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.ABSTRAC'T_\ ,
'This study asked,‘Do.female juvenile offenders repOrt*higher
or loWer leyelsvof self-concept than male juvenile
offenders?" The BreckenvMuitidimensionai Self—Conoept Scale
was used to éssess‘various'dimehsions ofiself—ooncept in e.
semple of juvenile offenders. It was hypothesized that
’juvenile offenders would not demonstrate the disparity in
global self—cohcept previously found in the hon?offending_
popﬁlation. Part two of the hypothesis stated there would
'~ be a gender disparity within dimensions.'Availability
samplino provided 9 females and 19 males between and
including thevages.of 14 and 18. As expected, there were no
significant gender differences in self-reported levels of
globel self—concept among juvenile offenders. A signifioant
result was found within the Affect dimension. Questions
raised in relation to self-concept included criﬁinal B
behavior and feﬁales, which dimensions of Self—concept are

valid, and ethnic and cultural issues.
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| Introductlon‘dz
Research on adolescence and adolescent 1ssues 1nv
_tgeneral is far less‘prevalent than that whlch is avarlable
on the adult populatlon.c ThlS may be due 1n part to the :
d_dlfflcultles encountered such as obtalnlng consent for the o
_yyouth to partlclpate,vas well as ethlcal questlons 1nclud1ngf

wthe p0351b111ty that youth can be 1nfluenced or 1nt1m1dated

»c:-by adult researchers. However, to more adequately asseSS‘n'

‘ _the needs of ‘the Amerlcan adolescents, and youth in. a global

sense,-attempts must be made to: overcome the stumbllng

'vblocks to research on- 1ssues pertlnent to thls populatlon.
One aspect ofradolescence whlch may 1mpact many other

1mportant issues is that of self concept : Whlle there 1s noby_
fs1ngularly accepted deflnltlon for self- concept at thls
: tlme, Rosenberg (1979)offers a deflnltlon'whlch‘seems‘tot
’fexempllfy the key p01nts of many promlnent deflnltlons.: He"v
descrlbes self concept as'V..the totallty of the
d»lnd1v1dual’s thoughts and feellngs hav1ng reference to
q.ihlmself as an object”7o' | | L
: | From the beglnnlng of 1ts ex1stence, Amerlcan society'
‘ehas attempted to address another aspect of youth That |
-easpect 1s the issue of juvenlle dellnquency Thls has,been:"'
.examlned from a varlety of perspectlves (Day7,1997§:t'Théééf

flncludedvbmoral, ;ndlv;dual,,famlly, and soCietal»



perSpectlyes, Withhthe advent of-psychology as a:publically
h;accepted phenomenon, Other,factors have been incorporated
into discnssions of juvenilegdelinquency;_yAdditlonally[y'
‘biological.considerations have heen associatedeith juyenile
a udellnquency | | | J
'Problem Statement
y‘Frequentlyyfueled by particnlar politlcal agendas;‘more

recentisocietal influences snch as’gangdcultnre and dua1h~
workinghparents have‘been;eXamined inrthe context of |
jﬁvenileidelinqnency.:.In the‘mld tovlate-1990‘s these
‘JdiscnsSions have.increased substantially;ydue.in larde part
fto hlghly publlc1zed 1nc1dents of large scale v1olence,;d
perpetrated by teens and preteens Publlc outcry for -
vas51gnment of respon31b111ty for the actlons of these youth
.has become a major issue in most arenas.

The hlgh profile of these recent 1nc1dents overshadows ,
.ev1dence collected by local state, and federal agenc1es |
whlch 1ndlcates that as of 1998 “youth dellnquency as a whole
is actually at a lower level than in the past However, of
~h‘part1cular concern is the fact that female 1nvolvement 1n
if’the jnvenrleyjustlce system contlnues tO'rlse.' Prevlously;
.Ait»was 5othunc5mﬁon fordfemale youthltoibe arrested.for'h

b.relatlyely’minor_crimes;"Recent statistics,:however,‘seem'

tolindicate that.the trend-for’femalesito be‘arrested.for



violent Crimes is escalafing (Johnson, 1998). This is in
' coﬁtrast to the number of'male,youth beihg arrestedifor
violeht crimes, which has remained Steady.-

‘In'light of these deVelopments perhapslit is
‘inappropriate, as~occurs’in most research, for adﬁlts to
‘make ihterpretations to try and explain the increaSes in
"~ female juvenile»crime. It seems relevant to examine a
possible link between juvenile'delinquency and the theory of
self—eoncept. It would also be morebvalid to ask how the
youth in today’s society view themselves and these
deVelOpments,‘ However, this project hopes to assess the
relationship between juvenile delinquency and self-concept.

' MoreoVer,'the possible link between juvenile
delinquency and self-concept is interesting ftom a gender
standpoint. If, asvthe statisties implicate, there are
significant gender issues within the framework of youth and
erime, then what might the relationship be between crime,
self-concept and gender?

If it is determined that there is an interrelationship-
between those‘three issues, consideration should be given to
the sociai.Work implications.  For example,‘are there
changes that should be made with regard to how society
apbroaches or views adoleecent development? More

specifically, what opportunities do adults have to impact



and support the development‘of self—concept in preteens and
teens, and.hon'can those opportunities be restructured to
better,benefit’and'nurture youth? Also relevént would.be an
eramination of which’current bractices and processesv(such
-as}extracurricular programsiOrvreferrals for supplementél
, serﬁices)vseem to benefit youth, end what could be done to
make those-practicesvand‘processes more uni#erSally
accepted? | |
Perhaps most importantly, how can youth invoivement.'

with other youth be utilized to a fuller extent?}And should
there be more emphasis on gender considerations when
developing those youth to youth interactions? Many cities
and_school districts are now employing programs such esgpeer
counseling and peer- conflict resolution in an attempt.to
egdress‘issues which are frequent.precursors to delinquent
.behavior. These issues_include fighting, truancy, and peer
interaction. With the'well—established importance of peer
’pressure and peer influence‘during pre—adolescence and
adoleSCence).perhaps there'are ways to enhance adult/youth.‘
'problem solving‘strategies. |
o The focus of this study was to evaluatebtne pOSSible
link between male'and female juvenile delinquency and self—
concept. Specificaiiy, the research question‘Was asvfollows:

Do female jUVeniletoffenders rate their level of self-



concept higher or lower than male juvenile offénders? Ith
was hypothesized.thét a survey of institutiOnélized youth
would reveal that those youth would not demonstrate the
ydisparities.in levels of global self-concept previously
'exhibited between‘non—offénding male and female adoleséénts.
" The 1ack of disparity might be due, in part, to the actual
,criminal behavior. Part two of the‘hypothesis, then, is that
when utilizing a multidimensional view of self-concept,

there may be a gender disparity within a specific dimension.



‘VLiterature*Review""

Deflnltlons of self concept are broad and amblguous 1n

'[.'ex1st1ng llterature. Self concept 1s often seen as. a

‘:fpsychologlcal construct related to the development of a ,h-

'Lﬁtfpersonal sense. of 1dent1ty (Berger, 2000) It is also

:T.Idfrequently assoc1ated w1th how one percelves one 'S self

:‘;From a developmental perspectlve, 1n early chlldhood thlS 1s

‘T;USually related to phys1cal attrlbutes and abllltles.lﬁﬁgh"’

"QcU;Berger (2000) also notes that by late preschool years 1t 1sa¥jt

"vﬁ7dfcommon for self concept to 1nclude recognltlon of

ifpsychologlcal tendenc1es as well

| Interestlngly,;1n=adolescence~body lmagevand”physlcal :
_attrlbutes once agaln flgure-promlnently 1n self concept.“
-f‘(Zastrow & Klrst Ashman; 1997) | | FR

| One.of the most promlnent 1ssues relatlngito self—»v~§ﬁ:

‘fconcept is unldlmen31onallty versus multldlmen51onallty

”“;ffother words, the 1ssue would be whether or not self conceptf,;

jf»should be v1ewed as- a global concept or as a concept deflned
lfby numerous dlmen31ons.'

As early as the late 1800'5, Wllllam James (1983)

" '_determlned that a person s self esteem 1s a functlon of hlS

rfffsor her presumed abllltles and actual accompllshments._ Whlle

' rjhe acknowledged a behav1oral llnk between self esteem and

»‘one 'S own accompllshments, hlS 51ngular v1ew d1d not



consider the impactkenvironmentalvfactors could have on the
)enhancement or diminishment of personal accomplishments.
This view failed to account for the important influences of
the environment on human behavior, which by current
standards is.regularly,accepted within the context of
systems theories. Taking the concept a step further, many
current systems tneorists incorporate the interaction fﬁom
intrapersonal,‘intefpersonal and environmental systems when
considering the effects of a personal imbalance in one of
these systems on the others (Hepworth, Rooney & Larsen,
1997) . |
The unidimensional approach to self-concept was also

'criticizedsby Wylie (1974, 1979) when.examining the
construction of unidimensional instruments previousiy used
to measure self-concept. Wylie felt that such types ef
instruments lent themselves to uneven weighting of various
self-concept domains. There have also been questions raised
as to whether global self-concept scores, when used in
general prsctice, might be overly sensitive or insensitive
tobspecific areas of adjustment (Bracken, 1992).

.'The multidimensional view of self concept, nowever, has
been validated in many bodies of work including Marsh and
Holmes‘(l990), Harter (1983), and Piers (1984). For

example, Myers (1996) describes self-concept as being made



‘7tup of spec1f1c bellefs by whlch a person deflnes hlm or: her

y"'self Addltlonally, Markus and Nurlus (1986) postulated

'that components of self concept are. the p0851ble selves’ ,;

-‘comprlsed of the self we dream of becomlng as well as the -

"=self we fear becomlng Along these llnes 1t 1s generally

} A person»"‘
\

.,accepted that there are many facets of the self

may percelve an academlc self, a soc1al self an emotlonalff

‘-‘ﬁselfﬁ and a’ phy51cal self (Lea Wood & Clunles Ross, 1995)

’bAddltlonally, 1t has been suggested that not only 1s self—

"17‘concept multldlmen51onal but hlerarchlcal as well (Bracken;

‘i1992) bey thls 1t 1s meant that general self concept
lmNdconstltutes the apex and then.other 1ntercorrelated
'ijdlmens1ons}construct a second foundatlonal‘tler (Shavelsonbfu“
‘9ﬂet al 1976) However, what these dlscu531ons hlghllght 1sb

t{that controversy and 1ncon51stency contlnue to plague

'-*dlscu581ons about, and research of self concept.g

'3 Many sources c1te thlS controversy and 1ncon31stency as _ﬁf

1»gcompllcat10ns when conductlng research on self concept.'"

figgment;oned, self concept has been conceptuallzed as both a L

bffunldimEnsgwnal construct, and also as mult1d1mens1onal,
;faynAmié, 51tuatlon spec1f1c, or a comblnatlon thereof (Byrd
*3i O’Connor, 1993) ThlS amblgulty has llmlted attempts to

:t-ﬂdetermlne the true nature of the construct and of the




"fjlmplau51ble to seek a dlrect correspondence between self—pf

wrconcept and behav1or ﬁfThey pos1t that such medlatlng E

'“u”hfeedback from others and awareness of dellnquent 1mpulsesffff?”""'

3'_?They state that medlatlng cognltlons and 1nformatlon-make;ith,ﬁf,V

3p :w1thout actlng on them.ﬁ;fk

‘, The work from Shavelson et al (1976) presents‘aiii;;fffﬁf;

’:aysomewhat dlfferent perspectlve wh1ch features sevenffﬁ;;:dﬂ“

v*}f.other constructs.f_f“"""

"ﬂtcharacterlstlcs of self concept.v These are that self—f~-e;7”“

;jconcept 1s organlzed, multldlmen51onal helrarchlcal

:Of?stable, developmental evaluatlve, and dlfferentlable from df?nl

’ﬁuadev lopbd model of’self—concept 1s behav1orally allgned and‘gf

;Econtrasts w1th cognltlve orlentatlons._Developed by Bracken ,_‘

frm7(1992),_thls model utlllzes Shavelson s seven p01nt model

‘k?;?HOWever, Bracken proposes that behav1oral rather than

"-cognltlve, pr1nc1ples go'ern the acqu1s1tlon and malntenance?f"

‘11t' many psychologlcal constructs, a more recently,g“"



of self-cbncept. Bracken’s model is.a departure erm_some
of the cognitivelyeoriented conceptualizations of self-
concept.ilin his medel, Bracken utilizes response patterhs
which are‘related to behavioral principals..‘For example,
children’s generaiized‘aﬁd specific response patterns are
;learned directly‘and indirectly through three sets of
'circumstances."First,fhat children learn fiom their
vsuccessesvend‘failuies in varibus contexts; second,vthat
children learn from thegway others react to the’ehildren’s
ections. The thirdvset of circumstances that childﬁen learn
'from is the manner in which other individuals model
beheviors and communicate expectations. Thgs, Bracken’s
modelvfelies heavily en the impects and interactions of
environmentel contexts.

Gender and non-delinguent adolescents

Gender differences within the realm ofvselffconcept and
non4delinquent adolescents generates confroversy, and is
~complicated by far less avéilable"research for females than
fer males. As mentioned previousiy, oﬁe of the premier and
enduring bodieé‘of‘reseérCh on self—concept comes from Wylie
‘int1979.'.Wylie’s research is one of the most comprehensive
wotksvto date, and examines many aspectsqu self—conceptlin‘
greatvdetail. ‘On the issue of gender related differences in

Selffconcept'she concluded that there was no eﬁidence for

10



ssuch dlfferenceslln”overall selfbconcept at any age level
';She does suggest that dlfferences in. domaln spec1f1c self—'-h“
"concepts mlght well have been clouded because unldlmen31onald'
:dmeasures‘were the methods favored untll recent years;d;”

fp.Conversely, several Australlan studles (whlch were much

- fh*more current) c1te large gender related dlfferences (Marshsf‘>

:giet al., 1984 Marsh et al '1983) 1n self concept 1n"v'

””f“adolescence; ThlS is further supported by Worrell Roth and o

"VGabelko (1998) who found that male adolescents outscored

,ffemale adolescents 1n global self concept. Con51stent w1th.

= these flndrngsvare some studles.whlch suggest that‘upon[;ff7“d

:entering'adoleSCence,.glrls experlence 51gn1f1cant
bydlsruptlons in’ self esteem and self concept (Knox, Funk;
ll‘Elllott,‘& Bush 2000) | .
Addltlonal studles of non- dellnquent adolescents -
'ereinforce the 1dea that adolescent glrls'suffer‘a loss of

wself—esteem, Which'in turn‘could conceivably be aSsociated o

“y_w1th a more negatlve self concept. ‘Orenstein'(l994) c1tes a.

istudy by the Amerlcan Assoc1atlon of Unlver51ty Women 1nF-H“'
blgwhlch less than a thlrd of adolescent glrls responded S
t'bcp051t1vely to the statement ‘I am happy the way I am d"lfhisu
ppcompares w1th half of the boys who responded p051t1vely |

| :The:confu51on‘on thls,lssue contlnues, when con51der1ng

'.,the’previously-mentioned seVen—point’modelbdevelopedwbyf“

11



Shavelson et al (1976) Whlle these researchers do not
pOSlt dlfferences between the self concept factors based on
"gender, they do present an 1mportant con31deratlon That 1s,

. .51nce 31gn1f1cant others’ relnforcement cont1ngenc1es dlffer

'bg for adolescent males ‘and females, they feel that there can .

*’be gender dlfferences in- the structure of self concept
»(Byrne & Shavelson, 1987) | |

One commonallty of studles whrch.elther supported or
d’_ refuted the suggestlon of gender dlfferences in self—~y
concept is that on many‘occa51ons the results were held tov
'be weak or-lnconclu31ve, due 1n large part~to thevmeasure-at
‘used, as well as small sample 31zes.h Whether self concept
should be measured as a unldlmen31onal or a
multldlmen51onal construct is once agalnvof partlcular -
.concern;' - | | |

When not addre531ng the questlon of gender dlfferences,

- studles examlnlng self concept of non dellnquent adolescents

ﬁfgcan be found, w1th such studles frequently attemptlng to"
"strengthen the deflnltlon of the theory (Shavelson, et
ﬂ‘tl.,1976) therature spec1f1c to self concept and juvenlle

:dellnquency, by contrast, 1s much more sparse.‘”

',_Self concept and ]uvenlle dellnguency

f_; Addltlonal controversy surrounds the issue of self—-

'conCept_as 1t~relates spec1f1cally3to,juvenlle dellnquency;“



At qﬁestien has been whether self—eoncepf.is infiﬁenced by
juvenile;delinéueney er:is’ah influence Onbjuvenile
delinquency. .In his study on‘muitifactorial Self—eoﬁcept‘
and delinquency,‘Kenneth st. C. Levy (1997) hypothesized
thatra;ﬁefy,negative stete of‘self—eoﬁcept een be a
propeliant into deliﬁquent behavior.’ Cbhsequently, his
study demohstrated an inverse relationship'between ’self‘—T
concept states and delinguency such that a more_posifive
self-concept corresponds with a lower ievel of deliﬁqueney;
‘and.a more:negative seif—concept cerreéponds With’é_higher
level of delinquency. Hewever, that;study abpeare.soﬁewhaﬁ
embiguousrwith regard to gendef when_examining this
correlation; St. C.>Levy reported,ohlyvthat-boy’e seoreS'on
the Selffreport Delinduency Sceie‘(1997) were higher. He
questioned whether‘more frequent"Sociaiization of boys to
‘delinQUehtfbehavior is'ﬁhe_underlying'caﬁse; ,OtherﬁStudies
_héve suppoyted thisvcerreletion between self—coneeﬁt angi
delinqueﬁcy;7su§gestingxthat self-concept fundaﬁentally
regulafes_an ihdividual’s.iife in areas including school‘ 
faiiure end‘achievementc psyehic stabiiity, ego strength,
énd intefnal_ioeus‘bfecoﬁﬁrol (Keltikangae—Jarvinen,:1990;
fKawash;‘19825, | - |
’:-1Feldﬁen & Weﬁtzel (i990)vaISObspeculate'on,gender'»

differenceeein‘that boys in particular are more vulnerable

13



tQ identifying with_negati&e peer”behavior for support, in
‘the absehce of positive family reiationships.' Connor (1994)
concurs, adding that self-confidence and self-esteem provide:
a positive defense against negative peer pressure. Johnson
(1998), while also reportiﬁg that researchiof female
offenders is limited,‘suggasts that the intefaction’of many
‘faétors; includihg the absence of positive family
‘relationships, increases the risk for females of involvement
in the juvenile justic¢>SYStem;‘
| Thé_influence'af criminal justice theories on
_deiinquency can be felt here.‘ For example, Cohen (1955)
_'favored a “strain” theory in which he claimed that the
strain on those‘who could not access society’s desirable
values or goals could loWef one’s self-concept. He presumed
‘that this was becauSé'youth experience confliatvin the roles
require of them by parents, peers, and teachers. Cohen
proposed that delinquent'behavior couldvpro§ide.youth with
an opportunity to be consistent with culﬁural norms, which
in turn could result in youth aéquiring a certain status,
~and ultimately enhance their self-concept.

Similar to this is a broposition'by Katz (1988). He’
proposed that crime could be exciting, even seductive, with‘
the:seduction.resultingvfrom,the thrill associated with

successful involvement in delinquent,acts. Katz felt that

14



'Achoosing~crimeksatisfies the needvtO:relieve emotional'

*.l{kupheavals Wthh youth encounter in moral challenges, such“aSQ.

when gang members reject soc1ety 's expectatlons.f Indeed, ‘j'

»fiSlegal and Senna (2000) flnd ev1dence that 1mmed1ate events E—

: ado play an. 1mportant role 1n adolescent m1sbehav1or, by -

buﬁffproduc1ng a natural’“hlgh” and other p051t1ve sensatlons. tlff

Slmllarly, Kaplan focused on esteem enhancement in that}r

°775nthe negatlve self concept underplns dellnquency (1978) 'lﬁéle‘

”ﬁsaw dellnquency as a balanc1ng response to self concept
"=adef1c1enc1es.-‘
Th1s v1ew of a balan01ng response would be con51stentﬂ£?gf

1w1th studles that have shown that early adolescence 1s a'”flyly

“'gfperlod‘ofitlme»ln Wthh rates~of‘depre581on»rlse muchvmoref”

b'vtsharply for females than for males (Obeldallah & Felton,:7f*

t_1999) Whlle recognlzlng that alternatlve sequen01ng 1s

3 .p0551ble (such as antl soc1al behav1or precedlng :nc' 3

"7y'depress1on), thlS research also suggests that mlldly to

*'}fgmoderately depressed females may be more at rlsk of engaglngi'

ﬁ_gln antl 5001al behav1or than males.

‘:vSt C Levy (1997) pos1ted that locus of control
lﬂself concept and personal style of learnlng are three o

flmportant factors whlch 1nterrelate w1th one’ another._»This;‘

MV”;lnterrelatlon along w1th other env1ronmental factors lead

f‘fadolescents to contlnually reassess thelr self concept



”'~Where the reassessments result 1n low self esteem,vhe-and‘,fhhssh'

f\;others determlne that adolescents are more llkely to engage'bff

“‘fln dellnquent behav1or (Hansen & Maynard, 1973) Levy

"”_(1997) suggests that the juvenlle justlce system may
"nfvxsubconsc1ously conflrm the 1dea that mascullnlty is a f"

';yy51gn1flcant aspect of self concept,‘thereby re1nforc1ng :

’;8001allzatlon patterns wh1ch v1ew legal rlsk taklng as a

'wamascullne status symbol

ThlS 1s relnforced by Johnson (1998) who repOrted that 1ff

"for females as" well 1ncarceratlon may be v1ewed less as

“”7that many youth may be more comfortable w1th the 1dea of

‘f'fg01ng to jall than the 1dea of g01ng to college,,,;.ffl""%

'~jzpartlcularly 1f that is a paradlgm they have experlenced 1n‘;v

h‘;lpassage could concelvably ralse levels of self concept

":ththn1c1ty and culture {‘

o ThlS leads to an addltlonal con51deratlon.‘Spec1f1cally =

‘n:_fMany currently used self concept

"W'flnstruments place 11tt1e, 1f any, empha31s w1th1n thelr

"1nformatlon gatherlng on ethnlc self concept., Thls 1s of

‘7‘;concern glven the prOJected shlfts in the ethnlc make up of

~‘the Unlted States in partlcular.v For example, by the year

S 16

'fﬁf;punlshment and more as a rlte of passage f She elaboratesj '

nfj;thelr own . famllles. Consequently, aChlevlng that rlte of S

“nhthe cons1deratlon of culture and ethn1c1ty upon the self—’.fi”vﬂr



- 2010 Hlspanlcs are prOJected to be the second largest o

frace/ethnlc group (Census Populatlon Report, 1996)

Ethnlc self concept, (Phlnney & Chav1ra, 1993) wh1ch1fylplf:

could be con51dered another component of overall self—
ﬁconcept ‘refers to the way subjects v1ew themselves an;“
ethnlc group members. Phlnney and Chav1ra determlned that“'

.1ethn1c group members may feel dlsparaged by negatlve or

dlscrlmlnatory attltudes from the domlnant 5001etal group df‘fl

f_However,‘the ethnlc group members can Stlll con51der the
th051t1ve aspects of thelr own group; andtconsequently, of
Blithemselves w1th1n that group.:‘ ‘. , e
| ThlS supports flndlngs by Carpenter.(ZOOO) that self—ffgal*
"concept 1s related to both cultural tlghtness and
'-.collect1v1sm She states that norms 1n “tlght”'cultures'arej
.h:expllc1t and strlngently enforced.‘ In that study
5]collect1v1sm referred to a cultural settlng in whlch there
is no dlstlnctron between personal and 1n group goals. aThat

"v1ew could have an 1mpact on a questlonnalre Wthh examlnes'

‘_self concept from an 1nd1v1dual perspectlve,‘espec1ally when _f‘

‘ilt 1nvolves persons from a- collectlv1st culture.v‘ff

In the case.of Hlspanlc subjects, Goldenberg and

g Goldenberg (1998) state that the acculturatlon process,.'
*espec1ally for recent 1mm1grants, can compllcate one S sense

‘of self They p051t that 1ntegrat1ng one’ s own ethnlc

17



jldentlty w1th the majorlty culture 1s often hazardous,vSloW,
and confllct laden Addltlonally, tradltlonal attltudes
‘whlch encourage Hlspanlc males to deny or dlvert feellngs,b-
”or remaln 51lent may compllcate self-reports of certaln
ddlmen51ons of self concept. |

Self report of self- concept may be further clouded by
‘what has been labeled self concept confu51on (Campbell &
_Lavalle, 1993) S They state that people w1th low self esteem
dhave self- concepts Wthh fluctuate and change from day to~
day,.and~may ‘be contradlctoryrand 1ncons1stentf Thls could15
f‘haverimplications ifbias’mentionedfpreviouSly,‘any of the:
'g'subjects are depressed e

Ultlmately, a’ 51gn1f1cant body of work'has given‘”
cons1deratlon to the p0581b111ty of gender dlfferences o
'w1th1n the theory of self concept However, far less
'research is . avallable when con51derlng p0851ble gender
tdlfferences w1th1n the’context of juvenlle dellnquency;‘and
‘less Stlll when’asse531ng»the posslblllty‘of a_relatlonship'
"‘between gender dlfferences, juvenile delinquency and self—
;concept ' ThlS study w1ll attempt to examlne the p0331b111ty

of that relatlonshlp

18



Methodfl.‘

.Sample4gﬁ

o Partlclpants were 19 male and 9 female mlnors,'who were 1j

Tln custody 1n a Southern Callfornla Juvenlle Hall detentlon
:fac1llty at the tlme of admlnlstratlon of thls 1nstrument
"5»3 of the males were Black 21 1 were Whlte) 57 9°’were.
Hlspanlc, and 15 8 were self categorlzed as other. *The,?yh:
»female ethn1c1ty wasbcomposed of 3 6% who cla351f1ed‘”
.vthemselves as Black 28 6% _as Whlte, 53 6 as Hlspan;c;»3é6%m
' astatlve:Amerlcan, and 10. 7% selffreported as‘other (see
gmméﬂ** o S RS

Table l

vEthn1c1tV of salee

Number of Percentage Number of Percentage-
Males R .~ Females -

Black 1»,f 1 5.3 1 3.6

Wmite 4211 s 286

vffNatlve Amerlcan o . 0.0 1 o 3.6

'T_Other 5 . 15.8 3 1007

fotal . 1s 100,09 100.0

The 28 subjects were mlnors between and 1nclud1ng the
"fiages of 14 and 18 The mean age for females was 15. 4 years

i of»age.v The mean age for the male subjects was 16 2 years '
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'lhfaccordlngato age expectatlons. Thls seemed due 1n many

wf_jinstances to repeated 1nterruptlons‘1n:the expected

'*7og‘educatlonal process,'related_to rec1d1v1sm of det”ntlon R

'f( Southern Callfornla' Juvez:le Hall 1999)

‘f,Procedure w[ﬁf”yﬁﬂfg;f

‘t}}iSome of the mlnors at thls fac1llty were 1mmed1ately ;f

‘7ffﬁdlsquallf1ed from part1c1pat1ng due to thelr status as

securlty”‘mlnors (those who were new to the fac111ty,
‘who were belng held on charges related to v1olent crlmes)VF/
‘f;Others were 1mmed1ately dlsquallfled due to belng on

'T"restrlctlon for other reasons such as behav1or confllcts or'f

“"\;rule v1olat10ns

Therefore the sample was drawn from the remalnlng

'lﬁfgmlnors.‘ Inasmuch as the study was conducted w1th a spec1f1cﬁ?'

‘”Jrflnterest in gender dlfferences, avallablllty sampllng was cf:tw

JNCfused to determlne Wthh female mlnors would part1c1pate ,ltfgc
;Jﬁyél numbers of males and females could be

:ﬁprocured However, w1th an approx1mate ratlo of one female

lf*rto everyﬂflve males, the sample was not able to be matched

The study employed a questlonnalre de51gn Wthh

'7Q;iexamlned the p0351ble effect of gender upon the levels of




'fﬁ:self‘concept of those 28 mlnors;y It was poss1ble to
- admlnlster thls questlonnalre throughout the llmlted tlme
"]3;frames durlng Wthh the mlnors were avallable for ';(m'
”rj;part1c1patlon 1n such act1v1tyw |
e The subjects were admlnlstered thevMultrdlmen51onal
FJ;?Self Concept Scale (MSCS) on the spec1f1c unlts where the if\
”‘selected part1c1pants res1ded, or in the 1ntake 1nterview

'room durlng evenlng recreatlon hours (see appendlx A)

”‘faAccordlng to the Dlrector of thls Juvenlle Hall perm1831onf{)bi

'szor part1c1patlon in. thlS study can be granted by hlmself__yh

’:{s:for the duratlon of the mlnor S 1ncarcerat10n, due to the?ﬁf].f."

hbfﬁ partlclpant’s status as wards of the court 3 HoweVer,‘theut,h1f

ADlrector preferred the use as well of a parental consent'fbf:

ﬁ:rform, (see Appendlx B) ‘,ThlS 1nd1v1dual part1c1patlon or;fffFV"

hl'non part1c1patlon 1n the study by quallfled mlnors was atgﬁhi

"“_thelr ch01ce,>w1th no change 1n status or: penalty for a f)h°"

dwf _ mlnor who chose not to part1c1pate or. who w1thdrew (see»i;'V'
'agoAppendlx C) Follow1ng parental consent,vthe mlnors were
'{‘:-glven oral and wrltten consent (see Appendlx D) 1nformatlon.¢

'Those who chose to partlclpate 1dent1f1ed themselves only by

“V},thelr cllent 1dent1flcatlon number, prev1ously a551gned tohﬁwfd

‘;Téjthem upon detentlon.‘ Follow1ng completlon of the i
b',questlonnalre,,the part1c1pants were then glven the

"»f; debrleflng statement (see Appendlx E)




| "‘ The MSCS was admlnlstered to all part1c1pants by thls
: 1nvest1gator 1n the Master of Soc1al Work department from B
_ .Callfornla State Unlver51ty,.San Bernardlno.i
’Typlcal admlnlstratlon of this 1nstrument in past uses
hasibeen reported at approx1mately 20 mlnutes.v However,:h‘
longer admlnlstratlon tlme was avallable, asbsome mlnorsn
'appeared to have a s1gn1f1cantly lower readlng level than_.'
others.» All subjects 1ncluded in thls sample were able to
_answer the questlonnalre 1tems, even if they requested |
deflnltlon of some terms.v Those who were unable to |
hformulate a response to the questlons even after such
kdeflnltlon were dlsquallfled Record books were then turned'f
:aln to the 1nvest1gator,vand checked for accuracy After data’
]were entered 1nto the computer program, the questlonnarre,
teen consents and parental consents were stored in a locked‘k
“jcablnet.p' N |
i‘dInstrument ..Z,Wih:‘ilhygahi ’ :aq;;
, The survey 1nstrument selected was: the Multld1mens1onali;*
v Self Concept Scale (MSCS)(Bracken, 1992) It is a. 150 1tem‘c
- cllnlcal and research 1nstrument that assesses self concept
-dln each of s1xvdoma1ns"5001al Competence, Affect,b
_prAcademlc,vFamlly,jand Phy81cal ThlS 1nstrument canvbebz
| elther 1nd1v1dually or group admlnlstered, wh1ch lent 1tself

- well to»the-juvenrle‘hall»settlng. -A Total,Scale‘raw score,


http:approximately.20

Mlchelle”Craln,rand Bracken (1994) reported rel a

'.i@of the MSCvaith coeff1c1ent alphas Wthh exceeded f9

B n'all subscales at all age levels, w1th the exceptlon of h

‘petence subscale,,whlch has a total sample coeff1c1ent

““alpha'of 87‘ The Total Scale reflects excellent 1nte3nal.'f?‘ﬁh‘h

x n81stency w1th alphas ranglng from 97 tO‘ 99 for e‘_hiage;

elwand;for"th?AtQtalfsampleﬂ(Multldlmen51onal Self ”'wj“-~‘

'sf}Protectlon of Human Subjects

As mentloned prev1ously, 1nformed consent procedures ?ﬂ-”

e:agency consent, parental consent,kand part1c1pant

:lftﬂwrluten and:oral’co sent A.debrleflng statement wasi

;t'l'zed (see Appendlx D) The debrleflng statement was

~wr1tten 1n'language Wthh would be con51dered approprlate

K_pfor the 1dent1f1ed part1c1pants.uﬁ.@Af7“57l'”‘

The confldentlallty of the partlc iants was be fﬂﬂﬁ4ve

::ehihprotected through use of the Juvenlle‘Hall preass1gned

'jcllent 1dent1f1catlon numbers, Wthh 1dent1f1ed each




participant on their teen consent form and their suivey
bdokiet. Juﬁénile Halliperéonnel had no way of knowing
which mindré participated ih the study and which minors did .
‘not. Pﬁdbation officers alSO'did not have access to this
iﬁformatién, which was of paiticular concern to thev
participants; ‘Parenfal conéents which coﬁtainedvnames
rather than client identification numbers were storéd
separately from the teen consent forms and answer bookleté

which contained the client identification numbers.
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"deemographlc'varlablev ith no dlstlnctlon between the male

"foand female part1c1pants, for a total of 28 part1c1pants.

”73Measuresfof central‘tgndency, and frequency dlstributf‘n

and Totalfscoresﬂ

'7¥Competence, Academlc, FamlermﬂhYSlcal

_amlly@glmens;on,,whlchvwere negatlvelybr

ial Competence Af fect Academlc Famlly ‘Physical Total =

440.32

 Mean '83.64 73.93

.50 88.00  75.00 436.00

ptive" statlstlcs of mean andjstandard

Vv_7dev1at10n,:¢ r the same self concept dlm 081ons,»were%then*ﬂ‘

'h;examlned fro“ t'standpo nt Agaln normal

di monstratedie‘vv '?1on of the

. skewed distribution in ‘the Fa 1ly dlmens1on scores (see,ﬁﬁ o




 Table 3).

~ Table3

Gender- Specific Frequencies

ﬂGehder. tNﬂfftbsMeaﬁi:vfiStdfvDéViation Std Error R

Mean

" Social  male 19  76.37 9.27 ﬁk,ﬁjffj'52;13f*""v

‘";_Raw,scoreSuffemale“1‘-J9,-_'575;55-‘ﬂ[v.t §ae . T 1,3217ﬁ

 Competence ~ male 19 70.16 ~ 6.61 ~ 1.52
© Raw Scoresj female © 9 . -68.55 . . 5.79 . 1.93

Affect - - "g;maleif,i9}hff"';égjlﬁfﬂ,ffll 127 ass

Raw Scores female 9 6100 1293  4.31 SR

a~_,t’Academic_gTv. male;';lg js:68fd$ff' o 9.325;ys_"f ;”2.143fpf
: ,f‘Raw,Scores” jfemale‘v¢ 9 :.68.22 - 9,59 . o 0 3.20

o Family - rma1e5f119'°ge“85.375‘” 1180 za71

' Raw Scores female 9  80.00  19.44 6.48

 physical  male 1o 75.68 9.7 2.20
ﬂ@j”RaW;Scoresf'jfemale‘fh»Q‘-;m*7Q.22 : 70760 . 2,600 ¢

.&'T¢£51_“.ﬁ%-fij male 19  448.26 48.40 11.10
+.-Raw.Scores female.: '9 . 423,55 °39.95 .. 13.32

W;*mhég prlmary 1ndependent varlable of thls study was

'”*ffdgender. To assess the gender dlfference in the level of

";self concept, 1ndependent t tests were employed Independent

7wat tests were conducted on the means of the seven varlables
{ishown above.? That 1s,;gender mean dlfferences on the self-t37”
T?iconcept‘dlmen81ons and on the total score of self concept
'f{were tested Slgnlflcant gender dlfferences were found on-fﬁ“;

:"ffthe Affect dlmen81on,vt(14)— 2 3, p< 05 : The dlmen51ons ofp

"ffmSoc1al Competence, Academlc,e amlly, Phy31cal and Total


http:i".'".;-11.12

yielded no statistically significant résults; . The
individual t-tests were as follows.

Social, t(2‘4)=.29, p=.77; Competence, t(18)=‘.65,- p=.52;
Academic, t'('15)=;.04, p=-.17; Family, t(11)=.76, p=5.4;

Physical, t(19)=1.6, p=5.5; and Total, t(19)=1.4, p=24.7.
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http:t(ll)=.76
http:t{15)=-.04
http:t(24)=.29

Discussion

The results from this study demonstrated that male and
female juvenile offenders did not demonstrate the .‘ |
disparities in levels of overall self- concept preViously
exhibited between non- offending male and female adolescents

(i.e. Worrell, et al 1998). However, the fact that a
‘significant difference was found within one of the
 dimensions of’self—concept supports the importance of the
multidimensional view. In a unidimensional orientation,
this significant difference found in the Affect dimension
would not have been apparent. This is particularlv |
meaningful‘given-that the sample size was limited.

While this study raises many important issues, several
theoretical limitations must be examined. For example; the
ambiguity in the definition of self-concept, and tangential
terms such as self-esteem, still makes it difficult to be
accurate or consistent when identifying dimensions of self-
concept. This is particularly true when referencing selfe
concebt and self-esteem. These two concepts have been seen
as’ hierarchical uni directional and bi-directional.

With regard to the issue of unidimensionality versus
multidimensionality, the results clearly emphasize the
necessity.of a multidimensional view. 1In acunidimensional

‘format the difference in Affect‘would not have been
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’1fhfw1th the multldlmen51onal format 1tself They 1nd1cated

ﬁg_own llves.yay

ijsapparent ‘fFurthermore, durlng thelr 1nteractlon w1th the B

;;;1nstrument, the subjects 1n thlS study seemed comfortable

wfiverbally that they recognlzed those dlmen51ons w1th1n the1r7fk'v

Other llfltatlons to thls StUdy lnclude the 1nadequatei‘f7lf"

V‘amount of research avallable w1th whlch to draw conclu31ons1\7:n

h;pertainingﬁto, elf concept and juvenlle offenders,_female |

offenders 1n partlcular Even though as: stated prev1ously,h?ﬁ

-."ﬂjuvenlle crlme rates are levellng off or decrea51ng as a

'fdwhole, thls 1s Stlll of concern because of the 1ncrease 1n tf"“
Y certaln types of crlmes such as v1olent crlme and crlmes
commltted by females(Johnson,.l998)

fh An addltlonal 1ssue pertalns to the pauc1ty of ex1st1ngff

: -? llterature on the cultural 1mpact on self report of self-u7ﬁ“*'

:'hconcept As shown by thls admlttedly small sample, juvenlleq:

ﬂfffoffenders do not flt neatly 1nto one. mold They ‘are

":qutlncrea51ngly llkely to be of a varlety of ethnlC and

}Q;cultural backgrounds, some of whlch adhere to cultural norms-f

'7fywh1ch dlscourage expre351on of feellngs or personal

d.lnformatlon (Goldenberg et al., 1998) Slnce the majorlty
J'of methods currently used to create self concept theorles jf
Hare self—report,,the theorles may need to be expanded to

"fallow for thlS dynamlc
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AlOng with‘theoretical limitations there are
methodologicalflimitations’in this study as well. The mosti
prominent would be the limited sample size, making. |
generalization dlfflCult at best 'It is obvious that the .
difficulty obtaining access to this population hlnders this
area of study in general Addltionally, the processes
v necessary to access this population may have contributed to
skewed results within scores of the Family dimension of the
MSCS (see Tables 2 & 3). The only minors available to |
complete the questionnaire were those whose parents do
attend visitation opportunities with their adolescents while
they are detained and who filled out parental consents
allowing their teens to participate. Consequently, it'would
have been interesting to note how minors whose families did
not visit rated the Family dimension of their self-concept
scores. |

A.cultural'impact may have been brought to bear in the
Family scores as well. Given the percentage of participants
who 1dent1f1ed themselves as of Latino ethn1c1ty (see Table
1), it is possible that weighting should be reconsidered
when configuring instruments utilizing family as a dimension
of self-concept. For instance, in the case of Hispanic
Americans, family membership and belonging are a great

source of pride (Goldenberg et al., 1998) Ho (1987) goes
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vthyone step further by suggestlng that related self concept
“ﬂ;dlmen51ons such as - and 1nd1v1dual's self confldence,_worth

1ﬁiQsecur1ty and 1dent1ty are determlned bY hls or her

V”Q”Hdlmen31on 1s of greaterllmport”nce to many Latlnos.;;_f"ff*ff"'”

:.h e felt as well when address1ng‘ﬁ

f§y~methodologlcal llmltatlons.a It 1s pos51ble that the

"f351gn1f1cant results of the Affect d1mens1on may be blased

¥ ”kutOnce agaln cons1der1ng the percentage Of Latlno males who

bi”ffﬁcompleted the 1nstrument, 1t 1S p0831ble that cultural normsgtxt

s°>ﬂ'and values 1mpacted the results.f ThlS could be due to the

Teﬁfv1ew that Latlno males tradltlonally re81st demonstratlng af7t

:‘;w1de range of affect (Goldenberg, et al 1998) It can be S

"tﬁ:¢further noted that the only mlnors who decllned to :“’

B Epart1c1pate in thlS study were Latlno males who made that

‘ﬁ_f3dec1s1on after clarlfylng that they would be answerlng

:ftﬁ_questlons that examlned thelr feellngs. Further research 1s‘

'uﬂxneeded to clarlfy thlS 1ssue.vihl

”;yof concern.- Durlng“admlnlstratlon of thlS 1nstrument

‘f_fseveral mlnors, who mentloned that thelr famllles were f

‘"'3ﬂ:frecent 1mm1grants, expressed an- underlylng dlstrust of the

'ffresearCh process They seemed unconv1nced that thelr

""-probatlon offlcers and juvenlle hall personnel would not

f:relatlonshlps w1th famlly members.v Consequently the Famlly fl'

”3As mentloned prev1ou ’y, accuracy of self report can bevt" -t



héve aécess to the answers that they gave on the instrumént.
The ethnicity of the examiner may have contributed to this
sensitivity since the examiner Was a female Caucasian.

Still another limitation refers to the concept of
collectivism, discussed previously (Carpenter, 2000) . It is
possible that participaﬁts could have responded with greater
regard for how their answer would reflect on their ‘group’, |
rather than how if reflected théierwn views (Deéux, Dane, &
Wrightsmén, 1993). Many participants in this setting were
interested to know if other Latinos had participated in this
study,‘and also aSked,how the other Latino participants
labeled their ethnicity oﬁ the'questionnairé. (Each
participant was encouraged.to complete ethnicity to their
,OWn spécifiéations.)‘ |

There are other limitations with regard to constraints
éf survey self-reports. For example, even though the
'participants.appeared to have adequate reading levels to
comprehend’the questionnaire, several seemed to become boredb
- with the time it took to»cdmplete it. Consequently lack of
motivation'to answer.éccurately may haveAa'factor.
,Motivatioh'With regard to survey/questionnaire format is
mentioned in literétufe as a common limitation (Cozby,
Worden & Kee, 1989). o

It'wou1d appear that in experiehcing these limitations,
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?thls StUdY haS actually ralsed some 1mportant 1ssues RN

b-?;frelatlng to the future study of - self concept and juvenlleﬁfftdi

L"”dellnquency

One of the most promlnent 1ssues seems to be ‘hhat R
:viother dlmen31ons should be con51dered plvotal w1th1n a,é&fﬁ;l}
‘1idmult1d1men51onal v1ew of self concept7' The debate";l
”1hscont1nues, even 1n some of the more recent llterature “bhl;f;‘:’
’:(Bracken, 1992) In llght‘of some of the results and :

"oattltudes encountered 1n thlS study, perhaps ethnlc self—m

‘u.concept should be con51dered one of the 1mportant dlmen51onsgjx’

'go(Phlnney & Chav1ra, 1993) For example, Carpenter
i:“.(ZOOO)reported that collect1v1sm and tlghtness of culture
7;fﬂhave been explored as separate predlctors of self concept

When con51der1ng the lack of gender dlsparlty found 1ni€

@*all dlmen31ons except Affect 1n thlS study,vfurther researchb.‘fp

Amay be able to determlne whether or not the dlsparlty 1s

'*'5teia dfto an assoc1atlon between levels of self concept andu'"x

‘con51stent w1th theorles c1t1ng self concept as a p0551ble

p%; Addltlonally, if females are 1ndeed commlttlng more '
. chlmes as a means of ra1s1ng levels of self concept or 1f

fofemale levels of self concept rlse as a result of rl”

bhffemale juvenlle offenders(Johnson, 1998) 3 ThlS would be ffflh” ’

\atalyst_for or result of dellnquentvbehav1or (St C Levy,,rpr*



 criminality, then what female adolescent needs are mot being

lese. 1‘deals would be supportlng, empowerlng,

regula 1yover ked orlgnored. “i‘ThOse groups are often ‘:. 3 S



females, ethnic minorities, ‘and even juvenile offenders. -
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Appendlx A hih L

fﬁf‘Agency Consent
Invordervte malntaln the confldentlallty of‘the
.htlnstltutleh Where thlS study took place; the agency consentfe
t:iform 1s belng kept on flle at the Master of Soc1al Work “;‘

q fDepartment, Callfornla State Unlver51ty, San Bernardlno. :ff

B




Appendix B
Parental Consent

Your child is being offered the opportunity to participate in a
research study of juvenile offenders, during the months of April and
May, 2000. The study is examining whether or not there are any
differences in how teenage boys and teenlage girls who are in custody
feel about themselves. The purpose of this study is to determine
whether there are things that could be done differently to help teens
before they get into trouble, or how they can best be helped after they
have gotten into trouble with the law.

The teens who participate will answer questions asking how they
feel about themselves in certain situations— such as when they do
something well, or if they have made a mistake. The questionnaire will
take the teens about 30 minutes to complete, and will be done during
evening recreation hours. The teen’s names will not be linked to the
questionnaire in any way.

If you give permission for your teen to participate, they will
then have the opportunity to decide if they would like to participate or
not, with no penalty if they decide not to. TIf your teen decides to
participate, they are allowed to stop answering the survey at any time
if they change their mind, or do not wish to continue. There will be
absolutely no penalty to the teen should they do so.

This study is being conducted by Stephanie Herrington under the
supervision of Dr. Rosemary McCaslin, Professor of Social Work. This
study has been approved by the Institutional Review Board of California
State University, San Bernardino. It is being done under the
supervision of Professor Jette Warka in consultation with Dr. Rosemary
McCaslin. . If you have any questions, feel free to contact:

Rosemary McCaslin, Ph. D.
Department of Social Work
(909) 880- 5507

If you give your permission for YOur child to participate, please
read the following paragraph and sign below.

I acknowledge that I have been informed of, and understand , the
nature and purpose of this study. I understand that the information
gained from my teen’s participation will be kept strictly anonymous. I
acknowledge that my teen’s participation will be completely voluntary.

Yes, my teen may decide whether or not they would like to
participate in this study.

No, I do not want my teen to participate in this study.

Teen’ s name

Parent or Guardian’s 51gnature
Date
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. Appendlx c - B
Ind1v1dual part1c1pant oral consent

Tv&My name is: Stephanle Herrlngton.[ I am d01ng a study
on kids" your age to find out how ' they think about

" themselves. This study was checked out by several
~adults, mostly professors (called an ‘Institutional

Review Board),.to make sure. that it is ‘safe.to. use.; S
‘>Instead of asking adults to- tell me what you thlnk I amf

asking you to tell me. Maybe this will help- adults and
“kids come up with 1deas to help teens feel" better aboutk

z,themselves, and to help teens become even more

h”]successful at the 1mportant ‘things in their llves;' If .

. you decide to. part1c1pate, no one will know who fllled

vi~esout the survey because you will only put your CID’

numbers on the paper- and no one else is allowed: to

~ know Wthh number belongs to Wthh teen. Those ‘who'

yde01de to - part1c1pate will fill out a survey (a bunch>

{gof questlons) Wthh takes about half an- hour to-
~,5&complete Anyone who chooses to- start the survey can
© stop w1thout finishing it if they want to- and nothlng o
Coowill ‘happen to them. It is unlikely,: but if anyone Q_~v
-+ feels. worried or upset ‘after they fill out the A

'”fquestlonnalre, they can ask for a supervisor and the = .

'revsuperv1sor ‘and I will prlvately help that person deCldeuh'

'*“Hf.lf they feel 11ke they need counsellng




Appendlx D
Teen— partlclpant Consent

‘ You are belng offered the opportunlty to partlclpate in a'?‘l”
; e,research study :of juvenile offenders, during- ‘the months of Aprll
- and May, 2000.: ' The study is. examining whether or* ‘not there are

:u, any dlfferences in- how teenage boys and.- teenage glrls .who - are 1nf‘b

';nﬂgcustody feel about themselves. ‘The purpose of this study 1s to '1
j_determlne whether there -are thlngs that ctould be donev». :
-E-dlfferently to- help teens ‘before they get into trouble, or how

L 'the laW- ©

kgthey can best be helped after they have gotten 1nto trouble w1thp

- . | If you dec1de to partlclpate, you w1ll answer questlons
Z;asklng How you feel about . yourself in certaln 31tuat10ns— such
'~ ‘as when you do somethlng well, or if. you have made .a mlstake.

“The questlonnalre will take you “about’ 30 minutes ' to complete,fﬂ A

“and ‘will be done" durlng ‘evening recreatlon hours. ' Since you

t;t.w1ll not-put your name on the survey, no one will be able to'gfw”
'llﬂltell whlch person gave whlch answers on the questlons., R

" You can deCIde that you do or do not want to part1c1pate,
“with no penalty if you decide not to. If you decide to = ' .
,‘part1c1pate, you are allowed to stop answering the survey at any.
L time if you: change your mind,  or do not wish to. contlnue. There .

- -w1ll be absolutely no penalty to the teen should you do- so.f

ThlS study is belng conducted by Stephanle Herrlngton. It
is belng superv1sed by Professor Jette Warka in consultation

'”,w1th Dr.,Rosemary McCaslin This: study has been approved by the

Instltutlonal Review Board of California State University,. San
Bernardino. " That means- that it was checked out. by several :
-fadults, mostly professors, to make sure it w1ll not harm anyone.”'
who wants to partlclpate. If you have any. questlons, put in'a

B "request for a meetlng w1th a: superv1sor, who Wlll help you

Iﬂ‘contact., “g

Rosemary McCaslln, Ph D.-
g Department ‘of Social Work
(909) 880— 5507

, If you choose to part1c1pate, please read the follow1ng '
“paragraph and mark below.‘_,“ . v . o

I acknowledge that I have been 1nformed of and understandffwvf

“the nature and purpose of thls study. =T understand that the-
'1nformat10n galned from my partlclpatlon will be. kept strlctly
51conf1dent1al. I acknowledge ‘that my part1c1patlon w1ll be .
7completely voluntary (completely my own dec1s1on)

Yes, I would llke to part1c1pate 1n thlS study

2'lVN‘ I do not want to parthlpate 1n thlS study.“




Appendlx E
Debrleflng Statement»

, In the extremely unllkely event that you experlence any
-.dlstress or worry as a result of participating in this .

'fivstudy, please put in a request to speak with a superv1sor.'

:joe or she will contact this investigator and I w1ll EL
“confidentially- help you decide if you. feel you need s

‘*:»counsellng, which we will then help you obtaln.

e One objective of this study is to explore how thei'
~Juvenile justice system might better meet the needs of male
. and female: ‘minors. Another objectlve is to determlne

. whether . there are ways to help mlnors be more successful 1n i
kS thelr personal lives.

If you are 1nterested in knowrng what we learned from_75¥a'

?thls study, you can ask the Director to please tell me; and

- I will ‘get- that information for you. -That information will -

" not be avallable until after: May 1, 2000, so that 1s when

o you could ask for the information.

N SR I you ‘have any questions or concerns regardlng thls
© study, you. can let the Director know, and he can contact

t‘;myself or my superv1sor, Dr. Rosemary McCaslln at Callfornla"

- State Unlver51ty, ‘San. ‘Bernardino. o
L Finally,’ please do not tell anyone what klnds of

‘ questlons you answered in this’ study. Some. of the minors.
- might part1c1pate in the study after you do,_and their

,J: answers might - hurt the study 1f they. already know the .L"”A
”quuestlons o | ” o

‘Thank you for helplng me work on thls study
: ' Slncerely,

Stephanle Herrlngton c
Callfornla State- Unlver51ty, ‘San Bernardlno
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