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Abstract

The purpose of this study was to examine the response pattern of children of early childhood (ages 4 to 5) to
strangers’ luring behaviors that suggest imminent crime. Data were collected from registrants offered by four
kindergartens and daycare centers. Individual interviews were performed (N = 100) by using a questionnaire. Results
were as follows: First, children of early childhood responded unfavorably to strange adults’ kindness and request for
aids. However, it was found that they did not make the right decision in relation to strange adults’ luring behaviors
that lead to crime when family related clues were manipulated. Second, children of early childhood responded
favorably to strange adults’ luring behaviors that are suggestive of criminal intent when candy, ice cream, and toys
were offered. Especially, youngsters were more prone to be deceived by these indices than the older children. Third,
older children responded unfavorably to strange adults’ luring behaviors that suggest a criminal intent In addition,
youngsters did not respond cleverly to strange adults’ luring behaviors that suggest a criminal intent while showing a
reluctant response.
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Table 1.
Characteristics of Sample

4YearsOld 5 Years Old Total
Female 18 34 52
Male 26 22 48
Total 44 56 100
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Table 2.
Content of the Questionnaire
Alluring methods Questions
1 Kindness What are you going to do if a strange person asks you to bring you home while you are alone?
2 Hospitality What are you going to do if a strange person suggests you to buy ice cream, candy, and toys?
3 Emergency Situation What are you going to do if a strange person tells you to go to a hospital to see your mom who
just got injured?
4 Physical Harrassment ~ What are you going to do if a strange person tries to touch your body?
5 Affection Praising \S/\O/hcitt :fg you going to do if a strange person asks you to show your body by saying that “you are
6 Assistance What are you going to do if a strange person asks you to help and go somewhere?
7 Consideration What are you going to do if a strange person suggests you to bring you home while you got lost
in a playground.
8 Faking What are you going to do if a strange person asks you to open door while you stay home by yourself.
9 Emergency Situation What are you going todo }f a”strange person tries to bring you home by saying that “you mom is
sick and I will give you a ride”?
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Table 3.
Age differences in identifying a strange car enticing for riding home (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Age Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X
4 years old 6(13.6%) 38(86.4%) 0(0.0%) 44(100%) 2778
5 years old 3(5.4%) 52(92.9%) 1(1.8%) 56(100%) ‘
Total 9(9.0%) 90(90.0%) 1(1.8%) 100(100%) df=2
Table 4.
Gender differences in identifying a strange car enticing for riding home (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Gender Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X
Male 5(10.4%) 43(89.6%) 0(0.0%) 48(100%) 1131
Female 47.7%) 47(90.4%) 1(1.9%) 52(100%) .
Total 9(9.0%) 90(90.0%) 1(1.8%) 100(100%) df=2
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LZZIZi?ferences in recognition while enticing with favorite food or toys (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Age Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
4 years old 9(20.5%) 35(79.5%) 0(0.0%) 44(100%) 7 174
5 years old 2(3,6%) 54(96.4(%) 0(0.0%) 56(100%)
Total 11(11.0%) 89(89.0%) 0(0.0%) 100(100%) df=2
*<.05
Table 6.
Gender differences in recognition while enticing with favorite food or toys (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Gender Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
Male 6(12.5%) 42(87.5%) 0(0.0%) 48(100%) 210
Female 5(9.6%) 47(90.4%) 0(0.0%) 52(100%)
Total 11(11.0%) 89(89.0%) 0(0.0%) 100(100%) df=2
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Table 7.
Age differences in recognition while enticing in referring to mother (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Age Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total ba
4 years old 15(34.1%) 28(63.4%) 12,7%) 44(100%) 349
5 years old 12(21.4%) 44(78.6%) 0(0.0%) 56(100%) .
Total 27(27.0%) 72(72.0%) 1(1.0%) 100(100%) df=2
Table 8.
Gender differences in recognition while enticing in referring to mother (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Gender Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total ba
Male 16(33.3%) 31(64.6%) 12.1%) 48(100%) 4160
Female 11(21.2%) 41(78.8%) 0(0.0%) 52(100%) .
Total 27(27.0%) 72(72.0%) 1(1.0%) 100(100%) df=2
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Table 9.
Age differences in recognition when a strange person is tying to touch one’s body (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Age Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total bG
4 years old 2(4.5%) 29(65.9%) 13(29,5%) 44(100%) 12.009*
5 years old 0(%) 52(92.9%) 47.1%) 56(100%) ’
Total 2(2,0%) 81(81.0%) 17(17.0%) 100(100%) df=2
Table 10.
Gender differences in recognition when a strange person is tying to touch one’s body (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Gender Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
Male 0((0.0%) 35(72.9%) 13(27.1%) 48(100%) 8112+
Female 2(3.8%) 46(88.5%) X7.7%) 52(100%) ’
Total 2(2,0%) 81(81.0%) 17(17.0%) 100(100%) df=2
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Table 11.
Age differences in recognition when a strange person asks to show one’s body (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Age Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total e
4 years old 4(9.1%) 40(90.9%) 0(0.0%) 44(100%) 2768
5 years old 1(1.8%) 55(98.2%) 0(0.0%) 56(100%) ’
Total 5(5.0%) 96(95.0%) 0(0.0%) 100(100%) df=2
Table 12.
Gender differences in recognition when a strange person asks to show one’s body (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Gender Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total bG
Male 2(4.2%) 46(95.8%) 0((0.0%) 48(100%) 135
Female 3(5.8%) 49(94.2%) 0((0.0%) 52(100%) ’
Total 5(5.0%) 96(95.0%) 0(0.0%) 100(100%) df=2
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Table 13.
Age differences in recognition when a strange person asks to help (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Age Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
4 years old 10(22.7%) 32(72.7%) 2(4.5%) 44(100%) 699
5 years old 12(21.4%) 43(76.8%) 1(1.8%) 56(100%) '
Total 22(22.0%) 75(75.0%) 3(3.0%) 100(100%) df=2
Table 14.
Gender differences in recognition when a strange person asks to help (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Gender Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
Male 12(25.0%) 33(68.8%) 3(6.3%) 48(100%) 4108
Female 10(19.2%) 42(80.8%) 0((0.0%) 52(100%) '
Total 22(22.0%) 75(75.0%) 3(3.0%) 100(100%) df=2
Table 15.
Age differences in recognition when a strange person suggests to take home in a play ground (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Age Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
4 years old 11(25.0%) 32(72.7%) 1(2.3%) 44(100%) 5055
5 years old 6(10.7%) 50(89.3%) 0(0.0%) 56(100%) '
Total 17(17.0%) 82(82.0%) 1(1.0%) 100(100%) df=2
Table 16.
Gender differences in recognition when a strange person suggests to take home in a play ground (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Gender Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
Male 10(20.8%) 37(77.1%) 12.1%) 48(100%) 2153
Female 7(13.5%) 45(86.5%) 0((0.0%) 52(100%) '
Total 17(17.0%) 82(82.0%) 1(1.0%) 100(100%) df=2
Holl dledch Frhal ob 1 WA Abeks whepiohal i 8. =Xt Toill AS W TIHolztr F S| Hafo g o
stlout Ay Aol w2 BA% Holt gl Ao S0t2| Q1A
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o eloj Ak st 15%9] foks HHolt of

Table 17.
Age differences in recognition when a strange person (pretending a relative) asks to open door (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Age Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
4 years old 6(13.6%) 37(84.1%) 1((2.3%) 44(100%) 1370
5 years old 9(16.1%) 47(83.9%) 0((0.0%) 56(100%) ’
Total 15(15.0%) 84(84.0%) 1(1.0%) 100(100%) df=2
Table 18.
Gender differences in recognition when a strange person (pretending a relative) asks to open door (N = 100)
Frequency (%)
Gender Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
Male 8(16.7%) 40(83.3%) 0((0.0%) 48(100%) 1,099
Female 7(13.5%) 44(84.6%) 1(1.9%) 52(100%) '
Total 15(15.0%) 84(84.0%) 1(1.0%) 100(100%) df=2
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Table 19.

Age differences in recognition when a strange person tries to pick the child up at a kindergarten (saying that “I will give you

a ride because your mom sick”) (N = 100)

Frequency (%)
Age Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2
4 years old 7(15.9%) 37(84.1%) 0((0.0%) 44(100%) 2573
5 years old 7(12.5%) 46(82.1%) 3(5.4%) 56(100%) '
Total 14(14.0%) 83(83.0%) 1(1.0%) 100(100%) df=2
Table 20.

Gender differences in recognition when a strange person tries to pick the child up at a kindergarten (saying that ‘1 will give

you a ride because your mom sick”) (N = 100)

Frequency (%)

Gender Accepted Response Rejected Response Others Total X2

Male 8(16.7%) 37(77.1%) 3(6.3%) 48(100%) 4108

Female 6(11.5%) 46(88.5%) 0(0.0%) 52(100%) '

Total 14(14.0%) 83(83.0%) 1(1.0%) 100(100%) df=2
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