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introduction

disturbing reports of juvenile violence flood media airways and newspapers daily

as delinquency rates continue to rise dramatically although adolescents comprised only

7.272 percent of the population in 1995 they committed 31 percent of the violent crimes

such as murder forcible rape robbery and aggravated assault statistical abstract of the

united states 1996 tables 14 325 furthermore the rate of violent crimes per 100000

juveniles under the age of eighteen has drastically increased over the past several decades

from 58 in 1965 to 163 in 1980 to 209 in 1992 maguire & pastore 1995 table 4.18418

criminologists wamwarn that because of the continual rise in the adolescent population and its

associated increase in juvenile delinquency overall crime rates could likewise soon

escalate in an associated press report james alan fox dean of criminal justice at

northeastern university in boston cautioned that we are facing a bloodbath of violence

in the years ahead that will make 1995 look like the good old days davidson &

swensen 1996

adolescents face uncertainties and difficult life changes as they progress through

the transitional period between childhood and adulthood adolescence encompasses a

vital realm in youths development of independence and sense of competency which lays

a foundation for later life achievement however a sizeable number of youth have

difficulty adjusting during this period and many react to these challenges with delinquent

behavior

72
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previous research has consistently linked several factors with delinquency

repeatedly the literature has identified peers as exerting the strongest influence on

delinquent involvement agnew1991 thornberry et al 1994 warr & stafford 1991199iggi

similarly

1

although not as strong of predictors religiosity personality traits and school

experiences have also been related to delinquent behavior brownfield & sorenson 1991199

chadwick atop 1993 rosenberg schooler & schoenbach 1989 rowe & flannery

1994 jarjouriJarjoujarjoura 1993 while some research attempts have directly linked family

characteristics and delinquency barber & shagie 1992 johnson & pandina 1991

patterson & southamerstouthamer loeber 1984 other studies have found mixed or weak results

especially when family experiences are compared against peer influences aseltine 1995

bahr marcos & maughn 1995 brody & forehand 1993 litchfield thomas & li

1997 orthner 1990 theory suggests however that family may influence delinquency

indirectly through fostering higher religiosity positive school experiences the selection

of non delinquent friends and the ability to resist negative peer pressures

therefore one purpose of this study was to test a multivariate model which

included peer influences religiosity personality traits school experiences and family

characteristics the model allowed family characteristics to compete with the other

variables in explaining delinquent behavior and examined both the direct and indirect

effects of family the model was tested using two samples of youth belonging to the

church of jesus christ of latter day saints LDS this religions theology and cultural

practices place significant importance on family life which we also anticipated would

heighten the influence of religiosity and family characteristics in the young peoples lives

agnew 1991991 1

1

2
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moreover because some have argued that religiosity is related to delinquency

only in highly religious environments eg stark 1984 1996 we selected a sample

from youth living in the pacific northwest which has the lowest religious ecology in the

united states stark kent & doyle 1980 as well as a sample of youth living in utah

valley which has an exceptionally high religious ecology thus a second purpose of this

study was to test the model in two rather different religious ecologieseco logies

3
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theoretical background

social scientists have strived for over a half a century to explain why some

adolescents commit delinquent behavior while others do not differential association and

social control theories offer two prevalent views which differ in their fundamental

approaches for explaining delinquency the basic assumptions of these two theories

guided the selection of variables tested in the model

sutherlandsherlandsSut 1947 differential association theory asserts that youth learn

definitions or behavior patterns in their peer group associations which either promote or

discourage deviant behavior the theory posits that in a criminally inducive

environment youth are exposed to differential associations which serve as tutelage for

acquiring criminal values and skills cloward & ohlin 1960 in this differential

learning process youth glean from their peers motives drives rationalizations and

attitudes toward viewing laws as either rules to be observed or broken matsueda 1982

moreover differential association theory maintains that delinquent behavior is generally

learned only within intimate personal groups rather than through media or impersonal

societal influences sutherland 1947

the theory predicts that youth become delinquent not only because of exposure to

criminal patterns but also due to isolation from anti criminal patterns although the

theory does not specifically explain why certain associations are formed differential

association theory expects that youths associations are often determined by the general

4
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ieeifflee

ieeifflee

context of their social organization such as family life and socioeconomic status

sutherland 1947 sutherland & cressey 1978

moreover the youths associations with both criminal and noncriminal behavior

may vary in their frequency duration priority and intensity which also influence their

involvement in criminal behavior sutherland & cressey 1978 in other words more

frequent exposure to behavior patterns for longer periods of time earlier in life and from

a more prestigious source will more strongly determine subsequent delinquent or non

delinquent behavior matsueda 1982

hirschisHirs 1969chis social control theory focuses on reasons behind conformity rather

than delinquency and addresses the rationale behind why not hirschi 1969

maintained that the question why do they do it is simply not the question that social

control theory is designed to answer the question is why dont we do it there is

much evidence that we would if we dared p 34 social control theory assumes that

delinquency results when the social bonds of an individual are weak or broken for

example social control theory hypothesizes that strong social bonds which prevent

delinquent behavior are formed through parental attachment success in school

involvement in school activities high educational or career expectations religious beliefs

and activity and belief in conventional values hirschi 1969 hirschi & stark 1969

johnson 1979

hirschi 1969 proposed four elements that are needed to develop delinquency

preventing bonds between an individual and society 1 attachment 2 commitment

3 involvement and 4 belief attachment refers to affectional ties one has with others

johnson1979

5
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bellefbelief refers

such as parents peers and school authorities social control theory asserts that if the

youth does not care about the expectations and wishes of others then the individual is not

bound by the norms held by members in society and is free to deviate hirschi 1969 p

45 commitment refers to the youths actual or expected devotion to conventional goals

and activities which reduces their inclination toward delinquency agnew 1993

hirschi 1969 similar to the idea that idle hands are the devils workshop

involvement is defined as participation in conventional activities such as athletic

activities school events and doing homework this involves the youth in approved

activities and leaves little time for engagement in delinquent activities baker 1981198

hindelang 1973 hirschi 1969 finally belierefersbeliebellebeile to the youths internalizing moral

values which forbid delinquency hirschi 1969 of the four elements attachment to

conventional members of society primarily to family and school is presumed to be the

strongest deterrent of delinquency aseltine 1995 hirschi 1969

in summary theoretical explanations of delinquency attempt to clarify not only

why some youth commit delinquent acts but also why some do not differential

association theory purports that delinquent behavior results from youth learning deviant

values and behavior patterns through involvement with delinquent peer groups social

control theory exerts that delinquency results when social bonds leading to conformity are

weak or broken As mentioned the model in this study is not designed to pit one theory

against the other rather this study attempts to integrate variables suggested by both

differential association and social control theories in the formulation and testing of a

multivariate model

1
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I1 I1

literature review

building on the theoretical orientations of differential association and social

control theories extensive empirical research has examined several predictors of

delinquency the literature has repeatedly shown the importance of peer relationships

religiosity personality traits school experiences and family characteristics in predicting

delinquency

peer influences

differential association theorystheodysthe centralorys focus is the importance of associations

with peers in predicting delinquent behavior sutherland 1947 conversely a weakness

of social control theory which even hirschi 1969 recognized was the theorystheodysthe

underestimation

orys

of peer influence consequently some social control theory advocates

stress the importance of differentiating between attachments to conventional and

unconventional peers in explaining delinquent behavior hindelang 1973 in support of

these ideas the literature has repeatedly documented that peers exhibit the strongest

influence in predicting juvenile delinquency

agnew 1991199 sought to determine whether or not the influence of delinquent

peers is conditioned by attachment to peers time spent with peers and the extent of

peers delinquency he analyzed interview data collected in 1979 as part of the national

youth survey elliott huizinga & ageton 1985 which included a probability sample

of 1725 youth ages 11 to 17 the study measured offense specific items such as felony

1

7

iggi



www.manaraa.com

assault robbery felony theft and minor theft in addition to several status offense items

such as running away skipping classes sexual intercourse and being loud or rowdy the

researcher discovered that high levels of all three peer conditionscondition attachment to peers

time spent with peers and peers delinquency strongly predicted delinquency

mcbride joe and simpson 1991 examined the influence of peers in their

multivariate model predicting adolescent drug and alcohol use the researchers analyzed

questionnaires collected from 175 mexican american youth as they entered into a drug

prevention program and interviews conducted following intervention analysis

consistently revealed peer deviance including drug use problems to have significant

association with the youths deviant behaviors in addition peer pressure was found to be

a significant contributor to alcohol use for males but not females specifically the

researchers found that young men who went along with the crowd felt a strong need to

be liked by the group and followed the group more frequently drank alcohol compared

to those who resisted such peer pressure

similarly warr and stafford 1991199 also using interview data from the national

youth survey elliott et al 1985 investigated the influence of delinquent peers

attitudes and behavior on youths use of marijuana larceny and cheating in school

findings suggested that the peers behavior has a much stronger effect on delinquency

than their attitudes consequently the researchers concluded that delinquent behavior is

not primarily a consequence of attitudes gained from peers instead the authors proposed

that delinquent acts stem from social learning mechanisms such as imitation or

reinforcement or from peer pressures to conform to group behavior

s

1
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thornberry et al 1994 also tested the interaction between associating with

delinquent peers adopting delinquent beliefs and engaging in delinquent behavior their

study used longitudinal interview data and official records from a stratified sample of

841 at risk seventh and eighth graders delinquent beliefs items evaluated how wrong

the respondents thought it was to commit specific delinquent behavior in addition forty

four delinquent behavior and drug use items assessed youths delinquent behavior the

authors proposed that an interactional model rather than a simple unidirectional model

may be more appropriate for predicting peer influence on delinquency their analysis

supported an interactional process where associating with delinquent peers led to

increased delinquency which in turn reinforced delinquent peer networks in addition

results suggested that engaging in delinquent acts increased association with delinquent

peers similarly delinquent beliefs facilitated association with delinquent peers and

involvement in delinquency and in turn these variables consolidated youths delinquent

belief structure

dishion andrews and crosby 1995 investigated the associations between

delinquent boys and their close friends the study used a longitudinal sample of 186 13-

14 years old young men and assessed their antisocial behavior through interviews with

the youth teacher ratings and school records juvenile court records and participation in

videotaped problems solving tasks with a friend results showed that antisocial boys

generally formed friendships with neighborhood youth who thus shared similar

demographic backgrounds in addition the youth often met in unstructured unsupervised

activities moreover the findings suggested that friendships of antisocial boys tended to

9
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last for shorter periods of time which may be due to the interactive behavior styles of the

antisocial youth

recently researchers have also suggested that unstructured socializing with peers

without adult supervision increases delinquency among adolescents osgood et al 1996

tested their model in a followupfollow sampleup of over 1800 18 through 26 years old young

adults drawn from the monitoring the future study bachman omalley & johnston

1991 the study measured offenses against others and property as well as several status

offenses such as heavy alcohol and drug use and dangerous driving As expected the

findings revealed that unstructured socializing with peers such as going to parties riding

in a car or visiting friends were consistently associated with delinquency whereas

participation in community activities and working around the house were both related to

lower rates of delinquency

overall research has shown that peers exert the strongest influence on youths

delinquent activity specifically most research has found peer pressure and peer

delinquent behavior rather than peer attitudes or beliefs to have the strongest influence

on delinquency consequently youths perceptions of peer pressures and peer deviance

was added to the model tested

religiosity

the influence of youths religiosity on delinquency has also received a great deal

of attention from social science research although differential association theory fails to

specifically address this socialization factor a social control argument termed the

10
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hellfire hypothesis has been repeatedly tested since its formulation by hirschi and

stark 1969 this hypothesis asserts that religious beliefs and rituals which encourage

moral values and warn of hellfire consequences for sinners deter youths involvement in

delinquent behaviors thus the higher the religiosity the lower the delinquency see

cochran & akers 1989 for brief review of hypothesis overall support for a

religiondelinquencyreligion linkdelinquency has been limited albrecht et al 1977 brownfield & sorenson

1991199iggi chadwick1 & top 1993 some researchers have argued that religiosity influences

delinquency only in a supportive religious environment in which delinquent activities are

discouraged stark 1984 1996 stark kent & doyle 1980 welch tittle & petee

1991199iggi others1 have argued against the significance of the religiosity delinquency link

when other factors such as individual characteristics and social pressures are considered

cochran wood & arneklev 1994

brownfield and sorenson 1991199 tested the relationship between religiosity and

drug use among adolescents three samples of over 800 white male seattle high school

students were obtained from populations of non delinquent youth youth with a police

record and youth with a court record questionnaire items measured five types of drug

use including 1 drinking beer or wine 2 smoking marijuana 3 taking barbiturates or

methedrinemeth withoutedrine a prescription 4 taking angel dust LSD or mescaline and 5 using

cocaine the researchers assessed church attendance religious affiliation and how

religious the youth perceived themselves religiosity small cell sizes in religious

affiliation responses precluded any denominational comparisons both church attendance

and religiosity yielded negative associations with drug use for example only six percent

11
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of youth who attended religious services at least once a week reported using all five drug

types compared to 23 percent who nevernevel attended church meetings

chadwick and top 1993 argued that weak measures of religiosity such as

church membership and attendance have contributed to the lack of support for the

religiositydelinquencyreligiosity hypothesisdelinquency moreover the investigators tested the hypothesis that

religiosity is related to delinquency only in highly religious environments where pressures

for conformity are high they drew a sample of 1700 youth living in a low LDS religious

climate along the east coast during 1990 the study focused on status crimes e g

alcohol and drug use reading of pornography and premarital sexual activity offenses

against others e g attacks on parents teachers and other adolescents and offenses

against property e g shoplifting theft and vandalism the researchers tested their

model using five different measures of religiosity 1 religious beliefs 2 public religious

behavior 3 private religious behavior 4 spiritual experiences and 5 social integration

into a congregation

As anticipated by the researchers private religious behavior such as personal

prayer and scripture reading demonstrated a significant inverse relationship to

delinquency while public religious behavior attendance did not moreover correlations

between religiosity and delinquency among adolescents living in the low LDS

environment were as strong if not stronger than those found in a previous study of youth

living in a high LDS religious ecology albrecht chadwick & alcorn 1977 the

researchers also found that private religious behavior and spiritual experiences made a

12
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significant negative contribution in explaining delinquency in a multivariate model which

included family characteristics peer pressure and peer example

free 1994 studied the influence of adolescent religiosity on alcohol marijuana

and polydrugpoly usedrug subjects consisted of 850 sociology students attending a

predominantly conservative protestant southwestern university and a major state

university in the midwest which enrolls many catholics and liberal protestants all of

the students came from two parent homes and nearly all were white 96 percent

questionnaire items assessed several dimensions of religiosity including ritualism

religious devotion and salience of religion analysis showed that religiosity was

negatively related to minor delinquency and alcohol use for all youth as well as to illicit

drug use for polydrugpoly usersdrug

cochran wood and arneklev 1994 used social control theory as well as arousal

theory to test the relationship between religiosity and delinquency the authors analyzed

self report data from 1600 high school students living in oklahoma social control

theory items measured internalized control self esteem and socialization parental

control parental supervision and family structure and institutional control school

attachment and commitment arousal theory items assessed the youths tendencies for

risk taking and impulsiveness behaviors as well as preferences for physical activities

measures of religiosity were limited to church attendance during the last month and a

four point scale item assessing the importance of religion in their life fifteen

delinquency items were combined into three scales 1 interpersonal delinquency eg

13
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assault and robbery 2 property theft eg larceny and auto theft and 3 property

damages eg vandalism arson and burglary

the researchers found religiosity negatively related to delinquency however

when arousal and social control indicators were entered into the model religiositys

contribution diminished to insignificance the only exception to this finding was

religiositys significant negative relationship to the use of legalized substances such as

tobacco and alcohol consequently the authors concluded that religiositys relationship

to delinquency is indeed spurious

recently benda and corwyn 1997 also investigated the relationship between

religiosity and delinquency while controlling for attachment to parents commitment to

education and careers involvement in homework and school activities and belief about

personal moral standards social control theory as well as peer associations modeling

reinforcement and rationalization social learning theory the researchers studied 724

high school students living in the midwest the study examined how often the youth had

committed crimes against others crimes against property and status offenses in the last

two months religious factors included church attendance religiosity time in prayer

bible study and financial contribution and evangelism talking about religion with

family and friends sharing joys and problems of religious life and trying to convert

someone

when variables representing social control and social learning theories were

controlled for the relationships between church attendance and religiosity with crime and

status offenses were reduced to insignificance surprisingly however evangelism was

14
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found to be negatively related to crime even after controlling for social control and social

learning theories based on these findings the authors concluded that

it seems likely that church attendance and religiosity are unrelated to crime
because they are more superficial indicators of commitment to religion
evangelism appears to represent a deeper commitment to religion that
would inhibit criminal impulses and yet it is unrelated to status offenses
because adolescence is a period of experimentation even with the milder
forms of delinquency such as alcohol use for all youths bendabenda &
corwyn 1997p 90

in addition litchfield thomas and li 1997 investigated several dimensions of

religiosity as mediators between parenting practices and juvenile delinquency in two

separate studies the researchers used data from over 1500 LDS adolescents drawn from

a representative sample of church congregations from across the united states

delinquency items assessed in the first study included drinking of beer smoking

cigarettes and reading pornographic books and magazines delinquency was assessed in

the second study again using tobacco and alcohol use as well as marijuana use

premarital sex fighting stealing vandalism and vulgar talk jokes and films the

authors measured four dimensions of religiosity including public religiosity private

religiosity family religious behavior and future religious plans parenting practices

included youths connection with their mother parental monitoring and degree of

psychological autonomy granted to youth by their parents

results showed that public religious behavior was not directly related to

adolescent delinquency on the other hand private religious behavior was significantly

associated with delinquency in addition the researchers found that private religious

behavior was a strong predictor of future religious plans which in turn was related to

15
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lower delinquent involvement furthermore while parental behaviors exerted an

independent influence on predicting delinquency parenting practices also moderately

impacted religiosity which in turn was negatively related to delinquency

in summary tests of the hellfire hypothesis have shown that measures of private

religiosity are more strongly negatively associated with delinquent behavior compared to

church membership and attendance moreover the religiondelinquencyreligion relationshipdelinquency was

found true even in a low religious ecology where the pressures to conform are minimal

conversely research has suggested that the significance of religion diminishes when

other factors such as personality traits peer associations social pressures are controlled

based on these findings the current model tested multiple measures of religiosity as well

as included similar social control factors such as self esteem parental supervision

family structure and school involvement social learning factors such as peer

delinquency and peer pressure as well as arousal theory items such as risk taking and

impulsiveness identified by cochran et al 1994 and benda and corwyn 1997 as

important in testing the link between religiosity and delinquency

personality traits

because of individual personality differences some youth may be more likely

than others to engage in delinquent behavior while criminology research has repeatedly

debated the importance of social versus biological factors differential association theory

asserts that social relations more strongly predict delinquency than personality traits

sutherland & cressey 1978 however the theory proposed that the influence of

16
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differential association which is the process of learning can be combined with

personality traits which are essentially the product of learning in predicting delinquency

sutherland & cressey 1978 conversely social control theory addresses personality

traits in terms of internalized attitudes and values which reflect the youths commitment

to conformity hirschi 1969 although limited in number existing research has

identified both positive personality traits which we grouped as self esteem and negative

personality traits which we grouped as rebelliousness as significant predictors of

delinquency

self esteem youths self esteem and internal locus of control have been found to

be inversely related to delinquency for example rosenberg and rosenberg 1978

examined whether self esteem has a greater effect on delinquency than delinquency has

on self esteem the researchers analyzed the first two waves of data from the youth in

transition study bachman et al 1972 conducted between the fall of 1966 and the

spring of 1968 the probability sample included 2213 tenth grade boys attending 87

selected high schools across the country the study measured delinquency using five

indices which included delinquent behavior at school frequency of delinquent behavior

seriousness of delinquent behavior theft and vandalism and total delinquency which

combined all of the above items modest correlations showed a stronger relationship

between self esteem predicting delinquency compared to delinquency predicting self

esteem nevertheless the association between self esteem predicting delinquency was

weak

17
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more recently rosenberg schooler and schoenbach 1989 further investigated

the reciprocal relationship between self esteem and delinquency the researchers again

performed secondary analysis on the first two waves of the youth in transition study

bachman et al 1972 the study included several indicators of delinquency both in and

out of school analysis showed a significant negative correlation between self esteem

and delinquency conversely positive associations between delinquency and self esteem

were insignificant interestingly self esteem was found to be an important predictor of

delinquency in higher socioeconomic status youth while delinquency was positively

related self esteem in lower socioeconomic status adolescents

evans levy sullenberger and vyas 1991199 also studied the relationship between

self concept and delinquency among institutionalized youth questionnaires were

administered to 190 institutionalized males and 33 institutionalized females most of the

youth were black 85 percent and the majority came from broken or single parent homes

90 percent compared against standardized self esteem scores of non delinquent

adolescents these institutionalized youth had abnormally low self esteem especially the

girls

youths locus of control or the internalization or externalization of control in

their lives is another important aspect of self esteem that has been used occasionally in

research to predict delinquency ollendick elliott and matson 1980 administered the

norwicki strickland locus of control scale norwicki & strickland 1973 to 24 black

and 66 white male delinquents within the first two weeks of incarceration in a behavior

modification program the researchers discovered that internally oriented youth

18
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committed fewer offenses during their stay in the program and evidenced lower

recidivism rates one year following release conversely externally oriented youths

responded less favorably to the program requirements and exhibited higher levels of

repeated offense rates following release given these findings it appears that youth who

feel they have limited control over their lives are more susceptible to peer and situational

pressures to commit delinquent activities

similarly gerstein and briggs 1993 explored the influence of locus of control in

violent and nonviolentnon offendersviolent their study included lengthy semistructuredsemi

interviews

structured

with the total juvenile population of 43 serious violent offenders and 41

serious nonviolentnon offendersviolent who were tried and sentenced as adults in the state of

georgia over a two year period personality profiles showed that violent delinquents

were more willing to admit their general faults and weaknesses compared to nonviolentnon

youth

violent

who more often believed they had experienced some bad luck in their lives it

seems that violent offenders perceived more internal control over their lives and thus

were able to recognize their faults and weaknesses on the other hand nonviolentnon

offenders

violent

viewed their troubles as being external or beyond their control due to bad luck

or misfortune considering these findings the relationship between locus of control and

delinquency may differ depending on the type of offense overall research suggests self

esteem and internal locus of control are inversely related to delinquency

rebelliousness several negative personality traits including rebelliousness

risk taking and impulsiveness have been linked to adolescents delinquent behavior

smith and fogg 1979 included rebelliousness as part of their study of psychological

19

external ly



www.manaraa.com

precursors to drug use the authors analyzed questionnaire data from 2249 mostly

white middle class ninth to twelfth grade students participating in a five year

longitudinal study self reports assessed the frequency of alcohol and various types of

drug use during the past year two years and lifetime the researchers found that

rebelliousness predicted drug use among non users and also the degree of subsequent

drug involvement of users

more recently rowe and flannery 1994 examined the influence of

rebelliousness on delinquency through home interviews of 499 eligible families who

spoke english and had two birth order adjacent siblings between the ages of 10 and 16

twenty delinquency items adapted from rowe 1985 assessed the youths involvement

in vandalism and theft lying speeding in a car noncompliance to an adult and

aggression three factors delinquency proneness peer relations and negative

emotionality were extracted from fifteen explanatory variables which included parental

affection personality traits and school achievements delinquency proneness with its

strongest component being rebelliousness explained over 20 percent of the variance in

delinquency

krueger et al 1994 tested the relationship between risk taking tendencies and

delinquency among 862 adolescents from new zealand risk taking tendencies were

measured by self reports while delinquency was assessed through self reports informant

reports and official records questionnaire items asked how many of 43 illegal acts the

youth had committed in the past twelve months A nominated family member or friend

provided information about the youths problems in controlling anger doing things
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against the law vandalism and drug use police and court records identified the number

of police contacts and convictions findings showed that youth characterized by high

levels of risk taking tendencies were more involved in extensive delinquency

similarly wood et al 1995 recently studied the relationship between sensation

seeking and impulsiveness to substance use using questionnaires from 11791 ninth179

through twelfth grade students in oklahoma survey items asked the respondents to

indicate the number of days during the past four weeks that they had used tobacco

products drank alcoholic beverages gotten drunk smoked marijuana and used hard

drugs As expected findings showed that sensation seeking and impulsiveness traits

were positively related to substance use

in summary limited research has determined personality traits such as self

esteem and rebelliousness to be associated with delinquency low self esteem has

generally been linked with higher levels of delinquency while youths internalization of

control has been associated with lower delinquency and lower recidivism rates

similarly research has also shown rebelliousness and closely related traits such as risk

taking tendencies and impulsiveness to be associated with drug use and delinquent

involvement consequently self esteem locus of control rebelliousness risk taking

tendencies and impulsiveness were included as predictors in the delinquency model

school experiences

differential association and social control theories offer two different perspectives

in explaining the relationship found in social science research between school

21



www.manaraa.com

experiences and delinquency differential association theory asserts that school

influences delinquency indirectly through its exposure to delinquent and anti delinquent

behavior patterns sutherland & cressey 1978 social control theorists on the other

hand contend that attachments to teachers positive school experiences involvement in

school and extracurricular activities and future expectations for educational success

directly decrease the likelihood of delinquency johnson 1979

in examining the relationship between school experiences and delinquent

involvement finn stott and zarichny 1988 collected data from 91 status offenders and

13 adjudicated delinquents referred to the erie county mental health clinic in new

york extensive academic achievement data included school attendance records

standardized IQ and reading scores special education participation grades grade

retention school suspensions and parents educational backgrounds poor school

performance was reported in almost all of the delinquents the researchers found that

in a sample of 104 juvenile offenders 43 percent were reading two or
more years behind grade level 70 percent were receiving barely passing
grades or worse 23 percent were enrolled in special education classes 45
percent had been held back one or more grades 16 percent more than one
grade and 55 percent had been formally suspended from school one or
more times up to the maximum of 20 suspensions finn stott &
zarichny 1988 158

although results showed school performance as an important factor in predicting

delinquency the authors cautioned against assuming the relationship is causal

tygart 1992 failed to find similar associations between academic achievement

and delinquency questionnaires from 1734 seventh through twelfth graders assessed the

frequency of delinquent acts such as theft drug and alcohol use assault fighting sex car
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theft vandalism robbery and carrying a weapon no significant relationship was found

between grades and total delinquency in addition the authors argued that while lower

SES students may more frequently drop out of school those who remained did not have

higher delinquency rates compared to other students

jarjoura 1993 also studied the relationship between students dropping out of

school and delinquent activities the researchers analyzed 12141 interviews from two

waves of the national longitudinal survey of youth conducted by the national opinion

research center center for human resource research 1988 the sample was over-

representative of populations most frequently engaged in criminal delinquent activities

delinquency measures included violent offenses theft and selling drugs findings

revealed that youth who dropped out because they disliked school showed significantly

higher levels of violence and theft than those who stayed in school on the other hand

those who dropped out because of poor grades did not significantly differ in delinquency

from graduates

overall support for the school experiencesdelinquencyexperiences relationshipdelinquency is mixed

especially when other factors such as socioeconomic status and academic ability are

entered into the analysis furthermore as emphasized above the observed relationship is

likely reciprocal in that delinquency may reduce school performance as well as the

reverse thus theoretical rationale and past research supported adding several measures

of school experiences including grades participation in extracurricular activities feelings

about the importance of school and educational aspirations to the model
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family characteristics

social control theorists argue that parental attachment and involvement in family

activities have a significant and direct impact on deterring delinquent behavior hirschi

1969 research has repeatedly examined the role the family plays in adolescents

development and socialization specifically family characteristics such as family

structure family conflict maternal employment and parenting practices have been

studied in relationship to delinquency however some researchers have argued that the

impact of the family is weak relative to peer and school influences see bahr et al 1995

for a brief review on the other hand according to the differential association theory

because peers exert such a strong pressure during adolescence the family affects

delinquency more indirectly through its influence on youths selection of and time spent

with friends aseltine 1995 while numerous researchers have tested the direct effect of

family on delinquency social control theory comparatively fewer studies have looked at

its indirect effects differential association theory

family structure and perceived family conflict family structure primarily

comparing single stepparentstep andparent two biological parent families has repeatedly been

found as important factor in predicting delinquency dornbusch et al 1985 explored

this relationship using a sample of 7514 youth who participated in cycle IH of the

national health examination survey a national study collected between 1966 and 1970

measures of deviance included number of contacts with the law arrests times runaway

regular smoking as well as frequency of truancy and school discipline the findings

showed that the proportion of deviant adolescents among mother only households was
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consistently greater than the proportion of deviant youth in two parent households

furthermore the presence of two adults in the home was associated with lower levels of

adolescent deviance and extended households among mother only families raised fewer

deviant youth

similarly steinberg 1987 compared the influence of family structure on youths

susceptibility to negative peer pressure and deviant behavior the sample consisted of

865 fifth eighth and ninth grade students attending public school in madison

wisconsin boys and girls were equally represented in the predominantly white 86

percent sample selected from a wide range of socioeconomic classes the researcher

compared youth by three family structures namely living with both natural parents

mother alone and one natural parent and a stepparent delinquency was determined by

the respondents responses to ten hypothetical situations questions inquired whether the

youth would choose to do a deviant behavior e g vandalism cheating on an exam

stealing etc suggested by their best friends or if they would choose the behavior that

they really thought that they should do results showed that youth living with both

biological parents were less susceptible to peer pressure to engage in delinquent activities

compared to adolescents living in other family structures furthermore contrary to

dornbusch et al s 1985 findings youth growing up in step families or in the presence

of two adults appeared to be equally at risk for involvement in delinquency as youth

living in single parent homes

because single parent families are often indicators of stressful family situations

several researchers have also sought to determine whether family structure per se or
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perceived family conflict have the greatest influence on delinquency for example

leflore 1988 compared the influence of family structure number of siblings in

household family intactness sibling rank number of persons in household and family

conflict family relationships personal growth and family system maintenance on

delinquency questionnaires were administered to 68 official repetitiveseriousrepetitive

delinquents

serious

as well as 130 matched non delinquents delinquent youths reported their

families as less cohesive and less expressive however there were no significant

differences between the number of youth who came from broken homes or in the number

of persons living in the household consequently the researchers suggested from their

findings that the absence of family conflict may be more important than family structure

in preventing delinquency

furthermore wells and rankin 1991199 performed a meta analysis of 50 studies

investigating the impact of broken homes most studies consistently found associations

between broken homes and juvenile delinquency with phi coefficients ranging from .0505

to 15 in addition the impact of family structure seemed limited to the type of

delinquency the strongest associations were found for status offenses mainly truancy

and running away followed by drug use and violence in addition correlations were

slightly stronger for broken families due to divorce or separation compared to single

parent families due to the death of a parent which again attests to the importance of

considering the influence of family conflict rather than simply the number of adults

present in the household
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brody and forehand 1993 assessed the association between family structure

family processes conflict and adolescents deviant peer associations as well as drug and

alcohol use participants in this study included 80 adolescents and their mothers with half

of the youth raised in divorced single parent families and the other half living in

traditional two parent families respondents were recruited through notices posted in

several sites in the local communities as well as through media advertisements family

processes were operationally defined by interparental conflict reported by the mother and

by the quality of the mother adolescent relationship

based on self report data the researchers found no differences between family

structures and rates of deviant peer affiliation nor substance use although no significant

associations were found between interparental conflict and youth problem behaviors

outcome differences were found as a function of the parent adolescent relationship for

example adolescents who reported high levels of parent adolescent conflict also

indicated problems with alcohol use likewise maternal acceptance rejection measures

were more strongly associated with affiliations with deviant peers the authors

concluded that family processes not divorce per se contribute unique variance to the

forecasting problems with adolescent substance use and affiliation with peers brody &

forehand 1993 p 590

maternal employment over the past three decades mothers have increasingly

entered the work force in 1993 for example 75 percent of married mothers with

children ages 6176 and17 78 percent of widowed divorced or separated mothers of the

same aged children were employed compared to only 39 percent and 66 percent

27



www.manaraa.com

respectively in 1960 statistical abstracts 1994 table 626 the dramatic increase in

maternal employment in recent years has generated interest in its relationship to juvenile

delinquency

although the effects of maternal employment have been widely studied for

children its impact on adolescents has been relatively neglected orthner 1990

reviewed past research related to maternal employment and adolescent development he

found mixed or no significant associations in these studies however orthner 1990

emphasized that the existing research is too limited in both sample size and quality of

design to conclude that no direct or indirect relationships exist between these factors

armistead wierson and forehand 1990 investigated the influence of maternal

employment on internalizing and externalizingexternal behaviorizing problems teachers reported

adolescent behavior problems by completing the revised behavior problem checklist

quay & peterson 1987 results showed no significant differences in problem

outcomes between adolescents with employed mothers and non employed mothers

however this study suffered from several limitations first their sample of 63 youth was

self selected from responses to flyers and media announcements second the

information collected did not specify whether the mother was employed full time or part

time thirdly the only data obtained regarding adolescents internalizing and

externalizingexternal problemsizing came from teachers who may not know the full extent of the

adolescents behavior outside the classroom

hillman sawilowsky and becker 1993 examined the effects of maternal

employment on adolescents drug use and risk taking behaviors among youth living in
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two parent families the sample consisted of 389 high school students residing in three

metropolitan areas in the midwest A self report questionnaire evaluated the adolescents

drinking smoking and using of inhalants marijuana cocaine and hallucinogens no

significant differences were found between the age in which substance use began and

mothers being employed full time compared to part timenotsimenot employed furthermore the

researchers failed to find a significant relationship between maternal employment and

youths alcohol consumption cigarette and marijuana use or other risk taking behaviors

parenting practices extensive literature has also focused on the relationship

between differing parenting practices and delinquency after a comprehensive

examination of this literature rollins and thomas 1979 concluded that

for approximately four decades the parent child literature has identified at
least two variables of parental behavior as critical in accounting for
parental influence in the socialization of children these variables are
parental control techniques and parental support p 319

although often labeled differently a large body of research has repeatedly found these

two core dimensions parental support and parental control as essential in raising non

delinquent youth kurdek & fine 1994 baumrind 1991199iggi lamborn1 mounts steinberg

& dornbusch 1991199 steinberg 1990 recently barber 1997 discussed the

fundamental importance of these same core elements however he relabelledrela parentalbelled

support as jamilyfamilyasfamily connection and separated parental control into two distinct dimensions

namely parental regulation and psychological autonomy

family connection refers to positive interpersonal relationships and emotional

attachments between parents and their children peterson 1995 defined family
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connectedness as a process that maintains family togetherness in the form of obligations

conformity to expectations cooperative behavior and emotional ties p21p2 others

have discussed connection in terms of warm nurturing or loving relationships between

parents and children maccoby & martin 1983 rollins & thomas 1979 barber 1997

theorized that connection with parents and siblings provides children with essential social

skills and a sense of security in their surroundings which would facilitate positive peer

relationships and involvement in prosocialprosodialpro activitiessocial

johnson and pandina 1991 examined the influence of parental warmth

connection on youths criminal activity and drug use two waves of longitudinal

questionnaire data were collected over a three year period spanning early to late

adolescence results indicated that fathers lack of warmth and both parents hostility

towards their child was associated with delinquency among boys but not among girls

conversely parental hostility and lack of warmth significantly predicted alcohol use for

the youngest group of girls but not boys moreover parental warmth from both mother

and father was only weakly related to drug use

similarly bamesbarnes and farrell 1992 investigated the importance of family

connection which they termed parental support as a predictor of delinquency the

researchers analyzed interview data from 699 adolescents and their families parental

support was defined by parental behaviors toward the adolescent aimed at making them

feel valued accepted and loved analysis revealed that parental support predicted lower

levels of drinkingdrin drugkinokina use deviance and school misconduct
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likewise kurdek and fine 1994 studied the influence of family acceptance

connection on adjustment in young adolescents surveys were administered in

classrooms to 1120 fifth through seventh grade students attending two schools in a

midwestern city family acceptance was measured by the youths perception of how

much family members help each other have a feeling of togetherness and can turn to

their family for help results showed that family acceptance was negatively related to

self regulation problems as indicated by low grades drug use and other externalizingexternal

problems

izing

such as fights threats and arguments with teachers

parental regulation refers to parents setting rules and monitoring their childrens

activities barber 1997 proposed that inadequate regulation leads to a lack of self

discipline and this impulsiveness leaves youth more susceptible to negative influences

thus poorly regulated youth are more likely to participate in delinquent behavior

numerous studies have confirmed the importance of parental regulation for example

mccord 1979 retrospectively examined the influence of parental supervision on

delinquency using childhood observation records of 201 men parental regulation was

observed in home visits twice a month over a five year period the observations records

were coded and later compared against juvenile and adult criminal court records of the

201 men 71 had been convicted of at least one serious crime and 43 men were classified

as juvenile delinquents because of repeated offenses as adolescents parental

supervision accounted for the most variance in the number of serious crime convictions

even after controlling for social status and parental characteristics such as confidence

deviance and conflict with each other
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similarly patterson and stouthamer loeber 1984 investigated the importance of

parental monitoring in deterring juvenile delinquency their sample consisted of 73

families of fourth grade boys 76 families of seventh grade boys and 57 families of tenth

grade boys teachers and peers rated the delinquency of the boys delinquency was also

measured via self reports as well as school and court records in addition three hour

structured interviews were conducted separately with the boys and their parents the

parents and child also participated in a videotapedvideo problemtaped solving session the

researchers discovered a strong relationship between parental regulation and delinquency

the authors proposed that parental monitoring may serve a dual purpose in deterring

delinquent activity they concluded

initially it parental regulation may determine which youths become engaged in
the delinquency process second it may determine which youths become
recidivists youths characterized as recidivists were from families in which the
monitoring process was even more disrupted than for those only peripherally
engaged the fact that the findings held for both the official records and for self
reported delinquency scores leads one to emphasize the potential importance of
this variable patterson & stouthamer loeber 1984 p 1305

barber and shagie 1992 tested the relationship between parental regulation and

delinquency while controlling for peer and religious influences their sample consisted

of 473 fifth eighth and tenth grade students attending tennessee public school

delinquency items measured swearing or using dirty language skipping school and using

alcohol or drugs peer involvement asked the youth how often from I11 never to 4

everyday they spend time with their boygirlfriendboy hanggirlfriend out with friends party and

talk on the phone religiosity was measured by how religious they felt they were and

how often they attended church meetings findings revealed that overall peer
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involvement was the strongest predictor of delinquency and that the religiosity had a

moderate influence on delinquency moreover even after controlling for these non-

family contexts parental regulation had a substantial direct negative effect on

delinquency in addition to an indirect effect through peer involvement

more recently aseltine 1995 used longitudinal data to test the influence of

parental attachment connection and monitoring regulation along with friends deviance

to predict delinquency and marijuana use during ninth through eleventh grades three

waves of interviews were conducted with a sample of 435 youth and their best friend

not surprisingly aseltine 1995 found the strongest predictor of delinquency was

delinquent friends interestingly regulation was not directly related to delinquency but

was related to lower exposure to delinquent peers which in turn reduced delinquency on

the other hand regulation did have a direct inverse relationship to subsequent drug use

psychological autonomy refers to parents efforts to encourage rather than intrude

upon the development of their childrens sense of identity efficacy and self worth

barber 1997 while youth still require parental regulation of their behavior and to pay

consequences for their choices competent adolescents also need opportunities to express

independent thoughts and develop a strong sense of self parents who use psychological

control techniques such as guilt induction or love withdrawal deny their children such

autonomy although allusions have been made to autonomy in the family enmeshment

and adolescent individuation literature eg bowen 1978 grotevant & cooper 1986

minuchinmanuchinMi 1974nuchin barber 1996 argues that it is a relatively neglected construct in

juvenile delinquency models
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barber olsen and shagie 1994 tested a model which explored the unique

relationships between parental regulation and psychological autonomy on external and

internal problem behaviors in 524 youth attending tennessee public schools external

problem behaviors were defined as delinquency such as drug use truancy and swearing

while internal problem behaviors included difficulties with loneliness depression and

feeling confused As mentioned autonomy is measured by the absence of parental

psychological control techniques such as guilt induction or love withdrawal the

researchers discovered a significant inverse correlation between parental regulation and

delinquency and an inverse relationship between psychological autonomy and youths

internalized problem behaviors

barber 1996 compared data from three studies to further test his model of

parental regulation and psychological autonomy the first study analyzed questionnaires

from 581 youth in fifth eighth and tenth grades attending tennessee public schools the

second study involved secondary analysis of videotaped interactions from 158 high risk

families participating in the adolescent transitions program conducted by the oregon

social learning center approximately half were single parent families and two thirds

were receiving financial assistance finally data from the first wave of a four year

longitudinal study of 1000 families living in ogden utah were included in the third

analysis the stratified sample included 71 percent white 16 percent hispanic youth

enrolled in fifth and eighth grade and their parents

in all three studies the hypothesized unique association between lack of parental

regulation and delinquency was confirmed in the second study however this finding
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was only observed in the mother child dyad an unexpected finding in the third study

revealed that a lack of psychological autonomy equally predicted depression and

delinquency further analysis of studies I11 and 3 found the strongest association between

psychological autonomy and delinquency for the younger samples and that the strength of

this relationship decreased with age consequently as partial explanation for this

unexpected finding the author proposed that psychological autonomy has more general

effects until mid to late adolescence when most youth are searching for a stronger sense

of independence and identity

recently barber thomas and proskauer 1997 examined the relationship

between all three parenting measures family connection parental regulation and

psychological autonomy in predicting delinquency the researchers used the second

wave 1995 of data from the four year longitudinal study conducted among fifth and

eighth grade students attending ogden utah school district discussed earlier

delinquency items included theft swearing skipping school spending time with

delinquent peers and alcohol or drug use results showed that delinquency was

significantly predicted by both parental regulation and psychological autonomy but not

family connection

based on this review of literature family structure family conflict maternal

employment and parenting practices were included in the model predicting delinquency

most previous research tested the direct relationship of these family characteristics on

delinquency in addition this study explores not only the direct but also the indirect
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effects of family characteristics on delinquency through peer influences religiosity

school experiences and personality traits

family and peer influences

recent research has also investigated the relationship between family and peers in

predicting delinquency for example warr 1993 hypothesized that peers may be

instigators of delinquency differential association theory while parents may be barriers

to delinquency social control theory the author examined the relationship between

family time and parent attachment on peer delinquent influence and delinquent

friendships using data from the national youth survey elliott et al 1985 delinquent

behavior items included cheating marijuana use burglary alcohol use petty larceny and

grand larceny family characteristics included attachment to parents and time spent with

family

the researcher discovered that time spent with family reduced negative peer

influence and thus reduced delinquency attachment to parents only produced indirect

effects through inhibiting the initial formation of delinquent friendships consequently

the author suggested that although quality time is desirable it may not be enough to

counteract the negative effects of not spending quantity time together as a family the

author concluded

in an era when family time is at a premium and family structure has been
shaken the notion of the family as an effective obstacle to delinquency
may be difficult to accept but if the family is capable of counteracting
one of the strongest influences on american adolescents it cannot be
easily dismissed warr 1993 p 262
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I1 I1 th

licitra kleckler and waas 1993 examined the influence of family and peer

support on delinquency among high stressed adolescents from a larger sample of lith

and 12th grade students attending three large midwestern high schools a subsamplesub ofsample

175 female students and 84 male students with high stress was selected through self

reported stressful life events questionnaire items measured involvementinvolver innent serious

crimes petty delinquency drug and alcohol use and schoolfamilyschool offensesfamily

questionnaire items also assessed the degree to which youth felt they received support

from their family and peers among these high stress youth those with high family

support demonstrated lower levels of delinquent behaviors however a high level of peer

support was not consistently related to lower delinquency

in a longitudinal study simons wu conger and lorenz 1994 compared the

influence of parents and peers on early and late starters of delinquency early starters

were defined as adolescents who engaged in delinquency before their 14th birthday while

late starters did so after this age the researchers hypothesized that early starters would

be strongly influenced by family while late starters would be more influenced by peers

four waves of data were collected from 169 families living in small towns in the

midwest questionnaires and videotapes of structured family interactions were collected

during two home visits conducted annually while the target child attended seventh

through tenth grades delinquency was measured by self reports of whether the youth

had been arrested placed in juvenile detention gone to court or placed on probation

indicators for effective parenting included setting standards for children monitoring

consistently enforcing rules and refraining from harsh punishment using self reports
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and home observation records oppositionaldefiantoppositional orientationdefiant assessed the degree to

which adolescents demonstrated a coercive noncompliantcompliantnon orientation in their

interactions with others simons et al 1994 257

results showed that parenting practices were significantly related to peer

influences which predicted delinquent involvement among early starters the quality of

parenting predicted oppositionaldefiantoppositional orientationdefiant which further predicted deviant peer

associations and criminal system involvement similarly among late starters quality of

parenting predicted association with delinquent peers which in turn was correlated with

criminal justice involvement however oppositionaldefiantoppositional orientationdefiant was not

significantly related to late starters deviant peer relationships nor to involvement in the

criminal justice system

furthermore recent research on alcohol use among adolescents further suggested

that the family plays a more indirect role in influencing adolescent behavior through peers

and educational commitment bahr marcos and maughn 1995 randomly sampled

27000 high school students living in utah the study assessed the frequency and amount

of alcohol consumption family measures included attachment to parents and family

drug use peer influences were measured by asking how many of the best friends drank

alcohol and used drugs educational commitment included the importance of getting

good grades time spent on homework and educational expectations results showed a

strong relationship between family bonds and educational commitment which in turn

lessened adolescents use of alcohol similarly family bonds also was moderately

associated with the number of close friends who used drugs which in turn increased
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adolescents alcohol use family drug use also indirectly affected alcohol use through

peer drug use thus it seems that while the family only weakly affected alcohol

consumption directly it had a strong indirect effect on alcohol use through peers and

educational commitment

As theory would suggest research has shown that family and peers play an

important role in predicting delinquency moreover the reviewed research findings

support testing the indirect effects of family through the influence of peers on

delinquency in our model it was expected that family would indirectly affect

delinquency through its influence on youths ability to resist peer pressure and peer

selection
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the delinquency model

based on the theoretical ideas suggested by the differential association and social

control theories as well as the above review of literature this study tested a model with

two dimensions of peer influence six dimensions of religiosity two dimensions of

personality traits four dimensions of school experiences and four dimensions of family

characteristics as predictors of juvenile delinquency this rather complex model is

presented in figure 1 while previous studies have examined these variables alone or in

combination of one or two factors comparatively fewer studies have examined the

strengths of all of these predictors concurrently consequently the delinquency model in

this study controlled for peer influences religiosity personality traits school experiences

and family characteristics simultaneously in order to test the comparative strengths of

these factors in predicting delinquency the model was also structured in order to test

both the direct and indirect effects of family characteristics

figure I11 about here

40

six

is

in in

in

in

in in



www.manaraa.com

methods

data collection

data were collected from LDS teenagersteen livingaaers in two different religious

ecologieseco inlogies the united states A mail questionnaire survey was conducted in the spring

of 1995 with a sample of 1078 teenagers living in portland oregon and seattle

washington A sample from the pacific northwest was selected because this area has the

lowest religious ecology in the united states stark kent & doyle 1980 A second

mail survey was conducted in the fall of 1995 with a sample of 1849 adolescents living

in utah county utah this county has an exceptionally high LDS religious ecology all

of the young people included in the study were eligible for enrollment in LDS seminary

seminary involves religious instruction classes that meet early in the morning before

public school or in some locations students are released from public school to attend

most LDS youth in these religious ecologieseco werelogies enrolled in seminary regardless of

their church activity thus the sampling frame included nearly all LDS youth in the two

areas

A packet was sent to the parents of the young people with a letter explaining the

study and asking permission for their child to participate they were informed that the

questionnaire asked about sensitive behaviors such as delinquency drug use and sexual

activity parents were advised to return their mailing label in the enclosed business reply

envelope if they did not want their child to complete the questionnaire and no followupfollow

contacts

up

would be attempted only three parents in the pacific northwest and four
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parents in utah declined allowing their children the option to participate parents were

also instructed to give the questionnaire to their children and to allow them to complete it

in privacy A letter to the young people described the study asked their participation and

promised anonymity they were instructed to fill out the questionnaire by themselves

and to return it in the enclosed business reply envelope

A postcard reminder was mailed approximately three weeks after mailing the first

packet A complete packet with a modified cover letter questionnaire and return

envelope was sent one month following the initial mailing A final appeal was made two

months after the first approach with another complete packet this procedure produced

658 completed questionnaires in the pacific northwest the sample was reduced by 81

youth because the packets mailed to their families were undeliverable by the postal

service the response rate was 66 percent over a thousand n1122 questionnaires

were returned in utah county only 39 potential respondents were removed from the

sample because of inadequate addresses the response rate was 62 percent the

combined response rate for both samples was 63 percent this moderate response rate

may suggest a bias in the number of active compared to less active LDS youth who

returned their questionnaires furthermore because the sample consisted of only LDS

youth it limits the generalizability of its findings
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measurement of variables

delinquency

in general LDS youth have a relatively low frequency of delinquency compared to

adolescents across the nation for example only 23 percent of LDS young men and 20

percent of LDS young women in a national sample reported having ever drunk alcoholic

beverages compared to 81 percent and 80 percent respectively for the entire sample

likewise only 12 percent of LDS males and seven percent of LDS females indicated ever

using marijuana compared to 39 percent of the males and 31 percent of the females in the

same national sample johnston bachman & omalley 1993 in addition another

national study conducted in 1988 reported that 77 percent of young men and 66 percent of

young women had experienced sexual intercourse compared to 10 percent and 17 percent

respectively among LDS youth the alan guttmacher institute 1994

consequently asking the youth in our study how often they had committed each

offense during the past year or two years would have produced little variation in

delinquency because of this we asked if the youth had ever committed the delinquent

acts thus delinquency was measured by 40 items that asked whether the youth had ever

engaged in certain specific activities and if so how often he or she had ever committed

each offense in other words the respondent first reported whether he or she had ever

engaged in a particular activity and if they had then they recorded how often they had

done so
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offenses against others were determined by 15 itemsiternssterns involving attacks on peers

school officials and parents offenses against property were assessed by 11 items

focusing on activities such as shoplifting theft and vandalism status offenses were

measured by 14 items that focused on alcohol and drug use as well as premarital sexual

behavior

the frequency of committing the various offenses were used to compute a

composite delinquency score for each respondent whether or not the youth had ever

committed a delinquent act onever0neverconever0On doneevernever ldoneidoneadone was added to the number of times

they reported having committed each act the computed delinquency items were then

submitted to principle component factor analysis As anticipated factor analysis

produced three delinquency scales offenses against others offenses against property

and status offenses consequently the means of these items were used as indicators of the

three delinquency scales in later analysis

the factor weights and eigenvalues for the delinquency scales are presented for

males and females in table 1 the factor weights are fairly strong ranging from .4242 to

.8484 the eigenvalues for the delinquency scales ranged between 3.98398 and 5.79579 in

addition a chronbachsChron alphabachs coefficient was computed for each delinquency scale by

gender the alpha coefficients for the delinquency scales ranged from .7878 to .8585 thus

the factor weights eigenvalues and alpha coefficients indicate relatively strong

independent delinquency scales based on the factor analysis results mean scores
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calculated for offenses against others offenses against property and status offenses for

each youth were entered in the LISREL model as separate indicators of delinquency

table I11 about here

peer influences

peer pressure was determined by asking whether their friends had tried to get

them to do 27 of the 40 deviant activities the number of activities was reduced since

peer pressure did not seem relevant for some activities such as being arrested the

response categories were yes or no the number of yes replies were summed to

provide a measure of peer pressure in addition the youth were asked how many of their

friends were LDS response categories ranged from one to five respectively and

included none a few about half most and all it was anticipated that youth

with higher number of LDS peers would experience less negative peer pressure

especially for activities against unique LDS standards such as abstaining from tobacco

alcohol and premarital sex

the peer pressure items which were identical to the delinquency items were

submitted to principle component factor analysis three independent factors related to

offenses against others offenses against property and status offenses emerged the factor

weights eigenvalues and alpha scores are recorded in table 2 the factor weights

ranged from .5050 to .8080 the eigenvalues for the peer pressure scales ranged from 2.09209 to

6.24624 in addition a chronbachsChron alphabachs coefficient was computed for each peer pressure

scale the alpha coefficients ranged from .6565 to .8888 again these tests are evidence of
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strong unidimensional scales mean scores were calculated for peer pressure to commit

offenses against others property offenses and status offenses and were entered in the

LISREL model as indicators of peer pressure

table 2 about here

peer example refers to having friends who actually had engaged in delinquent

activities even though they may not pressure the youth to be involved in delinquency it

was measured by asking how many of the respondents friends have engaged any of the

40 delinquent activities the response categories were I11 none 2 some 3 most or

4 all

the peer example scales items were also submitted to principle component factor

analysis the three factors related to the three delinquency types emerged the factor

weights and eigenvalues for the peer example scales are presented by gender in table 3

the factor weights ranged from .5858 to .8585 the eigenvalues for the peer example scales

ranged between 6.01601goi and 9.68968968 furthermore chronbachsChron alphabachs coefficients computed

for each peer example scale ranged from .8989 to .9494 the mean values for the number of

friends who had committed the three types of delinquent activities were used as indicators

of friends delinquent example in the LISREL model

table 3 about here

religiosity

we included six dimensions of religiosity in the questionnaire chadwick & top

1993 religious beliefs were measured by ten questions examining traditional christian
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beliefs as well as beliefs about unique LDS doctrines private religious behavior was

assessed by four questions about the frequency of personal prayer reading of the

scriptures fasting and paying of tithing four questions about frequency of attendance at

various church meetingsmee gagedtinostinas public religious behavior three questions also probed

the youths history of spiritual experiences eight items assessed youths feelings about

the importance of religion in their lives social integration involved adolescents

feelings of acceptance by fellow church members and leaders and was measured by three

items response categories for the attitudinal and belief items ranged on a five point

scale from I11 strongly disagree to 5 strongly agree five response categories for the

frequency of private and public religious behavior ranged from I11 never to 5 very

often

replicating the procedures used in an earlier study obliminobligin rotation factor

analysis was performed on the religiosity scales chadwick & top 1993 As expected

the six religiosity dimensions emerged as distinct unidimensional scales the factor

weights eigenvalues and chronbachsChron alphabachs scores are recorded in table 4 the factor

weights were relatively strong ranging from 55 to 92 the eigenvalues for the

religiosity scales ranged from 2 02 to 7 31 moreover the alpha coefficients ranged from

75 to 96 this is again evidence of strong scales the mean values for each of the six

dimensions were used as indicators of religiosity in the LISREL model

table 4 about here
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personality traits

self esteem represented positive personality traits and was measured with two

standard scales first rosenbergs 1965 ten item self esteem scale was used as were

eight items from norwicki and stricklandsstricklandsrStrick 1973lands locus of control scale the five

response categories ranged from I11 strongly disagree to 5 strongly agree five of the

self esteem and one of locus of control items were recodedreceded to reflect a high self esteem

and internal locus of control score

rebelliousness represented more negative personality traits and was determined

by items from three scales focusing on rebelliousness risk taking and impulsiveness

eight items five of which were adapted from smith and fogg 1979 gaged rebellious

tendencies in the young people A sample item isi like to shock or freak out my

parents or other adults just for the fun of it three risk taking items two of which were

taken from bachman johnston and omalley 1990 were asked an example is I1 get a

real kick out of doing things that are a little dangerous impulsiveness was gaged by

three items adapted from the california psychological inventory gough 1965 an

example is I1 often act on the spur of the moment without stopping to think the

response categories for the rebelliousness scales also ranged from I11 strongly disagree to

5 strongly agree

table 5 shows the factor weights eigenvalues and reliability scores by gender for

the personality scales the factor weights ranged from .5656 to .9090 the eigenvalues for

the personality scales ranged from 1.86186 to 5.70570 the chronbachsChron alphabachs coefficients

ranged from .6969 to .9191 again this is evident of strong unidimensional scales mean
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values for self esteem and locus of control were used as indicators of self esteem in the

LISREL model likewise rebelliousness risk taking and impulsiveness were used as

indicators of rebelliousness in the LISREL model

table 5 about here

school experiences

four dimensions of school experiences were included in the model the youth

were asked what grades they received in school eight response categories ranged from 8

mostly As to I11 Ds and Fs the students were asked in which extracurricular

activities including sports music student government student newspaperyearbooknewspaper andyearbook

various academic and vocational clubs they were involved they were asked to check all

the activities in which they participated their responses were summed as an overall

score of extracurricular participation the importance of school was assessed using a

single item which asked how important it was to them to receive good grades in school

four response categories ranged from I11 not important to 4 extremely important

educational aspirations were also measured by a single item which asked the youths

educational expectations six possible responses ranged from I11 I1I1 dont expect to finish

high school to 6 I1 expect to get an advanced degree after graduation from college

these four items were entered as separate indicators of school experiences in the LISREL

model
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family characteristics

family structure was measured by a single item which asked the youth with

whom they lived six response categories included mother and father mother and step

father father and stepmother mother alone father alone and other responses

were grouped for comparison into single and two parent families perceived family

conflict was assessed by three questions concerning whether the adolescents parents

nagged and complained about each other around the house often argued in front the

youth and yelled and screamed at each other when the youth was around possible

responses included I11 not true 2 somewhat true and 3 true the mean score for

these three items was entered into the model as an indicator of perceived family conflict

maternal employment was measured by asking the youth if their mother was employed

response categories included I11 no 2 yes part time and 3 yes full time

parenting practices was assessed through measures of family connection parental

regulation and psychological autonomy the teenagers feelings of family connection

were measured by ten items originally developed by schaefer 1965 and later tested by

barber et al 1994 the items asked whether a specific activity describes the

respondents mother A sample item is my mother is a person who makes me feel

better after talking over my worries with her the response categories were I11 not like

her 2 somewhat like her and 3 a lot like her the ten connection items were

repeated for the youths perceptions of their father

parental regulation by mothers and fathers was determined using five items

which assessed the degree parents monitor their childrens activities barber et al 1994
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dornbusch et al 1987 steinberg fletcher & darling 1994 this measure has been

shown in research to be a reliable and powerful assessment of parental regulation

patterson & stouthamer loeber 1984 the five monitoring questions asked the youth

if their parents really know who are their friends where they go at night how they spend

their money what they do with their free time and where they are most afternoons after

school the response categoriescate includedoriesorles I11 doesnt know 2 knows a little and 3

knows a lot the five regulation items were asked for mother and then for father

psychological autonomy was measured by ten questions developed by schaefer

1965 and recently used by barber et al 1994 these ten items focus on the degree

mothers and fathers used psychological control as opposed to the parents granting their

child psychological autonomy A sample item is my mother is a person who will avoid

looking at me when I1 have disappointed her the response categories were the same

three used for family connection namely I11 not like herhimhechimherhim 2 somewhat like her

him and 3 a lot like her him the ten questions were first asked for the youths

mother and then repeated for their father responses were reverse coded to reflect the

parents granting of psychological autonomy

again the items for the family scales were submitted to principle component

factor analysis the factor weights were strong ranging from .5454 to .8787 the eigenvalues

for the family scales ranged from 2.33233 and 6.47647 moreover the alpha coefficients ranged

from .7878 to .9595 this is again evidence of strong scales the factor weights eigenvalues

and alpha scores for family characteristics are reported in table 6 the meanneani values of

connection with father and with mother were entered as separate indicators of family
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connection in the LISREL model the same procedure was also used for family

regulation and family autonomy

table 6 about here

52



www.manaraa.com

results

delinquency

the percent of youth who had ever committed offenses against others offenses

against property and status offenses are presented in table 7 for both young men and

young women living in the two religious ecologieseco testslogies of significance were performed

to determine whether differences observed between young men and young women living

in the pacific northwest and utah valley were significantly different

offenses against others offenses against others involve verbal or physical

attacks against parents peers school officials and church leaders As expected a

significantly higher number of boys in both religious ecologieseco reportedlogies committing

offenses against others compared to girls see table 7 interestingly similar rates for

offenses against others were generally observed between LDS youth living in the pacific

northwest and in utah valley for example in both religious ecologieseco nearlylogies 20

percent of the youth had cursed or sworn at their parents one statistically significant

exception however was that 52 percent of pacific northwest young men compared to

only 41 percent of utah valley young men reported picking on or making fun of other

kids

of those who had committed delinquent acts the average number of times each

act was committed is shown in table 8 answers such as a lot and everyday were

entered as 50 consequently the average number of times specific delinquent acts
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were committed are unfortunately less reliable than they would have been if respondents

had given more precise numerical estimates

As expected the young men from both religious ecologieseco whologies had committed

offenses against others generally did so on average more often than young women see

table 8 about half of the differences were statistically significant additionally in

most instances the average number of times the youth had committed offenses against

others were slightly higher for utah valley adolescents compared to those living in the

pacific northwest however it is important to note that while the delinquent youth

committed such acts fairly frequently only a small proportion of the LDS youth in the

sample were delinquent

offenses against property offenses against property refers to shoplifting

stealing auto theft and vandalism similar to offenses against others a significantly

higher percentage of young men reported committing offenses against property compared

to young women in both religious ecologieseco seelogies table 7 in addition almost identical

rates for offenses against property were reported between religious ecologieseco forlogies

example nearly 20 percent of the boys and approximately 10 percent of the girls in both

religious ecologieseco reportedlogies purposely damaging or destroying things at a school store or

other public building

moreover the average number of times young men committed many of the

offenses against property were significantly higher than young women see table 8 in

addition the average number of times offenses against property were committed by the
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LDS youth were fairly similar between religious ecologieseco withlogies young men from utah

county again committing these delinquent acts slightly more often

status offenses status offenses refers to victimlessvict delinquencyimless such as

skipping school drug and alcohol use and premarital sexual activity similar to the other

types of delinquency significant gender differences were found between the percent of

young men and young women living in utah valley who had committed status offenses

see table 7 moreover a statistically higher percentage of pacific northwest girls

committed status offenses such as drinking alcoholic beverages being drunk or high on

drugs and cheating on a test compared to the girls living in utah valley

significant religious ecology differences were also found in several of the status

offense items for instance a significantly higher percentage of pacific northwest males

had read sexually explicit or pornographic material compared to utah county males

conversely a larger percentage of utah valley boys reported skipping school without a

legitimate excuse compared to boys living in the pacific northwest nineteen percent of

pacific northwest girls compared to only nine percent of utah valley girls had ever

smoked cigarettes similarly a higher proportion of pacific northwest females indicated

being involved in drug and alcohol use relative to utah valley females furthermore a

greater number of girls living in the pacific northwest reported being involved in heavy

petting and having had sexual intercourse compared to any other group in the sample

the average number of times the status offenses had been committed varied by

religious ecology and gender see table 8 for example young women from the pacific

northwest who had been involved in heavy petting and had sexual intercourse reported a
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higher incidence of this behavior than any other group likewise young men from utah

county who used drugs and alcohol did so considerably more often than any other group

tables 7 and 8 about here

peer influences

peer pressure it was anticipated that youth living in the pacific northwest

would experience greater peer pressure because only 29 percent of the males and 32

percent of the females in this region indicated that most or all of their friends were

LDS compared to 92 percent of the males and 94 percent of the females from utah

county

As expected a significantly greater number of LDS young men and young women

living in the pacific northwest reported feeling pressure from their friends to engage in

delinquent behavior compared to youth living in utah valley see table 9 this is

especially true for peer pressure to engage in status offenses and even more specifically

for those offenses which are closely linked to LDS religious values such as smoking

drinking and premarital sex for example 43 percent of boys and 36 percent of girls

living in the pacific northwest report feeling pressured by their peers to smoke cigarettes

compared to only 30 percent of boys and 22 percent of girls living in utah valley

likewise 40 percent of boys and 41 percent of girls living in the pacific northwest

indicated feeling pressured by their peers to drink alcoholic beverages compared to 27

and 24 percent respectively of boys and girls living in utah county these differences

are statistically significant
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furthermore in general young men living in both the pacific northwest and utah

valley expressed feeling significantly more pressure from their peers compared to young

women living in these regions for instance 53 percent of males from the pacific

northwest and 52 percent of males from utah valley received peer pressure to throw

things at cars people or buildings while only 29 percent of females from the pacific

northwest and 27 percent of females from utah valley reported similar peer pressure

one significant exception to this gender difference was that girls living in the pacific

northwest reported greater peer pressure to be involved in heavy petting and to have

sexual intercourse compared to any other group in the sample

table 9 about here

peer example distinct from peer pressure peer example refers to having

friends who even though they do not pressure actually engage in delinquent activities

in general more young men than young women living in the pacific northwest had

friends who had been involved in delinquent behavior see table 10 notable exceptions

to this however include the significantly greater number of pacific northwest girls

friends who had cursed or swore at their parents as well as pushed or shoved one of their

parents compared to friends of pacific northwest boys similarly a significantly higher

proportion of girls compared to boys living in the pacific northwest had friends who had

committed status offenses such as drug and alcohol use involvement in sexual activity

and running away from home

table 10 further shows that significantly more young men living in utah valley

had friends who had committed offenses against others and offenses against property

57



www.manaraa.com

compared to young women the number of friends who had committed status offenses

involving drugs alcohol and sexual activity were in general similar for both boys and

girls living in utah county exceptions to this included a greater number of utah valley

males who had friends who used chewing tobacco and who read or watched sexually

explicit or pornographic material compared to females in this region in addition a

significantly higher percentage of utah valley young women had friends who had run

away from home or were involved in heavy petting compared to utah valley young men

A higher proportion of pacific northwest youths friends especially for young

women had been involved in delinquency compared to utah valley youth friends of

girls living in the pacific northwest committed considerably more delinquent acts against

others property and status offenses compared to friends of girls living in utah county

this is again probably due to the significantly lower proportion of pacific northwest

youth who had LDS friends compared to utah valley youth

table 10 about here

religiosity

religious beliefs As can be seen in table 11 over 90 percent of the youth from

both religious ecologieseco stronglylogies believed in traditional christian beliefs as well as unique

LDS doctrine such as god lives and is real jesus christ is the divine son of god and the

book of mormon is true moreover young men and young women in both regions held

these beliefs equally
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private religious behavior the youth in the sample also reported remarkably

high levels of private religious behavior moreover while private religious behavior was

in general almost identical between the religious ecologieseco significantlogies gender differences

were found for instance girls from the pacific northwest and utah valley indicated

significantly higher levels of participation in praying privately and reading scriptures

compared to boys from the same region

public religious behavior youth from both regions reported high levels of

public religious behavior over 80 percent of the youth attended sunday church meetings

regularly likewise over 80 percent participated in church social activities very often

or oftensometimesoften sometimes one notable exception to this was the low proportion of youth

who publicallypublic sharedally their beliefs in church worship services on the first sunday of

each month is a time for members to share their religious feelings with the congregation

and to testify of jesus christ young people from both religious ecologieseco howeverlogies

reported a rather low rate of doing so quite similar public religious behavior was

observed between males and females interestingly youth from the pacific northwest

attended their church meetings significantly more often then their utah county

counterparts

importance of religion the majority of the youth also viewed religion as

important in their lives for example over 90 percent plan on marrying in an LDS

temple and to be active in the church for LDS membersmern templesbers are sacred sanctuaries

in which only the most obedient members may enter to make religious covenants

including marriage significant gender differences were again found in both religious
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ecologies with young women placing a higher importance on religion for instance more

females than males in both religious ecologieseco reportedlogies being a good example of living

the gospel in addition girls in the sample more often strongly disagreed that they seldom

think about religion and that there are more important things in life than religion

compared to the boys moreover a higher proportion of youth living in the pacific

northwest strongly disagreed that they seldom think about religion compared to youth

living in utah county

spiritual experiences the majority of the youth in the sample indicated having

felt the holy ghost spirit having repented and been forgiven of sins and having been

guided by the spirit in solving their problems or making important decisions moreover

the mean spiritual experiences scores were significantly different between religious

ecologieseco forlogies both young men and young women with utah valley youth reporting having

had more spiritual experiences compared to the pacific northwest youth

social integration in general the LDS youth in the sample felt accepted in their

church congregations however significant gender and regional differences were

observed for example boys in the pacific northwest felt significantly more integrated

into their church congregation compared to girls from that region furthermore a

significantly higher proportion of pacific northwest males felt accepted in their church

congregation compared to utah county males

table 11 about here
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personality traits

self esteem table 12 shows that a large proportion of the youth from both

religious ecologieseco havelogies a positive attitude about themselves and feel they are able to do

things as well as most people young men from both religious ecologieseco reportedlogies

significantly higher levels of self esteem compared to young women

locus of control most of the youth in the sample indicated an internal as

opposed to external locus of control see table 12 in other words the youth did not

feel hopeless about their circumstances at home or at school nor that change was beyond

their control for example over 80 percent of the youth felt that if someone studied hard

enough he or she could pass any subject and less than 10 percent of the youth strongly

agreed or agreed that it is useless to try in school because other kids were just plain

smarter than they are additionally significant mean gender differences were found in

utah valley with young women indicating higher levels of internal locus of control

compared to young men

rebelliousness less than one fourth of the sample expressed strong feelings of

rebelliousness see table 12 in both religious ecologieseco boyslogies reported significantly

higher levels of rebelliousness compared to girls conversely relatively similar levels of

rebelliousness were reported between regions

risk taking compared to rebelliousness a slightly higher proportion of the

youth reported having risk taking tendencies for instance over forty percent of the

young men and approximately 25 percent of the young women get a real kick out of doing

things that are a little dangerous As might be expected males indicated significantly
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higher levels of risk taking compared to females in the sample again almost identical

risk taking tendencies were reported between the two religious ecologieseco

impulsiveness

logies

in general a fairly low proportion of youth from both regions

reported beingbeino impulsive for example less than 25 percent of the youth felt that they

were one of those people who blurts out things without thinking similar levels of

impulsiveness were also reported between the males and females in the sample as well as

between the two religious ecologieseco

table

logies

12 about here

school experiences

school performance table 13 compares grades for males and females from

both regions As can be seen the majority of the youth earned above average grades in

school with approximately only ten percent of the youth in either religious ecology

receiving less than C grades girls from utah valley earned significantly higher grades

than anyone else in the sample with over 50 percent earning mostly A grades

importance of grades likewise a large majority of the youth in the sample

placed relatively high importance on achieving high grades see table 13 similar to

school performance girls from utah valley also attributed the highest level of importance

to receiving good grades in school

educational aspirations over 80 percent of the sample expected to graduate

from college or receive advanced degrees relatively similar aspirations were reported

between gender and religious ecologieseco
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extracurricular involvement the youth reported high levels of involvement in

extracurricular activities with less than 15 percent not involved in any activity see table

13 significant gender differences were found in extracurricular involvement in both

religious ecologieseco morelogies young men were involved in sports compared to young

women conversely the young women reported being more involved in music student

government academic clubs and other school clubs compared to the young men

significant differences were also found in extracurricular participation between young

women living in the pacific northwest and utah valley

table 13 about here

family characteristics

As can be seen in table 14 the family characteristics in the two religious

ecologieseco werelogies amazingly similar for example a high number of youth over 85

percent in both the pacific northwest and utah county lived with both biological parents

this is similar to litchfield et al 1997 who reported that over 90 percent of the LDS

adolescents in their sample lived with both biological parents in addition 93 percent of

the youths parents were married or sealed in the temple which generally indicates high

levels of religiosity for both parents the majority of the youth did not perceive their

parents in conflict with each other moreover over 35 percent of the youths mothers

were not employed while nearly two thirds of the youths mothers were employed either

part or full time thus the majority of the youth in the sample lived in happy highly

religious two parent families

table 14 about here
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family connection connection refers to emotional attachments and positive

interpersonal relationships between parents and children the youth from both regions

felt fairly connected to loved and supported by their parents especially their mothers

see table 15 for instance over two thirds of the youth indicated their mothers often

smiled at them and enjoyed doing things with them on the other hand even though a

majority felt that both parents believed in showing their love for them only

approximately one third of the youth perceived that they were the most important person

in their parents lives youth were significantly more connected to their mothers than

their fathers in both the pacific northwest and utah valley

parental regulation regulation refers to parents setting rules monitoring their

teenagers activities and administering appropriate discipline As can be seen in table

15 the majority of the youth in both religious ecologieseco alsologies thought that their mothers

knew who their friends were where they went at night and how they spent most

afternoons after schools similar to connection the youth felt that their fathers were

significantly less involved in the regulation of their activities compared to their mothers

for example the youth believed that over 70 percent of their mothers knew where they

were most afternoons after school compared to less than half of their fathers

psychological autonomy As described earlier psychological autonomy refers to

the degree to which parents allow their youth the freedom to think for themselves and the

avoidance of psychologically controlling techniques such as guilt induction and love

withdrawal unlike family connection and parental regulation the youth perceived with

fathers granted their teens overall significantly more autonomy than mothers see table
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14 for example the youth indicated for more fathers than mothers that it was not like

herhimhechimhe torhim always try to change them nor to always tell the youth how they should

behave the majority of the youth however did not feel that their parents used

psychological control

table 15 about here

table 16 shows a correlation matrix for all of the dimensions measured in the

study for the entire sample it appears that peer pressure peer example rebelliousness

and religiosity were strongly correlated with delinquency in the bivariate correlations

moreover parental regulation school experiences psychological autonomy and family

connection were moderately correlated with delinquency in addition the parenting

practices variables are moderately correlated with peer influences religiosity personality

traits and school experiences which supports the testing of the hypothesized indirect

effects of family on delinquency

in general there seems to be no major problems with multicolinearitymulticollinearity between

variables the only anticipated problems with multicollinearitymulticolinearity included fairly high

correlations between peer pressure and peer example p626 as well family connection

and parental regulation p549 however in specifying the LISREL model we freed

up the correlations between these latent variables disturbance terms which overcame the

potential multicolinearitymulticollinearity problems

table 16 about here
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LISREL analysis

LISREL linear structural relations was used in this study because of its

capability to estimate and correct measurement error whereas other statistical methods

such as multiple regression assumes the error is zero LISREL VIIVHvil jorskognorskog & sorbom

1989 LISREL also combines in one step elements of both factor analysis and multiple

regression to produce measurement and structural equation models furthermore it has

the capacity to estimate both direct and indirect effects of the independent variables on

the dependent variable

measurement model the measurement model estimates the appropriateness of

the observed variables used as indicators of the latent variables in the model LISREL

performs confirmatory factor analysis on the latent variables As can be seen in table 17

the lambda Xs and lambda Ys for the latent variables appear to be very strong

additionally the generally accepted minimum requirement for a rar2 or the explained

variance for the indicators that constitute a latent variable is 20 all but one of the Rs

for each of the indicators in the study far exceeded the minimum the only exception

was a school experience indicator torfor the number of extracurricular school activities the

youth were involved in consequently this item was removed as an indicator for the

latent variable furthermore because almost identical questions were asked in assessing

youths delinquency and whether their friends had pressured them or been involved in the

same delinquent acts the error terms theta epsilons for these latent variables were

highly correlated because of this we freed the error terms of these variables in the

measurement model
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table 17 about here

goodness of fit A valuable component assessed by LISREL is the fit between

the hypothesized model and the observed data one standard measure of this fit is a chi

square test generally the lower the 2 the better the fit of the model however the

larger the sample size the larger the yay1 will be which reduces the utility of this measure

the revised delinquency model had a high of 523 with 151 degrees of freedom mainly

due to the large sample size this high y raises some concerns about the fit of the model

and the data

another indicator of the quality of fit between the hypothesized model and the

data is LISRELs goodness of fit index GFI this index determines the relative amount

otof variance and covarianceco explainedvanance jointly by the model the GFI ranges from zero to

1 0 with values approaching 1.010 representing a good fit in this study the final models

GFI of 971 denotes a relatively good fit between the model and the data moreover

when the degrees of freedom are considered the adjusted goodness of fit index AGFI of

956 still indicates an acceptable goodness of fit

A third indicator of fit between the proposed model and the observed data is the

root mean square residual RMSR this measure estimates the average difference of

each indicator between the hypothesized and measured models the lower the RMSR

the better the fit consequently a RMSR of 017 in the revised model suggests a well

designed model thus these indicators for the goodness of fit signify a relatively good fit

between the hypothesized model and the data collected from the LDS youth
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structural model in the structural modeling procedures LISREL estimates the

direct and indirect causal relationships between the independent and dependent variables

the results of this test for the total sample are presented in figure 2 because initial

analyses failed to find personality traits school experiences and several of the family

characteristics such as family structure family happiness and maternal employment as

significant predictors of delinquency they were removed from the model although

many of these variables were strongly related to delinquency in the bivariatebiva correlationsnate

their influence was reduced to insignificance when the model controlled for all of the

variables consequently because these factors were strongly related to the other

significant measures in the model their influence on delinquency may have been

mediated through parenting practices peer influences and religiosity for example the

importance of family structure and maternal employment in predicting delinquency may

be insignificant as long as other parenting practices such as connection parental

regulation and psychological autonomy are found in the home moreover because we

allowed the initial analyses to guide the structure of the final model this may have biased

the studys findings and additional samples should be tested to validate the revised

model

figure 2 about here

As proposed by differential association theory the strongest predictor of

delinquency in the total sample was peer pressure the beta coefficient between peer

pressure and delinquency was 421 A beta coefficient ranges from 1 0 with zero

denoting absolutely no link between variables and 1 0 indicating a perfect relationship

68

in

in

in

42

studs

.4242 1 1.010

1.010



www.manaraa.com

10io

generally it is agreed that in structural equation modeling a beta over .0505 represents a

statistically significant relationship and a beta over .1010 suggests a meaningful

relationship similarly a positive beta signifies a positive relationship while a negative

beta denotes an inverse one thus a beta of .421421 reveals a strong positive relationship

between peer pressure and delinquency in other words as peer pressure increases

delinquency also increases however because the error terms for peer influences and

delinquency were so highly correlated the strong relationship found between peer

pressure and delinquency may be at least partially explained as an artifact of the data

although not as strong peer example significantly predicted adolescent

delinquency p145 in the total sample which also supports differential association

theory As expected the more delinquent friends associated with the greater the youths

involvement in delinquent behavior thus having friends who commit delinquent acts

also influenced delinquency independent of whether or not these friends pressure the

youth to do so

religiosity also had a fairly strong direct effect on delinquency even after

controlling for peer influences in the total sample which supports social control theory

see figure 2 A beta of

P 145

in

in

05

421

192.192192 indicates that as religiosity increases involvement in

delinquency decreases consequently youth who held strong religious beliefs

participated in public and private religious behavior had spiritual experiences placed a

high importance on religion in their lives and felt socially integrated into their church

congregation did not report as much participation in delinquent behavior
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furthermore in accordance with the theories discussed earlier it was anticipated

that the family would have both a direct social control theory and indirect differential

association theory effects on delinquency in other words the family would not only

directly influence delinquency but would also impact it indirectly through fostering

religiosity in the youth providing support to resist peer pressure and encouraging them to

choose socially desirable fi lendsfriends none of the family variables had a significant direct

effect on predicting delinquency in the total sample however family characteristics did

produce strong indirect effects in deterring delinquency

As can be seen in figure 2 the findings for the entire sample revealed a strong

positive correlation between connection or youths feelings of support and closeness to

their parents and religiosity P 255 which in turn is negatively related to delinquency

surprisingly family connection was not significantly associated with either of the peer

influences regulation or youths perception of their parents monitoring of their

activities also produced a strong indirect effect on delinquency specifically parental

regulation had a strong positive relationship with religiosity which again was negatively

related to delinquency moreover parental regulation produced a strong negative link to

both peer pressure and peer example which were positively associated with delinquency

moreover it appears that compared to the other parenting variables parental regulation

had the strongest influence in deterring delinquency through its impact on peer pressure

and the selection of delinquent friends

likewise psychological autonomy or the freedom allowed the youth in their

feelings and ideas also had significant indirect effects on delinquency for the total sample
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see figure 2 similar to parental regulation psychological autonomy had a strong

positive influence on religiosity P 265 and a strong negative influence on peer pressurepiesples

P

sure

245 and peer example

2-

07 all of which in turn predicted delinquency

in summary family connection had a strong positive relationship with religiosity

but no significant relationship with either of the peer influences parental regulation and

psychological autonomy on the other hand were strongly associated with religiosity peer

pressure and peer example we can see from the high correlation between family

connection and regulation that families who are highly connected are also more likely to

have parents who regulate their childrens activities this relationship may account for

the disappearance of the effect of family connection on peer influences when controlling

for parental regulation

the structural model for the total sample explained nearly 41 percent of the

variance found in adolescent delinquency R 408 in other words we included most

factors identified by theory and the literature as related to delinquency and explained 40

percent of the variance the remaining 60 percent of the variance not explained by this

model can be accounted for by error in measuring the variables as well as unknown

factors excluded from the model which explain delinquency family connection parentalpaipal

regulation

ental

and psychological autonomy also produced strong indirect effects in

predicting delinquency the family variables in the model explained approximately 25

percent of the variance in religiosity 22 percent of the variance in peer pressure and

nearly 14 percent of the variance in peer example
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religious ecology differences visual inspection otof figures 3 thru 6 reveals that

peer pressure followed by religiosity exerted the strongeststion directgest influence in predicting

delinquency for young men and young women in both religious ecologieseco surprisinglylogies

comparisons between religious ecologieseco revealedlogies that religiosity appears to have a

stronger impact in deterring delinquency for males P 318 and females P 26126.26

living in the pacific northwest compared to males P 188 and females P n s living

in utah county the pacific northwest sample was chosen because it has an extremely

low LDS population and overall religious ecology while the central utah sample was J

selected because of its extremely high LDS population and overall religious ecology

thus this finding contradicts the argument that religiosity is related to delinquency only

in highly religious environments where social pressures to conform are high e g stark

1984 1996 instead our study found that religiosity had a stronger not weaker impact

in predicting delinquency for low religious ecologieseco comparedlogies to high religious

ecologieseco onlogies the other hand this finding supports social control theorystheodysthe hellfireorys

hypothesis hirschi & stark 1969 discussed earlier

likewise there appears to be a stronger association between peer pressure and

delinquency for young women P 627 and young men P 477 in the pacific

northwest compared to utah county young women P 290 and young men P 378

according to differential association theory this is probably due to the fact that youth

living in the pacific northwest had fewer LDS friends and associated with more

delinquent peers especially from an LDS perspective compared to youth living in utah

valley
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the findings further suggest that for utah valley girls psychological autonomy

was a stronger predictor of religiosity P 381081 peer pressure

3-

88 and peer

example

2-

99 compared to the other groups in the sample the gender difference

between utah valley youth may be explained by the fact that girls are generally given less

independence in families hence when the utah valley young women were allowed more

autonomy by their parents this strengthened their decisions surrounding their religious

beliefs and participation as well as the negative influence of their peers furthermore

because utah valley young women had a religiously homogenous group of friends this

may have intensified their need to feel like they were making their own decisions or to

assert autonomy as it relates to religiosity and peer influences on the other hand pacific

northwest youth had fewer LDS friends and thus perceptions of independent thought

were most likely not as powerful of an issue for these youth

omnibus tests for statistical differences in the LISREL models which allowed all

of the parameters in the model except the one being tested to vary revealed significant

religious ecology differences for young women in the correlations between the parenting

variables and the other variables in the model gamma pathways moreover significant

religious ecology differences in the gamma pathways were again found when the

measurement model parameters were set as invariant which indicates that the religious

ecology differences were not due only to differences in the measurements used in the

study exploratory testing of the gamma pathways indicted only a significantly different

path between family connection and delinquency with the pathway being significant for

young women from the pacific northwest but not utah valley
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the omnibus test however failed to find significant differences in the paths

testing the influence of religiosity peer pressure and peer example on delinquency beta

pathways for young women living in the pacific northwest compared to utah valley

additional omnibus tests also failed to find significant differences for either gaminagamma or

beta pathways for males between living in the two religious ecologieseco

thus

logies

while visual inspection of the models beta coefficients suggested religious

ecology differences in religiosity and peer pressure the omnibus tests of these pathways

did not indicate statistically significant differences for boys or girls moreover while the

relationship between the parenting practices and the other variables in the model was

found to be significantly different between girls in the two religious ecologieseco

exploratory

logies

testing did not reveal significant differences in the influence of psychological

autonomy which was anticipated by the initial LISREL findings

the models explained more variance in delinquency for pacific northwest youth

compared to utah valley for the pacific northwest sample the model explained 47

percent of the variance in delinquency for boys and a little over 56 percent of the variance

in delinquency for girls in comparison the model explained nearly 37 percent of the

variance in delinquency for boys in utah and only 32 percent of the variance for girls in

utah

figures 3 thru 6 about here

gender differences in comparing figures 3 thru 4 there appear to be several

gender differences among pacific northwest youth for example the findings suggest

that religiosity had a stronger negative influence on the delinquency fortor young men
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P 318 compared to young women P 261 living in this religious ecology

conversely peer pressure seems to have a stronger influence on pacific northwest girls

delinquency

6-

27 compared to boys delinquency P 477 moreover peer

example did not significantly predict delinquency for girls but it did fortor boys it may be

however that for boys peer pressure and peer example combined to produce the same

effect as peer pressure for girls

for pacific northwest girls but not boys a direct negative relationship

1-

71

was found between connection to parents and delinquency family connection also

deterred delinquency for pacific northwest girls butbu not boys through its negative

influence on peer pressure P 131 likewise parental regulation had a strong positive

association with pacific northwest girls P 214 religiosity but not for boys the

results further suggest that parental regulation produced a stronger indirect effect on

delinquency through peer pressure for boys

4-

04 compared to girls P 271 living

in this religious ecology furthermore while psychological autonomy had a strong

positive influence on religiosity for both pacific northwest boys and girls significant

paths were found between psychological autonomy and peer influences for young women

but not young men

omnibus tests for statistical differences between the pacific northwestsnorthweste LISREL

models revealed significant gender differences in the gamma parenting practices paths

but not in the beta religiosity and peer influences paths for youth living in the pacific

northwest however when the measurement model parameters were set to be invariant

gender differences in the pacific northwest models were not significant thus the
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observed gender differences may be due to differences in measurement as much as actual

effect differences exploratory testing of the gamma pathways indicated significant

gender differences in the path between family connection and delinquency with the path

being significant for young women but not young men in addition significant gender

differences were found in the path between parental regulation and peer pressure with

parental regulation having a stronger negative influence on peer pressure for boys

compared to girls living in this region

in general similar paths were found in predicting delinquency for both young men

and young women living in utah valley see figures 5 and 6 for example for both

genders peer influences were positively linked to predicting delinquency the findings

suggested however that peer pressure produced a stronger influence for utah young

women P 378 and peer example produced stronger influence forfoifot utah young men

0 225 moreover the path between religiosity and delinquency proved to be

significant for utah county males

1-

88 but not females this may be due to the lack

of variation found among utah valley girls who reported extremely high levels of

religiosity and much lower levels of delinquency compared to the boys

similarly connection between youth and their parents were negatively associated

with peer pressure for utah country boys P 142 however this path proved to be

insignificant for utah country girls moreover it appears that parental regulation had a

much stronger influence on religiosity for utah young men whereas psychological

autonomy produced a much stronger relationship with religiosity and peer influences for
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utah young women As mentioned earlier it seems that psychological autonomy is

especially important for girls living in utah country

omnibus tests examining gender differences in utah county again found

statistically significant differences in the correlations between parenting practices and the

other variables in the model confirmatory analyses which fixed the measurement model

parameters also revealed significant differences in the gamma pathways which again

supports that the found gender differences were not merely due to differences in

measurement exploratory testing of the gamma pathways indicated that parental

regulation had a significantly stronger positive effect on religiosity torfor utah county boys

compared to girls while psychological autonomy had a greater positive influence on

religiosity and a greater negative influence on peer pressure for utah county girls

compared to boys however no statistically significant gender differences in utah valley

youth were found in religiosity and peer influences in predicting delinquency

in summary the findings supported differential association theorystheodysthe emphasisorys on

the importance of peers for youth from both religious ecologieseco peerlogies pressure exerted

the strongest influence in predicting delinquency moreover independent of peer

pressure having friends who are delinquent also significantly predicted delinquency for

all of the youth except pacific northwest girls in addition even after controlling for peer

influences the findings supported the social control theorystheodysthe argumentorys that the higher the

religiosity the lower the delinquency the results showed an inverse association between

religiosity and delinquency for youth living in the pacific northwest and utah county

which contradicts the argument that social control theory only holds true in highly
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religious ecologieseco Aslogies suggested by differential association theory family characteristics

indirectly predicted delinquency through its positive relationship to religiosity and its

negative associations with peer influences thus while the family did not directly predict

delinquency it did exert a strong indirect influence in deterring adolescent delinquent

behavior which should not be ignored
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discussion and conclusion

in recent years society has experienced a dramatic and continual increase in

juvenile delinquency rates one purpose of this study was to examine in a multivariate

model both the direct and indirect influences of family characteristics on juvenile

delinquency while controlling for other factors suggested by differential association and

social control theories as well as previous research such as peer influences religiosity

personality traits and school experiences A second purpose of this study was to compare

differences in these variables between young men and young women living in a high

compared to a low religious ecology and test how these similarities or differences

influenced their delinquent involvement specifically as argued against by stark 1984

1996 and cochran et al 1994 we wanted to test the significance of religiosity in

predicting delinquency while controlling for these other factors in both religious

ecologieseco findingslogies from this study revealed four important insights

one insight gained from this study was the importance of the family in guarding

against delinquency while several studies have found mixed or weak associations

between family and delinquency especially when controlling for peer influences theory

and previous research suggest that the family may play a more indirect role in predicting

delinquency findings from this study revealed that family connection parental

regulation and psychological autonomy granted within the family have significant

indirect relationships with delinquency through heightening levels of religiosity

protecting against peer pressure and encouraging the selection of non delinquent friends
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in other words establishing an environment within the home where feelings of

love and connection between family members exist where parents monitor their youths

activities and friendship formations and where agency is granted to the adolescent in

expressing their feelings and developing their own sense of identity can be a powerful

protection against delinquent involvement for LDS youth moreover it seems that other

family characteristics such as family structure family conflict and maternal employment

do not have as strong an impact on delinquency when these other parenting practices are

in place As mentioned earlier however this may also be attributed as an artifact of the

data consequently additional research is needed to confirm these findings

the second insight gainedcrainedbrained from this study was that religious ecology does not

seem as important as previously suggested in understanding the link between religiosity

and juvenile delinquency stark 1984 1996 similar delinquency rates especially for

offenses against others and property were reported by LDS youth living in high and low

religious ecologieseco despitelogies the extreme differences in the number of LDS friends the

amount of peer pressure they received to engage in delinquent activity and the number of

friends involved in delinquency overall the youth also indicated similar personality

traits and school experiences such as grades in school and involvement in extracurricular

activities LDS youth from the two religious ecologieseco alsologies camecarne from almost identical

family backgrounds such as family structure maternal employment and perceived

conflict in their parents marriage in addition youth from both religious ecologieseco

expressed

logies

similar perceptions of family love and support parental monitoring of

activities and psychological autonomy granted within their families it appears that the
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morals and standards guiding the decisions and experiences otof LDS youth and their

families are the same regardless of religious ecology

likewise youth from the pacific northwest and utah valley both reported high

levels of religiosity which had a strong impact in deterring delinquency consequently it

seems that it was not where the youth lived that mattered but what they did such as

developing strong religious beliefs attending church meetings praying and reading their

scriptures placing importance on religion and having spiritual experiences in other

words religious environments social contexts did not determine whether or not a youth

became involved in delinquency instead it appears that what mattered was what

happened within the adolescents family e g love and support between family members

parental regulation and granting of psychological autonomy and within themselves e g

personal levels of religiosity

similar to the second insight a third insight which emerged from this study was

the significance of religion even after controllingcontrollinc for other factors our findings

contradict cochran et al s 1994 findings which suggested that the relationship between

religiosity measured by religious salience and church attendance and delinquency is

spurious after controlling for arousal theory personality traits such as risk taking and

impulsiveness and social control theory internalized control such as self esteem and

socialization parental control such as parental supervision and family structure and

institutional control such as school attachment and commitment our study included

measures fortor these same items identified by cochran et al 1994 as well as peer

influences and more extensive measures of religiosity when peer influences were

in

eg

eg
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included in the model religiosity still emerged as significant while none ofcochrancochran et

al s 1994 measures proved to be significantly related to delinquency not only does

this finding emphasize the significant role that youths religiosity plays in deterring

delinquency but it also stresses the importance of examining several dimensions of

religiosity in testing its relationship with delinquency

the fourth insight gained from this study is support for components of both

differential association and social control theories for instance the powerful influence

of peers in predicting delinquency supported differential association theorystheodysthe assertionorys

that youth learn deviant behavior patterns through their peer associations the effect of

religiosity in reducing delinquency was consistent with social control theorystheodysthe hellfireorys

hypothesis which emphasized conformity to religious values furthermore the strong

indirect effects of the family in decreasing delinquency supported differential association

theorystheodysthe argumentorys that youths selection of peers and the time spent with peers are

determined primarily by their families

one strength of this study compared to previous research was its multivariate

design which included several socialization factors such as peers religiosity personality

traits school experiences and family characteristics that have been associated with

delinquency most past studies have controlled for only a few of these dimensions

simultaneously in predicting delinquent involvement in contrast our study allowed for

all of these dimensions otof socialization to compete against each other in order to assess

the relative strengths of these variables in understanding delinquency
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additionally while several studies have found a direct impact otof the family in

predicting delinquency others have found mixed or weak results recent studies which

have found a direct effect of family have often not controlled for other important social

influences such as religiosity and peer groups e g barber thomas & proskauer 1997

litchfield thomas & li 1997 or have weak measures of these social forces e g

barber & shagie 1992 consequently because theory argues for the importance of

family in adolescent socialization this studys design tested for the indirect effects of

family through peers religiosity personality traits and school experiences which

comparatively fewer studies have examined furthermore another strength of this study

was the extensive measures and several indicators used in assessing delinquency peer

influences religiosity personality traits school experiences and parenting practices

few previous research designs have included such extensive measurements in their

delinquency models

this study also suffered from several limitations related to the generalizability of

its findings one limitation of the study was that the sample consisted of only LDS

adolescents consequently their path to delinquency may be different than youth otof other

or no religious faiths additionally the LDS youth in the sample reported extremely high

levels of religiosity and rather low levels of delinquency which may indicate a bias in the

return of the survey consequently factors predicting these youths delinquent behavior

may differ from less active more delinquent LDS teens moreover this low variation in

the youths religiosity and delinquency reduced what could be explained by the model in

addition because the measurement errors between the delinquency and peer influences
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variables were highly correlated the strong relationship found between these variables

may be an artifact of the data future research is needed to improve upon these

limitations and validate our findings in order to better understand predictors of delinquent

involvement in conclusion despite these minor limitations this study provided

important understanding of the direct and indirect roles peers religiosity and the family

play in deterring delinquent behavior among two distinct religious ecologieseco
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figure 1

conceptual model with peer influences religiosity personality traits school experiences
and family characteristics predicting adolescent delinquency

peer influences
pressure
example

religiosity
private behaviorBeliabellabeilavior
public behavior
beliefs
importance
spiritual experiences
social integration

personality traits
self esteem

self esteem
locus of control

rebelliousness
rebelliousness

impulsiveness

school experience
performance
importance
aspirations

1be iefskiefs

family characteristics
family structure delinquency
family conflict against others
maternal employment against property
parenting practices status offenses

connection
regulationRegulareguia
autonomy

fion

extracurricular

97

risk taking

extra curricular



www.manaraa.com

psychologicaPsychologicpsychologics
autonomy

a 2.207207.207

421.421peer pressure delinquency

R 223.223 R 408.408

GFI 971.971
AGFI .956956

RMSR 017.017
DF 151

xax2 52327523.27
n1700

peer examplejpeerspeer

figure 2

structural equation model for religiosity peer influences and family characteristics
predicting adolescent delinquency for the total samplesamplsampiesampi

R .137137

all coefficients are signficantsignificant at
the .0505 level or lower

98

f r248

eer

gfi971

rmsr017
df151

x52327

family
connection

.255255 religiosity
00

R2 248.248

regulation

C

2
1

137

05

255

248

337

207

421

223 408

971
956

017

52327

.337337parental



www.manaraa.com

figure 3
structural equation model for religiosity peer influences and family characteristics

predicting adolescent delinquency for pacific northwest boys only
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figure 4
structural equation model for religiosity peer influences and family characteristics

predicting adolescent delinquency for pacific northwest girls only
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figure 5
structural equation model for religiosity peer influences and family characteristics

predicting adolescent delinquency for utah county boys only
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figure 6

structural equation model for religiosity peer influences and family characteristics
predicting adolescent delinquency for utah county girls only
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table I11
factor weights and reliability scores for delinquency scales by gender

factor weights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem females

offenses against others
physically beat up other kids .686686
hurt someone badly enough that they had to go

to a doctor .684684
threatened or attacked someone with a knife

gun or other weapon .656656
been in a gang fight .631631

taken money or other things from someone else
by using force or threats .605605

picked a fight with other kids .590590
openly defied a teacher or official at school .568568
openly defied a teacher or leader at church .565565
pushed shoved or hit one of your parents .548548
been suspended or expelled from school .450450
cursed or sworn at one of your parents

eigenvalueeigenvalues 4.7004700
alphaalphas .805805

offenses against property
stolen anything worth between 5 and 50 .728728
stolen anything worth less than 5 .724724
purposely ruined or damaged someone elsesalses

property or possessions .721721

taken something from a store without paying
for it .710710

stolen something from someone elsesalses locker
desk purse etc .685685

purposely damaged or destroyed things at
school store etc .676676

thrown things rocks bottles eggs garbage
etc at cars people or buildings .646646

gone on someonesmeonesso property when you werent
supposed to be there .613613

stolen anything worth more than 50 .508508
taken a car or other motor vehicle without the

owners permission .500500
broken into a building car house etc .499499

eigenvalueeigenvalues 4.5534553
alpha .847847

104

.642642

.770770

.764764

.601601601goi

.767767

.581581

.588588

.587587

.561561

.522522
4.77947794779

.778778

.684684

.740740

.627627

.672672

.660660

.639639

.527527

.496496

.533533

.417417

.541541541
3.9763976

.805805

686

684

656

631

605

590

568

565

548

450

805

728

724

721

710

685

676

646

613

508

500

499

847

642

770

764

767

581

588

587

561

522

778

684

740

627

672

660

639

527

496

533

417

805
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table I11 continued

factor weights

dimensionitemdimensionatemDimension malesItem

status offenses
drank alcoholic beverages beer wine

liquor .838838
used marijuana grass pot .837837
been drunk or high on drugs .833833
smoked cigarettes .817817
used other drugs heroine LSD amphetamines

etc .715715
used smokeless or chewing tobacco .657657
been involved in heavy petting .644644
used cocaine crack coke

females

838

837

833

817

715

657

644

502

474 585

843 798

777

758

796

729

583

550

645

4.89848984898
alpha .843843 .798798

105

.502502
had sexual intercourse .474474 .585585

eigenvalueeigenvalues 5.7855785

777.777

758.758

796.796

729.729

583.583

550.550

645.645
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table 2

factor weights and reliability scores for peer pressure scales by gender

factor weights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem females

offenses against others pressure to
physically beat up other kids .744744
purposely pick on other kids make fun of them

or call them names .683683
make obscene phone calls .662662
take money or other things from someone by

using force or threats .603603
curse or swear at one of your parents .518518
join in a gang fight
shove or hit one of your parents

eigenvalueeigenvalues 2.09020902090
alphaalphas .646646

offenses against property pressure to
take something from the store without paying .789789

for it

steal anything worth less than 20 .785785
purposely ruin or damage someone elsesalses

property or possessions .666666
steal anything with more than 20 .658658
throw things rocks bottles eggs etc at cars

people or buildings .633633
break into a building car house etc .583583
take a car or other motor vehicle without the

owners permission .561561

eigenvalueeigenvalues 3.1703170
alphaalphas .796796

106

.634634

.575575

.565565

.585585

.569569
6.23562356235

.877877

.783783

.776776

.595595

.639639

.586586

.524524
2.8142814

.736736

in

744

683

662

603

518

646

789

785

666

658

633

583

561

796

634

575

565

585

569

877

783

776

595

639

586

524

736
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table 2 continued

factor weights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem females

status offenses pressure to
drink alcoholic beverages beer wine liquor
use marijuana grass pot
smoke cigarettes
use smokeless or chewing tobacco
use other drugs heroin LSD amphetamines

etc
be involved in heavy petting
watch sexually explicit or pornographic

movies videos or television programs
read sexually explicit or pornographic books

or magazines
have sexual intercourse
use cocaine crack coke
skip school without a legitimate excuse
run away from home
sell marijuana cocaine or other drugs

eigenvalueeigenvalues
alpha

107

.779779

.747747
.728728
.677677
.669669

.665665

.638638

.615615

.610610
.579579
.521521

.500500
4.8084808

.864864

.795795

.752752

.744744

.601601goi

.576576

.691691

.479479

.669669

.500500

.517517

6.2356235
.877877

cocaine

779

747

728

677

669

665

638

615

579

521

500

864

795

752

744

576

691

479

669

500

517

877
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table 3

factor weights and reliability scores for peer example scales by gender

factor weights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem females
peer example

offenses against others
picked a fight with other kids
taken money or other things from someone by

using force or threats
physically beat up other kids
hurt someone badly enough that they had to go to

a doctor
openly defied a teacher or leader at school
been in a gang fight
threatened or attacked someone with a knife

gun or other weapon
purposely picked on other kids made fun of them

or called them names
cursed or sworn at one of their parents
pushed shoved or hit one of their parents
called someone on the telephone to threaten or

bother them
openly defied a teacher or leader at church

eigenvalueeigenvalues
alphaalphas

peer example
offenses against property

stolen anything less than 5

purposely ruined or damaged someone elsesalses
property or possessions

stolen anything worth between 5 and 50
taken something from the store without paying

font
purposely damaged or destroyed things at school

store etc
stolen something from someone elsesalses locker

desk purse etc
thrown things rocks bottles eggs garbage etc

at cars people or buildings
gone on someone elsesalses property when they

werent supposed to be there
stolen anything worth more than 50
broken into a building car house etc
taken a car or other motor vehicle without the

ownerowners permission
eigenvalueeigenvalues

alphaalphas

800

.777111777771
774

771
726
711

709

698
687
681

675
665

6672
912

846

835
835

819

796

774

766

759
752
702

661

6669
932

773

710
779

731
692
684

692

650
623
657

609
609

6011
888

801

820

782

755

769

712

653
743
719

674
6 144

916

108

s

in

for it

perndssionassion

777

61446.144
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females

table 3 continued

factor weights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem

peer example
status offenses

drank alcoholic beverages beer wine liquor
been drunk or high on drugs
smoked cigarettes
used marijuana grass pot
been involved in heavy petting
used smokeless or chewing tobacco
read sexually explicit or pornographicpomo booksgraphic or

magazines
had sexual intercourse
watched sexually explicit or pornographicpomo

moviesmovies
graphic

videos or television programs
used other drugs heroine LSD amphetamines

etc
been suspended or expelled from school
used cocaine crack coke
skipped school without a legitimate excuse
created a disturbance by being loud unruly or

disorderly at school or in some other public
place

cheated on a test
run away from home

eigenvalueeigenvalues
alphaalphas

109

847
842
814
811
797
771

768
764

755

737
719
715
708

696

631
592

9683
944

639
582

9 119ilg
938

in

cocaine

846

842

838

814

798

725

719

760

686

717

649

686

648

628

846.846

842.842

838.838

814.814

798.798

725.725

719.719

760.760

686.686

717.717

649.649

686.686

648.648

628.628

91199.119
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table 4

factor weights and reliability scores for religiosity scales by gender

dimensionitemDimension

religious

Item

beliefs
the book of mormon is the word of god
joseph smith actually saw god the father

and jesus christ
jesus christ is the divine son of god
the lord guides the church today through

revelations to church leaders
there is life after death
the president of the LDS church is a

prophet of god
god lives and is real
satan actually exists
the bible is the word of god
god really does answer prayers

eigenvalueeigenvalues
alphaalphas

private religious behavior
I1 read the scriptures by myself
I1 pray privately
1I pay tithing on the money I1 earn
I1 fast on fast sunday

eigenvalueeigenvalues
alphaalphas

public religious behavior
I1 attend sacrament meeting
1I attend priesthood meeting or young

womens meeting on sunday
1I attend sunday school
I1 participate in church social activities

eigenvalueeigenvalues
alphaalphas

factor

males

912

909
898

878
860

858
834
818
788
784

7310
957

815
812
768
748

2472
793

921

918
909
712

3024
875

weights

females

867

856
782

843
689

836
707
552
760
700

5853
916

809
798
797
735

2468
790

911

885
862
740

2904
864

11010

weig

is

is

is

is

is

in
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table 4 continued

dimensionitemDimension

importance

Item

of religion
I1 plan to be active in the church
1I plan to marry in the temple
1I have a strong testimony of the truthfulness

of the gospel
I1 arnam a good example of living the gospel to

my friends
during the past year I1 have really tried to live

the standards of the church
my relationship with god is an important part

of my life
in my life there are more important things

than religion
I1 very seldom think about religion

eigenvalueeigenvalues
alphaalphas

spiritual experiences
I1 have been guided by the spirit with some of

my problems with my life
there have been times in my life when I1 felt

the holy ghost
1I know what it feels like to repent and to be

forgiven
eigenvalueeigenvalues

alphaalphas

social integration into congregation
I1 am well liked by members of my ward
1I seem to fit in very well with the people in

my ward
1I sometimes feel like an outsider in the

church
eigenvalueeigenvalues

alphaalphas

factor

males

.843843

.823823

.803803

.781781

.778778

.687687

4.7194719
.871871

.870870

.844844

.843843

2.1812181
.810810

.864864

.858858

843

823

803

781

778

687

4719

871

870

844

843

810

864

858

750

753

769

763

784

770

764

648

681

528

852

847

814

751

872

782

776

.801801801

2.02020202020
.751751

.861861

.872872

.750750
2.0452045

.753753

weights

females

.769769

.763763

.784784

.770770

.764764

.648648

.681681

.528528
4.1294129

.852852

.847847

.814814

.782782
2.1152115

.776776

111ili
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table 5

factor weights and reliability scores for personality scales by gender

factor eightsweights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem females

self esteem
I1 take a positive attitude about myself .837837

all in all I1 am inclined to feel like I1 am a

failure

837

804

795

791

772

750

714

697

688

686

914

814

748

728

698

664

622

586

838

839

772

795

786

761

686

729

649

590

905

744

689

656

618

649

562

621

496

782

75.7575751 1

.804804
1I feel like I1 have a number of good qualities .795795
on the whole I1 am satisfied with myself .791791

at times think I1 am no good at all .772772
1I feel I1 do not have much to be proud of .750750
I1 wish I1 could have more respect for myself .714714
1I feel that im a person of worth at least on an

equal plane with others .697697
I1 certainly feel useless at times .688688
1I am able to do things as well as most people .686686

eigenvalueeigenvalues 5.7015701
alpha .914914

locus of control
I1 feel that most of the time it doesnt pay to try

hard because things never turn out right
anyway .814814

1I believe that when bad things are going to
happen they just are going to happen no
matter what I1 try to do to stop them .748748

I1 feel that its almost useless to try in school
because most other kids are just plain
smarter than I1 am .728728

1I feel that when someone doesnt like you
theres little you can do about it .698698

most of the time I1 find it useless to try to get
my own way at home .664664

I1 feel that its nearly impossible to change my
parents mind about anything .622622

1I am often blamed for things that just arent
my fault .609609

I1 believe that if somebody studies hard enough
he or she can pass any subject .586586

eigenvalueeigenvalues 3.7823782
alpha .838838

112

.839839

.772772

.795795

.786786

.761761
751.751

.686686

.729729

.649649

.590590
5.4635463

.905905

.744744

.689689

.656656

.618618

.649649

.562562

.621621

.496496
3.1823182

.782782
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table 5 continued

factor weights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem females

rebelliousness
when rules or regulations get in my way I1 just

ignore them .838838
I1 enjoy doing things I1 shouldnt just for the

fun of it .826826
I1 enjoy seeing how much I1 can get away with .824824
when I1 break the rules it really doesnt bother

me .791791

if I1 feel like doing something ive been told
not to I1 usually just go ahead and do it

anyway .786786
if something tells me I1 shouldnt do

something it just makes me want to do it

all the more .768768
I1 like to shock or freak out my parents or

other adults just for the fun of it .665665

its easiereasler to ask for forgiveness afterward
than to get permission in the first place .643643

eigenvalueeigenvalues 4.75147514751
alpha .899899

risk taking
I1 like to take chances or do things on a dare .898898
1I like to test myself every now and then by

doing something a little risky .895895
I1 get a real kick out of doing things that are a

little dangerous .888888

eigenvalueeigenvalues 2.39623962396
alphaalphas .874874

impulsiveness
I1 am one of those people who blurts out things

without thinking .855855
1I often act on the spur of the moment without

stopping to think .837837
1I arnam often said to be hotheaded or bad

tempered .749749
eigenvalueeigenvalues 1.9921992

alphaalphas .746746

113

.807807

.814814

.805805

.769769

.793793

.742742

.682682

.620620
4.5834583

.891891

.890890

.876876

.887887
2.3462346

.860860

.830830

.797797

.732732
1.8581858

.692692

838

826

824

791

786

768

665

643

899

898

895

888

874

855

837

749

746

807

814

805

769

793

742

682

620

891

890

876

887

860

830

797

732

692
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table 6

factor weights and reliability scores for family scales by gender

factor weights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem females

connection with father
my father is a person who

cheers me up when I1 am sad
Is able to make me feel better when I1 am

upset
makes me feel better after talking over my

worries with him
gives me a lot of care and attention
believes in showing his love for me
enjoys doing things with me
makes me feel like the most important

person in his life
smiles at me often
often praises me
Is easy to talk to

eigenvalue
alphaalphas

connection with mother
my mother is a person who

cheers me up when I1 am sad
gives me a lot of care and attention
Is able to make me feel better when I1 am

upset
makes me feel better after talking over my

worries with her
Is easy to talk to
believes in showing her love for me
enjoys doing things with me
smiles at me often
makes me feel like the most important

person in her life
often praises me

eigenvalueeigenvalues
alphaalphas

.850850

.825825

.845845

.832832

.825825

.824824

.807807

.796796

.779779

.775775

.773773

.774774
6.4466446

.938938

.820820

.794794

.790790

.770770

.747747

.743743

.741741

.740740

.730730

.674674
5.71457145714

.946946

.798798

.825825

.803803

.801801801

.775775

.786786

.773773

.802802
6.47064706470

.939939

.820820

.783783

.806806

.789789

.783783

.770770

.732732

.735735

.685685

.714714
5.8185818

.919919

14

is

114

850

825

845

832

825

824

807

796

779

775

773

774

938

820

794

790

770

747

743

741

740

730

674

946

798

825

803

775

786

773

802

939

820

783

806

789

783

770

732

735

685

714

919
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females

table 6 continued

factor weights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem

father regulation
knows what you do with your free time 831

knows where you go at night 811

knows how you spend your money 803
knows where you are most afternoons after

school 766
knows who your friends are 716

eigenvalueeigenvalues 3 093

alphaalphas 845

mother regulation
knows what you do with your free time 795
knows where you go at night 759
knows how you spend your money 737
knows where you are most afternoonsaftem afteroons

school 735
knows who your friends are 637

eigenvalueeigenvalues 2 697

alphaalphas 784

father psychological autonomy
my father is a person who

Is always trying to change me 765
would like to be able to tell me what to do all

the time 764
Is always telling me how I1 should behave 746
wants to control whatever I1 do 744
Is less friendly with me if I1 do not see things

his way 694
if I1 have hurt his feelings stops talking to me

until I1 please him again 631

only keeps rules when it suits him best 602
will avoid looking at me when I1 have

disappointed him 583
says if I1 really cared for him I1 would not do

things that cause him to worry 559
tells me of all the things he has done for me 548

eigenvalueeigenvalues 4 471

alphaalphas 859

11515

is

870

812

828

788

864

792

767

746

706

829

742

778

727

795

719

652

638

607

597

875

841.841841

.870870

.836836

.812812

.828828

.788788
3.0933093 3.4223422

.864864

792.792

767.767

746.746

706.706

26972.697 29772.977
829.829

742.742

778.778

727.727

795.795

719.719

652.652

638.638

607.607

609.609

597.597

4.4714471 47594.759
875.875
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table 6 continued

factor weights

dimensionitemDimension malesItem

mother psychological autonomy
my mother is a person who

wants to control whatever I1 do .762762
would like to be able to tell me what to do

all the time .743743
Is always trying to change me .734734
Is always telling me how I1 should behave .713713
Is less friendly with me if I1 do not see

things her way .628628
only keeps rules when it suits her best .584584
if I1 have hurt her feelings stops talking to

me until I1 please her again .577577
says if I1 really cared for her I1 would not do

things that cause her to worry .562562
tells me of all the things she has done for .553553

me
eigenvalue 3.8683868

alpha .830830

perceived family conflict
I1 often see my parents arguing .902902
my parents often yell and scream at each

other when im around .873873
my parents nag and complain about each

other around the house .872872
eigenvalueeigenvalues 2.33423342334

alpha .853853

116

females

762

743

734

713

628

584

577

562

553

830

902

873

872

853

792

794

720

704

677

582

543

543

546

836

912

894

874

871

792.792

794.794

720.720

704.704

677.677

582.582

543.543

543.543

546.546

39543.954
836.836

912.912

894.894

874.874

23952.395
871.871
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table 7
percent of LDS youth who have committed offenses against others

offenses against property and status offenses
by religious ecology and gender

pacific northwest utah valleyvailey
males females
n261 n370

males females
n460 n598

offenses against others CD

cursed or swore at parent 19 20
pushed shoved or hit parent 12 10

openly defied church teacherleaderteacher 12leader 10

openly defied school teacherofficialteacher 34official 22
created a disturbance in public place 39 34

been suspended or expelled from school 19 7

forced or pressured sexual activities 6 3

called on telephone to threatenbotherthreaten 32bother 27
picked on kidsmadekid funsmade ofcalledof namescalled 52tlb 34
picked a fight with other kids 26263 11

physically beat up other kids 25 6

took money by using force or threats aa6a 1

hurt someone badly enough to need doctordocto W I11

threatened
aay9a

or
2

attacked
5

with
I11

knife

6

gun

2
or

34a34

other

19

weapon

18

6

11I1

1

6

I1

been

4

in

19

a

10

gang

33a33d

fight

19

6

12

3

12

offenses

40

against

17

property

13

CD

6

took

51

something

37

from a store without
paying for it 39 22

stole from a locker desk purse etc 17 12

stole anything more than 50 6 4

stole anything worth between 5 and 50 22 12

stole anything less than 5 40 21

took car or motor vehicle without
owners permission 10 8

threw things at cars people or buildings 40 14

broke into a building car house etc 11 5

went onto someonesmeonesso property
without permission 513 34

purposely ruineddamagedruined someonedamaged
elsesalses property or possessions 29a 11

purposely damaged or destroyed things
at a school store etc 20a 9

17

21 20
9 8

16 12

27 18

42 33
13 5

6 4
27 27
41341 31

23 10

19 5

4 I11

a

in
13a

52

1 ga

6 a a

r I1 oa

a a

a

a

51 a 5 1
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lgb191 17317171 9

used smokeless or chewing tobacco 10 ab5b W 2

drank alcoholic beverages beer
wine liquor 13 lgb196 16 13

used marijuana grass

table 7 continued

pacific northwest utah valley
males females males females
n261 n370 n460 n598

status offenses BD

smoked cigarettes 18

pot 8 915 83 4
used cocaine crack coke 2 1 2 1

used other drugs heroin LSD etc 4 3 5 2

been drunk or high on drugs 8 lib111115 8 7

run away from home to10 13 13 12

skipped school without a legitimate excuse 416411 48 52 46
cheated on a test 66 7115711 69 65

read sexually explicit or pornographic
booksmagazinesbooks

watched
magazines

sexually explicit pornographic
48

movies videos or television programs 463 216211 39 16

been involved in heavy petting 23 29b 19 19

had sexual intercourse 6 96 6 5

B significant difference in the mean delinquency measure between young women
living in the pacific northwest and utah valley at p 05

c significant difference in the mean delinquency measure between young men and
women from the pacific northwest at p 05

D significant difference in the mean delinquency measure between young men and
young women from utah valley at p 05

a significant difference between young men and women living in the same
religious ecology for specific delinquency item at p 05

b significant difference between pacific northwest and utah valley for the same
gender in specific delinquency item at p 05

18

5 1 oa

wine 1 ab9b

14grass

48ab lgb161 at3t37 11

in

in
in

in

in

in

118

14
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16lg

03oo

lgig

61gi

60go

61gi

60go

96gg

119ilg

57at

table 8
average number of times LDS delinquent youth have committed

offenses against others offenses against property and status offenses
by religious ecology and gender

F

offenses against others
cursed or swore at parent
pushed shoved or hit parent
openly defied church teacherleaderteacher
openly

leader
defied school teacherofficialteacher

created
official

a disturbance in public place
been suspended or expelled from school
forced or pressured sexual activities
called on telephone to threatenbotherthreaten
picked

bother
on kidsmadekid funsmade ofcalledof namescalled

picked a fight with other kids
physically beat up other kids
took money by using force or threats
hurt someone badly enough to need doctor
threatened or attacked with knife gun

or other weapon
been in a gang fight

offenses against property
took something from a store without

paying for it

stole from a locker desk purse etc
stole anything more than 50
stole anything worth between 5 and 50
stole anything less than 5

took car or motor vehicle without
owners permission

threw things at cars people or buildings
broke into a building car house etc
went onto someonesmeonesso property without

permission
purposely ruineddamagedruined someonedamaged elsesalses

property or possessions
purposely damaged or destroyed things at

a school store etc

acificpacificacidic no
males

5.252
2.222
4.747
5.656
8.484
2.020
3.535
6.56536.5365

10.4104

a

2.929
2.222
5.656
1.919

14
11.

4.747
2.828
2.424
3.535
4.545

2.121
5.757
1.616

5.050

3.535

3.232

northwestrthwest
females

2.828
3.535
3.434
3.333
5.050
1461.46

3.737
3.636
6.767
2.727
1.818
1.313
1.717

lo10

2.525

5.858
3.030
1.616
7.070
4.444

1.818
2.626
1.414

2.828

4.646

3.333

utah
males

8.585
4.141
4.141
5.555
7.575
4.040
4.141
4.949
9.69639.6396
4.040
4.444
7.373
3.636

5.757
5.757

5.151
6.161
4.545
5.75735.7357
5.85835.8358

3.636
6.767
2.828

5.75t57

4.141

4.848

valleyvallevaileyvalievaile
females

5.858
4.646
4.949
4.848
5.353
3.636
3.636
6.060
6.161
3.939
3.131
6.060
5.959

7.979
7.676

3.333
3.434
3.939
3.434
3.333

3.333
3.636
3.636

3.333

3.737

36

19

b

b

6 1

b

1 0b

17h

2 ab8b 6 1

a

a

b

52

22

47

56

84

20

35

104

29

22

56

47

28

24

35

45

21

57

50

35

32

28

35

34

50

37

36

67

27

18

13

17

25

58

30

70

44

18

26

14

28

46

33

85

41

41

55

75

40

41

49

40

44

73

36

57

57

51

45

36

67

28

41

48

58

46

49

48

53

36

36

39

31

59

79

76

33

34

39

34

33

33

36

36

33

37

14

65

57

58

ab

1.414146
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table 8 continued

pacific northwest utah valleyvallevalievaile
males females males females

status offenses
smoked cigarettes 64 127 118 66
used smokeless or chewing tobacco 2 36 27 69 74
drank alcoholic beverages

beer wine liquor 6 66 61 96 49
used marijuana grass pot 68 74 215 96
used cocaine crack coke 60 10 172 92
used other drugs heroin LSD etc 33 36 149 56
been drunk or high on drugs 122 83 231 88
run away from home 74 26 36 20
skipped school without a legitimate
excuse 88 77 104 84

cheated on a test 59 49 58 38
read sexually explicit or pornographic

books magazines
watched sexually explicit pornographic

5 r 24 6 11 3111

movies videos or television programs 4 S 29 5 iai3 34
been involved in heavy petting 29 9 36 75 51
had sexual intercourse 13 20 iai6 105 60

1 sample size varies according to the number of youth who had ever committed
each specific delinquent act

ttt
a significant difference between young men and women living in the same religious

ecology for specific delinquency item at p 05

b significant difference between pacific northwest and utah valley for the same
gender in specific delinquency item at p 05

120

a

cocaine

23 1
a

1

1
a

in 2 gab 93b 5 1

ab 1
b

size

in

23

52

48

2.323

6.666 6 1

5.252 a

4.848 a
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alleyalieyailey
females
n598

13

5

30
48
10

4
3

21

7

20
18

27
8

25

121

aa9a

table 9
percent of LDS youth whose friends have pressured them to commit offenses against others

against property and status offenses by religious ecology and gender

offenses against others pressure toibcdto00toI
curse

BCD

or swear at parent
push shove or hit parent
make obscene phones calls
purposely pick onmakeunmake fun of or call other kids names
physically beat up other kids
take money or other things by using force or threats
join in a gang fight

offenses against property pressure tocdto00
take something from a store without paying for it

steal anything more than 20
steal anything less than 20
take a car or other motor vehicle without the owners permission
throw things at cars people or buildings
break into a building car house etc
purposely ruin or damage someone elseelseseisealses s property or possessions

percelpercent

pacific N

males
n251

16

6
47b

73
b

14
8

47ab

22
49ab

13

53a53
143

53ab

nt with friends wl
orthwestnorthwestorth

females
west

n363

17

4
42b

60
12

5
4

26
10

27
10

29
6
28

10 have pressured

utahvutahs
males
n460

12

5

36
593

342
83

9

36
153

383

17

523

19-

41

who

utah valleyvailey

ruin

42
at gob

46ab

ab

47 ab a

22a
27b 3 aa8a

1 ob

53 ab a

toa

toad



www.manaraa.com

I1 ab0b

todtoa

table 9 continued

percent with friends who have pressured

pacific northwest utah valley

status offenses pressure to0
smoke cigarettes
use smokeless or chewing tobacco
drink alcoholic beverages beer wine liquor
use marijuana grass pot
use cocaine crack coke
use other drugs heroin LSD amphetamines etc
run away from home
skip school without a legitimate excuse
cheat on a test
read sexually explicit or pornographic books or magazines
watch sexually explicit pornographic movies

videos or television programs
be involved in heavy petting
have sexual intercourse

significant difference in the mean peer pressure measure
B significant difference in the mean peer pressure measure
c significant difference in the mean peer pressure measure
D significant difference in the mean peer pressure measure

males
n251

43b
36ab

40
23
10
10
11

61

72
60ab

53
gab

16

between young men
between young women living in the pacific northwest and utah
between young men
between young men

females
n363

361

lgb161igi
41

18

25
27

7
17

ity101lcyioblob
5

17

9

72
13

75
68

26
67

35b

44443

39
423

21
20

living

11

in pacificthe northwest

and

and

women

utah

from

valley

the

at

pacific

p

northwest at p
and young women from utah valley at p

males
n460

30

05

females
n598

22
6
24
12

5

6
16

61

68
15

21

25
12

valley at p 05
05

05

significant difference between young men and women living in the same religious ecology for specific peer pressure item at p 05
significant difference between pacific northwest and utah valley for the same gender in specific peer pressure item at p 05

122

to ABD

cocaine

43 36
36ab

40b b

23b 25b 17a

ab 72b

26b

ab 35 b

28ab 39b

A

a

0 ZD

b
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table 10
percent of LDS youth whose friends have committed offenses against others offenses against property

and status offenses by religious ecology and gender

offenses against others BD

called someone on the telephone to
threaten or bother them

purposely picked on other kids made funtun
of them or called them names

picked a fight with other kids

physically beat up other kidsiudslods

taken money or other things from
someone using force or threats

hurt someone badly enough that they had
to go to a doctor

threatened or attacked someone with a
knife gun or other weapon

been in a gang fight

cursed or sworn at one of your parents

pushed shoved or hit one otof your parents

openly defied a teacher or leader at
church

openly defied a teacher or official at
school

forced or pressured someone to engage in
sexual activities with you

none

46

22

40-

47

78-

80

89

84

524

77

64

36

85

males
n261

some

38

45

48

45

20

18

10

14

37

21

33

49

14

pacific F

most
all

16

33

12

8

2

1

2

1

11

2

3

14

1

northwest

none

45b

ap3p
53

at6t

88

S

88

83

416

72

65

3

82

females
n370

some

41

46

42

31

12

16

12

15

43

26

32

52

17

most
all

14

23

5

2

1

0

1

2

16

3

3

12

2

none

56

ap3p

af4f
514

83833

77774

87874

83

52

78

64

42424

85

males
n460

some

32

47

46

40

16

21

13

15

40

20

30

45

14

utah

most
all

12

22

12

9

1

2

1

2

8

6

12

1

alleyvalleyvailey

none

54

41

60

75

90

88

93

88

53

78

67

54

84

females
n598

some

34

44

34

22

9

11

7

11

38

20

30

38

13

most
all

12

10

6

3

0

1

0

2

9

2

3

8

123

45 b

3 lb 31

41

67 51

84b

5 2 41 b

2

36

2

1
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table 10 continued

offenses against property BCD

taken something from a store without
paying fortor it

stolen something from someone s locker
desk purse etc

stolen anything worth more than 50

stolen anything worth between 5 and 50

stolen anything worth less thantharl 5

taken a car or other motor vehicle
without the owner s permission

broken into a building car house etc

gone on someone elsesalses property when
you weren t supposed to be there

purposely ruined or damaged someone
else s property or possessions

purposely damaged or destroyed things at
school stores etc

thrown things rocks bottles eggs
garbage etc at cars people or buildings

none

31

50504

69

48

32-

71

75

ap3p

41

50504

36

males
n261

some

55

43

28

41

49

28

24

46

49

40

46

pacific N

most
all

13

7

3

11

19

1

2

23

10

10

18

northwestorthwestnorthwestorth

none

west

41b

ap6p
746

536

41b

7

79

39

62

596

49

females
n370

some

52

34

25

41

48

26

19

48

32

35

42

most
all

7

4

1

6

10

2

1

13

6

5

9

none

43

57574

73734

55554

39394

67

68684

384

50504

55554

43d43

males
n460

some

47

37

24

37

46

29

28

40

40

37

35

utah

most
all

10

6

3

8

14

4

4

22

10

7

22

valley

none

63

72

85

71

60

65

81

50

68

70

57

females
n598

some

34

25

13

25

33

29

18

35

28

26

34

most
all

4

3

2

4

7

5

1

15

4

4

9

124

pernui

ssionassion

3 1

3 V

ab

36b

61

74

53

41

72

3 ab9b 3 8
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84844

80

47

40

52

3246

31

714

males
n261

some

50

44

49

36

15

18

43

45

41

48

50

27

pacific N

most
all

12

6

15

6

1

2

10

15

6

20

19

2

lorthwestnorthwest

none

33b

566

276

49b

746

726

39

32

416

546

496

57

females
n370

some

50

38

48

40

24

25

45

42

47

39

41

40

most
all

17

6

25

11

1

3

16

26

12

7

10

3

none

62

747411

59

72

86

82

66

60

72

50-

464

50-

46
66

males
n460

some

32

22

33

23

14

16

28

31

25

37

40

31

utah

most
allAHaliail
7

3

8

5

0

2

6

9

3

13

13

3

valley

none

63

83

60

75

86

84

66

54

70

76

68

60

females
n598

some

31

15

34

21

13

13

29

36

27

21

28

34

most
all

6

2

6

4

2

2

5

10

3

3

4

3

125

table 10 continued

status offenses

smoked cigarettes

used smokeless or chewing tobacco

drank alcoholic beverages beer wine
liquor

used marijuana grass pot

used cocaine crack coke

used other drugs heroine LSD amphetamines
etc

been drunk or high on drugs

been involved in heavy petting

had sexual intercourse

read sexually explicit or pornographic
books or magazines

watched sexually explicit or pornographic
movies videos or television programs

run away from home

none

38

50b

37

33 b

50 56b

3 ab7b 27 b

manajuanaijuana grass 59b

74b

72b

47b 3 ab9b

40b b

5 2b 4 1 b

3 ab2b 54b

3 labiab

7 V b

ab
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table 10 continued

status offenses contd

created a disturbance by being loud
unruly or disorderly at school in some
other public place

skipped school without a legitimate
excuse

C

cheated on a test

been suspended or expelled from school

none

33

20

10

46

males
n261

some

47

43

60

49

pacific N

most
all

20

37

30

5

northwestorthwestnorthwestorth

none

west

29b

lgb166

9bab

gib616

females
n370

some

51

42

56

37

most
all

20

43

35

2

none

36

25

16

52

males
n460

some

42

35

57

42

utah

most
all

22

40

27

6

valley

none

39

27

18

68

females
n598

some

44

37

60

29

most
all

17

36

24

3

A significant difference in the mean peer example measure between young men living in the pacific northwest and utah valley at p 05
B significant difference in the mean peer example measure between young womenwornenhornen living in the pacific northwest and utah valley at p s 05
c significant difference in the mean peer example measure between young men and women from the pacific northwest at p 05
D significant difference in the neanmeani peer example measure between young men and young women from utah valley at p 05

4 significant difference between young men and women living in the same religious ecology for specific peer example item at p 05
b significant difference between pacific northwest and utah valley for the same gender in specific peer example itemiternibern at p 05

126

29

16

61
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table 11

frequency of six religious dimensions by religious ecology and gender

dimensionitemdimensionaternDimension
religious

Item

beliefs
god lives and is real

jesus christ is the divine son of god
satan actually exists

there is life after death

god really does answer prayers

joseph smith actually saw god the father
and jesus christ

the book of mormon is the word of god

the bible is the word of god

the president of the LDS church is a
prophet of god

the lord guides the church today through
revelations to church leaders

percent who strongly

pach

males
n261

97

97

97

96

90

96

96

93

96

95

ilefieilc northwest
females
n370

98

99

98

93

92

95

95

94

97

95

agree or agree

utah valley
males females
n460 n598fn598

94 96

96 98

97 98

94 97

90 90

94 96

94 95

91 94

96 97

93 95

127

pacific

93b
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nevenneverneyen nevenneverneyen

valleyvailey

neyernever neyerneveroftenaften

scnsani

ptures

table 11 continued

very
often

males
n261

often

pacific noi

rarely

rthwest

very
ften

females
n370
often rarely very

ofteiloftenonnen

males
n460
often

utah va

rarely

inyiky

very
often

females
n598
often rarely

private religious behavior00

I11 fast on fast sunday

1I pay tithing on the money I1 eamearnearm

1I read the scriptures by myself

1I pray privately

public religious behavior
I1 participate in church social

activities

1I attend priesthood meeting or
young women s meeting on
sunday

I1 attend sacrament meeting

I1 attend sunday school

I11 bear my testimony in church

37

53

32

45

39

35

41

39

24

12

28

16

37

60

42

566

41

27

38

30

22

13

20

14

40

53

27273

50502

39

31

47

35

21

16

27

15

45

57

43

65

33

30

38

25

21

13

19

10

42 47 35 39 4746 4928 2412 16 14

83

88 11

825

ab6b

16

15

23

1

1

2

70

82

866

80

7

15

13

15

27

3

2

5

66

76

81

74

5

18

16

19

20

6

3

7

76

76

81

68

5

17

15

22

30

8

4

10

64

128

northwest

dimensionitem sometimes sometimes sometimes

behaviorCD00

56

86

82 80b

6

Dimension Item Sosomeimesmeimesmelmessometimes
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table 11 continued

dimensionitemDimension

importance

Item

of religioncreligion00religionsReligion

I1

00

plan to marry in the temple

I1 plan to be active in the church

during the past year I11 have really
tnedened to live the standards of the
church

1I have a strong testimony of the
truthfulness of the gospel

1I seldom think about religion

my relationship ith god is an
important part of my life

in my life there are more important
things than religion

1I am a good example of living the
gospel to my friends

strongly
agree
agree

92

94

81

76

14

81

18-

554

18-

55

males
n261

mixed
feelings

7

4

15

18

17

16

23

31

pacific nor

strongly
disagree
disagree

1

2

4

7

70

4

58

14

thwestthweat

strongly
agree
agree

gib

92

79

786

75

84

10

66

females
n370

mixed
feelings

8

6

14

16

9

13

23

24

strongly
disagree
disagree

1

2

7

6

84

4

67

10

strongly
agree
agree

92

91

79-

744

24-

81

20204

56564

males
n460

mixed
feelings

7

7

15

20

16

13

21

31

utah

strongly
disagree
disagree

2

2

6

6

60

6

59

13

valley

strongly
agree
agree

93

744

92

82

81

14

83

13

69

females
n598

mixed
feelings

6

7

11

15

12

11

18

22

strongly
disagree
disagree

1

1

7

4

74

7

69

9

129

northwest

78
b

with
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table 11 continued

pacific northwest utah valley
males females males females
n261 n370 n460 n598

dimensionitemDimension
strongly

Item
strongly strongly strongly strongly strongly strongly strongly

agree mixed disagree agree mixed disagree agree mixed disagree agree mixed disagree
agree feelings disagree agree feelings disagree agree feelings disagree agree feelings disagree

spiritual experiencesexperiencesb

theremerenere have been times in my life when
I1 felt the holy ghost 84 10 5 86 11 3 86 10 5 88 10 3

1I know what it feels like to repent and
to be forgiven gob 27 12 66 25 10 72 20 7 70 23 8

1I have been guided by the spiritspin with
some of my problems or decisions

76 18 6 79 17 4 76 19 5 83 14 4

social integrationintegrationcintegrations

I1 sometimes feel like an outsider in the
church 23 18 59 32 20 47 25 15 60 31 17 52

1I seem to nittitfit in very well with the
people in my ward 70lb 15 14 58 22 20 61 17 22 58 23 19

1I am well liked by members of my
ward 79 16 5 69 24 7 67 22 11 65 26 9

A significant difference in the mean religiosity measure between young men living in the pacific northwest and utah valley at p 05
B significant difference in the mean religiosity measure between young women living in the pacific northwest and utah valley at p 05
c significant difference in the meanneani religiosity measure between young men and women from the pacific northwest at p 05
D significant difference in the mean religiosity measure between young men and young women from utah valley at p 05

4

significant difference between young men and women living in the same religious ecology for specific religiosity item at p 05
h significant difference between pacific northwest and utah valley for the same gender in specific religiosity item at p 05

130

i

t

70

79b

nago
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table 12
comparison of personality traits by religious ecology and gender

dimensionitemdimensioniternDimension

selfseif esteemcesteemesteems

Item

CD

I1 take a positive attitude about
myself

all in all I1 am inclined to feel like
I1 am a failure

1I feel like I1 have a number of good
qualities

on the whole I1 am satisfied with
myself

at times think I1 am no good at all
1 feel I1 do not have much to be

proud of
1I wish I11 could have more respect

fortor myself
1I feel that im a person of worth at

least on an equal plane with
others

1I certainly feel useless at times
1I am able to do things as well as

most people

strongly
agree
agree

78

9

89

74
20

15

25254

78
32324

8111

males
n261

mixed
feelings

12

9

8

18

19

14

26

15

29

14

pacific no

strongly
disagree
disagree

11

82

4

8

62

71

49

6
40

5

northwestrthwest

strongly
agree
agree

61

9

81

66
33

12

35

72
416

70

females
n370

mixed
feelings

26

13

13

21

23

19

24

22
28

24

strongly
disagree
disagree

13

78

6

13

45

69

41

6
31

6

strongly
agree
agree

70

11

84-

72
26-

14

34

80-
344

78

males
n460

mixed
feelings

19

13

10

17

20

18

24

11

30

15

utahvutahs

strongly
disagree
disagree

11

77

6

11

54

69

42

9
36

17

alleyvalleyaileyalieyvailey

strongly
agree
agree

59

10

76

63
34

12

37

73
47

66

females
n598

mixed
feelings

27

14

15

25
25

21

22

19

26

26

strongly
disagree
disagree

13

76

9

12

41

67

40

8

27

9

131

344

utah

4 1 b

81
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table 12 continued

dimensionitemDimension
strongly

Item agree
agree

males
n261

mixed
feelings

pacific no

strongly
disagree
disagree

northwestrthwest

femalesFeni
n370

alesaies

strongly
agree mixed
agree feelings

strongly
disagree
disagree

strongly
agree
agree

males
n460

mixed
feelings

utah

strongly
disagree
disagree

valley

femalesfen
n598

lales

strongly
agree mixed
agree feelings

strongly
disagree
disagree

17 72 13 17 69 12 19 69 14 21 65

26 59 16 28 18 29 13 32 565256

12 80 12 81 12 79 9 13 78

27

30

26

24

49

46

37

44

17

22

29

26

29

28

35

27

54

50

36

48

2323d

23d23

33

33

27

33

31

26

50

43

36

41

17

19

29

29

23

25

29

26

60

55

41

45

10 82 13 84 11 85 9

132

locus of control D

I11 feel that most of the time it doesnt
pay to try hard because things
never turn out right anyway 12

1I believe that when bad things are

going to happen they just are going
to happen no matter what I1 try to
do to stop them 15

1I feel that its almost useless to try in
school because most other kids are
just plain smarter than I1 am 9

1I feel that when someone doesndoean t

like you there s little you can do
about it 24244

most of the time I11 find it useless to
try to get my own way at home 24

1 feel that it s nearly impossible to
change my parents mind about
anything 38

1I am often blamed for thingsthinas that
just aren t my fault 32432

1I believe that if somebody studies
hard enough he or she can pass
any subject 87

7 9

4 5 6 5
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lia111lla

aileyaliey

table 12 continued

dimensionitemDimension

rebelliousness

Item

CD

when rules or regulations get in my
way I11 just ignore them

1I enjoy doing things I1 shouldnt
just for the fun of it

1I enjoy seeing how much I1 can get
away with

when I1 break the rules it really
doesndoean t bother me

if I1 feel like doing something ive
been told not to I11 usually just go
ahead and do it anyway

itif something tells me I1 shouldnshouldna t do
something it just makes me want
to do it all the more

1I like to shock or freak out my
parents or other adults just for the
fun of it

its easier to ask torfor forgiveness
afterward than to get permission
in the first place

strongly
agree
agree

loa101ioa

v

w
11-

15

12

171711

16

males
n261

mixed
feelings

24

15

25

24

29

17

19

15

pacific no

strongly
disagree
disagree

67

74

58

65

56

71

64

69

northwestrthwest

strongly
agree
agree

8

8

12

5

8

17

4

8

females
n370

mixed
feelings

16

10

18

14

19

23

14

15

strongly
disagree
disagree

76

82

70

81

73

60

82

77

strongly
agree
agree

ilg11111

12

19

13134

141411

17

15

11

males
n460

mixed
feelings

26

17

21

23

22

26

18

25

utahutahvutahs

strongly

alleyvalleyvailey

disagree
strongly

disagree
agree

63

agree

70

10

59

9

64

14

64

8

57

10

67

17

64

7

11

females
n598

mixed
feelings

16

13

15

16

18

27

13

16

strongly
disagree
disagree

74

79

71

76

72

56

80

73

133

c

111

18
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table 12 continued

dimensionitemDimension
strongly

Item agree
agree

males
n261n26
mixed

feelings

pacific N

strongly
disagree
disagree

northwestrthwestrth
females

west

n370
strongly
agree mixed
agree feelings

strongly
disagree
disagree

strongly
agree
agree

males
n460

mixed
feelings

utahvutahs

strongly
disagree
disagree

alleyvalleyaileyalieyvailey

females
n598

strongly
agree mixed
agree feelings

strongly
disagree
disagree

risk taking CD

I1 like to take chances or do things
on a dare 24 26 50 16 22 62 28 26 46 17 23 60

1I like to test m selfseif every now and
then by doing something a little
nsky 42424 24 34 25 21 54 40 26 34 23 23 55

1I get a real kick out of doing things
that are a little dangerous 48- 28 24 24 25 51 42424 28 29 23 28 49

impulsiveness
I1 am one of those people who

blurts out things without thinking
1I often act on the spur of the

moment without stoppingslopping to think
1I am often said to be hotheaded or

bad tempered

23

29

16

28

33

24

49

38

60

25

28

13

28

26

17

47

46

70

24

32-

17

25

32

20

52

36

62

22

26

13

29

29

21

49

45

66

c significant difference in the mean personality measure between young men and women from the pacific northwest at p 05
D significant difference in the mean personality measure between young men and young women from utah valley at p 05

4

d significant difference between young men and women living in the same religious ecology for specific personality item at p 05
b significant difference between pacific northwest and utah valley for the same gender in specific personality item at p 05

134

utah

1

myself
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bcd800

not involved in any
sports
musicbanddance
language clubs
student newspaperyearbookNewspaper
student

Yearbook
government

cheerleaderpepCheerleader clubPep
vocational clubs
academic clubs

pacific N

males
n261

27
34
16

12

4
6
I11

0

I11

2

0

I11

19

1

2

I11

42
14

3

1Ds

38
46

16

1

and

3

39
40

10

Fs

4
0

42
40

8

3

4

50

43
13

3

3

42
52

to10

2

13

32
34

to10

69
13

48
53

30
49

13

31

9
48

56
15

4
14

33
34

8

8

19

46

3

12

3

26

8

11

4
6

18

8

2

7

orthwestnorthwestnorthwestorth

30
11

10

females

west utah

13

15

n370
males

valley

19

32

n460
females

B

34
36

n598

significant

14

27
51

difference

15

11

30

in

2
18

7

the

1

3

8

school

3

2

experience

2

measure between young women
living in the pacific northwest and utah valley at p

table 13

comparison of school experience by religious ecology and gender

school experience
school performance gradesicdgrades0Gradesgradess

mostly

0

As
asandbsAsand
mostly

Bs
Bs

bsandcs
mostly Cs
csanddsCsan
mostly

dDs
Ds

dsandfs
importance of grades80

not important
somewhat important
important
extremely important

educational aspirations
graduate from high school
attend trade or vocational school
attend some college
graduate from college
receive advanced degree

extra curricular Involvementinvolvement800involvementlcd

05
c significant difference in the school experience measure between young men and

women from the pacific northwest at p 05
D significant difference in the school experience measure between young mennien and

young women from utah valley at p 05

135

As and

Bs and Cs

Cs and Ds

grades ID80

in
S ports

in

in
in

in
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table 14

family characteristics of LDS youth by religious ecology

pacific northwest utah vallevalleyvalievaile
family characteristics n632 n1078

famil
live
live
live

parentsparent

y structure
with both parents
with parent and stepparent
with one parent

ts married in temple or sealed

88
7

5

93 9

87
7

7

3

perceived family conflict
my parents nag and complain about each other
around the house

not true 65

somewhat true 27
true 8

62
31

7

I1 often see my parents arguing
not true
somewhat true
true

68
24
8

63
27
10

my parents often yell and scream at each other
when im around

not true 84
somewhat true 11

true 6

81

13

5

maternal employment
not employed
employed part time
employed full time

36
33
31

39
30
32

136

family

93
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ab1b

table 15
LDS youths perception of family connection parental regulation and psychological autonomy

by religious ecology

family connection
my mother father is a person who

makes me feel better after talking over my worries
smiles at me often
Is able to make me feel better when I1 am upset
enjoys doing things for me
cheers me up when I1 am sad
gives me lots of attention
makes me feel like the most important person in her his life
believes in showing her his love for me
often praises me
Is easy to talk to

parental regulation
how much does your mother father REALLY know

who your friends areg

where you go at nightnight7nighta
how you spend your moneysmoney7
what you do with your free timeatime7
where you are most afternoons after schoolschool7schoola

mot

percentercentercene

pacific

who

northwest

said

n622

AI1 ic
54ab 58
65 67
54 53
70 68
49 52
62 64
ap3p 37
71 72
48 51

49 51

61

percent

74

who

47

saidaidsaldald

57

63

80a803

72

lers

48

utah

55

valley

74

n1056

fathers
pacific

northwest
n612 P

t like her him
35
49
40
at6t67
40

a

47
28
57
38
30

knows a lot
31

52523

27
393

45452

utah
valley

1026

40
50
40
63
42
48
32
57
40
32

34
47
27
34
39

137

mothers

n1026

41

are

money
time

lot
54A

4

3 la

s

a

a
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table 15 continued

motimotl
pacific

northwest
n622

lers
utah

valley
n1056

fath
pacific

northwest
n612

lers
utah

valley
n1026

psychological autonomy
my mother father is a person who

tells me all the things she he has done for me
says if I1 really cared for her him I1 would not do things

that cause to worry
Is always telling me how I1 should behave
would like to be able to tell me what to do all the time
wants to control whatever I1 do
Is always trying to change me
only keeps rules when it suits her him best
Is less friendly with me if I1 do not see things her his way
will avoid looking at me when I1 have disappointed her him
if I1 hurt her his feelings stops talking to me until I1

please her him again

31

63
37
52
60
67
61

52
67

69

percent who said not like her him
30 42421

62
36
55
63
64
56
50
65

69

70
423

53-
61

70
61

51

68

74

37

68
40
54
62
67
57
48
67

74

significant difference between mother and father means in pacific northwest youth at p 05
significant difference between mother and father means in utah valley youth at p 05
significant difference between young men and women living in the same religious ecology for specific family experience
item at p 05
significant difference between pacific northwest and utah valley for the same gender in specific family experience item
at p 05
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ionlon 10001.000

ilessliess

14

10001.000

school

1

1 10000001.000ooo

2

068

1 000ooo

3

090

068

1 00010001.000ooo

4

057

152

056

1 000ooo

5

table 16
correlation matrix between all the variables in the model

I11 delinquency

family
characteristics

2 structure

3 conflict

4 maternalMa
employment

tertialterrial

5 connectionconnect
6 parental

regulation

7 psychological
autonomy

peer influences

8 pressure

9 example

10 LDS

11 religiosity

personality

12 self esteem

13 rebelliousnessRebellious

164

212

146

078

1 000ooo

6

226

192

097

078

549

1 000ooo

7

175

080

341

039

023

073

1 000ooo

8

547

016

087

056

194

304

208

1 000ooo

9

485

025

091

043

168

248

192

626

1 000ooo

10

089

047

017

011

107

120

058

180

198

1 000ooo

11

343

101

092

104

331

319

205

291

319

268

1 00010001.000ooo

12

120

054

139

092

310

227

266

135

109

094

484

1 000ooo

13

344

005

125

069

265

346

328

405

383

143

371

121

1 000ooo

14

219

092

019

085

180

163

139

153

149

159

444

287

246

1 000ooo

significant at p 05
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table 17

lambda Ys lambda Xs and Rs for latent variables used in model

rar2

666

651

641

789

507

469

375

347

277

659

625

568

886

878

792

934

515

907

612

426

492

418

311

143

variable ambdalambdaamada Y

dependent variable
delinquency

offenses against property

offenses against others
status offenses

independent variables
religiosity

importance of religion
spiritual experiences
private religious behavior

religious beliefs

social integration
public religious behavior

peer pressure

status offenses
offenses against property

offenses against others
peer example

status offenses
offenses against property

offenses against others

self esteem
locus of control
self esteem

rebelliousness
rebelliousness

risk taking

impulsiveness

school experiences
grades

importance of grades

educational aspirations
extracurricular involvement

816

807

801

888

712

685

612

589

526

812

791

753

941

937

890

966

717

952

782

653

702

647

558

377

14040

R 2

ndependent
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table 17 continued

variable lambda X

independent variables
family connection

mother connection

father connection
parental regulation

mother regulation
father regulation

psychological autonomy
father autonomy

mother autonomy

.861861

.634634

.930930

.618618

.745745

.743743

141

R2

861

634

930

618

745

743

742

402

865

381

551

856

742.742

402.402

865.865

381.381

551.551

856.856
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A model of delinquency among L D S adolescents the effect of peer influences

religiosity personality traits school experiences and family characteristics

janice garrett

department of sociology

M S degree august 1997

ABSTRACT

this study tested a multivariate model which included peer influences religiosity
personality traits school experiences and family characteristics in predicting juvenile
delinquency the model compared two samples of youth belonging to the church of jesus
christ of latter day saints L D S A mail questionnaire and three followupfollow mailingsup were
sent to 1078 youth living in the pacific northwest and 1849 youth living in utah county
the overall response rate for the sample was 63 percent extensive measures were used in
assessing the variables included in the model structural equation modeling LISREL was
used in the analysis because of its capacity to assess measurement error as well as to test the
hypothesized direct and indirect effects of family characteristics the results indicated that
peer pressure is the strongest predictor of delinquency moreover even after controlling for
peer influences internalized religiosity had a significant negative association with delinquent
involvement personality traits school experiences and several of the family variables such
as family structure family conflict and maternal employment did not prove to be significant
predictors of delinquency after control for the other variables in the model while no
significant direct effects were found family characteristics did strongly predict delinquency
indirectly through heightening levels of youths religiosity protecting against peer pressure
and encouraging the selection of non delinquent peers furthermore gender and religious
ecology differences were found in predicting delinquency
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