

  The Role of Heart Rate Levels in the Intergenerational Transmission of Crime




The Role of Heart Rate Levels in the Intergenerational Transmission of Crime







Societies 2017, 7(3), 23; doi:10.3390/soc7030023




Article



The Role of Heart Rate Levels in the Intergenerational Transmission of Crime



Steve van de Weijer 1,*, Rinke de Jong 2, Catrien Bijleveld 1,2, Arjan Blokland 1,3 and Adrian Raine 4





1



Netherlands Institute for the Study of Crime and Law Enforcement, 1008 BH Amsterdam, The Netherlands






2



Department of Criminal Law and Criminology, VU University Amsterdam, 1081 HV Amsterdam, The Netherlands






3



Institute of Criminal Law and Criminology, Leiden University, 2311 EZ Leiden, The Netherlands






4



Departments of Criminology, Psychiatry, and Psychology, Jerry Lee Center of Criminology, University of Pennsylvania, Philadelphia, PA 19104, USA









*



Correspondence: Tel.: +31-20-598-5239







Received: 27 June 2017 / Accepted: 3 September 2017 / Published: 8 September 2017



Abstract:



Several prospective multigenerational studies have shown that crime runs in the family, while empirical research on the biological causes of crime has also established that low heart rate is related to antisocial behavior. This study examines whether the intergenerational transmission of crime is moderated or mediated by a low heart rate of the son. Prospectively collected conviction data on 794 men from three consecutive generations of the Dutch Transfive dataset is used. Heart rates were measured around age 18, during the medical examination prior to the mandatory military service in the Dutch army. All analyses were conducted separately for violent and non-violent crime. Both paternal violence and low heart rate levels are associated with increased violent offending. Intergenerational transmission of violence was only found among families in which the son had a low heart rate, although the degree of transmission did not differ significantly from families in which the son had a high heart rate. No support was found for a mediating influence of low heart rates of criminals’ offspring on the intergenerational transmission of crime and violence. The results from this study underline the importance to focus on the interaction between biological risk factors and psychosocial risk factors for criminal behavior.
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1. Introduction


Ever since the late 19th century and the early 20th century, when [1] and Henry H. Goddard [2] published their studies on the Jukes family and the Kallikak family, respectively, scientists have studied family influences on antisocial and criminal behavior. These studies, and the methods they used, are now outdated. Research methods improved considerably during the 20th century and several prospective multigenerational studies have shown that crime runs in the family (e.g., [3,4,5]). During the last decades, empirical research on the biological causes of crime has established that low heart rate is related to antisocial behavior [6]. An increasing body of research also shows that psychosocial (e.g., parental crime) and biological (e.g., low heart rate) risk factors interact in predisposing to criminal behavior (see e.g., [7]). In this study we will further explore such biosocial interactions by examining whether the intergenerational transmission of crime is moderated or mediated by a low heart rate.



These moderating and mediating influences will be compared for violent and non-violent crime. A recent study from the Netherlands, the country in which also the current study is conducted, showed that the intergenerational transmission of violent crimes is significantly larger than the intergenerational transmission of non-violent crimes [8]. Also, recent studies have found that a low heart rate was more strongly associated with violent crime than with non-violent crime [9,10]. Therefore, we explore whether or not low heart rate levels play a larger mediating or moderating role in the intergenerational transmission of violent crime than in the intergenerational transmission of non-violent crime.



1.1. Crime Runs in the Family


Intergenerational transmission of crime can be assumed from several criminological perspectives. Farrington [11] described six, not mutually exclusive, mechanisms that might explain why crime is transmitted across generations. First, Farrington [11] argues that exposure to risk factors (e.g., disrupted families, living in deprived neighborhoods, teenage parenting) may be transmitted intergenerationally, which leads to offending behavior in each successive generation. Second, the intergenerational transmission of crime may be mediated by risk factors for criminal behavior. Delinquent parents tend to live and raise their children in bad neighborhoods, give birth to children at younger ages and use inadequate child-rearing methods. Consequently, their children are at increased risk for criminal development. A third explanation suggests that the intergenerational transmission of crime is the consequence of assortative mating. Studies have shown that female offenders tend to have relationships and children with male offenders (e.g., [12]). Children with two criminal parents may have a disproportionally higher risk of becoming criminal. The fourth mechanism suggested by Farrington [11], relates to theories about social learning (e.g., [13]). Children might imitate and learn criminal behavior from their parents. Fifth, the intergenerational transmission of crime might be attributable to genetic factors. Over the last decades, an increasing number of studies have shown that a large part of the variance in antisocial phenotypes can be attributed to genetic factors (see e.g., [14,15]). Farrington’s [11] sixth explanation suggests that official bias towards known criminal families leads some criminal families to be monitored more intensively by law enforcement bodies, which increases the risk for convictions of children of known criminal parents.



In accordance with these mechanisms, earlier research from the Cambridge Study in Delinquent Development (CSDD) [4,16,17] and the Pittsburgh Youth Study (PYS) [18] showed that offending is transmitted between immediate and extended family members. Moreover, results from the Rochester Youth Development Study (RYDS) indicated that parental offending leads to early antisocial and externalizing behavior in their offspring, both directly [19] and indirectly, mediated by parents’ depressive symptoms [20], parenting stress and parenting behaviors [21]. Two Dutch intergenerational studies, the Criminal Careers and Life-Course Study (CCLS) and the Transfive study, also provided evidence for the transmission of offending from parents to children [3,5,22] and between siblings [23,24]. Van de Weijer and colleagues [8] also showed that the intergenerational transmission of violent crimes was significantly stronger than the intergenerational transmission of non-violent crimes, within the families of the Transfive study. A strong transmission of violent offending between both nuclear and extended family members was found within a Swedish population study as well [25]. Based on Farrington’s [11] mechanisms and these previous studies, we expect that:



Hypothesis 1.

Offspring of a criminal father have an increased risk to become criminal compared to offspring without a criminal father.






1.2. Underarousal: Fearlessness and Stimulation-Seeking


The most influential psychophysiological theories of antisocial behavior assume that antisocial individuals are chronically underaroused. Psychophysiological indicators for underarousal include low heart rate, low skin conductance and more excessive slow-wave electroencephalogram [26]. In this study we will focus on low heart rate. According to fearlessness theory, underarousal, indicated by low heart rate levels, is a marker of low levels of fear [26,27]. This may lead to criminal and violent behavior because a lack of fear might be to some extent be required to commit (violent) crimes, while fear on the other hand might inhibit crime. Moreover, a lack of fear, especially in childhood, reduces the effectiveness of social conditioning [26,27].



Stimulation-seeking theory explains the relationship between antisocial behavior and reduced arousal by arguing that low levels of arousal represent an aversive physiological state [28]. Underaroused individuals engage in antisocial, criminal, and violent behavior because they seek stimulation in order to increase their arousal levels to an optimal or normal level. Fearlessness theory and stimulation-seeking theory are complementary theories rather than competing ones because underarousal may lead to (violent) crime by generating both fearlessness and stimulation-seeking [26]. It is beyond the scope of this current study to test which of these two theories best explains the relationship between heart rate and antisocial behavior, but we will test whether the relationship is in the predicted direction.



In accordance with these theories, a meta-analysis by Ortiz and Raine [6], covering 40 studies from seven different countries in both hemispheres, showed a relationship between low resting heart rate and antisocial behavior in children and adolescents. Previous studies showed that this relationship could not be accounted for by potential confounders such as physical characteristics, intelligence, drug and alcohol use, physical exercise or disadvantageous social factors [29,30,31,32]. In addition, several prospective studies showed that this relationship is in the predicted direction by ruling out the possibility that an antisocial lifestyle decreases heart rate levels [29,30,31,32,33]. Based on these results, Ortiz and Raine ([6], p. 154) concluded that “low resting heart rate appears to be the best-replicated biological correlate to date of antisocial and aggressive behavior in children and adolescents”. An effect of low heart rate on self-reported antisocial behavior [34] and criminal convictions [31,32,35] was also found among young adults. Lorber [36] further showed in a meta-analysis that low resting heart rate is correlated with aggression among adults as well. Whether or not the association between low resting heart rate and offending is stronger for violent offending than non-violent offending remained unclear from these meta-analyses. Ortiz and Raine [6] could not test this in their meta-study since too few studies compared between aggressive behavior and non-aggressive antisocial behavior. Lorber’s [6] meta-study does not distinguish between aggressive and non-aggressive antisocial behavior for the adult population either. Wadsworth [32], however, found lower heart rates among sexual and violent offenders than among non-violent offenders and non-criminal controls. More recently, low resting heart rate was shown to be related to both all crime and violent crime at age 50 in the CSDD [37]. However, effect sizes could not be compared in this study since different types of regression analyses were used for all crime and violent crime. Using a large Swedish population study, Latvala and colleagues [9] did show a stronger association of low resting heart rate with violent crime (in particular serious violent crime) than with non-violent crime. Also Murray and colleagues [10] found that, among Brazilian males, a low resting heart rate at age 15 was more strongly associated with violent crime than with non-violent crime at age 18. Using prospective longitudinal data from the Mauritius Child Health Project, Choy and colleagues [38] further showed that resting heart rates measured at age 11 were the lowest for those participants involved in serious violent offending at age 23. In line with these studies, Portnoy and Farrington [39] found, in a recent meta-analysis, a larger effect size for the relationship between heart rate and violence than for all other forms of antisocial behavior (i.e., aggression, behavior problems, conduct disorder, offending, psychopathy). Based on fearlessness theory, stimulation-seeking theory and previous findings, we expect that:



Hypothesis 2.

Individuals with low resting heart rate levels are more likely to offend than individuals with high resting heart rate levels.





In addition to those two main effects of parental crime and heart rate levels on criminal offending, heart rate levels may impact the intergenerational transmission of crime as a mediating or moderating factor.




1.3. Heart Rate Levels as a Mediator


First, the intergenerational transmission of crime might be mediated by low heart rate levels of offenders’ offspring. A possible mechanism behind the intergenerational transmission of crime distinguished by Farrington [11] is that criminal behavior of parents is associated with risk factors for criminal development for their children. One of these risk factors could be a low resting heart rate, as children of offenders have been shown to have lower heart rate levels than controls [29,40]. It is suggested that this is the consequence of experiencing environmental stress in early childhood [26]. Young children from broken homes, for example, have lower resting heart rates [32], and experiencing stress such as maternal separation or physical abuse at young age could also make children more resistant to later life stress [26]. Further support for this position has been provided by Choy et al. [41] who documented in a mediation model that social adversity (including parental crime) predisposed to low heart rate which in turn was associated with delinquency. We therefore expect that:



Hypothesis 3.

The intergenerational transmission of crime is mediated by lower heart rate levels of offenders’ offspring.






1.4. Heart Rate Levels as a Moderator


Second, the intergenerational transmission of crime might be moderated by low heart rate levels of offspring. As it has been shown that low resting heart rate levels are associated with antisocial behavior (e.g., [6]), it can also be expected that high resting heart rate levels might play a protective role for the development of antisocial behavior. According to the compensatory model, protective factors help individuals to compensate for risk factors or high levels of stress [42]. Support for this model was found by Raine, Venables and Williams [31]. They matched 17 antisocial adolescents who desisted from crime as adults with 17 antisocial adolescents who were convicted at age 29 years and 17 non-antisocial controls. They showed that the desisters had significantly higher resting heart rate levels than their more persistent criminal counterparts. The non-antisocial controls’ heart rates were intermediate between these two groups but did not differ significantly from either one. Farrington [29] also found some protective influences of high heart rate levels, among 389 British men. He showed that in many cases the effects of several risk factors (e.g., large family size, low job status, low nonverbal IQ) on violent behavior were smaller for men with high heart rates than for those with low heart rates. Moreover, the influence of having a convicted parent on violent behavior (both convictions and teacher-reported violence) was smaller when the son had a higher heart rate. De Vries-Bouw and colleagues [43], however, found less support for a compensating influence of high heart rate levels. Among a sample of 68 male adolescents who had committed a minor offense, they did not find significant differences in resting heart rate levels between those who reoffended during adolescence and those who did not. The evidence that high heart rate levels can protect individuals who are at high risk for criminal behavior (e.g., by having a criminal father or by behaving antisocially as adolescents) to become criminal is thus ambiguous. In order to further explore this possible protective influence of high heart rate levels we will test the hypothesis that:



Hypothesis 4.

The degree of intergenerational transmission of crime is larger for offspring with low heart rate levels than for offspring with high heart rate levels.






1.5. The Current Study


In this study, the mediating and moderating influence of heart rate levels on the intergenerational transmission of criminal and violent offending among Dutch males is studied. Our research questions are fourfold. First, we study the associations of resting heart rate levels and parental criminality with the offspring’s criminal behavior. Second, we examine whether low resting heart rate levels of criminals’ offspring mediate the intergenerational transmission of criminal offending. Third, we examine whether the intergenerational transmission of criminal offending is moderated by the offspring’s heart rate levels. Fourth, we explore whether these associations are different for violent and non-violent crime.





2. Materials and Methods


2.1. Sample


A sample from the Transfive dataset, which contains data on five consecutive generations from 198 Dutch families, was used. The starting point of the Transfive dataset are the first 198 boys who were placed in a Dutch Catholic reform school between 1911 and 1914. Some boys were placed in this institution because of concern about their character and problem behavior, including minor delinquency. Others were in the reform school because their parents, according to guardian organizations, were not able to take proper care of them. Therefore, these 198 boys constitute a sample at high-risk for delinquency.



The parents and all descendants of these boys were traced in Dutch genealogical and municipal records, with a retrieval rate of 100 percent. Emigrated sample members and their descendants were not traced further. As the parents of the 198 boys are the oldest generation in the sample, they will be called ‘Generation 1’ (G1). The 198 boys are called G2, while their children, grandchildren and great-grandchildren are called G3, G4 and G5, respectively. The G3 to G5 are studied prospectively. On average, the G3 were born in 1932; the G4 in 1960; and the G5 in 1986.The surviving G3 were, on average, approximately 76 years old at the moment of data collection. The surviving G4 were about 48 years old and the G5 were approximately 22 years old. Information on any partners is also included to the dataset in order that transmission from both parents can be examined. More detailed information may be found in Bijleveld and Wijkman [3]. Figure 1 summarizes the study design. (Permission for the construction of the sample was granted by the Frentrop foundation (legal successor to the reform school) and Bureau Registratie Persoonsgegevens, responsible for the municipal records.)


Figure 1. Study design of the Transfive study.
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Sample members from G1 and G2 were excluded from analyses because their conviction data was collected from different (archival) sources and in all likelihood had worse coverage than the conviction data of the later generations. Moreover, only men from G3, G4 and G5 who underwent a medical examination prior to their mandatory military service were included to the sample, because heart rate levels were measured during this medical examination. In the Netherlands, every male citizen was eligible for conscription since 1898. Prior to the mandatory military service, men underwent medical examination around age 18. Women were excluded because they did not undergo this medical examination as women were not conscripted in the Netherlands. In 1992 the Dutch government decided to suspend mandatory military service, and thus the medical examination, and four years later the last draft cohort ended their duty [44]. Persons who turned 17 after 1996 were therefore not medically examined by the Dutch army. Consequently, heart rate levels were not available for them and they were therefore not included in the sample. Information from the medical examination might also be missing for men from older cohorts for several reasons. If it was clear that someone would be exempt from military service, the medical examination could be cancelled. Men could be exempted if they were the main source of income in their family, were indispensable in their work (often in family businesses), or if they resided outside the European Community [45]. Moreover, men with extensive prior criminal behavior (i.e., more than six months imprisonment) were deemed ineligible. Also, not all brothers from large nuclear families had to serve [46]: until 1966 the three oldest brothers had to serve, and from that year on only the two oldest brothers were conscripted. Persons who did not undergo medical examination for these or other reasons were excluded from the sample as well. In total, data on heart rate levels from the medical examination was available for 828 of the 1229 G3, G4, and G5 men who turned 17 before 1996. In case men were not medically examined, it is unknown for which of the abovementioned reasons they were exempted from military service.



Participants who emigrated were excluded from the sample since the information on their offending behavior might be truncated. This resulted in a final sample of 794 men for whom judicial and medical data was available. This sample of 794 men was used to examine the associations of resting heart rate levels and parental criminality with criminal behavior (Hypotheses 1 and 2). Judicial information of the fathers was available for 557 of these men (Judicial information was not available for 237 fathers because the conviction data of fathers of the G3 (i.e., the G2 men) was collected from different sources (N = 186), because 31 fathers were born before 1916 (the Dutch judicial documentation did not contain data on individuals born before 1912 and may have missed people born between 1912 and 1916), because the fathers emigrated (N = 4) or because the biological father was not known (N = 16).). This sample of 557 men was used to examine the mediating and moderating influence of resting heart rate levels on the intergenerational transmission of crime (Hypotheses 3 and 4).




2.2. Measurements


Criminal Behavior: Information on offending was obtained from computerized, paper and microfilmed archives of the Dutch Criminal Records Documentation Service (judicial documentation), in December 2007. Offenses were classified based on the Statistics Netherlands standard classification for offenses [47]. The violent crimes in this classification included: all hands-on sex crimes (i.e., rape, sexual assault, sexual abuse), crimes against life (i.e., murder and manslaughter), threats, assaults, physical injury, robbery and extortion. All other crimes were considered as non-violent offenses. Only information on the registrations that resulted in a conviction or a policy dismissal (i.e., dismissal of a case because, although the prosecutor deemed the defendant guilty, it was considered undesirable to prosecute, for instance because the perpetrator had already paid damages) were used. Offenses followed by an acquittal or so-called ‘technical’ dismissal (i.e., dismissal of a case by the public prosecutor because of insufficient evidence and the case therefore expected to result in acquittal) were not included. Offenses were timed to the date the crimes were committed. If the commission date was unknown it was estimated as one year before the conviction date, since that is the average time period between conviction dates and known commission dates. If the conviction date was missing as well, the commission date was timed as July 1 of the year of registration. We only included offenses after the year in which the resting heart rate levels were measured during the medical examination, in order to test whether low heart rates lead to offending and not vice versa.



In order to test whether the intergenerational transmission of crime was mediated by lower heart rate levels of offenders’ offspring, variables were constructed that indicated whether or not fathers committed any offenses and violent offenses during the child’s youth. Results are presented for paternal crime and violence committed during the pre-school years of the child (i.e., 0–5 years). However, these variables were also constructed for different age ranges in order to test whether the results are robust when other age ranges are used.



Heart Rate Levels: Heart rate levels were obtained from the data of medical examinations of conscripts at the “Defensie Archieven-Registratie-en Informatiecentrum” (DARIC) (Permission for the collection of these data was granted by the Ministry of Justice and the Ministry of Defence.). During this examination the resting heart rate of the conscripts was measured. The heart rates ranged between 48 and 120 beats per minute (bpm), with an average of 74.18 bpm (S.D.: 9.11). In line with previous studies on this topic, heart rate levels were recoded into categories (see e.g., [9,10]). The heart rates in this study were divided into three groups, of approximately equal size. Heart rates between 48 and 71 bpm were considered as low resting heart rates; heart rates between 72 and 75 bpm were considered as medium resting heart rates; and heart rates between 76 and 120 bpm were considered as high resting heart rates. All analyses were also repeated using the heart rates as an interval variable, to test the robustness of the analyses.




2.3. Analyses


In most analyses, the criminal behavior of the sample members was the dependent variable. This variable was highly right-skewed since most of the participants were either not convicted for an offense or were only convicted for a small number of offenses. We therefore chose to recode the offending variable into several dichotomous variables, indicating whether or not a participant was convicted for any crime, a non-violent crime or a violent crime after his medical examination. Logistic regression analyses, in which offspring offending was predicted by parental offending, were used to test whether violent and non-violent offending is transmitted from father to son. Moreover, logistic regression analyses were used to test whether low heart rates are related to (violent) offending. Next, a multinomial logistic regression analysis was performed to test whether paternal crime and violence during the youth of the child predicted low heart rates, and consequently mediated the intergenerational transmission of crime. Finally, in order to test the moderating influence of heart rate levels on the intergenerational transmission of (violent) crime, separate logistic regression models were estimated for sons with low heart rates, medium heart rates and high heart rates. Additionally, interaction terms between heart rate levels and parental offending were included to the logistic regression models in order to test whether the degree of intergenerational transmission of criminal offending differed significantly between offspring with different heart rate levels.



Because participants were born in different years and not all participants were medically examined at the same age, the odds ratios in all analyses were controlled for exposure. Exposure was measured as the number of years between the medical examination and the moment of data collection (or the year of death, in case of deceased participants).



The odds ratios in the logistic regression analyses are simple to interpret and widely used measures in intergenerational studies to assess the transmission of offending. However, odds ratios do not control for the fact that multiple sons are clustered within the same father. As a consequence, the assumption of independent observations in the regression analyses is violated, which without an appropriate correction would result in underestimated standard errors. Therefore, robust standard errors were computed to correct for this clustering within families.



All analyses were carried out using Stata version 14.





3. Results


3.1. Descriptive Statistics


Table 1 shows the descriptive statistics of all the variables that were used in the analyses. These statistics show that 53 percent of the participants had criminally offended after the medical examination, 50 percent with at least one non-violent crime and 15 percent with at least one violent crime. The offending rates for paternal crime were approximately the same. Table 1 further shows that 13 percent of the participants had a father who committed a crime during the first five years of their lives, while only two percent of them had a father who committed a violent crime during this period. Finally, 32 percent of the sample members had a low heart rate, 31 percent had a medium heart rate and the remaining 37 percent had a high heart rate.



Table 1. Descriptive statistics of all variables used in the analyses.







	
Variable

	
N

	
Percentage

	
Total N






	
Any crime

	
417

	
53%

	
794




	
Non-violent crime

	
396

	
50%

	
794




	
Violent crime

	
121

	
15%

	
794




	
Any crime father

	
300

	
54%

	
557




	
Non-violent crime father

	
282

	
51%

	
557




	
Violent crime father

	
70

	
13%

	
557




	
Paternal crime during childhood

	
72

	
12%

	
557




	
Paternal violence during childhood

	
10

	
2%

	
557




	
Heart rate: low (48–71 bpm)

	
251

	
32%

	
794




	
Heart rate: medium (72–75 bpm)

	
246

	
31%

	
794




	
Heart rate: high (76–120 bpm)

	
297

	
37%

	
794











3.2. Intergenerational Transmission of Crime


We started our analyses by testing to what extent crime is transmitted between generations. Table 2 shows the odds ratios for the intergenerational transmission of all crime, violent crime, and non-violent crime. In line with our first hypothesis, all three odds ratios are significantly higher than 1. This indicates that all crime, non-violent crime, and violent crime are transmitted between generations. The odds ratio of violent crime (2.192) is larger than the odds ratio of non-violent crime (1.512) which suggests that the intergenerational transmission of violent crime is larger than the intergenerational transmission of non-violent crime.



Table 2. Logistic regression models predicting offspring criminal behavior.







	

	
Non-Violent Crime

OR (95%-CI)

	
Violent Crime

OR (95%-CI)

	
All Crime

OR (95%-CI)






	
Paternal non-violent crime

	
1.512 (1.054–2.169) *

	

	




	
Paternal violent crime

	

	
2.192 (1.229–3.907) **

	




	
All paternal crime

	

	

	
1.512 (1.057–2.161) *




	
Exposure

	
1.011 (0.990–1.033)

	
0.995 (0.970–1.021)

	
1.015 (0.994–1.036)




	
N

	
557

	
557

	
557








Note: * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01 (one-sided).









3.3. Heart Rate Levels


In order to test our second hypothesis, we examined the association between heart rate levels and offending behavior, in which a high heart rate is used as a reference category. The odds ratios from these logistic regression analyses are shown in Table 3. In line with Hypothesis 2, all odds ratios for low heart rates were above one. However, only the odds ratio predicting violent crime was significant, indicating that persons with low heart rates were significantly more likely to be convicted for a violent crime than persons with a high heart rate. None of the odds ratios for medium heart rates were significant, which indicates that sample members with a medium heart rate level did not have a significantly larger risk to commit offences than those with high heart rates.



Table 3. Logistic regression analyses predicting offspring criminal behavior.







	
Heart Rate

	
Non-Violent Crime

OR (95%-CI)

	
Violent Crime

OR (95%-CI)

	
All Crime

OR (95%-CI)






	
Heart rate:

	

	

	




	
High (76–120 bpm)

	
Ref.

	
Ref.

	
Ref.




	
Medium (72–75 bpm)

	
1.124 (0.829–1.523)

	
1.508 (0.977–2.327) **

	
1.108 (0.792–1.551)




	
Low (41–71 bpm)

	
1.172 (0.849–1.618)

	
1.648 (1.099–2.470) *

	
1.212 (0.878–1.674)




	
Exposure

	
1.006 (0.998–1.015)

	
1.002 (0.992–1.011

	
1.010 (1.000–1.019) *




	
N

	
794

	
794

	
794








Note: * p < 0.05; ** p < 0.01 (one-sided).









3.4. Heart Rate Levels as a Mediator


Next, it was examined whether the intergenerational transmission of crime was mediated by low heart rate levels of criminals' offspring (Hypothesis 3). First, the influence of experiencing paternal crime or violence during early childhood (0–5 years) on participants’ heart rate levels was examined. The results of these multinomial logistic regression analyses are shown in Table 4. Having a high heart rate is used as the reference category, and the odds ratios indicate the risk to have a medium or low heart rate, respectively, rather than a high heart rate. Model 1 shows that those participants whose fathers committed crimes during early childhood did not have a significantly lower heart rate than those whose fathers did not commit crimes during early childhood. Moreover, Model 2 shows that paternal violence during early childhood was not related to lower heart rates either. These insignificant odds ratios are not the consequence of the age range (0–5 years) we used: additional analyses showed that the odds ratios were similar if other age ranges were used (e.g., paternal crime when offspring was 0–3, 0–7, 0–10, 0–12, 0–18 years old). Since childhood exposure to paternal crime was not associated with offspring’s low heart rates, the intergenerational transmission of criminal offending is not mediated by the low heart rate of offenders’ offspring. Hypothesis 3 could therefore not be confirmed.



Table 4. Multinomial logistic regression analyses predicting offspring’s heart rate levels.







	

	
Model 1

	
Model 2




	
Medium vs. High

	
Low vs. High

	
Medium vs. High

	
Low vs. High






	
Paternal crime during childhood

	
0.823

(0.446–1.519)

	
0.666

(0.339–1.308)

	

	




	
Paternal violence during childhood

	

	

	
0.963

(0.192–4.836)

	
1.354

(0.392–4.673)




	
Exposure

	
0.957

(0.931–0.983) **

	
0.938

(0.911–0.965) ***

	
0.957

(0.932–0.984) **

	
0.940

(0.913–0.967) ***




	
N

	

	

	

	








Note: ** p < 0.01; *** p < 0.001 (one-sided).









3.5. Heart Rate Levels as a Moderator


Finally, we ended the analyses by testing whether the negative effect of having a criminal or violent father was moderated by having a high resting heart rate. In order to test this, we examined whether the intergenerational transmission of (violent) crime is different for participants with a low, medium or high heart rate. The odds ratios are shown in Table 5. In line with the compensatory model and our fourth hypothesis, a large and significant odds ratio was found for the intergenerational transmission of violent crimes among those with a low heart rate (3.434), but not among those with a high heart rate (OR = 1.573; p = 0.43). However, in contrast with Hypothesis 4, a significant odds ratio for the intergenerational transmission of all crime (2.201) and non-violent crime (1.917) was found among those with a high heart rate but not among those with a low heart rate (p = 0.48 and p = 0.32, respectively). None of the odds ratios were significant among the sample members with a medium heart rate.



Table 5. Logistic regression analyses predicting offspring criminal behavior, separately for sons with low, medium and high heart rate.







	
Intergenerational Transmission of:

	
Low Heart Rate Son

OR (95%-CI)

	
Medium Heart Rate Son

OR (95%-CI)

	
High Heart Rate Son

OR (95%-CI)






	
Non-violent crime

	
1.369 (0.735–2.550)

	
1.458 (0.804–2.643)

	
1.917 (1.036–3.546) *




	
Violent crime

	
3.434 (1.197–9.853) *

	
2.168 (0.818–5.750)

	
1.573 (0.509–4.862)




	
All crime

	
1.249 (0.674–2.316)

	
1.407 (0.774–2.558)

	
2.201 (1.202–4.032) *




	
N

	
180

	
188

	
189








Note: * p < 0.05 (one-sided); all odds ratios are obtained from separate logistic regression analyses and reflect the effect of paternal offending on offspring offending, controlled for exposure.








In order to test whether the degree of intergenerational transmission of crime differed significantly between sons with different heart rate levels, additional analyses were performed that included an interaction variable between parental offending and heart rate levels. None of these interaction effects were significant. Thus, although different degrees of intergenerational transmission of crime were found between offspring with low, medium and high heart rates, these degrees of transmission did not differ significantly from each other.



Finally, additional analyses were performed in which heart rate levels were measured as a continuous variable rather than a categorical variable, in order to test whether this results in the same conclusions. Similar to the results shown in Table 3, the continuous heart rate variable is significantly associated with violent crime (OR: 0.974; p < 0.05), but not with non-violent or all criminal behavior. Moreover, the conclusion with respect to the mediating and moderating influence of heart rate levels on the intergenerational transmission of crime did not change either when the continuous measurement of heart rate levels was used.





4. Discussion


In this study, data on 794 Dutch conscripts were used to examine the associations of paternal crime and low resting heart rates with criminal behavior of Dutch adults. A possible mediating and moderating influence of low resting heart rates on the intergenerational transmission of criminal offending was examined as well. All this was analyzed separately for violent and non-violent crimes.



The results show support for intergenerational transmission of crime: if the father was ever convicted, his son was at increased risk to be convicted as well. As expected, the intergenerational transmission of violent crime is larger than the intergenerational transmission of non-violent crime. The odds ratio for the intergenerational transmission of violence, however, was smaller in this subsample than the previously found odds ratio among the complete sample of the Transfive study [8]. This might be the consequence of the policy of the Dutch army to exclude persons with an extensive criminal record from military service. Consequently, these men were not medically examined prior to the military service and, thus, excluded from this sample. Possibly, these persons who already had an extensive criminal record at young age were already convicted for violent crimes or are more likely to become violent offenders at older age. Due to the fact that these persons are excluded from the sample, the intergenerational transmission of violence might have been underestimated here. Moreover, we only took into account offspring offending after the medical examination. If children of violent parents commit violent crimes at younger age than children of non-violent parents, the intergenerational transmission of violence is again underestimated.



Previous research showed that a low resting heart rate is related to antisocial and criminal behavior among children, adolescents, and young adults [6,36]. In the current study, we showed that a low resting heart rate was related to violent offending but not to non-violent offending among Dutch adults. This finding is in line with previous studies that found that a low heart rate was more strongly associated with violent crime than with non-violent crime [9,10]. However, possible confounding variables that may influence both the heart rate levels at early age and adult offending should not be ruled out. Watching violent films, for example, has been shown to reduce heart rate by as much as 10 to 15 beats per minute [48], and may be associated with violent behavior through learning mechanisms. On the other hand, it could be argued that the effect of heart rate on offending is underestimated due to confounders. Alcohol intake and cigarette smoking, for example, increase heart rate levels and are more frequent among antisocial individuals [27]. Since we only measured heart rate at age 18 years our results should be interpreted with some caution.



We furthermore tested whether resting heart rate levels mediate the intergenerational transmission of crime. Children of criminal and violent parents were expected to have lower heart rate levels since previous research showed that stress during early childhood can lead to a low heart rate [29,40]. This finding was, however, not replicated in the current study. This might possibly be the consequence of the fact that we only took paternal crimes in children’s early lives into account as stressors. Other possible stressors for young children, such as parental divorce [32], were not taken into account and could therefore distort the relationship between experiencing parental crime and heart rate level. In addition, the use of conviction data might influence the relationship between experiencing parental crime and heart rate levels as well. Possibly, many more participants were exposed to the criminal or violent behavior of their fathers than is displayed by the conviction data.



Finally, the degree of intergenerational transmission of crime was shown to differ between offspring with different heart rate levels. Intergenerational transmission of violence was only found among participants with a low heart rate and not among those with a medium or high heart rate. A high heart rate thus seems to compensate for the increased risk that children of violent offenders have to become violent offenders themselves. On the other hand, the results could also be interpreted as a cumulative effect. Since we have shown that paternal violence and low resting heart rate levels are both associated with the risk to become a violent offender, children of violent fathers with a low heart rate have at least two risk factors for violent offending. As a consequence, those risk factors may cumulate and further increase the risk to become violent. The compensatory model was, however, not found for non-violent offending. In contrast, a significant degree of intergenerational transmission of non-violent offending was only found among sons with a high heart rate and not among those with a low heart rate. However, the interaction effects between paternal crime and heart rate levels were not significant, indicating that the degree of intergenerational transmission of crime and violence did not significantly differ between offspring with low and high heart rates. The results should therefore be interpreted with some caution.



4.1. Strengths and Limitations


This study contributes to the existing literature on the intergenerational transmission of offending as well as to the existing literature on effects of resting heart rate levels. It does so in several ways. First of all, we are the first to examine the effects of low resting heart rate levels on the criminal behavior among adults in The Netherlands. We are also among the first who prospectively examine the influence of heart rate levels on convictions during adulthood, with many other studies focusing only on children, adolescents or young adults. In addition, we examined the influence of low heart rate levels on both non-violent and violent crimes, which turned out to be an important distinction since most results were only significant for violent crimes. Finally, we are among the first to study the biosocial interaction between the effects of low resting heart rate and parental crime.



Besides these strengths, this study is also limited in several ways. First of all, the use of conviction data as a measure of offending behavior is a limitation, since much actual (violent) crime is not captured by these official data. This might have influenced our findings. We did, for example, not find a significant association between experiencing paternal crime as a young child and resting heart rate levels. Possibly many more participants experienced paternal crime during early childhood than is displayed by the conviction data, which might have led to an underestimation of the effect.



Another limitation is the measurement of the resting heart rate levels. First, confounding factors at a young age that are related to both heart rate levels and offending behavior, cannot be ruled out since heart rate levels are measured during the medical examination prior to military service, usually at the age of 18. Since measurements of potential confounders were missing in the dataset they could not be included in the analyses and only the exposure time (i.e., number of years after medical examination and the moment of data collection) is controlled for. Second, one might question whether a heart rate measured during a medical examination is truly at rest. The medical examination might be experienced as stressful for some participants because the important decision whether or not they had to serve in the Dutch army was (partly) determined by this medical examination. Therefore, some participants might be nervous and have a higher heart rate. Moreover, some participants might have intentionally tried to sabotage the medical examination as they did not want to serve in the army. Third, a disproportionally large number of the measured heart rates were divisible by four. This suggests that in some cases the heart rates were only measured for fifteen seconds and multiplied by a factor 4 to yield a beats-per-minute figure. In these cases, the measured heart rates should be considered as a noisy approximation of the actual heart rate levels. However, the drawback of this might be limited, considering our use of three heart rate groups rather than the exact heart rates. Nonetheless, the results should therefore be interpreted with some caution.



A final limitation concerns the generalizability of our results. First of all, we use a sample that is at risk for criminal and violent behavior because they are all descendants of men who were placed in a Dutch Catholic reform school because of concern about their character, problem behavior, or family circumstances. Second, persons who were not medically examined for military service were excluded from the sample. Due to the policy of the Dutch army, individuals with certain characteristics (e.g., extensive delinquency during adolescence, having a large family) were less likely to be medically examined and thus less likely to be in our sample. Finally, only males were included in our sample. It would be an interesting topic for future research to test whether our results could be replicated among a sample of females.




4.2. Implications


The results from this study underline the importance of research that focuses on the interaction between biological risk factors and psychosocial risk factors for criminal behavior, since we showed that the intergenerational transmission of violence is only large and significant among men with low heart rates. It would be an interesting topic for future research to study whether other biological risk factors (e.g., low skin conductance) have an influence on the intergenerational transmission of violent crime as well, in order that interventions can be aimed at those with the highest risk to inherit their father’s criminal behavior.



Moreover, it would be an important topic for further research to study what the exact mechanism is that leads to the association between low heart rate and criminal behavior, in order that suitable interventions for antisocial persons with low heart rates could be developed. If, for example, this effect is the consequence of stimulation-seeking, antisocial people with low heart rates could be stimulated to find stimulation in other activities, such as sports or academic achievements.








Author Contributions


Steve van de Weijer performed the statistical analyses and drafted the manuscript. Rinke de Jong, Catrien Bijleveld, Arjan Blokland and Adrian Raine provided constructive feedback on drafts of the manuscript.




Conflicts of Interest


The authors declare no conflict of interest.




References


	1. 
Dugdale, R.L. The Jukes: A Study of Crime, Pauperism, Disease, and Heredity; Putnam: New York, NY, USA, 1877. [Google Scholar]

	2. 
Goddard, H.H. The Kallikak Family: A Study in the Heredity of Feeble-Mindedness; The Macmillan Company: New York, NY, USA, 1912. [Google Scholar]

	3. 
Bijleveld, C.C.J.H.; Wijkman, M.D.S. Intergenerational continuity in convictions: A five-generation study. Crim. Behavi. Ment. Health 2009, 19, 142–155. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	4. 
Farrington, D.P.; Barnes, G.C.; Lambert, S. The concentration of offending in families. Leg. Criminol. Psychol. 1996, 1, 47–63. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	5. 
Van de Rakt, M.; Nieuwbeerta, P.; de Graaf, N.D. Like father, like son. The relationships between conviction trajectories of fathers and their sons and daughters. Br. J. Criminol. 2008, 48, 538–556. [Google Scholar]

	6. 
Ortiz, J.; Raine, A. Heart Rate Level and Antisocial Behavior in Children and Adolescents: A Meta-Analysis. J. Am. Acad. Child Adolesc. Psychiatry 2004, 43, 154–162. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	7. 
Sijtsema, J.J.; Nederhof, E.; Veenstra, R.; Ormel, J.; Oldehinkel, A.J.; Ellis, B.J. Effects of family cohesion and heart rate reactivity on aggressive/rule-breaking behavior and prosocial behavior in adolescence: The Tracking Adolescents’ Individual Lives Survey study. Dev. Psychopathol. 2013, 25, 699–712. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	8. 
Van de Weijer, S.G.A.; Bijleveld, C.C.J.H.; Blokland, A.A.J. The intergenerational transmission of violent offending. J. Fam. Violence 2014, 29, 109–118. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	9. 
Latvala, A.; Kuja-Halkola, R.; Almqvist, C.; Larsson, H.; Lichtenstein, P. A longitudinal study of resting heart rate and violent criminality in more than 700,000 men. JAMA Psychiatry 2015, 72, 971–978. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	10. 
Murray, J.; Hallal, P.C.; Mielke, G.I.; Raine, A.; Wehrmeister, F.C.; Anselmi, L.; Barros, F.C. Low resting heart rate is associated with violence in late adolescence: A prospective birth cohort study in Brazil. Int. J. Epidemiol. 2016, 45, 491–500. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	11. 
Farrington, D.P. Developmental criminology and risk-focused prevention. In The Oxford Handbook of Criminology; Maguire, M., Morgan, R., Reiner, R., Eds.; Oxford University Press: Oxford, UK, 2002. [Google Scholar]

	12. 
Van de Weijer, S.G.A.; Beaver, K.M. An Exploration of Mate Similarity for Criminal Offending Behaviors: Results from a Multi-Generation Sample of Dutch Spouses. Psychiatr. Q. 2017, 88, 523–533. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	13. 
Akers, R.L. Social Learning and Social Structure: A General Theory of Crime and Deviance; Transaction Publishers: Piscataway, NJ, USA, 2011. [Google Scholar]

	14. 
Beaver, K.M. Biosocial Criminology: A Primer, 2nd ed.; Kendall/Hunt: Dubuque, IA, USA, 2013. [Google Scholar]

	15. 
Ferguson, C.J. Genetic contributions to antisocial personality and behavior: A meta-analytic review from an evolutionary perspective. J. Soc. Psychol. 2010, 150, 160–180. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	16. 
Farrington, D.P.; Coid, J.W.; Murray, J. Family factors in the intergenerational transmission of offending. Crim. Behav. Ment. Health 2009, 19, 109–124. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	17. 
Rowe, D.C.; Farrington, D.P. The familial transmission of criminal convictions. Criminology 1997, 35, 177–201. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	18. 
Farrington, D.P.; Jolliffe, D.; Loeber, R.; Stouthamer-Loeber, M.; Kalb, L.M. The concentration of offenders in families, and family criminality in the prediction of boys’ delinquency. J. Adolesc. 2001, 24, 579–596. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	19. 
Thornberry, T.P.; Freeman-Gallant, A.; Lizotte, A.J.; Krohn, M.D.; Smith, C.A. Linked lives: The intergenerational transmission of antisocial behavior. J. Abnorm. Child Psychol. 2003, 31, 171–184. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	20. 
Thornberry, T.P.; Freeman-Gallant, A.; Lovegrove, P.J. Intergenerational linkages in antisocial behaviour. Crim. Behav. Ment. Health 2009, 19, 80–93. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	21. 
Thornberry, T.P. The apple doesn’t fall far from the tree (or does it?): Intergenerational patters of antisocial behavior—The American Society of Criminology 2008 Sutherland Address. Criminology 2009, 47, 297–325. [Google Scholar]

	22. 
Van de Rakt, M.; Ruiter, S.; de Graaf, N.D.; Nieuwbeerta, P. When does the apple fall from the tree? Static versus dynamic theories predicting intergenerational transmission of convictions. J. Quant. Criminol. 2010, 26, 371–389. [Google Scholar]

	23. 
Van de Rakt, M.; Nieuwbeerta, P.; Apel, R. Association of criminal convictions between family members: Effects of siblings, fathers and mothers. Crim. Behav. Ment. Health 2009, 19, 94–108. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	24. 
Beijers, J.E.H.; Bijleveld, C.C.J.H.; van de Weijer, S.G.A.; Liefbroer, A. ‘All in the family?’ The relationship between sibling offending and offending risk. J. Dev. Life-Course Criminol. 2017, 3, 1–14. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	25. 
Frisell, T.; Lichtenstein, P.; Långström, N. Violent crime runs in families: a total population study of 12.5 million individuals. Psychol. Med. 2011, 41, 97–105. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	26. 
Raine, A. Antisocial behavior and psychophysiology: A biosocial perspective and a prefrontal dysfunction hypothesis. In Handbook of Antisocial Behavior; Stoff, D.M., Breiling, J., Maser, J.D., Eds.; John Wiley & Sons Inc.: New York, NY, USA, 1997. [Google Scholar]

	27. 
Raine, A. The Psychopathology of Crime: Criminal Behavior as a Clinical Disorder; Academic Press Inc.: San Diego, CA, USA, 1993. [Google Scholar]

	28. 
Zuckerman, M. Sensation Seeking: Beyond the Optimal Level of Arousal; Lawrence Erlbaum Associates: Hillsdale, NJ, USA, 1979. [Google Scholar]

	29. 
Farrington, D.P. The relationship between low resting heart rate and violence. In Biosocial Bases of Violence; Riane, A., Brennan, P.A., Farrington, D.P., Mednick, S.A., Eds.; Plenum: New York, NY, USA, 1997. [Google Scholar]

	30. 
Raine, A.; Venables, P.H.; Mednick, S.A. Low resting heart rate at age 3 years predisposes to aggression at age 11 years: Evidence from the Mauritius Child Health Project. J. Am. Acad. Child Adolesc. Psychiatry 1997, 36, 1457–1464. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	31. 
Raine, A.; Venables, P.H.; Wiliams, M. Relationships between central and autonomic measures of arousal at age 15 years and criminality at age 24 years. Arch. Gen. Psychiatry 1990, 47, 1003–1007. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	32. 
Wadsworth, M.E.J. Delinquency, pulse rates and early emotional deprivation. Br. J. Criminol. 1976, 16, 245–256. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	33. 
Moffitt, T.E.; Caspi, A. Childhood predictors differentiate life-course persistent and adolescence-limited antisocial pathways among males and females. Dev. Psychopathol. 2001, 13, 355–375. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	34. 
Armstrong, T.A.; Keller, S.; Franklin, T.W.; MacMillan, S.N. Low Resting Heart Rate and Antisocial Behavior. Crim. Justice Behav. 2009, 36, 1125–1140. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	35. 
Raine, A.; Venables, P.H.; Wiliams, M. High autonomic arousal and electrodermal orienting at age 15 years as protective factors against criminal behavior ate age 29 years. Am. J. Psychiatry 1995, 152, 1595–1600. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	36. 
Lorber, M.F. Psychophysiology of Aggression, Psychopathy, and Conduct Problems: A Meta-Analysis. Psychol. Bull. 2004, 130, 531–552. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	37. 
Jennings, W.G.; Piquero, A.R.; Farrington, D.P. Does resting heart rate at age 18 distinguish general and violent offending up to age 50? Findings from the Cambridge Study in Delinquent Development. J. Crim. Justice 2013, 41, 213–219. [Google Scholar]

	38. 
Choy, O.; Raine, A.; Venables, P.H.; Farrington, D.P. Explaining the Gender Gap in Crime: The Role of Heart Rate. Criminology 2017, 55, 465–487. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	39. 
Portnoy, J.; Farrington, D.P. Resting heart rate and antisocial behavior: An updated systematic review and meta-analysis. Aggress. Violent Behav. 2015, 22, 33–45. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	40. 
Venables, P.H. Autonomic and central nervous system factors in criminal behavior. In The Causes of Crime: New Biological Approaches; Mednick, S.A., Moffitt, T.E., Stack, S.A., Eds.; Cambridge University Press: New York, NY, USA, 1987. [Google Scholar]

	41. 
Choy, O.; Raine, A.; Portnoy, J.; Rudo-Hutt, A.; Gao, Y.; Soyfer, L. The mediating role of heart rate on the social adversity-antisocial behavior relationship: A social neurocriminology perspective. J. Res. Crime Delinq. 2015, 52, 303–341. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	42. 
Brennan, P.A.; Raine, A.; Schulsinger, F.; Kirkegaard-Sorensen, L.; Knop, J.; Hutchings, B.; Rosenberg, R.; Mednick, S.A. Psychophysiological protective factors for male subjects at high risk for criminal behavior. Am. J. Psychiatry 1997, 154, 853–855. [Google Scholar] [PubMed]

	43. 
De Vries-Bouw, M.; Popma, A.; Vermeiren, R.; Doreleijers, T.A.H.; van de Ven, P.M.; Jansen, L.M.C. The predictive value of low heart rate and heart rate variability during stress for reoffending in delinquent male adolescents. Psychophysiology 2011, 11, 1596–1603. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef] [PubMed]

	44. 
Moelker, R.; Olsthoorn, P.; Miepke Bos-Bakx, M.; Soeters, J. From Conscription to Expeditionary Armed Forces: Trends in the Professionalization of the Royal Netherlands Armed Forces; HDO/KMA: Breda, the Netherlands, 2005. [Google Scholar]

	45. 
Imbens, G.; van der Klaauw, W. Evaluating the cost of conscription in the Netherlands. J. Bus. Econ. Stat. 1995, 13, 207–215. [Google Scholar]

	46. 
Van Schellen, M.; Apel, R.; Nieuwbeerta, P. The impact of military service on criminal offending over the life course: Evidence from a Dutch conviction cohort. J. Exp. Criminol. 2012, 8, 135–164. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]

	47. 
Eggen, H.; van der Heide, W. Criminaliteit en Rechtshandhaving 2004; WODC/Boom Juridische Uitgevers: Den Haag, The Netherlands, 2005. [Google Scholar]

	48. 
Carruthers, M.; Taggart, P. Vagotonicity of violence: Biochemical and cardiac responses to violent films and television programmes. Br. Med. J. 1973, 134, 384–389. [Google Scholar] [CrossRef]



















© 2017 by the authors. Licensee MDPI, Basel, Switzerland. This article is an open access article distributed under the terms and conditions of the Creative Commons Attribution (CC BY) license (http://creativecommons.org/licenses/by/4.0/).







nav.xhtml


  societies-07-00023


  
    		
      societies-07-00023
    


  




  





media/file1.png
il

G3 N=621
* 1932
G4 N=1315
* 1960
G5

N=1982
* 1986






media/file2.png





media/file0.jpg
Gl

N= 198

189
G N-621
103
G4
1960
as Ne1952





