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Abstract: At the centre of this study is the theeretical and empiﬂeal analysis of
action-formation mechanisms in norm-ielevant; situations, Basiea % two meehanisms
are employed, namely action according te a) meral pflﬂel? es and D) the prineiple of
deterrence. Conflicting agsumptiens eeﬂeefﬂm the Wa hese fﬂeehamsms Wef are
deduced from two theoretical perspectives, the high-cost/| {Mlv'ﬁﬂﬁit pothesis and Sit-
vational Action Theory (SAT). While the high-cost/low-cost: hypothesis ieads ta tlae
assumption thal; efifﬁiﬁal action is explained b}/ the pﬂaelple ef etemﬂee inh
situations and, in low-cest, situations, by meral principles, it fotlows from §AT
high-cost; sﬂuatiaﬂs the pfm iple of detefreﬂee has an effect, only on these persons w1£h
weak moral prineiples, and influsnces of moral prineiples are expected in low-cost, situ-
attelas Empmeal aaaiysts of tlaese h{petheses is esﬂdueted with the help of data that
have been cotlect Jaa;t; of a mail survey (n=2383) of a dis{)fepemeﬁately iayefeé
fandom sample ef residents of an East German city. Dafa analyses are garried out in
order to egtimate tlae influences of the tlaeefeﬂeally spectfied pfedietefs siﬁauitaﬂeausly
for high-cost, and low-cost; situations, with mu HEwes roup comparisens. The study’s
results partially suppot; both theoretical perspectives. They are finally diseussed with
respect; to theoretical and methedologieal aspeets.

1. introduction

This study s concerned with ?n analysis of eﬂmmal action in the presenee of
OpPOFUAILiRS. Maml two explanatory principles have been empleyed in feeeﬂt
ciiminelogical ana ?&ses ﬂamely the ﬂ Iplg af deterrence and thé pringiple

adherence to mofal copvictions.] The %Pl ciple afdet?fteﬂee refers to the idea
that acfors are kepi from criminal action becayse of is subgaetwa expacted
costs, the principle of adherence to moral convictions refers {o the idea that
criminal action 15 essentially determined by the moral convictions of the acting

1 The principle of adherence to moral convictions is closely related to the concept of belief
in CfimlmaloFical control theory ﬁHlfSChl 1969). This concept is defined as a general appioval of
conventional valyes and norms, the \B' rsuasion that society’s rules are reasonable and fair and
should be obeyed (ct. Akers 1967). We prefer the term adherence to moral convictions in order
to aveid confusion with the ﬁOHOﬁ of belief in Hedstrém’s Desire-Belief Qpportunity-Theory
(Hedstrém 2005) in the following.
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gﬂ ons. However, recent empirical ana a;qses of thes? idaas fevealed ambli gueus
?s som studies found’ syidence that criminal action in the presefic
agfaf umttes is pravented by deterience, other studies revealed that criminal
lon 1n the presence of opportunitigs 1s dstermined by the moral convictions
of the acters, and yet other studies found inflyences mdieatm? interactions of
the expected’ negative copsequences of criminal actin and mofal convictions
gither in the dire T‘Ileﬂ of ntueng s of the ex eeted ne imve consequences of
criminal action only i parsens wﬁ less pronaunced moral convictions of in the
direction of influenices of expected ﬂegatwe consaquences of crminal actions in
perseﬂs with strong moral convictions (cf. with futher references Wikstrém et

iﬂ the light of { hese ambi egueus findings, this studg aims at teﬁtm% these two
explanatery” principles, wh grate 10 the efeaﬂa eriminal aclion m the
E S6ACR O %ppeftumtﬁes iﬂ 50. We fake up te ﬂnel les of an

66166 and the con amsms in ameu af ta
ﬂdefs]and “meeiz?msm%aas hype hetical eausal medes that make

5eﬂse ei‘ méi ftdual penavier (and) have the form, leeﬂ eftam z;:gﬂdﬂl hs &,
an gent will do X because (me anism) M with proba utdvﬁ (162).
ng o this definition, heth' the principle of dete renee and the prinel e
adharenee to moral convictions can be, considered as mechanisms that operate
on the micro-level of sociological analysis. Hedstrm and §W@dbefg (1968 ﬂame
these mechanisms action-formation mechanisms (Heastrom efbg a
whieh “shew f... | hew a specific comhination m‘iﬂdiwdual dasafes ehefs aﬂ
actien eppaftun i6S generate a speelﬁe action” (H&dat{
This phF&Slﬂgf fers t0 the Degire-Belief thfﬁrdmﬂé eory ( BBG whieh has
bean suiggested Hedstrem (2005) at a latek petnt | tlma GHGWiﬂ Had 5tr~am
in ord ef oF a th yte aex Anator ﬁmusteeﬂsi r th efeaseﬂs hd iVi
uasaetasgg%y e”(‘ ﬂﬁg 6). iﬂéhaffameafBBGT “the ¢ use an
action 15 a constellation of desifes ele an gpeftuﬂmes in the light of whieh
the action a‘%peafs reasonable” Alth eu? the theery has begn eriticized
for being “stmplistie” (Manzo 286 1139 see also 2014). it Seems syited to serve
as a framework to which the two mentienad actien-fofmatien mechanisms ~ the
gglf}gig%gd of deterrence and the principle of adherence to moral convietions can
In particular, the study starts from the idea that features afap?eftumttes
for criminal agtion might be decisive for the respective action-formation megh
anism. W elaborate on twe theoratical perspactives that allew us to arrive
at concrete hypotheses saneemmg mtefae lons between the principle of detef
fenee. the principle of adherence 1o meral ?enweﬂaﬂs and o épaftumth@s ?
i5 the high-cost/low-cost hypothesis opiginally formulated to g6 beyond ratina
cheice theeries of action: the other s the Muaﬂenal Action Theery (SAT) which
serves as a general theory for the ex lanation of norm-related dction. “To our
knowledge, the high-cost/low-cost hypethesis has baeﬂ tsed in a efimmalegieal
6 exé in aﬂlsy Or pfawaus studﬁ Vkifl ef 16) and the SAT has Deen
applied e a sifuatiop-related an Huvem% violent actien in a iimited
nUmber of studies only (cf. Wikstr m et al. 2012: Haar/Wikstiém 2010). Thus.
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the ana ZSIS of both Fefsgeetwas in f na %11518 of criminal action in the face of
Oppory mes seems 10 be partigular uat
Agaiﬂstt is background, this study first puts the con egpeftumt
GORGFBLe terms ‘seeﬂen 2.1). Stibsequently, those social meghanisms are spee
aﬂthe Basis of the high-coSt/low-cest hy etlaesns and the SAT that explai why
characteristics of azepeftumttes increase or decrease the Wiﬂiﬂ?ﬂess for theft
findin ‘seeﬂena Reseafeh Lestions arise from the mentlonad theoretic
perspactivas and are specified as hypotheses (section 2.3). In a second part, the
methadal? leal efeee ure of the sgd%l is dascribed. 1 dloing so. particularly
the modelfy g 0 aftumttes with the, vignette analysis method allews the
operationaljzation etmg social fechanism gseeimn 3). A third
gﬂafi COmp ﬂseéathede% HGH the esults af the ressarch gépethases emgiﬂeal
ses are based on linear and logistic regression taehmqu § and
Ifipla group eempaﬂseﬂs section 4) Finally, fhe findings of this examination
Sgegiggugﬁed and considered with regard to methodieal aﬂd theeretical aspects

2. Soecial Mechanisms in Norm-relevant Situations

Within the aemtext m‘dall actions, eppeftumttes fﬂf eﬂmiﬂal aetieﬂ eﬁeﬂ eﬁ
ggs eﬂtaaeaus 3’ and un%lamed afiﬂstaﬂea this 1st 8 6ase ff Valuables or
g {s are foun tat another person has lost. |f isty ea | for such aftumtnes
tt 8 eaf tet eaeémg BS6nS as sity uansa ng the 1nc we tet
the found valuables or objects, e at th es eﬂme ewmgt
sueh an action is deviant. Such apgaftumttes are central for this study.

2.1 Oppartumities for Theft by Finding

The study starts from the idea that opportunities emerge in the course of feq
lar dail aeﬂwtﬁes Em lﬂeal tu ies have demonstrated that actors eensnsteﬂ
Fereai & thase parts of their daily ex eﬂenee as ep ortunities that allewt e
0 fake pessessieﬂ of relatively unspecitic cash valu ser essential goqds, for
st?me Mistakenly receive aﬂge of a fbanknete (6f, Eifler 2000 with fufthef
references). Corraspendingly, within the framework of DBOT an opportunity is
defined g’ é lthe actugl Set of action alternatives that exist independently of
the actey’s beliefs about them” (Hedstram 2005. 39). 1n this sense, an opportu-
ﬂity i8 § wg J  situation in whith criminal actien forms one action alternative.
eliations that raseﬂt themselvas more or less spontaneausly in the
eaﬂ{ext of dajly activities and ?eeﬂmiﬂal action have been the ht of
0

eﬂmiﬂelegieal ifestyle approaches (Sacco/Kermedy 2002). The focus of these
%Egraae 6 15 on {iie description ortunities as constellations that exast
peﬂdeﬂtly of the acting persons and that can be classified as mora oF less
favolirable of attragtive: pa teulaflz in the frame of the routing aeﬂw% ap:
Pfeaeh .oppoytunities are defined a { J coRvergenca. in sp 8 angd ti
hree minimal elements of direct-contact predatory Vielations: (1) motivate ef

E)
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fenders. (2) suiable targets, and (3 the abseﬂee of capable uafdians agamst
a violation” (Cohon/olson 1979, 589). Starting from thes | eas several stud-
ies have demonstrated that the characteristies efeppeftumttes specified in tha
context of the routine aeﬂvaty approach are also thase characteristics e§§emtia
for a subjective ratin the attachiveness of opportunities by the acting
sons. o put it eeﬂefe , the attraciiveness ef gaftumttes ) miga%pf ate
feuﬂdv aiales eesd apends on h Fisk (ab S@H% capable
guardjans) and teg eds valug (avaitabi ﬂy of 5u1 kgets: of. Elfler 2008
With further references).

Against the baekgf und of these considerations, the study ana glses OPROHU-
nities for theft by fin g gameular the situation of finding a banknete 1n fhe
colirse of dail aetlwtt is addressed. We are interested in th? aeﬂen formation
mechanisms that can be used to explam I}/aeter«s o4nd banknote in
case the opportunit aﬂses 1 ling with evmus studies, it is assumed that
the attractieness of such an epportunit epeﬂ s on the risk that other acters
also notice the loss of the banknete (risk of discovery) and on the value of the
panknote (goods value). As we already mentionad, mainly twe mechanisms have
been. employed in the explanation of criminal action in the ?feseﬁee of 6ppor-
tunities. namely, the FH ciple of deterrence and the principle of adherence te
moral convictiens. in the following, we elaborate on the ided that it depends on
the attracliveness of the opportunity which mechanism becomes relevant.

2.3 gé(ﬁ&t&mfﬁmmtm Neleaahanisms it ciiee Aajysis afmihatts thy
inding

iﬂ this stud two thepretical pefspeetwas are emple ed in order to analyse the
eatures af po 8}umttes that are decisive for thfa explanation of Gflmiﬂa actien
in the prese ee ep ortynities, 1.6. the actien afmatten meehamsm One per-
speetwe i§ the high- -gost hypothesis which allows for a sp eeiﬂeatieﬂ of
constellations.in Which actien 15 not determined by the ﬁﬂﬂe iple ef deterrence
But by the pﬂﬂ iple of adherenee to meral eenweﬂeﬂs the other perspactive is

faf a spegification of consteliations in which aeﬂen 15 not de-
tew%lré% m%the principle of adherence to moral convictions but by the prineiple

2.2.1 Tihe thigh Cost/Low-Cost typadbesis and Tihedt by Hinding

In the eeﬂtext Of lifes lyle ap maehes criminal action is concaptualised as the
result of g decision. 1f is as Limed, th at actors are kept from theft b ﬁﬂdmg
because of the expected costs efbemg discovered and feceiving a penalty. T
Pﬂﬂﬁlpl@ﬂ elarren Fean be felated d@the frame of DBOT: jn teris of DBOT,
he expecte emg 1seevefe and fecelying a penalty are desires and
beliefs. Hedstram( 5) defines a desire as “[...] & wish of Want” and a

8 ! g a proposition about the werld held 0 be true f.. é (382‘ In this
sense, Being discovered and recelving a penalty is an exgeﬂ nee that acters
want to avold (desire) and that they consider as more or less likely (belief) when
misplacing a found banknete.
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The &Fiﬂg@l@ of deteﬁeaee hlas been analysed in a ﬂumbef of studies. 1t has
been demonstrated that criminal action mt 8 prasence of opportunities cannot
m‘frmelpally uadefsteed as the result of weak eterreme rather, sevefal studies

stently came to the result that crminal action in the presence of oppoFiL-
nities 18 es&nﬂally determined by the moral convictions of the acting persens:
the more E@FSBHS agree wﬁh the moral principles that %wde daily actjvit es the
high@f 15 the feba ility that even attractky eftu mies for crminal action
are not seized (ef 1gnro/Paterngster 1998: Strélan/Bosckman 2006: Tibbetts
1997a: g Furthermore, studies have found mﬂueﬁees indicating an inter-
action of detervence and moral convigtions, Some studtas found influences of
the expected negative consequences of criminal action on ¥ in persons with less
Pmﬂ% inead moral eanweéleﬂs other studies found pregisely the opposite affeet,
ntiiences of expected negative eeﬂsequeﬂees Gfimiﬂal aeue s1n pet:sens
with 5traﬂg moral convictions (cf. Bachman et : Burkeit %
Batemeste /Stmpson 1996: Wanzel 2004: Wikgtram gt al. 2912 with frther rek-
gren

To giaﬂ these e@mﬂadiete fmdiﬂ 5, eﬂe ¢an fefef to the hi hea&t/ est
hypothesls that has beeﬂ eve ed m eeaﬂ of the empirical apal SIS
fional eheieet eeﬂes and has feeeive gfeat attention particylarl 3’ in the area e
environmental sociology. Essentially, the high-cost-/low-cgst hypothesis contains
the consideration tha deeisieﬂ situattaﬂs ean be distinguishe ffem gach other:
there are either situations with a lot at stake for the acting persens (high 665t)
or with nothip atsé ake iewmstg Within the high-cost/iow-cost Ry Ee Iaesns
it is suppesed that differeht action-formation meehamsms a erate in high-cost
situations and low-cost situations. It 15 assumed that, which action: fefmatlen
mechanism becomes relevant depends on the cost structure ef a situation. Hi gh
cost situations arg characterised by a cost aspect that is dominant for cerain
kinds of social aeﬂeﬂ Thus, it 15 ex e ted that the acting parsons are orientad
fowards the expected eaﬂsequeﬂees their aetleﬂ In contrast, cost pressure in
low-cost 51tuatteﬂs does not aep y, and tha deeismﬂs do not have further con-

Sequences eft e actin Egﬂ ersans. y, the actian 1§ not explained as
the result o expeeted L%geﬂees but fath fas the result of moral convietions

darfer 1998: Preigendarf eé

The 1stmeﬂeﬂ atween high-cost siuations and low-cost situations has been
transferred to the analysis of opportunities in ene previous study which addressed
the situation of mistakenly received change in particular.2 An a portunity with
igh sanction risks was, ragarded as a hl?h -G0St sﬁuatten and an eépp tumt
feshué e nthr, o s s A & s et ol ;HS%E.V?

! IS stydy su i
ihg, these con aﬂeg shaﬁ Le usad_for ha beneéxt %? tae ana RISIS of {hefts
by finding in the presence of sppeftumtﬁes As an extension of the mentionad

- For empirical applications of the high-cost/ow-cost hypothesis and different operational-
izations of high-cost and low-cost situations, refer te Auspufgeet al. 2014: Best 2008; 2008:
Best/Kneip 2011: Braun/franzen 1995 ﬁie]km.ﬁ]ﬂﬂlﬁ)ﬁ&ﬁ%ﬂldmf r 2003 Guagﬁam gt al. 1605;
Horme/Cutlip %62 Huneeke at al. %)61 Liebe/Preisendéifer 2007: Markissen et al. 2014:;
Mayerl 2016: Rauhmmmmal 2008: Réssel 2008: Sehahn 2000: Smahﬁ/muefs 2005.
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study, a consideration by Quandt and Ohr (2004). who ualised real low-
eas%tuaﬂens Where ﬂBYh 15 at stake, 15 ¢ Z to the ttLat the aetm%
persens heither have mieh o win nor. much te ese dlﬂ% g& fo’ eftumtta
are classified net nly along the sanctien ﬂsks but alse aeﬂg gi eeﬂtlves for
criminal action. Thus 0 eftumttes with beth a hig }p bility saﬂeﬂaﬂs
and streng Jncentives for crimipal aettan could be ifterpreted as hi -Cost Sit-
yations, and apaeftumttes Wﬂh? a low febabllii efsanetlens and weak
incentives for criminal action seu efegaf ed as real low-cost situations. Ac-
cording, to the high-cost/low-eost hypothiesis, the expected costs of an actien
would determine {he actien in hilgh -Gost situations  whera a lot 15 af stake but
ﬂet in low-cost situations whe B nothing is at stake. Correspondingly, crim-
ingl aeﬂ%n wauid be the fesu of the ﬂne Jale of deterrence m oppofuAties
with propabilit saneﬂe § an strang meeﬂtlves afe iminal ae-
tion (hi ee& 51tuatnaﬂs) nd the result of the épflﬂel pla of adnerence te moral
GORVIELIDNS 1 6] Igaftumttes with beth a lew probability of sanetions and weak
iheentives for criminal aetnen low-cost situation).

1n the follow 13? the high -gost hypothesis shall be coptrasted with
another perspective. this perspective foclises on the prineiple of ag-
herence {o mora GGﬂViEHBHS aﬂd the limitations it bears.

3.2.2 Situational Action Theody i dbe Analysis of Thekt by Finding

The SAT (Wikstrém 2004: 2006: Qﬂiﬁa 2010b; 2012; 2014) constitutes a general
frame of reference for explaining norm-related action. Criminal action 1s con-
ceptualised as moral action, 1.6."action that is guadedetzmules that are “hased

on (evaluations) about what is right and wrong o d (Wikstrom
15)." It 1 assurmed that actors ard kept from tieft by finding because of thelr
cohviction that this action would conflict with thesé rules. “The mere acters
gee with these fulas the higher is the probability that opportunities are not
séized. ‘This principle of adndrence to moral convictions can be felated to the
frame of DBOT: in terms of DBOT, the adherence to moral GGHVifHGﬂS can be
mtefpfeted as a belief, 1 ; 2 proposition abeut the world held te be true
Ee.dgtmm 200 38) n this sense, moral convictions (beliefs) are relovant
or it ef eepiﬂ oF fetummg a found banknote
Wik §trem !g : 2006; 2010a; 2010b; 2612 20142 has developed the SAT as
a eﬂefa ap ach for the explanation ef criminal action. The classical social-
FS eh ee 1ea Goncapt of the 1hteraction pefseﬂ and situation constitutes the
hefys {arting Eamt On both, steps of the perception-cheice Process, ehafae
taristics of persons and characteristics of situations tiﬁ eembmaﬂeﬂ and result
i apgaftumttes [belng recognised and seized. The relatienship between aetm
persans and their environmignt 1s formulated as perce mne mee process: *
g?st lates that all actiens (i eiudmg acts of eﬂmeg utimak%z an gutcome
at action alternative a person ipet:ealves Bﬂ that basis, (2) what
eiees he or she makes.” (Wikstrém 20
1n the first ste afthe gefeeptm -choice procass the SAT explains why temp
tation results from the prasence of appeftu ities. 1n line with DBOT, egg
nities are sifuations in whieh eriminal actlon 15 one actien alternative: they can
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b@ more or less criminogenic or attractive e§?eeialls¥( because of different ?mba
pilities saﬂetteﬂs tings vary in the level of risk that a person who Violates
a law (or specific aws{ wolld fae mterveﬂﬂen and saﬂetlens (Wikstfem 2004.
Qig 1t is asumed that a moral fitter takes effect on the perception-choice r~e
685s. explaining why the ex eﬂenee of temptatnan result ffe the fesenee of
eppeftumty 1n ling wﬂ B mefa GGHViGHGHS eaﬂ be inter fete asa
sort efbehef of, 19 Wi WGfS & le about what 1§ 11 Lﬂht and
erﬂ dof.. ta ajse feef ta) ho (an acter) eafes anbo Giﬂg
taﬂgntt m d (to) ¢ astreﬂ heﬂhe foslings"of guilt and sham
at may be asseeiatad with_net doj ﬂg the right thing” (Wikstrom 2004,
2 dirig {o the theory, an interaction betwedn the Moral convictions of
actors aﬂd tha sﬂuauenal mdueemeﬂts is assumed: whilg mafal GGHVI?HGHS are
stippased to § apat B 6X eﬂenee of tamptatten i a 5ﬂuattan with low sape-
tion risks, moral convietions do not necessarily. EF&V&HI actars from exgeﬂenemg
temptatien in a sifuation with high sanction isks (Wikstrém ef ab

n the seeond ste? of the per eptﬁaﬂ -Ghoieg pfaeass the SAT explains %
criminal actjon f%&ﬂ from t 3 g%feedp ion of an a% portunity, It feiaws 3]
SAT that eriminal action is %Ui ed by an interaction between sﬂuaﬂanal 1nduice-
ments and two action-formalion mechanisms, namely the prineiple of adherence
to meral eeﬂweﬂeﬂs aﬂd the ﬂﬂel lo of deterrerice. 1t js suppesed that
in general actors with SHGH% mefa eeﬂweﬂeﬁs are very likely net to commit
crifhinal acts, while acters with weak moral convictions are very likely to eammit
criminal acts. 1 an opportunity with low 5aneﬂen Fisks, 1e treﬂg sﬁuattaﬂa
inducements, erminal action 15 explained by the leve| of efeﬂee to mora|
convictions. 1y an opportunity wath high sanction Fisks, 1e weak situational
inducements, the influsnce of moral convictions 15 moderated by the expected
costs of criminal action: actors with streng moral convietions are very likely not
f(e commit eﬂmm?l acts anyway, while acters Wiéh weak moral convietions are

ept from crimina] action beeadse of the expected costs.

In recent empirical analyses of the SAT. the first step of the perception-
choice process has not been examingd. With regard to the second step of the
pereaption-choicq process, the hypetlaesns that etaﬂe«ﬂea 15 onl feievaﬁt for
geegle with weak moral eeﬂweﬂeﬁs is aﬂ V éaaft gv Epeﬂe a( uipe/Baren
010: Wikstrom et al. 2011: Pauwels et al ensson 2013: Pig uefe et al.
2013: Hirtenlehner et al. 2013: 2014). Mefeevef t ol ewiede only twe
studies were congerned wath an analysis of the SAT on the situatienal level,
beth of thetm f@fg&gﬂﬁg to violent actions of juveniles (Wikstrom et al. 2012:

[Wikstram
amst this hack auad an empirical analysis of '}?@r 8 me 16 ed idea
that the two actien- maﬂea MBCRARISMS Ofjerate yiﬂt 8 aee Sit-
uatienal inducements seems to be an tmpertant task.

——
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Based on these considerations, we will now summarise the conclusions that
can be drawn from the high-cost/low-cost hypothesis and the SAT. and develop
Fesearch gquestions and hypetlne«ses for a eampafatwe empirical analysis.

2.3 Researah Quisshions A Hypodheses

In seeuen 2.2t has been eiaﬂfied hew opportunities for thefts by finding can be
ana yse from the %efsgeetwe of {wo eﬂggnt heoretical ag ches, 1.6.. the
g low-eost hypothesis and the SAT. B efthese the eﬂeal appmaehes
i reduee two aetlaﬂ formation me anisms that have been employed in the
ana gsls of criminal aetlen namel ny the principle of de}eﬂeﬂea and the ﬂﬂell
herenes to moyal convictions, The priheiple of detervence refers to

1dea that actors are kept from criminal aeﬂen beeausa of itg subjective expeeted
costs, the ?Flﬂelple adherence to mefal GGﬂViEIIGHS refers o the jdea that
criminal actjon 15 essentially determined g/t e moral convictions of the actip
persons, The study started from the idéa that eatures of 0 gaftumttesf
eﬂmmal ctign might be decisive for the respectiva action-formation mechanism,
1n the following, the high-cost/low-cost hypothesis and the SAT are subjected
toa sy&emaﬂe eempaﬂsen

Summarising the consigerations up to this peﬁg;&gafﬂy competing, partly
consistent_conellisions £an be drawn from the hig cost h et gsls and
the SAT. The majn difference between these pe ?eetwe GOREBIN t 8 assump-
tions about the dominating action guiding principle, which is the principle of
deterrence in the high-costflow-cost hypothesis, and the dpflﬂel ple of adherence
to moral convictions in SAT. Another efiuall important difference concerns the
aenan tha whleh is explicitly a two-S teef)[ in the frame of SAT. Finally,
the h 1g gesth ypothdsis and th SAT lead to com etmg conclusions
with r8gard to high-cost'or 1n terms of SAT lass tempting situations but te
i?“i‘i*?* @eggeiusiaﬂs with regard te low-cost of in terms of SAT more tempt:
1hg Situati

A@ ainst the background of these considerations, two main hypotheses are for-
mulated. The fifst hypetlae&s refers to the first step in the so-Called pereepuaﬂ

pl6a pracess eh is assumed {n the frame of the SAT. Correspendi ‘y %

irst hypothesis refers to the eendiueﬂs that entice sameaﬂe ) eemmﬁ Fmina
actions in the pfeseﬂee af ap ortunities. The second hyget esis refers to the
sacond step_ in the 5& ereaption-choice proeess, 1.6. the s eeiﬂeaﬂeﬂ of
the meehamsms that ead te efmiﬂal action. dingly, twe safs o feseareh
hypeth esas afe for g&e , 1he Hfit of which refers te Peree tiop of e
tu ities and the second to the willingness to carry out theft ihg.
1 ilhustrates the second hypothesis in particular.
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Adherence to Adherence to
Moral Principles \ [Moral Principles| \
Theft by Theft by
Finding Finding
Principle of / Principle of /
Deterrence Deterrence

High-Cost Situation Low-Cost Situation

a) High-Cost/Low-Cost Hypothesis

Adherence to \ Adherence to
Moral Principles| IMoral Principles \
Theft by Theft by

Finding Finding
Principle of Principle of /
Deterrence Deterrence
High-Cost Situation Low-Cost Situation
b) Situational Action Theory

Figure 1: Social mechanisms in high-cost and low-cost situations.

2.3.1 Cenditiens of the Perception of Opportunities

According éa the SAT. the gefee tion of an opportynity depends on the ae_tmg
person’s adherence to moral convictions and on the probability of sapetion:
i a given situation (a). In particular, if 15 expected that influsnees of moral
GORVIELINS explain 3{ an opporunity 1 pereeived only in a situation with a
low gredbablhgl of sanctions (0). Censaquentially, the first researeh hypothesis
can be derived:

othesis 1:
iﬁ{g straﬂgef the adherence te moral convictions is develefed, the less a situation
is parcelved as _apgeftmpy. This assumption, holds pa tteulanLy for sifuations
in Which there is & low probability of being discevered and purished (low-cost

situations).

2.3.2 Conditiens of the Willingness for Criminal Action

With regard to the Wiﬂig_gﬂess to carry ouit a theft b ﬁﬂdiﬂg, the high-cost/low-
gost hypothesis and SAT lead to corfesponding asstimptions abeut the actien-
formation mechanisms in low-cost situations, bt not in high-cost situations.
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Hypothesis 2:

orresponding assumptions a‘l the high-epst/iow-eost hypothesis and the SAT:
Gf a low-cost situation, the following felationship is asslimed: the strenger the
adherenee to moral convictions, the féss likely criminal action will be.

E)Gmﬂxetm assumptions of the hi e@atlbew eost hypothesis and the SAT:
of a high-co t 51tuauan the high- 8‘eesi h get 8sis g]lews the feﬂe\Mﬂ
assumpt on: the higher the expetted costs of being discovered and punished, th
less likely criminal action will ba

For a high-cost situatian, the SAT allews the f&ﬂﬂ\Mﬂg ass mpnen the weaker
the adharence to moral convictions, the more is it éa le to explain the will:
ingness to carry out a theft by finding with the prirciple of detersence.

3. Methods

The smpirical analysls Was eendueted in the ffame of the project “Cosxistence in
the City” from Mareh 2011 te Mareh 2013. A project dogumentation was pub-
hshed in the sarjes Eighstatter Beitrage zur Soziologie (Eiehstatt Contributions
to Sociology) (Eifler 2014).

3.1 Procedure of Data Cellection

Data colletion was carried oyt during the peried from 19 October to 31
December 2011 as a efess_&ﬁtiaﬂaf g’i w%%bgfaﬂavmng the tatt?er«ed design
method developed by Dillman (Dilbman et al

3.2 Sample

The Eepuiauen eampﬂsed all citizens racorded in the register ef residents of the
ity gﬂg, who were between 18 and 65 years on the cit-off date (3 11/8/25@1)
1@ \were bom batween 1/ 119{]19)45 aﬂd 31/8/1983. who had their main place, of
igzisdeﬂee not their only place of fesidenee in Leipzig and were German Gitl-

Selection Proeedure and Realized Sample

A disproportionately layered random sampla (n . 1000) was drawp from this
populatien, wﬁh th ehafaeteﬂsues ender Smaﬂifeg{aﬁ §: male, femae and

age in years, grouped: 1 years, 42 53 years, eafs
egesgﬂg as sirath thle efiteﬂa ¥he ragister Zample w }y dﬁ'F 6854 eea 3!
neutral and systematic losses thaf were analysed aceording to the Stan at:d

Beﬁmnlﬂeﬂs of the American Association for Public Opmieﬂ eseareh (AAPOR
11, 25) and ave depicted differentiated i dable
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Absolute Relative

Frequencies  Frequencies
Initial sample (Register sample) 8,000 100.00%
Neutral losses
Invalid addresses 114 1.43%
Adjusted initial sample 7,886 100.00%
Systematic losses
Non-participation 5,397 68.44%
Explicit refusal 36 0.46%
Implicit refusal 14 0.18%
Not able to be surveyed 48 0.61%
Not part of the population 4 0.05%
Incomplete response 4 0.05%
Net sample 2,383 30.22%

Table L Coverage and reasons for losses.

As can be seen in table 1 the_initial sample (register sampleg is reduced b
143% to n 7886 research units hecause of neutral fosses.. T egreatest pa
of systematic losses is accounted for by noné%artlmpatmn with 68.44%, Havin
fini ?the data collection, In total 1 2383 evaluable qu st|onna|ref WWer

availanle.. Accordingly, the part|C|[3)at|on rate as quotient of net sample an
adjusted initial sample amounts to 30.22%.

Register sample Realized Sample Official Statistics*
Age, grouped N % N % %
18-29 2,000 25.00 466 19.64 2741
30-41 2,000 25.00 543 22.88 25.09
42-53 2,000 25.00 587 24.74 26.28
54-65 2,000 25.00 777 32.74 21.22
Total 8,000 100.00 2,373 100.00 100.00
Gender
Male 4,000 50.00 1,031 4337 50.28
Female 4,000 50.00 1,346 56.63 49.72

Total .. 8,000 100.00 2,377 100.00 100.00
*Source: StadtLeipzig (2012)

Table 2 Selectivity of the sample.

The realised sample was analysed with regard o the characteristics age and
8 nder of the  interviewed persons and c?m ared to the initjal samPIe and the

icial statistics. As can be gathered from table 2, the distyibutions of the
chara%tenincs aqe and gender differ. Compared to the initial samEIe and to
the official statistics, th (i_rou(i) of those Interviewed persons a%ed 1810 291
underrepresented in the realised sample: in contrast, the group ofthe interviewed
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10 65.is ovarreprosented. Furthermore, the realised sample has a large
sgaaig gﬂtemewedﬁr e?n'?r ?es N COMParison 1o t eiﬂiua?sampfea Atat ae&fgaﬁ

3.3 @parationalization

In thls 5tud the situation of theft b ﬁmdiﬂgnwas modelled using a vi ta
analysis. fas arg 5heft descriptions of athetteal situatigns th
feseﬂted te mtem&wees for reply in a su y objective in empl ng
gﬂenas is tei atrate tlﬂe felevan garts of daily expeﬂenee as close te raali

as pessa le, aﬂ %et oF gbjective 15 emedel the ae lon-form taﬂen mech amsms

the lovel a e situation. In addifign, the a ?matleﬂ of vignettes within
the frame of an experimental desi?ﬂ (cf. Mutz allows for an analysis of
the causal mﬁueﬂe § of situational characteristics on (presumable) action. In
tha context here, a vignette was employed describing d situation oceuring in
the city’s edesman gfeeiﬂet The intervigwed QFSE)HS are asked to imagine
tha theg 8 in the ‘ﬁl destrian gmeiﬂet and seeﬁ anknote dropping out of the
poget of a man wilhoyt him notictag. With this situgtien, it 1§ fhvestigated
whieh ehafaeteﬂsttes ef tha eveﬂt m ueﬂee the gefeepﬂen of the situatt n as
op eftumt for theft by Whieh. social mechanise 1 the face of a
ereeive orunity explams he rebabilit with Which a fouind banknote i
eaen §§1 &af%%eﬂ t (cf. Section 5 of this contribution for further methodologieal

3.3.1 indapendent Vatialles

Muattens eaﬂ ba distmgmshed fegafdmg their de rea to entice someona to crim-

inal aetnea Based aﬂt a routing eﬂwty . an oppertunit satt&aetwa

ﬂess 15 determined zt 8 meeﬂtwe suﬂa targatﬂ) i and the risk of discovery
Brice,

(capable guardians) (cf. section 2 of this stud 8 Vignettes are varied
aeeafdm te a full- | two-factor betweeﬂﬁugjeets design. The design doss
not include a re etman meastrement, 1.6. each iiterviewed persen responds te
one v1§liaedte and heneg {0 a eembmaﬂen of each step of the twe factors incentive
and risk of discovery (cf. figure 2).

Faetor B: Risk of Diseovery
Faetor A Ineentive low (0) high (1)
weak (0) AdBo AdBi
strong (1) AiBo AiB:

Figure 2. Two-factor between-subjects design.
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Tha ineentive for theft by finding is varied by the Joss of a banknota ejther with
low or high value. The fl kefdisge i8 Viar eé which means that the behaviour
femains either explicit] unﬂetteed y others o pot. The relevance of these
distinctions has bgen identified due fo expert ratings in earlier ivestigations
Eifler 2010). 1n figure_3, the descriptions of tlﬂes uattaﬂ arg feproguced in
their original wordifig. The experimental variations of the two fagtors incentive
apd flSkaElSGBV are marked in bold. n this studg all other features of the
situation, like for 1stance the status of the victim, remained constant because
they were of subefdmate importanca for the project.

On a Saturday noon around 12 you walk aleng the ?edestﬁaﬁ
recinet in the city centre that Is very crowded at this time
jddefﬂY you notice that a banknete drops out of the ¢oat pocket

of a well-dressed man with a briefcase some metres before you

wﬁheut him neticing. You recognize that the banknete is Worih
hdred Eures. The otheF passer-bys apparenily do not

nattee as nobody takes a move 1o pick up te banknote. / You are

not sure if other passer-bys probably have noticed the incident.

Figure 3: Vignettes in original wording.

lny two of the faur situations resulting from the complets combination of the
festations of the two facters ncentive and risk of bemg detected clear p‘;&
fepfeseﬂted high-cost and low-cost situations in the sense of “tue” high-cost a
low-cost situations (cf. more detall op this in saction Qaﬂlms study). For this
reason, only the respective twe sﬂuattans Werg Lse mt IS study to disﬂﬂgmsh
ortunities as ynderstood b t 8 1 weest pothesis. Accord 1%%%
eﬂgiﬂal sample size afﬂ 383 is eduee 6h 1117 Aﬂ eﬁum}y
ng meeﬂuve for theft 3/ finding and ahigh flsk of diseovery 1s jntarprated
fue” high-cost situatiort: an ertumt With a wea Incenfive for theft Ef
iﬂgﬁﬂd a low risk of dlSGBV&fy is tnterpreted as “true” low-east situation (

High-Cast Situation Lew-Cost Situation
Factor A: Incentive Strong Weak
Fastor B: Risk of discovery High Lew
AB; AoBs

Figure 4: Order of vignettes in high-cost and low-cost situation.
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Low-Cost Situation

High-Ceost Situation

579 (49.36%)
44.98(13.53)

(50.64%)

4403 (13.52)

594

(relative) frequency

Absolute

Average age (dispersion)
Propertion of gender

59.41%
36.06%

58.28%
43.76%

1 (female)

1 (A-levels;

rtion of education =

)

po
iy

Table 3 Distrbution af interviewsd persons in highoost are lowvacst SLEtiors,

Pro
Ab

Acherence 1o Moral Corvctions

_Pn'e
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CGITION.10 the pncie o Acheraee o kel oMo ¢
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CV: Experiences with the Theft by Finding
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one experionce, with the theft by finding situation (0: no experience; 1: at least
0na BXperience).

Dependent Variables

Subs ueﬂt to_the vi eﬂe tha mtewtewed ersons, were asked to say if the
sﬂuat n described carf be regarded asanapp tunity for the misappropriation of
the found b%ﬂkﬂete (o dee%ﬂet aP ly: 1 a% hesg All interview efsenswh
fespeﬂdedt I qustion with “applies” were then asked te estimate oF {0 provide
the probability with which they would take and kesp the bapknete m ieatteﬂ
of febablhty in the sense of d relative frequency in pareent). ngre 5 shows
be h items ih original wording.

Perception of Situation

In this situation one might feel tempted to take and keep the
banknoie.

Probability of theft by findiimg
How likely is it that you take and keep the banknote?

Figure 5: ttems for measliring the dependent variables.

Table 4 shows that with 48.0% nearly half of the interviewees reach the verdict
that the situation described can be fegafded as an opportunity for theft by-
finding. 1n additien, it follows from Table 4 that this judgemant does net depend

on the type of situation.
Lew-Cost High-Cost Total
Pereeption
does not 308 (52.0%) 289 (50.4%) 597 (51.2%)
apply (6)
applies (1) 284 (48.0%) 285 (49.7%) 569 (48.8%)
Total 592 574 1166

Table 4: items for measuring the perception of the situation in high- and low-cost
situations.
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On average. those interviewees who responded to the item of perception of situ-
ation with the option ‘applies’ reported a mean probability to carry out a theft
by finding (M — 33.46: s — 33.34). It can be taken from Figure 6 that the
interviewed persons preferred numbers in steps of 5 or 10 when estimating the
probabilities (heaping). Additionally. the distribution is right-skewed and flat
(skewness — 0.65. Kurtosis = 2.12). The distribution’s form deviates signifi-
cantly from the normal distribution (Shapiro-Wilks test: W — 0.97; V — 10.40;
p < 0,001). The distribution for those interviewees who responded to the item
of the perception of situation with the option “does not apply” is not considered
at this point.

Perceived Criminal Opportunity No Perceived Criminal Opportunity
a 8.
T T
o o
(= S -
(3] [
oy
5 o o
;r‘r o™ ¥ Pl g
LC
(=] o
Q - (=]
Q v v O O O O (=) v v v v v v
0 20 40 60 80 100 0 20 40 60 80 100
Probability of a Theft by Finding Probability of a Theft by Finding

Figure 6: Items measuring the probability of a theft by finding.

3.4 Procedure of Data Analysis

In this study, the strategies of data analysis were chosen with the intention of
modelling the assumed action-formation mechanism most accurately. Against
the theoretical background of the study, theft by finding is conceptualised as the
result of a two-step decision process in the frame of SAT. First, the perception
of the situation as opportunity for theft by finding is analysed, second, the pre-
sumable action in the face of a perceived opportunity is predicted. Two models
are available for analysing two-step decision processes in principle, namely the
so-called two-part model (Manning et al. 1987) and the Heckman selection model
(Heckman 1976; 1979). The two-part model includes a separate logit or probit
model to model the first step  the perception of an opportunity followed by
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?fegfessmﬂ to mogdel the second step _ the aeé? 1.6. keeping of returnipg the
ound, banknote. ‘The Heekman seléction model jncluces a combined selection
equation for medelliﬁ% the first step and a regression e?uatten for modelling the
second step, the error Terms of both aquations being correlated in order te contrel
for non-Fandem selgction gmeesses he twe-part Model allows for an estimatign
of the influences of the adherence to moral eeﬂweﬂeﬂs aﬂd detafreﬂee eﬂiy for
these respondants whe perealved an eggertumg for theft b g 1n"con-
tnast to this, the Heekman selection model 15 used te estimatg jnfluences of the
adherence to mefal GGﬂViEIleﬂS and deterrence independent of the perception of
an op gaﬂumty whieh mplies that equal regression eaeﬁmm&s fesult afbeth
f?gg of respondents, thase Who percelve ane ortunity and those who don’t
Ve an op eft mt Sinea it s ems implausible to ¢ falebuiaflmmﬁueﬂeesaﬂhe
dnerence te ictions and deterience on thert foF respen-
dents who don't pareelve an opportunity, the twe- aft mee betthr represants
the hypothesized action- fafmatlen me anism. For this reason, the empirical
tast of the hypetheses was conducted i twp ste gas using the programmes Stata
version \) évefsmﬂ?g 1n a first step, infliences of agheranee to
oral convi etieﬂs hypet ess 1) efeeptten ef opportunities for theft by-
finding were determined by probit med Is with rebust WLS estimators (Lon
1997),” The hypothesis tha this influgnce depends on the type of situation Wi
8x medb estimatm% influenees of adherence to moral Gonvigtions simuita-
HQGUS¥ for the m%h 60st sﬂuaﬂaﬂ and the lewee@t situation with the help of
mult ? gfeu 6 Paﬂseﬂs and faratwa y dassessmg the unstaadamih&ed
regrassion W ﬁaseeaﬂ st , Inflieneas of acherance to mofal convictions
on tha Efebablht of theft b %/ ing Wers etermme wﬂ muitlple fgression
analﬁse with robust ML estimaters ( Laﬂgg L ne data basis was formed
the data eftlﬂase mtemewees whe had identified the situation deseribed as
qﬁiegpeﬂumty for theft by fipding. Sines th M@%P@SSIGH diagnasis rev al?d that
sumptions of A eme asticity and normal distribution of residuals were
vielated and since there were mdiea ions for inflyentlal observations, the fesuits
af the ropust egtimate S WWere o ared with rebust fegfessiaﬂ analyses on the
basis of the me dule rebreg (Jarm 2010): only the results of the mulfiple regres-
w% n with rohust ML e&ti nators are reported in the following. The question of
gth ef the m ueﬂees of the adherence fo mefal convietion aﬂdt expected
costs of a theft by finding emerge dependmgaﬂt ety aafsﬁuaueﬂ %/lp thesls
2) was examined by estimating the influences of the adherenee o mor eeﬂwe
tions and the expacted costs ofa theft b g mq 51muitaneeusly for the high-cost
sityation and the low-cost situation with the help of multi E gfaup eempaﬂseﬂs
and by comparatively assessing the uastandardmed Fegressio

TD

4, Results

In the following, the results of {he analyses that were casried out te test the
hypotheses are reported. 1n a first parf, the conditions for the perception of



DE GRUYTER OLDENBOURG Social Mechanisms ia.... 169
Funities are analysed ethaslsi 8 art is dedicated to the
gg itions el% the Wﬂim}éﬂess(t garfy out gthe %Gﬂ%mpdmg fhypethems QS

4.1 Conditions of the Perception of &l Opparituiity for Thefi
Finding in the P'E&&@:ﬂ(éﬁlpﬁf High-cost and Low %ast situatie%

1n the frame of the first hypethesis, the assumption was formutated that the
peraption of opportunities for theft by finding can be attributed to the adher-
enee {0, moral convictions of tha mtewtewed eFSGHS 1t was stppesed that the
probability with which a part of the d alyexp ﬂenee i B@FG@IV@ asa portunit
mefeases With growing. adherence fe moral prineiples g othesis ). Tet
thig hg?ethesls a probit model with robust WLS éstimators was calculated (cf

B
(beta) S.E P
Age =0.021 0.003 0.000
(:0.257)
Gender 0004 0080 0956
, (:0.002)
A-levels (Abitur) 266%%9) 0.682 0.181
Experience ?65'24?5) 0078 0.000
Moral Convictions 265215362) 0.667 0.000
Constant 13610 0242 0.000
(-1230)
RZ 178
(n=1136)

*Indicaisd ane non-standasdised regression weights (b) and standardised regression weights
in brackets (beta) furthermore robust standard errors SSE) standadized fe?fessm wei hts
1ﬂdiC§j@ a change In the dependent variable for a standard deviation changs in the independen
variable.

Tabie 5: Influences of moral convictions on the percaption of opportunities®.

As ean be gathered from table 5, there is a negative influence of the adherence te
moral convictions Gﬂ tha pfebablht that the situauans described afe Eerealve
a5 OpPOFtuRtties: te esst e mtawt wed efs%ﬂs adhera 1o mefa prineipl ?s o
g maﬂnars the higher the, preba uty o thelr apimaﬂt at, 1 v1ewa the
ifuation described, orie could féel tempted to take and keep the found hanknets.
The additional question, if infiuences ei‘ the adherence to moral convictions do
not 6eEur 1 a high- east situation but jn a low-cost situation was addressed in a
next sfe %e ihto thig quastion, mﬂueﬂees of the adherence te moral convig-
tions fof the high-cost situation and the low=cost situation Were simultaneously
estimated in the course of a multiple group comparisen. All relations betweeh
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the contrel variables age. geﬂd r, education and _ex?efienee, the predictor adher-
ence to moral convictions and the dependent variable peresption of opportynities
wera revealed. Table 6 presents the results of this multiple group comparison.

Type of Situation

High-Cast Situation Low-Cost Situation
b b
(beta) SE. P (beta) S.E. P

Age -0.022 0.004 0.000 -0.020  0.004  0.000
(-0.269) (-0.245)

Gender -0.063 0.113 0.576 0.056 0114  0.621
(-0.028) (0.025)

A-levels (Abitur) 0022 0.115 0.845 0209 0120  0.082
(-0.010) (-0.092)

Experience 0571 0.111 0.000 0497 0111  0.000
(0.256) (0.227)

Moral Convictions  -0.239 0.095 0.011 -0.259 009  0.007
(-0.127) (-0.136)

Constant -1.365 0.344 0.000 -1.357 0340  0.000
(-1.222) (-1.241)

R2 0.198 0.163
(n=575) (n=561)

*{ndicated are non-standardised regression weights (b) and standardised regression weights
in brackets (beta), furthermeore robust standard errors (SE); standardized _fe%fessioﬁ weights
mdgeﬁe a change in the dependent variable for a standard deviation change in the independent
variable.

Tabie, 6: Conditions of the perception of opportunities acecording to the type of
situation™.

Table_6 shows that, both in a high-cost and in a low-cost situation, there is a
negative influenee of adherence {0 moral convictions on the perceptien of the
sitUation described as opporfupity. Thus, an interaction of 1 ?_e of situation
and adherence te m?fal victions cannt be observed. The MX{;H that moyal
convictions play a relg 1 the pefeegﬂen opportunities, even if the probabilities
of sanctions A this situation are high and could aceount for the pereaption of
the situation as an ﬂpﬁa,rtumty alone, does net point i the direction of the

l
assumptions made by the SAT.

4.2 Conditions &f the Willlinghess ¢6 Canty Owit 2 Theft by
Finding

1n hypothesis 2. assumptions were formulated on the conditions of the willingness
to carry out a theft by finding. All subsegugﬂt _anapéses eﬂ_lg/ include the data
of those interviewed persens Who feé?eﬂ ed with the option L‘apéa i6s’ to the
question of whether one wolld feel tempted te take and keep a found banknote.




DE GRUYTER OLDENBOURG Social Meehanisms ia... il

The probability with which the interviewed persons wepld take apd kesp a foupd
bap lf ote sefvgd as dependent variable. Henes, instead of actual bekh%fvpieur the
willingness for eeftam behaviour was measured here. A deseriptive analysis
reveals that the means of the willingness to carry out a theft by finding vary
with the level of the opportunities’ atifactiveness. The \Mﬂiﬂgﬂess 13 sigmﬂeggé%l
hig her in a low-cost sitUation than in a high-cest situatien (” -3.330, df 566,

Type of Situation
High-Cast Situation Lew-Cost Situation
Mean 38.599 47.306
Standard deviation 29.604 32.640
(n=284) (n=288)

gffaethlgg Distribution of the willingness te carry out a theft by finding acress

?Fydpethe&s 2 formulated tha assum nen that the adherence to moral convictions
the expectad costs of a theft g/ ding nfluence the willingness to cary-
out a tlﬂaftb ﬁﬂdlﬁ% First, the réspective influences wers calclilated for thie
total sample.”The analysis 15 based on a multiple regression model with robust

ML estimators.

b
{beta) S.E. D

Age -0.239 0.071 0.001
(-0.099)

Gender -2.684 1.891 0.156
(-0.041)

A-levels (Abitur) -10.461 1.863 0.000
(-0.157)

Experience 12.407 1.853 0.000
(0.190)

Meral Convictions -12.729 2438 0.000
(-0.223)

Detefrence -11.531 3.342 0.001
(-0.412)

Moral Convictions*Dederrence %65238%3) 1.113 0.023

Constant 79.715 7.972 0.000
(2.442)

R2 182
(n=1112)

nddoaded are non-standardised fegfesswﬁ weights ( g and standardised regression weights in
brackets (beta), furthermore robust standard errors (SE).

Table 8 Influences of meral convictions and deterrence on the willingness te
theft by finding®.
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As follows from table 8, the willingness to carry out a criminal action is af-
fected by the adherence to moral convictions and the expected costs of a theft
by finding. A statistically significant interaction of the characteristics moral
convictions and deterrence is found (b — 2.532). The interaction’s pattern is
depicted in figure 7.

=7
=
(=]
&
£
£
i
z 8"
]
<
=
o
L
o
3 &
@
=
A5 [ 1 1 1 1
0 1 3 B
Deterrence
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Figure 7: Effect of deterrence depending on adherence to moral convictions.

As figure 7 shows, the expected costs of a theft by finding seem to be action-
relevant both in persons with weak adherence to moral convictions and in persons
with strong adherence to moral convictions. Nevertheless, the expected costs of
sanctioning exhibit a significantly stronger influence on the willingness for theft
in people with a weak adherence to moral convictions.

Hypothesis 2 focused on if the willingness to carry out a theft by finding is de-
termined by the adherence to moral convictions and the expectation of negative
consequences depending on the type of situation. For a low-cost situation, corre-
sponding assumptions were derived: in a situation where nothing is at stake for
the actors, both theoretical perspectives lead to the conclusion that the willing-
ness to carry out a theft by finding can be explained by the principle of adherence
to moral convictions (Hypothesis 2a). For a high-cost situation, conflicting as-
sumptions were derived: in a situation where much is at stake for the actors, the
high-cost/low-cost hypothesis explains theft by finding through the principle of
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in actors with weak adnerence to mefa victions (Hypothests 2b). To answer
this question, influenees of the adhereﬂee to moral ieﬂeﬂs and the expected
costs of a thaftb finding for the high-cost situatten aﬂd the low-cost situation

eesﬂmated 51 taﬂeeusly nt he eourse of a mu ﬂgegfeug comparisen. All

atteﬂs batween t e control variables age. gender, educatio aﬂd expeﬂaﬂee
the predictors moral convietions and expécted costs and éh e_dependent variable
witlip gﬂess {0 carry out a theft by fméiﬂg were reveale e § deplets the
fesuit of this mulfiple group comparison.

deterrence while the gﬁi;estates that |ﬂ fingiple egmjeteﬂenea ezpefams only

Type of Situation
High-éast Situation Lew-Cast Situation
B
(beta) SE. P (beta) SE P
Age -0.235 0.094 0012 0240 0.106 0.023
(-0.105) (-0.005)
Gender -1.666 2.448 0.496 -3.800 2.897 0.189
. (-0.027 (-0.054)
A-levels (Abitir) 0540 2.433 0.000 9765 2.861 0.001
. (-0.174) (-0.136)
Experience 13.015 2.351 0.000 11.840 2.83%7 0.000
o (0.214) (0.171&
Moral Convictions -11.454 3.451 0.001 -13.529 3437 0.000
(-0.223 (-0.215)
Deterrence -13.067 4.244 0.002 -7.041 5638 0.212
o 50518) (-0.218)
Moral Convictions*Deterrence 2.912 1429 0.042 1294 1882 0492
g@ 372) gmo
Constant 4660 11.259 0.000 2.791 11268 0.000
(2.457) (2.397)
R? 0.157 0.134
(n=561) {n=551)

inddoaded are non-standardised regression weights (bg and standardised regression weights in
brackets (beta), furthermeore robust standard errors (SE).

Table 6:. Conditions of the willingness te theft by finding according te the type
of situation™.

1t follows from table 8 that, in a low-cost situation, the Wiﬂiﬂ?ﬂess {o cafry out
a theft by finding can be explained by the adherence fo moral convietiops™ (b
-13.520) Which is1n line with both theoratical afs%eetwes and suéprfefts hypeth-
&5is 7. In the high-cost sifuation, thera 8 a gﬂi cant mtefae tweeﬂ the
adherenee to moral convictions and the expectad costs of theft b Gg
153 % H?ee gﬁth the SAT (b 2812). The pattern of this interaction is epieted
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Figure 8: Effect of deterrence depending on adherence to meral convictions.

Sigures hows, the revealed pattern does net mve strong. Despite the
nﬂ influences that were de 16%@% 1n Ta le@t eeted e%é% of a theft

g seem to be action-rele oth In erseﬂs h weak adnerence o
mefa eeﬂwetlaﬂs and In persops With stren dherenee to moral convictions,
and also in both high-cost and low-gast situati

5. Discussion

In this study eﬁfeftuﬂmes for theft by finding were mvastigated tmeremall
i?d om meal FBEHE gefsp ety tihe hi h eestlfﬁi othesis and
Situational (lleﬂ T SAT F0ac edsrefef to ﬂnen le of
ad erence to moral convietions and the PHR lpe of deterrence le serve as
ggg%ig%f ation meeh msms enfél&e mleme_égveetwe 1s feer rtm?w %gs{
hypothesis, tlae mi gp ) 2 ation af %aund fﬂkﬂates In a higgn 6ost sﬂuatﬁen
eonstitutes the E@Siﬂ{ of the expected negaﬂve conse uenees and, in a low-egst
sﬁ atten the result of moyal GQFEIfH%S In contrast, %sAi‘ ‘infers the hy-
othesis that in epgeftumthes wit g risks sanettenst ) expeeted neg attve
eeﬂse usnees only ecome relevant foF persons with weak moral eeﬂweﬂaﬂs and
gkégte éﬂ Eglpeeftumﬂes with low risks of sanctions the moral convictions become
i
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The results eﬂlﬂa empirical anal s6s revealed tha hthe pereeptten f sifuati as
a8 epgaftumttes epends on the aGting persons’ adnerence e mafa HBG
Thls olds both for high-cost situatipns and low-cost situations, 16. just as
for opportunities wathl high risks of sanctions and strang incantives, as for e
peftumttas with low risks of sanctions and weak incenties. The study had the
Festlt that an interaction between the expected costs of ﬂegatwe eaﬂsequenees
and th% adheyence to mef%l eaﬂwetieﬂs is explapater 1ﬂla gﬂ t sitliation:
Fameu arly for aetefs with weak moral convigtions it helds at the streagef

aaetmgﬂperseﬂs elieve that other persens will nefie the theft by finding and
emaﬂ efetum the money, the lower is the wiklingness to tal»ze aﬂd keep a
found banknote. While this restlt 1 rather mdieatwa the SAT. tat 80K 1
cally ?estuiatedf latiens for low-cost sityations find sgpeft in th 1s stu : 1 a
sifuiation with nothing at stake for the aetmg persons, 1,8. with neither high risks
of sanctions nor straflg incentives, the actidr is explaingd by the adherdnes to
me%ale eetaﬂgieueﬂs This result watld have been expected from both theeretical
I
P owever, in this context it is ﬂeeessarhy ) beaf m mind sevefal thearetical
and empirical aspects. With regard to the h /how-cost hypothesis, ong
problem sgems 6 have been the epefatleﬂahza IGH used t0 assess high-cost and
ow-cost situations. The thefi-y-firidig situatipns described in the vignette
could have revealed similar infliiences of the adherence te moral convictions
and the expected costs of negative consequences because they were perceived as
rather similar situations. ThIs implies that the distl HGPBH befyween high -Cost an
ow-=cost situatiens might have been teo vague 1n the frame of the present st
n additien, the subjects were asked to indicate if they percelved an OppPOHuURILY
oF not; they were not asked to fe?eft if they ?er«eeive the opportunity as a situd-
tion where Tuch is at stake or not. or if the Situatien evokes reflection motivatien
oF not. For thys reason, ﬂ w not possible to take u atheereétealf fingment of
the higﬁ -608] aw eest ye esis that has recently been introduced by Best and
Kroneberg (2012). The’authers propase an intefaction between meFal conviG:
tions aﬂd su geetwe eereted 6osts 1. the presenee of low-cost situations whieh
avoke reflection metivation in the acting persens. A systematic comparison of
%hts idea with the §A‘f would havEl beeﬂ aftte lar] mt resting but is pot Suited
oF an em mea trans| attaa Wit fafg d to the SAT. the main_preblem seems
ta have been the aperational 1zatlen the opportunities as well. This study con
erad low-cost situations with | ewmeeﬁti s, henes, accoraing o Quan tand
th (Q664) real low-gost situations, but it did not consider sifuations with small
probabilities of sanctions and. at the same fime 5treﬂg incentives: and this s
considered high-cos situattans with high incentives, Hence, aega.r ing te Quandt
and Ohr (20 ? h-cost 5ituatﬁa S, but it did not consider sitUatiofs with
ng fabablh Ies efs ctions and. at the same time, weak meeﬁtwes This
allow for a clearer distinetion between ditferent levels of temptation that

arise in the face of ap Gﬁliﬂmi@& In additten the SAT assumes inHuenees of a
further action-formation mechanism, namel feif«amtrel which is defined as an
actor’s ability te act In aceordance with moral convictions, These additional as-
pects are the'subject of a further study focusing on the SAT in particular (Eifler.
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in press). Some formulations i th% SAT su est a%?itteaal asEeets with fe%afd
to opportunities. WIkstrem describes th a eess feeagm& gan OppOFtUIt
a5 mteffuptteﬂ of dally aeﬂens eeftam morally ehargéd epvironmentdl
eues migﬂt cause a break in the car y1 out efhabitual aeﬂen Smaeﬂen) and
it into deliberative aetleﬂ ikstrom 2006: his would mean
that in the presence of op eftumttes he acting eFSBHS e ﬂet eheese on the
asis of their moral p Flﬂel? her the misag iate les{ feg ﬂﬁé’ of hot.
ut ways on t ebaslse t asu eetwe 6t
Apart from the mentioned teefeuea afteamms t e stu yaeﬂtams SaV-
eral em meal fauits Elrstlly, a look at the 0 efatleﬂa zatten that we used of the
pereeived costs of a theft fmdmg shows that it probably was net the principle
af extemal eaﬂtrel of deterience thaj was activated here, but that the guestlen
rather 1mg led the percelved costs of shame and feelings of guﬂt The béeets
wera asked to estimate how likely of meeﬂveﬂient it Waudbe i at 8f passefs- by
ﬂetleed th e ﬂaeideﬂt and demanded the return of the money, ddY it would
EFB ab %: have eeﬂ expedient to include not aﬂiy the princi le of detarience in
?ana YSIS but alsp t ?ddress further cost and bengfit componen ssggt?maﬂ
ca yiﬂ he frame of the high- e&at/lmw 6ost hy etlnesns aﬂd ﬁat ffam
tdly, some o efattanahzattaﬂs in this 5tud ave turped out ta be weak. This
dees riot aﬂlya %ly to the already meﬂﬂene ambiguities in measliring the per-
gelved eestse eyfiﬂdiﬂ , but also to the measurement efthe FB eﬂsﬁ
for soclal I}/ desifabe fésponse Dehaviour  in th IS context, ﬁ included a seae
to measu 8 seeia desira Héy in the tradition of Crowne and Mar eweg{
Stéber 1999) which provided neither vall dﬂef feiia lg fesults Fourthly, fi the
time being, tlms study’s results have to be treated with caution: ope feason for
this is that this exapiination did not mvaati?ate actual thefts by finding in the
context of daily actions, but instead modelled oppertunities through Vignette
s, el sl gt posty siw‘%u%%‘;f@f T ey of
l
Etfiar/Petzold 20 42 Ait%eu hfefmef studtes ave shown that the m%ueﬁees of
0 a,rtumueg ehaf eteﬂsttes are Similar 1n a d experiment and in a vignette
an lysls Elﬁ&f 2010 thls ma not necgssarily be tha case in this study. Flnally,
this study on| eftumt for eaﬂ:)(m%eutatheﬁ y findi g FOF
now. the aﬂal se§ fesu ts ean yap tet 351 uation coneretely described 1A
the context of the vignette analysis. tweu be necassary i futlire to include
a bfeadefs ectrum of daily op aftumttes that allow the Unjustified taking and
mg' Gfelﬂ roperty of Valuables
nst the ba k? eund of this study’s results, further mv&ah%aﬂaﬂs sheuld
sstemageal 3[ establish eenneetieﬁlﬁ to_com etm? action-theoretical explana:
tions an yset em systematically, The p asenl study aeuse on the idea of
an jnferaction between moral convictions and the 8 eete 66sts of @ crminal
decision. From other action- theafetteal agpraae es, {he hypothesis that moral
convietions pracede the expected costs of cAminal action would follow (cf. Exfjer
AE emlsmg strata might be te use 5861818 ical dual -pFOGASS tlae«aﬂes
for both theoratical refor iaﬂeﬂs and irical examinations. 1n
doing so. characteristics of opportunities sheuld be operationalized 1n a mere
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complex manner than ha%beeﬂ done so far, At the same time, the methedolog:
1eal distinction batween the sxtuatwn s It Is and the situation as it Is pereeivid

Ma %ﬂnsseﬂ ﬂ.@?ﬁ{ sheuld be taken batter into account methodolegically with
mgg{gg vaes the depiction of the probabilities of sanctions and the Strength of
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