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PeJuMe 

BoBe,u,: TioBp3aHOCTa Mery oco6MHMTe Ha JIH'IH0CTa M 

KpMMMH8JIH0T0 0,U,HeC)'B8H,e e once)KHO np0Y1fYB3H3 Te­
Ma BO roJieM 6poj TeopMCKM .11 eMnMpHCKH CTYAHH BO 
paMKM Ha pa3JI!fl-lHH H3)"1HH ,U,HCIJ,JmJIMHH. TeopujGiUG HG 

oce11iJ1ll60Cll/ HG UOlUKpeiiyeG/-be e HeBp0TICHX0J!0lllKH 
M0,U,eJI lllTO BO H3MHH3TH0T nepH0A npe,u,H3B11K)'B3 3ro­
JieMeH MCrpmK)'B3'fKH HHTepec, H3K0 HCTp3)K)'B3H,3Ta 
rnaBH0 ce cjloKyCMpaaT Ha oco6HHiffe BO 0,U,H0C Ha KOH ce 
pa3JIHKYB33T CTOpHTeJmTe Ha KpHMHH3JIHH ,u,ena 0A Jll11.\3 
6e3 11CTOpttja Ha KpMM11H0reHO 0,U,HecyBaH,e. 
I.J;emc 11MajKH rH npe,U,BHP, 0CKYAHHTe eMnHpHCKM H30,U,H 
3a 0MeJIHH rpyntt npecranHHUH, uema Ha oBa 11crpa­
)K)'B3H,e e ,u,a HCTIMTa ,u,aJIH acneKTMTe Ha ocern11Bocra Ha 
noTKpen)'B3H,e MO)Ke ,u,a rH AH<jlepeHUHpaaT peUHP,HBH­
CTHTe OA npHMapHHTe CTOpHTeJIH Ha KpHB!fl-lHH ,u,ena, 
1(31(0 If H3CHJIHHTe 0A HeHaCHJIHHTe npecranHHl\H. 
Mern,u,: J1cn11TaHlfl\HTe ce 33TB0peHHUH BO rpH 
KpHBH'IH0-nonpaBHH ycraH0BH BO P. MaKe,U,OHttja 
(N= 162). 3a npoueHa Ha npocjJHJIOT Ha JI!fl-lH0CT 
npHMeHer e llpGlllGJIHI/KOtll 3G iipoi;eHG HG J/1/'IHOCtl/G 

ciiopeg iueopujGi'iiG HG oce1uJ111eoc1u HG 110111KpeiiyeG/-be 

(RST-PQ). 
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11HCTHTYT 38 nCHXOJiornja, <l>HJI030qJCKH cpaKynrer, 
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Abstract 

Introduction: The relationship between personality 
and crime has been vastly examined in theoretical and 
empirical studies in different scientific domains. The 

Reinforcement Sensitivity Theo,y (RST) is a 
neuropsychological model that has recently sparked 
increasing research interest, although studies on RST 

and crime have mostly been focused on characteristics 
that distinguish offenders from non-offenders. 
Aim: Considering the lack of empirical research in 
offending subgroups this study examines whether RST 
facets can differentiate reoffenders from primary 

offenders and violent from nonviolent offenders. The 
participants are male offenders (N=l62) incarcerated in 
three penitentiary institutions in Macedonia. We 
utilized the recently developed RST Personality 
Questionnaire (RST-PQ). 
Methods: The respondents are prisoners in three 
penitentiary institutions in the Republic of Macedonia. 
Macedonia (N = 162). For the assessment of the 
person's profile, the Personality Assessment 

Questionnaire is applied according to the theory of 
Sensitivity of Substance (RST-PQ). 
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PeJyJITaTH: TTptt cnope,11,)'BaH,eTO Ha 0,11,Aerrmne acneKTM 
Ha oceTJIMB0CTa Ha noTKpeIT)'Baffie yrnp,11,eHo e ,11,eKa ,11,Be 
AMMeHJMM Ha oceTJIMB0CTa Ha Harpa,11,M MMaaT y'MepeHa 
,11,MCKpMMMHaTMBHa Bpe,11,H0CT. Pel.\MAMBMCTMTe ce 3Ha'!aj­
H0 TI0MMnyJICMBHM 0,11, npmrnpHMTe CTOpMTeJIM, ,11,0,11,eKa 
Kaj HaCMJIHMTe npeCTaflHMI.\M 3Ha'!ajHo fl0MaJIKY e MCTaK­
HaTa 3aMHTepernpaH0CTa 3a Harpa,11,M 0TK0JIKY Kaj HeHa­
CMJIHMTe CTOpMTeJIM. 
3a1rny1JoK: Hao,11,MTe 0TKpMBaaT MHory flOBeKe CJIM'I­
H0CTM 0TK0JIKY pa3JIMKM BO oco6MHMTe Ha JIM'-IH0CT Kaj 
cnope,11,)'BaHMTe rpyntt npecrnnHMI.\M, lllTO ynaT)'Ba Ha 
fl0Tpe6a 0,11, ,11,0fl0JIHMTeJIH0 npoy'-lyBalbe Ha ecpeKTMTe 0,11, 
MCKYCTBaTa fl0Bp3aHM co )KMB0TOT BO 3arnopoT, KaK0 
cpaKTOpM KOH flOTeHI.\MjarrHO TI0CMJIH0 ro onpe,11,err)'BaaT 
cpyttKI.\MOHMpalbeTO Ha npeCTaflHMI.\MTe 0,11, npMMapHMTe 
JIM'-IHM npe,11,MCTI03Ml.\MM. 

Kny 1mi1 16opoa11: 111eop11ja Ha oce111n11aociu Ha 110111Kpe-

1'iyaafbe, HGCII/IHU 1'ipec111a1'iHlll(II, pe1111g11a111aM, peCOl(ll­

jaJllt3at(Uja 

BOBE,Cl 

I1oBp3aHOCTa Mery oco6HHMTe Ha JIM'!H0CTa M KpHMHH0-
reH0TO 0,11,HecyBalbe e once)KH0 npo)"'-lyBaHa TeMa BO 
6pojHM TeopMCKM M eMnMpMCKM CT)"AMH BO paMKM Ha 
pa3JIM'!HM Ha)"'-IHM ,11,MCI.\HTIJIMHM. M3MMHaTMBe ,l),el.\eHMM 
noBeKe Ha)"'-IHM TeopMM ce o6MA)'BaaT ,11,a ja erra6opttpaaT 
Ball<H0CTa Ha MH,11,HBMAYaJIHMTe pa3JIMKM BO oco6MHMTe Ha 
JIM'!H0CTa KaK0 npe,11,MCTI0HMpa'!KM cpaKTOpM Ha aHTMC0-
1..\MjaJJHO M KpMMMH0reH0 0,11,HecyBalbe, HO M KaK0 fl0TeH-
1..\MjaJJHM npe,11,MKT0pM Ha ecpeKTMBHOCTa Ha peCOI.\Mja­
JIM3al.\Mjarn Ha npecTaTIHMI.\MTe M Ha nporpa~mTe Ha 
TpeTMaH BO 3arnopMTe. 
E,11,Ha 0A nororreMM0T 6poj TICMX0JI0UIKM nepcneKTMBM 3a 
aHTMCOI.\MjaJIHO M KpM!lmHoreH0 0,11,HeC)'BaH,e (1) e tueo­

pujaiiia Ha oceiumtaociu Ha 1101uKpeiiyaafbe (Reinfor­
cement Sensitivity Theory, RST) lllT0 BO M3MHHaTM0T 
nepM0A npe,11,M3BMK)'Ba 3fOJJeMeH MClpa)K)'Ba'!KM MHTepec. 
OBaa Teopttja npeTCTaB)'Ba HeBp0TICMX0JI0UIKM M0,11,eJI Ha 
JIM'IH0CTa, pa3BMeH 0,11, CTpaHa Ha TICMX0JJ0fOT I,IecppH 
(Jeffrey) fpej (Gray) (2, 3), a ce JaCHoBa Ha HHAM­
BM,11,yaJJHMTe pa3JJMKM BO peaKI.\MMTe Ha Harpa,11,)'BaH,e M 
Ka3H)'Balbe. Teopttjarn e 3Ha'!ajHo peBMAMpaHa BO 2000 
ro,11,MHa 0,11, CTpaHa Ha fpej (Gray) M MeKHoTOH 
(McNaughton) (4). PeBMAMpaHMOT Mo,11,err oncpaka TPM 
0CH0BHM MOTHBal.\MCKM!eMOI.\HOHaJJHM CMCTe~m: CMCTe­
M0T Ha 6op6a-6ercrno-6noKMpag,e (Fight-Flight-Freeze 
System, FFFS), cHcTeMoT Ha 6uxesttoparrHa HHXH6Hl.\Hja 
(Behavioural Inhibition System, BIS) M cttcTeM0T Ha 
6ttxeBttopanHa aKTHBal.\Mja (Behavioural Approach Sys-

70 

PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PEDAGOGICAL SURVEY 

Results: The comparison of separate RST facets 

indicates that two dimensions of reward sensitivity 

have moderate discriminant value. Namely, reoffenders 

are significantly more impulsive that primary 

offenders, while reward interest is significantly lower 

in violent offenders. 

Conclusion: Considering the fact that the data revealed 

more similarities than differences in personality traits 

of the compared offender subgroups, fm1her research is 

needed on the effects of prison life experiences, since 

these might potentially determine offending behaviour 

more significantly that primary personality 

dispositions. 

Key wonts: Reinforcement Sensitivity The01y, violent 

offenders, recidivism, resocialization 

INTRODUCTION 

The relationship between personality and crime has 

been vastly investigated in theoretical and empirical 

studies in different scientific domains. Over the years 

various scientific theories have emerged in an eff011 to 

elaborate the importance of individual differences in 

personality as predisposing factors of antisocial 

behaviour and criminal offending, but also as potential 

predictors of the effectiveness of offender 

resocialization and prison treatment programs. 

Among the numerous psychological perspectives on 

antisocial and criminal behaviour (1 ), the 

Reinforcement Sensitivity The01y (RST) has recently 

sparked increasing research interest. RST represents a 

neuropsychological model of personality, developed by 

psychologist Jeffrey Gray (2,3), and based upon 

individual differences in reactions to punishing and 

rewarding stimuli. The theory was substantially revised 

in 2000 by Gray and McNaughton (4). The revised 

model proposes three principal motivation/emotion 

systems: the Fight-Flight-Freeze System (FFFS), the 

Behavioural Inhibition System (BIS) and the 

Behavioural Approach System (BAS). RST thus 

constitutes a theory of central emotion/motivational 

states that mediate reactions to motivationally 

significant (i .e., 'reinforcing') stimuli (5). 
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ncnxonowxn H nE/jArowxH nPErflE/l 

tern, BAS). Bc)'llIHocr, craH}'Ba 36op 3a reop11ja Ha oc­
H0BHH eMOL1HOHaJIHWMOT11BaQHCKH COCTOj6H KOH rn 
nocpe,11}'Baar peaK111mre Ha ,11pa36H KOH 11Maar M0r11Ba­
L1HCKa (noTKpenysa'lKa) cp)'HKI.IHja (5). 
Cuciiie,110111 Ha 6op6a-6e2c111eo-6noK11pa1ue e o,11roBopeH 
3a nocpeAyBan,e Ha peaK1.11111re Ha crpaB KOH aBep3HBHM 
(3aKaH}'Ba'lKH, Ka3H}'Ba'lKM HJIH cppycrpHpa'lKH) ,11pa36H, 
lllTO B0,IIH ,110 H36erH}'Balbe H 6erCTBO HJIH 0611,11 3a 
enmmHaQHja Ha ,11pa36ara (nyrnHa H Hana,11). AKTHB­
Hocra Ha OBOj CHCTeM ja HaMaJI}'Ba ,IIHCKpenaHl.(ara Mery 
Henocpe,11Hara 3aKaHa 11 nocaK}'BaHara cocTOj6a (r.e. 
6e36e,11Hocr). <l>aKTOpor Ha JIH'lH0CT lllT0 e IT0Bp3aH co 
OBOj CHCTeM ce MaHHcpecrHpa KaK0 CKJI0H0CT KOH nnarn­
JIHB0CT H H36ernyBaH,e. 
C11c111e1110111 Ha 6uxeeuopanHa 11Hxu6m1ilja e o,11roBopeH 
3a pa3pellJYBalbe pa3JIH'lHH BH)J,0BH KOHq>JIHKTH Mery 
nocaK}'BaHHTe QeJIH BO CHTyaQHH Kora e,IIHHKara ce 
C00'lyBa co llO)!(eJIHM, HO HCTOBpeMeH0 3aKaH}'Ba'lKM 
CTHMYJIH. OBoj CHCTeM ja reHep11pa eMOQHjara aHKCH03-
H0CT, lllTO npHMapH0 e BKJiyqeHa BO HHJm6Hpalbe Ha 
KOHq>JIHKTHH 0,IIHeC}'Balba H npo1.1eHa Ha pH3HK. AKTMB­
H0Cra Ha OBOj CHCTeM ja 3roJieM}'Ba HeraTHBHara BaJieHQa 
Ha ,11pa36Hre, ce ,110,11eKa He ce nocrnrne 6HxeBI10panHo 
pa3pelllyBan,e, MaHHcpecrnpaHo KaKo np116J11,l)K}'BaH,e 
HJIH H36ernyBaH,e, <l>aKTOpOT Ha JIH'lH0CT lllT0 e IT0Bp3aH 
co OBOj CHCTeM ce MaHHcpeCTHpa KaK0 CKJI0H0CT KOH 
3arpIDKeH0CT H aHKCH03H0 0,IIHeC}'Balbe, lllTO pe3yJITHpa 
co nocrojaHa cocroj6a Ha nperna3JIHB0CT BO norpara no 
M0)l(HH 3HaQH Ha onacHocr. Pe,11YL1HpaHa aKTliBHocr Ha 
OBOj CHCTeM pe3ynrnpa co CKJI0H0CT KOH pH3H'lH0 0,IIHe­
C}'BaH,e (Ha npHMep, ITCHX0ITaTCK0 0,IIHecyBalbe), ,110,lleKa 
npeKyMepHa aKTHBH0CT B0,IIH ,110 aBep3Hja KOH pH3Hl.\M 
(reHepan11311paHa aHKCH03HOcr) . .ll:Bere cocroj611 o,11pa3y­
Baar IT0,II0ITTHMaJIHH KanaQHTeTH 3a pa3pelllyBalbe 
KOHq>JIHKTH. 
OBoj CHCTeM MMa HeK0JIKY <l>YHKl.\HH: ro 3an11pa TeK0B­
H0T0 0,IIHeC}'Balbe (HHX11611pa reK0BH0 aneTHTHBH0 HJIH 
aBep311BH0-M0THBHpaH0 0,IIHeCyBaH,e); HHHI.\Hpa 'naCHB­
H0 H36erH}'Balbe', 0,IIH0CH0 npeTITa3JIHB0 npH6JIIDKyBalbe 
11 npo11eHa Ha pH3MK0T HacotJeHo KOH npH611palbe 
HHcpopMaQHH 3a 3aKaHara lllT0 e np11cyrna BO onKpy­
)K}'BaH,eTO, HJIH, BO HeK0H cnyqaH, B03,llp)KyBaH,e 0,11 
np11cran KOH 3aKaH}'BatJKa cpe,11HHa . .ll:pyrn npo11ec11 KOH 
ce IT0Bp3aHH co OBOj CMCTeM ce 3arpH)KeH0CT 3a noreH-
1.111janHa onaettocr; oncec11BHH MHCJIH 3a M0)KHocra ,11a ce 
CJIYtJH HellJTO Henp11jarno; H 6wxeBHOpaJIHa HeaHra)KH­
paH0CT Kora He M0)Ke ,11a ce H36erne 3aKaHara. 
C11c111eMot11 Ha 611xee11opanHa aK1u11em11lja m nocpe,11}'Ba 
peaKl.(HHTe Ha aneTHTliBHH CTHMYJIH. OBoj CHCTeM ja 
reHepHpa eMOl.\Hjara Ha 'aHTHQHnaroptto 3a)J,oBoncrno'. 
<l>aKTOpor Ha JIH'lH0CT lllTO e IT0Bp3aH co OBOj CHCTeM ce 
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The Fight-Flight-Freeze System (FFFS) is responsible 

for mediating fear reactions to aversive (threatening, 

punishing or frustrating) stimuli, leading to avoidance 

and escape behaviours or attempted elimination (anger 

and attack). FFFS activity reduces the discrepancy 

between the immediate threat and the desired state (i.e., 

safety). An associated personality factor with this 

system comprises fear-proneness and avoidance. 

The Behavioural Inhibition System (BIS) is responsible 

for resolving different types of goal conflicts when 

facing desired but also potentially threatening stimuli. 

This system generates the emotion of anxiety, that is 

primarily involved in inhibition of conflicting 

behaviours and risk assessment. The BIS increases the 

negative valence of stimuli, until a behavioural 

resolution occurs manifested as approach or avoidance. 

The associated personality factor comprises worry­

proneness and anxious rumination, resulting in a 

constant state of looking-out for possible signs of 

danger. Underactive BIS leads to risk proneness (e.g., 

psychopathy) while overactive BIS leads to risk 

aversion (generalized anxiety). Both conditions 

encompass sub-optimal conflict resolution. The BIS 

serves several functions: it interrupts ongoing 

behaviour (it inhibits ongoing appetitively and 

aversively-motivated behaviours); it initiates 'passive 

avoidance', i.e. cautious approach and risk assessment 

aimed at gathering info1mation on the threat posed by 

the environment or, in some situations, withholding 

from entry into a threatening environment. Other 

processes associated with the BIS, are w01ry and 

rumination about possible danger; obsessive thoughts 

about the possibility of something unpleasant 

happening; and behavioural disengagement, when the 

threat is unavoidable. 

The Behavioural Approach System (BAS) mediates 

reactions to appetitive stimuli. This system generates 

the emotion of ' anticipatory pleasure'. The associated 

personality factor comprises optlmtsm, reward 

orientation and impulsiveness. An overactive BAS 

delineates a disposition toward addictive, high-risk and 

impulsive patterns of behaviour. Corr (5) proposes a 

multidimensional conceptualization of distinct but 

related BAS processes: Reward Interest represents the 

initial motivation to seek out potentially rewarding 
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Mam1cpecrnpa KaKO OTITHMH3aM, op11eHTt1paHOCT KOH 
Harpa,!1,a 11 HMnynCHBHOCT. Kora OBOj CHCTeM e npeKy­
MepHO aKTHBeH TOa C03,!J,aBa )J,HCnOHHpaHOCT KOH 3aBHC­
HWIKH, BHCOKOpH311'!HH 11 HMnyncHBHH o6paCQH Ha 
O,!J,HecyBafbe. Kop (Corr) (5) npe,!1,nara Mym11,1J,11MeH3HO­
HanHa KOHQemyan113aQ11ja Ha o)J,,!J,enHH, HO noBp3aHH 
npoQeCH BO OBOj CHCTeM: 3al/HLUepecupaHOCll/ 3a Ha2-

pag11 ja oncpaKa HHHQHjanHaTa MOTHBHpaHOCT )J,a ce 
6apaaT MeCTa, aKTHBHOCTH 11 nyfe KOH TIOTeHQHjanHO 
MO)Ke )J,a npe,!1,H3BHKaaT qyBCTBO Ha 3a,!J,OBOnCTBO; 
1/ClUpajHOCtll Ha l\eJ/tUa ce COCTOH 0)1, aKTHBHH 0611)1,11 )J,a 
ce nocT11rttaT nocaKysaH11Te Qen11, oco6eHo BO c11ryaQHH 
Kora He ce ,1J,ocrnnH11 Henocpe,!1,HH Harpa,1J,11/3a,1J,0Boncrna; 
peaKtlll/6HOCtll Ha Ha2pag11 rn 03Ha'!yBa B036y,!J,a 11 
3a,!1,oBoncTBOTO Kora HellJTaTa ce npaBaT Ha nocaKysaH 
Ha1I11H; 11 11,w11yJ1c11eHoctu oncpaKa O,!J,Hecysafba KOH ce 
MaH11cpecT11paaT np11 np116n11)KyBafbe ,!J,O KpajHarn Qen 
(noTKpenysa'!oT), Kora BeKe He ce np11cyrn11 nnaH11pafhe 
11 KOHTpona Ha TIOCTanKHTe. 
Bo cornaCHOCT co OBOj TeopHCKH MO)J,en, pa3nHKHTe BO 
TeMnepaMeHTOT 11 peaKTHBHOCTa Kaj nyfeTO MO)l(e )J,a ce 
o6jacHaT npeKy HH,!J,HBH,!J,yanHHTe pa3nHKl1 BO !pyttKQH­
OHHpaFbeTO Ha OBHe TPH CHCTe~rn H HHBHaTa HHTepaK­
QHja (6). C11cTeM11Te Ha 611xeB11opanHa 11Hx11611Q11ja 11 
aKTHBaQ11ja ce peQ1mpO'IHO TIOBp3aHH, np11 lllTO CeKoj 
<pyttKQHOHHpa Ha TaKOB Ha'!HH lllTO ro HHXt1611pa 
0)1,HecyBafbeTO paKOBO,!J,eHO 0)1, CTpaHa Ha ,!1,pyr110T 
CHCTeM. YpaMHOTe)KeHOCT Ha CHCTeMHTe MO)Ke )J,a ce 
noCTHrHe ca~10 npH HHCKH HHBOa Ha aKTHBHOCT Kaj )J,BaTa 
c11cTeM11. Kop (Corr) 11 MeKHoToH (McNaughton) (7) 
noco'!yBaaT ,!J,eKa HCTOBpeMeHa aKTHBHOCT Ha )J,BaTa 
c11cTeM11 ja 3roneMysa cocrnj6arn Ha no6y,1J,eHOCT BO 
opraHH3MOT, KaKO nocne,[IHQa Ha KOH<pnHKT Ha MOTMBH, 
lllTO pe3ynrnpa co HapyllleH npoQec Ha pacy,1J,ysafbe. 
Metyrna, TIOKpaj BHCOKaTa aKTMBHOCT BO )J,BaTa CHCTeMH, 
BHCOK pH3HK 3a COQHjanHOTO a,1:1am11paFbe npeTCTaBysa If 

cocrnj6arn npH Koja e,1J,HHOT CHCTeM e npeKyMepHo 
aKTMBeH, a ,1:1pyrnoT e ,1:1e<pHQHTapeH. 
EMnHpHCKHTe HCTpa)Kysafba TIOKa)KysaaT )J,eKa npeKy­
MepHO aKTHBeH CHCTeM Ha 6HXeB11opanHa 11HXH6HQHja 
B0,!1,H ,1:10 coQ11jantto noBneKysafbe, ,!J,OAeKa npeKyMepHo 
aKTHBeH CHCTeM Ha 6HXeBHopanHa aKTHBaQ11ja BO,[IH ,[10 
pH3H'!HO, aHTHCOQHjanHO 0,[IHecysafbe (8). ,ne3HHXH-
611paHOCTa, KaKO cpe,!1,HlllHa oco611Ha Ha KpHMHHOreHOTO 
O,!J,Hecysafbe (9), MO)l<e 11cm TaKa ,1:1a 611,!J,e nocne,!J,HQa Ha 
npeKyMepHO aKTHBeH HnH He,!1,0BOnHO aKTHBeH CHCTeM Ha 
6HXeBHOpanHa HHXH6HJ.(Hja, HO 11 Ha CHCTeM Ha 6m,e­
BHOpanHa aKTHBaQHja IIITO e noaKT11BeH 0)1, CHCTeMOT Ha 
611xeB11opanHa HHX11611Q11ja (I 0). TioKpaj ma, ,!J,Be AHMeH-
31111 Ha CHCTeMOT Ha 6HXeBHopanHa aKTHBaQHja, HMnyJJ­
CHBHOCTa 11 3aHHTepec11paHOCTa 3a Harpa,!1,11, oco6eHO 
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places, activities and people; Goal Drive-Persistence 

relates to actively pursuing desired goals, paiticularly 

when immediate reward is not available; Reward­

Reactivity denotes the excitement and pleasure of 

doing things well; and Impulsivity entails behaviours 

closer to the final goal (reinforcer), when planning and 

restraint of behaviour are no longer present. 

According to RST, differences in human temperament 

and reactivity can be explained by individual 

differences in the functioning of the three systems and 

their interaction (6). BAS and BIS are reciprocally 

connected, each operating to inhibit behaviour 

governed by the other. A balance between the systems 

can be achieved only at low levels of activity in both. 

Corr and McNaughton (7) point out that joint 

activation of these systems increases arousal as a result 

of conflicting motivations, resulting in subtractive 

decision-making. However, one overactive system with 

a deficient other poses a high risk for social adjustment 

as well. 

Empirical studies show that an overactive BIS leads to 

social withdrawal and emotional distress and an 

overactive BAS leads to risky, antisocial behaviour (8). 

Dysinhibition, as a prominent feature of criminal 

behaviour (9) can also result from an overactive BIS, 

an underactive BIS, or a BAS that is more active than 

the BIS ( I 0). Research also shows that two BAS 

dimensions, impulsivity and reward interest, are often 

confirmed risk factors of antisocial and criminal 

behaviour(l l,12,13). 

Studies also demonstrate that antisocial individuals are 

less sensitive to punishment (underactive BIS) and 

highly sensitive to rewards (overactive BAS). The 

rewarding effect stems from the execution of the 

offense (14). For example, Morgan, Bowen, Moore and 

van Goozen (15) found higher BAS and lower BIS 

sensitivity in male adolescent offenders as compared to 

non-offenders. Bacon, Corr and Satchell ( 16) have 

further found that antisocial behaviour is associated 

with goal-drive persistence in males and impulsivity in 

females. Investigating the associations between the 

motivational systems and psychopathic tendencies, 

Broerman, Ross and Corr (17) report that primary 

psychopathy is negatively related to the BIS and the 

FFFS, while positively related to BAS goal-drive 
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ncHXOflOWKH H nE11ArOWKH nPErflf/l 

lJeCTO ce H3ABOj)'BaaT KaKO ¢aKTOpH Ha pH3HK 3a aHTH­
COUHjaJJHO H KpHMHHaJIHO o,nHeC)'Bal:he (11, 12, 13). 
McTpa>K)'Bal:haTa, HCTO TaKa, TIOKa)KyBaaT ,neKa aHTHCOUH­
jaJIHHTe noe,nHHUH ce noMaJIKy ocern11B11 Ha Ka3eyBal:he 
(He,QOBOJIHO aKnmeH CHCTeM Ha 611xeBHOpaJ1Ha HHXH6H­
u11ja) 11 MHory ocern11B11 Ha Harpa,n11 (npeKyMepHo 
aKTHBeH CHCTeM Ha 6HXeBHOpanHa aKTHBauwja). ,n:o)KH­
B)'BalbeTO Ha Harpa,na H 3a,QOBOJICTBO npOH3Jier)'Ba OA 
H3BpwyBa!heTO Ha npecrnnoT (14). Ha npHMep, MopraH 
(Morgan) 11 copa6ornnu11Te (15) yrnp,nwne ,neKa Kaj 
npeCTaTIHHUH a,nonecueHTH OA MaWKH TIOJI e TIOHCTaK­
HaTa aKTHBHOCTa Ha CHCTeMOT Ha 611xeBHOpaJIHa aKTH­
Bauwja, HacnpOTH CHCTeMOT Ha 611xeBHOpaJIHa HHXH6H­
u11ja BO cnope,n6a co a,nonecueHTH 6e3 11crnpHja Ha 
aHTHCOUHjaJJHO o,nHecyBalbe. EejKOH H copa60TH~HTe 
(16), naK, YTBPAHJie ,neKa aHTHCOUHjaJIHOTO o,nHecysalbe 
e TIOBp3aHO co HCTpajHOCTa Ha uema Kaj MaWKHTe, H co 
HMnyJICHBHOCTa Kaj )KeHCKHTe. <l>oKycwpajKH ce Ha 
BpCKaTa Mery MOTHBaUHCKHTe CHCTeMH H ncwxonaTCKHTe 
TeH,neHUHH, EpopMaH, Poe (Ross) 11 Kop (Corr) (17) 
yTBpAHJie ,neKa npHMapHaTa nc11xonaT11ja e HeraTHBHO 
TIOBp3aHa co CHCTeMHTe Ha 6HXeB110paJIHa HHX11611u11ja H 
6op6a-6ercrno-6JI0K11palhe, a TI03HTHBHO co ,nHMeH311jarn 
HCTpajHOCT Ha uema OA CHCTeMOT Ha 611xeBHOpaJIHa 
aKTHBauwja. CeKyH,napHarn nCHxonamja 611na nm11-
THBHO noBp3aHa co HMnyJICHBHOCTa, KaKO AHMeH3Hja Ha 
HCTHOT CHCTeM. IloKpaj Toa, CHCTeMOT 6op6a-6ercTB0-
6JIOKHpa11,e 6HJI npeA3HaK Ha npHMapHaTa, HO He 11 Ha 
ceKyH,napHaTa nCHxonarnja. ITp11 cnope,nyBal:heTO, naK, 
Ha ceKCYaJJHH npeCTaTIHHUH OA MaWKH TIOJI 11 m1ua KOH 
He ce npecrnnHHUH, Jloe (Leue), EpoKe (Brocke) 11 Xojep 
(Hoyer) (18) yrnp,n1rne ,neKa TIOBHCOKaTa oceTJIHBOCT Ha 
Harpa,nH, KaKO H TIOHarnaceHa HMTIYJICHBHOCT H aHKCH03-
HOCT rH .n11¢epeHUHpaJ1e npeCTaTIHHUHTe OA KOHTpOJI­
HaTa rpyna HCnt1TaHHI..\H. 
HaBe,neHHTe Hcrpa)Kysa11,a wrn ja noBp3ysaaT Teopwjarn 
Ha oceTJIHBOCT Ha TIOTKpenyBal:he co KpHMHHaJIHO 
O,nHeC)'Balbe, rnaBHO ce ¢0Kyc11paHH Ha KapaKTepHCT­
HKHTe BO OAHOC Ha KOH ce pa3JIHKyBaaT npeCTaTIHHUHTe 
o,n HenpecTaITHHl..\t1Te. IlopeTKH ce nopa¢1rn11paHH 
cnope,n6H Ha npeCTaTIHHUH KOH H3BpWHJie pa3JIH11HH 
BHAOBH KpHBHlJHH ,nena. Ho, KaKO WTO TIOCO'l)'BaaT 
KaHTep (Canter) 11 JaHrc (Youngs) (19) npH pacnpe­
,nenyBal:heTO Ha npecrnnHHUHTe BO KaTerop1111 cornacHo 
co H3BpweHHTe KpHBH'IHH ,nena, HeOTIXOAHO e .na ce 
3e~!aT npeABHA KOHTeKCTOT Ha KpHMHHaJIOT H CTaAHYMOT 
Ha TICHXH11KH H KpHMHHaJJeH pa3BOj Ha npeCTaTIHHKOT. 
M~rnjKH ro npe,nBHA HeAOCTHfOT Ha e~rnHpHCKH HaO,nH 3a 
o.n,neJIHH rpynu npecrnnHHUH, uema Ha oBa Hcrpa­
)K)'Ba!he e ,na ce 11cn11rn ,nanw acneKTHTe Ha ocernHBocrn 
Ha TIOTKpenyBalhe MO)Ke ,na rH ,n11¢epeH1111paaT peUHAH-
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persistence. Secondary psychopathy is positively 

related to BAS impulsivity. The FFFS was found to be 

incrementally predictive of primary but not secondary 

psychopathy. Leue, Brocke, & Hoyer (18) compared 

male sex offenders and non-offenders and found that 

higher reward sensitivity, impulsivity and anxiety 

discriminated the offenders from the non-offenders. 

Previously mentioned studies on RST and crime have 

mostly been focused on characteristics that distinguish 

offenders from non-offenders. Less frequent is the 

more refined comparison of offenders who have 

committed different types of crimes. But as Canter and 

Youngs (19) point out assigning offenders to a 

particular type of criminality has to take into 

consideration the context of the crime and the stage in 

the offender's criminal and psychological 

development. 

Considering the lack of empirical research in offending 

subgroups our study aims to examine whether RST 

facets can differentiate reoffenders from primary 

offenders and violent from nonviolent offenders. 

Method 

Participants and procedure 
The participants are male offenders (N= 162) 

incarcerated in three penitentiary institutions in 

Macedonia: Penitentiary facilities Idrizovo and Stip, 

and Kumanovo Prison. These are institutions with 

largest accommodation capacities. The first two are 

closed institutions, while the third one is semi-open. 

The average age of the participants is 36 years (±10.5, 

age range: 18-65), while the average age when they 

committed the currently sanctioned offense is 31 years 

(±9.9). Most of the offenders are Ethnic Macedonians 

(77%), have secondary education (52%), were 

employed prior to incarceration (74%) and are not 

married (46%). As part of their resocialization process 

most of the offenders (59%) have ce1tain working 

engagements inside the penitentiary facility. On 

average, the duration of the prison sentence in the 

sample is just over seven years (87 months, range: 6-

300 months, 3 offenders were serving a lifetime 

sentence). Regarding offending type, 64 patticipants 

are reoffenders (penal recidivists) and 69 are violent 
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BMCTHTe OA np11MapH11re npecranHMl.\11, KaKO 11 HaCMnHM­
re OA HeHac11nHHTe npecraIIHHL\H, 
Memoa 

Ilp11MepoK H nocTanKa 
I1cnHT3HHL\HTe (N= 162) ce 3aTBopeHHL\H OA M3llIKH non 
BO rpH Ka3HeHo-nonpaBHH ycraHOBH BO P. MaKe):IOHHja: 
KIT,n I1ApH30BO, KIT,n lllr11n 11 KITY Kyr.rnHOBO. 
CraHyBa 36op 3a rp11re ycraHOBH co HajroneM Kana[_\Hrer 
Ha 3aTBOpCKHOT ):(en, OA KOH npBHTe ):(Be ce OA 3aTBOpeH 
r11n, a nocneAHara OA nonyornopeH. Ilpoce1crnara B03-
pacr Ha HCnHTaHHL\HTe e 36 fO):IHHM (±10.5, oncer: I 8-
65), AOAeKa npoce,rnara B03pacr Kora ro H3Bpll111ne 
Aenoro nopaAH Koe Ja H3Ap)l(yBaar reKOBHara Ka3Ha 
3arnop e 31 ro):IHHa (± 9.9). HajroneM ):(en OA npecran­
HHL\HTe ce eTHH'-lKH MaKeAOHL\H (77 %), MMaar 3aBpllieHO 
cpeAHO o6pa30BaH11e (52 %), 6MJie Bpa6oreH11 npeA 
nocneAHara caHKL\Hja (74 %) 11 He ce BO 6paK (46 %). 
KaKO ):(en OA npo[_\eCOT Ha peCOL\HjaJIH3al.\Hja HajroneM 
):(en OA npecranHHL\HTe (59 %) ce pa6orno aHra>ImpaHH 
BO 3arnopcKara HHCTHryl.\Hja. Bo npoceK, BpeMerpa­
eH,eTO Ha 3arnopcKara Ka3Ha Ha 11cn11raHHL\HTe e 7 
ro):IHHH (87 MeCel.\H, oncer: 6 - 300 MeCel.\H, 3 npecran­
HML\H 113):lp)l(yBaar ):IO)l(HBOTHa Ka3Ha 3aTBOp ). Bo 0/:(HOC 
Ha THnor Ha npecranor, 64 HCnHTaHHL\11 ce pel.\HAHBHCTH 
(neHonOllIKH), AOAeKa 69 ce HaCMnHH npecranHHl.\11. 3a 
Karerop113a[_\11ja Ha HCTIHTaHHL\HTe 6ea KOpHCTeHM TIO):la­
TOL\HTe OA ocpHL\HjanHara AOKyt,1eHTal.\Hja. I1pecranHH­
L\11Te no):leneHM BO ABere Karerop1111 He ce pa3nMKyBaar 
3HatJajHO BO OAHOC Ha COL\HO):leMorpacpcKHre KapaKTe­
pHCTHKH (Bo3pacr, o6pa30BaH11e, 6patJeH 11 nperxoAeH 
pa6oreH craryc). OA np116paH11re KpHMHHOJIOllIKH no):la­
TOl.\11, 3HatJajHa pa3nHKa e yrnpAeHa caMO Mefy HaCHJI­
HMTe 11 HeHaCMJIHHTe npecranHHL\H, BO OAHOC Ha ):10JI)[(J1-
Hara Ha 3aTBopcKara Ka3Ha, llITO e H O'leKYBaHO co orneA 
Ha np11po):lara Ha Aenara (M,,,; = 8.6 ± 4.9 roAHHH > M,111,; 
= 6.3 ± 3.8 fOAMHH, t (117) = 3.27,p < 0.01). ,neraneH 
np11Ka3 Ha npMMepOKOT, cornacHO co THnonornjara Ha 
113BpllieHHTe KpHBM'IHM ):lena, e np11Ka>I<aH BO Ta6ena 1. 
Karerop113al.\Hjara Ha ):lenara e H3BpllieHa BO cornacHocr 
co Kp11Bwrn11or 3aKOHMK Ha P. MaKeAOHHja. 
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offenders. We used the official prison records to split 

the offenders in groups. No significant differences 

were detected regarding sociodemographic 

characteristics in offender subgroups (age, education, 

marital and previous work status). With respect to 

criminological characteristics, the only significant 

difference was detected between violent and non­

violent offenders, regarding sentence length, which is 

an expected finding due to the nature of the criminal 

acts (M,. = 8.6 ± 4.9 years > M.11• = 6.3 ± 3.8 years , t 
(117) = 3.27, p < 0.01). A detailed description of the 

sample is provided in Table 1. with respect to 

convicted crime categorization. The criminal acts were 

categorized according to the Criminal Code of 

R.Macedonia. 
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ncHXOflOWKH H nE11ArOWKH nPErnE/j 

Ta6e/Ut 1. CiiipyKiuypa 1-1a iipuMepoKoiu ciiopeg Kaiuezopujaiua 1-1a 113ep1ue1-111 Kpueul/1-1 11 ge.na 
Table 1. Sample structure according to convicted crime categorization 

Tun Ha npecranHHK / Offender t 1pe 
Kareropnja Ha KpHBH4HOTO Jl_eJJO / 
Convicted crime category 

TTpoTHB )!(HBOTOT H rerroro (4JJeH 123-136) / 
Against life and body (article 123-136) 

TTponrn norrosara crro6oAa H norroBHOT Moparr 
(4JJeH 186-194) / 
Against sexual freedom and sexual morality 
(article 186-194) 

TTpOTHB 3Apasjero Ha rryrero 
( 4JJeH 205-217) / 
Against human health (article 205-217) 

TTpOTHB )!(HBOTHara cpeAHHa H npHpOAaTa (4JJeH 
218-234) / 
Against the environment (article 218-234) 

TTpoTHB HMOTOT (4JJeH 235-263) / 
Against property (article 235-263) 

TTpoTHB jaBHHTe QlHHaHCHH, nrraTHHOT npoMeT H 

cronaHCTBOTO (4rreH 268-287) / 
Against public finances, payment operations and 
the economy (article 268-287) 

TTponm 6e36eAHOcra Ha jaBHHOT coo6paKaj 
(4JJeH 297-304) / 
Against safety in public traffic 
(article 297-304) 

TTpOTHB crry)!(6eHara AOJJ)!(HOCT 
(4rreH 353-362) / 
Against official duty (article 353-362) 

TTpoTHB jaBHHOT peA (•rneH 382-402) / 
Against public order (article 382-402) 

TTponrn 40Be4HOCTa H MefyHapOAHOTO npaBO 
(4rreH 403-422) / 
Against humanity and international law (article 
403-422) 

BKy111-10 I Total 
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TTpHMapeH / 
Primary 

19 

9 

17 

I 

22 

2 

5 

5 

3 

15 

98 

Pel\HAHBHCT / HaCHrreH / HeHacHrreH / 
Reoffender Violent Nonviolent 

5 24 0 

0 9 0 

13 1 29 

0 0 1 

35 25 32 

3 0 5 

2 7 0 

0 0 5 

3 3 3 

3 0 18 

64 69 93 
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Ilo,naTOl.\HTe ce rrp11611paID1 BO rrep110,noT aarycT-cerr­
Te~rnp11 20 I 7 ro,n11Ha rrpeKy HHTepBjya crrpoBe,neHH o,n 
CTpaHa Ha qJJeHOBHTe Ha THMOBHTe 3a peCOl.\HjaJJH3al_\Hja 
(Man ,neJJ BO HHBHO rrp11cycrno O.Q CTpaHa Ha e,neH OA 
aarnp11Te Ha 11crpmKyaalheTO). He 6ea eB11,neHmpaID1 
HH.QHKaTOpH Ha HeHCKpeHOCT Ha HCITHTaHHl_\HTe KOH 611 
npe.QH3BHKaJJe CHCTeMaTCKa rpeuJKa BO MepelbeTO. Ca~m 
HeKOJJKY HCITHTaHlfl.\11 6ea HCKJJY11eHH OA aHaJIH3aTa 
nopa,n11 HeKOMITJJeTIDI J,fJJH HeBaJJH.QHH 0.QfOBOpH. O,n 
CHTe HCITHTaHl11\H e ,no611eHa HH!pOpM11paHa cornaCHOCT 
3a Y11eCTBO BO HCTpal!cyaalheTO. 

MepHU UHCmpyMeHmu 

IIparnaJIHUK Ja npol.\eHa Ha J111qHocrn cnope,n Teopu­

jarn Ha oceTJIIIBOCT Ha noT1cpenyBa11>e (Reinforce­
ment Sensitivity Theory of Personality Questionnaire, 
RST-PQ) (20). CTattyaa 3fiop 3a Heo,na~rna KOHCTPYMPaH 
HHCTPYMeHT BO cornaCHOCT co peBHAHpaID!OT MO,QeJJ Ha 
Teop11jara Ha ocern11aocT Ha noTKperryaalbe, IIITO ce 
0611,nyaa ,na r11 Ha.QMHHe pa3n11qH11Te cna6ocm Ha 
rrpeTXO.QHO KOHcrpy11paHHTe MepKH ITOBp3aHH co OBaa 
Teop11ja. TipalllaJJHHKOT ce COCTOH OA 65 TBp.Qelba co 
KOH ce rrpol_\eHyBaaT qempH AOMeHH Ha oceTJJHBOCTa Ha 
ITOTKperryBalbe, O,nroBapalbeTO ce BplllH co ITOMOIII Ha 
qeTHpHCTerreHa JlMKepTOBa CKaJJa Ha O.QfOBOpH, Ka,ne 
I =Boorr1I1TO He Me orr11rnyaa, 2=MaJJKY Me orr11rnyaa, 
3=yMepeHo Me orr11rnyaa 11 4=coceMa Me orr111I1yBa. 
IlpBHOT .QOMeH IIITO ce rrpol_\eHyaa co HHCrpyMeHTOT e 
cucitie,110111 6op6a-6e2c1Tteo-6noK11pa1ue IIITO orrcpaKa 
0/l,HecyBaH,a 0/l, THITOT 6ercrno, 6JJOKHpalbe 11 aKTUBHO 
1136ernyaatt,e. Oaaa cyrrcKana ce cocrn11 o,n IO rnp,nelba, 
a KOecpHl_\HeHTOT Ha BHaTpelllHaTa KOH3HCTeHTHOCT 
yrnp,neH BO OBa 11crpa)l(yBatt,e ea = 0.81 . 
BTOpHOT .QOMeH e Cl/Ctl/eA10lll Ha 6uxeeuopallHG 1/HXl/611-
l(ltja, BO paMKH Ha KOj ce rrpaBH AHCTHHKI.\Hja noMefy 
o,n6paH6eHO rrp116JJH)l(yaalbe KOH orraCHH CTHMYJJM KOH 
MO)l(e H KOH He MO)l(e ,l],a ce H36ernaT. KaKO 0/l,fOBOpH Ha 
onaCHH CTHMYJJH IIITO MO)l(e ,na ce 1136ernaT BKJJyqeHH ce 
npeKHH Ha TeKOBHOTO 0,QHecyaatt,e, 6KXeBHOpaJJHa rrpo­
l_\eHa Ha p113HK H npema3JJHBOCT 11 3arpHl!(eHOCT. O,n 
,npyra CTpaHa, KaKo o,nroBop11 Ha He1136e)KID1 orracH11 
CTHMYJJH BKJJyLJeHH ce orrceCHBHH MHCJJH H 6KXeB11opan­
Ha HeaHfa)l(HpaHOCT. CyrrcKaJJaTa ce COCTOH 0A 23 TBp­
,QeH,a, a KpoH6ax ancpa-KoecpHl.\HeHTOT BO OBOj 
npHMepoK H3HecyBa a= 0.91. 
TpemoT /l,OMeH e Cl/Ctl/eAWlll HO 6uxeeuopallHG GKlllll-
6Gl(ltja, IIITO e onepal_\HOHaJJH3HpaH rrpeKy '-leTHpH 
K0MITOHeHm: 3aHHTepec11paHOCT 3a Harpa,ll,H, Hcrpaj­
HOCT BO rrocmrnyaalbeTO Ha l_\eJJH, peaKTHBHOCT Ha 
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The data was collected during August and October in 

2017 in a series of one-on-one interview sessions with 

the members of the resocialization staff (a small 

prop01iion in their presence by one of the study 

authors). No indicators of pmiicipants' dishonesty were 

detected that could systematically affect the results. 

Only few offenders were excluded from the analyses 

due to missing or invalid responses. All pmiicipants 

provided informed consent to participate in the study. 

Measures 

Reinforcement Sensitivity Theory of Personality 
Questionnaire (RST-PQ) (20). This is a recently 

developed instrument in alignment with the revised 

RST model, specifically designed to address various 

drawbacks of previous RST measures. It consists of 

65 items measuring three thematic facets. A four-point 

Like1i-style scale is offered with the following 

response options: not at all, slightly, moderately, and 

highly, as a a response key to the question "How 

accurately does each statement describe you?" 

The first measured facet is the Fight-Flight-Freeze 

System (FFFS) encompassing flight, freeze and active 

avoidance behaviour. The subscale consists of 10 

items and the internal consistency coefficient obtained 

in this study is a= 0.81. 

The second facet is the Behavioural Inhibition System 

(BIS), that incorporates a distinction between 

defensive approach to avoidable and unavoidable 

dangerous stimuli. Motor inten-uption, behavioural 

caution/risk assessment, and won-y are assigned as 

responses to avoidable dangerous stimuli, while 

obsessional thoughts, and behavioural disengagement 

are assigned as responses to unavoidable dangerous 

stimuli. This subscale consists of 23 items and the 

obtained Cronbach's alpha in this study is a= 0.91. 

The third facet is the Behavioural Approach System 

(BAS), operationalized through four subcomponents: 

Reward Interest, Goal-Drive Persistence, Reward 

Reactivity, and Impulsivity. Reward Interest (RI) 

measures openness to new experiences and 

opp01iunities that are potentially rewarding (7 items, a 

= 0.76). Goal-Drive Persistence (GDP) measures the 

motivation to put in place goals and sub-goals to 
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nCHXOflOWKH If nE,qArOWKH nPErflE/j 

Harpa,nH H HMTTYJJCHBHOCT. IlpeKy 3GIIHITiepecupaHOC!Tia 

w Hazpagu, ce npo11ettyBa ornopeHocra KOH HOBH 
HCKycrna H MOlKHOCTH KOH noreH11HjanHO MOlKe .na 
npe.11_H3BHKaaT 3a.11_0BOJJCTBO (7 rnp,nelba, 0. = 0.76). Hc-
1TipajHOClUG (10 l/OCIUl/2H)l6GH>eiuo HG 1ie1111 ja npouettyBa 
MOTHBHpaHocra .na ce .neQJHHHpaaT uenH H HHBHH 
KOMTTOHeHTH KOH BO.ll_aT .no nocTHrttyBalhe Ha o,npe,neHa 
Harpa.na, 0.ll_HOCHO 3a.ll_OBOJICTBO, IIJTO '-leCTO narn MO)Ke 
.na BKnY'-IYBa )KpTByBalbe Ha KpaTKOTpajHH HJJH Heno­
cpe,nHH Harpa,nHh a,nOBOJJCTBa, a HCTOBpeMeHO onqiafa H 
o,npllCYBa!he Ha .nonropo'-IHa TT03HTHBHa MOTHBHpaHOCT 
Kora He e .nocranHa Henocpe,nHa Harpa,na (7 rnp,ne!ha, o. 
= 0.73). PeaK1Ti116Hoc1Tia Ha Hazpagu ro omjlaka reHepH­
pa!heTO H )I_O)ICHByBa!heTO Ha Harpa,na (3a.ll_OBOJJCTBO) 
Kora HellJTaTa ce O.ll_BHBaaT BO nocaKYBaHa HaCOKa, IIJTO 
0B03MO)l(YBa TT03HTHBHO noTKpenyBalhe Ha O.ll_HeCYBa­
lbeTO (10 rnp,nelba, 0. = 0.78). I1Mll)IJICl/(JH0ClTia ce 
COCTOH 0.11_ OTCYCTBO Ha nnaHHpalbe H 6p3H peaKl..(1111 (8 
rnp,nelha, o. = 0. 71 ). 
ABTOpHTe Ha OBOj npalllaJJHI1K, KaKO ,nonoJJttyBalbe Ha 
TPHTe CHCTeMH, BMeTHaJJe H .nonOJJHHTeJJHa cyncKaJJa, 
KaKo '-lernprn ,noMeH Ha ocern1rnocra Ha noTKpenyBalhe, 
a ma e gerj1aHJll6HG1Tia 6op6a co Koja ce npouettyBaaT 
6HxeBHOpanHH peaKQHH Kora e,nHHKara e COO'-leHa co 
MHory HHTeH3HBHa H Henocpe,nHa 3aKai:1a H Kora He ce 
B03MOllCHH .npyrtt MO)KHOCTH 3a 6ercTBO (8 rnp,nefba, 0. = 
0.81). 

PeJynmamu 

Bo Ta6ena 2 ce npHKall<aHH .necKpHnTHBHHTe CTaTHCTHKl1 
3a CHTe cyncKaJJH Ha KOpHCTeHHOT npalllaJJHHK. Yrnp­
,neHa e YMepeHa TeH,neHQHja Ha rpynHpaFbe Ha no.narn­
UHTe KOH TTOHHCKHTe 011eHKH Ha cyncKanara 6op6a-
6ercrno-6noKHpalbe, ,no,neKa noHcraKHara TeH,neHUHja 
KOH rpym1palbe Ha no,naTOQHTe KOH TTOBHCOKl1Te oueHKJ1 
e yrnp,neHa Ha cyncKan11re HCTpajHocT Ha uenra H 
peaKTHBHOCT Ha Harpa,nH, KaKO AHMeH3HH Ha CHCTeMOT 
Ha 6HXeBHOpanHa aKTHBaQHja. 
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achieve an ultimate aim of obtaining a reward, 

although often at the expense of a sh01t-term or 

immediate reward, as well as the maintenance of 

positive motivation over time when an immediate 

reward is not available (7 items, a = 0.73). Reward 

Reactivity (RR) relates to the generation and 

experience of reward (i.e., 'pleasure') when things are 

going well and provides the positive reinforcement for 

BAS behaviour (10 items, a= 0.78). Impulsivity (I) 

consists of non-planning and fast reactions (8 items, a 

= 0.71). 

The authors of RST-PQ propose that an additional 

factor should be included as a separate scale and a 

fomth facet, i.e. Defensive Fight, that taps into 

behavioural reactions when confronted with a high 

intensity and immediate threat and when other forms 

of escape are not available (8 items, a= 0.81) 

Results 

Table 2. presents descriptive statistics on all RST-PQ 

scales. A moderate tendency of data grouping towards 

lower scores is registered in the Fight-Flight-Freeze 

System (FFFS) scale, while a more pronounced 

tendency of data grouping towards higher scores is 

registered in the Goal-Drive Persistence (GDP) and 

Reward Reactivity (RR) scales as pait of the 

Behavioural Approach System (BAS). 

77 

t-



PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PEDAGOGICAL SURVEY 

Ta6eJU1 2. /1,ecKpufiiuueHu ciuaiu11c1um;u 3a ac1ieKtumue Ha ocet11J111eociiia Ha 1iottiKpefiyealbe (N= 162) 
Table 2. Descriptive statistics for RST facets (N= 162) 

AcnelCTII Ha oceTJIIIB0CTa 
M 

Ha noicpenyealbe / RST facets 

Eop6a-6ercTBo-6JIOK11palbe / 

Fight-Flight-Freeze 
20.73 

E11xes11opaJIHa HHXH6HI . .\Hja / 

Bihevioral Inhibition 
57.84 

3a11HTepec1-1paHOCT 1a HarpaAH / 

Reward Interest 
22.87 

HcrpajHocr Ha l..lema / 

Goal Drive Persistance 
24.00 

PeaKTHBHOCT Ha HarpaAH / 

Reward Reactivity 
30.89 

furnyJICHBHOCT / 

Impulsivity 
20.85 

,[(e<jiaH3HBHa 6op6a / 

Defencive Fight 
23 .58 

Co l.leJI Aa ce npol.leHH AHCKp11.M11HaTHBHara MOK Ha 
acneKTHTe Ha ocernHBocra Ha noTKpenysalbe npH AH<Pe­
peHL\1tpaH,eTO Ha peUHAHBHCTH OA np11.MapHH CTOpHTeJIH, 
KaKO H Ha HaCHJIHH OA HeHaCHJIHH npecranHHl..111, npH.Me­
HHBMe y1msap11jaHTHa aHaJI111a Ha sap11jaHca. Pe1yma­
THTe OA npsara aHaJIH3a BO Koja 6ea cnopeAyBaHH peu11-
AHBHCTHTe co nptt.MapHHTe npecranHHL\H (Ta6ena 3) 

}'Ka)l<aa AeKa noBTOpHHTe OA npH.MapHttTe CTOpHTeJIH ce 
pa3JIHKyBaaT BO OAHOC Ha eAHa AHMeH3Hja Ha CHCTe.MOT 
Ha 6HXeBHOpaJIHa aKTHBau11ja. l1MeHO, H.MnyJICHBHOCTa 
(oTCYCTBOTO Ha nnaHHpalbe H 6p3H peaKL(HH) e 3Ha1rnjHo 
noHCTaKHara KaJ peUHAHBHCTHTe F (I, 160) =5.07, 

p < 0.05, g =0.36. 
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Oncer / CicjyHec / KypTOlllC/ 
SD 

Range Skewness Kurtosis 

6.84 10-40 .658 -.367 

13.91 30-86 .157 -.760 

3.86 13-28 -.521 -.513 

3.12 12-28 -.894 .83 1 

5.0 1 13-40 -.809 1.117 

4.87 10-32 .167 -.362 

4.96 8-32 -.337 .152 

In order to assess the discriminant value of RST facets 

in differentiating reoffenders from primary offenders 

and violent from nonviolent offenders we used 

univariate analysis of variance. 

In the first analysis we compared reoffenders with 

primary offenders (Table 3) and detected only one 

significant difference between the groups in the 

domain of the Behavioural Approach System (BAS). 

1mpulsivity (I) (i.e. non-planning and fast reactions) 

was significantly more pronounced in reoffenders F 

(I, 160) = 5.07,p < 0.05, g= 0.36. 
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ncHXOflOWKH H nE,ljArOWKH nPErflE/1 

Ta6e;,a 3. Pa3JIUKII eo aciieKiTimTte Ha oceiuJ111eoc1Tia Ha 1101TiKpeiiyea1ue .Meiy pe1;11g11euciu11iiie u i1p11MapHwTie 

ltpeclUGl/Hlll\11 

Table 3. RST facets differences behveen reoffenders and primary offenders 

Acne1m1 / RST 
Tun Ha F 

facets 
npeCTaRHIIK / n M SD 

(1, 160) 
Sig. 

Offender type 

TipHMapeH / 
Primary 98 20.60 7.14 

EEE/FFFS Pel.\H,nHBHCT / 
0.098 0.754 

Reoffender 64 20.94 6.41 

TipHMapeH / 
Primary 98 56.62 13.92 

EI1/BIS 
Pel.\H,nHBHCT / 

1.909 0.169 

Reoffender 64 59.70 13.80 

TipHMapeH / 
Primary 98 22.93 3.72 

3H/RI Pel.\H,nHBHCT / 0.056 0.813 

Reoffender 64 22.78 4.10 

TipmrnpeH / 
Primary 98 24.15 3.03 

I1U/GDP Pel.\H,nllBHCT / 
0.595 0.442 

Reoffender 64 23.77 3.26 

I1p11MapeH / 
Primary 98 30.52 5.22 

PH/RR 
Pel.\11.n11a11cT / 

1.345 0.248 

Reoffender 64 31.45 4.65 

TipHMapeH / 
Primary 98 20.16 4.94 

11/1 Pel.\H,nHBHCT / 5.074 0.026* 

Reoffender 64 21.91 4.61 

TipHMapeH / 
Primary 98 23.44 5.27 

,[(6/DF Pel.\H,nHBHCT / 
.201 0.655 

Reoffender 64 23.80 4.47 

Ja6eJ1e111Ka: EEE=c11cTeM 6op6a-6ercrno-6noK11paH>e, EI1=c11cTeM Ha 611xea11opanHa HHXH6Hl.\Hja, 
3H=3aHHTepecHpaHOCT 33 Harpa,nH, 11LI:=11cTpajHOCT Ha l.\enrn, PH=peaKTHBHOCT Ha Harpa,nH, 
11=mrnyncHBHOCT, ,[(6=.necpaH3HBHa 6op6a 

Note. FFFS = Fight-Flight-Freeze System; BIS=Bihevioral Inhibition System; RI=Reward Interest; GDP=Goal-Drive Persistence; 
RR=Reward Reactivity; DF=Defensive Fight 

* p < 0.05 
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PSYCHOLOGICAL AND PEDAGOGICAL SURVEY 

Ta6eJ1a 4. Pa3J/UKU ea aciieKiiiuiiie Ha ocetuJ111eoc1ua Ha iioi"iiKpeiiyea1tJe .Me.'iy HGCIIJ1H11iiie 11 HeHac11J1Huiiie 

iipeciiiaiiHllt\11 

Table 4. RST facets di.fferences between violent and nonviolent offenders 

Acne1CT11 / T11n Ha M SD 
F 

Sig. RST facets n (1, 160) npecrnnHIIK / 
Offender type 
Hac,meH / 
Violent 69 20.20 6.38 

EEE/FFFS 
HeHac11neH / 0.708 0.401 

Nonviolent 93 21.12 7.17 

Hac,meH / 
Violent 69 55.59 12.64 

EH/BIS 
HeHac11neH / 

3.173 0.077 

Nonviolent 93 59.50 14.63 

Hac,meH / 
Violent 69 22.17 3.80 

3H/RI HeHac11neH / 3.986 0.048* 

Nonviolent 93 23.39 3.84 

HacHneH / 
Violent 69 23.61 3.29 

111VGDP HeHac11neH / 1.900 0.170 

Nonviolent 93 24.29 2.98 

Hac,meH / 
Violent 69 30.49 5.18 

PH/RR 
HeHac11neH / 

0.750 0.388 

Nonviolent 93 31.18 4.89 

Hac,meH / 
Violent 69 20.52 4.93 

WI HeHacHneH / 0.550 0.460 

Nonviolent 93 21.10 4.84 

Hac,meH / 
Violent 69 23.19 4.99 

,lU,IDF HeHac,meH / 0.749 0.388 

Nonviolent 93 23.87 4.95 

3a6enewKa: EEE=cncTeM 6op6a-6ercrno-6noKnpa!be, EH=c11cTeM Ha 611xes1mpanHa HHx1161u-11-1ja, 
3H=JaHHTepecHp3HOCT 33 Harpa,nH, 111.l=11cTpajHOCT Ha l.\enTa, PH=peaKTHBHOCT Ha Harpa,nH, 
I1=11MnyncHBHOCT, ,lU,=J:1ecj>aH3HBH3 6op6a 

Note. FFFS = Fight-Flight-Freeze System; BIS=Bihevioral Inhibition System; RI=Reward Interest; GDP=Goal-Drive Persistence; 
RR=Reward Reactivity; DF=Defensive Fight 

* p < 0.05 
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nCHXOflOWKH H nE11ArOWKH nPErflf/1 

Bo BTopara aHamna 6ea cnope,llyBaHH HaCHJJHHTe co 
HeHaCJiJJH11Te npecranHHl(H (Ta6ena 4). I1 BO OBOj CJl)'1-Jaj 
ce TIOKaJl(a ,lleKa HaCHJIHHTe npecranHHUH ce pa3JJHKysaaT 
0,ll HeHaCHJJHHTe caMO BO 0,!IHOC Ha e,llHa ,l\HMeH3Hja Ha 
CHCTeMOT Ha 6HXeBHOpanHa aKTHBaQHja. Bo OBOj cnyrnj, 
Kaj HaCHJJHHTe npecranHHI.(H e yrnp,lleHa 3Hal.fajHo noHH­
CKa 3aHHTepeCHpaHOCT 3a Harpa,!IH F (I, 160) = 3 .99, p < 

0.05, g = 0.32 WTO rn 0,llpe,llyBa KaKO TIOMaJJKY ornopeHH 
3a HOBH HCKycrna H MO)KHOCTH KOH TIOTeHl..(HjaJJHO MOlKe 
,!la npe,llH3BHKaaT 3a,!IOBOJJCTBO. 

/:luc«ycuja 

Ilpoyqysatt,eTO Ha oco6HHHTe Ha JJHl.fHOCra, KOHl..(emy­
aJJH3HpaHH cornaCHO co peBH,llHpaHHOT MO,lleJJ Ha reo­
pHjara Ha oceTJJJIBOCT Ha TIOTKpenyBatt,e, Kaj pa3JJHl.fHH 
rpynH npecranHHUH TIOKa)l(a ,lleKa caMO ,!\Be ,lll1MeH3HH Ha 
CHCTeMOT Ha 6HXeBHOpanHa aKT11Bal..(Hja He3aBHCHO m 
,llHCpepeHl..(HpaaT TIOBTOpHHTe 0,ll np11MapHHTe cropHTeJJH, 
0):1,HOCHO HaCHJJHHTe O,ll HeHaCHJJHlffe cropHTeJJH. 
IlOCHJJHO HCTaKHarara IIMiiyncl/6HOCll/ Kaj peUHAH­
BHCTHTe e TIOBp3aHa co cna6a perynaTHBHa MOK Ha KOH­
TPOJJHHTe MeXaHH3MH - KOfHHTHBHH, eMOl..(HOHaJJHH 
IVHJJH 6HXeB11opaJJH11, WTO rn npe,llHCTIOHHpa OBHe npec­
ranHHl..(H KOH pel..(H,llHBH3aM. I1aKO OBOj acneKT Ha 
CHCTeMOT Ha 6HxeBHOpanHa aKT11BaQHja ce aKT11BHpa BO 
!pHHaJJHHTe cpa3H OA ,l\OCTHrHyBatt,eTO H KOHCYMHpaFbeTO 
Ha ,,Harpa,llara", BO CHTyaQHH Kora e npeKyMepHO aKTH­
BeH, BCywHOCT MO)l(e ):J,a ro nonpel.fH peaJJH3Hpatt,eTO Ha 
AOJJropol.fHHTe ueJJH. Kpyn11K (Krupic) H Kop (Corr) (21) 
ja HapeKysaaT oBaa ,llHMeH3Hja ,,nocaKysaFbe", Aecjl11-
H11pajKH ja KaKO aM6Hl..(H03HO rellrneett,e KOH TIOBeKe 
pecypcH 11 nocaKysalhe Ha noBeKe pecypCH, np11 WTO 
HaBe,llysaaT eMnHp11CKH HaO,llH ):J,eKa OBaa UpTa e 
TIOBp3aHa co T.H. ,,6p3 CTHJJ Ha )l(HBOT'', cornaCHO co 
reopHjara Ha ll<HBOTHara 11crop11ja. ,,Ep3HTe" e,!IHHKH 
cnope,ll OBOj MO):J,eJJ ce TIOBeKe OpHeHTHpaHH KOH 
eKCTIJJOaTHpaFbe Ha Apyr,ne, TIOBeKe ce aHTHCOl..(HjaJJHO 
HaCol.feHH, xpa6p11, aKTHBHH, arpeCHBHH, TIOMaJJKY 
APY>KeJby6HBH, CKJJOHH KOH npe3eMafbe pH3Hl..(H H 
AOMHHaHTHH. Bo KOHTeKCT Ha pecouHjaJJH3al..(Hjara Ha 
npecranm1u11 co BaKBH oco6HHH, mmyncHBHocra npeT­
craByBa pH3HK. ITopa,!111 roa, nporpaMHTe 3a TpenrnH 
rpe6a ):J,a rn 3eMaT npe,!IBHA cneuH!pHl.fHHTe CTaAHYMH OA 
KpHMHHaJJHHOT H TICHXHl.fKHOT pa3BOj Ha npecranHHKOT, 
Ka,lle HMTIYJJCHBHOTO O,l\Hecysafbe ce nojaBysa KaKO 
):(eCTpyKTHBeH npouec. 
Kaj HacHJJHHTe npecranHHUH, naK, 6ewe yrnp,lleHa no­
HHCKa 3al/HtUepecupaHOCIU 3a Ha2pag11 OTKOJJKY Kaj 
HeHaCHJJHHTe npecranHHl..(H, WTO ynarysa Ha TOa ,lleKa 
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In the second analysis we compared violent with 

nonviolent offenders (Table 4). Again, we detected 

only one significant difference and it also encompasses 

a feature of the Behavioural Approach System (BAS). 

Reivard Interest (RI) is significantly lower in violent 

offenders F(I, 160) = 3.99,p < 0.05,g= 0.32 defining 

them as less open to new experiences and oppo1tunities 

that are potentially rewarding in comparison to non­

violent offenders. 

Discussion 

The investigation of personality traits as 

conceptualized within the revised RST framework in 

different types of offenders showed that the linear 

combination of RST facets does not discriminate 

reoffenders and violent offenders. Only two 

dimensions of the BAS can independently differentiate 

recidivism and violent offending. 

Higher impulsivity in reoffenders relates to 

dysregulated control mechanisms, either cognitive, 

emotional and/or behavioural that predisposes them to 

recidivism. Although this BAS aspect represents the 

final stages of reward capturing and consummation, 

when overactive it can actually inhibit the attainment 

of long-term goals. Krupic & Corr (21) label this 

dimension 'wanting', defining it as ambitious striving 

and desiring more resources and offer empirical 

evidence that this trait is associated with the so called 

'fast lifestyle' according to the Life History Theory. 

'Fast' individuals according to this model are more 

exploitative/antisocial, bold, active, aggressive, less 

sociable, impulsive, prone to risk-taking, and 

dominant. In the context of resocialization impulsivity 

poses a risk. Treatment programs should address the 

specific stages both in the criminal and in the 

psychological development process of the offender 

where impulsive behaviour tends to occur as a 

disruptive force. 

The detected lower reward interest in violent offenders 

suggest that they generally show a weaker desire and 

tendency toward seeking new rewards. Krupic & Corr 

(21) define this aspect of the BAS as 'incentive 

motivation'. Lower incentive motivation thus inhibits 

the approach toward potential rewards (i.e. less 
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Kaj HHB nocT011 nocna6a )Ken6a 11 TeH,!\em-111ja 3a 6apatt,e 
H0B11 38,!(0Boncrna. KpynHK (Krupic) 11 Kop (Corr) (21) 
ro ,!(e<tmHHpaaT OBOj acneKT Ha Cl1CTeM0T Ha fo1xe­
Bl10panHa aKTHBal_\11ja K8K0 'nOTTl1KH)'B8'lKa MOTl1B81\Hja'. 
Kora oBoj Bl1,!\ MOTHB81\Hja e nocna6o H3pa3eH, ma 
pe3ym11pa co l1HX11611pa11,e Ha npHCTaTI0T KOH TI0TeH-
1\HjanHH 3a,!(0B0nCTBa (T.e. nocna6a npoaKTHBHOCT). 
ITOHaTaMY, ma yKa)l<ysa 11 Ha nocna6a TeH,!(eHI.(Hja KOH 
K0rHl1THBH0 11CTPalK}'BaH,e H TI0HHCK0 H3pa3eHa eKCTpa­
Bep3Hja KaK0 M0THBal_\HCKa CHara. l1aKO e MaprHHanHa 
CTaTl1CTffllKaTa 3HatJajHOCT Ha pa3nHKaTa Mefy npecrnn­
Hl11\HTe, CMeTaMe ,!(eKa e Ba>I<Ha, He caM0 BO K0HTeKCT Ha 
KpHMHHanHTeT0T, TYKY H BO K0HTeKCT Ha peCOI.\HjanH-
3al_\Hjarn. 3aHHTepec11paHocrn 3a Harpa,!\a e npB110T tJe­
Kop KOH TI0CTl1fH}'BaH,e Ha 3a,!(a,!(eHa l_\en. ,l],oKOnKy ja 
pa3rne,!\yBaMe 0,!\ acneKT Ha npm.rnpH11 HH,!(HBH,!\yanHH 
npe,!\11cno3Hl.\11H, 113Bpl.II)'BafueTO Ha Hac11neH npecrnn 
TIOBeKe e nocne,!(Hl_\a Ha K0HTeKcryanHH 0K0nH0CTl1 
0TK0nKy Ha CHnHa )l(en6a 3a TI0CTHrHyBafue 0,!(pe,!(eHa 
l_\en, np11 1mo, He CMee ,!(a ce 3aHeMap11 pa3H0BH,!(Harn 
np11po,!(a Ha Hac11nH11Te npecTanH KapaKTepHCTl1'lHl1 3a 
0Baa rpyna 11cn11TaHHI.\H. KaHTep (Canter) 11 Jattrc 
(Youngs) (19) C00,!(BeTH0 TI0C0'l}'BaaT Ha B8)1(H0CTa Ha 
HapaTl1BH0TO 3HatJefue Ha KpHMHHanH0T0 ,!(eno 3a caMH0T 
npeCTaTIHHK. Bo 0TCYCTB0 Ha TaKBH TI0,!(aTOl_\11 M0)l(eMe 
caMo ,!(a umeKyn11paMe 3a noTeHI.\HjanHarn ynora Ha 
npHMapHaTa MOTl1Bal_\Hja. 0,1( ,!\pyra CTPaHa, He0TIX0,!(H0 e 
,!(a ce HCTIHTa H M0)l(H0CTa HaManeHaTa 3aHHTepeCH­
paH0CT 3a Harpa,!\H Kaj HHB ,!(a npeTCTaBysa nocne,!(Hl.\a 
Ha KopeKTHBHaTa <pyttKI.(11ja Ha np0l_\eC0T Ha peCOI.\Hja­
nl13al.\Hja. AKTHBHOCTa Ha M0THB8l_\HCKHTe CHCTeMH 
BnHjae Ha M0)1(H0CTl1Te 3a CTeKHysa11,e H0Bl1 )l(J,l]lQTHH 
11CKycrna, MefyTOa H H0BHTe )KHB0THH HCKYCTBa BnHjaaT 
Ha ocernHB0CTa Ha TI0TKpenysa11,e, OTryKa, y1me TIOBeKe 
ce Harnacysa noTPe6arn 0,!\ nocBeryBafue ,!\ononH11TenHo 
BHIDl1aHHe Ha HH,!(HBl1,!\yanHHTe pa3mlKH BO nocaKysa­
H,eTO 11 np11crnnysa11,ern KOH noTeHI.\HjanHH Harpa,1(11 
KaK0 cy6jeKTHBHO nepl_\HnHpaHH K0MTI0HeHTH Ha nporpa­
MHTe 3a TpenrnH. Tpern M0lKH0CT e ,!(a rH pa3rne,!(aMe 
0BHe Ha0,!(H 0,1( acneKT Ha oco611HHTe Ha 113BpllleH11Te 
KpHBH'lHH ,!(ena 0,!\ CTPaHa Ha HeHaCHnHHTe npecrnn­
HHI.\H, Kaj KOH e 3HatJajHO TI0H3pa3eHa 3aHHTepecH­
paH0CTa 3a Harpa,!\H. Bo ,!(BeTe ,!(0MHHaHTHH KaTeropHH 
Ha ,!(ena nopa,1(11 KOH m.1 e 113pe1JeHa TeK0BHarn 3arnopcKa 
Ka3Ha (npOTHB 3,!(paBjeTO Ha nyfeTO 11 np0THB HMOTOT), 
BCyrnH0CT CTaH}'Ba 36op 3a npOH3BO,!(CTBOITProBHja co 
,!\porn/ncHXOTPOITHH cyncTaHI.\H, 0,!(H0CH0 Kpa)l(6H - ,!(Ba 
THna npecrnn11 KOH HMaaT HarnaceH nyKpaTHBeH e<peKT, 
0,!(H0CH0 jacHO 0,!\pe,!\eHa aneTHTHBHa ,!\pa36a. 
l1aKO Ha0,!(HTe 0,1( 0Ba HCTpa)l(yBaH,e TI0TBp,!(yBaaT ,!(eKa 
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proactivity). It also signifies a weaker tendency toward 

cognitive exploration and lower extroversion as a 

motivational force. Although the significance of the 

difference among the offenders is marginal, we 

consider it meaningful not only in the context of 

criminality but also in the context of resocialization. 

Reward interest is the fast step toward goal attaimnent. 

If we consider it from the perspective of primary 

personality dispositions, then violent offending can 

thus result more prominently from contextual 

circumstances, rather than from a strong desire for a 

certain goal. Of course, the variety of violent offenses 

present in this group should not be neglected. Canter 

and Youngs (19) nicely point out the significance of 

the narrative meaning of the crime for the offender. In 

the absence of such data we can only assume the 

potential role of this initial motivation. However, 

another possibility should also be investigated, namely 

that their lower reward interest is actually resulting 

from the corrective function of the resocialization 

process. The sensitivity if the motivational systems 

does determine the opportunities for new learning 

experiences, however new learning experiences also 

affect the reinforcement sensitivity. This further 

accentuates the need for taking into consideration 

individual differences in desiring and approaching 

potential rewards as subjectively perceived 

components of the prison treatment programs. A third 

possibility is to look at the findings from the 

perspective of offence chm:acteristics committed by 

non-violent convicts, who show higher reward interest. 

Both dominant crime categories that they are serving 

their current prison sentence for (against human health 

and against prope1ty) actually consist almost 

exclusively from production/trade of narcotics 

psychotropic substances and thefts - two types of 

crimes that have a pronounced lucrative effect, i.e. a 

clearly defined appetitive stimulus. 

Although the findings confirm that reward sensitivity 

can discriminate offenders better that punishment 

sensitivity (11-14), we must also not neglect the fact 

that the data revealed more similarities than differences 

in personality traits of the compared offender 

subgroups. This implies that further research is needed 

on the effects of prison life experiences, since these 
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ncHxonOUJKH H nE11ArOUJKH nPErflE/1 

ocenurnocra Ha HarpaAH HMa noAHCKpHMHHanrnHa 

¢YHKL1Hja Kaj npecranHHLIHTe (11- I 4), OTKOJIKY ocenrn­
Bocra Ha Ka3HH, HCKJIY'IHTeJJHO e Ba)f(HO P,a ce HarnacH 

P,eKa noP,aTOI..IHTe OTKpirnaaT MHory noBeKe CJJH'IHOCTH 

OTKOJJKY pa3JJHKH BO oco6HHHTe Ha JIJ,fllHOCT Kaj 

cnopeAyBaHHTe rpynH npecranHHI..IH. Toa nocoqyBa Ha 

HeOITXOAHOCTa OA AOnOJJHHTeJJHO npoy'lyBafue Ha 
e<jieKTHTe OA HCKycraara noBp3aHH co lKJ1BOTOT BO 

33TBOpOT, K3KO <jiaKTOpH KOH noTeH1..1HjaJJHO noCHJJHO ro 

onpeP,enyaaaT cpyHKI..IHOHHpalliero Ha npecranHHLIHTe OA 

npHMapHHTe HHAHBHAyaJJHH npeP,HCn03HI..IHH. Co orneA 
Ha roa WTO npHMepOKOT e xeTeporeH BO OAHOC Ha BHAOT 
Ha H3BpweHHTe KpHBH'IHH P,eJJa, HO npHJJlf'IHO XOMoreH 

cornacHo co nocram<ara Ha H36op Ha HC1IHTaHHL111Te -

BKJiy'leHH ce rnaBHO copa60TJJHBH rrpecrarrHHLIH, COI..IH­
jaJJHO aP,anrnpaHH H pa6orno attrmKHpaHH, '!He OAHe­

cyaatt,e BO TeKOT Ha H3AP>KyaalbeTO Ha K33Hara BO 

HajroneM AeJJ e npo1..1eHero KaKo no3HTHBHO - cMeraMe 
P,eKa cJJeAHHTe HCTpa>Kyaa!ha BO OBaa o6nacT MO>Ke Aa ce 

<jioKycHpaaT Ha cnopeP,6a Ha npecranHHLIH BO OAHOC Ha 
cne1..1H<jJH'IHH KpHBW'IHH P,ena, a He Ha urnpmrn KaTeropHH 
npecranH, K3KO H HcnHTyBaH,e Ha HHTepaK1..111jara Mery 

pe1..1HAHBH3MOT H OMeJJHHTe KaTeropHH npecrarrH, 3eMaj­

KH rH npeABHA H KpHMHHOreHHTe noTPe6H Ha 3aTBope­
HH1..1HTe. BaKBHOT BHA HCTpa>KyaaH,a MO>Ke A3 o6e36eP,aT 

H3COKH 33 noP,mpepeHL1HpaHH H HHAHBHAY3JJH3Hp3HH 
<jiopMH Ha TpeTM3H. 
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