaTa UCIUTa-
HUIM KOHM OTCITYXKYBaaT 3aTBOPCKA Ka3Ha € TPH
TOIMHY, 8 MaKCHMAaITHaTa Ka3Ha € JABaHaeceT ro-
muan (M=3.74; C1=2.25).

3a yTBpIyBame Ha Pa3IHKHUTE ME'y OBUE IPYIIH,
Ha IOJHMBOAaTa Ha TecToT Ha ocoounn KOH 6,
Oemre KOPUCTEHA  CTaTHCTHUYKATa
MAHOBA (tabena 2 momomy).

aHajm3a

The total number of respondents was 391, of
whom 152 were offenders in prison, 91
offenders serving alternative sanctions, and
148 were general population without history
of any offence. All the respondents were
males. The greater part of the respondents are
city residents (group “A” 82.89%, group “B”
80.21%, group “C” 71.48%). The majority of
respondents  have  secondary  school
qualifications (group “A” 57.89%, group “B”
63.73%, group “C” 78.37%). Approximately
half of the respondents in groups “B”
(46.15%) and “C”(55.40%) are married,
while in group “A” fewer respondents are
married (23.68%). The groups of convicts and
offenders serving alternative  sanctions
naturally differed according to the length of
punishment and type of crime committed. The
group of those serving alternative penalties
included individuals who had committed
petty crimes (attempted robberies and non-
violent thefts, traffic infringements, public
disturbance, breach of family duties.
Alternative punishments in our country are:
community service (imposed for a maximum
of three months) and house arrest (lasting
maximum of one year). Minimum duration of
penalty in the group of respondents serving
alternative punishments was 0.25 years, and
the maximum 0.30 years (M = 0.73; SD =
0.46). The group of respondents serving a
prison sentence included those who had
committed serious crimes (serious bodily
harm, robbery, jeopardizing human safety,
and family violence). Minimum duration of
penalty in the group of respondents serving a
prison sentence was three years and
maximum duration was twelve years
(M=3.74; SD=2.25).

For determining the differences between these
groups on subscales of personality tests KON
6, the MANOVA statistic analysis was used.
[Table 2 below].
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Tadena 2. 3a ucnuTyBambe Ha Pa3IMKHUTE MEry
rpynure criopen Bapujabnurte Ha ckanara KOH-6
Oeme KOpHCTEHa MYJITHBapHjaHTHATA aHAN3a Ha
Bapujancata (MAHOBA)

Table 2. Multivariate analysis of variance
(MANOVA) was used to examine differences
between the groups on variables on the scales
KON-6

I'pyma A / group|||I'pyma B
A" group "B"

/{||Tpyma B /
group "C* Partial

(n=152) (n=91)

(n=148) F Sig. Eta

Ckanu (J1u4HA ocoOuHHU) /
Scales (Personality traits)

Squared

[M(sD)

[M(sD)

|| [M(sD) |

UIICUJIOH-Cucrem 3a
perynanyja Ha
AKTHBHOCTHTE

(ekcTpoBEpTHOCT) / | 109.31(19.06)

|104.66(18.14)

|| [108.6017.07) ||[2.05 ||[0.130 || |0.01

EPSILON-Activity
regulati n system
(Extrove sion)

XU-perynanuja Ha
OpraHcKuTe QYHKLUH 1

KOHTPOJIEH CUCTEM

(xucrepuja) / HI-Organic |71'38(30'13)*

|53.23(22.1

|| [55.49(24.56) |||18. 1 |||0.000** || |0.09

functions regulation and
control system (Hysteria

AJIDA-perynanuja Ha
nedaH3MBHATA peaKLHja U
KOHTPOJICH CHCTEM

(ankcrosoct) / ALPHA - || [86.76(25.73) || [69.19(23.06)

||[70.40( 93 ||[2072 ]{[0.000** ]| |0.10

Defence reaction
regulation and control
system (Anxiety)

CUI'MA-perynanuja Ha
Hararaykara peakuuja u
KOHTPOJICH CHCTEM

(arpecusHoct) / SIGMA - |104.16(22.63)*

|87.48(20.74)

[87.11(17.16)

[26.44 ||[0.000+ ]||o1

Attack reaction regulation
and control system
(Aggressiveness)

JIEJITA-xoopanHAaTUBEH
CHCTEM Ha PeryaaliCKuTe

mporecH (TICUXOTHIM3aM) /

*
DELTA- Regulatory |72_59(27_4g)

|51.45(16.78)

|| |53.57(24.08)

[31.72 ||[0.000~* ||[0.14

processes coordination
system (Psychoticism)

ETA-unrerpamnucku
CUCTEM Ha PeryJaTHBHUTE
dynkuun (couujanna

nHrerpanuja) / ETA - |68.48(27.17)*

|50.26(18.34)

|55.57(22.51)

[15.22 ||[0.000** ]|[0.07

Regulative functions
integration system (social
Integration)

*nosucok npoceuen pesynmam / higher average scores
**cmamucmuuku 3nauajuo / statistically significant (p <0.01)

Kombunayuja 00 sasuchume eapujabnu / Combination of dependent variables: F=6.64, Sig.=0.00, Partial Eta

Squared=0.09
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Pacnpenen6ara Ha pe3yaTaTHTe OJ] LIECTE MOJ-
HHUBOA O] TECTOT Ha OCOOMHM Ha Oarepujara
KOH 6, nokaka moBHCOKH pe3yNATaTH Ha HUBO-
TO 3a XUCTEepHja, arPECUBHOCT, TICUXOTHIIN3aM U
UHTerpanyja Bo rpymara ,,A*. I'onemuHaTa Ha
HUBOTO 32 €KCTPOBEPTHOCT U aHKCHO3HOCT, IO~
Kaxxa mpocedHo (pyHKunoHmpame. ['onemunaTa
Ha pesyiraTure Bo rpymure ,,b“ u ,,B“ ce Ha
MIPOCEYHOTO HUBO Ha pacmpenenoda.
MyiTuBapyjaHTHATa aHajiW3a Ha BapHjaHcara
(MAHOBA) nokaxa Jieka uMa pa3jiuky momery
TPYIHTE BO CHTE JIMYHH OCOOMHH, HE BKIIy-
YyBajKH ja EKCTPOBEPTHOCTA, Kaje NITO HeMa
snavajuu pasnmuku (F = 2.05; df = 2; p> 0.05).
CTaTUCTHYKHM 3HAYajHU Pa3IuKd MOMery rpy-
IUTE ce T0jaBHja BO OJHOC HAa JUMEH3UUTE:
xucreprja (F = 18.91; df = 2; p < 0.05); ank-
cuosnoct (F = 20.72; df = 2; p < 0.05); arpe-
cusnoct (F = 26.44; df = 2; p < 0.05); mcuxo-
tammsam (F = 31.72; df = 2; p < 0.05) u unrer-
paumja (F = 15.25; df = 2; p < 0.05).
lonemunata Ha BrnujaHuero Ha (menmymHo ETA
Ha KBaJpaT) rpynara o] 3aBUCHH Bapujabdiu ce
memwku o 0.07 mo 0.14, mTo mpercTaByBa yme-
PEHO JI0 TOJIEMO BIIHjaHHE.

CraTuCTHYKM 3HAauYajHAa pa3iidKa HCTO Taka €
MIPOHAjIICHA NTOMEl'y TPYIIUTE BO OAHOC HAa KOM-
OuHanMjaTa Ha 3aBucHHUTE Bapujadmu (F = 6.64;
p<0.05). Biujanuero Ha rpymnure Bp3 KOMOM-
HalMjaTa Ha 3aBUCHUTE Bapujabiiu € yMepeHO.
HcnuryBameTo Ha COOJHOCOT Mery BapHjadiiuTe
— KOHATHUBHU AWMCH3UH Ha OCOOWMHHTE U TIPH-
MaJHUTE BapujabiM — 3a €IHA O JIBeTe IPyNU
NpeCcTalHUIM (KOM HMMaaT pa3IMyHO KPHMH-
HAJTHO OIHECYBamke) M HEMPECTAIHUINTE ¢
CIPOBEICHO CIIOpPE] MOJECIOT Ha KaHOHCKATa
JMICKpUMHUHATHBHA aHanu3a (Tabena 3 mojony).
Kanonckara kopenanuja (Rh), koja mokaxysa
MTO € pa3iudHO Mery TUCKPUMHHUPAYKHTE
GbyHKIMKM ¥ Tipumiara Ha rpyna ,,A“ win rpyna
b e Rh = 0.437 (Wilks’ lambda = 0.80, ¥*(6)
= 50.35, p = 0.000) memoHCTpHpajku CTATHC-
THYKH 3Ha4YajHA pasjiuKa IOMery TpyIHTe.
HuckpumunatuHata ¢pyakuuja (JICL]) xoja ru
naeHTH(UKYBa BapHjabIUTe IITO TH CO34aBaaT
HAJjTOJIEMHUTE Pa3IMKHA MOMery rpymuTe ,,A“ u
,,b*“ € 3HauajHa 3aroa mro p e moman on 0.05.
KaHoHCckaTa Kopenaiyja koja ja moKaxxyBa To-
BP3aHOCTA ITOMETY TUCKPHMUHATHBHA (DYHKINU
KOM Ipumaraar Ha rpymnara ,,B“ uiu Ha rpynara
»A“ e Rh = 0.394 (Wilks’ lambda = 0.84, y*(6)
= 50.36, p = 0.000) memoHCTpHpajku CTaTHC-
TUYKH 3Ha4YajHA pasjihKa IOMery TpYIHTE.

Distribution of the results on six subscales of
the personality test battery KONG6 showed
higher average scores on the scales that
measured Hysteria, Aggressiveness,
Psychoticism and Integration in group "A".
Dimensions of scale, which  measure
Extraversion and Anxiety, manifested average
functioning. For all dimensions scale scores in
group "B" and group "C" are at the level of
average operation.

Multivariate analysis of variance (MANOVA)
shows that there are differences between groups
in all personality traits except Extraversion,
where there are no significant differences (F =
2.05; df = 2; p> 0.05). Statistically significant
differences between the groups appear in regard
to dimensions: Hysteria (F = 18.91; df = 2; p <
0.05); Anxiety (F = 20.72; df = 2; p < 0.05);
Aggressiveness (F = 26.44; df = 2; p < 0.05);
Psychoticism (F = 31.72; df = 2; p < 0.05) and
Integration (F = 15.25; df = 2; p < 0.05).

The extent of the influence of the (Partial Eta
Square) group on dependent variables ranges
from 0.07 to 0.14, which represents a moderate
to great influence.

A statistically significant difference was also
found between the groups in regard to the
combination of dependent variables (F = 6.64;
p<0.05). The extent of the group’s influence on
the combination of dependent variables is
moderate.

Examination of the relationship between
variables- conative personality dimensions and
affiliation variables - for one of the two groups
of offenders(who have different criminal
behavior) and the non-offenders group was
conducted under the model of canonic
discriminatory analysis. [Table 3 below].
Canonical correlation (Rh), which shows us
what is different between discriminant functions
and belonging to group "A" or to group "B" is
Rh = 0.437 (Wilks’ lambda = 0.80, %(6) =
50.35, p = 0.000) demonstrating a statistically
significant difference between groups. The
discriminant function (DSC) that identifies the
variables that create the greatest difference
between groups "A" and "B" is significant since
the p-layer is lower than 0.05. Canonical
correlation which shows us the link between
discriminant functions and belonging to group
"C" or group "A" is Rh = 0.394 (Wilks’ lambda
= 0.84, v(6) = 50.36, p = 0.000) which shows
a statistically significant difference between
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HuckpumunaruBHata ¢yHkiuja (JCH) koja ru
HICHTH(UKYBa BapHjaOJIUTE IITO TH CO3/1aBaaT
HajTOJIEMUTE PA3IUKUA MMOMery rpynure ,,B“ u
»A“ e 3HauajHa 3aToa mwrTo p e momain oxn 0.05.
KaHoHckaTa kopenamuja Koja HM ja MOKaXyBa
MOBpP3aHOCTa  MOMEry  ITUCKPHMHHATHBHATA
(yHKIMja Koja mpwrara Ha rpynara ,,b wumm
rpymnara ,,B“, ¢ Rh = 0.128 (Wilks’ lambda =
0.98, *(6) =3.83, p = 0.069), nemoncTpupaj-
KM JIleKa HeMa CTAaTHCTHYKHM 3Ha4yajHa PasiIiKa
moMery rtpynure. JuckpuMuHaTHBHAaTa (QYH-
kuyja (JACL) xoja ru uaeHTu(uKyBa Bapujad-
JUTE INTO TH CO3IaBaaT HAJTOJEMUTE Pa3IIUKH
momery rpynure ,,b“ u ,,B“ He e 3HauajHa OH-
nejku p e morosiem of 0.05 (Tabena 3).

Tadema 3. luckpumuHatuBHa ¢yHkumja (JCH)
Koja TM TMperno3HaBa BapHjadIUTEe INTO TIH
co03/1aBaaT HajrOJIEMUTE PA3JIMKU IIOMEly TPyIuTe

groups. The discriminant function (DSC) that
identifies the variables that create the greatest
difference between groups "C" and "A" is
significant since the p-layer is lower than 0.05.
Canonical correlation that shows us the link
between discriminant functions and belonging
to group "B" and to group "C" is Rh = 0.128
(Wilks* lambda = 0.98, »%(6) = 3.83, p =
0.069), which indicates that there are no
statistically significant differences between the
groups. The discriminating function (DSC) that
identifies the variables that create the greatest
difference between groups "B" and "C" is not
significant since the p-layer is greater than 0.05
(Table 3)

Table 3. The discriminant function (DSC) that
identifies the variables that create the greatest
difference between groups

I'pyma / Group Sﬁ?&ﬂa / Rh Wilks’ lambda v df P -value
AvsB/"A"vs"B" | DSC 0.437 50.35 6 0.000*
Bvs A/"C"vs"A" | DSC 0.394 50.36 6 0.000*
bvsB/"B"vs"C" DSC 0.128 3.83 6 6.699

Jlezenoa: JICL] — ouckpumunamuena Qyuxyuja; y? - bapmnemos Xu-xeaopamen mecm; Rh-Kanoncka xopenayuja
nomery OUCKpUMUHATIUEHAMA PYHYUja U Kame2opuuHume eapujabau (m.e., apujadau wmo coopicam ungopmayuu 3a

HOMEKIOMO Ha 2pynama);
*emamuuku 3uauajno (p <0.01)

Legend: DSC - Discriminant function; x? - Bartlett’s Chi-square test; Rh- Canonical correlation between discriminant
function and the categorical variables (that is, variables containing information about the origin of the group);

*statistically significant (p <0.01)

Tao6ena 4. Cranpapau3upanu KaHOHCKH
JWCKPAMUHATHBHA  KOoeHIMEHTH  (cC) "
CTpyKTypHO-KOpEIaIicKA Koe(puIueHTtH (IC) Mery
rpymure

Table 4. Standardized Canonical Discriminant
Coefficients (cc) and Structure
Correlation Coefficients (rc) between the groups

AvsB/"A" vs "B" Bvs A/"C"vs"A"

JInunu ocoGunm / Personality traits cc Rc cc rc

EKCTPOBEPTHOCT / EXTRAVERSION 0.18 0.24 -0.06 0.04
XUCTEPUJA / HYSTERIA 0.06 0.66 0.03 0.67
AHKCHO3HOCT / ANXIETY 0.27 0.71 0.32 0.74
ATPECHUBHOCT / AGGRESSIVENESS 0.30* 0.76 0.51* 0.83
JUCOLHUJATUBHOCT / DISOCIATIVITY 0.18 0.88 0.74* 0.86
UHTEI'PUTET / INTEGRATIVITY -0.58* 0.59 -0.54* 0.60

*Camo onue ocobunu xou ja oeunupaam OUCKpUMUHUpAYKAMa QYHKYuja ce 3eMeHu Npeosud 4uja ancorymud

speonocm na Cmanoapousupanuom KaHoHCKY OUCKpUMUHUPauKy koeguyuenm (cc) e noconema oo 0.3.

*Only those traits that define the discriminant function were considered whose absolute value of Standardized
Canonical Discriminant Coefficients (cc) was greater than 0.3.
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OcoOuHN KoM TpUIOHECYBAaT 3a pas3lIUKUTE
Mefy rpynure ,,A“ u ,,b* ce unrerpauuja u ar-
pecuBHOCT. OcoOHMHATA IITO HAJIOOPO TH JIEH
JIBETE IPYITU ¢ HHTETrpanujara, Hej3HHUOT JIey-
MeH MpHUIoHEC Ha (QyHKIMjaTa € BUCOK U CO He-
raTuBeH 3Hak (cc=-0.58), momeka Kopenarujara
co ¢ynkuujata e p=0.59. Ipyra nuuna ocobnna
KOja IIpHJIOHECYBa KOH JUCKpPUMHHALMjaTa € ar-
pecuBHocTa (cc=0.30; p=0.76). [IpuaoHecoT Ha
AaHKCHMO3HOCTA Ha JWCKPUMHHHpadKara (yHK-
[[Mja HE3aBHCHO OJ] JpYyruTe KapaKTepHCTHKa
(cc=0.27) ce cMeTa 3a Maj, HO KOpenalujaTa Ha
OBHE OCOOMHHM CO (YHKIMjaTa € MHOTY II03-
HauyajHa (p=0.71). MHTepecHO € 1neka ICUXO-
THLOM3MOT WMa JEIYMHO Majl TpHAOHEC Ha
¢ynkmjara (cc=0.18), a BUCOka Kopenaiuja co
¢ynkumjara (p=0.88). IIpumonecoT Ha Apyrute
JBe ocoOuHH, ekcTpoBepTHOCT (cc=0.18) u xuc-
tepuja (cc=0.06), He e 3HauacH. XuUcTepujara
MMa rojieMa IoBp3aHoCT CO JUCKPUMUHHpAUKaTa
¢ynakumja (p=0.66), noneka eKCTpPOBEpTHOCTA
MMa Majla TIOBP3aHOCT CO AMCKPUMHHHPAYKATa
¢yakmmja (p= 0.24) (tabena 4). Hamepure Ha
KanoHckata rpyma (UeHTpOMAM) TOKa)xKyBaatr
JIeKa WMa jacHa pa3iuka NoMery JINJIHUTE
0COOMHM Ha JBeTe TPYNH TIPECTAMHUIN KOU
OTCITy)KyBaaT 3aTBopcka kasHa (0.37) u rpymnara
MPECTAHUIM OCYJeHA HA AITCPHATUBHH MEPKU
(- 0.62), 6azupanHo Ha IITO MOYKEME J1a 3aKITyUH-
Me Jieka Ha OHWE MPECTAIHUIN OCYJCHH Ha all-
TEpHATUBHU MEDPKH, JIMYHATa 0COOMHA MHTErpa-
[I1ja, KOja UMa HETaTHBCH 3HAK, ¢ 3roJIeMEHa, H
JieKa THe ce T0JI00p0 MHTErPUPaHK O OHHE ILITO
ce OCYJIeHH Ha 3aTBOpPCKA Ka3Ha. ATPECHBHOCTA,
KOja MMa TO3UTHBEH 3HAK, € TIOU3pa3eHa Kaj 3aT-
BOPCHUTE TIpecTamHuIM. [IpenBunenaTa mpumai-
HOCT ¢ noTBpaeHa co 70.8% ox ycremHo rpymnu-
paHUTE MPECTAITHHUIIH.

CriopezieHO co ycloBHTE Ha rpynarta ,,B“ u rpy-
mata ,,A*, INCKpUMHHHpadykata (yHKIHja ne-
¢uHMpa ncuxotuzam (cc= 0.74, p= 0.86), unre-
rpamuja (cc= - 0.54, p= 0.60), arpecuBHOCT (cC=
0.51, p = 0.82) u ankcuosznoct (cc= 0.32, p=
0,74). He3HauaeH mpujoHec Ha (QyHKIHjaTa €
najeH oj ekcrposeptHocTa (cc= -0.06, p= 0.04)
u xucrepujata (cc= 0.03, p=0.67) (Buau Tadbena
4). Tloparomurte o rpynara Ha UEHTPOUIU
MOKaXyBaaT Jeka UMa jacHa pa3liuKa BO JIMIHU-
T€ 0COOMHHM MOMETry TPYNUTe HeMpeCTanHuIH (-
0.433) w Tpynara 3aTBOPCKH OCYICHHUIH
(0.422). IlpernocTaBeHata NpUNaAHOCT € MOT-
BpAeHa co 67.3% o ycHemHo TrpynupaHuTe
MIPECTAITHHIIH.

Traits that contribute to the difference between
group "A" and group "B" are Integration and
Aggressiveness. The feature that best separates
these two groups is Integration, its partial
contribution to the function is high and with a
negative sign (cc = - 0.58), while its correlation
with the function is r = 0.59. Another
personality ~ trait which contributes to
discrimination is Aggressiveness (cc = 0.30; r =
0.76). The contribution of Anxiety to the
discriminant function independently of the other
characteristics (cc = 0.27) is considered small,
but the correlation of these traits with the
function was much more significant (r = 0.71).
It is interesting that Psychoticism has a low
partial contribution to the function (cc = 0.18)
and high correlation with the function (r =
0.88). The contribution of the other two
properties, Extraversion (cc = 0.18) and
Hysteria (cc = 0.06), was not significant.
Hysteria had a high correlation with the
discriminant function (r) = 0.66, while
Extraversion had a low correlation with the
discriminant function (r = 0.24) (Table 4).
Canonical Group Means (centroids) show that
there is a clear difference in the personality
traits between the group of offenders serving
prison sentences (0.37) and the group of
offenders serving alternative sanctions (- 0.62),
based on which we can conclude that for those
sentenced to alternative sanctions, the
personality trait Integration, which has a
negative sign, is emphasized, and that they are
better integrated than those sentenced to prison.
Aggressiveness, which has a positive sign, is
more emphasized in the group of imprisoned
offenders. The predicted affiliation was
confirmed with 70.8% of successfully grouped
offenders.

Compared to group "C" and group "A" terms,
the discriminant function defines Psychoticism
(cc=0.74,r =0.86), Integration (cc =- 0.54,r =
0.60), Aggressiveness (cc = 0.51, r = 0.82), and
Anxiety (cc = 0.32, r = 0.74). Insignificant
contribution to the function is given by
Extraversion (cc = - 0.06, r = 0.04) and Hysteria
(cc =0.03, r = 0.67) (see Table 4.) The data of
the group centroids show that there is a clear
difference in personality traits between the
group of non-offenders (- 0.433) and the group
of prison offenders ( 0.422). The predicted
affiliation was confirmed with 67.3% of
successfully grouped offenders.
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Huckycuja

LlenTa Ha CIIpOBEAEGHOTO MCTPaKyBame € (PyHK-
UOHNPAKETO Ha perylaTopuTe 3a IehHHUpa-
HUTE OpraHckute (QYHKIUU U HAPYIIyBamaTa Ha
perynaToputre OATOBOPHH 3a II0jaBa Ha I1aTO-
JIOITKO OJlHECyBamwe. llenTa koja ja mocraBuBMe
BO OBaa cTyadja Oemle Ja ja oIpeau MOCTaBe-
HOCTa Ha OCHOBHHUTE JINYHU OCOOHMHU Kaj 3aTBO-
PCHH MHIMBHIYU U OHUE KOH CIIyXKaT alTepHa-
TUBHH Ka3HU M KaKO Taa Cce pPasnKyBa, U KOU
JIUYHU OCOOMHHU C€ PAa3IMYHU Kaj OCYICHHTE
WHIUBUAYH U HeocyaeHata momyianuja. [Iper-
XOIHU CTYAWHU TOKakaa JeKa BO 3aTBOP MOXKeE
Jla ce Haj/laT arpeCUBHU, aHKCHO3HH, COLIMjaTHO
HEMHTETPUPAHH, TPETIICUXOTUYHH, JCIPECHBHH,
napaHouYHu HHaMBUAYH (2,5-7,18,22-25). Hcro
TaKa, CIiopesl pe3yJITaThTe OJ] CTyAHjaTa co el
Jla ce aHaJM3upaaT MOKHOCTHTE BO Aj3eHKOBa-
Ta CKajla 3a INpEeABUIyBambe Ha IPECTATHHYKO
OJTHECYBam-€, TIOTBPJCHO € NeKa JHYHHUTE OCO-
OMHM MOXaT CUTYpHO Ja objacHaT 67,58% of
BapHjallMUTe Ha JICIUKBCHTHOTO OJJHECYBahE
(26).

AHanu3uTe Ha Bapyjalyjata BO HamaTa cTyauja
MOKakaa JieKa MoMery TpUTe TPYIH Ha WCIHTa-
HUIIKM UMa CTAaTUCTUYKU 3Ha'~lajHI/I pas3IiMKu BO
CIICJIHUTE JTMYHHU OCOOMHHM: XHCTEPHja, AaHKCHO3-
HOCT, arpecUBHOCT, IICUXOTHUIIM3aM W HHTETpa-
II1ja BO ONIITECTBEHaTa cpeauHa. Ha ckamata
KOja ja Mepelie eKCTPOBEPTHOCTA HeMallle CTa-
TUCTUYKM 3HAYajHA pa3jivka MmoMery rpymnure.
Bo ciyuaj Ha €KCTpPOBEpTHOCT, APYTH aBTOPH
CMeTaaT JeKa oBaa JIMYHAa OCOOWHA € MHOTY
OJIMCKYy TIOBp3aHA CO aHTHUCOIMjaHO OJIHECYBa-
we (9,10). Kako u ma e, HEKOJKy AOKa3H OJ
JPYTH CTYAWU TIOCOYYBAaT JIeKa MOrojeMa eKcr-
POBEPTHOCT C€ CpeKaBa Kaj pPEIUIUBHCTH
OTKOIIKY Kaj HepeuuauBUCTH (8), Koe MOXe Ia
Ce MHTEpIpeTupa co Aj3eHKOBaTa TEOpHja JcKa
SKCTPOBEPTHUTE JMYHOCTH, MOPagN HUBHHUTE
TCHETCKH MPEANCIIO3UIINH, TOKHUBYBAAT CEPHO3-
HU KOPTHUKAIHU MOOYAyBama U IO JOCTUTHYBA-
aT ONTHMAIHOTO HHUBO Ha OYIEHE; KOPTEKCOT €
BO TIOCTOjaHa IOTpara 3a HOBAa CHMYyJaluja |
rojeMa € BepojaTHOCTa Ja OMIaT CKIOHH KOH
morojeMa KpMMUHAJTHa aKTHBHOCT O] OHaa Ha
HUHTpOBepTUTE (2).

AHamm3aTa Ha KaHOHCKUOT JWCKPHUMUHHPAYKU
KOCQUIIMEHT W CTPYKTypaTra Ha KAaHOHCKHUTE
GyHKIUM, TaJeH CO JIMHEapHa Kopenanyja mo-

Discussion

The conducted research was aimed at the
functioning of the regulators of organic
functions defined and disorders of regulators
responsible for the manifestation of pathological
behavior. The goal we set in the present study
was to determine at which constellation of basic
personality traits incarcerated individuals and
those serving alternative sanctions differ, and
which traits make the difference between the
condemned and the non-criminal populations.
Previous studies have already shown that in
prison one can find a considerable number of
aggressive, anxious, socially poorly integrated,
pre-psychotic, depressed, paranoid, and similar
individuals (2,5-7,18,22-25). Also, according to
the results of the study aimed at analyzing the
possibilities of Eysenck scales in predicting
delinquent behavior, it was confirmed that
personality traits can reliably explain 67.58% of
the variance of delinquent behavior (26).

The analysis of variance in our study showed
that among the three groups of respondents
there were statistically significant differences
in the following personality traits: Hysteria,
Anxiety, Aggressiveness, Psychoticism, and
Integration in the social environment. On the
scale which measures Extraversion there
was no statistically significant difference
between groups. In the case of Extraversion,
other authors also suggest that this trait is not
highly correlated with antisocial behavior
(9,10). However, there is various evidence
from other studies indicating that higher
Extraversion differentiates recidivists from
non-recidivists (8), which can be interpreted
by Eysenck’s theory that Extraverts, because
of their genetic predisposition, experience
severe cortical excitation and reach the
optimum level of awakening; the cortex is
constantly looking for new stimulation and is
likely to be more inclined toward criminal
activity greater than that of introverts (2).
Analysis of canonical discriminant coefficients,
and structure of the canonical functions, given
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Mery IIecTe JIMYHU OCOOWHH, OTKpHU JieKa pas3-
JUKHUTE BO CTPYKTypaTa Ha OCOOMHHUTE MOMeEry
ZIBETE TPYIH MPECTATHUIN IPOU3IIETYBAAT Mpel
c¢ on aucolyjanujata Ha ocobuHara. Bo cekoj
ciy4aj, ocOOMHATa INTO T'M CO3/1aBa Hajroe-
MUTE Pa3ivKH BO JCIYMHHOT NPHIOHEC € HH-
Terpanyjara, oBa CO3HaHHE He HE M3HEHaIyBa U
¢ BO cormacHocT co pesyaratute on Cale (5),
JeKa Kaj KPUMUHAIIWTE KOM W3BpIIyBaaT ce-
PHO3HH KpUMHUHAJIHH Jeja ce 3alenexyBaaT
JUYHU OCOOMHHU IITO YKa)KyBaaT Ha MpoOieMu
BO COIMjaJJHATE OZHOCU. ATPECHBHOCTA € BTO-
para HajBa)KHa KapaKTepHCTHKa BO mopendara
Ha JIBETE TPYMU Ha MPECTAIHUIIM, IITO € U 3aK-
JY9IOK OJ] IPYTH CTYINY KOH ja HCIIUTYBaaT 3Ha-
YajHOCTa HA arpecUBHOCTa Kaj CEpHO3HUTE
MPECTAITHINN U Kaj OHHE CO MTOMAH MPECTaru
(9,10). UcTpaxxyBamaTa Ha OBaa TeMa BO Halla-
Ta perdja MmocovyBaar JieKa HaCUIIHHTE OCyie-
HUIM TIOCTUTHYBAaaT IOBHCOKH pE3yITaTH BO
criopeida Co HEHACHJIHUTE OCYACHHIH, KaKo M
BO cItopenda co UCTIMTAHUIIM O] OIIITATa Oy~
Janyja Bo cekoj BuA Ha arpecuBHocta (17). Bo
MHOTY CTYIWH, arpECUBHOCTA € JIOKaKaHa KaKo
KapaKTePUCTHYCH MHIUKATOP HA PEIHINBH3AM.
Cryaujata BO KOja € MepeHa arpecujata Ha
Aj3eHKoBaTa cKaja BO PAMKUTE Ha IICHXOTHIIN3-
MOT, JOKaXa JieKka uMa rojeMa Kopesauuja 1o-
Merly TICHXOTHIU3MOT U IIPOMEHHUTE BO aHTHCO-
[UjaTHOTO OJHECYBambe€ Kako BaHIAM3aM U
Kpaxk6a npu cepruo3nu npecranu (10).

AHamm3aTa Ha pe3yiTaTHTEe OJ KaHOHCKATa
KopeJanmja nmomMery JHCKpUMUHATUBHUTE (yH-
KLU U IpyTH Bapujabiy Koja MpHImara Ha Tpy-
raTa HeIpeCTallHULM WM Ha rpymara 3aTBope-
HUIIM, TOCOYH JeKa JINYHUTE OCOOWHH MOXKAT
Jla HampaBar mojenda Mely MNpecTalHUINd U
HEMpECTAITHUIH. Kanonckure ananusu Ha JABETEC
HUCIIMTaHU I'PYIHU IIOKaXKaa I€Ka IMCUXOTUILTU3MOT
Kako OocOOMHAa WMa HajrojieMO BIHjaHUE Bp3
pasnukuTe moMery oue ABe rpynu. [louHyBaj-
ku 0J1 o0jacHyBamaTa Ha HapyllyBamaTa Ha oc-
HOBHHTE PETYIaToOpy 00jacHETH 0] MOMUPOBHUK
(11), Mmo>xe 1a ce MPETIOCTaBU JieKa BO Ipyrara
Ha 3aTBOPCKU NPECTAITHHUIM HMa TaKBH KOHU
MOKaXXyBaaT IIM30UIHOCT, MApaHOja U MAHUIHU
CHUMIITOMH, KOU KOPECIIOHAMpaaT Ha Aj3eHKO-
BUOT omuc Ha ncuxotuuusam (2). Mma mHO-
ryOpOjHH CTYANH KOU ja JOKaXKaie BaKHOCTA Ha
MCUXOTUIIM3MOT KaKo IPEIBECHUK Ha KPHMH-
HaJHO onmHecyBamwe (6, 7, 9, 19). Ilcuxomomr-

by linear correlations between the six
personality traits, revealed that differences in
personality structure between the two groups of
offenders stem primarily from dissociation of
personality. However, the trait that produces the
biggest differences to partial contribution is
Integration; this finding does not surprise us
and it is consistent with the result given by Cale
(5), that in criminals who committed serious
criminal acts personality traits that point to
problems in  social relations  occur.
Aggressiveness is the second most important
characteristic in the differentiation of the two
groups of offenders, which is the conclusion of
other studies that have examined the importance
of aggression in differentiating severe and
minor offenders (9,10). Research on this topic
in our region says that violent convicts achieve
higher scores in relation to non-violent inmates,
as well as in comparison to respondents from
the general population in all dimensions of
Aggressiveness  (17). In many studies,
Aggressiveness has been proven to be the
feature which is the main predictor of
recidivism. The study that measured
Aggressiveness by the Eysenck scale within
psychoticism, proved there is a high correlation
between psychoticism and modalities of
antisocial behavior such as vandalism and theft
in severe offenders (10).

Analysis of the results of canonical correlation
between discriminant functions and other
variables: belonging to a group of non-offenders
or a group of prisoners indicated that
personality traits obviously can separate
offenders from non-offenders. Canonical
analyses of the two analyzed groups showed
that Psychoticism traits give the largest
contribution to the differentiation of these two
groups. Starting from the definitions of
disorders of basic regulators that Momirovic
explains (11), it can be assumed that in the
group of offenders in prison there are those who
exhibit schizoid, paranoid and manic symptoms,
which  would correspond to Eysenck’s
description of Psychoticism (2). There are
numerous studies that proved the validity of
Psychoticism as a predictor of criminal behavior
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KHTE OCHOBHU Ha MICHXOTHIIU3MOT C¢ YIITE HE Ce
JOBOJIHO jacHH (6). HamuTe co3HaHuja Aeka Kaj
WHIUBUIYHTE KOH OMiIe OCYACHH Ha 3aTBOPCKA
Ka3Ha c& IMOYECTO CE CIIydyBaaT MpoOJieMH BO
CHCTEMOT Ha WMHTErpallfja Ha PEerylaTOPCKUTE
(GYHKIUH OJTOIITO Kaj HENPECTAITHUIIUTE, CE BO
COITACHOCT CO CO3HaHM]jaTa KOW pacipaBaar Jie-
Ka crabara colyjann3anyja € eaHa o TJIaBHUTE
MPUYUHHU 32 310cTOpcTBO (5). [locnabara couu-
jaJHa MHTErpaluja, Copes Toa, € 0COOMHA IITO
jAcHO T'l pa3rpaHUyyBa MPECTAHULUTE O]l Hell-
pecramuuire. Tperata KapakTepHCTHKa Koja
JlaBa 3HaYacH MPHUIOHEC 3a pas3iiKaTa Ha Ipec-
TAIHUITUTE OJ1 OIINTATa MOMyJIalija € arpecuB-
HOCTA, IITO HE € HEeIITO HOBO, 3eMajKH ro Ipe/-
BHJI OpPOjOT Ha TICUXOJIOMIKH, KPUMHUHOJIOIIKH 1
HEBPOOHUOJIOIIKY CTYANN KOH ja IOBP3yBaaT ar-
pECHBHOCTa CO KPHMHHAIHOTO OJHECYBame
(16). AHKCHO3HOCTA UCTO TaKa MHOTY IIPUIOHE-
CyBa 3a pa3iuKara moMery JBETe UCIUTYBaHH
IPYIH, OJIeKa XUCTepHjaTa HeMa 3HAYajHO BIIH-
janue Ha paznukute. Cropen Toa AeKka aHKCHO3-
HOCTa € WJCHTHYHA Ha (AKTOPOT HA HEBPOTH-
mu3mot on MoxaeiaoT Ha McCrae & Costa (27).
Hamure co3HaHuja 3a 3Ha4ajHOCTa HAa aHKCHO3-
HOCTa 3a Np€ABUAYBAKHECTO HA KPUMHUHAJIIHO OJ1-
HECyBambe MOXKAT J1a OMIAaT CIIMYHU CO 3aKITy4O0-
KOT HAa aBTOPUTE KOW CMETAar JeKa HEBPOTH-
[{3MOT € MHOTY TIOBP3aH CO KPUMHUHAIHOTO O/I-
HecyBambe (5, 28). HeocmopHo € BO HaIIIUTE HC-
TpaXkyBama JieKa OBHe OCOOMHU He ce TpeBec-
HUIIM HA PA3JIUKKUTE IOMETry OMAITUTE TIPeCcTarl-
HULM W OIIITAaTa MOMyJanuja, TYKy MoMery
NPECTAITHUIIUTE KOM CE€ BO 3aTBOpP M OMINTATAa
MoTmyJanyja.

Hamure co3nanuja mokakaa JIeka eKCTPOBEpPT-
HOCTa HEMa 3HavacH MPUAOHEC 3a pa3jnuKaTa
l'[OMelr“y NPECTAITHUIUTE U OIITaTa MmoIryjanu-
ja, HUTY 3a pa3iuKaTa rmoMely IBeTe rpynu Ha
MPECTAIHUIIN, KOU CE€ UCTU CIIOPE PE3YIITAaTHUTE
Ha Miller u Lainam (9). Bo MeTaaHanuTudkara
crynuja crnposenena oxn Cale (5), He Gemre Haj-
JIeHa 3HavajHa Kopelalja Ha eKCTPOBEPTHOCTA
CO KpPUMHHAIHOTO OJHECYBame¢ WU € cO ciad
HWHTEH3UTET, TaKa IITO XHUIIOTE3aTa € JIeKa eKCT-
POBEpTHOCTa ce HamallyBa IIPH IPUBEIyBakbe.
OBa ro oTexHyBa OJIpe/lyBambeTo Jaiu Jo0ue-
HUTE PE3YIITATU CE TOBP3aHU CO KPUMHUHATHOTO
OJTHECYBAK-E HIIM MHCTHTYIIMOHANM3amjara (5).

6, 7, 9, 19). The physiological basis of
Psychoticism is still not clear enough (6). Our
findings that in individuals who have been
convicted to prison sentences problems occur
more frequently in the system for the integration
of regulatory functions than in non-offenders
are consistent to the findings of other
researchers who argue that poor socialization is
one of the key factors of crime (5). Poorer social
integration is thus clearly the trait which clearly
differentiates the group of offenders from the
group of non-offenders. The third feature that
makes a significant contribution to the
differentiation of offenders of the general
population is Aggressiveness, which is nothing
new, considering the number of psychological,
criminological, and neurobiological studies
which have associated Aggressiveness with
criminal behavior (16). Anxiety also contributes
highly to the difference between the two studied
groups, while Hysteria has no significant partial
impact on the difference. Given that Anxiety is
identical to a factor of Neuroticism from the
model of McCrae & Costa (27), our findings
about the significance of Anxiety for the
prediction of criminal behavior can be similar to
the conclusions of the authors who find that
Neuroticism is highly correlated with criminal
behavior (5, 28). It is indisputable that in our
research these ftraits are not predictors of
differences between minor offenders and the
general population but only between offenders
who are in prison and the general population.
Our results showed that Extroversion does not
contribute  significantly to the difference
between offenders and the general population,
nor to the difference between the two groups of
offenders, which is the same finding according
to the results of Miller and Lainam (9). In a
meta-analytic study conducted by Cale (5),
significant correlation of Extraversion with
criminal behavior was not found or was weak in
intensity, so the hypothesis is that Extroversion
decreases with arrest. This makes it difficult to
determine whether the obtained scores are
associated  with  criminal  behavior  or
institutionalization (5).
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3akny4ok

[ToBekeTo KOHCTPYKIIMU U3BAJICHU O Pa3IUnIHU
MOJIEJIM Ha OCHOBHATa CTPYKTypa Ha OCOOMHUTE
ce MOKJIONYBaaT, Hako (haKTOPUTE CE CO pa3iiiy-
HU MMHBA, IITO 3HAYM [IeKa HAa MCTHOT HAYUH
WM Ha MHOTY CJIMY€H HaYUH MOXKE Jia ce objac-
HAT W MPEBUIAT BapHjAIlUTE HA KPUMHHAITHO-
To oxHecyBame (7). Pesynrature onm wcmuTy-
BambeTO Ha JIMYHUTE OCOOWHH HA MPECTATHULH
KOHM Ce BO IPOrpaMuUTe 3a YCIOBHHU Ka3HU MOKa-
’Kaa JeKa TJaBHHU IIPEIBECHUIM 3a OBHE MOC-
nabu GopMH Ha NEIMKBEHTHO OJHECYBAamC HE
ce TIPUMapHUTE JIMYHA OCOOMHU. 3HAUYEHETO Ha
0Baa CTy/Hja € BO T0a JeKa IIoMery IpecTaHu-
[UTE KOU C€ OCYACHH CO AlTEPHATUBHH MEPKH
W MpeMEeTHUTe O] OIIITAaTa MOMyJialuja He ce
MPOHAj/10a Pa3IMKU BO JHYHUTE ocoOMHHU. Ha-
IINTe CO3HAaHWja YKaXyBaaT JAeKa JIHYHHUTE
OCOOMHU Ha OHHE MPECTalHHIK KOU C€ BO
3aTBOp MOpPaJd HANpaBeHH 3J0CTOPCTBA, Ce
pa3IMKyBaaT OJ MPECTAITHUIIMTE HA CUTHHU TIpe-
KPILIOIM Ha KOW UM € JO/IeJIeHa alTepHaTHBHA
MepKa M ynaTyBaaT Ha 3a/I0JDKUTENIHA IMCHXO-
JIOIIKa eBajlyalldja Ha JIMYHOCTUTE KOM Harpa-
BWJIC CHTHH NPEKPIIONH, CO 1IeN Jia ce JoHece
BHUCTHHCKA OJUTyKa Kora ce wu3bupa momery
3aTBOPCKA Ka3HA WM AITCPHATHBEH HAYMH HA
Ka3Ha. 3HauajHO W MOTPeOHO € Ja Ce pacros-
HaaT, Ha KOMIIETEHTCH U HABPEMCH Ha4Y1H, OHUEC
MPECTAIHUIIA BO MPOTPaMOT 3a YCIOBHA Ka3HA
KOM MO)KeOM MMaatr OpelIeHH HapyIIyBamba Ha
ocobunuTe. OCOOMHM KOU TPHUAOHECYBAaT Ha
pasuKuTe TOMery HENpecTalHHUIUTEe U TIpec-
TAIHUIIATE KOW CIIy’KaT Ka3Ha ce. MCHXOTH-
1[1M3aM, MHTErpalyja, arpeCHBHOCT U aHKCHO3-
HOCT. Pesynrature morope mnokaxkyBaaT leka
HEOPTraHW3WPaHOCTA HAa JIMYHOCTA, HAPYIIyBa-
maTa o ciabda UHTErpanuja, MPBEHCTBEHO
arpecHBHOCT W 3r0JIeMEHa aHKCHO3HOCT CE BO
rojieMa Kopenaiuja CO TEIIKOTO KPUMHHAIHO
OJTHECYBame, KOE UCTO Taka € MPOHAjICHO U BO
npyru crynud. [lopaau Toa pe3ynraTure Kou ce
JOOUEHU O]l MOJEJIOT Ha KHOSpHETHYKOTO KO-
HATHBHO (YHKIMOHHpame 00e30enuja mogodap
VBHIl BO HHTCH3UTETOT M NPHUPOIATa Ha BIHja-
HHUETO Ha KOHaTHUBHATa )II/IMGHSI/Ija Ha KpUMH-
HAJTHOTO OJIHECYBame, U 3Ha4ajHO CMEHHja HE-
KOHM TpeipacyIy BO BPCKAa CO TICHXOJOIIKHTE
npouiIN Ha MPECTAHUIA KOM MMaaT Harpa-
BEHO [TOMaJT KPUMHUHAITHH aKTH.

IMonaramy, pe3ynraTuTe ClIOMEHATH [IOrOpe WH-
JIUIUpaaT JeKa JAUCOpraHM3aIyjata Ha 0coOu-

Conclusions

Most constructs extracted in various models
of basic personality structure largely overlap,
although factors have different names, which
means that in the same or very similar way
we can explain and predict the variance of
criminal behavior (7). The results of
examining personality traits of offenders who
are on probation programs showed that the
main predictors of these milder forms of
delinquent behavior are not primarily
personality traits. The significance of this
study is that among the offenders who are
sentenced to alternative penalties and the
subjects of the general population no
difference in personality traits was found. Our
findings make explicit that the personality
traits of those offenders who are jailed
because of committed crimes differ from
perpetrators of petty offenses who were given
alternative sanctions and could indicate the
need for mandatory diagnostic psychological
evaluation of persons who have committed
minor offenses, to ensure the right decision is
made when choosing between prison and an
alternative method of punishment. It is
important and necessary to identify, in a
competent and timely manner, those
offenders in the Probation program who
might have certain personality disorders.
Traits that contribute to the difference
between non-offenders and offenders serving
prison sentence are Psychoticism, Integration,
Aggressiveness, and Anxiety. The results
above indicate that personality disorga-
nization, disorders of poor social integration,
primary aggressiveness, and increased anxiety
are in high correlation with severe forms of
criminal behavior, which is also found in
other studies. Therefore the results that are
obtained under the model of cybernetic
conative functioning have provided better
insight in intensity and nature of influence of
conative dimensions on criminal behavior and
have considerably changed some prejudices
regarding psychological profiles of offenders
who committed minor criminal acts.

Furthermore, the results above indicate that
personality disorganization; disorders of poor
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HUTE, HApYIIyBame IMOpaad ciada ColMjarHa
MHTErpalyja, MPBEHCTBEHO arpeCUBHOCT, U 3r0-
JIeMeHa aHKCHO3HOCT C€ KapaKTepUCTHYHU 3a
MPECTAITHUIA KOW CIYXaT CEePHO3HH Ka3HH.
[Toroa HEBPOOMOIOMIKUTE, TEHETCKUTE, MICHXO-
JIOIIKUTE U KPUMHUHOJIOIIKUTE UCTPAXKyBarha Ha
BpcKaTa Mery JMYHUTE OCOOMHH U KPHMH-
HAJIHOTO OJHECYBam€ Ha IPECTAIHUIMTE Ha
MaJii 3JI0CTOPCTBA CE€ UCTO Taka OJ MOMOII BO
Pa3B0OjoOT Ha COOJIBETHA MPEBEHIIMja U TIPOTPaMH
3a pexabmmuranuja. Henoctatok Ha oBaa CTy-
IIja € IITO APYTUTE BapHujadiii He ce BKIYUYCHH,
KaKko Ha MPHUMEP. CEMEJHOTO (PYHKIIMOHUPAE,
MaTepujajHaTa CHI'YPHOCT, KOPUCTEHETO ajKo-
XOJI U BO CITy4aj Ha 3aTBOPCHHUIIUTE, BApH]jadIu
KaKo: TpPeTMaH, IPYIHO BiHMjaHKe, UHTETpaldja
uTH. EnHa o orpaHMYeHOCTHTE Ha OBaa CTY-
JIja € OpHeHTAlMjaTa KOH eJIeH MOoJes Ha JIN4-
HU OCOOMHH, HO KaKo H JIa €, CO OrJIe] Ha BUCO-
KaTa KODPECIOH/CHIIMja HA MOIEIOT CO IPYyrH
MOJIENH, MOXE JIa Ce 3aKJIy4d U CO H30CTaBa-
BETO Ha aHAJOTHU MOJICNIM BO ToJieMa Mepa Ke
ce TOTBPAAT pE3yJNTaTUTe O OBaa CTyIuja.
Cekako, TeCTHPABETO HA JIMYHUTE OCOOHMHH CO
KOPHCTCH€ Ha pa3HH MOJEIH W TECTOBH €
Cepro3Ha U MHOTY BaykHa paboTa, koja Tpeba na
ce 3eMe MPEBH] 3a MOHATAMOIITHH CTYIUH.

Kongpnnukm Ha unmepecu

ABTOpUTE H3jaBYBaaT JeKa HEMaaT KOH(IUKT
Ha WHTEPECH.
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