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Abstract 

bjectives: To assess the family economic status of juvenile delinquents, to assess the family 

economic status of non-delinquents juvenile, to Identify the differences between cases and 

controls, and to find out the relationship between family economic status and some of 

delinquents’ variables. And used to determining the relationship between family economic 

status and juvenile parents' variables. 

 Methodology:  The study carried out on a purposive “non probability” sample of (100) delinquents’ 

juveniles were selected from a Reformation schools for boys in Baghdad City and 100 of non- 

delinquents juveniles who were matched with them from general population. A questionnaire is 

constructed for the purpose of the present study which is distributed across 2 main parts. Part one 

included the demographic characteristics of juvenile and their parents, and part two included sections 

of family economic status. The overall items which were included in the questionnaire are 42 items 

regarding juvenile delinquency, and 38 regarding non – delinquents juveniles. Validity and reliability 

of the questionnaire were determined through the review of a panel of experts and the pilot study. 

Data were collected through the period from September 2sd 2011 to October 2sd 2011. It was 

analyzed through the descriptive statistics (frequency, percentage, and mean of score) and inferential 

statistics. 

 Results: The results revealed that were a significant difference was found in juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to their age at delinquent acts, duration of punishment, and mother 

occupational status. Also there were highly significant differences between case and control with 

regard to their family economic status. 

Conclusion: The study concluded that juvenile delinquency is a serious problem facing families of 

children. Where family economic status plays an important role in the community of this problem and 

put the juveniles in trouble with the law because of their behavior, as evidenced by this study, that the 

instability of the family economic and related problems plays an important role in the occurrence of 

this problem. 

خلاصةال  

اٌزعشف عٍى الاخزلاف ٌلادذاس غيش اٌجبٔذيٓ, اٌذبٌخ الألزصبديخ رمييُ  لادذاس اٌجبٔذيٓ ,ا لاسش اٌذبٌخ الألزصبديخ ٌزمييُ الاهداف:

  وثعض اٌّىاصفبد اٌذيّىغشافيخ ٌٍذذس اٌجبٔخ.اٌذبٌخ الألزصبديخ ثيٓ الادذاس اٌجبٔذيٓ وغيش اٌجبٔذيٓ, وايجبد اٌعلالخ  ثيٓ 

 وثعض اٌّىاصفبد اٌذيّىغشافيخ ٌلاثىييٓ. اٌذبٌخ الألزصبديخ يجبد اٌعلالخ ثيٓ ووزٌه ا

(  ِٓ الادذاس اٌجبٔذيٓ اٌزوىس في 011اجشيذ اٌذساسخ عٍى عيٕخ ِسزهذفخ ) غيش ادزّبٌيخ( ِىىٔخ ِٓ ) طريقة اجراء الدراسة:

صّّذ بٔىا ِزطبثميٓ ِعهُ ِٓ عبِخ اٌّجزّع. ( ِٓ الادذاس غيش اٌجبٔذيٓ ِّٓ و011و) ِذاسس الاصلاديخ في ِذبفظخ ثغذاد

ٌٍذذسزضّٓ اٌّىاصفبد اٌذيّىغشافيخ اٌذساسخ ِٓ جزئيٓ: اٌجزء الاوي ي الاسزجبٔخ ٌزذميك هذف واٌجزء اٌضبٔي رزضّٓ واٌىاٌذيٓ  

. دذد صذق وصجبد ٔذيٓفمشح ٌلادذاس غيش اٌجب 83و فمشح ٌلادذاس اٌجبٔذيٓ 24. ثٍغ عذد فمشاد الاسزجبٔخ اٌذبٌخ الألزصبديخفمشاد 

رششيٓ الاوي  4اٌى  4100ايٍىي  4الاسزجبٔخ عٓ طشيك ِجّىعخ اٌخجشاء واٌذساسخ الاسزطلاعيخ. جّعذ اٌّعٍىِبد خلاي اٌّذح ِٓ 

.والادصبء الاسزٕزبجي . دٍٍذ اٌّعٍىِبد عٓ طشيك الادصبء اٌىصفي وبٌزىشاساد وإٌست اٌّئىيخ واٌىسظ اٌذسبثي 4100  

ّش عٕذ اسرىبة عبٌفيّب يزعٍك ثوجٕىح الادذاس اٌذبٌخ الألزصبديخ ثيٓ  صبئيخاْ هٕبن علالخ راد دلاٌخ ادإٌزبئج  اظهشد النتائج:

, اٌجٕذخ اوضش ِٓ اٌّجّىعخ ثبٌذبٌخ الألزصبديخ دذاس اٌجبٔذيٓ لذ رثصشوا اظهشد إٌزبئج ثبْ الا وّب  , ووزٌه ِهٕخ الأَ.ِذح اٌعمىثخ

  اٌضبثطخ. 

O 
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جذ اٌذساسخ ثثْ جٕىح الادذاس هي ِشىٍخ هبِخ وخطيشح رىاجخ اسش ألاطفبي. ديش رٍعت اٌذبٌخاسزٕز:الاستنتاج  

الالزصبديخ ٌلاسشح واٌّجزّع دوسا هبِب في دذوس هزٖ اٌّشىٍخ واٌزي رضع الادذاس في ِشىٍخ ِع اٌمبٔىْ ثسجت سٍىوهُ, وّب أصجزذ  

.رٍعت دوسا هبِب في دذوس هزٖ اٌّشىٍخاٌّزشرجخ ِٓ جشاء رٌه ً الاسشيخ واٌّشبو الزصبديب هزٖ اٌذساسخ, ثثْ عذَ أسزمشاس اٌعبئٍخ  

 

Introduction 

Families are one of the strongest 

socializing forces in life. They teach 

children to control unacceptable behavior, 

to delay gratification, and to respect the 

rights of others.  Conversely, families can 

teach children aggressive, antisocial, and 

violent behavior (25). Juvenile 

delinquency is one of the biggest problems 

in any society. Today, the rising divorce 

rate, increase in teen pregnancy, and 

Prevalence of single-parent households has 

caused the definition of family to take on 

several new meanings. Obviously 

something is going on in today’s society if 

more and more children are committing 

delinquent crime (25). Unfortunately, 

family risk factors often tend to cluster. 

For example, children of poverty typically 

contend with multiple problems. Multiple 

problems are compounded by parental 

absence because parents must work or 

because fathers unable to support their 

family have left; irritable and depressed 

parents or caretakers; lack of money for 

social or educational opportunities; and in 

severe cases, lack of adequate food and 

clothing, and even homelessness (23).The 

present study attempts to assess the impact 

of family economic status upon juvenile 

delinquency. Such an assessment may 

provide baseline information about the 

problem and find out the solutions to 

decreases the prevalence of this problem in 

our society to protect the health, safety, 

and quality of life for all, especially 

children and adolescents. 

Methodology 

A descriptive analytical study was 

conducted at (2) Reformatory schools 

distributed throughout Baghdad City. One 

Reformatory school in Al- Shaljea for 

juveniles and pre-adolescents from age 9-

15 years old and another Reformatory 

school in Al- Gaiffer for adolescents from 

age 16- 18 years old. Both schools are 

located in Al- Karkh Sector of Baghdad. 

These schools may be the most appropriate 

setting in which subjects of the study can 

be found. A purposive “non probability” 

sample of (100) delinquents’ juveniles 

were selected from a Reformation schools, 

and 100 of non - delinquents juveniles who 

were matched with them from general 

population. A questionnaire is constructed 

for the purpose of the present study 

through: 

1. Review of relevant literature and 

studies. 

2. Previous studies scales which are: 

a. Effect of family structure on juvenile 

     delinquency scale (4). 

b. A study of Socio- Economic 

Background of      Juvenile delinquency 

(15). 

c. Family functioning subscales (2). 

d. Family assessment device (7). 

  And it was compromised of (5) positive 

and negative items, the positive item is 

(77) and the negative items are: (76, 78, 

79, and 80) which are concerned with the 

measurement of impact of family 

economic status upon juvenile 

delinquency. Issue rated on 4 levels type 

likert scale for the positive items, 4 for 

“strongly agree”, 3 for “agree”, 2 for 

“don’t agree”, and1 for “strongly don’t 

agree”. So far the negative items were 

scored and rated on the same scale, 4 for 

“strongly don’t agree”, 3 for “don’t agree”, 

2 for “agree”, and 1 for “strongly agree”. 

In order to test the validity of the 

questionnaires, instruments were 

forwarded to the panel of experts (20 

experts) in different fields for their opinion 

and suggestions to investigate the clarity 

and adequacy of items, Then the 

questionnaire was considered valid after 
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taking into consideration their suggestions 

and recommendation for modification. A 

pilot study was carried out for the period 

of August 8
th

 2011 to August 30
th

 
 
 2011 

and conducted on 10 delinquents’ 

juveniles who were selected from the 

Reformatory school in Baghdad City for 

the purpose of the questionnaire reliability 

determination. 

Table 1: Socio-demographic characteristics of the sample 

Variables 

 

  F. 

case % 

  F. 

ctrl % 

Age (year) 12-13 22 22.0 22 22.0 

14-15 51 51.0 52 52.0 

16-17 27 27.0 26 26.0 

Education Can't read & write 14 14.0 14 14.0 

Read &write 16 16.0 16 16.0 

Primary 59 59.0 59 59.0 

Intermediate 11 11.0 11 11.0 

Residence Urban 71 71.0 71 71.0 

Rural  29 29.0 29 29.0 

Ownership 

Of residence 

Private 28 28.0 47 47.0 

Renting  58 58.0 32 32.0 

Share with another 11 11.0 21 21.0 

Illegal 3 3.0 0 0 

Marital status Single 92 92.0 100 100 

Married 3 3.0 0 0 

Widower 0 0 0 0 

Divorce  2 2.0 0 0 

Separate 3 3.0 0 0 

Numbers of 

family 

Member  

1-3 7 7.0 17 17.0 

4-6 16 16.0 30 30.0 

7-9 40 40.0 23 23.0 

10-12 23 23.0 20 20.0 

13≤ 14 14.0 10 10.0 

Living with Both parents 38 38.0 41 41.0 

Mother 22 22.0 26 26.0 

Father 17 17.0 10 10.0 

Biological mother and stepfather 13 13.0 15 15.0 

Biological father and stepmother 8 8.0 6 6.0 

Other guardian(s) 2 2.0 2 2.0 

 

Estimates of The reliability were 

determined through the use of split – half 

technique. The result revealed that the 

split- half technique for the section of 

family economic status internal scale was r 

= 0.88. A semi-structured interview 

techniques was used for data collection 

through the period from September 2
sd

 

2011 to October 2
sd

 2011.   Data were 

collected through the use of the 

constructed questionnaire; delinquents’ 

juveniles hilled the  

Questionnaire as semi- structured 

interview after receiving the information 

and Instructions required from the 

investigator to filling the questionnaire and 

the investigator stay with juvenile in the 

room during process of data collection. 

The investigator gathered the juveniles' 

responses through the employment of the 
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application of the semi-structured as mean of data collection.  

Table 2: Socio-demographic characteristics of juvenile parents 

Demographic variables of parents               

   F. Case %  

   F. 

Ctrl % 

 Both parents  

living 

Yes 66 66.0 72 72.0 

No 34 34.0 28 28.0 

Father  age 30-39 25 25.0 26 26.0 

40-49 55 55.0 53 53.0 

50-59 20 20.0 21 21.0 

Father education Unable to read and write 21 21.0 18 18.0 

read and write 38 38.0 25 25.0 

Primary 22 22.0 33 33.0 

Secondary 16 16.0 9 9.0 

Institute/College graduate 3 3.0 10 10.0 

Advance graduate 0 0 5 5.0 

Father occupation Governmental employee 19 19.0 22 22.0 

Retirement 20 20.0 16 16.0 

Private work 31 31.0 32 32.0 

Unemployed 22 22.0 20 20.0 

  Dead 8 8.0 10 10.0 

Mother  age 20-29 1 1.0 41 41.0 

30-39 36 36.0 48 48.0 

40-49 52 52.0 11 11.0 

50-59 11 11.0 0 0 

Mother education Unable to read and write 62 62.0 20 20.0 

read and write 21 21.0 25 25.0 

Primary 13 13.0 28 28.0 

Secondary 4 4.0 15 15.0 

Institute/College graduate 0 0 8 8.0 

Advance graduate 0 0 4 4.0 

Mother 

occupation 

 House wife                  50 50.0 41 41.0 

Governmental employee 19 19.0 28 28.0 

Retirement 22 22.0 5 5.0 

Private work                    5 5.0 20 20.0 

Dead 4 4.0 6 6.0 

Parent marital 

relationship 

Normal 32 32.0 31 31.0 

Marital disharmony 23 23.0 22 22.0 

Single parent 33 33.0 38 38.0 

Divorced 11 11.0 8 8.0 

Separated 1 1.0 1 1.0 

  

Results 

 The results reveal that nearly half (51%) 

of case and control were age 14-15 years 

old, while (59%) of them have primary 

school educational level, whereas most of 

them (71%) were live in urban area, 58% 

of their families were renting houses to be 

residence for them, (92%) were single, 

40% have 7-9 family member, 38% were 

live with their two parents together. 
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Regarding to control group, nearly half of 

them have private residence and all were 

single, 30% of them have 4-6 family 

members and 41% live with their two 

parents together. 

  The result show that more than two third 

of the cases and controls were their parents 

a live and more than half of cases fathers 

and mothers age were between 40-49 years 

old, the same results for fathers of controls 

whereas nearly half of mothers age for 

controls were between 30-39 years old, 

38% of cases fathers and 33% of controls 

fathers have not even primary educational 

level, the percentage more serious for 

mothers, 62% of cases mothers unable to 

read and write, and 28% of controls 

mothers have not even primary level of 

education and the highest percentage of 

those mothers were housewives but only 

one third of cases and controls parents 

have normal social relationships. The 

result reveals that the majority (71%) of 

the delinquents was from the age group of 

14-15, 56% of them have delinquency of 

stealing, 58% have one delinquent act, 

49% with 2 years duration of punishment, 

while 82% of them were never use any 

type substances, and only 18% were 

substance abusers. The result reveals that 

there were no significant differences in 

Juvenile delinquents' family economic 

status with regard to their age groups at p≤ 

0.05. 

Table 3: Juvenile delinquency related variables 

Variables F. % 

Age of delinquency 12-13 12 12.0 

14-15 71 71.0 

16-17 17 17.0 

Type of delinquency Stealing 56 56.0 

Sexual 21 21.0 

Homicide 2 2.0 

Vagrancy 15 15.0 

Terrorism 6 6.0 

Numbers of delinquency 1 58 58.0 

2 22 22.0 

3 or more 20 20.0 

Duration of punishment 1 year 26 26.0 

2 years 49 49.0 

3 years 25 25.0 

Substance abuse Yes 18 18.0 

No 82 82.0 

Times of abuse Occasionally 12 12.0 

Continuously 6 6.0 

  

Table 4: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard to 

their age groups 

Scale Source of   

variance 

Sum of 

Squares df 

Mean 

Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between 

Groups 
11.331 2 5. 666 

.849 
.431 

N.S Within 

Groups 
647.509 97 6.675 
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Table 5: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard to 

their educational level 

Scale Source of  

variance 

Sum of 

Squares df 

Mean 

Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between 

Groups 
22. 358 3 7.453 

1.124 
.343 

N.S 
Within Groups 636.482 96 6.630 

The results show that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' family 

economic status with regard to their educational level at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 6: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard to 

their residence 

      

       Scale 

Source of  

variance 

Sum of 

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between Groups .134 1 .134 
.020 

.888 

N.S Within Groups 658.706 98 6.721 

 

The results indicate that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' family 

economic status with regard to their residence at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 7: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard to 

their ownership 

 

Scale 

 

   Source of   

   variance Sum of 

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between 

Groups 
19.995 3 6.665 

1.002 .396 

N.S Within Groups 638.845 96 6.655 

     The results reveal that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' family 

economic status with regard to their ownership at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 8: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard to 

their social status 

          

        Scale 

Source of 

variance Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between Groups 
1.347 3 .449 

.066 
.978 

N.S Within Groups 
657.493 96 6.849 

   

  The results indicate that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' family 

economic status with regard to their social status at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 9: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard to 

number of their family members 

Scale Source of  

Variance 

Sum of 

Squares Df 

Mean 

Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between 

Groups 23.671 4 5.918 
.885 

.476 

N.S Within Groups 
635.169 95 6.686 
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  The result reveals that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' family 

economic status with regard to number of their family members at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 10: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to relative they are living with  

 

 Scale            

Source of  

variance  

Sum of 

Squares Df 

Mean 

Square F Sig. 

Economic status 

 

Between 

Groups 27.121 5 5.424 

.807 
.547 

N.S Within 

Groups 631.719 94 6.720 

            The results indicate that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to their relative they are living with at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 11: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to their age during delinquents acts.  

Scale Source of 

Variance 

Sum of 

Squares df 

Mean 

Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between 

Groups 45.057 2 22.529 
3.560 

.032 

S. Within Groups 
613.783 97 6.328 

           The results reveal that there were significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to their age during delinquent’s acts p≤ 0.05. 

Table 12: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard to their 

type of delinquents acts 

 

Scale 

Source of 

Variance 

Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between 

Groups 24.621 4 6.155 
.922 

.455 

N.S Within Groups 
634.219 95 6.676 

         The results reveal that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to type of delinquent’s acts at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 13: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to number of delinquents acts 
       

        Scale 

Source of variance Sum of 

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between Groups 
664.134 2 1.179 

.174 
.840 

N.S 
Within 

Groups 2.357 97 6.768 

           The results reveal that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to number of delinquent’s acts at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 14: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard to the 

duration of reformation 
 

Scale 

Source of 

variation Sum of    

 Squares Df 

Mean 

Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between 

Groups 66.535 2 33.267 
5.448 

.006 

S. Within Groups 592.305 97 6.106 
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          The results reveal that there were significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' family 

economic status with regard to the duration of reformation at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 15: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to their fathers' age 

 

Scale 

Source of 

variation 

Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status    Between Groups 
4.731 2 2.365 

.351 
.705 

N.S Within Groups 
654.109 97 6.743 

      The results reveal that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to their fathers' age at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 16: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to their fathers' educational level 

 

Scale 

Source of 

variation 

Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between Groups 
61.062 4 15.266 

2.426 
.053 

N.S Within Groups 
597.778 95 6.292 

           The result reveals that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to their fathers' educational level at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 17: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to their fathers' occupation 

 

Scale 

Source of 

variation 

Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between Groups 
4.724 4 1.181 

.172 
.952 

N.S Within Groups 654.116 95 6.885 

           The result reveals that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to their fathers' occupation at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 18: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to their mothers' age 

 

Scale 

Source of 

 Variation 

Sum of 

Squares df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status 

 

 

Between 

Groups 20.590 3 6.863 

1.032 
.382 

N.S Within 

Groups 
638.250 96 6.648 

         The result reveals that there were significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' family 

economic status with regard to their mothers' age at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 19: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to their mothers' educational level 

 

Scale 

Source of 

variation Sum of Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between Groups 
21.255 3 7.085 

1.067 
.367 

N.S Within Groups 637.585 96 6.642 

             The results reveal that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to their mothers' educational level at p≤ 0.05. 
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Table 20: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to their mothers' occupation 

         

      Scale 

Source of 

variation 

Sum of 

Squares df 

Mean 

Square F Sig. 

Economic status  Between Groups 
68.173 4 17.043 

2.741 
.033 

S. Within Groups 590.667 95 6.218 

       The result reveals that there were significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' family 

economic status with regard to their mothers' occupation at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 21: Analysis of variance for Juvenile delinquents' family economic status with regard 

to the nature of their parents' relationship 

 

Scale 

Source of 

variation 

Sum of 

Squares Df Mean Square F Sig. 

Economic status Between Groups 
39.336 3 13.112 

2.032 
.115 

N.S Within Groups 619.504 96 6.453 

           The result reveals that there were no significant differences in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to their parents' relationship at p≤ 0.05. 

Table 22: The difference between cases and controls with regard to their family 

             economic status     

Paired 

sample 

Variables Mean t. 

df.(99) 

Sig. 

P≤ 0.01 

Pair    
Economic/ case 10.4600 

-15.984- HS. 
Economic / control 16.1600 

        The result reveals that there were highly significant difference between cases and 

controls with regard to their family economic status at p ≤ 0.05. 

  Discussion of the results 

      The findings of the present study show 

that 51% of the cases and 52% of the 

controls group was age between 14 – 15 

years (table 1). This result comes along 

with (15) that the majority 54.4% of the 

study sample were age between 14 – 15 

years old. The reason which interprets this 

result is that the adolescents below 14 and 

above 15 years seems in lower risk; very 

young children may get an effective and 

direct family supervision while older 

children above the age of 15 years 

appreciate the risk of delinquency 

Regarding educational levels, the majority 

of the sample 59% of both case and control 

group have primary school graduate (table 

1). The study of (19) reported that about 

51% of the sample was not student at the 

time of offence behavior. Also the study of 

(15) reported that the majority of study has 

low level of education which is agreement 

with the present findings. And as the 

investigator point of view this is may be 

because mostly spread in the poor families 

who can't make their children complete 

their education. Also Delinquents are 

typically non-bookish and non-academic 

individuals who take studies like a burden. 

When they fail in exams and get scolded 

by their family, they tend to indulge 

themselves in delinquent acts. The study 

results show that the majority of the 

sample (71%) for both case and control 

group living in urban area (table 1). The 

study of (15) found the majority of the 

sample (91%) is living in urban residential 

area which is consisted with the present 

study findings. Regarding to the ownership 

of residence, the majority of the case 

(58%) of their families were renting 

houses to be residence for them and the 

control group 47% of their families were 
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private houses (table 1). This result is 

supported by the study of (9) which 

indicated that the majority of the sample 

has low socio-economic status of working 

fathers, high percentage of jobless 

mothers, homeless or living at rent home. 

Concerning with social status, the majority 

of the sample case (92%) are single and 

100% of control group were single (table 

1) and as the investigator's point of view 

this is not strange because as we know this 

age not suitable for marriage.  Regarding 

to the number of family member, the 

findings of present study reveal that the 

most of study case (40%) came from big 

and extend families with 7- 9 members, 

and 30% of the control group come from 

families with 4 – 6 members (table 2). This 

result supported by the   study of (19) that 

reported most of the families were 

crowded and had rather low economical 

and educational levels. Also supported by 

(15) which revealed that (77.2%) of the 

study sample came from big and extend 

families with 7 or more member. 

   Regarding with whom juvenile live, the 

study results show that the majority of the 

sample case (38%) and control group 

(41%) live with both parents, (table 1). 

This result supported by study of (21) 

which revealed that (3.57%) of the sample 

live with biological parents.  Regarding 

parents still alive, the finding of the preset 

study indicated that the majority of the 

sample (66%) of the cases and (72%) of 

the control group were parents still alive. 

(34%) of the cases and (28%) of the 

control were no parent alive (Table 2). The 

study of (21) reported about Family 

Structure, Family Process and Adolescent 

Delinquency, Longitudinal Survey, which 

is a nationally representative sample of 

more than 20,000 adolescents from 14 

schools. 2.84 of total sample  about 2.57%  

live with biological parents,  3.28% of  the 

subject live with single mother families,  

while 4.11% live with single father 

families, and 2.95% of subject live with 

mother and step father, while 3.43%  live 

with father and step mother.  In regard to 

their age, the result of the present study 

indicated that more than half (55%) of cases 

fathers and (53%) of controls father were age 

between 40-49 years old, the results for cases 

mother (52%)  were age between 40 – 49 years 

old and (48%) of controls were age between 

30-39 years old (table 2)  and in the 

investigators point of view this is not strange 

but may  have more going through life 

pressure, living difficulties, and stressful 

situations that effect on quality of the father-

child relationship.  Regarding educational 

level of parents of juvenile, 38% of cases 

fathers and 33% of controls fathers have not 

even primary educational level, the percentage 

more serious for mothers, 62% of cases 

mothers unable to read and write, and 28% of 

control mothers have not even primary level of 

education (table 2). This result agrees with the 

study of (15) who found that fathers of 

delinquents were either illiterate or never 

exceeding the primary school 

representing(34.2%).Concerningtheoccupati

onal status of parents of juvenile, the 

finding of the present study shows that 

(31%) of cases fathers and (32%) of 

control fathers have private works, the 

highest percentage of cases and control 

mothers were housewives (table 2). This 

result agrees with the study of (12). Who 

found that (73.1%) of the fathers of our 

respondents are employed in private jobs 

that generally keep them away from their 

children for very long periods of time, and 

also agrees with the study of (9) that they 

indicated that there is high percentage of 

jobless of respondents’ mothers. In regard 

to marital relationship, the findings of study 

indicate that the majority of the sample cases 

(33%) and (38%) of control was single parent 

(widow, widower) (table 2). This result agrees 

with the study of (15) who found that the 

majority of the study subjects (48.6%) were 

single parent. This result shows that unstable 

family atmosphere and broken home reflecting 

itself as a risk factor in precipitating 

delinquency. Concerning the age at 

delinquent act, the majority of the study 

sample (71%) was age rang between14 – 

15 years when they committed offence 

(table 3). This result comes along with (19) 

that reported 33% were 14 years old when 

they committed offence. Also the study of 
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(5) indicated that the Center for the Study 

and Prevention of Violence, researchers 

project that by the year 2010; juvenile 

arrest rates for violent crimes were 10 to 

17 year age range  The study results also 

show that the majority of the sample 

regarding type of delinquent act, stealing 

represent (56%) of delinquency (table 3). 

This result agrees with the study of (19) 

that reported of a total of 165 juveniles, the 

most frequently committed crimes were 

theft (52%). Also the study (15) found that 

the majority of the study subjects show the 

nature of delinquent act, stealing represent 

(60%). Analysis of such information 

depicted that (58%) had first delinquent act 

(table 3) and as the investigators point of 

view the Juvenile in this case is an escape 

from a family system which is neither 

empowered nor empowering. The result 

also shows that (49%) of the delinquents in 

this sample were 2 years duration of 

punishment (table 3) and as the 

investigators point of view the political 

structures both in terms of the legal 

framework and the policies offering social 

protection and important in determinant of 

violence. Regarding the use of substance, 

the results of the present study revealed 

that there are (82%) were not use any type 

of substance and only 18% have substance 

abuser, of 18% (12%) occasionally, and 

(6%) continually (table 3). This result 

agrees with the study of (1) which reported 

that42.3% smoked cigarettes, 50% smoked 

marijuana, and of the twenty-six students 

surveyed, 14 experienced some type of 

violence in the home.  Out of those 

students, 13 drank alcohol, 13 smoked 

marijuana, 5 tried harder drugs. Overall 

42.3% smoked cigarettes, 50% drank 

alcohol, and also agree with the study of 

(9) they indicated that (0.8%) of the study 

sample have drug abuse; also agree with 

the report of (5) who indicated that the 

Bureau of Justice Statistics, between 1990 

and 1994, the number of juvenile drug 

arrests from 60,000 to over 130,000, an 

increase of 117%.  The results of the 

present study illustrated that there was no 

significance differences in juvenile 

delinquents’ family economic status 

regarding their age groups (table 4). And 

as the investigators point of view is that all 

delinquents age less than 18 years may 

exposed to the same problem under risk 

factor.  In regard to the level of education, 

the finding of the study indicated that there 

is no significant difference in juvenile 

delinquents’ family economic status 

regarding their level of education (table 5). 

The study of (13) agrees with the present 

study, they found that there is no 

significant correlation between family 

environment and student level of 

education. Concerning the place of 

residence, the result of the present study 

revealed that there is no significant 

difference in juvenile delinquents’ family 

economic status with regard to their 

residence (table 6). The study of (11) 

agrees with the present study, he showed 

that there was no significant difference 

between urban and rural adolescents in 

total delinquency; and as the investigator's 

point of view is that all juveniles in this 

sample may expose to the same problem in 

all regional areas.  In regard to the 

ownership, the finding of the study indicated 

that there is no significant difference in 

juvenile delinquents’ family economic status 

with regard to their ownership (table7).This 

result agrees with the study of (24) he reported 

that delinquent behavior in their children are 

not related to family economic status. 

Concerning the social status, the result of the 

study indicates that there is no significant 

difference in juvenile delinquents family 

economic status with regard to their juvenile 

social status (table 8). The study of (19) agrees 

with the present study finding, they reported 

that there is no relationship between marital 

status and juvenile delinquency.  Regarding 

number of family member, the results of 

the present study illustrated that there were 

no significance differences in juvenile 

delinquents family economic status with 

regard to their number of family member 

(table 9).  The study of (12) reported that 

about two-thirds of the juvenile 

delinquents come from homes that 
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exposed to the risk factor.   Concerning with 

whom juvenile lives, the result of the study 

indicates that there were no significant 

difference in family economic status with 

juvenile delinquency regarding with whom 

juvenile lives (table10).This result agrees with 

the study of (21) reported that about 3.57% 

live with biological parents, 3.28% of the 

subject live with single mother families, while 

4.11% live with single father families, and 

2.95% of subject live with mother and step 

father, while 3.43% live with father and step 

mother, delinquency consistently not 

significant in which juvenile live with>  
Regarding age at delinquent act, the 

finding of the present study indicated that 

there is no significant variance in family 

economic status with juvenile delinquency 

regarding age at delinquent act (table 11). 

This study agrees with the study of (9) 

they indicated that there is no relationship 

between the juvenile delinquency and 

family system availability. In regard to the 

type of delinquent act, the result of the study 

found that there is no significant variance in 

family economic status with juvenile 

delinquency regarding type of delinquent act 

(table 12). This study agrees with the study of 

(16) they reported that the results of their study 

is statistically not significant at (p<0.05) in 

distribution of the juveniles delinquents 

according to the type of the committed crime. 

Also (11) indicated that crime offences and 

arrests were not significant differences 

between them, and the result revealed that 

adolescents committed delinquent activities 

not only as an escape-based coping strategy 

from boredom but because such activities have 

provided the delinquent adolescents with the 

desired sensation of arousal as they described. 

In regard to the number of the delinquents’ 

acts, the finding of the study indicated that 

there is no significant difference in juvenile 

delinquents’ family economic status with 

regard to their number of delinquents’ acts 

(table 15).  The study of (16) reported about 

Risk Factors Related to Juvenile 

Delinquency in Egypt during the Year 

1998-1999. The sample is male juvenile 

delinquents from all governorates aged 

between (7-18 years). The total number of 

the juveniles in Ain-Shames Institution 

during the period of the study is 1 10 

(n=110). Out of them there were 62 

juveniles (56.36%) aged between 7- 12 

years and 48 (43.63%) aged between 13-

18 years. It was noticed that 97 juveniles 

(88.1 8%) committed their first crime 

between the age of 7-12 years while 13 

juveniles committed it between the age of 

13-18 years. It was shown that 71 of them 

(64.55%) committed more than one crime 

while the other 39 (35.45%) committed 

one crime only. Finding shows that the 

relationship between the age of the 

juveniles and the number of the committed 

crimes. It shows that 51 (82.25%) out of 

62 juveniles aged between 7-12 years 

committed more than one crime while 20 

(41.66%) out of 48 juveniles aged between 

13-18 years committed more than one 

crime. The result is statistically not 

significant at (p<0.05) shows the 

distribution of the juveniles delinquents 

according to the type of the committed 

crime, 59(53.64%) committed robbery, 21 

(19.09%) drug abuse and trading, 19 

(17.27%) sex crimes and 11(10%) were 

killers. The sex crimes were (1 1 sodomy, 

8 rape), the crimes related to drugs were 

(18 abusers, 3 traders), while the killers 

were (3 manslaughter, 3 intentional killing 

and 5 violence lead to death). Different 

causative instruments were used in 73 

crimes (local manufactured fire arms, 

knives and similar instruments, sticks and 

broken glasses), while 37 crimes had been 

committed without instruments. The 

results of those crimes were as follow (11 

killed, 16 with permanent infirmity, 14 

cases of penetrating wounds and 32 cases 

with superficial wounds in different parts 

of the body) (16). Concerning the duration of 

reformation, the finding of the study indicated 

that there is significant difference in juvenile 

delinquents’ family economic status with 

regard to their duration of reformation (table 

14). The study of (20) agrees with the present 

study, they found that (33%) of respondents 

mother and father are fighting with each other 

so they cannot be kind to them (low level of 

family economic and expressiveness), they 

failed school because of their constant 

conflicts at home, As one 15 year old male 
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participant put it: I think poverty and a bad 

financial family situation will cause family 

problems In regard to the father age, the 

finding of this study indicated that there is 

no significant difference in juvenile 

delinquents’ family economic status with 

regard to their father age. And as the 

investigators point of view is that all 

juveniles age less than 18 years may 

exposed to the same problem under risk 

factor. In regard to the level of fathers’ 

education, the finding of the study 

indicated that there is no significant 

difference in juvenile delinquents’ family 

economic status with regard to their level 

of education (table 16). The study of (13) 

reported that there is no significant 

correlation between family environment 

and juvenile delinquen.   Concerning the 

occupational status, the result of the study 

indicated that there are no significant 

differences in Juvenile delinquents' family 

economic status with regard to their 

fathers' occupation (table 17).  The study 

of (7) indicated that the family economic is 

not appraisal within a juvenile delinquent.   

Concerning to the mother age, the finding 

of this study indicated that there is 

significant difference in juvenile 

delinquents’ family economic status with 

regard to their mothers' age (table18). The 

study of (10) indicated that families in the 

violent delinquent group reported poorer 

discipline, poor economic, less cohesion, 

and less involvement than the other two 

groups.Regarding mothers' educational 

level the finding of this study indicated 

that is no significant differences in 

Juvenile delinquents' family economic 

status with regard to their mothers' 

educational level. And as the investigator 

point of view this result may be due to 

inconsistency of distributing the sample 

according to educational level and two 

third of them was below the university 

level  Concerning the occupational status, 

the result of this study indicated that there 

is no significant difference in Juvenile 

delinquents' family economic status with 

regard to their mothers’ occupational 

status (table 20). The study of (8) agrees 

with the present study, they reported that 

there were no significant relationship 

between juvenile delinquency family 

economic and mother occupation. In regard 

to the nature of parents’ relationship, the result 

of this study indicated that there is no 

significant difference in Juvenile delinquents' 

family economic status with regard to their 

nature of parents’ relationship (table 21). The 

study of (19) agrees with the present study 

finding, he indicated that and there is no 

relationship between marital status and 

juvenile delinquency family economic 

problems. Concerning the difference between 

cases and controls, the result of this study 

indicated that there were highly significant 

difference between cases and controls with 

regard to their family economic status (table 

22). The study of (8) agrees with the present 

study, they reported that there were higher 

significant differences between the normal and 

delinquent adolescents in all aspects of family 

environment. 

Recommendations 

 1. Educational programs about juvenile 

delinquency can be constructed and 

     implemented to primary and 

intermediate school teachers to be 

able to educate     their pupils.      

2. Human: Works on enhancing children 

and adolescents’ dignity in searching 

for a      decent life, peace, security, 

and safety. It will also seek 

to provide better living     conditions 

appropriate for physical, mental, 

spiritual, morale, and social growth; 

     and   eliminate gender 

discrimination on the basis 

of language, ethnicity, religion, 

     and sect. 
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