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Differences Between Chinese and American Criminal’s Thinking Styles
ZHU Hai-yan, SONG Zhi-yi, SONG Xing

Yunnan Normal University , Kunming 650092, China
[Abstract] Objective: To compare Chinese and American Criminal’s thinking styles. Methods: 79 male criminal’
were tested with CPL. Results: The comparison presented there were no difference between two criminal groups in the
Mollification scale and the Cutoff scale. Chinese criminals were lower than American Criminals in the Power Orientation
and the Super—optimism scale. However, they had higher scores than American Criminals in the Entitlement scale, Senti-
mentality scale, Cognitive Indolence scale and the Discontinuity scale. Conclusion: Because of the different culture influ-
ence, there is much difference on the thinking styles of criminals between two countries.

[Key words] Thinking styles; PICTS; Criminal

8 ,
[l]O o o
, Walters PICTS s
4 Sykes Matza ,
20 Bl )
, ( o
), 1
, o , 1.1
Walters ~ White? N Walter!®
, 88 ,
o 20 ; 9 (
, T >80, T >65) ,
, 79 18-
ol , 50 (M=27.32,SD=6.40), 6
44 29 66
[7I’ 13 R
o , Walters [8-10] 1.2
) PICTS ) Walter  White Psychologi-
o cal Inventory of Criminal Thinking Styles (PICTS)

[ ] o (BBA030015); ) ( ),
(037390G) )



-580- Chinese Journal of Clinical Psychology Vol.16 No.6 2008

. 80 .8 ,
0.5 : . ,
[10]
o
1.3
o
b 9 b
: PICTS ~
o
, _
’ ’ . Walters s Cf-r
2
s Df-r
b
. , , PICTS
’
o bl
b 9
’ ) b
o o
’ a o
s 8 , “ ” s
a 0.43-0.70 , 0.57, “ 7 . ,
PICTS . “« ,
SPSS10.0 o R
2 s
o Walters
Walter (PICTS)
’
(Walters)™®
(. . . )
, 8
b
’
’ b
b
’
’
6 , ’
, , “ ”
’ b ©
9 N ’ ’
b N o
N s
o o N
PICTS 128
N t b
Sy R [ (n=79) % [H(n=150) ! PICTS
A L R ELME (CE-1) 13.30 £ 3.47 14.37+3.24  -231* ’ °
A2 B B (DE-r) 2110+ 2.78 15.75£3.09  12.83%%%x ,
2 JE R (Mo) 12.96 + 3.50 12.15+3.73 1.59
A & BRI (Co) 11.66 + 3.08 1215531 -075
ALF T (En) 10.68 + 2.26 11.92+3.70 =27 ##x
fi& 1 Bl 74 (Po) 13.81+3.31 11.39 + 3.48 5.06% #k °
A E (Sn) 18.42+ 4.11 17.05 £ 4.07 2.40%* ( . . )
7 R IR (So) 12.10% 2.73 13.77£3.97  —333#kxx
AR (i) 15.84 + 3.65 14.35 + 4.96 2.34%
i R(Ds) 15.78 + 4.17 13.45 + 4.78 3.64% %k
:#P<0.05,**P<0.02 ,*** P<0.01 , **** P<0.001 , ’
9’ o

3 ®
PICTS



2008 16 6 -581-

> (I 1 Ronald B. s .
) ,2000. 170-17
[14‘15J;® , 2 Walters GD, White TW. The thinking criminal: A cognitive

model of lifestyle criminality. Criminal Justice Research
Bulletin, 1989, 4(4):1-10
3 Walters GD, Geyer MD. Construct validity of the Psycholog—

(Po) (Sn) ical Inventory of Criminal Thinking Styles in relationship to
() ' ' ' the PAI, disciplinary adjustment, and program completion.
1 b .
PICTS P Journal of Personality Assessment, 2005, 84(3):252-260
5 0

4 Deirdre H, Ian O’ Donnell. Criminal Thinking on Probation.
,Sn Criminal Justice and Behavior, 2006, 33(6):782-802
5 Sykes G, Matza D. Techniques of neutralization: A theory of
,Gi delinquency. American sociological Review, 1957, 22:664 -
,Ds 673

D : ,2005,5:40-44

,2007,15(6) : 644-646
8 Walters GD. The Psychological Inventory of Criminal think—
ing Styles: Part I. Reliability and preliminary validity. Cr—
iminal Justice and Behavior, 1995, 22(3):307-325

o 9 Walters GD. Revised validity scales for the Psychological
o , Inventory of Criminal Thinking Styles (PICTS). Journal of

“o o , , Offender Rehabilitation, 2001, 32:1-13
“« » , 10 Walters GD . The Psychological Inventory of Criminal
1111;® Thinking Styles (PICTS): A Review and Meta —Analysis.

Assessment, 2002, 9(3):278-291
11 ,
,2007,15(2):196~202

12 Saulnier K, Perlman D. Inmates’ attributions: Their an —

’ tecedents and effects on coping. Criminal Justice and Be—
s havior, 1981, 8:159-172
° 13 , . —
, ,2002,1:
, , 56-59
14 . —
’ ,2002,2:17-30
’ 15 . . ( ),
; 2006. 12,37
° ’ ( 2008—04-30)

1995



