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What happens after adolescents exhibit delinquent
behaviors?

Abstract

Delinquency is a widely concerned issue around the world. Theories and studies
have focused on the etiology of delinquency. It is shown that delinquency is a
complicated problem behavior embedded in a network with many different factors
contributing to its occurrence and development, such as family-relevant factors,
disadvantaged neighborhood, attachment and commitment to school, association with
delinquent peers, and unemployment, etc. However, once the adolescents exhibit
delinquent behaviors, what happens to these factors is relatively lack of concern. The
purpose of this article is to discuss the effects of delinquency on family, school, peer
relationships, and adolescents themselves through reviewing the existing literature.
Generally speaking, the aversive and repugnant nature of delinquency tends to arouse
disturbances to people and environment around the youth. Consequently, the
responses from those people and environment are very likely to foster adolescents
involvement in subsequent delinquency. This issue is very important to parents and
educational practitioners. Delinquency isin adevelopmental process. It is not the end,
but it could be a start of a vicious circle. Through the review of this article, it is
anticipated that, when facing youth’s delinquency, parents and teachers can have a
more comprehensive understanding of such deviant behaviors. Knowing the causes
and consequences of delinquency is a key element to form better and more efficient

strategies of prevention and intervention.

Keywords: adolescent; delinquency; impacts of delinquency
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Introduction

Delinquency is one of today’s most pressing problems to the society (Smith &
Stern, 1997). Many empirical studies and theoretical perspectives have devoted to the
etiology of delinquency and reveal that it is a very complicated problem behavior
embedded in a network with many different factors contributing to its occurrence and
development. For example, studies have shown that different aspects of parenting
practices can either alleviate or aggravate an adolescent’s risk of engaging in
antisocial or delinquent behaviors (Fagan, Van Horn, Antaramian, & Hawkins, 2011;
Murray & Farrington, 2010). Additionally, other factors, such as disadvantaged
neighborhood, attachment and commitment to school, association with delinquent
peers, and unemployment, are also considered in the literature as correlates of
delinquency (Baron, 2008; Brook, Brook, Rubenstone, Zhang, & Saar, 2011; Lo, et al.,
2011).

Prior studies on the etiology of delinquency indeed make a valuable contribution
in terms of shaping the possible antecedents of delinquency and helping develop
various intervention and prevention programs as well. However, the uni-directional
consideration overlooks the dynamic nature of the relationships between youth and
environment. Hence, an important question is relatively disregarded. That is, what
happens to those risk factors after the youth exhibits delinquent behaviors? As the
interactional theory proposes, it is implausible to assert that youths' delinquency does
not influence family relationships, success in school and work, choices of delinquent
or non-delinquent peers, and so forth (Thornberry & Christenson, 1984, p. 399). The
aversive and repugnant nature of delinquency tends to arouse disturbances to people
and environment around the youth. Consequently, the responses from those people
and environment are very likely to foster youths involvement in subsequent

delinquent or criminal acts.
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Recently, studies have started to investigate the consequences of delinquency and
provided evidence of a reciprocal relationship between delinquency and those
so-called “causal factors’ (Thornberry & Henry, 2009; Williams & Steinberg, 2011,
Willoughby & Hamza, 2011). Nevertheless, what possible impacts the youths
delinquency may have are lacking systematic discussion in the literature. Therefore,
the purpose of this article is to review related literature on the impacts of delinquency
to fill this gap. The following discussion consists of two parts. First, the impacts of
delinquency upon family relationships, school, peer relationships, and youth
themselves are discussed. Second, based on the review, a conclusion and implications
are provided, especialy to parents and teachers. Parents and teachers are significant
others of the adolescents and they play a very important role in their lives. They are
also very likely to be influenced by the youths' delinquency. How can they help the
youths if they are caught in the disturbances caused by the delinquent behaviors? One
of key elementsisto be aware of the causes and consequences of consequences. Once
they know the dynamic process of delinquent development, particularly the impacts of
delinquency, they will know better and have the keys to break the vicious circle of

delinquent involvement.
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Impacts of Delinquency

In this section, the impacts of delinquent behavior upon four different aspects of
adolescents' lives will be discussed, including the impacts on family, school, peer

relationships, and adol escents themsel ves.

Impacts of Delinquency on Family

Family is one of the most significant institutions for child and adolescent
development and socialization (Smith & Stern, 1997). Because of the extensive
influence on child development, family-related factors play an important role in
explaining delinquency. Specifically, family management and socialization process
(for example, parental supervision and attachment) is found to be closely related to
delinquency (Gomez & McLaren, 2007). However, the relationships between parents
and children are not static. Children’s delinquent behavior is affected by, and also
affects, their relationship with parents. Generally, delinquency would deteriorate
individuals' relationships with family (Chao, 2009). Findings of prior studies have
shown that adolescents’ delinquency have negative impacts on different aspects of
family relationships, including impacts on parents, quality of parenting practices,
family climate, and siblings.

Impacts upon Parents. Delinquent behaviors result in substantial distress on
parents. Stern and Smith (1999) pointed out that parents experience a series of
responses when they know their children exhibit delinquency, or even get involved in
legal sanctions. Generally, parents are shock in the first place. Then, they feel shame
and angry when they have to contact with the juvenile justice system. They repeatedly
experience disappointment, depression, stress and a sense of 1oss when their children

involve in more delinquency. Ambert (1997) indicated that most parents do poorly at
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work, have eating and sleeping problems, become edgy, feel depressed, worry about
the difficult child, and express concern for other children in the family.

Stewart and colleagues (2002) indicated that, when the adolescents’ are getting
involved in justice system, it isvery costly to parents. They have to take time off from
work to escort children to the police station or court as well as spend money in
seeking help from professionals to deal with such problems. Moreover, blame and
pressure from neighbors, friends, relatives, teachers, and other professionals also give
parents additional burden and some of them choose to be socially isolated (Ambert,
1997; Stern & Smith, 1999). Isolation from socia networks makes parents’ situations
worse in that they have no one with whom to share their experiences, and they lack
resources and support to help them deal with the distress.

Impacts upon Quality of Parenting. Studies have shown that delinquency
would undermine effective parenting practices. In Shaw’s (2001) study, he found that
for the first time delinguents, some parents enhance their supervision over the children,
and even give them more punishment. Since they think that child's deviance results
from having deviant peers, they restrict child’'s freedom of making friends and routine
activities. Also, Shaw found that some parents show phlegmatic to children’s
delinquency, which makes children think that parents are giving them up.

Generaly speaking, delinquency is found to have negative impacts on both
attachment to parents and parental supervision. For example, Kandel and Wu (1995)
found that children’s aggressive behaviors tend to reduce maternal supervision and
decrease maternal positive feelings toward them. For adolescents, attachment to
parents and delinquency are found to be reciprocally associated. Low levels of
parental attachment increases the likelihood of engaging in delinquency, which, in
turn, attenuates the attachment between parents and youths (Scaramella, Conger,
Spoth, & Simons, 2002; Thornberry, Lizotte, Krohn, Farnworth, & Jang, 1991).
Furthermore, Patterson (1995) indicated that, “as problem children become
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increasingly coercive, parents lack of skills is further exacerbated” (p.95). Youths
delinquent behaviors have a tendency to reduce parents attempts to supervise and
monitor. Consequently, deviant youths spend more time outside the family, have
higher chance to start a street career at an early age, and are at higher risk for early
arrest (Jang & Smith, 1997; Patterson, 1995).

Changes in Family Climate. Delinquency tends to impose a negative impact
upon overal family climate. First, delinquency behaviors are likely to impair a
family’s ability to solve problems that are relevant to its good functioning (Forgatch,
1989). Secondly, because some parents start accusing each other for the responsibility
of their child's deviance, the harmony of marriage may aso be influenced (Ambert,
1997).

Thirdly, delinquency is likely to lead to a rocky relationship between parents and
children (Ambert, 1997, Loeber & Stouthamer-Loeber, 1986). As a result of
delinquency, parents tend to lose their trust and lower their expectations of the
in-trouble children. Parents may monitor children more closely, especialy their
whereabouts and friends. Usually, such controlling acts result in children’s rebellion
and atense relationship.

Further, delinquency is associated with fighting in the family. Giordano (1989)
found that involvement in delinquency is the major reason for discord and fighting in
some youths families. When they desist from delinquent involvement, their
relationship with parents improves as aresult.

Finally, when facing delinquency and conflicting relationships, some parents
may give up. Some parents may deliberately keep distance from their children or evict
them in order to achieve superficial peace and quiet and leave the children to act as
they please (Angenent & Man, 1996).

Impacts upon Siblings. Delinquency may place other children in the family at
high risk of getting involved in deviant behaviors. Loeber and Stouthamer-L oeber
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(1986) indicated that the siblings in the family can function as a training ground for
children’s conduct problem, and the deviant child can serve as a role model for
delinquency for other children in the family.

Jones and Jones (2000) proposed a *“ contagion hypothesis’ which emphasizes the
role of contagion in delinquent behavior. Their findings showed that, especialy for
boys, an individual’s risk of engaging in delinquency becomes greater with higher
prevalence of deviant behavior in the family. Rowe and Gulley (1992) also indicated
that siblings who report a warmer mutual relationship, have fewer conflicts, or have
greater contact with mutual friends are more aike in delinquent behaviors.

In sum, youths delinquent behaviors bring forth deleterious impacts upon
different aspects of family life. First, for parents, when youths engage in delinquency,
they experience huge distress and psychological pain. They may aso spend a lot of
time and money to deal with children’s delinquency, and they even choose to
withdraw and isolate themselves from their social networks in order to protect the
family and their in-trouble children. Secondly, youth’s delinquency tends to worsen
parenting practices, in terms of reduction in parents' ties with the child and decline in
their supervision over the child. Thirdly, delinquent behaviors alter the overal family
climate. Youths' delinquency islikely to impair the family’s ability to solve problems,
weaken the harmony of parents’ marriage, lead to a tense relationship between parents
and child, and eventually causes parental regjection of the in-trouble child. Finally,
youths' delinquency may put other children in the family at greater risk of engaging in

deviant behaviors.

Impacts of Delinquency on School.

When extending their sphere of activities from home to school, children who
have not learned how to behave in a socially acceptable way will act in a similar

manner outside the family. Their deviant behaviors will lead them to encounter
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multiple difficulties in school. Wu (1997) found that the delinquent adolescents have
poorer adaptation in school than general adolescents. For the problems of academic
performance, conducts, relationships with teachers, and peer relations, delinquent
adolescents tend to adopt passive and escaping ways to deal with.

Impacts upon Academic Performance. Delinquency may lead to youth’'s poor
academic performance in school. Patterson and colleagues (1992) found that
delinquency is associated with subsequent academic failure in school. Their poor
academic performance may result from that delinquents have lower levels of
academic engagement and spend less time in school work. Moreover, Patterson and
colleagues (1992) indicated that the noncompliance and abrasive interpersonal styles
of delinquent adolescents tend to result in avoidance by people who could teach them
new skills and give them feedback in the classrooms and on the playground; for
instance, teachers and conventional fellow students. Because of their reduced
academic engagement and learning less within and outside the classroom, poor
academic performance is a rather prevalent difficulty that delinquents may confront.
When adolescents are involved with legal system, such experiences tend to decrease
their achievement in education and work during late adolescence and early adulthood
(DelLi, 1999).

Impacts upon Bonds to School. Delinquency may lead to attenuated bonding to
school -- attachment and commitment to school. Liska and Reed (1985) found that
boys who engage in interpersonal violence and/or vandalism/theft tend to lessen their
attachment to school; particularly, they lack positive attitude toward school and
perceive that school is a boring place. Also, studies have found that delinquency
reduces adolescents' commitment to school (Patterson, et al., 1992; Thornberry, et al.,
1991). For example, Simons and colleagues (1998) found that oppositional/defiant
behaviors during the late childhood tend to result in later reduction in school

commitment. Delinquents tend to have less interest in school, lower educational
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aspirations, poor academic performance, worse attendance record, and spend less time
in school work than the conventional children. Then, low levels of attachment and
commitment to school lead to subsequent increases in delinquent behaviors.

Impacts on Discipline in School. Delinquent behaviors in school are very likely
to put adolescents on the rolls of discipline cases. For example, Liska and Reed (1985)
indicated that youths delinquency in the street may be associated with annoying
behaviors within the school. Such disturbing and rule-breaking behaviors tend to draw
attention and reactions from teachers and school administrators. Deviant behaviors not
only place youth at great risk of receiving predictable discipline, but also lead to a
strained and tense relationship between teachers and delinquent youths. Further,
Morrison and Skiba (2001) indicated that students who have had prior records of
behaving antisocially at school would be expected to be those most likely to engage in
antisocial or deviant behaviors in the future. Therefore, those youths who exhibit
delinquent behaviors in school are very likely to be supervised intensely by teachers
and school administrators in that they are considered as high-risk, potential
rule-breakers. And this may further lead to a tense relationship between teachers and
delinquents.

Impacts upon Dropping Out. Delinquent behaviors also put youths at high risk
of dropping out. For example, Kupersmidt and Coie (1990) found that aggression and
frequent school absences are associated with grade retention, truancy, and school
dropout during high-school years. The results illustrated that aggressive students are
more likely to withdraw early from school than non-aggressive students. Further,
Kaplan and Liu (1994) found, “drug users are three times as likely to drop out of high
school as nonusers’ (p.434). They indicated that prior drug use is associated with loss
of motivation to conform to the requirements of student role, becoming objects of

social sanctions, and age-inappropriate involvement with social roles (for instance,
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pregnancy, parenthood, or marriage). Those negative outcomes, in turn, deepen
drug-using adolescents' likelihood of school dropout (Thornberry & Henry, 2009).
Delinquent behaviors and aversive interpersonal styles place youth at great risk
of experiencing multiple adjustment problems in school, including poor academic
performance, weakening bonds to school, becoming the targets of school disciplinary
practices, and dropping out. Those difficulties are not beneficial to youths' desistence
from further delinquency. In contrast, these school adjustment problems tend to

intensify youths' tendency to engage in further delinquency.

Impacts of Delinquency on Peer Relationship

As children’s activity center moves from family to school, they spend more time
with peers in school and leisure activities (Ambert, 1997). Especially during
adolescence, the need to affiliate with peersis very strong (Reed & Rountree, 1997).
Exposure to friends who engage in delinquency has been established as an important
determinant of adolescents’ deviance in the literature (Piquero, Gover, MacDonald, &
Piquero, 2005). Studies aso found that delinquency affects the relationships with
friendsaswell (Simons, et al., 1998).

Rejection by Conventional Peers. Deviant behavior learned at home places
youths at great risk of being rejected by conventional peers. Such peer rejection can
occur as early as preschool. With a group of children attending a university-based
nursery school, Wood, Cowan, and Baker (2002) found, for boys and girls,
noncompliance, hyperactivity, and social withdrawal are significantly associated with
peer rejection; overt aggression is correlated with peer rejection only for boys.
Patterson et al. (1992) indicated that rejections by normal peer groups occur soon after
the delinquents are introduced to the peer groups; over a period of time, being rejected
by conventional groups further strengthens and consolidates their delinquent statuses.

Also, Waas and Graczyk (1999) found that both externalizing (e.g., disruptive



12855

behavior) and internalizing (e.g., withdrawal behavior) problem behaviors may lead to
negative evaluations by peers. Aggressive and delinquent behaviors in general and
disruptive and aversive behaviors in classroom are more likely to induce peers
disfavor and lead to social rejection than social withdrawal behaviors. Additionally,
Shaw (2001) found that, in order to avoid negative influence on students, teachers
would separate students from the deviant adolescents and warn them not to be close
with those deviant classmates. The teachers may even ask the deviant adolescents not
to come to school. After being aware the classmates deviant behaviors, some students
would discriminate against them and refuse to be friends with them.

Association with Delinquent Peers. Youths delinquency would affect the
compositions of peer networks. Delinquents tend to tend to “seek out peers who are
mirror images of themselves’ (Patterson, et a., 1992, p. 12). Studies have provided
support to such a “social selection” or “birds of a feather flock together” perspective.
For example, Knecht and colleagues (2011) found that adolescents select others as
friends who have a similar level of delinquency compared with their own level. Also,
Gordon and colleagues (2004) examined youths delinquent involvement before,
during, and after gang memberships. Their results supported both selection effects and
sociaization effects. Compared to non-gang boys, gang members get involved in
higher levels of violent and property crimes before joining gangs. Further, the average
levels of drug selling, drug use, violent behaviors and property crimes are higher
during the period of active gang members than the levels before participating in gangs.
After boys leave gangs, only drug selling and drug use still persist in higher levels
than before the gang memberships. Youths who use marijuana and alcohol or engage
in delinquency tend to seek out and associate with peers who share similar behaviors
and values. Such associations then further intensifies their tendency of delinquent

involvement (Reed & Rountree, 1997).
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Findings of prior studies illustrated that delinquent behaviors lead youths to
encounter multiple difficulties in getting along with peers. Youths delinquency and
difficulties with peer associations form a reciprocal relationship. Deviant behaviors
and deficient social skills place youths at great risk of being rejected by conventional
peer groups. Delinguent youths then turn to seek out support from those friends who
share similar deviant behavior patterns with them. However, associating with deviant
peers leads youths to a detrimental situation in that their delinquent statuses become

more solidified and their behavioral trajectories move toward increased delinquency.

Impacts of Delinquency on Adolescents Themselves

Delinquents not only are very likely to encounter difficultiesin family, at school,
and in relationships with peers, but they also may experience some personal
difficulties. Shaw (2001) found that, after being criticized and rejected by family and
school, deviant adolescents may feel angry, sad, and lonely. Moreover, some
delinquents may even identify that they are bad kids, devaluate themselves and give
up. Eventually, they become more and more deviant. Prior studies have suggested that
delinquency is related to depressed mood, shift in attitudes/beliefs toward deviance,
deviant identity, and adoption of age-inappropriate social roles (Angenent & Man,
1996; Patterson, et al., 1992; Thornberry, 1987).

Depressed Mood. Patterson and colleagues (1992) indicated that delinquents are
highly likely to experience depressed mood as a reaction to social failures; particularly,
failure in academic performance and peer relations. Wiesner (2003) further found a
gender difference. That is, he found that delinquency has a uni-directional effect on
depression for boys, and areciprocal relationship between delinquency and depression
for girls. Also, Cairns, Peterson, and Neckerman (1988) found that many profoundly
aggressive and violent youths are prone to suicidal behaviors. The incidences of

attempted suicide of the aggressive and violent youths are significantly greater than in
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the general population. Although the findings showed that violent behaviors and
suicidal acts co-vary in a considerable amount within adolescents, the association
between aggression and suicide is unsettled yet.

Beliefs. Delinquency is assumed to lead to the changes in beliefs or attitudes
towards deviance. Patterson and colleagues (1992) found that adolescents
delinquency and ongoing failure may lower their positive attitudes towards authority
(for example, police, teachers, and parents). Studies also found a reciproca
relationship between delinquency and deviant attitude. Krohn and colleagues (1996)
indicated, “it appears that adolescents initially adopt beliefs that are consistent with
their behavior. As adolescents become further integrated into a drug using peer
network, they are more likely to adopt the attitudes consistent with their friends
behavior, and then those beliefs play the role in maintenance of drug using behavior”
(p.423). Further, Reed and Rountree (1997) found that youths substance use leads to
an increase in attitudes favorable towards substance use. Reed and Rountree (1997)
viewed this finding as support for the rationalization hypothesis. Substance-using
adolescents are very likely to retroactively neutralize their behaviors by adopting
pro-delinquency attitude.

Deviant Identity. According to labeling theory, when delinquent acts bring
about the societal reactions, the individua is labeled as a deviant or trouble-maker.
Individuals' deviant behaviors are not necessarily involved with societal reactions.
Gradually, the individuals tend to accept this social role imposed upon them and, as a
self-fulfilling prophecy, act in the way that conforms to the role (Cullen & Agnew,
2010). Thomas and Bishop (1984) found that, more delinquency the youths engage in,
they are more likely to view themselves as delinquent. They also indicated that the
imposition of formal sanction is further associated with youths enhanced

self-identification as delinquent.



1S VR T R 2R

Adopting Age-Inappropriate Social Roles. Delinquency may place adolescents
ahead of the developmental stages and lead them to precocious acquisition of adult
roles. Smith and colleagues (2000) found that getting involved in delinquent
behaviors during early adolescence tends to increase youths risk of precocious
transitions to adult roles and statuses before the normatively expected age. They
indicated that substance-using behaviors during early adolescence appear to put
adolescents at greater risk of dropping out of high school, becoming pregnant or
impregnating someone, having children during teenage years, living independently
from parents or guardians prematurely. Newcomb and Bentler (Newcomb & Bentler,
1985, 1988) also pointed out that, drug use in adolescence is associated with increased
sexual activity, a greater number of sexual partners and steady partners during
adulthood, and early marriage and parenthood, which then often result in divorce.
Regarding gang membership, Thornberry and colleagues (2003) found that,
“Adolescent gang membership may well contribute to disorder in the life course”
(p.167). Particularly, gang membership exerts an independent influence on youths
experience of multiple disorderly transitions, such as failure to graduate from high
school, early pregnancy or impregnation, teenage parenthood, living independently
from parents, unstable employment patterns, and cohabitation. Such disorderly
transitions then tend to place youths at high risk of being arrested in the young adult

years.

Conclusion and Implications

The purpose of this article isto review recent studies that focus on the impacts of
delinquency upon family, school, peer relations, and adolescents themselves to
emphasize that youths are not just passive parties being influenced by the risk factors
of delinquency. First, delinquency tends to cause families a hard time. When parents

learn of their children’s delinquent involvement, they suffer enormous distress and
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psychological pain. Delinquency may hence change the parents’ relationships with the
child and their child-rearing practices. Not only is the overall family climate disturbed
by youths deviance, but other children in the family are also at high risk of being
influenced. Secondly, when adolescents bring their deviant proclivity to school and
act in a way that they have at home, they may encounter multiple adjustment
problems in school, including poor academic performance, attenuating bonding to
school, holding less positive attitudes towards school and teachers, making less effort
in schoolwork, being the targets of school disciplinary practices, and dropping out of
school at early ages. Additionally, delinquent adolescents are very likely to encounter
difficulties in peer relationships. Their aversive acts and social skills deficit place
them at considerable risk of being rejected by conventional peers. They then tend to
seek out support from those friends who share and enjoy similar deviant behavior
patterns with them. Subsequently, being associating with delinquent peers leads to
increases in youths' delinquent involvements and their consolidated antisocial statuses
among conventional peer groups. Finally, delinquency also tends to bring youths
diverse personal problems, including depressed mood, attempted suicidal acts,
holding attitudes and beliefs favorabl e towards delinquency, accepting deviant identity,
and precociously adopting adult roles at early ages.

As predicted by the interactional theory, this review illustrates that youths
delinquent involvement tends to induce relatively negative consequences upon the
environment, which, in turn, intensify youths tendency to engage in further
delinquency. Then, it leads to the issue -- what can be implied from the review? From
the findings of prior studies, this article suggests three implications for parents,
teachers, and policy making. First, family is the primary socializing unit for children
prior to school. Prior studies showed that the reciprocal relationships between youths
and family members, especialy parents, play a crucia role in youths delinquent

involvement. Thus, the family intervention should start relatively early in youths' life
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course, because the youths' delinquent patterns have not yet developed and the family
still exerts great influences on youths at that time. As youths enter the adolescence
stage, the impacts of parental attachment and supervision decline over time as youths
expand their sphere of activities and gain independence (Krohn, et a., 1996).

Second, the findings of prior studies clearly illustrated that the responses from
the environment towards youths delinquency are detrimental in creating bonds to
conventional individuals and institutions. When we interpret the findings from another
angle, the reactions from the environment can be seen as the mediating mechanisms
from early conduct problems progressing into later delinquent involvement (Wright,
Caspi, Moffitt, & Silva, 2001). That is, in addition to focusing on eliminating the risk
factors and enhancing the protective factors of delinquency, the reciprocal
relationships between youths and environment can be considered as turning points
and hints to design programs that aim at interrupting the progressive development
from early oppositional / defiant behavior to later serious, chronic delinquent
involvement.

Kaplan and Liu (1994) indicated, from their study on drug use and dropping out
of school, “Where it is not possible to forestall or prevent the onset of illicit drug use,
the understanding of the mediating mechanisms provides arational base for designing
and implementing interventions that may moderate the adverse effects of drug use on
motivation, negative social sanctions, and premature involvement in certain social
roles, which, in turn, have direct or indirect effects on dropping out of school” (p.
435). This rationale can be generalized to the interventions of general delinquency
discussed in this article.

Lytton’s (1990) suggestions about how to help families with conduct-disordered
children can be used as an example. Viewing that parents tend to have negative
feelings and reactions for their children’s problem behaviors, Lytton (1990) suggested

that, for those therapists working with conduct-disordered children and their families,
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trying to relieve parents any unwarranted sense of guilt for the children’s difficulties
would allow the treatment to work better. He further indicated, “ Therapists can then
focus on the influence that the reciprocal transactions between parental treatment and
the child’'s predisposition exert on the expression of the disorder, and they could
explore with parents ways in which the latter could try to adapt their own responses to
their children’s problem behavior” (p.694). Similarly, this principle can aso be
applied in the setting of school. Once the teachers and school stuff know what
adolescents may encounter in school and in peer relationships after their delinquent
involvement, they can consider ways in which they could adapt their reactions to such
deviance.

Third, regarding the complex and interlocking nature of the causal relationships
between youths' delinquency and the surrounding environment, it would be beneficial
to identify the risk factors in different settings and deal with them in a coordinated
fashion. An innovated and comprehensive family-based treatment -- multisystemic
therapy (MST) -- can be an example to illustrate how different social settings can be
brought together to deal with youths delinquency. Based on the premise that “the
process of human development is viewed as a reciproca interchange between the
individual and interconnected systems’ (Henggeler, Melton, Brondino, Scherer, &
Hanley, 1997, p. 823), MST views problem behavior as the product of the operation
of multiple systems. Thus, MST interventions not only reach to the individua
adolescent and his or her family system, but also deal with the difficulties between
other systems, for example, family-school systems. MST addresses multiple known
risk factors for delinquency (e.g., individual, family, school, peer, and community
factors) in a comprehensive but individualized way. Those recognized problems then
are treated in the natural ecology of the adolescent and his or her family. Services are
mainly provided in home, and they are also provided in school, neighborhood settings,

socia service agencies, and other community locations as well. According to the
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evauation of the effectiveness of MST, MST has documented improvement in
individual and family functioning as well as long-term reduction in violent and other
criminal activities of serious juvenile offenders (Henggeler, 2011; Henggeler,
Clingempee!, Brondino, & Pickrel, 2002; Randall & Cunningham, 2003; Schaeffer &
Borduin, 2005; Timmons-Mitchell, Bender, Kishna, & Mitchell, 2006).

In sum, perhaps, once concrete ideas about the risk factors for youths
delinquency and the reciprocal relationships between youths and environment around
them are established, programs can be derived and designed that aim at eliminating
the risk factors and mitigating the aversive impacts of delinquency upon family,
school, peer relationships, and the adolescents themselves to cut off the vicious circle
of the negative, reciprocal interactions between delinquency and environment at early
stage in youths' life course. Hence, the progress of early conduct problems to later

delinquent involvement will possibly be interrupted.
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Challenges and Solutions in Counseling the Bully

Abstract

The miss behaviors of bully were typically punished by the school authorities but
not bring into the notice of counseling service system. Currently, more number of
offensive behavior events by the bully was been reported to mass media which made
the school authorities get aware that these expressed behaviors could be partly
caused by mental distress. This made them to send the bully to undergo counseling to
rectify their delinquent conducts. It is always being challenging to the counselors as
the different bully clines exhibit or posses varied behavior and mental attitudes. On
the same lines, despite in having the few empirical studies on this issue from the
counseling perspective, the content of real challenges and possible solutions in
counseling the bully are elusive. In order to clarify this issue, | followed the
constructivism paradigm and adopted open coding process of grounded theory to
collect and analyze data. Ten senior counselors who were well experienced in
counseling the bully clients were interviewed. The qualities of results met the
criterion of trustworthiness. The study results help us to classify the challenges and
the possible solutions in 5 categories: (1)challenges occurred during the counseling
procedure as a new relationship, (2) vulnerability of family functions, (3)lack of
suitable knowledge in teachers to tackle mental attitude of bully, (4)School
administration policies which are interrupting the process of counseling performance
of counselor, (5)possible solutions for bully counseling. The results emphasizes its
progression in put forward the bully in the counseling system for his betterment, but
there are still many barriers need to be conquered. Ultimately the summarized results
upon discussion allowed me to propose selective suggestions for the future researches
and counselors for their clinical practices.

Keywords: bulling, cooperation of teacher and parenting, counseling, family function,

psychotherapist
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The Relationships among Experiences of Family
Violence, Resilience and Adolescent Self-injurious

Pel-YuWu Tzyy-WenTan Yuk-Ying Tung

Abstract

In this paper, an analytic study for the relationships among experiences of family
violence, resilience and junior high school students self-injurious based on social
learning theory and general strain theory. The purposes of this study were to
investigate: (a) the situation of adolescent’s self-injurious; (b) the relationship
between experiences of family violence and self-injurious; (c) effect of the resilience
on the relationship between experiences of family violence and adolescent’s
self-injurious. The sample in this study consisted of 579 students from 6 junior high
schools in Tainan city. In this study statistical analyses included descriptive statistics,
correlation analysis, and nested regression model analysis.

The results of this study were summarized as follows: (a) the more experiences
of family violence adolescents faced, the more self-injurious they had; (b) the more
resilience adolescents had, the less self-injurious they had; (c) externa support &
resources and inner & personal strength had negative relationship with self- injurious,
but social & interpersonal skills didn’t; (€) when control variable was included, the
significant relationship between experiences of family violence and self-injurious was
not changed. Finally, suggestions for the resilience of adolescents, parents, teachers,

and further research are provided based on the research findings of this study.

Keywords: self-injurious, experiences of family violence, resilience
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FOERFE - B G - BAE p A ahE & Ml (Erickson, 1968 ;
Marcia, 1980 ; Waterman, 1982) » § > &35d 2 & ¢ £& & 4 chy F 28 2
FOEFIETR 2 fhag 4 o 37 Brdpd X KLY PR $2 Ao 0 g A
TR L R BRASL RS S A B ASE - R PR
FPEENRR - LFTREETGEE PHAT EERY BFEH Py RN S
i (38 Loy > 2007) < G o LB F 0 E T BB FF LA R -
PR A i fEt F L e REV TS 2RI v B R TR
T4 & 4 (resilience) | (3&Ek £ > 2007)o F g 7 hEE RN B
FodeE FLARE Tl kR SFEL eSSk ke Fli I RRAEA
HRILEE S IR L e e G fe R R i 4 k6 H gl RUEFR (Haskett,

nk‘;rgf ‘“
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Nears, Ward, & McPherson, 2006 ; Jaffee, Caspi, Moffitt, Polo-Tomas, & Taylor,
2007 ) -

H ity Afpw u,,,frﬁ U AT R A YRS RIek 4 foik R4
MR R BRFR X F AT BB RERT AR RAHT R G A
R RER B ELEL M 3 AR R RGP N R R R BRIk
Adergd BRI AP BEE oA ABEETEY TR TR RS A
- Bz P d & i ehip 4 4 F (Fraser, Richman, & Galinsky, 1999 ; Garmezy,
1974 ; Prince- Embury, 2008) > BHFI: # E S REKHF 2B L L > H4
B A g B g* AR AREFLECHBLCHFREYASRBET LT EH
TRt 2 G575 OMEE > 2R @ g R L P FERE T 2
Eji@ﬂé; S RIeR A CRRAEF P EPGEFLOM AR BT EE IR
BEFAOL AT G LR i WP Y R EF PR A
TR BREMORE > s LAFLOLR P D K YRR - ik
R SRy U



13X pEFR ISR - BRI G R g B A B G ET R BT 5T

AT 7k

=S
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ﬂh}

paAGTxHLp G (sdf-ham 2 self-destruction) » "*“g - tpe
EF G Aok WG T R A B R S SRR D %ﬁ’X%@%
T g Fl- L AER RS
2w iRy v 4 (Favazza, 1989) - P £ 4
m;s%@cir TR (L) FEETE AR g2 G iR
Bi® 5 (2) 7; ARAHF A RSGFERAEES S (3) FFE () FF
if‘ DREELER RSB ()T MR PR (GFYR LR
PR~ S EE 0 1994) 0 A Ay (2006) RIdED BB AR ERERG LA

T A 0 L (T A nF {8 TR

o4

FC BT AETE TR ANER NG T
Lenb bR BB RG RAP L 2 A ERR BT RR
Fl*h % Favazza £ Sinemon Rl#-f A 2 75 A e 24> 23 (1) £
~iHF .ﬁs'fng"féﬁ‘Qﬂ'.Iﬁa%g#‘ig BEA BT EMET o Ao s
Bok% LaEA BRI IMARN A EREARET R X (2) 2K

BiE R ENMART REL P GG A HS L RE RS ol
Forhe AEAR () BUPBAAGT AL FEFNR LR E R A
i foradn 5 (4) BBl 5 RAERT o T LE A LEA b

e MBS > 2 R E DS PR (5P B3 & AT ERE 2002) - Solomon
2 Farrand (1996) s g g # > p AT (£ H £2 5% > self-cutting) A

W F 0 E g P 7 5 Kok (an adaptiveact) 0 i g%ﬁtb FoE A i
F FORER G AR (FE A AL AEHNEE 2 2 L5 71 8% )
FgEsde? Bl E e FREEIEURR RS e HE R ES PRI AR
FfEig o ¥ LRBIALF Lahp LAl SRR AR G T 0 A
Ay B B TSR T G o o £ % (2% 2003; Glenn & Klonsky,
2010)- ## 3  Favazza ¥ Sinemon «hA #f 5 % %4> #p A G L 75 R ©
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By "i\z;}_i’p“%gﬁﬂ%fi v RINE RAek 4 (Domestic Violence) # iz A3t
- B AfEALE P (Goode 1971)  FleAAt ¢ #1R HE & L 41> L R8O
Ritab g d > Faeh P WM dkd diF o (ARSI AEDY 27 Nake- o
PE R EBMRRA DR HIZE A EBEREE T AL b g T
LI RALE P { EFE  (Johnson & Ferraro, 2000) - % W fm2 3% (United States
Department of Health and Human Services, USDHHS) (2006) 2004 & <%= 3 4 &
BR300 FHIE P ERFEER A4 AR Q%éﬁi“%wa\ g%
Flieg A P g P E D N E PR E A EAF I FEROI AV E
foechp A @ (Trocme & Wolfe, 2001) » ® Az 52%:52 § fr & S8 7
/;;\ eE # (Famularo, Fenton, & Kinscherff, 1993) > 7 & p B" R EAFR 4 ehil

CEFIED RS R BT LA E MRS EANE 2 A4 TG
B4 g i (Post-traumatic Stress Disorder, PTSD ) & % a3 P » 223 > &
BRIk P AR TEF LT R AL LRI RDT LT L R
(Herrenkohl, Sousa, Tgjima, Herrenkohl, & Moylan, 2008 ; Sternberg, Baradaran,
Abbot, Lamb, & Guterman, 2006 ; Wolfe, Crooks, Lee, Mclntyre-Smith, & Jaffe,
2003) © gt #h 0 R AN RS 4 K £ H NI SRS OP P Rk 4 h
oL 8 F EEL I A4 5% (Appel & Holden, 1998 ; Edleson, 2001 ; Tajima,
2004) - @ ¥ X P bk 4 2 d 2 B 2o Fm{é_;%’f;éﬂ PRELE R 5 0 B
PAFEARESBEE T RABE Ao @R LG T g 0 E G PE(L
Eah o~ AR 2005 FPEE £ 23h 52001 EEF ~F RS 0 2005) 0

Bk iIf‘-l;/nE:}P Mo A4 S HMI 2L REES AR apI P ﬁé”} FBET
Do RREALNE - A ANE RE NI B LAY IR FRAL S o blde G BT
AT G g AL B OFERES DG AL @ R R O E B e s 2
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FeenfirR o B R ERFEE 4 OB L o FALE T LHEF A MR k4 ¥ K
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FALE S EEF (I 2006) o B¢t e HAT g R I 0 B 4 ARG
A oG- e Fa g@; 223 0 & E #F (McGuigan & Pratt, 2001 ; O'Leary,
,& O'Leary, 2000) » @ B BE434Fle # * @2 2 Feh2d » & > Flg 2 Lo
BE NI E I VB L AAGE T SR E - k4 A TR AR
fFenk § % (Shen, 2009a) - FF + Rhek 4 SR G F 0 B P BT iz

7 fk e (Edleson, 2004) > @ g 4 o IE ~ FFETFIEE AR G
men i AR S (ARG 0 2001) -

Bohenf g g B %4l R Y e R ok 4 o ad S EEF S
ZoF ¥ 3 R e B (Rumm, Cummings, Krauss, Bell, & Rivara, 2000; Tajima,
2000) » 3+ ¥ frE@g® (2009) g THR > F UL AP P

EFERIEFIEL S ORMEFARIRREF - RRPFEEF A REF2
4¥iﬁiifé%@‘rﬁﬂ%§i# A% BT AR LR DT PR R i
G E{TARE-HALEERE O E L FUekd BT enig a2
4 hih% 23 R :waﬁg ik AR E > A H T LM A F i
&ﬁimm%ﬂwﬂi%T’ifﬁﬂ%ﬂﬁﬁ* TEYFELEGHR LY S
TR A AR OTIE oA RPR Y F AR~ a8k ¢ (Rosen, Walsh,
& Rode, 1990; Walker, 1980 ) - Sansone ~ Chu {- Wiederman (2007 ) f1i& - 4 45 &) -
Kp AR RA g fop A f:;— TEE AR ALY Loz fﬁﬁ@c o Yanik
¥ Ozmen (2002) = 3 # I » KA E A L PP NERSPEFNR 2B p A5 3T
7 FAnBE 12 5 Kisid 4o Lyons (2001) RlFgee’ 23 & » & Dl 2 Fdp i

)5

TELMeMhopt oty SEPFNLIXT > AR QI ED LG E A RGTLT
i ( Low, Jones, MacL eod, Power, & Duggan, 2000; Wiederman, Sansone, & Sansone,
1999) - Fl 5 231 ¢ 2 HhEa ROBAE R ~ B R G EFHIBETE > 2

§REE ST N ER S S AR AR R AR T e
HR G Rfep A vy - B AR AU 47 £ B kR (Derouin &
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Fo APl @F FIF Y P pEE AT E Al  RARE P R R E
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Rutter (1966) % %4k /& # (resilience) £ - f&B A &5 » ¢ 7 p Aoxag »
Wﬁ@%ﬁﬁgﬁﬁ\&%ﬁﬁJE;%@er%{mﬁka@mf’ﬁﬁ%@
BERAIG S HRFREF o AP A BN A i e gL a4 B
H_4F F (Howard, Dryden, & Johnson, 1999 ; Jew, Green, & Kroger, 1999 ; Konrad &
Bronson, 1997 ; Lambie, Leone, & Martin, 1998 ; Peterson, 2000) - &, o it
FHEERT  FR A IRITERS B RGBSR L EH D e
(Block & Block, 1980 ) o 32 i3 4 rm,ab'? TEAFRy H- L BHMEEE
HE o bHArp s R4 NG PIEBHERES 2E HleBRERDT %
PSS T e B RS Ij!'_xiﬁ;,?%(Masten& Reed, 2005 )~ Grotberg( 1995 )
Rl 4 enisE F1 3§78 5 ¢ A4 $F {0 F Jh (external support & resources) ~

r%&’t
g
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skills) » TALE 54 4 cnkif o & Ryt = A FIFE R A4 EL PR o
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Antonovsky (1987) # B % HEE I S # i B F)F > 28I A LA 7
FIyd aRs - BAEEY §ERT MR R e T 4R AT B
Brlalp EEE RLARIF PFS QAR RS FRE R E AR RAEH (4
RA S S KEF) B RT3 &0 UE {of b i Rbes £ SR ER
Wehp Qo2 FEEBRDERG P F n p Lo FREBRLERTERR
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TPERCEFRRADIIN G - B HERON S I RT FRE e
Bl & P R A AT RRFEE Pt SRR TR
AL g T Bk D 2R g HTT L f s s ol R A gk T - aend]
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PG R 4 S AL E R %\\ﬁ'*;uiﬁ CHEPHRE EAE CE Y SR REG
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(1999) My &E Lg% ¥4 UHAZHRRF BEFRI Ve FTREFR
RRA By P EVRERI L EDF P EFTRBDPECIRRY Behf L ER
F UAF DR AL R -l K vg o Groér ~ Thomas fr Shoffner (1992) 1 3 > # % 4t
QAR F I R EFER SR A F O ER R 2 EE AR L A T
AFEP RS S gD E e RO FIRR A  AHULR AR
PFRRD AL F AR e B o RY DIEFESLDR A T L5 EDRP
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ARPAFENMFIEL A POREa pAG T EFL AT N EEL G
g A REpN B AR PR R E0E Y EFpE  #F
P B R p A g T RAZE R A TR f AR BRI B A A2 p

:ﬁ%%ﬁ&ﬂ%ﬁnammﬂ&i&%iﬁr”fdwwMg 7 AAPM oW g
BEIRCAGHFUEUNFEL LR L TR DAS NPT oA A
gy FA TR Rk ( ,1980) ; ke 4 R 0 mE AP e R
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s~ b B pHE (FRE 2 0 2005) B g 4 0 KRB A KU 4 chF b E
PEPTREL A Tk L% Fef = IR F L Ed M B H T g
pRKGRE fod o7 ar § EPRERIER S F PN G 75D A
# (Walsh & Rosen, 1988) - ¥ < 4 ~ £ 3 (1995) 2 EFH 41 E h2 73
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FRA A ETRERG GRS g G F (F 0222003 F e s
¥ % - 2005; F B » 2003 ; Agnew, 1992) -

fefd ik pAG Ty R TEFR AT EFRABRAETL o v
FRRTRE AWK Rk v E S AUREALPAGTE LT RG
HOHEE (2001) tF o E MRy FR AFERSHF O E D) G
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An Analysis on the Influence of Adolescents Early
Deviant Values and association with deviant peers in
longitudinal crime

Chuen-Jim Sheu ~ Tyan-Muh Tsal ~ Kai-pao Cheng

Abstract

The purpose of this article is understand the relationship among early deviant
values, association with deviant peers relationships and longitudinal official criminal
records, we use the Sheu’s Study on Early Prediction of Juvenile Delinguency in 1997
which sample consisted of 817 junior high school students and reformatory inmatesin
northern Taiwan who participated in, and explored their official criminal records over
the following 11 years (1997-2007). The finding of this article showed that:(1)Male
early deviant values, association with deviant peers relationships are higher , but
there are no significant difference between education of parents.(2)Those who have
complete family and father have stable work have less deviant peers, but there are no
significant difference in early deviant values.(3)Early deviant peers influenced on the
persistence and change in offending, but not significant on early deviant values.(4)
Adolescent's gender, complete family, and early deviant peers influence on their

longitudinal official criminal records, but not including their early deviant values.

Keywords: early deviant values, early deviant peers, longitudina official criminal

records, crim
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