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<Abstract>

The purpose of this study is to validate the mediating effects of anger expression types for anxiety on the violent behaviors
of adolescent school violence offenders. For the purpose of this study, 114 adolescent school violence offenders and 178 general
youths were selected. Through the structural equation model, the mediating effects of anger expression types that are
manifested in the path of violent acts of adolescent school violence offenders and general youths are verified.

The major findings of this study are as follows. First, for both groups, the same path of violent behavior through anger-in
and anger-out was followed: youths repress anger when they have higher anxiety, and when too much anger is repressed,
anger-out increases, which results in more violent behaviors. Second, the level of anxiety of adolescent school violence
offenders has direct effect on the responsive violent behaviors while the level of anxiety of general youths does not have direct
effect on violent behaviors. Third, although the anxiety of adolescent school violence offenders may increase violent behaviors
through the paths of acting-in and acting-out, violent behaviors can be reduced by reducing anger-out. Therefore, to reduce
the violent behaviors of adolescent school violence offenders, intervention is needed for those who repress their anger due

to anxiety; professional education is also required for adolescent school violence offenders to help them control their anger.
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Table 1. Demographic Characteristic of Violence Adolescent Group (N=114)
Variables n %
Male 88 772
Gender Female 26 228
Total 114 100.0
Middle school student 66 57.9
Grade High school student 48 421
Total 114 100.0
Table 2. Demographic Characteristic of General Adolescent Group (N=178)
Variables n %
Male 125 70.2
Gender Female 53 29.8
Total 178 100.0
Middle school student 101 60.1
Grade High school student 71 39.9
Total 178 100.0
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1 2 3 4 5 6
1. Anxiety 1
Adolescent 2. Reactive Violent Behavior 23*
School
Violence 3. Proactive Violent Behavior -02 73%*
Offenders ) 1 ger Ou 03 20 23
(N=114) . Anger Out . . .
5. Anger In A4 19* -.05 397
6. Anger Control .06 -.08 -24* -20% 04
1 2 3 4 5 6
1. Anxiety
2. Reactive Violent Behavior .08
General
Adolescent 3. Proactive Violent Behavior .04 73%*
(N=178)
4. Anger Out 297 26%% 19%
5. Anger In I .09 14 56
6. Anger Control -.08 -.06 .02 -02 23%

*p < 05, *p < 01
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Figure 1. Reactive Violent Behavior Hypothetic Model
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Table 5. Bootstrapping (Reactive Violence Behavior of Violence Adolescent) (N=114)
Path Direct ffects Indirect ffects Total Effects
Anxiety —  Anger In 55** 55
Anxiety —  Anger Out -34* 39 .05
Anxiety —  Reactive Violent Behavior 30%* .01 31
Anger Inn —  Anger Out T2 72
Anger In  —  Reactive Violent Behavior 18* 18
Anger Control —  Anger Out -27* =27
Anger Control —  Reactive Violent Behavior -07 -07
Anger Out —  Reactive Violent Behavior 27* 27
*p < .05, *p < .01
Table 6. Model Fit for Reactive Violence Behavior of General Adolescent (N=178)
RMSEA(.05)
NPAR DF CMIN TLI SRMR CFI
LO% HI9%
40 131 199.27 93 07 94 04 .07
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Table 7. Bootstrapping (Reactive Violence Behavior of Gernal Adolescent)

(N=178)

Path Direct ffects Indirect ffects Total Effects
Anxiety —  Anger In 327 32
Anxiety —  Anger Out 27% 27
Anxiety — Reactive Violent Behavior 07 07
Anger In —  Anger Out 847 84
Anger In — Reactive Violent Behavior 22% 22
Anger Out — Reactive Violent Behavior 27 27
*p < .05, ¥p < .01
Table 8. Model Fit for Proactive Violence Behavior of Violence Adolescent (N=114)
RMSEA(.06)
NPAR DF CMIN TLI SRMR CFI
LO% HI%
35 85 120.21 94 07 95 .03 08
: , EXEF(0 =-33, p<0l)dlE 4 FdFe vAE A=
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\ .ViolemBehavior QAT A, BrEEL FE F 85526, p<05)°]
‘ AHQ AL FIAE A0 Uegy, Brzde B
- FEZol| A Y(L=-28, p<05)< "IA= & e
o ol BB EEUFE FEA TYF] /I,
Przde 48842 Bruse tasis AL o
Figure 5. Structural Model for Proactive Violence 3}
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Table 9. Bootstrapping (Proactive Violence Behavior of Violence Adolescent) (N=114)
Path Direct ffects Indirect ffects Total Effects
Anxiety — Anger In ol kil .55
Anxiety —  Anger Out -33* 39 .06
Anxiety — Proactive Violent Behavior 01 01
Anger In —  Anger Out T 71
Anger In — Proactive Violent Behavior 18* 18
Anger Control —  Anger Out -.28* -28
Anger Control —  Proactive Violent Behavior -07 -07
Anger Out — Proactive Violent Behavior 26* 26
*p < .05, ¥p < .01, **p < .001
Table 10. Model Fit for Proactive Violence Behavior of General Adolescent (N=178)
RMSEA(.06)
NPAR DF CMIN TLI SRMR CFI
LO90 HI%
40 131 207.53 92 .07 93 04 .07
Table 11. Bootstrapping (Proactive Violence Behavior of Genernal Adolescent) (N=178)
Path Direct ffects Indirect ffects Total Effects
Anxiety - Anger In 327 32
Anxiety - Anger Out 27** 27
Anxiety - Proactive Violent Behavior .05 .05
Anger In - Anger Out 86** 86
Anger Out - Proactive Violent Behavior 17* 17
Anger Out - Proactive Violent Behavior 20% 20
*p < 01
JERIT) o102 <Table 1053 o] BE A= A%
7 a4 Aol FEEA B AL FAT 5 ATk
;
o

.32
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