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Violent Youth: the influence of community violence, parental supervision
and neighbourhood disorganisation on juvenile violent offending
Kareena McAloney, Patrick McCrystal and Andrew Percy
1. Background
Participation in violent crime by young people is an important area of public policy *.
Routine activity and lifestyle theory* suggest that the social, physical and economic characteristics
of an individuals’ environment can influence their likelihood to commit crime or to be the victim of
crime. Young people are disproportionately represented in both offender and victim groups* For
young people the influence of parents and the neighbourhood may be key in the development of
delinquency. Poor parental monitoring and high levels of participation in activities without adult
supervision have been linked to higher offending among youth populations, as has lower socioeconomic status and high deprivation. Young people who are victims of crime are also more likely
to perpetrate due to their increased proximity and familiarity with crime. In countries where
violence is prevalent, such as the post-conflict society of Northern Ireland, the influence of
violence exposure may be particularly important in the development of criminality.

2. Aims
•To investigate the prevalence of violent
offending among young people in Northern
Ireland
•To explore the relationships among violent
offending and community violence exposure,
neighbourhood disorganisation and parental
supervision

4. Measures

3.828 young people (aged 15 – 16 years)
attending secondary level education in
Northern Ireland participated in the fifth sweep
of the Belfast Youth Development Study* (BYDS)
in 2005.
Participants were recruited from secondary level
educational establishments in three areas of
Northern Ireland – Belfast, Ballymena and
Downpatrick
Data for 590 were removed due to missing or
incomplete data, leaving a final sample for this
analysis of 3,238 young people

6. Results
➢42.9% (N = 1389) of young people had committed a violent
offence
Table 1: Proportion of violent offenders by offending type
Offence

No. Offending

% Sample

Carrying a weapon

414

12.8

Criminal Damage

647

20.0

Robbery

76

2.4

Assault
Arson

1152
167

35.6
5.2

➢Demographics (age, gender)
➢Receipt of free school meals

Table 2: Logistic regression model

➢Participation in 5 violent activities

Variable
Gender (male)
Receive free school meals
Knowledge of violent events
Witnessed violence
Directly victimised
Activities outside the home
Activities inside the home
Activities at clubs
Child disclosure to parents
Parental solicitation
Parental control
Parental monitoring
Neighbourhood disorganisation
Social control
Neighbourhood attachment

➢Exposure to Violence sub-scale of the Stress
and Coping Interview*
➢Neighbourhood disorganisation, social
control and neighbourhood attachment
➢Frequency of participation in club activities,
outside activities, and activities within the
home

3. Sample

7. Conclusions

➢Parental Monitoring Questionnaire *

5. Analysis
Data were entered into SPPS v15 and
checked for inconsistencies and missing
values.
A logistic regression model was estimated in
Mplus v5.1 *.

O.R.
3.70***
0.76**
1.65***
2.20***
2.25***
1.07***
0.95*
1.02
0.95**
1.03
1.02
0.92***
1.05***
0.98
1.00

95% C.I.
2.26 – 4.62
0.62 – 0.93
1.36 – 2.00
1.80 – 2.70
1.66 – 3.05
1.05 – 1.09
0.91 – 0.99
0.99 – 1.04
0.91 – 0.98
0.99 – 1.05
0.99 – 1.04
0.91 – 0.94
1.02 – 1.07
0.95 – 1.02
0.96 – 1.04

Notes: O.R., odds ratio; 95% C.I, 95% confidence interval for odds ratio; **, p< 0.01; ***, p<0.001

Maximum likelihood estimation with robust
standard errors was used to accommodate
the clustering of the data
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