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Juveniles in Jeopardy
Janice Formosa Pace

Adolescence is defined as a transitional period (Hurlock, 1980) where what happened 
during childhood leaves a significant mark on one’s life and future.  This includes 
emotional and physical difficulties and pressures, and involvement in anti-social activities 
including crime (Newburn, 1997). Criminal behaviour is perceived to be one of “a 
larger syndrome of anti-social behaviour” arising in childhood and at times persisting 
in adulthood (Farrington, 1997, p. 363). For most juveniles, according to Moffitt (1993, 
p. 674) activities tend to be temporary and situational whilst for a small minority this is 
“stable and persistent”. Moffitt (1993, p. 682) claims that if a child “steps off on the wrong 
foot” and remains on this unconventional path, the consequences may be perpetuated by 
persistent offending. In such a situation, it is difficult to make up for lost opportunities in 
acquiring conventional skills such as academic skills.

The underlying risk factors that render one susceptible to antisocial behaviour when 
young are carried into adulthood. Together with the accumulating problems, the options 
for change and the possibility of resorting to conventional methods are limited (Moffitt, 
1993). The consequences following one’s antisocial behaviour may narrow opportunities 
for change. This can be compounded by the resulting labelling that could play a significant 
role as once a bad reputation is gained the opportunities for conventional behaviour is 
narrowed further. On the other hand, youths who manifest early onset conduct problems 
could follow two paths; their conduct problems could be restricted to their childhood years 
or else these conduct problems persist (Barker and Maughan, 2009; Moffitt, Areseneault, 
Jaffee, Kim-Cohen, Koenen, Odgers et al. 2008). 

Unrevealing juvenile crime
Researchers have been interested in studying the prevalence of offending among juveniles. 
In Malta, juvenile crime is relatively small amounting to 0.7% (of all crimes committed) in 
1986 and increasing to 1.4% in 1994 (Central Office of Statistics, 1986; 1994). 

The number of juveniles brought before the Juvenile Court increased from 14 in 19861 

1	  Malta has one juvenile court which was set up in 1986. Maltese juveniles are subject to the same laws and 
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to 122 in 1999 (Formosa Pace, 2003) and to 412 between July 2008 and March 2012 (Testa, 
2012). Also, 49.8% of the 412 adjudicated juveniles were 15 year olds, followed by a 26.5% 
representing crimes committed by 14 year olds whilst 0.5 of adjudicated juvenile crimes 
were committed by 10 year olds (Testa, 2012).

A risk factor approach
A series of studies adopting the criminal career genre as well as desistance research are more 
inclined towards the studying risk factors (Bottoms, 2006). Giddens (1990) emphasises 
the concept of risk society and the criminological work of Kemshall (2003) highlights the 
increased societal interest in risks along with a penal policy with a welfare orientation 
thanks to the restructuring of rehabilitation and the increase of punitive sanctions, which 
concepts are at heart to politicians. This has contributed to the increase of risk assessments 
on samples of offenders (Bottoms& Shapland, 2010). However, research does attest that 
hardened offenders do desist (Bottoms & Shapland, 2010; Ezell & Cohen, 2005; Laub & 
Sampson, 2003) but it’s very difficult to predict the potential desisters on an individual 
level. 

The underlying risk factors pertaining to persistent offending of male youths are 
investigated in this Malta study adopting a risk-factor approach focusing primarily on 
the individual, family and social/peer factors. These are analysed in further detail in the 
following sections.

Individual risk factors
Individual risk factors such as academic achievement and self-control are analysed in 
the light of delinquency tendencies as well as one’s probability of following conventional 
paths. Various longitudinal studies have observed an association between delinquency 
and schooling failure (Farrington, 1996; Polk, Alder, Bazemore, Blake, Cordray, Coventry, 
Galvin & Temple, 1981; Wolfgang, Figlio & Sellin, 1972). Factors associated with criminal 
behaviour include an inability to delay gratification, low frustration tolerance, adventure/
risk taking, inability to sustain long term relationships, impulsivity and unconcern about 
the feelings of others (Brownfield & Sorenson, 1999). The need for excitement and antisocial 
behaviour is crucial to delinquent peer groups (Coleman & Hendry, 1990) where studies 
show that sensation seeking activities have been linked with delinquency (Farell & Sewell, 
1976; White, Labouvie & Bates, 1985). Delinquency is perceived as an exciting activity 
relieving one from boredom and providing personal satisfaction. However, findings in this 
area have been laden by two main problems. The offender population has been assumed 

sanctions as adult offenders. Offenders less than 16 years are prosecuted before the Juvenile Court where 
they are treated differently, guaranteed special protection with hearings closed to the public (Juvenile Court 
Act: Chapter 287 of the Laws of Malta, 1980).
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to be homogenous whereas the locus of control may vary across races. Moreover, impulse 
control is vaguely defined, a concept “loosely tied to observable behaviour” (Blackburn, 
1993, p. 191). 

On the other hand, Pratt & Cullen’s meta-analysis (2010) which tested the empirical 
validity of Gottfredson and Hirschi’s (1990) general theory of crime shows that results 
provide significant and robust empirical support for the general theory of crime proposed 
by Gottfredson and Hirschi (1990) with low self-control being a solid predictor and could 
be classified as the “strongest correlate” of crime and that low-self control predisposes 
engagement in criminal activities and subsequent analogous activities (Pratt and Cullen, 
2000, p. 952). 

Family Risk Factors
A long standing hypothesis is that offenders are more likely to come from a broken home 
environment where one or both of the natural parents is/are absent (Blackburn, 1993), as 
attested by earlier studies carried out by Chilton & Markle (1972) in Florida. These studies 
have been criticised since the broken home concept is ambiguous and misleading (Wells & 
Rankin, 1986), as this phenomenon is not the major criminogenic factor. Research has also 
focused on discipline (Bandura & Walters, 1959; Hoffman, 1977), supervision (Hirschi, 
1969), and warmth of relationships between parents and children (Bandura & Walters, 
1959; Glueck & Glueck, 1950) and psychological presence of parents’ vis-a-vis juvenile 
delinquency (Chilton & Markle, 1972). Delinquents’ parents have each been observed 
to adopt erratic disciplinary techniques and manifest inconsistency in the application of 
such techniques (Hetherington & Martin, 1979). Families of delinquent juveniles tend 
to be harsh, punitive, lax, and erratic and show “poor mothering ability”, however such 
claims are criticised as they tend to be value-laden failing to distinguish the “parameters 
of rearing techniques” contributing to delinquency (Blackburn, 1993, p. 161).

Another important factor is the amount of time parents dedicate to their children and 
their involvement in leisure activities. Delinquents’ families seem to share less recreational 
activities (Bandura & Walters, 1959; Cortes & Giatti, 1972; Currie, 2000). Parental conflict, 
cruelty, passivity, neglect/aggression and harsh discipline are amongst the factors which 
have been identified as predictors of later delinquency and convictions. The Cambridge 
study highlights that later juvenile delinquency is predisposed by “harsh/erratic discipline, 
cruel, passive or neglecting parents, poor parental supervision and parental conflict with 
all factors being measured at age eight (Farrington, 1996, p.32-33). However, studies in this 
area have been burdened by a “profusion of loose terminology” (Blackburn, 1993, p.161), 
terms like lax, harsh and punitive are rather subjective descriptions. Also, these factors 
have most often been studied in isolation. Also, since crime is a complex behavioural 
activity such findings do not provide a complete explanation of criminal behaviour. 
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The Cambridge study sample originally designed as a longitudinal criminal career 
study was also used to adopt a intergenerational approach featuring research in the cycle 
of disadvantages and studies primarily concerned to study to what extent lives are linked 
across generations and decades. A series of studies carried out in the UK, US, Netherlands 
and Scandinavia highlight that crime runs in families claiming that offending concentrates 
in families and tends to be transmitted across generations. However, the nature vs. nurture 
debate is still much alive.

Social/Peer Risk Factors
Humans, other than biological beings, are social beings who live in a social environment 
within which they interact. Peer groups are highly significant for adolescents (Jackson & 
Rodrigues-Tome, 1993) as serve as fertile grounds for experimentation (Sherif & Sherif, 
1964). Peer conformity could result into anti-social tendencies including, drug use and 
misuse of alcohol (Coleman & Hendry, 1990). Hanging around with delinquent peers 
increases one’s frequency of delinquency, such as taking joy rides) Hirschi, 1969; Agnew 
& Petersen, 1989). Delinquent peers in turn approve one’s conforming behaviour to group 
norms making one feel accepted (Akers, Krohn, Lanza-Kaduce & Radesovich, 1979). 
Glueck & Glueck (1950) describe the association of delinquents with delinquent peers 
as “birds of a feather flock together”. Parker & Asher (1987) claim that peer rejection in 
childhood predicts later delinquency. “Rejected” juveniles are unpopular with conforming 
peers whilst popular and accepted in delinquent peer groups. This scenario is shared in 
Malta as revealed by a study investigating the criminal careers amongst male Maltese 
inmates (Clark, 1999). 

Studies indicate that most juveniles do not commit crime on their own (Aultman, 
1980) where co-offending is more common with younger adolescents (Farrington & West, 
1990). However, a cause and effect relationship has not been clearly established as there 
seems to be disagreement about the peer group effects and one’s criminal acts (Blackburn, 
1993). Peer influence is an important factor, but peer pressure is not the only driving 
force pushing juveniles towards crime (Hollin, 1992). Research studies have observed 
a relationship between drugs and crime (Tonry & Wilson, 1990) which activities could 
represent sensation seeking activities. Empirical data suggests that drug use has both a 
direct and indirect effect on crime (Hser, Longshore & Anglin, 1994). Lack of local data 
does not allow one to distinguish between offender and non-offender samples; however 
drug use is part of this anti-social syndrome (Clark, 1999). Also, drug users engage in 
property crimes in order to sustain their costly habit (De La Rosa, Lambert & Gropper, 
1990) and criminal behaviour increases as their drug habit escalates (Chaiken, 1986; 
Chaiken & Chaiken, 1982; Collins, Hubbard & Rachal, 1985; Speckart & Anglin, 1986a; 
1986b). Failing access to legitimate income, juveniles have to resort to illegitimate means 
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to acquire money  (Greenwood, 1992; Johnson, Williams, Dei & Sanabria, 1990).
This retrospective study adopts a risk factor approach in studying the “career” of 

Maltese male juveniles whose offending behavioural patterns persisted towards adulthood 
as attested by the incarceration records at Corradino Correctional Facility (CCF). The 
focus is one three categories of risk factors in this case study:
•	 Individual risk factors: education and conduct behaviour;
•	 Family risk factors: home conditions and relationship with parents, child rearing 

practices & bonding and parental deviation;
•	 Social/peer risk factors: peer influence, misuse of substances, socio-economic 

conditions, employment and street/community life.

Methodology
In this retrospective study, male participants who had criminal records at the Juvenile 
Court and at the local prisons were identified. The multiple case-study approach2 was 
adopted based on a sample of six case studies3. Data analysis was carried out qualitatively 
through the use of archived documents and interviews. All participants of Maltese origin 
were referred by the police to the Socio-Legal Unit. All subjects were criminally charged 
for offences committed before the age of sixteen between 1986 and 1999 and subsequently 
had criminal records as adults (16+) at CCF. 

Data was collected from official documents archived in the Socio-legal Unit, Criminal 
Records (CCF database) as well as through interviews with social workers and probation 
officers. Official documents covered a wide range of recorded materials that included 
family case history, academic records, police records, indictment bills, case conference/s 
reports, reports provided by court appointed experts4, reports provided by other agencies 
such as drug rehabilitation agencies, Magistrate Court sittings5, newspaper reports and 
digital data of CCF records. As the case studies were identified, analysis of documented 
information followed. Archived Juvenile Court documents and personal files of subjects 
were used to identify the risk factors outlined above. Other documents such as data 
archived at the Education Welfare Unit were used to consolidate information related to 
educational background, truancy, school-drop outs and behaviour at school. This was 
followed by analysis of incarceration records per case based on a GIS exercise carried out 
by Formosa (2007) as part of a PhD dissertation. 

2	 This technique involves selecting samples from previously-selected samples carried out in a series of 
progressive stages. 

3	 Purposive sampling was used so as to complement with the case-study approach and analysis of data.
4	 Probation Officers, Social Workers, Doctors, Psychologists, Psychiatrists
5	 Sittings in which a minor is prosecuted as a co-offender with an adult (16+)
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Results
A meta-matrix ordered by cases (Table 1) summarises the risk factors and group instances 
of individual activity occurrences by type indicating where an occurrence is found across 
the case studies. The mind maps (Figure 1 & 2) give a graphic description of the identified 
indicators. 

Education (Figure 1)
Figure 3 shows that the main risk conditions with regards to education, shared by the 
majority of persistent juvenile offenders are that juveniles’ behaviour is rather poor at 
school. Also their academic performance tends to be poor. As a result, the majority lacked 
academic skills having absented themselves from school and quitting schooling early. In 
this study, however illiteracy, truancy, aggressive behaviour and education contraventions 
regarding court charges related to absenteeism were not shared by the majority. This may 
be attributed to the fact that a small pool of juveniles were analysed where larger studies 
could show otherwise. The mind map illustrates visually that school attendance wasn’t 
regular; however charges for absenteeism did not follow similar patterns.

Ability to delay gratification; Ability to foresee the consequences of one’s behaviour; 
concern for others; sensation seeking activities (Figure 2)
Figure 2 illustrates the risk factors related to conduct behaviour. The Mind Map illustrates 
that lack of concern for the feelings of others particularly victims are common to all cases 
indicating a major risk condition related to locus of control. Similarly the majority manifest 
inability to delay gratification and inability to outweigh the consequences following their 
actions that is illegal in nature. This could be explained in the light of the fact, which all 
cases engaged in illegal activities and gave importance to street life. However, lack of self-
control, low frustration tolerance and impulsivity were identified in a minority.
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Family Risk Factors (Figure 3)
This analysis looks at family risk factors that have been identified from the case by case 
study. This is based on the analysis of the Mind Map (Figure 3) and a meta-matrix ordered 
by cases (Table 2).

The phenomenon of a single parenthood either by separation, desertion or natural 
death posits to be a risk factor. However, this could have been worsened by another risk 
factor conditions presented in Figure 3 including lax parenting style, lack of parenting 
skills and a laissez-faire attitude towards discipline. Whilst the majority abdicated from 
their parental responsibilities, institutionalisation was deemed necessary as a temporary 
alternative in 4 cases. Another risk factor directs one’s direction to potential crime 
continuity through belonging to a family with a criminogenic background particularly 
through parental offending. 

The Mind Map (Figure 3) illustrates that family dysfunctions resulting due to problems 
within the household are a major risk condition. Also, poor relationships with parents 
were shared by the majority and all cases did not consider their parents as role models. 
Also, Figure 3 illustrates that parents dedicated minimal time to their children. This is 
linked to the fact that the majority of cases opted to partake to street life rather than 
staying with their parents. 

Social/Peer risk factors (Figure 4)
The final group of indicators in this study covered the issue of social/peer risk factors. This 
is depicted through a Mind Map (Figure 4) and a meta-matrix ordered by cases (Table 3).

The Mind Map (Figure 4) illustrates that substance misuse particularly hard drugs 
are risk indicators, however, personal involvement in drug trafficking is not an indicator. 
Figure 4 indicates that involvement in delinquent circles and having peers involved in 
criminal activity including substance misuse and drug trafficking are major indicators. 
Also, co-offending particularly theft-related was common to all subjects as indicated in 
the map. Another important indicator is the issue of street life as evidenced across all 
cases.

As regards to neighbourhood, interestingly, the map illustrates that the majority of 
cases resided in areas renowned for criminal activities. Such areas are frequently burdened 
with other social problems. This could be explained in the light of evidence indicating that 
all cases faced socio-economic difficulties and had to resort to welfare benefits provided 
by the state as an income. The Mind Map also shows that all subjects faced unemployment 
and had family unemployment history. Thus peer related activities particularly theft and 
misuse of drugs, together with undesired neighbourhoods and the related socio-economic 
constraints are major risk indicators. 
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Conclusion
Subjects investigated in this Malta research developed what Farrington (1997) defined as 
criminal careers since criminal behaviour persisted from adolescence to adulthood. Also, 
their criminal career escalated as they approached adulthood leading them to adult prisons. 
As Moffitt (1993) explained if one remains on the wrong footpath the consequences may 
be maintained by persistent offending. Also, the risk factors that got them into trouble at 
a young age together with the accumulating consequences narrowed their opportunities 
for change (Moffitt, 1993).

Subjects failed to acquire the necessary skills such as academic skills that could 
guarantee employment (Moffitt, 1993). Their experience of school failure (Blackburn, 
1993) has hindered acquisition of academic skills and could also explain the value 
given to street life. Also, deficiencies related to locus of control explain their inability to 
outweigh the consequences of their actions and redirect their lifestyle (Gottfredson and 
Hirschi, 1990; Mischel, Shoda and Rodriguez, 1989; Wilson and Herrnstein, 1985). Since 
unconcern for others and exciting street life (Coleman and Hendry, 1990; Patrick, 1973) 
prevailed their criminal career escalated. Also their later misuse of drugs and involvement 
with drug circles limited their opportunities for change. These risk factors and the resulting 
consequences have had a lasting impact on their deviant lifestyle. 

Families failed to provide guidance towards conventional behaviour. Also, their lack 
of parenting skills, their laissez faire attitude, lax parenting, parental conflict, and their 
criminal background have significantly exerted their constraints on the sons’ lifestyle. This 
could be explained in the light of the socio-economic constraints they faced as according 
to Sampson and Laub (1994) these indirectly influence crime through their effect on 
parental skills. Also, theft-related crime being the most frequent illegal activity could have 
been triggered by financial constraints (Farrington and West, 1990; Patterson, 1982). The 
broken home situation laden by lack of parenting skills and disciplinary measures adopted 
have influenced juveniles’ delinquency. In addition, due to lack of funds parents were 
constrained to reside in affordable neighbourhoods where according to Sultana (1994), 
crime and drugs were commonplace. 

Consequently, befriending delinquent peers and drug use were also found. Also, as 
studies indicate, co-offending (Aultman, 1980; Farrington and West, 1990) is particular 
to juvenile delinquents. They resort to street life when the relationships with parents is 
poor, where subsequently their involvement in delinquent peer group activities persists. 
This accounts for their persistence in criminal behaviour towards adulthood, as avoidance 
of delinquent peers according to Farrington et al. (1975) and Robins et al. (1975) 
stimulates reform.  Also, as Medinnus (1965) claimed juveniles’ delinquent behaviour 
could result since parents were not perceived as role models. This was deteriorated by the 
minimal amount of time spent with their parents. In addition, incarceration could worsen 
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one’s possibility to change due to labelling, where once a bad reputation is achieved, 
reintegration in the social context is significantly threatened. 

Limitations of the Study
Documentary-content archival analyses are “unobtrusive measures” or “indirect 
observations”. However, since the raw data exists in a permanent documented structure 
it caters for replication to validate reliability. Such a study is “a low cost” and less time 
consuming type of a retrospective design (Robson, 2000, p.280).

Such techniques do not fall short of criticisms since they are limited, discontinuous or 
episodic, partial at times or experience data unavailability (Shaughnessy and Zechmeister, 
1990). Also, the archived documents used were compiled for a purpose other than that 
for this investigation (Robson, 2000). Consequently, inconsistent recording of data was 
inevitable. 

Recommendations for Future Research
Future research should aim at addressing what causes onset, persistence and escalation of 
offending as well as the role played by institutions such as welfare, education and probation 
services. In addition, the factors that foster desistence are worth future investigation, since 
as attested by the findings herein only a small percentage of juvenile offenders persist in 
offending and have to serve incarceration as adults. Other studies may include related 
issues such as maternal prostitution, its ‘dark figure’ scenario, as well as the relationship of 
juvenile crime and the relationship to parent prostitutes.

Another issue relates to the way the Maltese Court system imposes fines, probation-
orders and even prison sentences amongst other sanctions to juveniles. Prison sentences 
are served in the National Adult Prison and specialised rehabilitation programmes for 
juvenile offenders such as institutional/residential and community programmes are not 
comprehensive. Future research should aim at addressing ‘what works’ with juveniles 
whose criminal behaviour reaches a peak in adolescence. Are these sanctions effective 
in terms of reducing recidivism? ‘What works and for whom’? Since local research in 
the forensic field is still in its embryonic stage, future research studies should target and 
evaluate the current sentencing approach.  The nature and quality of service juvenile 
offenders receive needs to be examined and evaluated as well as the move towards effective 
policy making and recording processes.



	154	 Key Issues in Criminology: Janus III
Ta

bl
e 1

 - 
In

di
vi

du
al

 R
isk

 F
ac

to
rs

C
on

di
tio

n
C

as
e-

1
C

as
e-

2
C

as
e-

3
C

as
e-

4
C

as
e-

5
C

as
e-

6
Sc

ho
ol

 p
er

fo
rm

an
ce

   A
ca

de
m

ic 
Sk

ill
s

   
Li

te
ra

cy
   

Ve
rb

al
-c

om
m

un
ica

tio
n

   
W

ec
hs

ler

Se
m

i-l
ite

ra
te

Po
or

 
La

ck
in

g

D
iffi

cu
lty

Po
or

 
La

ck
in

g
Se

m
i-l

ite
ra

te

IQ
:9

8

Po
or

 
La

ck
in

g
Se

m
i-l

ite
ra

te
D

iffi
cu

lty

Po
or

 
La

ck
in

g
Po

or
 

La
ck

in
g

Ill
ite

ra
te

Ve
rb

al
:IQ

:7
2

N
on

-
ve

rb
al

:IQ
:7

1
G

lo
ba

l:I
Q

:7
0

Be
ha

vi
ou

r:
sc

ho
ol

/ 
in

st
itu

tio
ns

D
ia

gn
os

is:
 

ag
gr

es
siv

en
es

s/
co

nd
uc

t-
di

so
rd

er

N
/A

• P
ilf
er
in
g

• F
ig
ht
s

• B
ef
rie

nd
s 

tr
ou

bl
es

om
e 

bo
ys

• B
la
ck
m
ai
lin

g 
• V

an
da
lis
m

D
ia

gn
os

ed

-B
ul

ly
in

g 
-T

ra
ffi

ck
ed

 
ec

st
as

y
-V

an
da

lis
m

D
ia

gn
os

ed

-T
ro

ub
le

 
m

ak
er

-A
tte

m
pt

ed
-

th
eft

 
-E

xp
el

le
d

D
ia

gn
os

ed

N
/A

M
isb

eh
av

io
ur

A
bs

en
te

ei
sm

 S
ch

oo
l

   
At

te
nd

an
ce

N
/A

A
bs

en
te

e 
A

bs
en

te
e 

A
bs

en
te

e
A

bs
en

te
e

A
bs

en
te

e 
sin

ce
 

pr
im

ar
y

Sc
ho

ol
 d

ro
p 

ou
ts

N
/A

Ba
r-

ho
pp

in
g

Ye
s

Ye
s

 Y
es

 
(E

xe
m

pt
io

n)
Ye

s
Ye

s

Ed
uc

at
io

n 
co

nt
ra

ve
nt

io
ns

N
/A

N
/A

C
ha

rg
ed

C
ha

rg
ed

N
/A

N
/A



Chapter 6: Juveniles in Jeopardy 	 155
C

on
di

tio
n

C
as

e-
1

C
as

e-
2

C
as

e-
3

C
as

e-
4

C
as

e-
5

C
as

e-
6

Tr
ua

nc
y

N
/A

Re
po

rt
ed

Re
po

rt
ed

Re
po

rt
ed

N
/A

Le
ft 

re
ha

bi
lit

at
io

n-
ce

nt
re

 
A

bi
lit

y 
to

 d
el

ay
 

gr
at

ifi
ca

tio
n

D
ia

gn
os

is

   M
M

PI
:S

co
re

s 

In
ab

ili
ty

 

•lo
w
 

fr
us

tr
at

io
n 

  
to

le
ra

nc
e

•d
iffi

cu
lty

: 
co

nt
ro

lli
ng

 
ac

tio
ns

-in
ab

ili
ty

 
-s

ym
pt

om
s o

f 
ov

er
 a

ct
iv

ity
/

im
pu

lsi
vi

ty

hy
pe

ra
ct

iv
ity

/
la

ck
s s

el
f-

co
nt

ro
l 

-in
ab

ili
ty

- l
ow

 
fr

us
tr

at
io

n 
to

le
ra

nc
e

In
ab

ili
ty

 

-s
ym

pt
om

s 
im

pu
lsi

vi
ty

/
co

nd
uc

t 
di

so
rd

er

C
on

di
tio

n
C

as
e-

1
A

ld
o

C
as

e-
2

C
ar

l
C

as
e-

3
M

ar
k

C
as

e-
4

Si
m

on
C

as
e-

5
R

al
ph

C
as

e-
6

Th
om

as
A

bi
lit

y 
to

 fo
re

se
e 

th
e 

co
ns

eq
ue

nc
es

 o
f o

ne
’s 

be
ha

vi
ou

r

U
na

bl
e 

U
na

bl
e

La
ck

s r
at

io
na

l 
sk

ill
s

U
na

bl
e 

U
na

bl
e

Re
te

nt
io

n/
re

tr
ie

va
l 

in
fo

rm
at

io
n 

pr
ob

le
m

s
C

on
ce

rn
 fo

r o
th

er
s 

(v
ic

tim
)

N
o

N
o

N
o 

N
o

N
o

N
o

Se
ns

at
io

n-
se

ek
in

g 
ac

tiv
iti

es

 S
tre

et
 li

fe

Ill
eg

al
 a

ct
iv

ity

Ye
s

A
nt

iso
ci

al
 

be
ha

vi
ou

r 

Ye
s

Ill
eg

al
 a

ct
iv

ity
/

pe
er

-a
ct

iv
iti

es
/

th
eft

 
Ye

s

Th
eft

s: 
ca

rs
/

jo
y-

rid
es

Ye
s

Pr
op

er
ty

 th
eft

 

Ye
s

Sh
op

lift
in

g 

Ye
s



	156	 Key Issues in Criminology: Janus III
Ta

bl
e 2

 - 
Fa

m
ily

 R
isk

 F
ac

to
rs

C
on

di
tio

n
C

as
e-

1
C

as
e-

2
C

as
e-

3
C

as
e-

4
C

as
e-

5
C

as
e-

6
Se

pa
ra

tio
n;

 d
es

er
tio

n;
 

na
tu

ra
l d

ea
th

M
ot

he
r: 

de
se

rt
io

n
N

ev
er

 m
et

 
bi

ol
og

ic
al

-
fa

th
er

Fa
th

er
: 

de
se

rt
ed

A
bs

en
t

Pa
re

nt
s l

iv
e 

se
pa

ra
te

ly
Fa

th
er

: 
de

ce
as

ed

Fa
m

ily
 d

is
co

rd
Fe

at
ur

es

Fa
th

er
: t

hr
ow

n 
ou

t 

Fe
at

ur
es

 

U
nw

an
te

d:
 at

 
ho

m
e

Fe
at

ur
es

Re
je

ct
s: 

m
ot

he
r’s

 
pa

rt
ne

r

Be
tw

ee
n 

pa
re

nt
s; 

pa
re

nt
s a

nd
 

sib
lin

gs

Be
tw

ee
n 

m
ot

he
r/

sib
lin

g 

Pa
re

nt
s:g

oo
d 

co
nt

ac
ts

Be
tw

ee
n 

su
bj

ec
t/

m
ot

he
r a

nd
 

su
bj

ec
t/ 

gr
an

dp
ar

en
ts

R
el

at
io

ns
hi

ps
 w

ith
 

pa
re

nt
s

  Ro
le-

m
od

els
  P

hy
sic

al
 a

bu
se

   C
on

ta
ct

s w
ith

 fa
th

er

Po
or

 

N
o

To
w

ar
ds

 
m

ot
he

r

Po
or

: M
ot

he
r 

ca
lls

 h
im

 
“b

as
ta

rd
” 

- N
eg

le
ct

/
Re

je
ct

io
n

N
o 

Po
or

:m
ot

he
r

N
o 

To
w

ar
ds

 
m

ot
he

r
N

on
e

N
o 

N
o 

Fe
w

 

Po
or

:m
ot

he
r

N
o 



Chapter 6: Juveniles in Jeopardy 	 157
C

on
di

tio
n

C
as

e-
1

C
as

e-
2

C
as

e-
3

C
as

e-
4

C
as

e-
5

C
as

e-
6

Pa
re

nt
in

g 
sk

ill
s

  G
ui

da
nc

e/
Su

pp
or

t
  C

on
tro

l

A
bs

en
t

N
o 

La
ck

in
g

A
bs

en
t

N
o 

A
bs

en
t

N
o

M
ot

he
r: 

la
ck

in
g

A
bs

en
t

N
o 

La
ck

in
g

A
bs

en
t

N
o 

La
ck

in
g

A
bs

en
t

N
o 

G
ra

nd
pa

re
nt

s-
M

ot
he

r:l
ac

ki
ng

D
is

ci
pl

in
ar

y 
m

ea
su

re
s

    I
ns

tit
ut

io
na

lis
at

io
n

  O
th

er

Pa
ss

iv
e 

La
iss

ez
-f

ai
re

Ye
s 

Pa
ss

iv
e 

La
iss

ez
-f

ai
re

Ye
s/

ho
m

el
es

s 

Er
ra

tic
La

iss
ez

-f
ai

re

Ye
s 

Ph
ys

ic
al

-
pu

ni
sh

m
en

t

Er
ra

tic
La

iss
ez

-f
ai

re

Ye
s 

H
el

d 
st

ol
en

 
pr

op
er

ty

M
ot

he
r –

 
er

ra
tic

La
iss

ez
-f

ai
re

Pa
ss

iv
e 

La
iss

ez
-f

ai
re

 
(m

ot
he

r)

Ti
m

e 
sp

en
t w

ith
 

pa
re

nt
s

M
in

im
al

M
in

im
al

M
in

im
al

M
in

im
al

M
in

im
al

M
in

im
al

C
on

di
tio

n
C

as
e-

1
C

as
e-

2
C

as
e-

3
C

as
e-

4
C

as
e-

5
C

as
e-

6
Pa

re
nt

in
g 

st
yl

e
 A

bd
ica

te
d 

ro
les

-
 to

 a
ut

ho
rit

ie
s 

 g
ra

nd
pa

re
nt

s
  O

th
er

La
x

Ye
s

La
x

Ye
s

3-
ye

ar
 C

ar
e-

O
rd

er
 

La
x

Ye
s

La
x

Ye
s

A
llo

w
ed

 
su

bj
ec

t t
o 

dr
iv

e 
ca

r

La
x

M
ot

he
r: 

pr
ov

id
ed

 u
rin

e 
fo

r s
on

’s 
dr

ug
-

te
st

s

La
x

Ye
s

C
ri

m
e 

in
 fa

m
ily

  M
ot

he
r p

ro
sti

tu
tio

n
  S

ib
lin

g b
eh

av
io

ur

Ye
s

Ye
s

D
ev

ia
nt

Le
ga

l f
at

he
r 

(p
im

p)
Ye

s

Ye
s

Ye
s

In
ca

rc
er

at
ed

 
pa

re
nt

s

D
ev

ia
nt

Ye
s

D
ev

ia
nt

Ye
s



	158	 Key Issues in Criminology: Janus III
Ta

bl
e 3

 - 
So

cia
l/P

ee
r R

isk
 F

ac
to

rs

C
on

di
tio

n
C

as
e-

1
C

as
e-

2
C

as
e-

3
C

as
e-

4
C

as
e-

5
C

as
e-

6
Sm

ok
in

g
Sm

ok
er

N
/A

H
ea

vy
 sm

ok
er

H
ea

vy
 sm

ok
er

Sm
ok

er
Sm

ok
er

A
lc

oh
ol

 co
ns

um
pt

io
n

N
/A

N
/A

N
/A

N
/A

N
/A

N
/A

D
ru

g 
m

is
us

e
A

bu
se

r
D

ru
g 

tr
affi

ck
in

g
A

bu
se

r/
O

ve
rd

os
e

A
bu

se
r

A
bu

se
r

A
bu

se
r

D
ru

g-
re

ha
bi

lit
at

io
n-

pr
og

ra
m

m
es

 
co

m
pl

et
io

n

U
ns

at
isf

ac
to

ril
y

N
/A

U
ns

at
isf

ac
to

ril
y

N
/A

U
ns

ati
sfa

cto
ril

y/
Re

co
m

m
en

ce
d-

  
20

02

U
ns

at
isf

ac
to

ril
y

D
el

in
qu

en
t p

ee
rs

In
vo

lv
ed

 
In

vo
lv

ed
 

In
vo

lv
ed

/o
ld

er
 

pe
er

s 
In

vo
lv

ed
 

In
vo

lv
ed

 
In

vo
lv

ed
 

Su
bs

ta
nc

e 
ab

us
e/

pe
er

-
ci

rc
le

s
C

rim
in

al
 

ac
tiv

ity
Ye

s

G
an

g 
m

em
be

r
Ye

s –
 d

ru
g 

tr
affi

ck
in

g
Ye

s–
 d

ru
g 

tr
affi

ck
in

g

C
rim

in
al

 
ac

tiv
ity

Ye
s–

 d
ru

g 
tr

affi
ck

in
g

Ye
s–

 d
ru

g 
tr

affi
ck

in
g

St
re

et
 L

ife
   

  d
ay

   
  n

ig
ht

Ev
id

en
t

Ba
r-

ho
pp

in
g

Ev
id

en
t

O
ut

-la
te

Ev
id

en
t

O
ut

-la
te

Ev
id

en
t

Ro
am

in
g

Ev
id

en
t

A
ll-

ni
gh

t

Ev
id

en
t

A
ll-

ni
gh

t
C

on
di

tio
n

C
as

e-
1

C
as

e-
2

C
as

e-
3

C
as

e-
4

C
as

e-
5

C
as

e-
6

C
o-

off
en

di
ng

: c
as

es
1

2
1

4
3

2
U

ne
m

pl
oy

m
en

t: 
Su

bj
ec

t
Fe

at
ur

es
 

Fe
at

ur
es

Fe
at

ur
es

Fe
at

ur
es

Fe
at

ur
es

Fe
at

ur
es

    
    

    
  F

at
he

r
    

    
    

  M
ot

he
r

U
ne

m
pl

oy
ed

U
ne

m
pl

oy
ed

U
ne

m
pl

oy
ed

U
ne

m
pl

oy
ed

U
ne

m
pl

oy
ed

U
ne

m
pl

oy
ed

U
ne

m
pl

oy
ed

Em
pl

oy
ed

 
U

ne
m

pl
oy

ed
U

ne
m

pl
oy

ed
Fi

na
nc

ia
l p

ro
bl

em
s

Ev
id

en
t

Ev
id

en
t

Ev
id

en
t

Ev
id

en
t

Ev
id

en
t

Ev
id

en
t

R
el

ia
nc

e 
on

 w
el

fa
re

/
be

ne
fit

s
Pr

es
en

t
Pr

es
en

t
Pr

es
en

t
Pr

es
en

t
Pr

es
en

t
Pr

es
en

t

N
ei

gh
bo

ur
ho

od
:

hi
gh

 cr
im

e
Ev

id
en

t
Ev

id
en

t
N

ew
 a

re
a

Ev
id

en
t

Ev
id

en
t

Ev
id

en
t



Chapter 6: Juveniles in Jeopardy 	 159

References
Agnew, R., and Petersen, D.M. (1989). Leisure and delinquency. Social problems, 36, 332-
350.

Akers, R., Krohn, M.D., Lanza-Kaduce, L., and Radesovich, M. (1979). Social learning and 
deviant behaviour. American Sociological Review, 44, 635-655.

Aultman, M.G. (1980). Group involvement in delinquent acts: A Study of offence types 
and male-female participation. Criminal Justice and Behaviour, 7, 185-192.

Bandura, A., and Walters, R.H. (1959). Adolescent Aggression. New York: Ronald Press.

Barker, E.D., and Maughan, B. (2009). Differentiating early-onset persistent versus 
childhood-limited conduct youth. American Journal of Psychiatry, 166, 900-908.

Blackburn, R. (1993). The Psychology of Criminal Conduct. Chichester: Wiley.

Bottoms, A.E., and Shapland, J. (2010). Steps towards desistance among young adult 
recidivists. In: Farrall, S. Sparks, R. Maruna, S. & Hough, M. (Eds.), Escape Routes. 
London: Routledge.

Brownfield, D., and Sorenson, A.M. (1999). Self-control and Juvenile Delinquency: 
Theoretical issues and an Empirical assessment of Selected Elements of a General Theory 
of Crime. Deviant Behaviour, 14:243-264.

Central Office of Statistics, Malta. (1986). Abstract of Statistics 1986. Malta: Government 
Press.

Central Office of Statistics, Malta. (1994). Abstract of Statistics 1986. Malta: Government 
Press.

Chaiken, M.R. (1986). Crime rates and substance abuse among types of offenders. In B.D. 
Johnson and E. Wish (Eds.), Crime rates among drug-abusing offenders. Final report to the 
National Institute of Justice. New York: Narcotic and Drug Use research, Inc.

Chaiken, J.M., and Chaiken, M.R. (1982). Varieties of criminal behaviour. Santa Monica, 
CA: RAND.

Chilton, R.J., and Markle, G.E. (1972). Family disruption, delinquent conduct and the 
effects of sub-classification. American Sociological Review, 37, 93-99.

Clark, M. (1999). The Pursuit Of A Criminal Career Among Maltese Male Youth: A 
Biographical Approach. Unpublished Ph.D. Thesis, University of Sheffield.



	160	 Key Issues in Criminology: Janus III

Coleman, J.C., and Hendry, L. (1990). The Nature of Adolescence. London: Routledge.

Collins, J.J., Hubbard, R.L., and Rachal, J.V. (1985). Expensive drug use and illegal income: 
A test of explanatory hypothesis. Criminology, 23 (4), 743-764.

Cortes, J.B., and Giatti, F.M. (1972). Delinquency and Crime: A Biopsychosocial Approach. 
New York: Seminar Press.

Currie, E. (2000). Social crime prevention strategies in a market society. In J. Muncie, E. 
McLaughlin and M. Langan (Eds.), Criminological Perspectives; A Reader (p. 343-354). 
London: SAGE Publications Ltd.

De la Rosa, M., Lambert, E.Y., and Gropper, B. (Eds.) (1990). Drugs and violence: Causes, 
correlates, and consequences. Rockville, MD: National Institute on Drug Abuse.

Ezell, M.E., & Cohen, L.E. (2005). Desisting from Crime: Continuity and Change in Long-
Term Crime patterns of serious chronic Offenders. Oxford: Oxford University Press.

Farley, F.H., and Sewell, T. (1976). Test of an arousal theory of delinquency: Stimulation 
seeking in delinquent and non-delinquent black adolescents. Criminal Justice and 
Behaviour, 3, 315-320.

Farrington, D.P. (1996). Individual family and peer factors in the development of 
delinquency. In C.R. Hollin and K. Howells (Eds.), Clinical approaches to working with 
young offenders (p. 21-56). Chichester: Wiley.

Farrington, D.P. (1997). Human Development and Criminal Careers. In M. Maguire, R. 
Morgan and R. Robert (Eds.), The Oxford Handbook of Criminology (p. 361-408). Oxford: 
Clarendon Press.

Farrington, D.P., Gundry, G., and West, D.J. (1975). The familial transmission of 
criminality. Medicine, Science, and Law, 15, 177-186.

Farrington, D.P., and West, D.J. (1990). The Cambridge Study in Delinquent Development: 
A Long Term Follow-Up of 411 London Males. In H.J. Kerner and G. Kaiser (Eds.), 
Criminality: Personality, Behaviour, Life History (p. 115-138). Berlin: Springer-Verlag.

Farrington, D.P., & West, D.J. (1993). Criminal, penal and life histories of chronic 
offenders: Risk and protective factors and early identification. Criminal Behaviour and 
Mental Health, 3, 492-523. 



Chapter 6: Juveniles in Jeopardy 	 161

Formosa, S. (2007). Spatial analysis of temporal criminality evolution: an environmental 
criminology study of crime in the Maltese Islands, Doctoral Thesis, University of 
Huddersfield, UK.

Formosa Pace, J. (2003). Juveniles in Jeopardy, Unpublished Masters Degree Dissertation, 
University of Leicester, UK.

Giddens, A. (1990). The Consequences of Modernity. Cambridge: Polity Press.

Glueck, S., and Glueck, E. (1950). Unravelling Juvenile Delinquency. New York: The 
Commonwealth Fund.

Gottfredson, M.R., and Hirschi, T. (1990). A General Theory of Crime. Stanford: Stanford 
University Press.

Greenwood, P.W. (1992). Substance abuse problems among high-risk youth and potential 
interventions. Crime and Delinquency, 38(4), 444-458.

Hetherington, E.M., and Martin, B. (1979). Family interaction. In H.C. Quay and J.S. 
Werry (Eds.), Psychopathological Disorders of Childhood, Second Edition. New York: 
Wiley.

Hirschi, T. (1969). Causes of Delinquency. California: University of California Press.

Hirschi, T., and Gottfredson, M. (1983). Age and the Explanation of Crime. American 
Journal of Sociology, 89, 552-584.

Hoffman, M.L. (1977). Moral internalisation: Current theory and research. In L. Berkowitz 
(Ed.), The Development of Prosocial Behaviour. New York: Academic Press.

Hollin, C.R. (1992). Criminal Behaviour: A psychological approach to explanation and 
prevention. London: The Falmer Press.

Hurlock, E.B. (1980). Developmental Psychology: A Life-Span Approach. New York: 
McGraw-Hill, Inc.

Hser, Y., Longshore, D., and Anglin, M.D. (1994). Prevalence of drug Use Among Criminal 
Offender Populations: Implications for Control, treatment, and Policy. In D.L. MacKenzie 
and C.D. Uchida (Eds.), Drugs and Crime: Evaluating Public Policy Initiatives (p. 18-41). 
London: Sage Publications.

Jackson, S., and Rodriguez-Tome, H. (1993). Adolescence And Its Social Worlds. U.K.: 
Lawrence Erlbaum Associates Ltd.



	162	 Key Issues in Criminology: Janus III

Johnson, B.D. ,Williams, T., Dei, K.A., and Sanabria, H. (1990). Drug use in the inner 
city: Impact on hard-drug users and the community. In M. Tonry and J.Q. Wilson (Eds.), 
Crime and Justice: Vol. 13. Drugs and Crime. Chicago: University of Chicago Press.

Kemshall, H. (2003). Understanding Risk in Criminal Justice. Buckingham: Open University 
Press.

Laub, J.H., & Sampson, R.J. (2003). Shared Beginnings, Divergent Lives: Delinquent Boys 
to Age 70. Cambridge, MA: Harvard University Press.

Medinnus, G.R. (1965). Delinquents’ perceptions of their parents. Journal of Consulting 
Psychology, 29, 592-593.

Mischel, W., Shoda, Y., and Rodriguez, M.I. (1989). Delay of gratification in children. 
Science, 244, 933-938.

Moffitt, T.E. (1993). Adolescence-Limited and Life-Course-Persistent Antisocial 
Behaviour: A Developmental Taxonomy. Psychological Review, 100, 674-701.

Moffitt, T.E. (1996). The neuropsychology of conduct disorder. In P. Cordella & L.J. Siegel 
(Eds.), Readings in Contemporary Criminological Theory (p.85-106). Boston: Northeastern 
University Press.

Moffitt, T.E., Aresneault, L., Jaffee, S., Kim-Cohen, J., Kooenen, K.C., Odgers, C.L. et al. 
(2008). Research Review: DSM-V conduct disorder: Research needs for an evidence base. 
Journal of Child Psychology and Psychiatry, 49, 3-33.

Newburn, T. (1997). Youth, Crime, and Justice. In M. Maguire, R. Morgan and R. Reiner 
(Eds.), The Oxford Handbook of Criminology (p. 613-660). Oxford: Clarendon Press.

Parker, J.G., and Asher, S.R. (1987). Peer relations and later personal adjustment: Are low 
accepted children at risk? Psychological Bulletin, 102, 357-389.

Patterson, G.R. ,Reid, J.B., and Dishion, T.J. (1992). Antisocial Boys. Eugene, OR: Castalia.

Patrick, J. (1973). A Glasgow Gang Observed. London: Eyre-Methuen.

Polk, K., Alder, C., Bazemore, G., Blake, G., Cordray, S., Coventry, G., Galvin, J., and 
Temple, M. (1981). Becoming Adult. Washington, DC: National Institute of Mental Health.

Pratt, T.C., and Cullen, F.T. (2000). The Empirical Status of Gottfredson and Hirschi’s 
General Theory of Crime: A Meta-Analysis. Criminology, Volume 38, 3, 931-964.



Chapter 6: Juveniles in Jeopardy 	 163

Robson, C. (2000). Real World Research: A Resource for Social Scientists and Practitioner-
Researchers. United Kingdom: Blackwell Publishers Ltd.

Sampson, R.J., and Laub, J.H. (1994). Urban Poverty and the Family Context of 
Delinquency: A New Look at Structure and Process in a Classic Study. Child Development, 
65, 523-540.

Sherif, M., and Sherif, C.W. (1964). Reference Groups. New York: Harper and Row.

Shaughnessy, J.J., and Zechmeister, E.B. (1990). Research Methods in Psychology. Boston: 
McGraw-Hill.

Speckart, G.R., and Anglin, M.D. (1986a). Narcotics use and crime: A causal modelling 
approach. Journal of Quantitative Criminology, 2, 3-28.

Speckart, G.R., and Anglin, M.D. (1986b). Narcotics use and crime: An overview of recent 
research advances. Contemporary Drug Problems, 13, 741-769.

Sultana, R. (1994). Perspectives on Class in Malta. In R. Sultana and G. Baldacchino 
(Eds.), Maltese Society: A Sociological Inquiry (p. 27-53). Msida, Malta: Mireva. 
Testa, S. (2012). Juvenile offenders: A comprehensive study of the criminal trends and 
relative community based interventions, Unpublished Masters Degree Dissertation, 
University of Malta, Malta.

Tonry, M., and Wilson, J.Q. (Eds.) (1990). Drugs and Crime. Chicago: University of 
Chicago Press.

Wells, L.E., and Rankin, J.H. (1986). The broken homes model of delinquency: Analytic 
issues. Journal of Research in Crime and Delinquency, 23, 68-93.

White, H.R., Labouvie, E.W., and Bates, M.E. (1985). The relationship between sensation 
seeking and delinquency: A longitudinal analysis. Journal of research in Crime and 
Delinquency, 22, 197-211.

Wilson, J.Q., and Herrnstein, R.S. (1985). Crime and Human Nature. New York: Simon 
and Schuster.

Wolfgang, M.E. Figlio, R.M. and Sellin, T. (1972). Delinquency in a Birth Cohort. Chicago, 
IL: University of Chicago Press.






