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Factors Explaining Taiwan Crime Rate Trends from 1991 to 2013
Previous studies have utilized various theories to explain variations in crime rates. Some studies have
linked crime rates to economic stress (e.g., Roberts and Lafree, 2004), to income inequality (e.g.,
Messner et al., 2002; Chamlin & Cochran, 2006; Chu & Tusalem, 2013) to labor market opportunities
(e.g., Gould, Weinberg, & Mustard, 2002), to social disorganization variables, such as poverty,
percentage of single parent households, population turn over (e.g., Bursik, 1988), and to severity and
certainty of punishment (Becker, 1968; Nagin, 1998). Using data derived from National Police Agency
and National Statistics ROC, Taiwan, this study tests an integrative perspective that includes deterrence
variables that measure certainty of punishment (police clearance rates, prosecution rates, conviction
rates, and incarceration rates), anomie variable (income inequality), and proxy variables of economic
stress (e.g., poverty and unemployment rate) to provide explanations of the changing crime rate trends
over between 1991 and 2013. It was found that number of incarcerated population was positively
correlated with property and overall crime rates. On the other hand, conviction rate and percentage of
low income households were negatively correlated with property, violent, and overall crime rates.

Police-citizen ratio was negatively correlated with overall crime rate. Policy implications are discussed.

Keywords: Crime trends; crime rates; Taiwan crime rates; deterrence
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