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Abstract 
 
Due to the rapid changes in information, life is filled with a variety of diverse and 
difficult to distinguish between true and false information and temptations. Is the 
behavior of students on campus affected? Under such premises, this research seeks to 
shed light on the tendencies and causes of deviant behaviors of high school students 
of Yunlin County. It will further tests the hypothesis Social Learning Theory of 
Criminal Sociology theory.  The study collects self-report surveys from 1402 high 
school students of Yunlin County. It examines students' social-economical variables 
and attempts to test the explanatory power of Social Learning Theory through 
quantified data.  
  
The majority of participants share the following traits: 10th grade high school 
females with no history of being disciplined and receiving mostly As, two parents 
households in which both parents have either high school degree or equivalent of 
vocational training, median incomes where fathers tend to work in skilled trade while 
mothers work in other fields, and mostly in the lower middle class.   
  
In terms of social learning theory, the negative interpretation of the cognitive factors 
of punishment is the highest, and it has an explanatory power for the deviation 
behavior of high school students; Obtaining affirmation and self-confidence in clubs 
or volunteer activities, combining campus manpower to strengthen the efficiency of 
professional counseling, reducing students' frustration with extreme means, or 
making deviating behaviors worse. 

Keywords: High school vocational students , deviant behavior , Social 
learning theory, Questionnaire survey  
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Abstract 
 

This thesis focuses on homosexual-oriented girls undergoing reformatory 

education and their search for gender identity. The methodology of phenomenology 

is exerted, gathering data through semi-structural and in-depth interviews, with 

seven homosexual-oriented girls in reformatory education as the interviewees. Their 

opinions are gleaned through the six phases of thematic analysis; each interviewee 

in turn takes on the role of the subject under analysis, and undergoes the process of 

construction, deconstruction and reconstruction, in which seven themes are defined: 

(1) childhood experiences, (2) interpersonal experiences, (3) correlation between 

deviant behavior and sexual orientation, (4) formation process of sexual orientation, 

(5) things to consider when coming out of the closet, (6) self-attitude when 

searching for one’s gender identity. These themes show the girls’ experiences in 

their search of gender identity and the formation of their homosexual orientation. 

The result of the analysis shows that factors such as an unsettled childhood, 

interpersonal alienation, and deviant behaviors do not directly contribute to the 

formation of a person’s sexual orientation. The uncertainty of one’s gender identity, 

the exaggeration of one’s gender role and the coming out are common ways to 

express one’s sexual orientation and to affirm one’s gender identity. Reformatory 

education for girls probation bias mechanism is important. 

Lastly, the thesis offers suggestions to human entity, family, education, 

reformatory education, society, media, and future researches. 

 

Keywords: reformatory rducation, girls, gender identity, homosexual 

orientation 
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Abstract 

The main purposes of this study were to investigate the effects of negative 

labels, negative relationships, self-control, and deviant peer associations on 

junior high school students’ delinquency. Sample, including 456 senior high 

school students, was selected from Chiayi by a random stratified-cluster method. 

The nested regression was used to analyze the collected data. The findings of 

this study showed that: (1) there were direct effects of negative labels from 

father, negative labels from peer, negative teacher-student relationships, 

self-control, and deviant peer associations on students’ delinquent behavior; (2) 

both negative relationships and deviant peer associations had influences on the 

relationship between negative labels and delinquency; (3) moreover, not only 

negative labels from mother and negative labels from peer but also negative 

mother-child relationships and negative peers relationships had interaction effect 

on delinquency.  

Keywords: self-control, delinquency, negative Labels, negative 

relationships, deviant peer associations 
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Abstract 

Family provides the best environmental element for a child during the process of 
growth. When the caretaking function fails in a family, one of the most 
often-considered alternation is the Children and Youths Placement Institutes. The 
final line of defense in the Taiwanese children and youths placement policy, is to 
place the children in need of assistance in the children and youths placement 
institutes, operated either among the people or by the government. This research is 
conducted basing on the theoretical foundation of the Social Control theory (Hirschi, 
1969) and the Self-Control theory of Crime. (Gottfredson & Hirschi, 1990) 
Questionnaires were used as research method in this research, targeting children and 
youths staying at the children and youths placement institutes located in Pingtung 
county, in May, 2019. Of all the questionnaires sent out, 78 valid questionnaires were 
collected, exploring the connection existing between social control, self-control and 
the deviation behavior in the children and youths placement institutes. 

According to the research, it is found that, out of all the four bonds, the gender 
of the children and youths placed at the institutes, shown significant difference on 
belief bonds, the length of their staying period at the institutes affects hugely on both 
attachment and involvement bonds, and the distinct reasons of placements made a 
difference on attachment, involvement and commitment bonds. The belief bonds 
cause the most impact on self-control and predict the ability of self-control the best. 
Social control has a made a noticeable impact on deviation behavior, the higher the 
control the fewer times deviation behavior happen. Self-control affects quite 
remarkably on deviation behavior, they are in negative correlation, the lower the 
self-control the more likely that deviation behavior would occur. Through self-control, 
the indirect effect social control has on deviation behavior is -.224, it is nonetheless 
an obvious effect on deviation behavior. 

Research conclusion: Deviation behavior can be predicted by both social control 
and self-control. Through self-control, social control increase the precision of the 
prediction on deviation behavior. Self-control plays an intermediate role in social 
control and deviation behavior. 
Keywords: Social Control, Self-Control, Deviation Behavior, Children 
and Youths Placement Institutes
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