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ABSTRACT

This study critically examines the relationship between personality, intelligence and crime. The extent to which
psychological factors contribute to the understanding, explaining and predicting criminal behaviour is evaluated.
In the light of models and academic perspectives on personality and intelligence, the study addresses the
assumptions that personality traits such as psychoticism, neuroticism, extraversion and low intelligence levels/IQ
scores increase the likelihood of committing crime. It is emphasized that although certain personality traits and
low intelligence are associated with crime, they are not entirely determinant of crime and delinquency. The
importance of social, cultural, economic and environmental factors, as well as education and social environment,
in shaping criminal behaviour is discussed, and it is argued that these external conditions may be more influential
in the criminal process than individual psychological characteristics. In addition, the methodological difficulties
of models in the field of personality and intelligence are discussed, and the need for more comprehensive research
approaches is expressed. It is concluded that multifaceted and holistic perspectives integrating psychological
and sociological factors are essential for developing crime prevention and intervention strategies. Finally, it is
suggested that future crime studies adopt more holistic methodologies that consider the interaction between
individual characteristics and social influences.
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Introduction

The quest to understand and explain the origin and causes of criminal behaviour and how to
prevent it has long engaged scholars in various disciplines. Among the numerous factors
studied, personality traits and intelligence have received considerable attention as potential
determinants of criminal activity. However, the extent to which these psychological traits can
explain crime remains a topic of contention. This paper presents a critical assessment of the
relationship between personality, intelligence, and criminal behaviour, examining the
assumptions that underpin both explanatory arguments for and against and considering the
broader social, cultural, and economic context in which crime occurs.

The number of sociological and psychological perspectives to explain crime and delinquency is
quite large. The main reason for this is that the nature of crime and delinquency is complex, and
there are many criminal profiles and types of crimes. In other words, the existence of a large
number of variables (personality, intelligence, family structure, social problems, etc.) and a large
number of crime types (theft, murder, drugs, etc.) has necessitated a multi-perspective
explanation of crime and delinquency. However, it cannot be said that each of these
perspectives, widely available in the literature, can fully explain crime individually and
comprehensively due to various inadequacies or deficiencies. For this very reason, there is a
need for a critical evaluation of these perspectives. In this context, this study evaluates the
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relationship of personality and intelligence factors, which are frequently discussed in the
literature about to crime and delinquency, with the phenomenon of crime and their potential to
explain crime. There are almost no academic studies on this subject and scope in Turkiye. The
potential of sociological and psychological perspectives to explain crime and delinquency has
not been evaluated comprehensively and systematically. Therefore, the main purpose of this
study is to make this assessment. This study discusses the supporting arguments and
significant shortcomings of personality and intelligence perspectives as psychological factors
in crime and delinquency to emphasize the importance of critical thinking.

It is very important to elucidate the relationship between personality, intelligence and crime.
Knowing the relationship between personality and crime can help identify individuals at higher
risk of engaging in criminal behaviour. This knowledge can help to address, assess or develop
early intervention strategies to address problematic personality traits before they lead to
criminal behaviour, thereby reducing crime rates. Likewise, understanding the relationship
between intelligence and crime is important for providing education and developing social
programs to meet the needs of individuals with cognitive deficits. Identifying the link between
intelligence levels and crime makes it possible to prevent cognitive deficits from revealing
criminal behaviour by providing support to individuals at risk in this sense. The relationship
between personality, intelligence and crime is important because it provides insight into the
psychological and cognitive factors that may lead to crime. However, this study emphasizes
that these factors are only a part of the picture. Along with these factors, social, cultural and
environmental conditions can also play a critical role in shaping criminal behaviour. A holistic
approach that integrates psychological and sociological perspectives is necessary to explain,
assess, and prevent crime and to develop effective strategies.

The study examines the concepts of personality and intelligence from two perspectives. First,
the basic arguments of the models and research that show the relationship between each
concept and crime are presented. Then, the strengths and weaknesses of the proposed
explanations, the framework in which crime and criminality are analyzed, and the degree of
reality of their basic assumptions are evaluated.

Personality, intelligence and crime

In general, studies in crime, delinquency, and personality literature suggest that an individual's
personality may influence his or her decision to engage in criminal behaviour. These studies
emphasize that individuals with certain personality traits (such as extraversion and neuroticism)
have a higher potential to commit crimes. Studies in the literature on crime, delinquency, and
intelligence indicate that low intelligence or a low score on an IQ test increases the likelihood of
committing a crime. In other words, crime is not a behaviour that individuals who can
demonstrate their reasoning skills, use their intellect, and have a developed intelligence can
engage in.

Personality and crime

The concept of personality is defined as the totality of traits that distinguish an individual from
others, contribute to forming their unique identity, and are consistent over time (Clark et al.,
2007; Taymur & Tlrkgapar, 2012). Personality can be defined as a combination of an individual's
unique characteristics. It is a distinctive behavioural and attitudinal pattern exhibited by an
individual in their daily interactions (Koroglu & Bayraktar, 2011). The term "personality" describes
the enduring characteristics of an individual's physical, cognitive, emotional, and social
attributes. In this sense, personality represents the most fundamental element determining an
individual's relatively permanent tendencies, behaviours, relationship patterns, and reactions
(Roberts & Mroczek, 2008; Dal, 2009; Beaver et al., 2017). Two distinct perspectives have
emerged regarding the primary determinants of personality formation. The first perspective
posits that heredity is the primary determinant of personality, whereas the second asserts that
environmental and social factors play a significant role (Burger, 2006). The suggestion is that
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personality is shaped by a complex interaction of heredity, environmental influences, and the
creative behaviours of the individual. In this sense, personality develops at an early age with birth
and remains relatively stable throughout life (Murdock, 2013).

The most prevalent personality model in criminological literature is one proposed by Eysenck.
In this model, Eysenck sought to identify which personality type is more prone to criminal
behaviour. Eysenck identified three dimensions of personality within the scope of his model.
These are the three dimensions of personality within the scope of the Eysenck model:
psychoticism, extraversion and neuroticism (PEN). Eysenck initially proposed that an individual's
personality is shaped by two fundamental dimensions: extraversion and neuroticism. However,
he subsequently incorporated psychoticism as a third dimension into his model, thereby
enhancing its capacity to elucidate the extent of an individual's involvement in criminal
behaviour and the interrelationship between personality and crime. Additionally, Eysenck
devised and employed a personality questionnaire (EPQ) to quantify the extent of each
personality dimension (Eysenck & Eysenck, 1985; Eysenck & Gudjonsson, 1989).

Eysenck characterizes individuals with a high psychoticism score as egocentric, aggressive,
anti-social, and impulsive. Individuals with this personality dimension are typically characterized
by selflessness, warmth, and altruism. The term "neuroticism" is used to describe individuals
who exhibit low self-esteem, anxiety, and wide mood swings. Those who exhibit neuroticism
tend to display a proclivity for emotional volatility and a pronounced response to aversive
stimuli. The personality trait of extraversion is characterized by a proclivity for seeking novel
experiences and a tendency to express dominance and assertiveness. This personality
dimension is typified by assertiveness, dominance, and a proclivity for seeking novel
experiences and sensations. Therefore, individuals with high levels of extraversion require
greater stimulation from their social environment. This leads to the proposition that individuals
exhibiting high levels of extraversion are more likely to engage in criminal behaviour. Moreover,
this dimension of personality has been linked to various mental health issues, including
depression, anxiety, low self-esteem, shyness, moodiness, and emotionality (Eysenck &
Eysenck, 1985).

Eysenck underscored the substantial interconnection between criminal conduct and personality
variables. In this context, Eysenck highlighted two key anti-social personality traits within his
model. These are extraverted and neurotic personality traits. He posited that individuals
exhibiting one or the other of these two personality traits occupy the extremes of the personality
spectrum, rendering them more susceptible to self-harm and criminality. Additionally, he linked
neuroticism with self-destructive behaviours, including substance abuse and addiction, as well
as criminal conduct (Eysenck & Eysenck, 1985). Similarly, it has been suggested that individuals
with low levels of conscientiousness, low levels of agreeableness, or high levels of neuroticism
may display increased aggression, experience elevated stress levels, and engage in anti-social
behaviours (Sleep et al., 2021).

A substantial body of research has provided empirical evidence in support of Eysenck's
assertion that there is a relationship between criminality and personality traits. For example,
research has demonstrated that psychoticism is consistently associated with criminal
behaviour, while extraversion is linked in younger samples and neuroticism is linked in more
adult samples (Bo et al,, 2019). Another study found that individuals who engage in criminal
activities tend to exhibit traits such as egocentrism, non-compliance with the law, lack of
adherence to values and beliefs, and difficulty in controlling impulses (Traynham et al.,, 2019).
Similarly, another study indicates that individuals who engage in criminal behaviour exhibit
diminished social connectedness and heightened aggression. Furthermore, they are more likely
to exhibit neuroticism and psychoticism than individuals who do not engage in criminal
behaviour. Some studies have demonstrated that an individual's personality traits significantly
predict criminal behaviour, irrespective of gender, race, age, place of residence, and adopted
culture (Jones et al,, 2016; Cunha et al., 2018). Some studies employing the Eysenck Personality



1345 ODUSOBIAD

Scale have corroborated the relationship between personality and criminality. Consequently,
individuals exhibiting traits of extraversion and neuroticism are more prone to engage in criminal
behaviour (Caspi et al., 1994).

In his model, Eysenck posited that the genetic characteristics of the individual largely determine
personality dimensions. He proposed that highly extroverted individuals or exhibit neurotic traits
have nervous systems that render them particularly susceptible to social and moral conditioning
(e.g., the development of conscientiousness or moral principles). Consequently, an individual
who is unable to develop moral and social responses is more likely to engage in criminal or
deviant behaviour. Concurrently, the personality states of individuals are formed during early
childhood. Accordingly, it is feasible to discern the personality dimensions that manifest in
criminal behaviours in advance. This allows for integrating high-risk individuals into society or
preventing criminal activity (O'Riordan & O'Connell, 2014).

To elucidate the relationship between personality and behaviour, it is essential to introduce the
"Five-Factor Model" (FFM), which is one of the most common models in the existing literature.
This model offers a robust structure that enables the classification of most personality traits.
This model defines personality domains based on the words people often use to describe
themselves and others. Numerous researchers and psychologists have formulated it. Among
these researchers, McCrae and Costa (2003) initially proposed a classification of personality
dimensions through factor analysis, which other researchers subsequently supported. They
adopted a five-point model by including only two of the three dimensions proposed by Eysenck
(neuroticism and extraversion) in the classification. The model proposes that five domains
account for individual personality differences in light of the aforementioned. These domains are
neuroticism, extraversion, openness to experience, agreeableness, and conscientiousness
(John & Srivastava, 1999; Costa & Widiger, 2002; McCrae & Costa, 2003; Clark et al.,, 2007,
Brown, 2016).

The neuroticism dimension of personality is associated with emotional stability. Those who
score highly in this domain often display a proclivity for anger and sadness, as well as irrational
ideas, uncontrollable impulses, and anxiety. In contrast, individuals who score low on the
neuroticism scale are often described by others as exhibiting a mild, calm, and relaxed
demeanour. The second domain, extraversion, is typified by sociability, excitement, and arousal.
Individuals who score high on the extraversion scale (i.e., extroverts) are typically characterized
by high activity levels, communication, and assertiveness. Furthermore, they tend to exhibit
greater optimism about the future. In contrast, introverted individuals are often described as
reserved, detached, and shy. The third domain, openness to experience, encompasses
individuals who exhibit an active imagination, insight, an appreciation for beauty, a tendency
towards diversity, and intellectual curiosity. Individuals who score high on the openness domain
are more likely to embrace unconventional ideas, adopt non-traditional values, and experience
a broader range of emotions, including positive and negative experiences, than those who are
more closed-minded. In contrast, individuals with low scores on openness tend to prefer the
familiar, exhibit traditional behaviours, and espouse a conservative worldview.

The fourth domain is that of agreeableness. This domain pertains to interpersonal tendencies.
Individuals who score high in this domain are typically perceived as warm, altruistic, loyal, soft-
hearted, compassionate, forgiving, sympathetic, and trusting. In contrast, less agreeable
individuals are often described as exhibiting several negative personality traits, including
harshness, irritability, intolerance, criticalness, impatience, ruthlessness, and a proclivity for
engaging in arguments. The fifth domain, conscientiousness, is associated with an individual's
capacity to regulate impulses and exercise self-control. Those who score highly on
conscientiousness are often described as exhibiting characteristics such as organization,
meticulousness, ambition, efficiency, determination, diligence, and willpower. Furthermore,
individuals who exhibit high levels of conscientiousness are more likely to achieve academic
and professional success. In contrast, individuals with low scores in this domain are perceived
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as exhibiting a lack of care and diligence and a proclivity for attributing responsibility to others
rather than taking accountability for their actions.

The results of the Big Five personality model analyses indicated that individuals exhibiting high
levels of extraversion and low levels of agreeableness, neuroticism, and conscientiousness were
more likely to engage in criminal activities. Additionally, the study illuminated the influence of
age, gender, and other demographic factors. It was thus established that academic difficulties
encountered during adolescence serve as a contributing factor in the delinquency process.
Furthermore, empirical evidence indicates that males are more prone to engage in criminal
activities than females (O'Riordan & O'Connell, 2014). Furthermore, individuals with stable
emotional states may demonstrate greater resilience in adversity, whereas those with
fluctuating emotions may encounter greater challenges in responding to external conditions.
Those with unstable emotional states may respond to circumstances in a more aggressive
manner than anticipated, which could potentially result in criminal behaviour. Similarly,
individuals who experience difficulties in forming positive interpersonal relationships may be
more likely to engage in violent behaviour when faced with challenging circumstances (Clark et
al., 2007; Gokulu, 2019).

Recently, personality traits have been defined within the framework of this five-factor
perspective and adopted as the most widely accepted model among psychologists (Gigek,
2020). However, recent studies have revealed the existence of two higher-order personality
traits, called the "big two" by Becker, which underlie these five factors and explain a large portion
of the common variance among the sub-dimensions. These higher-order traits are named alpha
(a) stability and beta (B) flexibility. Stability includes agreeableness, neuroticism and self-control,
while flexibility includes openness to innovation and extraversion (Becker, 1999; Olson, 2005; De
Young, 2006). Many studies have proved that these higher-order factors are logical, stable and
based on genetic foundations. In addition, the validity and consistency of this construct in
different cultures have been supported by various studies (Jang et al.,, 2006; Demirbas, 2014;
Cicek & Aslan, 2019).

Another personality model that has recently garnered significant attention in the academic
literature is the HEXACO model. The model is primarily formulated by Ashton and Lee. The
HEXACO Model posits six main dimensions of personality, derived through factor analysis
techniques. In the HEXACO model, two of the six dimensions of personality (openness and
conscientiousness) were derived from the FFM model. In contrast, one (extraversion) was
derived from both the FFM and Eysenck's model. Additionally, three new dimensions
(agreeableness, emotionality, and honesty/modesty) were incorporated (Ashton & Lee, 2007,
Rolison et al., 2013).

This model defines agreeableness by three key characteristics: forgiveness, flexibility, and
kindness. Individuals who exhibit low scores on this dimension typically display a proclivity for
holding grudges, making critical remarks about others, and experiencing heightened levels of
anger. The emotionality dimension is typified by traits such as cowardice, excessive worrying,
dependency, and intense emotionality. Individuals who score high on this dimension typically
exhibit heightened anxiety, a proclivity for dependence on others, and an exacerbation of fear
responses. The model was expanded to include an additional dimension, namely
honesty/humility. This dimension encompasses such qualities as sincerity, fairness, modesty,
and the avoidance of greed. It was stated that this personality dimension encompasses
sincerity, fairness, humility, and/or the avoidance of greed. Individuals who score low on this
dimension typically exhibit manipulative behaviours, exploit others, and perceive an exaggerated
sense of entitlement (Ashton & Lee, 2007; Rolison et al., 2013).

The HEXACO model also elucidates the relationship between crime and personality. In this
model, the emotionality dimension of personality is a primary focus. Indeed, it is established that
individuals who perpetrate criminal acts exhibit a lack of emotional stability. Consequently,
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incorporating additional personality dimensions, including "honesty/humanity,” into the existing
personality models has elevated the prominence of this model. Indeed, some studies have
identified a relationship between these dimensions of honesty/humanity and the process of
criminality. Indeed, researchers have identified a relationship between the honesty/humanity
dimension and the three personality traits collectively known as the "Dark Triad," namely
psychopathy, Machiavellianism, and narcissism (Ashton & Lee, 2007). Individuals with
psychopathic personality traits start their criminal activities at a young age and continue to
engage in antisocial behaviour throughout their lives (Prospero-Luis et al., 2017). Some recent
studies have shown that the prevalence of psychopathic personality traits is higher among
prisoners than among non-prisoners (Trulson et al.,, 2016; Gartner et al., 2016; Cunha et al.,
2018). Moreover, numerous studies from the fields of psychiatry, neuroscience, and psychology
have hypothesized that personality traits are associated with crime because individuals with
this personality are neurologically unable to process the reward-punishment relationship in the
brain (Jones & Hare, 2016; Nigel et al., 2018; Cunha et al., 2018). Moreover, recent neurocognitive
findings have revealed that abnormalities in the amygdala region of the brain (a brain region that
manages an individual's emotions such as worry, fear, anxiety, and anger) can lead to impaired
social functioning, which increases the likelihood of antisocial behaviour (Delisi et al., 2018).

In addition to the three fundamental personality models previously discussed, several
researchers have proposed a number of additional personality dimensions, exploring the
relationship between personality and criminality. Some researchers have identified a
relationship between antisociality and criminal behaviour and the individual's physiological
system (Gray, 1977). In this regard, it has been proposed that deficiencies in the neurological or
neural system of the individual may contribute to the manifestation of aggressive behaviours
(Fowles, 1980; Gorenstein & Newman, 1980). Additionally, this deficiency may be a potential
source of behavioural issues in children (Quay, 1986; Caspi et al., 1994). Zuckerman (1989)
defined a personality factor as P-ImpUSS. By this concept, the researcher posited that the
delinquency process is typified by impulsivity, aggression, and a lack of social responsibility.
Cloninger (1987) proposed a three-factor bio-social model. In this model, it was determined that
individuals are more prone to engage in criminal activities, perpetrate violence in the future, and
become antisocial due to high novelty seeking, low harm avoidance, and reward addiction. Miller
and Lynam (2007) proposed a model of personality traits associated with individuals who
engage in criminal behaviour. In this model, these individuals are typically distinguished by
hostile attitudes, egocentric perspectives, a proclivity for seeking revenge, feelings of jealousy,
and a deficiency in empathy towards others. Those who perpetrate criminal acts frequently
display a deficiency in ambition, motivation, and perseverance. Such individuals frequently
experience difficulty in regulating their impulses and tend to espouse unconventional values and
beliefs (Miller & Lynam, 2007).

Some recent studies have revealed a significant relationship between personality and crime.
The main findings of these studies were also evaluated in a systematic study by Tharshini and
colleagues (2021). The prominent results of some of these studies are as follows: Psychopathic
personality traits were found to increase the likelihood of arrest, incarceration and conviction in
both male and female adolescents (Beaver et al.,, 2017). Individuals with low levels of self-control
are less meticulous, prefer simple tasks that require short-term and low commitment, act short-
sighted and lack autonomy (Brown, 2016). In particular, psychopathic personality traits such as
impulsivity, irresponsibility and antisocial behaviour increase the risk of violence (Bo et al., 2019).
Psychopathy is linked not only to violent behaviour in general but also to intimate partner
violence (Boccio & Beaver, 2016; Cunha et al., 2018). Individuals who commit violent crimes and
use substances exhibit a distinct personality pattern of high neuroticism, low agreeableness,
and low conscientiousness (Nigel et al,, 2018). In addition to emotional and behavioural
disorders, recidivism, recidivism of sexual offences, and instrumental violence are associated
with psychopathic personality structure (Tharshini & Ibrahim, 2020). Individuals with
psychopathic tendencies start their criminal activities at an early age and continue their
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antisocial behaviour throughout their lives (Trulson et al., 2016). Having moral values and a
strong self-control personality trait are significantly linked to the likelihood of offending among
both women and men (lvert et al,, 2018). Individuals with low self-control are more likely to
engage in various criminal behaviours, such as committing computer crimes and associating
with gangs (Tornquist & Miles, 2019). High levels of impulsivity are an influential factor in youth
involvement in criminal activities (Forrest et al., 2019).

After examining the effects of personality traits on criminal behaviour based on various theories
and their assumptions in the literature, it is important to evaluate the strengths and weaknesses
of this relationship. The following section presents a methodological and theoretical evaluation
of the relationship between personality and crime.

Evaluation of the relation between personality and crime

The relationship between criminal behaviour and personality has been a topic of investigation
by numerous researchers, who have proposed a range of hypotheses to explain this
phenomenon. Nevertheless, it is a fact that personality models and assessments exert minimal
influence on the research conducted by criminologists (Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990). There are,
of course, several reasons for this state of affairs. One such reason is that personality models
have been identified as being methodologically problematic. The application of these models to
the study of crime and delinquency has revealed several methodological issues, which has led
to the conclusion that personality is an area of research that is unlikely to yield fruitful results in
this field. While some personality models posit that understanding personality is essential for
understanding crime, some criminological research indicates that this view is not universally
accepted. In particular, those who oppose empirical studies linking personality to crime have
identified three main problems. These include the difficulties in measuring personality, the
difficulties in measuring criminality, and the limitations of sampling (Schuessler & Cressey,
1950; Waldo & Dinitz, 1967; Tennenbaum, 1977). Indeed, the esteemed journal "Criminology", a
prominent publication in the field of criminology, featured a mere four articles on the nexus
between criminal conduct and personality variables between its inception in 1964 and the 1990s
(Stitt & Giacopassi, 1992; Caspi et al., 1994). This evidence demonstrates that the analysis of
personality in the context of criminal behaviour has not been a prominent focus within the field
of criminology.

One of the methodological shortcomings of personality models is using an inadequate sample.
Indeed, the research sample typically employed to elucidate the relationship between
personality and criminality is comprised of individuals with criminal records or individuals
currently incarcerated. However, the primary issue with this approach is the potential for
inclusion of individuals who have committed crimes, are currently engaged in criminal activities,
or can be defined as "hidden criminals” in the control sample. In other words, an individual from
the sample may have indicated that they have no connection with criminality if they have
committed a crime or are currently engaged in criminal activities, even though they may still be
considered a criminal by the legal system. This also calls into question the reliability of the
research findings and underlying assumptions. Indeed, it is not feasible to prevent this scenario
from occurring, which could potentially lead to erroneous results. In these models, the method
of determining a sample by applying previously prepared scales or guilt questionnaires is
consistently preferred (Schuessler & Cressey, 1950). Indeed, these scales and questionnaires
have been the subject of criticism because they include behaviours that may not necessarily
lead to delinquency, as well as a considerable number of superfluous questions (Hindelang et
al., 1979; Hirschi et al., 1980).

When it comes to the type of crime, problems may arise in models that try to reveal the link
between personality and criminality. This is because it is a fact that each type of offence may
be affected by different variables or that not all types of offenders are the same. For example,
individuals who have committed crimes very infrequently (e.g., assault or violence), except for
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serious criminal individuals, may give a very trivial reason (such as taking the family car without
permission) (Elliott & Huizinga, 1989). Conversely, repeat offenders may also tend to
underreport crimes they have committed or crimes for which they do not perceive certain types
of offences to be significant (e.g., drug use) (Hirschi et al., 1980). Therefore, self-report surveys
on delinquency are particularly likely to yield incomplete or inaccurate data and thus lead to
research strategy errors.

It is reasonable to posit that an individual's personality may influence their decision to engage
in criminal behaviour. However, models that seek to elucidate the relationship between crime
and personality are typically predicated on the general assumption that individuals who exhibit
specific personality dimensions are more prone to engage in criminal behaviour. These
assumptions are justified because personality dimensions are largely determined by an
individual's genetic, neurological, or neural characteristics (Fowles, 1980; Gorenstein & Newman,
1980; O'Riordan & O'Connell, 2014). This explanation gives rise to the view that biological factors
(such as genetics) determine psychological factors (such as personality), thereby revealing the
crime phenomenon. This explanation is also problematic and lacks a holistic perspective.
Indeed, an individual's personality may affect their health or well-being, increase their
susceptibility to illness, and even influence their decision to engage in criminal behaviour, which
is a reasonable assumption. However, the relationship between an individual's personality and
criminality is complex and multifaceted. Furthermore, an individual's personality may also be
influenced by several variables. In this context, criticisms have been levied against personality
models for their failure to take into account the social factors that shape human physiology and
psychology, as well as the various opportunities for individuals to express their extraversion and
introversion (Pfohl, 1994).

As posited by Eysenck, individuals who exhibit neuroticism may be more prone to engage in
criminal behaviour. The neuroticism personality dimension is typified by a proclivity towards
anger, sadness, anxiety, and the formation of irrational ideas (Eysenck & Eysenck, 1985).
Nevertheless, there is no definitive evidence as to the duration of these traits or the potential for
their modification. For example, socio-cultural and socio-economic factors, such as inadequate
parental supervision, parents who are criminals, living without parents, low family income, peers
who commit crimes, or the place where peers live, can also be effective in the formation of an
individual's personality dimension. To illustrate, an individual confronted with financial
challenges may manifest feelings of self-directed anger, distress, and anxiety, as well as exhibit
irrational beliefs. As these emotions are uncontrollable, they may even result in the commission
of criminal acts, such as theft. Indeed, individuals residing in economically disadvantaged
conditions are more likely to engage in or be exposed to criminal activities, both as victims and
perpetrators. In particular, statistics on violent crime are often concentrated in
socioeconomically disadvantaged and marginalized areas (Anser et al., 2020). In crimes such
as drug possession, for example, there is a relationship between the stress of poverty and the
effects of various substances on the psyche. Furthermore, this perspective, which identifies
unequal social conditions as a factor that undermines individuals' capacity to adhere to the law,
indicates that impoverished and marginalized individuals are more likely to engage in criminal
activities. In this case, it would be interesting to see whether, if the individual's situation improves
in material terms or if more egalitarian factors become effective in the social sphere in which
he/she lives, the emotions characterized by his/her personality would also change. Or is it that
innate personality dimensions always present a potential danger for the individual in the crime
phenomenon?

Personality is a factor that cannot be clearly stated, nor is it how it is shaped and whether it
remains constant throughout life. In this respect, indexing criminality to personality traits also
does not coincide with the assumptions of the social learning theory, which is widely known in
the criminological literature. The basic premise of this theory is that crime is a learned behaviour
(Akers, 1999). According to the theory, factors such as age, peers or social environment can
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influence whether an individual becomes a criminal. Accordingly, the social environment of the
individual is especially important in becoming involved in crime because crime is a phenomenon
that can be learned through imitation and reinforcement. If the factor that leads to crime is a
personality trait, how should the effect of the social environment, which has the power to shape
the personality, be evaluated? Is it the individual's personality trait, which may be inherited, that
leads to crime? If personality can vary throughout life and can be relatively influenced by the
social environment (as in the social learning theory), then is crime and criminality caused by the
social environment that can also determine personality?

Moreover, clustering and classifying personality traits and associating them with criminality, as
is done within the scope of personality theories, may lead to identifying, intervening or
manipulating individuals who do not commit crimes but have these traits or individuals at risk
(victimization) of criminal behaviour. Associating personality clusters or classifications with
certain behaviours or stereotypical personality traits may lead to negative labels, stigmatization
and consequent social exclusion. In other words, the labels these personality clusters create for
individuals can be very harmful. This situation has been emphasized in the criminological
literature within the "labeling/stigmatization” theory. According to this theory, the labelling or
stigmatization of individuals who are associated with criminality as deviants in society causes
their behaviour to become more and more problematic and causes them to commit crimes in
the process. In a sense, individuals who are stigmatized and excluded from society may be
motivated to commit crimes just because of this situation (Lemert, 1951, as cited in Kizmaz,
2006). Similarly, Braithwaite's "reintegrative shaming" theory should also be mentioned here.
According to this theory, the dissolving/fragmenting function of shaming in society can cause
individuals to be labelled, excluded or stigmatized. Stigmatized individuals who are added to a
classification (such as clusters associated with criminality) are excluded from society, and their
social cohesion can be damaged to a great extent (Braithwaite, 1989).

Personality researchers have generally discussed the various personality dimensions and their
disparate effects on criminality. In this regard, the findings of studies conducted thus far have
been inconclusive, yielding results that are, at times, contradictory. This is regarded as a
significant shortcoming of personality models. For example, O'Riordan and O'Connell (2014)
posited that four of the five dimensions in the Big Five personality model, namely agreeableness,
conscientiousness, neuroticism, and extraversion, are more efficacious in the emergence of
criminal behaviour. In a study conducted by Krueger and colleagues (1994), it was found that
individuals who exhibited low levels of social engagement, outgoing behaviour, and aggression
were more likely to engage in criminal activities. Caspi and colleagues (1994) posited that this
probability is elevated in individuals with a greater proclivity for sensation-seeking and a lesser
tendency toward timidity. Rolison and colleagues (2013) asserted that offenders tend to exhibit
reduced levels of social engagement, social interaction, and heightened levels of aggression. As
posited by Rolison and colleagues (2013), those who experience negative emotionality are more
prone to engage in criminal activities. Reid (2006) discovered that individuals exhibiting low
levels of agreeableness and conscientiousness are more prone to engage in criminal activities.
Although these examples appear to be mutually reinforcing, they elucidate disparate
phenomena. In one study, the personality dimension that was purported to be highly correlated
with criminal behaviour was found to be significantly less correlated with criminal behaviour in
another study, despite the use of similar methodologies and scales.

After evaluating the relationship between personality and crime, the next section focuses on the
link between intelligence and crime. How intelligence levels or I1Q rates affect criminal behaviour,
and the mechanisms behind this relationship are discussed.

Intelligence and crime

The relationship between intelligence and criminality has long been a topic of interest and
subject to extensive academic debate. Following the introduction of 1Q tests in prisoner
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samples, the so-called "prisoners of low intelligence" report was published. This report
demonstrated that individuals in prison tend to score lower on 1Q tests (Goddard, 1914, as cited
in Shoemaker, 2005; Schmalleger, 2008). Subsequently, a substantial body of research has
demonstrated that criminal behaviour is predicated on low intelligence (Dabney, 2004). For
example, Hirschi and Hindelang (1977) discovered that individuals who engaged in criminal
behaviour exhibited lower |Q scores than those who did not, which was independent of the social
class and race of the individual. Similarly, Moffitt and colleagues (1981) and Lynam and
colleagues (1993) identified a significant relationship between low IQ scores and criminal and
delinquent behaviour, as measured by 1Q tests. In a study conducted by Koenen and colleagues
(2006), it was found that individuals with low IQ levels are more likely to engage in antisocial
behaviour. In a separate study conducted by Leech and colleagues (2003), a three-factor
outcome was identified. In consequence, low 1Q, elevated anxiety, and depression are
associated with an increased probability of criminal behaviour.

A review of the literature on the relationship between crime and intelligence reveals a debate
among scholars as to whether the intelligence factor is inherited or whether it is later determined
by the individual's environment (Messner & Rosenfield, 2007). Those who argue that intelligence
is inherited posit that this factor is inherited from the patrilineal lineage in a manner analogous
to the sharing of DNA between parents and children. An individual's I1Q level is not something
that can be self-determined (Schmalleger, 2008; Siegal, 2009). In this context, when a
connection is established between intelligence, the origin of which is defined, and the
phenomenon of crime, a series of propositions is encountered. The most commonly utilized
instrument for assessing intelligence is the I1Q test. Individuals who engage in criminal activities
tend to exhibit lower 1Q levels. An individual's IQ level, as defined by the aforementioned model,
is not a factor that can be determined by the individual in question. Rather, it is a genetic
inheritance. In light of the aforementioned evidence, it can be posited that criminality is related
to inherited intelligence.

Those who argue that intelligence is not inherited but environmental in origin accept the role of
heredity to some extent. However, according to this perspective, the influence of the social
environment is significantly more pronounced than that of heredity. To illustrate, parents, peers,
friends, and teachers can influence children's behaviour considerably. From an early age,
parents or teachers engage with children in activities that facilitate cognitive, linguistic, and
artistic development. Such activities include reading books, listening to music and the arts, and
participating in cultural institutions such as sports. This will result in enhanced performance on
intelligence tests. Conversely, insufficient time allocation for such activities will result in lower
performance on intelligence tests (Schmalleger, 2008; Siegal, 2009).

Several studies have been conducted with differing assumptions about the relationship between
individuals who have committed crimes and intelligence. In some studies, the relationship
between crime and intelligence has been situated within social conditions. Of these, social
control theory is the most significant. Researchers have found that students with low 1Q scores
are less successful in school, are less accepted by their peers, have fewer opportunities to
succeed, and consequently seek acceptance and opportunity elsewhere (e.g., in criminal social
environments or criminal settings). Nevertheless, one of the most significant factors that
facilitate social control and deter individuals from engaging in criminal activities is their
relationship with the educational institution. To some extent, the educational institution plays a
beneficial role in the individual's social integration, thereby reducing the likelihood of their
involvement in criminal activities. In this manner, the school or educational institution serves a
social control function. Consequently, the capacity of the school to exercise social control is
diminished for students with low IQ scores (Hirschi, 1969; McGloin et al., 2004).

In some studies, it has been proposed that young offenders are particularly unable to
differentiate between right and wrong due to their constrained cognitive capabilities, which
consequently leads to criminal behaviour. In light of this assumption, it is posited that the
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expectations and requirements of society are beyond the comprehension capacity of individuals
with low intelligence or 1Q levels (Moffitt et al, 1981). This situation is consistent with the
cognitive development approach to understanding criminality. From the perspective of the
cognitive development theory, crime and delinquency are associated with the realization of the
distinction between right and wrong and committing an act against norms and laws due to an
inability to grasp this distinction (Reid, 2006). This theory, along with the initial concepts
regarding 1Q, both perceived criminals as individuals who were unable to fully comprehend the
boundaries of typical social behaviour, whether due to psychological differences or a lack of
intelligence (Moffitt et al., 1981).

After analyzing the relationship between intelligence and crime in this section, it is also
important to evaluate the strengths and weaknesses of this relationship. In the next section of
the article, the relationship between intelligence and crime is evaluated from a methodological
and theoretical perspective.

Evaluation of the relation between intelligence and crime

The relationship between intelligence and crime has been the subject of numerous studies in
the literature. In essence, the argument put forth by these studies is that an individual with a low
IQ score on the IQ test is likely to possess a correspondingly low level of intelligence and,
consequently, a heightened probability of engaging in criminal behaviour. While the
aforementioned studies have reached a consensus on this issue, there is a discrepancy in
opinion regarding the origin of intelligence and the model of 1Q tests used. As previously stated,
some studies posit that diminished cognitive abilities may precipitate criminal behaviour and
that intelligence is, in fact, a heritable trait. Conversely, some studies indicate that low
intelligence levels may contribute to criminal behaviour, suggesting that intelligence is largely
influenced by an individual's environment. Conversely, some studies accept the fundamental
premise but contend that the issue arises from using a static or unchanging IQ test model. It
can thus be stated that the relationship between intelligence and criminality remains
incompletely understood. Although it is evident that there is a relationship between intelligence
and criminality, the models, methodologies, and assumptions employed by researchers are
flawed.

When the relationship between intelligence and crime is examined, it is generally emphasized
that individuals with low 1Q levels are more prone to crime. The relationship between criminality
and 1Q level leads to the view of 1Q tests as an indicator of general cognitive ability. This leads
to the perception of criminals as inherently less intelligent. That is, a person who commits a
crime is perceived as having a low 1Q and a low intelligence level. However, this view fails to take
into account some important factors. Types of crime are quite diverse, and both violent and non-
violent crimes can be determined by factors such as age, demographics and social
environment. For example, fraud, grand larceny, and white-collar crimes (e.qg. bribery, IT crimes,
document fraud, financial fraud) are types of crimes that require an individual to have a high
level of intelligence or social awareness (Kenney, 1999; Sharma et al., 2015). Therefore, it should
not be forgotten that individuals with high IQ levels can also commit crimes and use their
intelligence. In order to commit such crimes, deep planning, decision-making and extensive
reasoning are often required. Individuals with high IQs can make complex plans, develop
creative methods and cover up their crimes. Therefore, not all types of crime can be explained
by low intelligence. The link between low intelligence and crime is weak, and it is incorrect to
assume that most criminals are not intelligent. Individuals with high 1Q levels may use their
intelligence to conceal their crimes and avoid criminal sanctions. It should be noted that high-
IQ individuals may even commit crimes just to prove their intelligence. This situation shows that
the relationship between intelligence and crime is not limited to low 1Q levels and that individuals
with high intelligence can also commit crimes.
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Another factor that must be considered is that the sample group used in the study on which this
view is based (Goddard, 1914) or similar studies that were put forward later on were selected
inappropriately. The majority of the aforementioned studies employed a sample population
comprising incarcerated individuals. The administration of 1Q tests to the convicts who
constituted the subjects of the studies yielded the result that the majority of them exhibited a
low level of intelligence. In other words, studies have indicated that the prison population
comprises individuals with low 1Qs. This leads to the question of whether there are individuals
who cannot be identified as having perpetrated criminal acts. It should be noted that not all
offenders are incarcerated; those who commit crimes but are not imprisoned are not included
in the data set. To be more precise, the individuals who were and were not in prison were
considered as a group of individuals (the public and society at large) who were not in prison and
did not commit crimes. Accordingly, the researchers discovered that individuals incarcerated in
prison exhibited lower 1Q levels than the general public, based on self-reported data.

In a study conducted by Herrnstein and Murray (1994), this criticism of flawed sampling
methodology was subjected to rigorous examination. In their book "The Bell Curve’, the
researchers accepted the premise that individuals with low 1Qs may engage in criminal activity
but are also more likely to be apprehended by law enforcement and ultimately incarcerated. In
other words, the majority of prison inmates were found to have low 1Qs, which lends support to
the findings of previous studies in this area. However, this is not the core issue. Conversely,
those with high 1Qs who are also highly intelligent do not employ their cognitive abilities to avoid
detection and incarceration.

As previously stated, the studies that correlate crime and intelligence have been subjected to a
multitude of critiques. These include the assumption of a fixed, unchanging 1Q test model, the
validity of the test itself, and the question of whether the IQ test is an accurate measure of
human intelligence. The most significant of these criticisms pertains to the question of whether
the IQ test is an accurate measure of intelligence. This assumption is inadequate in reflecting
the diversity of human abilities, sociability, and experiences. Indeed, the IQ test has its roots in
assessments used to evaluate academic performance in an educational context. In most cases,
scientists have created a series of assessments to identify children who are experiencing
difficulties with learning or who may have learning deficits. The modern IQ test was developed
from the methodologies employed in these initial tests. It is, therefore, challenging to assert that
IQ represents an effective gauge of an individual's overall intelligence (Flynn, 1987; Maguin &
Loeber, 1996; McGloin et al., 2004). 1Q testing can be applied to identifying academic abilities
and a limited number of specific learning domains. This does not appear to be an issue.
Nevertheless, it is not feasible to ascertain criminality through the administration of a uniform,
preconceived, and unchanging test or a test that is not wholly structured around criminality.
Nevertheless, it is unlikely that the resulting scoring will yield a definitive conclusion regarding
criminality. For example, adults who come from difficult backgrounds, adults who have social
difficulties, or children who have difficulty complying with the principles of classical education
are expected to demonstrate lower scores on 1Q tests. These lower scores would not be directly
relevant to the criminal process. In sum, these elements indicate that the utilization of the 1Q
test as a criterion for assessing criminal intelligence represents a flawed methodology that
unduly venerates a narrow and inflexible academic perspective on the subject. It is important to
note that there are individuals with low 1Q levels who do not engage in criminal behaviour
(Maguin & Loeber, 1996).

Conclusion

Efforts to understand and explain the origins of criminal behaviour is a complex process that
requires a combination of psychological and sociological perspectives. In this article, personality
and intelligence factors are discussed as determinants of criminal behaviour and their
relationship with a crime is examined from a critical perspective. The role of personality and
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intelligence in explaining criminal behaviour is evaluated by considering the interaction of these
factors with social, cultural and economic contexts. Accordingly, it was revealed that personality
and intelligence play an important role in understanding criminal behaviour, but these factors
alone are insufficient to fully explain crime.

Personality traits have been associated with criminal behaviour, especially within the framework
of theories such as Eysenck's PEN model and the Big Five Personality Model (FFM). The findings
that personality dimensions such as extraversion, neuroticism and psychoticism increase the
tendency to commit crime indicate that individuals with these traits are more prone to crime.
However, it has been emphasized that social and environmental factors should also be
considered when explaining the criminal behaviour of personality traits. The relationship
between intelligence and crime was supported by the findings that low |1Q levels are especially
associated with criminal behaviour. It has been suggested that individuals with low 1Q levels
may be more prone to crime due to the difficulties they experience in social integration and
educational processes. However, associating only low levels of intelligence with crime ignores
the fact that individuals with high intelligence can also commit crimes. Limiting the relationship
between intelligence and crime to only low IQ levels is an incomplete treatment of the issue.

The existing literature on the personality traits of criminals and non-criminals is quite scarce,
and personality models have not been a prominent focus of criminology. This can be attributed
to several factors. For example, the samples used in personality models are methodologically
ambiguous and do not take crime types into account. In particular, personality scales may be
inadequate to accurately measure criminal behaviour, and the application of these tests
independently of cultural, social and economic contexts may lead to erroneous results.
Moreover, personality theories have been criticized for their inability to incorporate social factors
that influence human physiology and psychology. It is a reasonable assumption that an
individual's personality can influence their decision to engage in criminal behaviour. The
relationship between personality and criminality is complex and may indeed exist despite the
difficulties involved in establishing a clear causal link. Therefore, further exploration of this
phenomenon requires studies using a combination of qualitative and quantitative research
methodologies. Studies that include individual personality traits, behaviours and motives, as well
as social, economic and cultural factors such as parental delinquency, low family income,
exposure to a criminal social environment and living conditions, are also needed.

The main claim of perspectives explaining the relationship between intelligence and criminality
is that a lower score on the IQ test used to measure intelligence indicates a proportional decline
in cognitive abilities, which in turn increases the likelihood of offending. However, this
assumption has not been widely accepted. Various reasons have been put forward to explain
this. For example, the theories apply a fixed or unchanging model of IQ testing, the link between
intelligence and criminality is not fully elucidated, and the sample used (usually convicts) is
incorrectly selected. From this perspective, any causality between |Q level (intelligence level) and
criminality is most likely indirect, which seems to be a reasonable interpretation. In particular,
there seems to be a relationship between 1Q level and academic performance. However, in the
context of delinquency, it is clear that numerous factors, including the social environment,
educational institutions and family relationships, have a profound influence. In light of these
considerations, it can be argued that there is an indirect relationship between |Q scoring or
intelligence level and criminality.

The results obtained by examining the crime phenomenon in a single direction cannot be
attributed much meaning. In addition to psychological factors, the effects of socioeconomic
and cultural factors such as poverty, unemployment, social exclusion, substance abuse, social
security problems, problems related to educational and family institutions and income inequality
on criminal behaviour need to be addressed in more detail. For example, how sociological
factors such as family structure, peer influence, social environment influence and lack of social
support shape criminal behaviour can be addressed in more depth. The role of the education
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system, school success and social institutions/structures in crime prevention should be
emphasized more. In addition to all these, holistically, factors such as how the impact of
personality traits on criminal behaviour is shaped by the social environment or how individuals
with low intelligence levels may turn to crime if they fail in the education system and experience
social exclusion should also be carefully evaluated.

Focusing only on individual factors such as intelligence or personality will be insufficient to
understand and explain criminal behaviour. The fact that individuals with low intelligence levels
are prone to crime or that certain personality traits trigger criminal behaviour does not fully
explain the causes of crime. Crime is a multidimensional phenomenon and is closely related to
social, economic and environmental factors as well as individual characteristics. For example,
socioeconomic hardship, such as poverty, unemployment or the obligation to take care of the
family, can push individuals to commit crime because these conditions may increase the
tendency to resort to illegal means to meet their basic needs. Similarly, a lack of education can
limit individuals' access to social and economic opportunities, increasing the propensity to
engage in criminal behaviour. Social factors such as domestic violence and social exclusion can
also shape criminal behaviour. Especially during adolescence, individuals may turn to crime due
to the influence of peer groups or being negatively affected by them. In addition, weakening
social norms, injustice and social inequalities can increase criminal behaviour by reducing
individuals' trust in society. Such social conditions/problems may cause individuals to see crime
as a way out.

The factors that create crime and the strategies that can prevent crime constantly change. With
this in mind, future research should aim to develop more nuanced methodologies to explain the
complex interplay between individual characteristics and social influences in the study of crime.
Longitudinal studies that follow individuals over time, as well as research that includes a wider
range of socio-psychological variables, will be critical for advancing our understanding of the
relationship between personality, intelligence and crime. More comprehensive perspectives that
integrate psychological, sociological and economic determinants are needed for a deeper
understanding of crime and the development of effective prevention and intervention strategies.
By adopting a more holistic approach, researchers can contribute to developing more effective
strategies to prevent criminal behaviour and rehabilitate offenders.
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Kisilik, zeka ve sug arasindaki iligkinin elestirel bir degerlendirmesi
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OZET

Bu galismada kisilik, zeka ve sug arasindaki iliski elestirel bir bakis agisiyla incelenmistir. Psikolojik faktorlerin sug
davranisinin anlasiimasina, agiklanmasina ve ongoridlmesine ne olglde katkida bulundugu degerlendirilmistir.
Calisma, kisilik ve zeka ile ilgili modeller ve akademik perspektifler 1siginda; psikotiklik, nevrotiklik ve digsadoniklik
gibi kisilik ozellikleri ile distk zeka seviyelerinin/IQ puanlarinin su¢ isleme olasiligini artirdigina dair varsayimlari
ele almaktadir. Belirli kisilik ozellikleri ve dusuk zeka sugcla iliskili olsa da bunlarin sug ve sucluluk tGzerinde
tamamen belirleyici olmadigi vurgulanmaktadir. Sosyal, kiltirel, ekonomik ve gevresel faktorlerin yani sira egitim
ve sosyal cevrenin de sug davranisini sekillendirmedeki onemi ele alinarak, bu dissal kosullarin sug slrecinde
bireysel psikolojik 6zelliklerden daha etkili olabilecegi savunulmaktadir. Ayrica, kisilik ve zeka alanindaki modellerin
metodolojik zorluklari tartisiimis ve daha kapsamli arastirma yaklasimlarina duyulan ihtiyag dile getirilmistir. Hem
psikolojik hem de sosyolojik faktorleri entegre eden gok yonli ve bitiincdl perspektiflerin, sugu 6nleme ve
mudahale stratejileri gelistirmek icin gerekli oldugu sonucuna varilmistir. Son olarak, gelecekteki suc
galismalarinda bireysel 6zellikler ile sosyal etkiler arasindaki etkilesimi dikkate alan daha bitinctl metodolojilerin
benimsenmesi gerektigi belirtilmistir.

ANAHTAR KELIMELER

Sug, sugluluk, kisilik, zeka, elestirel degerlendirme.
Giris

Sug¢ davranisinin kokenini, nedenlerini ve nasil onlenebilecedini anlama ve agiklama arayisi,
cesitli disiplinlerdeki akademisyenleri uzun suredir mesgul etmektedir. Uzerinde galigilan gok
sayida faktor arasinda, kisilik 6zellikleri ve zeka, suc faaliyetinin potansiyel belirleyicileri olarak
buyuk ilgi gormustur. Bununla birlikte, bu psikolojik 0zelliklerin sugu ne olcide agiklayabildigi bir
tartisma konusu olmaya devam etmektedir. Bu makale, kisilik, zeka ve sug davranisi arasindaki
iliskinin elestirel bir degerlendirmesini sunmakta, hem lehte hem de aleyhteki agiklayici
argumanlarin temelini olusturan varsayimlari incelemekte ve sugun meydana geldigi daha genis
sosyal, kulturel ve ekonomik baglami goz onunde bulundurmaktadir.

Suc ve suclulugu aciklamak icin 6ne surtilen sosyolojik ve psikolojik perspektiflerin sayisi
oldukga fazladir. Bunun temel nedeni, su¢ ve suglulugun dogasinin karmasik olmasi ve gok
sayida suglu profili ve sug turtintn bulunmasidir. Dider bir deyisle, cok sayida degiskenin (kisilik,
zeka, aile yapisi, sosyal sorunlar vb.) ve ¢cok sayida sug tdrinln (hirsizlik, cinayet, uyusturucu vb.)
varligl, su¢ ve suglulugun cok perspektifli bir sekilde agiklanmasini gerektirmistir. Ancak
literatlrde yaygin olarak bulunan bu perspektiflerin her birinin, cesitli yetersizlikler ya da
eksiklikler icermesi nedeniyle, sucu tek tek ve kapsamli bir sekilde tam olarak agiklayabildigi
soylenemez. Tam da bu nedenle, bu perspektiflerin elestirel bir dederlendirmesine ihtiyac
duyulmaktadir. Bu kapsamda calismada, su¢ ve suclulukla iligkili olarak literattrde siklikla
tartisilan kisilik ve zeka faktorlerinin su¢ olgusuyla iliskisi ve sucgu acgiklama potansiyeli
degerlendirilmektedir. Turkiye'de bu konu ve kapsamda akademik ¢alisma yok denecek kadar
azdir. Sosyolojik ve psikolojik perspektiflerin su¢ ve suclulugu agiklama potansiyeli kapsamli ve
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sistematik bir sekilde degerlendiriimemistir. Bu nedenle, bu calismanin temel amaci bu
degerlendirmeyi yapmaktir. Bu ¢alismada, su¢ ve suclulukta psikolojik faktorler olarak kisilik ve
zeka perspektiflerinin hem destekleyici argimanlari hem de onemli eksiklikleri elestirel
dusuncenin onemini vurgulamak amaciyla tartisiimaktadir.

Kisilik, zeka ve sug arasindaki iliskiyi aydinlatmak olduk¢a onem arz etmektedir. Kisilik ve sug
arasindaki iligkiyi bilmek, su¢ davranisinda bulunma riski daha yuksek olan bireylerin
belirlenmesine yardimci olabilir. Bu bilgi, sorunlu kisilik ozelliklerinin sug eylemlerine yol
acmadan once ele alinmasi, degerlendiriimesi veya bunlarla ilgili erken mudahale stratejilerinin
gelistirilmesini ve dolayisiyla sug oranlarinin dusurilmesini saglayabilir. Ayni sekilde zeka ve sug
arasindaki iliskinin anlasiimasi, bilissel eksiklikleri olan bireylerin ihtiyaclarini karsilayacak
egitimlerin verilmesi ve onlara yonelik sosyal programlarin gelistiriimesi agisindan onemlidir.
Zeka seviyeleriile suc arasindaki baglantinin tespit edilmesi ile birlikte bu anlamda risk altindaki
bireylere destek saglayarak, bilissel eksikligin su¢ davranisini agiga ¢ikarmasinin onune
gecilebilir. Ozetle kisilik, zekéd ve su¢ arasindaki iliski onemlidir clinki suca yol acabilecek
psikolojik ve bilissel faktorler hakkinda fikir vermektedir. Ancak bu calismada bahsedilen bu
faktorlerin resmin sadece bir parcasi oldugu vurgulanmaktadir. Bu faktorler ile birlikte sosyal,
kulturel ve cevresel kosullar da suc¢ davranisinin sekillenmesinde kritik bir rol oynayabilmektedir.
Psikolojik ve sosyolojik perspektifleri buttnlestiren buttncul bir yaklasim, sucu aciklamak,
degerlendirmek, onlemek ve bunlarla birlikte etkili olabilecek gesitli stratejiler gelistirmek icin
gereklidir.

Calismada kisilik ve zeka kavramlari iki agidan incelemektedir. ilk olarak, her bir kavram ile sug
arasindaki iligkiyi ortaya koyan model ve arastirmalarin temel argimanlari sunulmaktadir.
Ardindan, onerilen aciklamalarin gucli ve zayif yonleri, su¢ ve suclulugun analiz edildigi cerceve
ve temel varsayimlarinin gerceklik derecesi degerlendiriimektedir.

Kisilik, zeka ve sug

Genel olarak, sug, sucluluk ve kisilik literattirindeki calismalar, bireyin kisiliginin su¢ davranisinda
bulunma kararini etkileyebilecegini one surmektedir. Bu ¢alismalar, belirli kisilik 6zelliklerine
(disadontklik ve nevrotiklik gibi) sahip bireylerin sug isleme potansiyelinin daha yiksek
oldugunu vurgulamaktadir. Sug, sucluluk ve zeka Uzerine literatirde yer alan galismalar, dustk
zekanin veya 1Q testinden alinan dustk puanin sug isleme olasiligini artirdigini gostermektedir.
Baska bir deyisle sug, muhakeme becerilerini ortaya koyabilen, aklini kullanabilen, gelismis bir
zekaya sahip bireylerin yapabilecegi bir davranis degildir.

Kisilik ve sug

Kisilik kavrami, bir bireyi digerlerinden ayiran, kendine 6zgu kimligine katkida bulunan ve ayni
zamanda tutarli olan ozellikler barindiran bttnlik olarak tanimlanmaktadir (Clark vd., 2007;
Taymur ve Tirkgapar, 2012). Kisilik, bir bireyin kendine has 6zelliklerinin bir kombinasyonudur.
Bir bireyin guinluk etkilesimlerinde sergiledigi ayirt edici davranissal ve tutumsal bir 6rintidur
(Koroglu ve Bayraktar, 2011). Kisilik, bir bireyin fiziksel, bilissel, duygusal ve toplumsal
niteliklerinin kalici 6zelliklerini tanimlamak i¢in kullanilir. Bu anlamda kisilik bireyin gorece kalici
egilimlerini, davranislarin, iliski kaliplarini ve tepkilerini belirleyen en temel unsurdur (Roberts ve
Mroczek, 2008; Dal, 2009; Beaver, 2017). Kisilik olusumunun temel belirleyicilerine iliskin iki farkli
bakis acisi ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Bunlardan ilki kalitimin etkisi, ikincisi ise gevresel ve sosyal
faktorlerin etkisidir (Burger, 2006). Kisilik; kalitim, gevresel etkiler ve bireyin vyaratic
davraniglarinin karmasik bir etkilesimi ile sekillendigi one surilmektedir. Bu anlamda kisilik
dogum ile birlikte erken yaslarda gelisir ve yasam boyu nispeten sabit kalir (Murdock, 2013).

Kriminolojik literatirde oldukga karsilasilan kisilik modeli Eysenck'e ait olanidir. Eysenck bu
modelde hangi kisilige gore su¢ isleme olasiliginin daha yuksek oldugunu ortaya koymaya
calismistir. Eysenck, kendi modeli kapsaminda kisiliklerin U¢ boyutu oldugunu tespit etmistir.
Bunlar, (Psychoticism, Extraversion ve Neuroticism-PEN) psikotizm, nevrotiklik ve
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disadonikliktir. Eysenck baslangicta bir bireyin kisiliginin iki boyut (disadontklik ve nevrotiklik)
tarafindan belirlendigini ortaya koymustur. Fakat bireyin sug¢ davranisina katihmini, kisilik ile sug
arasindaki iliskiyi daha iyi agiklamak igin dguncu bir boyut olarak psikotizmi de modeline
sonradan dahil etmistir. Eysenck ayrica her bir kisilik boyutunun seviyesinin olculebilecegdi bir
kisilik anketi (EPQ) de belirleyip bunu kullanmistir (Eysenck ve Eysenck, 1971; Eysenck ve
Gudjonsson, 1989).

Eysenck kisiligin psikotizm boyut ile bireyleri benmerkezci, saldirgan, anti-sosyal ve durtusel
olarak tanimlar. Bu kisilige sahip bireyler tipik olarak bencil olmayan, sicakkanli ve 6zgecil
bireylerdir. Nevrotiklik boyutu ile bireyleri dustk benlik saygisina, endiseye ve genis ruh hali
degisimlerine sahip kisiler olarak tanimlar. Nevrotiklik kisilik ozelliklerine sahip olan bireyler,
yuksek derecede duygusal istikrarsizlik ve tiksindirici uyaranlara karsi belirgin bir tepki gosterme
egilimindedir. Disadonuklik boyutu ile bireyleri sansasyon arayan, baskin ve iddiali kisiler olarak
tanimlar. Kisiligin bu boyutu atilganlik, baskinlik, yeni deneyimler ve hisler arama egilimi ile
karakterize edilmistir. Dolayisiyla disadonukluk seviyesi yuksek olan bireyler sosyal
cevrelerinden daha fazla uyarilmaya ihtiyac duyarlar. Bu durum disadonuk bireylerin sug
davranisinda bulunma ihtimalinin daha yuksek oldugu hipotezini icermektedir. Ayrica kisiligin bu
boyutu depresyon, anksiyete, dusuk Ozguven, utangaclik, huysuzluk ve duygusallik gibi
ozelliklerle de ilintili gortlmdstir (Eysenck ve Eysenck, 1971).

Eysenck sug¢ davranigi ile kisilik degiskenleri arasinda anlamli bir iligki vurgulamistir. Bu
baglamda Eysenck, kendi modelinde iki antisosyal kisilik ozelligi Uzerinde gokga durmustur.
Bunlar; disadontk ve nevrotik kisilik ozellikleridir. Bu iki kisilik ozelliginden birine sahip olan
bireylerin u¢ noktalarda yer aldiklarini, bundan kaynakli olarak da kendilerine zarar verme ve
suglu olma ihtimallerinin daha yuksek oldugunu one strmustur. Ayrica bu kisilik tUrlerinden
ozellikle nevrotikligi; uyusturucu, alkol kullanimi veya bagimlihdi ile birlikte sug¢ isleme de dahil
olmak Uzere kendine zarar verici davranislarla iliskilendirmistir (Eysenck ve Eysenck, 1985).
Benzer sekilde dusuk vicdanlilik, dusuk uyumluluk veya yuksek nevrotiklige sahip olan bireylerin
daha fazla saldirganlik gosterebilmesi, stresli olabilmesi ve antisosyal davraniglar
sergileyebilmesi ihtimalinden bahsedilmistir (Sleep, 2021).

Eysenck'in sucluluk ile kisilik ozellikleri arasinda baglanti oldugu tezini cok sayida arastirma
desteklemistir. Ornegin, psikotizmin tutarli bir sekilde su¢ davranisiyla baglantili oldugunu,
disadonukltgun daha genc orneklemde ve nevrotikligin ise daha yetiskin baglantili oldugunu
kesfedilmistir (Bo vd.,, 2019). Baska bir calismada suc faaliyetlerinde bulunan bireylerin
benmerkezcilik, yasalara uygun olmayan; degere, inanclara bagllik noktasinda ve durtuleri
kontrol etmede guiclik gibi 6zellikler sergileme egiliminde olduklari belirlenmistir (Traynham vd.,
2019). Ayni sekilde, baska bir arastirma sug davranisinda bulunan bireylerin sosyal baglliklarinin
azaldigini ve saldirganliklarinin arttigini gostermektedir. Ayrica, su¢ davranisinda bulunmayan
bireylere kiyasla nevrotiklik ve psikotizm boyutlarinin gortlmesi ihtimali daha ytksek olmakladir.
Bazi arastirmalar bireyin kisilik ozelliklerinin cinsiyet, irk, yas, yasanilan yer ve benimsenen
kiltirden bagimsiz olarak sug davranisinin bir belirleyicisi oldugunu tespit etmistir (Jones vd.,
2016; Cunhavd., 2018). Eysenck’e ait kisilik dlgegini kullanan bazi arastirmalar kisilik ve sucluluk
arasindaki iliskiyi dogrulamistir. Buna gore disadonukluk ve nevrotiklik ozellikleri tasiyan
bireylerin su¢ davranisinda bulunma olasiliklari daha yiiksektir (Caspi vd., 1994).

Sonug olarak Eysenck ortaya koydugu modelde, kisilik boyutlarinin buyutk dlgtde kisinin genetik
ozellikleri tarafindan belirlendigi belirtmistir. Kendisi yuksek duzeyde disadonuk olan veya
nevrotik 6zellikler sergileyen bireylerin sosyal veya ahlaki kosullanmaya (6rnegin vicdanli veya
ahlakli olmak) karsi durumlarini zorlastiran sinir sistemlerine sahip olduklarini 6ne stirmustr.
Buna gore ahlaki ve sosyal tepkiler gelistiremeyen bir birey, su¢ islemeye veya sapkin
faaliyetlerde bulunmaya daha yatkin olacaktir. Ayni zamanda bireylere ait kisilik durumlari erken
cocukluk doneminde sekillenmektedir. Dolayisiyla suc¢lu davranislarda kendini gosteren kisilik
boyutlarinin onceden tespit edilmesi ve bu anlamda yuksek riskli olarak gorulen bireylerin
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topluma entegre olmasinin saglanabilmesi veya su¢ islemelerinin ontne gegilmesi mumkun
olmaktadir (O'Riordan ve O'Connell, 2014).

Kisilik ve davranis arasindaki iligkinin ortaya konulabilmesi igin literatirde gokga karsilasgilan
kuramlardan, "Bes Bliylk Kisilik Modeli'nden (Five-Factor Model-FFM) bahsetmek gereklidir. Bu
model, kisilik 6zelliklerinin gogunun siniflandirilabilecedi saglam bir yapi sunmaktadir. Bu model
insanlarin kendilerini ve baskalarini tanimlamak igin siklikla kullandiklar kelimelerden yola
cikilarak kisilik alanlarini tanimlayan ve birgok arastirmaci ve psikolog tarafindan formile edilen
bir modelidir. Bu arastirmacilardan McCrae ve Costa (2003) ilk etapta faktor analizi teknigiyle
kisilik boyutlarina dair bir siniflandirma gergeklestirmis ve diger arastirmacilar tarafindan destek
gormuslerdir. Siniflandirmanin icerisinde sadece Eysenck tarafindan onerilen Ug boyutun ikisini
(nevrotiklik ve disadoniklik) dahil ederek besli bir model uyarlamiglardir. Buna gore bu model
bes alanin kisilikteki bireysel farkliliklari acikladigini 6ne surmektedir. Bu alanlar; nevrotiklik,
disadonikltk, deneyimlere agiklik, uyumluluk ve vicdanliliktir (John ve Srivastava, 1999; Costa
ve Widiger, 2002; McCrae ve Costa, 2003; Clark vd., 2007; Brown, 2016).

Kisiligin nevrotiklik boyutu duygusal istikrarla ilgilidir. Bu alanda ytksek puan alan bireyler
genellikle 6fke ve Uzuntundn yani sira mantiksiz fikirler, kontrol edilemeyen durtller ve endise
sergilerler. Buna karsilik, nevrotiklikten belirlenen olgekte dusuk puan alan bireyler baskalar
tarafindan genellikle iimli, sakin ve rahat bir tavir sergileyen kisiler olarak tanimlanir. ikinci alan
olan disadonukluk; sosyallik, heyecan ve uyariima ile tanimlanir. Disadonukltkten belirlenen
Olgekte yiiksek puan alan bireyler (disadonukler) tipik olarak gok aktif, konuskan ve iddialidir.
Ayrica gelecek hakkinda daha fazla iyimserlik sergileme egilimindedirler. Bunun aksine, ice
donukler genellikle cekingen, bagimsiz ve utangag olarak tanimlanir. Uclincl alan olan
deneyimlere aciklik; aktif bir hayal glicu, iggory, guzellige karsi bir takdir, cesitlilige karsi bir egilim
ve entelektlel bir merak sergileyen bireyleri kapsar. Aciklik konusunda yuksek puan alanlarin
geleneksel olmayan fikirleri benimseme, geleneksel olmayan degerleri benimseme ve daha
kapali fikirli olanlara kiyasla hem olumlu hem de olumsuz olmak Uzere daha genis bir duygu
yelpazesini deneyimleme olasiliklari daha yuksektir. Bunun aksine, Ac¢iklik konusunda dusuk
puan alan bireyler tanidik olani tercih etme, geleneksel davranislar sergileme ve muhafazakar bir
bakis a¢isina sahip olma egilimindedir.

Dorduncu alan ise uyumluluk alanidir. Bu alan kisiler arasi egilimlerle ilgilidir. Bu alanda yuksek
puan alan bireyler tipik olarak sicak, fedakar, sadik, yumusak kalpli, sefkatli, bagislayici, sempatik
ve guven verici olarak algilanir. Buna karsilik, daha az uyumlu olan bireyler genellikle daha sert,
sinirli, daha az hosgoruly, elestirel, daha sabirsiz, acimasiz ve daha tartismaci bir egilime sahip
olarak tanimlanir. Besinci alan olan vicdanlilik; bireyin durtdlerini dizenleme ve kendini kontrol
etme kapasitesiyle ilgilidir. Vicdanliliktan yiksek puan alan bireyler, organizasyon, titizlik, hirslilik,
verimlilik, kararlilik, caliskanlik ve irade gucu gibi oOzellikler sergileyen Kkisiler olarak
tanimlanmaktadir. Ayrica, vicdanlilik dizeyi yuksek olan bireylerin yliksek akademik ve mesleki
hedeflere ulasma olasiliyi daha yuksektir. Buna karsilik, bu alanda dustk puan alan bireyler
dikkatsiz, tembel ve sorumluluk almak yerine baskalarini suglamaya daha meyilli olarak
algilanmaktadir.

Bes buyuk kisilik modeli kapsaminda gergeklestirilen analizler sonucu yuksek duzeyde
disadonukluk ve dusuk duzeyde uyumluluk, nevrotiklik ve vicdanlilik sergileyen bireylerin sug
islemeye daha yatkin oldugu tespit edilmistir. Calismada, yas donemlerinin ve cinsiyetin de etkisi
ortaya konmustur. Buna gore ergenlik doneminde yasanan akademik zorluklarin sucluluk
surecine katki saglayacagi ve her halukarda erkeklerin kadinlara oranla sug isleme noktasinda
daha baskin oldugu bulunmustur (O'Riordan ve O'Connell, 2014). Ayrica duygusal durumlari
istikrarli olan bireyler zorluklar karsisinda daha fazla dayaniklilik gosterebilirken, duygulari dalgali
olan bireyler dis kosullara yanit noktasinda daha fazla sikinti yasayabilmektedirler. Duygusal
durumlar dengesiz olanlar, kosullara beklenenden daha siddetli bir sekilde tepki verebilir ve bu
da potansiyel olarak sug islemelerine yol acabilmektedir. Benzer sekilde, olumlu kisilerarasi



ODUSOBIAD 1364

iliskiler kurmakta zorluk yasayan bireylerin zorlu kosullarla karsilastiklarinda siddet iceren
davraniglarda bulunma olasiliklari daha ylksek olabilmektedir (Clark vd., 2007; Gokulu, 2019).

Son donemlerde, kisilik ozellikleri, bu bes faktorli perspektif cergevesinde tanimlanmis ve
psikologlar arasinda en yaygin kabul goren model olarak benimsenmistir (Cigek, 2020). Ancak,
yakin donemde yapilan galismalar, bu bes faktortn altinda yatan ve alt boyutlar arasindaki ortak
varyansin buyuk bir kismini agiklayan ve Becker tarafindan "buyuk ikili" olarak adlandirilan iki Ust
duzey kisilik 6zelliginin varligini ortaya koymustur. Bu Ust dizey ozellikler, alfa (a) duraganlik ve
beta (B) esneklik olarak adlandirimistir. Duraganlik; uyumluluk, norotiklik ve 0©zdenetim
unsurlarini igerirken, esneklik ise yenilige aciklik ve disadonukluk unsurlarini kapsamaktadir
(Becker, 1999; Olson, 2005; De Young, 2006). Bu Ust dlzey faktorlerin mantikli, kararli ve genetik
temellere dayandi§l, birgok arastirma tarafindan kanitlanmistir. Ayrica, bu yapinin farkl
kiltlrlerde gecerli ve tutarli oldugu, cgesitli galismalarla desteklenmistir (Jang vd., 2006;
Demirbas, 2014; Cigek ve Aslan, 2019).

Literatlrde son zamanlarda oldukga ilgi goren bir diger kisilik modeli HEXACO Modeli olarak
bilinmektedir. Bu model daha ¢ok Ashton ve Lee (2014) tarafindan formidile edilmistir. HEXACO
Modeli ile yine faktor analizi teknikleri kullanilarak kisilige dair alti ana boyut ortaya koymuslardir.
HEXACO modelinde kisiligin alti boyutundan ikisini (agiklik ve vicdanlilik) bes buytk kisilik (FFM)
modelinden, birini (disadonuklik) ise hem bes blytk kisilik hem de Eysenck’in modelinden
alarak ayrica Ug boyut (uyumluluk, duygusallik ve duristltk/algakgondillilik) daha eklenmistir
(Ashton ve Lee, 2007; Rolison vd., 2013).

Bu modelde uyumluluk; affediciligi, esnekligi ve nezaketi icermektedir. Uygulanan olcekte bu
boyuta dair dusuk puan alan bireyler tipik egilimleri kin tutma, baskalari hakkinda elestirel
soylemlerde bulunma ve gabuk ofkelenmedir. Duygusallik boyutu daha ¢ok korkaklik, endise
duyma, bagmlilik ve yogun duygusallik ozellikleriyle on plana c¢ikmaktadir. Bu boyuttan
uygulanan dlgekte yiksek puan almis bireylerin tipik egilimleri genellikle daha fazla kaygi duyma,
baskalarina bagimli olma ve artan korku duygularidir. Durustlik/algakgonalluluk kisilik
boyutunun ise ek bir boyut olarak modele eklendigi belirtiimistir. Bu boyut samimiyet, adalet,
algakgonulltlik ve acgozlulukten kaginmayi igcermektedir. Bu kisilik boyutunun samimiyeti,
adaleti, alcakgonullulugu ve/veya acgozlullkten kacinmayi icerdigi belirtilmistir. Uygulanan
Olcekte bu boyutta dustik puan almis olan bireylerin tipik egilimleri genellikle manipulatif olma,
baskalarindan faydalanma ve yanlis bir hak duygusuna sahip olmaktir (Ashton ve Lee, 2007;
Rolison vd., 2013).

HEXACO modelinde de suc ve kisilik arasindaki iliski ortaya konulmustur. Bu modelde yogun
olarak kisiligin duygusallik boyutu on planda tutulmustur. Nitekim suc isleyen bireylerin yogun
bir sekilde duygusal istikrardan yoksun olduklari da bilinmektedir. Dolayisiyla bu model ile birlikte
daha once var olan kisilik modellerine ayrica insanligin "durustlik/insaniyet” iceren Kisilik
boyutlarinin eklenmesi de bu modeli 6n plana gikarmistir. Oyle ki bazi arastirmalar 6zellikle bu
durdstlUk/insaniyet iceren boyutlar ile sugluluk sureci arasinda bir bag tespit etmistir. Hatta
arastirmacilar tarafindan diristlik/insaniyet boyutu ile (arastirmacilarin tabiriyle "Karanlik
Uglu") g kisilik dzelligi arasinda; yani psikopati, makyavelizm ve narsisizm arasinda bir iliski
bulunmustur (Lee ve Ashton, 2005). Psikopatik kisilik 6zelliklerine sahip bireyler sug faaliyetlerine
genc¢ yasta baglar ve hayatlari boyunca antisosyal davranislarda bulunmaya devam ederler
(Prospero-Luis vd., 2017). Yakin zamanda gerceklestirilen bazi arastirmalar, psikopatik kisilik
ozelliklerin yayginhginin mahkumlar arasinda mahkum olmayanlara kiyasla daha ytksek oldugu
ortaya konmustur (Trulson, 2016; Gatner vd., 2016; Cunha vd., 2018). Ayrica psikiyatri, ndrobilim
ve psikoloji alanlarindan ¢ok sayida arastirma, bu kisilige sahip bireylerin odul-ceza arasindaki
iliskiyi norolojik olarak beyinde isleyemedikleri igin kisilik ozelliklerinin sug ile iliskili oldugunu
varsaymistir (Jones ve Hare, 2016; Nigel vd., 2018; Cunha vd., 2018). Dahasl, son norobiligsel
bulgular beyindeki amigdala bolgesindeki (bireyin endise, korku, kaygi, 6fke gibi duygu alanlarini
yoneten beyin bolgesidir) anormalliklerin sosyal islevsellikte bozulmaya yol acabilecedini ve
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bunun da bireyi antisosyal davranislara yonlendirmesi olasiligini artirdigini ortaya koymustur
(DeLisi vd., 2018).

Yukarida bahsedilen Ug¢ temel kisilik modeli haricinde bazi arastirmacilar kisilik ve sugluluk
arasinda baglantiyi ele alarak gesitli kisilik boyutlari ortaya koymuslardir. Bazi arastirmacilar
antisosyallik ve su¢ davranisi ile bireyin fizyolojik sistemi arasinda bir baglanti tespit etmislerdir
(Gray, 1977). Bu anlamda bireydeki norolojik veya sinirsel sistemindeki eksikliklerin saldirganliga
yol acabilecegini (Fowles, 1980; Gorenstein ve Newman, 1980), ayni zamanda bu eksikligin
cocuklardaki davranis sorunlarinin kaynag@l oldugu ileri sdrdlmdstir (Quay, 1986; Avshalom,
1994). Zuckerman (1989), P-ImpUSS adini verdigi bir kisilik faktort tanimlamistir. Arastirmaci
bu kavramla sugluluk surecinin durtusellik, saldirganlik ve sosyal sorumluluk eksikligi ile
karakterize oldugundan bahsetmistir. Cloninger (1987), (g faktorlli biyo-sosyal modeli
tanimlamistir. Bu modelde yuksek yenilik arayisi icinde olma, dusuk zarardan kaginma ve odul
bagimlhgr sergileme durumlari nedeniyle bireylerin suc isleme, gelecekte siddet uygulama ve
antisosyal bireyler olma olasiliklarinin yiksek oldugunu tespit etmistir. Miller ve Lynam (2001),
sugc isleyen bireylerin kisilik ozelliklerine dair bir model ortaya koymuslardir. Buna modelde bu
bireyler genellikle dismanca tutumlar, benmerkezci bakis agilari, intikam alma egilimi, kiskanclik
duygular ve baskalarina karsi empati eksikligi ile karakterize edilmektedirler. Sug isleyen bireyler
genellikle hirs, motivasyon ve azim eksikligi sergilemektedirler. Bu bireyler durtulerini kontrol
etmekte siklikla glclik gekerler, alisiimadik deger ve inanglar benimseme egilimindedirler (Miller
ve Lynam 2001).

Son yillarda yapilan bazi arastirmalar, kisilik ve su¢ arasinda anlamli bir iligki oldugunu ortaya
koymustur. Bu c¢alismalarin temel bulgulari ayrica Tharshini ve meslektaslarinin (2021)
gerceklestirdigi sistematik bir ¢calisma ile degerlendirilmistir. Bu arastirmalardan bazilarinin one
clkan sonuglari su sekildedir: Hem kiz hem de erkek ergenlerde psikopatik kisilik ozelliklerinin
tutuklanma, hapsedilme ve hikim giyme olasiligini artirdigi belirlenmistir (Beaver, 2017). Disuk
0zdenetim duzeyine sahip bireylerin daha az titiz oldugu, kisa vadeli ve az baglilik gerektiren basit
gorevleri tercih ettikleri, kisa goruslt davrandiklari ve 6zerklikten yoksun olduklari saptanmistir
(Brown, 2016). Ozellikle dirtusellik, sorumsuzluk ve antisosyal davranis gibi psikopatik kisilik
ozellikleri, siddet riskini artirmaktadir (Bo vd., 2019). Psikopati, yalnizca genel anlamda siddet
iceren davraniglarla degil, ayni zamanda yakin partner siddetiyle de baglantilidir (Boccio ve
Beaver, 2016; Cunha vd. 2018). Siddet sugu isleyen ve madde kullanan bireyler, ylksek
nevrotiklik, disuk uyumluluk ve disuk vicdanhlik gibi belirgin bir kisilik orintdsu sergilemektedir
(Nigel vd., 2018). Duygusal ve davranigsal rahatsizliklarin yani sira, sug tekrari, cinsel suglarin
yinelenmesi ve aragsal siddet, psikopatik kisilik yapisiyla iliskilendiriimektedir (Tharshini ve
Ibrahim, 2020). Psikopatik egilimleri olan bireyler, sug faaliyetlerine erken yasta baslayarak,
hayatlari boyunca antisosyal davraniglarini strdidrmektedir (Trulson, 2016). Ahlaki degerlere
sahip olmak ve guglu bir 6zdenetim kisilik 6zelligi, hem kadinlar hem de erkekler arasinda su¢
isleme olasiligr ile onemli 6lglide baglantilidir (Ivert vd., 2018). Bilgisayar suclari isleme ve
cetelerle iliski kurma gibi cesitli su¢ teskil eden davraniglarda bulunma ihtimali, dusuk
Ozdenetime sahip bireylerde daha ylksektir (Tornquist ve Miles, 2019). Gencler arasinda sug
faaliyetlerine katilimda, ylksek dizeyde dirtisellik etkili bir faktordir (Forrest, 2019).

Literatlrde yer alan cesitli teorilerden ve teorilerin varsayimlarindan yola ¢ikarak kisilik
ozelliklerinin sug davranisi Uzerindeki etkileri incelendikten sonra, bu iliskinin gucld ve zayif
yonlerini degerlendirmek onemlidir. Asagida yer alan bolumde, kisilik ve sug arasindaki iliskinin
metodolojik ve teorik agidan degerlendirilmesi yapiimistir.

Kisilik ve sug arasindaki iligkinin degerlendirilmesi

Sug ve kisilik arasindaki baglanti cok sayida arastirmaci tarafindan ele alinmis ve bu anlamda
gesitli varsayimlar ortaya konmustur. Fakat kisilik modellerinin ve degerlendirmelerinin daha
sonralar kriminologlar tarafindan yuruttlen arastirmalan ¢ok az etkiledigi de bir gergektir
(Gottfredson ve Hirschi, 1990). Tabi bu durumun gesitli nedenleri bulunmaktadir. Bu
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nedenlerden biri kisilik modellerinin metodolojik agidan sikintil bulunmus olunmasidir. Ana akim
kriminolojide yer alan su¢ arastirmalari bu modellerde ¢ok sayida metodolojik sorun tespit
etmistir ve bu durum sug ve sugluluk bakimindan kisilik unsurunun sonugsuz bir arastirma alani
olarak gorulmesine yol agmistir. Her ne kadar bazi kisilik modelleri, kisilik boyutunun sugu
anlamak igin elzem olduguna belirtmis olsalar da bazi kriminolojik arastirmalar bu distncenin
evrensellik tagimadigini gostermektedir. Ozellikle, kisiligi sugla iliskilendirmeye yonelik deneysel
calismalara karsi cikanlar genel anlamda u¢ temel sorun tespit etmislerdir. Bunlar kisiligin
olculmesindeki zorluklar, suclulugun olgtlmesindeki zorluklar ve orneklemenin sinirliliklandir
(Schuessler ve Cressey, 1950; Waldo ve Dinitz, 1967, Tennenbaum, 1977). Oyle ki suc
literatlriinde oldukga onem arz eden "Criminology” dergisi, kuruldugu yil olan 1964ten 1990'lara
kadar suc davraniglari ile kisilik faktorlerinin arasindaki iligki Uzerine sadece dort makale
yayinlamistir (Stitt ve Giacopassi, 1992; Avshalom, 1994). Bu durum sugta kisilik analizlerinin
kriminolojik alanda pek ilgi gormediginin kaniti olmustur.

Kisilik modellerinde var olan metodolojik hatalardan biri kullanilan 6rneklem ile ilgilidir. Nitekim
kisilik ve sucluluk sureci arasindaki baglantinin ortaya konulabilmesi i¢in genellikle kullanilan
arastirma orneklemi, sabika kaydi olan veya cezaevinde bulunan bireylerden olusmustur. Fakat
buradaki temel sorun veya sinirlilik sug islemis olan, halen sug isleyen veya "gizli suglu” olarak
nitelendirilebilecek bireylerin kontrol orneklemine karismis olmasi ihtimalidir. Yani burada
degiskeninin kontrolu esnasinda belirlenen orneklemden biri suc isledigi takdirde veya sucg
islemesine ragmen sucluluk ile baglantisi olmadigini belirtmis olabilir. Bu durum gerceklestirilen
arastirmanin bulgularina ve varsayimlarina gliveni de zedelemektedir. Oyle ki hatanin olusmasini
tetikleyen bu durumun onine gegilmesi de pek mumkun gortlmemektedir. Cinkt bu modellerde
daha onceden hazirlanmis olan dlgekler veya sucluluk anketleri uygulanarak bir orneklem
belirleme yolu strekli olarak tercih edilmektedir (Schuessler vd., 1970). Hatta bu dlgekler ve
anketler; sucluluga yol agamayacak muhtemel davraniglari veya ¢okga gereksiz sorular
icerdikleri igin de elestirilmistir (Hindelang vd., 1979; Hirschi vd., 1980).

Sug turu soz konusu oldugunda kisilik ve sugluluk arasindaki baglantiyi ortaya koymaya galisan
modellerde problemler olusabilmektedir. Clinkl her sug turtndn farkli degiskenler tarafindan
etkilenebilecedi veya her suglu tipinin ayni olmadigi bir gercektir. Ornegin agir kriminal bireyler
haricinde ¢ok seyrek bir sekilde sug islemis (ornedin saldir veya siddet) olan bireyler gok
onemsiz bir gerekge (Ornedin aileye ait arabanin izinsiz alinmasi gibi) belirtebilmektedirler (Elliott
ve Huizinga, 1989). Tam tersi, mikerrer suglular da isledikleri suglari veya zaten bazi sug tirleri
kendileri tarafindan dikkate deder (6rnedin uyusturucu kullanimi gibi) olarak algilanmadiklari
suclari eksik bildirme egilimde olabilmektedirler (Hirschi vd., 1980). Bundan dolayi 6zellikle
sucluluga dair 6z bildirim anketleri sonucunda eksik veya yanlis veri elde edilip arastirma
stratejisi hatasi gergeklestiriimesi cok muhtemel olmaktadir.

Bir bireyin kisiliginin su¢ davranisinda bulunma kararini etkileyebilecegini varsaymak gergekten
de mantiksiz degildir. Fakat sug ile kisilik arasindaki baglantiyi agiklayan modeller genellikle daha
¢ok hangi kisilik boyutlarina sahip olan bireylerin su¢ islemeye daha yatkin olabilecedi genel
varsayimindan harekete gecer. Bu varsayimlari temellendirirken de kisilik boyutlarinin buyutk
olclide bireyin genetik, norolojik veya sinirsel ozellikleri tarafindan belirlendigi belirtilir (Fowles,
1980; Gorenstein ve Newman, 1980; O'Riordan ve O'Connell, 2014). Bu agiklama ile daha gok
biyolojik faktorlerin (genetik gibi) psikolojik faktorleri (kisilik gibi) belirledidi ve sug olgusunun bu
sekilde agiga c¢iktigi gortsu ortaya ¢ikmaktadir. Bu agiklama da buttncul olmayip problemli
durmaktadir. Nitekim bir bireyin kisilik boyutu onun saglgini veya refahini etkileyebilir, onu
hastaliga daha yatkin hale getirebilir ve hatta onun su¢ davranisinda bulunma tercihini
etkileyebilir ki bu mantiksiz degildir. Fakat bireyin kisilik boyutu ve sugluluk arasindaki iligki
karmasiktir. Bir bireyin kisiligi de ayni zamanda bazi degiskenlerden etkilenebilmektedir. Bu
baglamda, kisilik teorileri insan fizyolojisi ve psikolojisini sekillendiren sosyal faktorlerin yani sira
bireylerin disadonukluk ve icedonukluklerini ifade etmeleri icin gesitli firsatlar goz onunde
bulundurmadaki basarisizliklari nedeniyle elestirilmistir (Pfohl, 1994). Eysenck'in de belirttigi
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uzere bireyin nevrotiklik kisilik boyutuna sahip olmasi suglu davraniglar sergilemesine yol
acabilmektedir. Nevrotiklik kisilik boyutu da daha gok 6fke, Gzuntd, endise ve mantiksiz fikirler
ile karakterize edilmistir (Eysenck ve Eysenck, 1985). Fakat bu 6zellikleri tastyan bireyin bunlara
ne zamandan beri sahip oldugu veya bu ozelliklerin degistirilebilir olup olmadigina dair net bir
aciklama ortaya konulmamaktadir. Oregin ebeveyn denetiminin yetersiz olmasi, ebeveynin
suglu kimselerden olusmasi, ebeveynsiz yasanilmasi, aile gelirinin dusuk olmasi, su¢ isleyen
akranlar veya akranlarin bulundugu yasanilan yer gibi sosyo-kulturel ve sosyo-ekonomik
faktorler de bireyin kisilik boyutunun olusmasinda etkili olabilmektedir. Ornegin maddi sikintilar
yasayan bir birey kendisine veya baskalarina 6fkelenebilmekte, kendi durumu konusunda cokga
dzuntd ve endise duyabilmekte ve mantiksiz fikirler de sergileyebilmektedir. Hatta bu duygular
kontrol edilemeyen duygular olduklarr igin bireyin sug islemesine (6rneg@in hirsizlik gibi) dahi yol
acabilecektir. Nitekim ekonomik olarak dezavantajli kosullarda yasayan eden bireyler, hem
magdur hem de fail olarak sug¢ faaliyetlerine katilmaya veya maruz kalmaya daha yatkindirlar.
Ozellikle, siddet sugclarina iliskin istatistikler siklikla sosyoekonomik agidan dezavantajli ve
marjinallesmis bolgelerde yogunlagmaktadir (Anser vd., 2020). Ornegin uyusturucu bulundurma
gibi suclarda, yoksullugun getirdigi stres ile ¢esitli maddelerin ruh Uzerindeki etkileri arasinda bir
korelasyon vardir. Ayrica esit olmayan sosyal kosullarin varligini, bireylerin yasalara uyma
kapasitesini zayiflatan bir unsur olarak goren bu bakis acisi, yoksullasan ve marjinallesen
kisilerin suc faaliyetlerinde bulunmaya daha yatkin olduguna isaret etmektedir. Bu durumda
maddi anlamda bireyin durumu dizelirse veya yasadigi sosyal alanda daha esitlikgi faktorler
etkili olursa kisiligi ile karakterize edilen duygular da deg@isecek midir? Yoksa dogustan edinilen
kisilik boyutlari birey igin sug olgusu s6z konusu oldugunda her zaman olasi bir tehlike durumu
icermekte midir?

Kisilik, nasil sekillendigi, yasam boyunca sabit kalip kalmadigi net olarak belirtilemeyen bir
faktorddr. Bu acidan sug oldugunun kisilik ozelliklerine endekslenmesi ayrica kriminolojik
literatirde cokca bilinen sosyal 6grenme teorisinin varsayimlariyla da ortismemektedir. Bu
teorinin temel 6nermesi sugun 6grenilmis bir davranis oldugudur (Akers, 1990). Teoriye gore
yas, akranlar veya sosyal cevre gibi faktorler bireyin suclu olup olmamasini etkileyebilecek glice
sahiptir. Buna gore bireyin ozellikle sosyal cevresi suca bulasmasinda oldukca onem arz
etmektedir. CUnku sug, taklit ve pekistirme yoluyla ogrenilerek ortaya cikabilen bir olgudur. Eger
suca yol acan unsur kisilik ozelligi ise bu durumda kisiligi sekillendirebilecek glcte olan sosyal
cevrenin etkisi nasil degerlendirilmelidir? Suca yol acan bireyin kalitsal bir 6zellik tasima ihtimali
bulunan kisilik ozelligi midir? Kisilik yasam boyunca degiskenlik gosterebiliyorsa ve nispeten
(sosyal 6grenme teorisinde oldudu gibi) sosyal gevreden etkilenebiliyorsa bu durumda sug ve
sucglulugun nedeni kisiligi de belirleyebilen sosyal ¢gevre midir?

Ayrica kisilik teorileri kapsaminda yapildigi gibi kisilik 6zelliklerinin kimelenmesi, siniflandiriimasi
ve bunlarin sucluluk ile iligkilendiriimesi; su¢ islemeyip bu kisisel 6zelliklere sahip olan bireyleri
veya suclu davranis riski (magduriyeti) altindaki bireyleri belirlemeye, midahale etmeye veya
maniplle etmeye yol agabilmektedir. Oyle ki kisilik kiimelerinin veya siniflandirmasinin belirli
davraniglarla veya kalp kisilik ozellikleriyle iliskilendirilmesi  olumsuz  etiketlerin,
damgalanmalarin  ve bunun sonucunda sosyal alanda digslanmalarin baslamasina yol
acabilecektir. Yani bu kisilik kimelerinin bireylere dair olusturdugu etiketler kendi baslarina ¢ok
zararll olabilmektedir. Bu durum kriminolojik literatirde ‘etiketleme/damgalama” kurami
icerisinde de oldukga vurgulanmistir. Bu kurama gore sugluluk ile iliskilendirilen bireylerin,
toplum igerisinde sapkin olarak etiketlenmesi veya damgalanmasi onlarin davraniglarinin
gittikge daha problemli hale gelmesine ve suregle sug islemelerine sebep olmaktadir. Bir
anlamda damgalanarak toplumdan diglanan bireyler sirf bu durumdan kaynakli olarak sug
islemek icin motivasyon sahibi olabilmektedir (Lemert, 1951'den akt. Kizmaz, 2006). Benzer
sekilde burada Braithwaite’a ait "yeniden buttnlestirici ayiplama/utandirma” teorisine de
deginmek gerekmektedir. Bu kurama gore toplum igerisinde utandirmanin ¢ozucu/parcgalayici
islevi bireylerin etiketlenmesine, dislanmasina veya damgalanmasina neden olabilmektedir. Bir
siniflamaya eklenmis (suglulukla iliskilendirilen kiimelendirmeler gibi), damgalanmis bireyler
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toplumdan diglanmakta ve toplumsal anlamda bagliliklan buytk bir dlglude zedelenebilmektedir
(Braithwaite, 1989).

Genel anlamda kisilik arastirmacilari farkli kisilik boyutlarindan, bunlarin sucluluga dair farkli
etkilerinden bahsetmislerdir. Bu anlamda ortaya konan arastirmalar birbirine yakin fakat farkli
sonuglar bulmusglardir. Bu durum da kisilik modellerinin onemli bir sinirliligi olarak gortlmektedir.
Ornegin sug davranisinin ortaya gikmasinda O'Riordan ve O'Connell (2014), bes buyuk kisilik
modelindeki bes boyuttan dordunun; yani uyumluluk, vicdanlilik, nevrotiklik ve disadonukligun
daha etkili oldugunu belirtmistir. Krueger ve meslektaslari (1994), daha az sosyal, daha az disa
acik ve daha agresif olanlarin su isleme ihtimalinin ylksek oldugunu tespit etmislerdir. Caspi ve
meslektaslari (1994), daha fazla sansasyon arayisl igerisinde ve gekingen olanlarda bu ihtimalin
yuksek oldugu vurgulanmistir. Rolison ve meslektaslari (2013), suglularin genellikle daha az disa
aclk, daha az sosyal ve cok daha fazla agresif olduklarini belirtmislerdir. Rolison ve
meslektaslarina (2013) gore olumsuz duygusallik barindiranlar sug faaliyetleri icerisinde daha
cok yer almaktadirlar. Reid (2011) ise arastirmasinda uyumluluk ve vicdanllik dizeyi distk
olanlarin sug isleme ihtimalinin daha yuksek oldugunu tespit etmistir. TUm bu ornekler birbirlerini
destekler gibi goriinseler de aslinda farkli seyler ortaya koymaktadirlar. Bir arastirmada sug ile
oldukga ilintili oldugu belirtilen kisilik boyutunun birbirine yakin yontem veya olgekler kullaniimis
olmasina ragmen baska bir arastirmada aslinda sug ile gok ilintili olmadigi tespit edilmistir.

Kisilik ve suc arasindaki iliski deg@erlendirildikten sonra, bir sonraki baslkta zeka ve sug
arasindaki baglantiya odaklaniimistir. Zeka seviyelerinin veya 1Q oranlarinin sug davranisini nasil
etkiledigi ve bu iliskinin arkasindaki mekanizmalar tartisiimistir.

Zeka ve sug

Zeka ve sugluluk arasindaki iliski, uzun suredir ilgi ceken ve kapsamli akademik tartismalara
konu olan bir konudur. 1Q testlerinin mahkdmlar ornekleminde kullanilmaya baslanmasiyla
birlikte "zayif zekali mahkamlar" raporu yayinlanmistir. Sunulan rapor, cezaevindeki bireylerin 1Q
testlerinde daha dusUk puanlar sergileme egiliminde oldugunu tutarll bir sekilde gostermistir
(Goddard, 1914, aktaran Shoemaker, 2005; Schmalleger, 2008). Bunu izleyen sirecte
gerceklestirilen cok sayida galisma, su¢ davranisinin dusuk zekadan kaynaklandigini ortaya
koymustur (Dabney, 2004). Ornegin Hirschi ve Hindelang'a (1977) ait ¢alismada bulgular, suc
teskil eden davraniglarda bulunmus bireylerin, su¢ islememis olanlara kiyasla daha dusuk 1Q
puanlarina sahip oldugunu ve bu durumun bireyin sosyal sinifi ve irkindan bagimsiz oldugunu
gostermektedir. Ayni sekilde Moffitt ve meslektaslari (1981) ile Lynam ve meslektaslari (1993)
gergeklestirdikleri 1Q testleri neticesinde dusuk 1Q puani ile su¢ ve sucluluk arasinda anlamli bir
iliski bulmuslardir. Koenen ve meslektaslari (2006), duslk IQ seviyesine sahip olan bireylerin
antisosyal davranis sergileme olasiliklarinin daha yuksek oldugunu tespit etmislerdir. Leech ve
meslektaslarina  (2003) ait bir baska calismada, d¢ faktorlli  bir sonucg tespiti
gerceklestirmiglerdir. Buna gore dusuk seviyedeki 1Q; yuksek kaygl ve depresyonun sug isleme
olasiligina katkida bulunmaktadir.

Sug ile zekéa arasindaki iliskiye odaklanan calismalara bakildiginda zeka faktortinin kalitsal mi
oldugu veya daha sonra bireyin cevresi tarafindan mi belirlendigi tartismasi bulunmaktadir
(Messner ve Rosenfield, 2007). Zekanin kalitsal oldugunu belirtenler i¢in ebeveyn ile cocuklar
arasinda tipki DNA paylasiminda oldugu gibi bu faktor de Ustsoydan miras olarak gelmektedir.
Bireyin dusuk veya yuksek bir 1Q seviyesine sahip olmasi onun belirleyebilecedi bir sey degildir
(Schmalleger, 2008; Siegal, 2008). Bu baglamda kokeni tanimlanan zeka ile sug olgusu arasinda
bir baglanti kuruldugunda ise soyle bir onerme dizisi ile karsilasiimaktadir. Zeka olcimunde
kullanilan temel test 1Q testidir. Sug islemis olanlar dusuk bir 1Q seviyesine sahiptir. Dusuk bir 1Q
seviyesine sahip olmak (burada bahsedilen modele gore) kisinin belirledigi bir sey degil, kendisi
icin genetik bir mirastir. Dolayisiyla su¢ ve sucluluk aslinda kalitsal kokenli zeka ile ilgilidir.

Zekanin kalitsal olmadigini, cevresel kaynakl oldugunu belirtenler aslinda kalitimin roltGnd bir
miktar da olsa kabul etmektedirler. Fakat onlara gore sosyal ¢cevrenin rolt kalitima gore ¢cok daha
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adir basmaktadir. Ornedin ebeveyn, akranlar, arkadaslar veya o6gretmenler cocuklarin
davranislar tzerinde onemli bir derecede etkili olabilmektedirler. Ebeveynler veya ogretmenler
erken yaslardan itibaren gocuklarla birlikte bilissel, dilsel ve sanatsal gelisimi destekleyen
faaliyetlerde bulunurlar. Bu faaliyetler arasinda kitap okuma, muzik dinleme ve sanatin yani sira
spor gibi kultdrel kurumlara katiim da yer almaktadir. Bu durumun ¢ocuklarinin zeka testlerinde
daha yuksek performans gostermesine yol agacaktir. Tam tersi bu anlamda ¢ocuklara yeterli
zaman ayriimadiginda ise bu durum cocuklarinin zeka testlerinde daha dusik performans
gostermesine neden olacaktir (Schmalleger, 2008; Siegal, 2008).

Sug islemig/isleyen bireyler ile zeka ilisiklisi hakkinda farkli varsayimlari igeren cesitli
arastirmalar gerceklestirilmistir. Bazi arastirmalarda suc ve zeka arasindaki iliski sosyal kosullar
baglaminda ele alinmistir. Bunlarin basinda sosyal kontrol teorisi gelmektedir. Arastirmacilara
disuk 1Q puanlarina sahip 6grencilerin okulda daha az basarili olduklarini, akranlari tarafindan
daha az kabul gorduklerini, basarili olmak icin daha az firsata sahip olduklarini ve sonug olarak
baska yerlerde (6rnegin suglu sosyal gevre veya sug ortamlari gibi) kabul ve firsat aradiklarini
belirtmiglerdir. Halbuki bireyin su¢ islememesi icin sosyal kontroller saglayan en onemli
faktorlerden biri egitim kurumu iligkileridir. Egitim kurumu, bir yonlyle bireyin sosyal
entegrasyonunu saglamasinda olumlu katki sunarak onu sug faaliyetlerinden uzak tutmaktadir.
Bu sekilde okul veya egitim kurumu bir sosyal kontrol islevi yurttmektedir. Dolayisiyla okulun
sosyal kontrol uygulama kapasitesi IQ puani diistik 6grenciler igin azalmaktadir (Hirschi, 1969;
McGloin vd., 2004).

Bazi arastirmalarda ozellikle geng olan suglularin sinirli biligsel yetenekleri nedeniyle dogru ve
yanligi ayirt edemediklerini, dolayisiyla sug isledikleri one surmdustur. Bu varsayimla toplumun
beklentileri ve gereklilikleri, dusuk zekali veya 1Q seviyeli bireylerin kavrama kapasitesinin
otesinde oldugu kabul edilmistir (Moffitt vd., 1981). Bu durum aslinda suglulugu anlamaya
yonelik biligsel gelisim vyaklasimiyla tutarllik sergilemektedir. Bilissel gelisim teorisinin
perspektifinden bakildiginda suc¢ ve sucluluk streci, dogru ve yanls arasindaki ayrimin farkina
varilmasi ve bu anlamda bir kapasiteye sahip olunamamasi nedeniyle normlara, yasalara aykiri
bir eylemde bulunmayla iliskilendirilmistir (Reid 2006). Bu teori ve 1Q hakkindaki ilk fikirlerin her
ikisi de suglular, ister psikolojik farkliliklar ister zeka eksikligi nedeniyle olsun, normal sosyal
davranisgin sinirlarini tam olarak kavrayamayan bireyler olarak gormdsttr (Moffitt vd., 1981).

Bu bolimde zeka ve sug arasindaki iliski incelendikten sonra, bu iliskinin gucli ve zayif yonlerini
degerlendirmek de oldukca onem arz etmektedir. Makalenin bir sonraki bolimunde, zeka ve suc
arasindaki iliskinin metodolojik ve teorik acidan degerlendirilmesi yapiimistir.

Zeka ve sug arasindaki iligkinin dederlendirilmesi

Zeka ve su¢ arasindaki iligki literatire bakildiginda ¢ok sayida arastirma tarafindan konu
edinilmistir. Genel anlamda bu arastirmalarin iddiasi, zeka seviyesinin olgimu igin kullanilan 1Q
testinde alinan dustk puan bireyin dusuk zekaya sahip oldugu bundan kaynakli olarak da sug
isleme olasiliginin ytksek oldugu iddiasidir. Her ne kadar bahsedilen arastirmalar bu konuda bir
fikir birligi beyan etmis olsa da zekanin kokeni ve kullanilan 1Q testlerinin modeli hakkinda bir
anlagsmazlik gorulmektedir. Yukarida da deginildigi gibi bazi ¢alismalar dusuk zeka seviyesinin
sucluluga yol agabilecegini ve zekanin aslinda kalitsal bir unsur oldugunu ortaya koymaktadir.
Tam aksine bazi ¢caligsmalar dusuk zeka seviyesinin sugluluga yol agabilecegini ve zekanin buyuk
Olclide bireyin cevresi tarafindan sekillendigini ortaya koymaktadir. Bazi ¢alismalarin ise temel
varsayimi kabul etmekle birlikte sorunun sabit veya dedismez bir 1Q testi modelinden
kaynaklandigini belirttikleri gortlmektedir. Dolayisiyla zeka ve sugluluk arasindaki baglantinin
tam olarak aydinlatilamadigi soylenebilir. Her ne kadar zeka ile su¢ arasinda bir baglanti oldugu
asikar olsa da arastirmacilarin kullandiklari modellerde, yontemlerde ve varsayimlarda hata
bulunmaktadir.

Zeka ve sug arasindaki iliski incelendiginde, genellikle distk 1Q seviyesine sahip bireylerin suca
daha yatkin oldugu vurgulanmaktadir. Sug isleme ve 1Q seviyesi arasindaki iliski, 1Q testini genel
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bilissel yetenegin bir gostergesi olarak gormeye yol agmaktadir. Bu da suclularin dogalari geregi
daha az zeki olarak algilanmasina neden olmaktadir. Yani, sug isleyen bir kisinin 1Q seviyesi
dusuk ve zeka seviyesi geri olarak algilanmaktadir. Ancak bu goris, onemli bazi unsurlari dikkate
almamaktadir. Sug turleri oldukga gesitlidir ve hem siddet iceren hem de siddet icermeyen
suglar, yas, demografi ve sosyal gevre gibi faktorler tarafindan belirlenebilir. Ornegin,
dolandiricilik, nitelikli hirsizlik ve beyaz yaka suglari (risvet, bilisim suglari, evrakta sahtecilik,
finansal sahtekarlik gibi) bireyin ylksek zeka seviyesine veya sosyal farkindaliga sahip olmasini
gerektiren sug turleridir (Kenney, 1999; Sharma vd., 2015). Bu nedenle, ytksek |Q seviyesine
sahip bireylerin de sug isleyebilecegdi ve zekalarini kullanabilecegdi unutulmamalidir. Bu tur suglarn
isleyebilmek icin genellikle derin bir planlama, karar verme ve kapsamli bir akil yurttme gereklidir.
Yiksek zekaya sahip bireyler, suc islerken karmasik planlar yapabilir, yaratici yontemler
gelistirebilir ve suclarini ortbas edebilirler. Bu nedenle, dustk zeka seviyesiyle her sug¢ tdrundn
aciklanmasi mumkin degildir. Dusuk zeka ile su¢ arasindaki baglanti zayiftir ve suglularin
cogunun zeki olmadigini varsaymak dogru degildir. Yuksek 1Q seviyesine sahip bireyler, suc
islerken zekalarini kullanarak suglarini gizleyebilir ve cezai yaptinmlardan kaginabilirler. Hatta
yUksek 1Q seviyesine sahip kisilerin sirf zekalarini ispat etmek igin sug isleyebilecedi de
unutulmamalidir. Bu durum, zeka ve sug arasindaki iliskinin yalnizca dusuk 1Q seviyeleriyle sinirli
olmadigini, yuksek zekaya sahip bireylerin de sug isleyebilecegini gostermektedir.

Bir diger unsur, bu goristin temellendirildigi calismanin (Goddard, 1914) veya daha sonra ortaya
konulan benzer c¢alismalarin kullandiklar orneklem grubunun hatali segilmis olmasidir.
Bahsedilen calismalarin cogunda cezaevinde bulunan hukumldler orneklem olarak secilmistir.
Calismalarda denek olan hiktumlulere uygulanan 1Q testleri neticesinde onlarin cogunun dusuk
bir zeka seviyesine sahip oldugu tespit edilmistir. Yani galismalar cezaevlerinin dusuk 1Q'lu
mahk(mlar tarafindan dolduruldugunu one sirmustur. Ancak bu durum, sugc isledikleri tespit
edilemeyen suclularin olup olmadigi sorusunu gtindeme getirmektedir. Tum suc isleyenler
cezaevinde olmadigina gore sug¢ isleyip cezaevine girmeyen kisiler dikkate alinmamistir. Daha
dogrusu cezaevinde olan ve olmayan bireylerin kiyaslandigi surecte bu bireyler, cezaevinde
olmayip sug islememis bireyler (halk, toplum) olarak kabul edilmislerdir. Boylelikle arastirmacilar,
kendi bildirdikleri verilere dayanarak cezaevindeki hukiumlulerin genel halktan daha dusuk 1Q
seviyesine sahip olduklarini ortaya koymuslardir.

Literatlrde yer alan Herrnstein ve Murray'a (1994) bir galismada bu hatali 6rneklem elestirisini
oldukca derinlemesine islenmistir. Arastirmacilar, “The Bell Curve" adli kitaplarinda dusuk 1Q
seviyesine sahip bireylerin suc faaliyetlerine katilabileceklerini ancak bu bireylerin ayrica yetkililer
veya polisler tarafindan yakalanma ve nihayetinde hapsedilme olasiliklarinin daha ytksek oldugu
varsayimini kabul etmislerdir. Yani onceki c¢alismalar desteklenir bir sekilde cezaevlerinin
mahkUdmlarin gogunun dusuk 1Q seviyesine sahip oldugu tespit edilmistir. Fakat bu durum
aslinda dusuk 1Q seviyesine sahip olanlarin yakalanip hapsedilmesiyle ilgilidir. Tam tersi 1Q
seviyesi yuksek ve oldukca zeki olan suclular zekalarini kullanarak yakalanmamakta dolayisiyla
hapsedilmemektedir.

Sug ve zeka arasinda baglanti sunan arastirmalara yonelik daha once de belirtildigi gibi sabit,
degismez bir 1Q testi modeli, hangi ozellikteki testin gegerli olacagi veya IQ testinin insan
zekasinin dogru bir olgisu olup olmadigl noktasinda da cesitli elestiriler yapiimistir. Bu
elestirilerden en onemlisi 1Q testinin zekayr tam anlamiyla olgup Olgemeyecegi ile ilgili
sorunsaldir. Bu varsayim insan becerilerinin, sosyalliklerinin ve deneyimlerinin gesitliligini
yeterince yansitmamaktadir. Aslinda 1Q testi tarihsel olarak egitim ortaminda akademik
performansi deg@erlendirmek icin kullanilan testlerden tdretilmistir. Genellikle bilim insanlari
ogrenme guclugu ceken cocuklari tespit etmek amaciyla veya 6grenme eksikliklerini tespit
etmek i¢in tasarlanmis bir dizi degerlendirme gelistirmistir. Modern 1Q testi, bu ilk testlerde
kullanilan yontemlerden gelistirilmistir. Bu nedenle 1Q'nun bir bireyin genel zekasinin etkili bir
Olclst oldugunu iddia etmek zordur (Flynn, 1987; Maguin ve Loeber, 1996; McGloin vd., 2004).
IQ testi, akademik yeteneklerin tanimlanmasina ve sinirli sayida belirli 6grenme alanlarina
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uygulanabilir. Bunda bir problem gozukmemektedir. Fakat standartlastiriimis, kalip ve degismez
nitelikte olan bir testin veya sucluluk konusunda tam anlamiyla yapilandiriimamis bir testin
uygulanmasi ile sugluluga dair bilgilere ulasmak pek mumkun gordlmemektedir. Hatta bu
gerceklestirilirse dahi tespit edilecek puanlamanin sucluluga dair net bir sonug barindirmasi da
gercekgi goztkmemektedir. Ornegin zorlu gegmislerden gelen, sosyal alanda sikintilar yasayan
yetiskinler veya klasik egitim ilkelerine uymakta zorlanan cocuklarin 1Q testinde daha dusuk
puanlar gostermesi beklenir ve bu durumun da sugluluk streciile pek bir ilgisi olmaz. Bu unsurlar
genel olarak, 1Q testinin su¢ ile ilgili olan zekayr degerlendirmek icin bir olgut olarak
kullanilmasinin, konuyla ilgili dar ve esnek olmayan bir akademik bakis ac¢isina yersiz bir saygi
gosteren kusurlu bir metodoloji oldugunu gostermektedir. Nitekim dusuk 1Q seviyesine sahip
olup sug islemeyen bireylerin de varligina burada dikkat ¢ekilmelidir (Maguin ve Loeber, 1996).

Sonug

Sug davranisinin kokenlerini anlama ve agiklama ¢abalari, psikolojik ve sosyolojik perspektiflerin
bir arada degerlendirilmesini gerektiren karmasik bir surectir. Bu makalede, su¢ davranisinin
belirleyicileri olarak kisilik ve zeka faktorleri ele alinmis, bu faktorlerin sugla olan iliskisi elestirel
bir bakis agisiyla incelenmistir. Kisilik ve zekanin sug davranisini agiklamadaki rolt, bu faktorlerin
sosyal, kultdrel ve ekonomik baglamlarla olan etkilesimi goéz onunde bulundurularak
degerlendirilmistir. Buna gore kisilik ve zekanin su¢ davranisini anlamada onemli bir rol oynadigi,
ancak bu faktorlerin tek basina sucu tam olarak agiklamakta yetersiz kaldigi ortaya konulmustur.

Kisilik ozellikleri, 6zellikle Eysenck’in PEN modeli ve Bes Bliyuk Kisilik Modeli (FFM) gibi teoriler
gergevesinde, su¢ davranisiyla iliskilendirilmistir. Digadonuklik, nevrotiklik ve psikotizm gibi
kisilik boyutlarinin su¢ isleme egilimini artirdigina dair bulgular, bu ozelliklere sahip bireylerin
suca daha yatkin oldugunu gostermektedir. Ancak, kisilik ozelliklerinin su¢ davranigini agiklarken
sosyal ve cevresel faktorlerin de dikkate alinmasi gerektigi vurgulanmistir. Zeka ve sug
arasindaki iliski ise, ozellikle dusuk 1Q seviyelerinin sug davranisiyla baglantili oldugu yontndeki
bulgularla desteklenmistir. Dusuk zeka seviyesine sahip bireylerin, sosyal entegrasyon ve egitim
sureclerinde yasadiklari zorluklar nedeniyle suca daha yatkin olabilecegi 6ne surdlmustur.
Ancak, zekanin yalnizca dusutk seviyelerinin sucla iligkilendirilmesi, yuksek zekaya sahip
bireylerin de sug isleyebilecedi gercegini goz ardi etmektedir. Zeka ve sug arasindaki iligkiyi
yalnizca dusutk 1Q seviyeleriyle sinirlandirmak, konuyu eksik bir sekilde ele almak anlamina
gelmektedir.

Suglularin ve suclu olmayanlarin kisilik 6zelliklerine iliskin mevcut literattr oldukca azdir ve kisilik
modelleri kriminoloji alaninda 6ne gikan bir odak noktasi olmamistir. Bu durum gesitli faktorlere
baglanabilir. Ornegin, kisilik modellerinde kullanilan drneklemler metodolojik olarak belirsizdir ve
sug tlrleri dikkate alinmamaktadir. Ozellikle kisilik 6lgekleri, sug davranisini tam olarak dlgmekte
yetersiz kalabilmekte ve bu testlerin kilturel, sosyal ve ekonomik baglamlardan bagimsiz olarak
uygulanmasinin hatali sonuglara yol acabilecedi belirtiimektedir. Ayrica, kisilik teorileri, insan
fizyolojisi ve psikolojisini etkileyen sosyal faktorleri dahil etmedeki yetersizlikleri nedeniyle
elestiriimektedir. Bir bireyin kisiliginin su¢ davranisinda bulunma kararini etkileyebilecegdi makul
bir varsayimdir. Kisilik ve sugluluk arasindaki iliski karmasiktir ve net bir nedensellik bagdi
kurmanin igerdigi zorluklara ragmen, gercekten de var olabilir. Dolayisiyla, bu olgunun daha fazla
arastinimasi, nitel ve nicel arastirma metodolojilerinin bir arada kullanildigi ¢alismalarin
yaplimasini gerektirmektedir. Ayrica, bireysel kisilik 6zellikleri, davranislar ve gudulerin yani sira
ebeveyn suclulugu, dustk aile geliri, suglu bir sosyal ¢evreye maruz kalma ve yasam kosullar
gibi sosyal, ekonomik ve kulturel faktorleri iceren calismalar da gereklidir.

Zeka ve sucluluk arasindaki iliskiyi aciklayan perspektiflerin temel iddiasi, zekay olgmek igin
kullanilan 1Q testinden alinan puanin dismesinin, bilissel yeteneklerde orantili bir azalmanin
gostergesi oldugu ve bunun da sug isleme olasiigini artirdigidir. Bununla birlikte, bu varsayim
yaygin olarak kabul gérmemistir. Bunu agiklamak igin gesitli nedenler éne strilmustir. Ornegin,
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teoriler sabit veya degismeyen bir 1Q testi modeli uygulamaktadir, zeka ve sugluluk arasindaki
baglanti tam olarak aydinlatiimamistir ve kullanilan orneklem (genellikle hikimldler) yanlis
segilmistir. Bu agidan bakildiginda, 1Q seviyesi (zeka dlzeyi) ile sucluluk arasindaki herhangi bir
nedensellik biiylk olasilikla dolaylidir ve bu da makul bir yorum gibi goriinmektedir. Ozellikle, 1Q
seviyesi ile akademik performans arasinda bir iliski var gibi gortinmektedir. Bununla birlikte,
sucluluk baglaminda, sosyal cevre, egitim kurumlari ve aile iliskileri de dahil olmak Uzere gok
sayida faktorun derin bir etkiye sahip oldugu aciktir. Bu degerlendirmeler isiginda, IQ puanlamasi
veya zeka seviyesi ile sugluluk arasinda dolayli bir iliski oldugu ileri strulebilir.

Sug olgusu tek yonlu olarak incelenerek elde edilecek sonuglar pek anlam atfedememektedir.
Psikolojik faktorlerle birlikte, bu faktorleri de etkileyebilecek ornegin yoksulluk, issizlik, sosyal
dislanma, madde bagimliligi, sosyal glvenlik sorunlari, egitim ve aile kurumlarina iligkin sorunlar
ve gelir esitsizligi gibi sosyoekonomik ve kdlturel faktorlerin sug davranigi Uzerindeki etkilerinin
daha detayli bir sekilde ele alinmasi gerekmektedir. Ornegin aile yapisi, akran etkisi, sosyal gevre
etkisi ve sosyal destek eksikligi gibi sosyolojik faktorlerin su¢ davranisini nasil sekillendirdigi
daha derinlemesine ele alinabilir. Egitim sistemi, okul basarisi ve sosyal kurumlarin/yapilarin sug
onlemedeki rolinu daha fazla vurgulanmasi gerekmektedir. TUm bunlarla birlikte butincul bir
sekilde kisilik ozelliklerinin su¢ davranisi Uzerindeki etkisinin sosyal gevreyle nasil sekillendigi
veya zeka seviyesi dusuk bireylerin, egitim sisteminde basarisiz olmalari ve sosyal diglanma
yasamalari durumunda suga nasil yonelebilecegdi gibi unsurlar da dikkatle degerlendiriimelidir.

Sug¢ davranisini anlamak ve acgiklamak igin yalnizca zeka veya kisilik gibi bireysel faktorlere
odaklanmak yetersiz kalacaktir. Zeka seviyesi dusuk olan bireylerin sucga yatkinligi veya belirli
kisilik ozelliklerinin su¢ davranisini tetiklemesi, sugun nedenlerini tam olarak agiklamaz. Sug, cok
boyutlu bir olgudur ve bireysel ozelliklerin yani sira sosyal, ekonomik ve gevresel faktorlerle de
yakindan iligkilidir. Ornegin, yoksulluk, issizlik veya aileye bakma yikimliligi gibi
sosyoekonomik zorluklar, bireyleri su¢ islemeye itebilir ¢iinkd bu kosullar, temel ihtiyaclarini
karsilamak icin yasal olmayan yollara basvurma egilimini artirabilir. Benzer sekilde, egitim
eksikligi, bireylerin sosyal ve ekonomik firsatlara erisimini sinirlayarak, su¢ davranisina yonelimi
artirabilir. Aile i¢i siddet ve sosyal dislanma gibi sosyal faktorler de su¢ davranigini
sekillendirebilir. Ozellikle ergenlik doneminde, akran gruplarinin etkisiyle veya onlardan olumsuz
anlamda etkilenerek bireyler suca yonelebilir. Ayrica, toplumsal normlarin zayiflamasi,
adaletsizlik ve sosyal esitsizlikler, bireylerin topluma olan guvenini azaltarak su¢ davranisini
artirabilir. Bu tur toplumsal kosullar/sorunlar, bireylerin sugu bir ¢ikis yolu olarak gormesine
neden olabilir.

Sucgu yaratan faktorler ve sugu onleyebilecek stratejiler surekli degismektedir. Bunu akilda
tutarak, gelecekteki arastirmalar, su¢ calismalarinda bireysel ozellikler ve sosyal etkiler
arasindaki karmasik etkilesimi agiklamak icin daha incelikli metodolojiler gelistirmeyi
hedeflemelidir. Bireyleri zaman iginde takip eden uzun sureli galismalarin yani sira daha genis
bir sosyo-psikolojik degisken yelpazesini iceren arastirmalar, kisilik, zeka ve su¢ arasindaki
iliskiye dair anlayisimizi ilerletmek icin kritik dneme sahip olacaktir. Su¢ olgusunun daha
derinlemesine anlasiimasi ve etkili onleme ve mudahale stratejilerinin gelistiriimesi icin
psikolojik, sosyolojik ve ekonomik belirleyicileri entegre eden daha kapsamli perspektiflere
ihtiyagc vardir. Boylelikle arastirmacilar daha butuncul bir yaklasim benimseyerek, sug
davranisinin  dnlenmesi ve suglularin rehabilite edilebilmesi igin daha etkili stratejilerin
gelistiriimesine katkida bulunabilirler.

Yazar katki oranlari

1. Yazar: %100 ¢alismaya katkida bulunmustur.
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Cikar ¢catismasi beyani

"Kisilik, Zeka ve Sug Arasindaki iliskinin Elestirel Bir Degerlendirmesi” baslikli makalemle ilgili
herhangi bir kurum, kurulus ya da kisi ile finansal ¢ikar catismasi bulunmamaktadir.
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