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A number of studies has shown that violent adolescent offenders have serious behaviour and personality
disorders, and that they live in families overloaded with problems and disturbances. The aim of this study was
to compare two representative samples of adolescent offenders, 605 adolescents who committed violent of-
fences, and 592 who committed non-violent offences, in respect of their behavioural and family characteris-
tics. Data was collected from the court archives using a questionnaire. The results show that behavioural
variables are more important in explaining differences between violent and non-violent offenders than family
variables. Violent offenders commit more crimes, manifest more difficult behavioural disorders, and live in less
favourable family setting than non-violent offenders. They are more aggressive and relationships between
members of their families are disrupted in a greater extent, consisting in more verbal and physical aggression.
In the domain of family variables, differences between samples, were significant in the variables of negative
family processes (sociopathology) and not significant in the variables of family context (structure and socio-
economic status). The results provide support to the intergenerational transmission of violence hypothesis.
key words: violent offences, juvenile delinquency, behavioral disorders, family disorders

INTRODUCTION

I n contemporary world, we are witnesses  society; so violent offenders are considered
of many forms of violence. Violence and  to be more serious delinquents than non-
terrorism increase every day. The reasons for  violent offenders. The criminal carrier of
this phenomena are searched for in the violent offenders mostly start early, commi-
man’s nature and his social environment.  tting non-violent property crimes, and they
Still, there is no generally accepted are persistent in criminal activity. They are
aggressiveness theory which could explain  rarely focused only on violent crimes. Violent
violent behaviour and violent crimes.  crimes frequency increases with the global
However, no one denies the influence of  crimesfrequency increase. Percent of violent
the child’s family on behaviour. The only  crimes is relatively low in total amount of
question is, how big is the family influence,  crimes (Farrington, 1982). Because of this
and which parts of family life mostly  low frequency, persons who committed at
influence aggressive and violent behaviour.  least one violent crime are usually consi-
Violent crimes are the ones, where dered as violent offenders.
offender caused victim physical and/or
psychical pain and injury by means of Milko Mejovsek, Ph.D., is a professor at the Department of
physical force o threat. Non-violent crimes  Behavoutl dsordersFacuyof Specl Eduction and e
do not include physical force or threat. They Ph.D., is an assistant at the Department of Police academy,
are mostly property crimes, except robbery. ~ Zagreb. Aleksandar Budanovac, Ph.D,, is an assistant at the

: : Department of Behavioural disorders, Faculty of Special Edu-
Violent crimes are more dangerous to cation and Rehabilitation, University of Zagreb.
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The attention of researchers who deal
with the causes of violent behaviour in
adulthood is focused on studies of early
family life disturbances. Many authors
analysed the features of family life of future
violent offenders. Among other unfavourable
factors, often they mention parent'’s conflicts.
The conflicts between parents are frequent
in families of aggressive children - potential
violent offenders. This fact stressed several
authors (McCord et al., 1961; Farrington and
West, 1971; Farrington, 1978, 1991; Loeber
and Dishion, 1984). Many authors emphasised
that family relationships have most important
influence in children’s development; some
of them especially stress the family
relationships disturbances as important
factor in genesis of aggressive behaviour
in children (Patterson, 1976; Patterson et
al., 1984; Elder et al., 1986; Bjorkqvist and
Osterman, 1992). Patterson maintains that
family is complex system in which child
plays a role of the “victim”, but also
“architect” in building up family aggressive
behaviour. There is a greater probability for
child’s aggressiveness in families where
parents fight, or neglect and abuse their
children (McCord et al., 1963; Farrington,
1978). Loeber and Dishion (1984) tested the
hypothesis about more frequent antisocial
behaviour in boys and adolescents who
manifest physical aggressiveness both in
home and school, compared to the sample
of boys and adolescents who are physically
aggressive either at home or in school, and
to sample of boys and adolescents who are
not aggressive. They also hypothesised the
correlation between children’s aggressive
behaviour and parents’ upbringing models
and family relationships. Their results
confirmed both hypothesis. Boys and
adolescents who display physically aggre-
ssive behaviours at home and school
manifest more antisocial behaviours, are
more frequently exposed to inadequate
parents’ upbringing methods and reje-
ction; there are more parents’ fights; also,
these families are less successful in problem
solving.

38

There is high correlation between ex-
tremely bad family circumstances and
possibility of children becoming serious
offenders (McCord et al., 1963; Farrington,
1978, 1991). The comparison between
accepted and loved children and those who
were abused, rejected or neglected by their
parents reveals significant differences in family
circumstances; parents’ aggressiveness is
especially unfavourable. Children who lived
in unfavourable circumstances commit more
crimes when grown up (McCord, 1983).

In families with more aggressiveness,
conflicts and violence between spouses,
there is also greater frequency of child
corporal punishment. Children often exposed
to corporal punishment are more prone to the
violent behaviour in adulthood (Straus,
1991). Straus maintains that corporal
punishment has extremely bad influence on
children development, because they accept
the violent behaviour at conflict solving, and,
generally, asocial and antisocial behaviour. He
collected data which confirmed the hypothesis
that “ violence begets violence”. In literature,
this is known as the hypothesis of inte-
rgenerational violence transmission.
Although it seems logical that children
exposed to violence later manifest violent
behaviour, and, as parents, continue this
transmission, it is still only a hardly provable
hypothesis. It is very hard to collect exact
data about family violence, because it means
violating privacy. There are also other
findings that do not support this hypothesis;
according to these, proportionally smaller
number of children exposed to violence
actually manifest aggressive behaviour and
aggressiveness is not the only response to
violence; violence can also result in with-
drawal, isolation and depressiveness,
especially in girls. Widom (1989a) made a
broad meta-analysis about research on
violence transmission and showed a number
of methodological shortcomings.

Some of the best follow-up researches on
this field were conducted by Huesmann et
al., (1984), Widom, (1989b and c) and Dodge
et al. (1990).
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The study of Huesmann et al. (1984) had
two basic goals: to examine a hypotheses
about aggressiveness stability, and about
intergenerational aggressiveness transmission.
The study was conducted on the sample of
632 subjects; follow up period lasted 22
years. The data was collected about the
aggressiveness of subjects, their parents and
also their children. The subjects who
manifested the aggressive behaviour at age
of 8, also were aggressive at 30. Aggressiveness
stability in male subjects was approximate to
intelligence stability (.50), while in female
subjects stability coefficient was .35. Subject
aggressiveness found in early age was a good
predictor of later delinquent behaviour,
spouse abusing, violent traffic behaviour and
self-reported physical aggressiveness. Inter-
generational aggressiveness stability was even
higher than individual stability of aggre-
ssiveness.

Widom (1989, b and ¢) examined a
relation between child abuse and neglect
and violent delinquency in adulthood. Only
the subjects with official records on abuse
and neglect before age of 11 were included
in the sample. In such way, 908 cases were
collected. Control sample consisted of 667
non-abused children of the comparable age,
sex, race, and socio-economic family status.
The first sample was formed approximately
20 years after abuse and neglect; at the same
time the data about their criminal activity was
collected. The same was done for the control
sample. The subjects in the experimental
sample in adulthood committed significantly
more violent crimes than the control sample
subjects. The same was found also for other
crimes, except traffic violations and juvenile
delinquency. In experimental sample it was
found more crimes, more serious offenders,
and their criminal careers started more early.

Dodge et al. (1990) studied a sample of
pre-school children from age 4 until the end
of the first school year. The sample consisted
of 309 subjects of both sexes. Initially,
authors made assessment of the probability
of physical abuse, based on interview with
mothers. There was a high probability that
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about 15% of children were physically
abused. At the age of 5, authors examined
the children interpretation of social situations
during the child play. Finally, the children
aggressiveness was examined. Results showed
that the probability of aggressive behaviour
is almost three times higher in physically
abused children. There is greater probability
of physical abuse in poor families, including
other deprivations, and especially those with
between-parental violence. When these bad
influences were partialized out, the physical
abuse still remained a significant predictor
of aggressiveness in children. It was also
found that abused children misinterpret
social situations as threatening, ascribing evil
intentions to other persons without objective
reasons. Therefore, they cannot develop the
competent behaviour strategies, and are easily
involved in conflicts with others. Physical abuse
can lead to withdrawal, isolation, anxiety and
depression, especially in girls. This is a result
of rather different perception and inter-
pretation of information, based on self-
accusations, low self-esteem, and depres.-
siveness. According to Gross and Keller
(1992), psychic abuse leaves more severe
consequences than physic abuse. It often
results in depression, low self-esteem and
bad adjustment.

In contemporary literature, there are two
main approaches to explaining intergener-
ational aggressiveness transmission: according
to first, aggressive behaviour is the result of
social learning (modelling); the second is
based on frustration theory of aggressiveness,
according to which frustration leads to
aggressive behaviour. The first approach
maintains that parental aggressive behaviour
represents a model for child’s aggressive
behaviour. The second approach states that
constant exposure to abuse and deprivation
results in anger and aggressiveness. Also, the
influence of hereditary factors in inter-
generational violence transmission should not
be neglected. The hypothesis (the theory) of
intergenerational violence transmission is
undoubtedly intriguing, and certainly will be
object of many future studies.
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Among many studies about influence of
family variables on later delinquent behaviour
the follow-up studies of McCord (1979), and
West and Farrington (described for example
in West and Farrington, 1971; Farrington
1978;1991) should also be mentioned.
Research conducted by West and Farrington
under the title: “The Cambridge Study in
Delinquent Development” is described in a
large number of books and papers. It can
be told that this is a research with the
greatest publicity.

In her research (1979), McCord tried to
establish a relationship between “family
atmosphere” variables and adult delinquency
of children. The sample numbered 201 boys.
The data were collected about their “family
atmosphere” in period from their 5th to 13th
year of age. 30 years after, the data were
collected about their delinquent activity.
Only severe crimes against property and
persons were considered. “Family atmo-
sphere” data were recorded in following
7 variables: maternal love, parental
supervision, between-parental conflicts,
parental aggressiveness, mother’s self-
confidence, father’s deviant behaviour
(alcoholism, crime), and father’s absence.
The data about socio-economic family status
was collected, too. The results show the
significant correlation between delinquency
and all family variables, except father’s
absence and socio-economic status. The
variables that referred to interpersonal
communication (between-parental conflicts,
parental supervision and maternal love) had
greater predictive value in prediction of all
committed crimes. Approximately one third
of all subjects committed at least one severe
crime. Between-parental conflicts and
parental aggressiveness were significant only
in prediction of crime against persons and
not of crime against property.

West and Farrington study lasted 24 years,
and comprised a sample of 411 boys from
London densely populated working-class
neighbourhoods with high percent of crime.
The study comprised a period of life from
their 8 to 32 years of age. Initially, the data
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were collected about boy’s families, their
behaviour and personality. During the next
24 years, the miscellaneous data were
collected about subjects, and especially
about their criminal activities. Results
showed that aggressiveness and proneness
to delinquency are persistent personality
characteristics. Boys who committed the
crime before age of 15 were more frequently
aggressive than other boys. Aggressive
children and those who committed crime
had frequently similar characteristics
(behaviour disorders, school failure, lower
IQ, parental neglect). The boys who at the age
of 8 manifested exaggerated aggressiveness
had a number of unfavourable features:
parental abuse and cruelty, neglect, sepa-
ration from parents, parental delinquency, low
economic status, lower 1Q, and they were
extremely daring. Aggressiveness found in
that age was very good predictor of later
delinquency, and especially violent delin-
quency. Comparing with the non-violent
delinquents in more occasions of follow-up
period, the sample of violent delinquents
showed generally less favourable family,
behaviour and personality characteristics .
Among family variables, the most significant
was parental treatment of their children.
Parents were more cruel towards violent
delinquents. However, there was no signi-
ficant differences between violent delin-
guents and non-violent multirecidivists.
Parental conflicts found at subjects’ ages 8
and 14 were significantly more unfavorable
for violent offenders and non-violent
multirecidivists compared to occasional non-
violent offenders and non-offenders. The basic
family characteristics of “real offenders” are
parental cruelty and severe discipline, parental
delinquency, insufficient supervision, sepa-
ration from parents and between-parental
conflicts.

There are two developmental paths to
offending: an early and a late start. Late
starters are frequently transitional delinquents
or “adolescence-limited” delinquents (Moffitt,
1993). Violent offenders who tend to be early
starters are more serious delinquents; they
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manifest different behavioural and perso-
nality disorders from early childhood, as
aggressiveness, attention deficit hyperactivity
disorder including impulsivity, and learning
disabilities. There is a distinction between
conduct disorder and attention deficit
hyperactivity disorder, but their overlap is
high. These disorders are very close, but yet
different. Neuropsychological deficit is a main
source of attention deficit hyperactivity
disorder and environmental deficit of
conduct disorder (Hinshaw, 1994). Violent,
chronic and multitype offenders had freg-
uently both diagnoses when they were
children, manifesting extreme aggression.
Aggressiveness is a stable personality
characteristic. It seems that heritability of
aggressiveness taken alone is relatively low
(Hinshaw, 1994), but in violent, chronic and
multitype offenders aggression takes place
together with other deficits and disorders
which enhance aggression. For instance, it
is well-known that majority of children with
attention deficit hyperactivity disorder are
very aggressive.

The goal of this research was testing the
hypothesis about differences in behaviour
disorders and family circumstances between
violent and non-violent juvenile delinquents.
It was hypothesized that violent offenders
who committed more serious crimes have
more extensive behaviour and family
disorders. In the previous studies the samples
of violent offenders were relatively small.
Here is an attempt to analyse differences
between violent and non-violent offenders
on the larger samples.

METHOD

The sample of violent offenders consists of
605 adolescents who were tried for violent
crimes committed at the ages 14 to 17
(robbery, aggravated assault, homicide and
disturbing of public order) and the control
sample of 592 adolescents who were tried
for non-violent crimes (theft, burglary and
car stealing). In both samples adolescents
may have committed other crimes before;

41

those in the first, violent and non-violent
crimes, and those in the second, only non-
violent crimes. The sample of violent
offenders was formed first (covering the
period of 10 years) and then the control
sample was formed in the number close to
that of the first sample. In both samples,
there were adolescents who were or were
not sentenced for committed crimes ( when
the public prosecutor or judge concluded
that sentencing is not opportune). Data
bases for this study were court archives. Data
about the family and adolescent behaviour
were gathered by social workers and social
pedagogues trained in collecting of data;
that was their routine work. From all data
only data that were suitable to coding into
variables were used. It is possible that in
some variables the phenomenom under
consideration was underestimated because
of no clear evidence in the data base; we
took that the phenomenon exists only in the
case when it was clearly evidenced in the
data base.

Seven variables of behavioural disorders
in juvenile delinquents and nineteen
variables of family context (structure and
socioeconomic status) and negative family
processes (sociopathology) were used in this
research.

The variables: 1. Aggressiveness (1. no 2.
yes) 2. Alcoholism (1. no 2. yes) 3. Begging
(1. no 2. yes) 4. Socializing with the asocial
persons (1. no 2. yes) 5. Running from home
(1. no 2. yes) 6. Running from primary
school(1. no, 2. yes 3. did not go to school)
7. Early criminal records (1. no 2. yes) 8. Lives
with...(1. both parents 2. only with mother
3. only with father 4. in facility 5. with other
persons 6. alone) 9. Number of siblings (1.
single 2. one 3. two 4. three or more) 10.
Number of settlement changing (1. no
changes 2. one 3. two 4. three or more) 11.
Education, father (1. university 2. high school
3. two years in high school 4. primary school
5. incomplete primary school) 12. Education,
mother (the same) 13. Employment, father
(1. yes 2. no) 14. Employment, mother (1. yes
2. no) 15. Family economic status (1. higher
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than average 2. average 3. below average
4. extremely low 5. has not the family) 16.
Disturbed family relationships (1. not
disturbed 2. yes, without quarrels and
physical fights 3. yes, quarrels 4. yes, physical
fights) 17. Alcoholism, father (1. no 2. yes)
18. Alcoholism, mother (1. no 2. yes) 19.
Alcoholism, others (1. no 2. yes) 20. Drifting,
father (1. no 2. yes) 21. Drifting, mother (1.
no 2. yes) 22. Idleness, father (1. no 2. yes)
23. Idleness, mother (1. no 2. yes) 24. Con-
victions, father (1. no 2. yes) 25. Convictions,
mother (1. no 2. yes) 26. Convictions, others
(1. no 2. yes).

The number of variables is limited. Some
other aspect of behavioural disorders of
adolescents and familial circumstances could
also be important, or even more important.
Especially, that is the case of the parenting
styles.

The data was processed using the program
of robust discriminant analysis (Momirovi¢ et
al., 1984; Nikoli¢, 1992) and the one-way
variance analysis.

RESULTS

Discriminant analysis showed that diffe-
rences in behavioural and familial variables
between violent and non-violent offenders
are significant, the centroids indicating that
violent offenders have more extensive
behavioural and familial disorders (Table 1.).
Variable Early criminal records had the
highest discriminant coefficient (Table 3.).
This variable measures the amount of earlier
crimes what could mean that obtained
results do not discriminate violent from non-

violent offenders, but adolescents who
committed more crimes from those who
committed less crimes. In this way it is not clear
whether obtained differences between two
groups relate to violence, the main subject of
this study. To exclude possible doubts, we
partialized out the effects of the variable Early
criminal records from the results in another
discriminant analysis (Tables 2. and 3.) and
analysis of variance (Table 4.).

After controlling for the influence of the
variable Early criminal records, discrimiminant
function remained significant. In general,
there were no substantial changes of discri-
minant coefficients and correlations. Aggressi-
veness has distinctively the highest discri-
minative value. The impression that be-
havioural variables better discriminate two
groups than familial ones is sustained by the
results of the analysis of variance (Table 4.).
Among familial variables, those measuring
negative familial processes (i.e. familial
sociopathology) have greater discriminative
value than those measuring familial context
(i.e. familial structure and socioeconomic
status). However, the alcoholism of parents
has not discriminative value.

There was not a significant difference in
family economic status. The same is with
educational level of parents (except the
educational level of mothers, before contro-
lling for variable Early criminal records).
However, data show relatively low economic
status and educational level, comparing to
general population (Table 4.). Similar results
about low family economic status and low
parental educational level were obtained in
many studies in criminology.

Table 1. Significance of Discrimainant Function and Group Centroids (Before controlling for the

Early Criminal Records variable)

of Eigenvalue _F , P

6 e

1 4975 106.985 .0000

493 -.504

Table 2. Significance of Discrimainant Function and Group Centroids (After controlling for the

Early Criminal Records variable)

of ”'/Eiigén’va'luef B

1 1212 37.987 .0000

244 -.249
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Table 3. Discriminant Coefficents (X) and Correlations (S)

1. Aggressivness .43 .44
2. Alcoholism .20 41 22 -.14
3. Begging .28 .53 .35 .28
4. Socializing with asocial persons 27 .60 A7 .45
5. Running away from home .06 .54 -17 .02
6. Truancy from primary school .26 .64 .28 .46
7. Early criminal records .61 .59 - -
8. Lives with .04 .23 .04. .08
9. Number of sibilngs 1 .28 A7 27
10. Number of changes of residence .06 .23 .03 15
11. Education, father .08 37 .08 15
12. Education, mother A1 .36 7 14
13. Employment, father .00 .30 -.01 -.01
14. Employment, mother .06 27 .08 -.04
15. Family economic status -.07 .38 -.20 -.02
16. Disturbed family relationships 15 .53 A1 .24
17. Alcoholism, father .06 .42 .04. 07
18. Alcoholism, mother -.02 .28 -.07 A3
19. Alcoholism, others 11 .33 16 25
20. Drifting, father .10 A7 A2 .26
21. Drifting, mother .06 .39 .09 .15
22. Idleness, father 14 .52 A7 .24
23. Idleness, mother .09 .45 13 .16
24. Convictions, father 13 .38 A7 .24
25. Convictions, mother .06 .25 .07 -.18
26. Convictions, others A7 .45 5 .18

X,, S, before controlling for Early Criminal Records variable
X,, S,; after controlling for Early Criminal Records variable
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Table 4. Relative Frequencies (Percentagees) and One-Way Analysis of Variance (Category NO is ommitted)

s e L F [ B | P |
: violent | non- | before | ‘ after
: (( o ;;I‘fﬁéler‘\t | cont. ) cont..

1. Aggressiveness - 35.0 16.4 61.30 .000 36.04 .000
2. Alcoholism 14.5 8.1 16.72 .000 7.43 .007
3. Begging 10.2 3.2 31.51 .000 16.46 | .000
4. Socializing with asocial persons 461 32.9 23.88 .000 4.08 .041
5. Running away from home 22.0 19.4 2.79 0.91 3.75 .050
6. Truancy from primary school 30.9 22.8 24.72 .000 9.55 .002
6.3 did not go to school 3.0 5 - - - -
7. Early criminal records 48.1 19.3 | 126.80 .000 - -
8. Lives with... - - 2.26 129 1.87 169
8.1 both parents 68.4 68.8 - = < -
8.2 only with mother 17.2 19.3 - - = -
8.3 only with father 6.0 4.6 - - - -
8.4 in a facilty 4.1 3.7 - - - =
8.5 with other persons 3.5 3.0 - - - -
8.6 alone .8 W4 - = < -
9. Number of sibilngs - = 5.22 0.21 3.50 0.58
9.1 only child 14.9 17.9 - - - =
9.2 one 441 43.8 - - % =
9.3 two 17.2 20.1 - - = .
9.4 three or more 23.8 18.2 - - - -
10. Number of changes of residence - - 1.62 .200 .75 .390
10.2 one 20.0 15.4 - = = .
10.3 two 3.0 2.0 - - = -
10.4 three or more 2.8 3.7 - - - -
11. Education, father - - 3.49 .059 1.98 156
11.1 university 8.1 7.9 - - = =
11.2 high school 36.7 39.7 - - - =
11.3 two years of high school 5.0 5.4 - - - =
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11.4 primary school 25.3 27.2 - - - -
11.5 incomplete primary school 25.0 19.8 - - - -
12. Education mother - - 4.46 -.033 1.77 .180
12.1 university 3.6 5.2 - - - -
12.2 high school 26.4 28.2 - - - -
12.3 two years of high school 3.5 5.1 - - - -
12.4 primary school 34.7 341 - - - -
12.5 incomplete primary school 31.7 27.4 - - - -
13. Employment, father 74.9 74.8 .99 .321 1.00 319
14. Employment, mother 61.5 64.4 2.26 129 1.62 .200
15. Family economic status - - 2.23 132 3.62 .054
15.1 above average 6.1 5.1 - - - -
15.2 average 58.3 56.6 - - - -
15.3 below average 21.2 22.5 - - - -
15.4 iextremly low 14.0 14.7 - - - -
15.5 has no family .3 1.2 - - - -
16. Disturbed family rekationships - - 9.1 0.003 3.13 0.73
16.2ﬁ);§,swithout quarrels and physical 19.8 26.0 ) . ) )
16.3 yes, quarrels 9.3 2.7 - - - -
16.4 yes, physical fights 14.4 11.5 - - - -
17. Alcoholism, father 30.9 28.4 2.80 .091 1.80 176
18. Alcoholism, mother 6.6 7.1 .69 413 .89 .349
19. Alcoholism, others 6.3 3.9 7.47 .006 5.75 0.16
20. Drifting, father 10.4 7.4 6.24 .012 4.00 .043
21. Drifting, mother 5.3 4.1 3.66 .053 3.17 .071
22. lIdleness, father 14.7 101 8.84 .003 5.24 .021
23. Idleness, mother 9.1 6.8 4.99 .024 3.92 .045
24, Convictions, father 7.1 4.1 9.67 .002 6.50 .011
25. Convictions, mother 2.0 1.2 5.47 .018 4.56 .031
26. Convictions, others 7.6 3.7 14.46 .000 7.25 .007
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DISCUSSION

Violent offenders show more behavioural
disorders and family disturbances than non-
violent offenders. Their dominant features are
early criminal records and aggressiveness. Our
findings are similar to those of Farrington and
West (1971) and Hamalainen and Pulkkinen
(1995), that the childhood and juvenile
delinquency is highly correlated with the
childhood aggressiveness (supposing that
aggressiveness is a permanent personality
trait), and to results of Farrington (1978) and
Pulkkinen (1983) about very good predictive
value of childhood aggressiveness in predi-
ction of violent delinquency and, generally,
serious juvenile and adult delinquency (see
also Magnusson et al., 1983; Roff and Wirt,
1984; Hamalainen and Pulkkinen,1995).
Furthermore, our findings support the
findings of Farrington (1978, 1982) accor-
ding to which the violent delinquents are
more persistent in their criminal activity and
start their criminal career earlier. It can be
concluded that violent offenders are more
serious criminals, whose characteristics
match those of non-violent multirecidivists
(Farrington, 1991). These two delinquent
groups are in fact the “real criminals”.

Violent delinquents’ family relationships
disturbances are more severe, convictions of
family members are more frequent and
negative characteristics of parents are more
emphasized. Such atmosphere facilitates the
learning of aggressive behaviours (learning
by model, more stressful situations). The
child is from early age the witness of parental
conflicts, and often a target of aggressiveness.
Such atmosphere is perceived as hostile and
threatening. The child generalises a negative
perception of family atmosphere on wider
social environment, which is conceived as
unreliable and hostile what supports the
aggressive behaviour (Dodge et al., 1990).
Witnessing violence results in cognitive
scripts for future behaviour and, at the same
time, activates existing asocial cognitive
scripts. If this process of cumulative learning
is undisturbed, it results in persistent
aggressive behaviour (Huesmann and Eron,
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1984; Huesmann, 1988). Child learns these
scripts early, before age of 6 (Eron, et al,,
1991). The family surroundings supports
violence giving positive value to aggres-
siveness and favouring violent behaviour
in resolving problem situations (McCord,
1988). Our findings support the results of
McCord et al. (1963), McCord (1979), and
Farrington (1978, 1991) about the role of
parental conflicts, family delinquency and
parents’ negative characteristics in explaining
violent juvenile delinquency. Comparing
violent and non-violent delinquents, we found
the significant differences in negative
family processes (sociopathology), but no
significant differences in family context
(structure and socioeconomic status).
Therefore, the results suggests that the
negative family processes are more relevant
in learning violent behaviour forms, than the
family context.

Although family has indisputably im-
portant role in learning of violent behaviour,
the results show that in explaining violent
behaviour the influence of behavioural
variables is greater than that of family ones.
Greater impact of behavioural variables could
be tentatively interpreted as the consequence
of greater influence of neuropsychological
deficit on behaviour of violent offenders
(Hinshaw, 1994).

We could agree with the statement of
Lewis et al. (1989) that interaction of
unfavourable personal and environmental
characteristics (violence in primary family)
enables better prediction of future aggressive
behaviour than only early aggressiveness.
Discriminant function structure showed that
adolescents’ behaviour and their family
features are interrelated, and that therefore
the causes of violent behaviour could be
found in their complex interaction.

The results of our research enable the
conclusion that violent juvenile offenders
are more aggressive and that they live in
families displaying more sociopathological
behaviours and more verbal and physical
aggression, what could be interpreted in
support of the intergenerational trans-
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mission of violence hypothesis. Limitations  only and second, the sample of variables is
of these results and conclusions are twofold:  reduced.
first, they are founded on official records
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