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Pezume

LenTa Ha 0BOj TPYA € Ja ce UCTpPaKaT Pa3IUKHUTE
BO KapaKTEPUCTUKHUTE IPU PELUAMBH3aM U HEpe-
[UMBU3aM BO TICHXOCOIM]aTHOTO (PYHKIIMOHUpA-
e M0 TpeTMaH BO JIMCIMIIIMHCKUOT LICHTap 3a
Mmanonetauiin Bo Kanton CapaeBo, ®denepamnyja
Ha bocHa n Xepreropuna. VcrpaxyBameTo Oerie
CIpOBEICHO Ha mpumepok on 131 manonereH ne-
JIMKBEHT, Ha KOW UM € U3peueHa 0O0pa3oBHA MEpKa
UCTIPAaKalke BO MAIOJETHUYKU JUCIUTUTHHCKA
nenTap. Co nmporpamckrot maker SPSS 17.0 Gerre
W3BpILICHA CTATHCTUYKA aHajM3a. Paznukure mery
PELMIMBUCTITE U HEPEIMIUBUCTHTE Oca HU3Me-
penu co tectotr Ha MaH-BuTHu 1o cute Bapuja0-
. Bo rpyna on uetrpu Bapujabiu Oea criopeze-
Hu: (a) yurmaATe pakTopH, (0) cemejHuTe (hax-
TOpH, (B) aKTUBHOCTUTE BO CJIOOOJHOTO BpeME M
OJTHOCUTE CO BPCHUIHTE U (T) IMIHOCTA ¥ OJTHECY-
BamETO HA MAJIOJICTHUIIUTE. Pe3ynraTuTe nokaxaa
JIeKa BO CHTe YETHPH IMOofpadja Ha TICHXOCOIHjall-
HOTO OJIHECYBambe, (haKTOPUTE Ha PU3MK CE TOM3-
pazeHu kaj perpuBucTTe. Hajronemu pasnvku ce
3a0eriexyBaar BO MOJPAYjeTo MOBP3aHO CO aKTHB-
HOCTHTE BO CJIOOOHOTO BpeMe M OJHOCHTE CO BpPC-
HHUIATE, KaKO M BO CEMEJHOTO (DYHKITMOHHPAFHE.
Pesynrarure ykaxyBaar ieka Tpeba a ce IpUMEHH
TIOMHTCH3MBUPaH TpeTMaH ITO ke Owne Qokychpan
Ha OBHE T10/Ipayja 3a Ja Ce CIPEYH PEeLIMBU3MOT.

RECIDIVISM AFTER A TREATMENT IN
A DISCIPLINARY CENTRE FOR
JUVENILES

Ranko KOVACEVIC!
Samir SULJAGIC?
Dzenita LJUCA?
Edin MUFIC!

! Faculty of Special Education and
Rehabilitation, University of Tuzla

2KJU Disciplinski centar za maloljetnike,
Sarajevo, Bosnia and Herzegovina

Recived: 30.05.2014
Accepted: 03.08.2014
Original Article

Abstract

The aim of this paper is to examine recidivists’
and non-recidivists’ differences in characteristics
of the psychosocial functioning after a treatment
in a Disciplinary Centre for Juveniles in Sarajevo
Canton, the Federation of Bosnia and
Herzegovina. The research was conducted on a
sample of 131 juvenile delinquents adjudicated
with the educational measure of referral to the
juvenile disciplinary centre.  The statistical
analysis was performed in the SPSS 17.0
program package. The differences between
recidivists and non-recidivists were measured
using Mann-Whitney test on all variables. A
group of four variables were compared by: (a)
school factors, (b) family factors, (c) spare time
activities and peer relationships and (d)
personality and behaviour of juveniles. The
results have shown that risk factors are more
pronounced in recidivists in all four areas of the
psychosocial functioning. The largest difference
is in the areas related to spare time activities and
peer-relationships, as well as family functioning.
The results indicate that the intensified treatment
should focus on these areas in order to prevent
recidivism.
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Knyunu 3060posu: peyudusuzam, oOpazosHu
MepKu, (hakmopu 3a peakyuja

Boeeo

Cexkoe OMIITECTBO MIMa MJIaIHA YHEIITO OIHECY-
Bamb¢ HE CE COBIAra co OMINTECTBEHO MPUQATIH-
BOTO OJTHECYBam€, M 3aTOa € OCYJECHO WITH CaHK-
IMOHMPAHO Ha €/IeH WM Ha Jpyr HaumH. Mao-
JeTHUYKATa JEUKBEHINja € TUHAMIYHA KaTero-
pHja KojalliTo € MpeAMET Ha Pa3iIn4HH MPOMEHU
BO OIICETOT, (heHOMEHOJIOTHjaTa U UMILIEMEHTH-
paHuTe MHTepBeHIMH. Bo cropenbda co KpuMu-
HaJIHUTE JIjCTBAa CTOPEHH O] BO3PAcHHTE, Mayo-
JICTHUYKATA JICIUKBEHIHja € Crieru(uIHa BO O/l
HOC Ha BO3pacTa Ha MpEeCcTaHUIUTE, MOTHBALIHja-
Ta, BUIOT Ha TPEcTal W NPUMEHIMBUTE HHTEp-
BeHIMH (1). MiaguHa mTo U3BpIIYyBa KpUMUHAT-
HU JICJCTBHja € CEPHO3EH MPOOIIeM 3a OIMIITECTBO-
TO U 3a cemejcTBata (2). OcraHyBa HEOATOBOPEHO
MPaIIamkEeTo KaKo Jla CE OATOBOPH Ha JIETMKBEHT-
HOTO OJTHECYBam€ M CO KOM METOIH, HA MPUMED:
CaHKIIMHTE, JTOJIEKa He Ce YBUIW JieKa THE TIpe3e-
MaaT OJITrOBOPHOCT 332 HUBHOTO OJJHECYBam€, OH-
JICJKU TOA € HEOIXOHO 332 BOCIIOCTABYBAhE paM-
HOTeXa Mely eleMEHTUTE Ha Ka3HaTa U pexalu-
JWTAITjaTa, KOWIITO TH COMPIKU CeKOja CaHKIHja
(3). MomeHTanHo, HajMHOTY ce ynoTpeOyBaaT 00-
Pa30BHHATE MEPKH M C€ HajuecT BWJ CaHKIMU 32
KPUMHHAJIHUTE JIejCTBHja HA MaJIOJIETHHULIUTE, CO
e ga ce 0obe3dean obOpazoBaHMe, pexaOuiwTa-
[Mja U COOJIBETEH Pa3Boj Ha MaJIOJETHULUTE (4).
Mery cure 00pa30BHH MEPKH, 3HAYajHO MECTO €
pesepBHpaHO 3a 00pa3oBHATa MEpKa HCIPaKarmbe
BO JIMICITUTIIMHCKY LIEHTap TOPaa Criern(huIHOC-
Ta BO OJHOC Ha UMIUIEMEHTALMjaTa ¥ IIPUJIaroay-
BamkeTO HAa MAJIOJETHHUITUTE Ha OBHE Mepku. Llemn-
Ta Ha BOBEyBam-ETO HA OBHE MEPKH € TOa ILTO 32
pETaTHBHO KPaTOK MEPHOI MOXKE Jla CE TMTOCTUTHE
CHJIHO BIIMjaHHE Ha JelaTa PeKy Pa3InuHu cTpa-
TETHH BO CTPOTO CTPYKTYHPAHH YCJOBH CO IOC-
PEACTBO Ha JUPEKTHH METOIM (OKYCHpaHH Ha
MOIU(UKAIH BO OJHECYBAIHETO, HA Pa3BOjOT Ha
JIMYHATa OAATOBOPHOCT M HA MPEBEHIIMja O MMOHa-
TaMOITHA KpUMHHATHU AcjctBHja (4). Edwukac-
HOCTa Ha METOJUTE BO TPETMAHOT MOXE Ja ce
MIPOIIEHH CO Mepeme Ha OpOjoT Ha MAaJIOJETHUIIH
KOHMIIITO MOBTOPHO JOLLIE BO KOH(IUKT CO 3aKO0-
HOT (pelnAnBU3aM) WK TIPEKy APYTH Pa3indHH
WHJUKAaTOpH Ha IPOrPEcOT BO COILMUjaTHOTO
¢dyHKIMOHNpame (5). MMajku ro mpenBua KOH-
CEH3YCOT BO OINIITara JIMTEepaTypa JeKa BO3pac-
HUTE KPUMHHAJIIMA CBOjaTa KPIMUHAJIHA Kaprepa

Keywords:  recidivism, educational measure,
responsiveness factors

Introduction

Every society had its youth whose behaviour
deviated from the socially acceptable and as
such it was condemned or sanctioned in one
way or another. Juvenile delinquency is a
dynamic category subjected to various changes
in its scope, phenomenology and implemented
interventions. In comparison to crime
committed by adults, juvenile delinquency is
specific in terms of the age category of
offenders, motivation, type of offense and
applicable interventions (1). Youth engaged
crime represents a considerable problem for
society and their families (2). It remains an
unresolved question how to respond to the
delinquent behaviour and with what methods,
e.g. sanctions, while simultaneously ensuring
that they take responsibility for their
behaviour, since it is necessary to establish a
balance  between the retribution and
rehabilitation elements each sanction has (3).
Educational measures are now the largest and
the most frequently pronounced type of
criminal sanctions for juveniles, with the
purpose of providing education, rehabilitation
and a proper development of the juvenile (4).
Amongst all education measures, a significant
place is reserved for the educational measure
of referral to the Disciplinary Centre due to its
specificities in relation to its implementation
and juveniles adjudicated with this measure.
The purpose of the imposition of these
measures is that, in a relatively short period of
time, a powerful impact may be achieved in
children via various strategies, in strictly
structured conditions by means of direct

methods focused on behavioural
modifications, development of a personal
responsibility and prevention of future

criminal acts (4). The efficiency of a treatment
method may be assessed by measuring the
number of juveniles who come again into
conflict with the law (recidivism) or via other
different indicators of progress in social
functioning (5). Considering the consensus in
general literature that adult criminals begin
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ja 3amodHajie Jo/ieKa Ouiie MaJIOJICTHUIIM, 3HAYM
Jeka BOo Oopbata co BO3pACHHUTE KPHUMHUHAIIIM
Tpeba 1a ToYHEeMe Of KOHTPOIHpamke Ha Mayo-
JICTHUYKATA JICTMKBEHITN]ja, 3aIITO PEIHIUBU3MOT
Kaj MaJIOJICTHUTE MPECTAITHULINA € YIITC ITOBO3HE-
MUpPYBa4KH MpodieM. PazOupamero Ha MayoseT-
HUYKHOT PELUIMBH3aM € CYIITHHCKO 32 pa3Boj Ha
e(peKTHBHATA TIOJIUTHKA KAaKO OJrOBOP HA MOCIe-
JUIATE O]l TPECTaluTe Ha MaJIoJeTHUITE (6).
PenmanBu3MoT Hajuecto € JehUHUpaAH Kako ar-
CCH-E MITU MPECTAIl BO PAMKUTE Ha OJpe/ieH MepH-
O]l IITO CIEIH MO OTHYIITAETO OJ] 3aTBOP WK
pexaOHIUTAIMCKUTE YCTaHOBH (7) U HCTO Taka e
KITy4eH WHIUKATOP 3a YTBPIYBarbe Jald MpaBHA-
Ta MHTEPBEHILIMja BO KPUMHHAIIOT, O THBEp3Hja
JI0 3aTBOpambe, MPAaBU Pas3iMKa BO OJBPAKAHETO
Ha ONPEeCTAITHUIUTE O KPUMHUHAJIOT. Cramnkara Ha
pELMIMBU3aM € HajuecTo yrnoTpeOyBaHa BO Mepe-
ETO Ha YCMEeXOT Ha CHelU(pHUIHAa MHCTUTYIHO-
HaJHa mporpama. BpeMero Ha mojaByBame Ha pe-
MUBU3MOT € 3Ha4yajHO He caMo 3a Mepemara
TYKy W 32 pa30upameTo, HAarllacyBajku TH e(ek-
TUTE O CAaHKIMUTE WU MHTCPBCHIIUMHUTEC BO OIHOC
Ha CKJIOHOCTA Ha MOCAMHEIOT J]a U3BPIIU KPHUMH-
HaiHo fei1o (8). EdexruBHocTa Ha onfieiHa WH-
TEpBEHIIMja MOXKe J1a Ouje HajroieMa BO MOCIe-
JnoBaTenHUOT mepuoa. Co TEeKOT Ha BpeMeTo, Ha
e(peKTMBHOCTA HA MHTEPBEHIIN]aTa MOXKAT J1a BITH-
jaaT npyru (aktopu, ma Moxkebu ke Ome moTerI-
KO Jia C¢ YTBPAM HUBHATa €(DEKTHBHOCT, OAJICIC-
Ha ox apyrute dakropu (9). Bo koHTEeKCT Ha TO-
PECIIOMEHATOTO, MOXKE JIa CE 3aKITy4H JIeKa Majo-
JICTHUTE TIPECTAITHUII Ce Ba)KHA IIENT 32 WHTEp-
BEHIIMja IITO IETH JIa CEe MPEBEHUPa KPUMHUHAI-
HOTO ofiHecyBambe. Criope]] Toa, MaloJIeTHUIKATa
JICTMKBEHIHja U PEIUIUBU3MOT CE MPEIU3BUKAHH
0l KOMIUIMIIMPAaHa WHTEpaKIlja Ha (akTopyd Ha
pmsuk (10). PenunuBu3mMoT HajmoOpo MoXke Jia ce
MpeBEHUpa ako TPETMAHOT ordaka crerupuaan
(hbakTOpW Ha PUBUK NMPUCYTHU BO CEPHO3HHUTE Ma-
JIONIETHUIKH TipecTany. Palmer Benmu Jieka nurara
CO coceMa pa3iiyHa CTPYKTypa Ha JIMYHOCTA MO-
JKAT JIa MIMaaT MCTH MPOICHETH (aKTOpH Ha PH-
3WK, a Jla pearupaar pa3iIMyHO Ha UCT TPETMaH.
Cekoj moemuHeIr nMa OpOjHH CIICITU(HIHN Kapak-
TEPUCTUKH IITO MOXAaT Jla IO HMCKOMIUTHIIMPAAT
NpOIECOT Ha TPETMaH WM Ja JajJaT HEKaKoB
npugonec (11). 3aroa e moTpedbHO MOIO0PO paz-
Oupame Ha OAIeHN (PaKTOpH HA PU3HK 3a J1a Ce
3rojeMu e(eKTOT Ha TPETMAHOT, CO IIel Jia Ce
CTIPEYN MOCTOCHETO Ha KPUMHHAIHO OJIHECYBa-
BE U Jla CC PeAylMpa CepUO3HOCTa Ha PEIHIH-
Bu3MOT (12). IlogaromnuTe 3a peruIuBr3aM TiIaB-

their criminal careers in their juvenile years
suggesting that, in order to fight adult
criminality, we must begin by controlling
juvenile delinquency, the recidivism of young
offenders presents an even more disturbing
problem. Understanding juvenile recidivism is
crucial for the development of effective policy
responses to the broader ramifications of
juvenile offense (6). Recidivism is most
frequently defined as any arrest or offence
within a specified follow-up period after
release from a detention or rehabilitation
facility (7) and it is alsoa key indicator for
determining  whether  criminal  justice
interventions, from diversion to incarceration,
are making a difference in turning offenders
away from crime. Recidivism rates are
commonly used as a means of measuring the
success of specific institutional programs. The
timing of recidivism is vital not only for
measurements but also for understanding the
processes underlying the effects of sanctions
and interventions with respect to the
propensity of the individual to commit crime
(8). The effectiveness of a particular
intervention may be the greatest in the period
directly following it. Over time, other factors
may influence the effectiveness of the
intervention and it may become more difficult
to determine its effectiveness, disaggregated
from other factors (9). In the context of the
above, it may be concluded that juvenile
offenders are an important target for
interventions aimed at the prevention of an
ongoing  criminal  behaviour.  Juvenile
delinquency and recidivism are thought to be
caused by a complicated interaction of risk
factors (10). Recidivism can best be prevented
if treatment targets the specific risk factors that
are  presented in  serious  juvenile
offenders.Palmer states that individuals with
completely different personality structures
may have same estimated risk factors and
respond differently to the same treatment.
Each individual has a number of specific
features that may complicate or facilitate the
treatment process (11). Thus, a better
understanding of these specific risk factors is
needed to increase the treatment effect in order
to prevent the persistence of criminal
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HO Ce KOpHUCTaT 3a eBajlyaluja Ha e()eKTUBHOCTA
Ha Ka3HWTE WM IPOTPaMUTe IITO TO Peaylupaar
MOBTOPHOTO BpIICHE MpecTarl. J[OMOIHUTETHO,
MOCTOjaT TojeM Opoj MCTpaKyBama 3a MPOIEHKA
Ha PU3UKOT 32 Jla CC MPEIBHIM PEUIAUBH3MOT,
IITO MOXKE J1a MM MOMOTHE Ha HOCTEJINTE Ha 3a-
KOHCKUTE OJUTYKH 3a Tpecy/a I 3a 0ciI000.1u-
temHa omnyka (13). Heomamua, mctpakyBaunTe
Ha KPUBUYHUOT 3aKOHHK M Ha OIIITECTBCHUTE
HayKd WACHTH(UKYBaa CreNU(pUIHU TPUHINATH
IITO ce AOKaKaHH Kako e(DEeKTUBHU MPH PELyIH-
pameTo Ha PEeNUAMBU3MOT. ENeH on KITydHHTE
NPUHIMIT € TPUHIMIOT Ha peakiyja, KOjIITO
3ae/IHO CO MPUHIIUITNTE HA PHU3HK, MOTpeda, Impo-
(ecHoHaNHa AMCKpElja W MHTETPHUTET HA IIPO-
rpaMuTe 32 TPETMAHOT MPHIOHECYBaaT 3a TOC-
THTHYBabe Ha IENUTe Ha e(DeKTUBHUOT TPETMaH
(14). dakTopuTe Ha peaknyja ¥ HA PUSUKOT/TIOT-
pebaTa ce KapakTepUCTHKa Ha MPECTAITHUIINTE U
Ha HABHHUTE COCTOjOH U TO MPEIBHUIYBaaT UIHOTO
KpUMHHATHO onHecyBame (15). HMcture aBTOpH
W3jaByBaaT JieKa WHTEpBEeHIWUTE Oa3supaHd Ha
OBHE TIPHHIMIIA MOXKAT JIa TO peaylupaar peru-
IMBA3MOT Kaj MAaJOJISTHUTE MPECTAITHHUIH 3a 25
1o 40%. 3abenemnikara 3a opeieHa OATOBOPHOCT
ce OJJHEeCYBa Ha 3aMIciaTa AeKa HHANBUIYTHUTES
JMYHA KapaKTEPUCTHKHA MOXKaT Jia TH HarpaBar
MIPECTAITHUIINTE TTOBEKE WM TIOMAJIKY ITOJIOKHH
Ha TpeTMaHOT. Mako He e HoBa mzeja, BOCIIOCTa-
BYBamhETO Ha MPAKTHKaTa 3a COBIArame Ha TpeT-
MaHOT CO JIMYHHUTE KapaKTePUCTHKHA (OATOBOP-
HOCT) € penatuBHO HOBa (16). dakTopure Ha pe-
aKIfja TH BKITydyBaaT CUTE OHHE BapHjaliH IITO
BJIMjaaT Ha yCrexoT Ha TpermaHoT (14). daxro-
pHUTE Ha peakilfja YKaKyBaaT Ha IoceOHa rpyma
(akTOpy Ha PU3MK/3AIUTHTA LITO CE TIOBP3aHU CO
KapaKTEPUCTUKUTE W/WIN YCIOBUTE IITO BIHMjaaT
Ha HAYMHOT Ha KOj JIMYHOCTA (WM APYTH BayKHU
JWIla) K€ OATOBOPH Ha TIPOICTypUTE HA HHTEp-
BeHLMja. TeopeTHyapuTe Cyrepupaar TpH IOA-
padja Kako 3HAYajHA 3a peaKiyjaTa: KapaKTepuc-
THKUTE Ha MPECTANHULMTE, HA EKCIIEPTUTE U Ha
TpeTMaHoT. MictuTte aBTOpHM TH HAOpOjyBaar cie-
HHUBE ()aKTOpU HA peakiyja: yUHIUIIHHOT YCIeX
¥ CTIIOCOOHOCTHTE, CTHJIOT Ha yUCH-¢ U YCBOjyBa-
€ HOBU BEIUTHHHM, CIIOCOOHOCTA 32 eMIaTHja u
BOCIIOCTaBYBam-€ BPCKH, BOJ[jaTa Jia c€ MPOMEHH
OJIHECYBAamETO, MOTHBAIlMjaTa 3a pa3pellyBambe
Ha >XKMBOTHHTE mpoOiremu utH. (1). Ilonaramor-
HOTO UCTpaKyBame Ha OBHE (JaKTOPH pa3jacHyBa
30IITO OJIPEJICH MPHCTAIl BO TPETMAHOT JaBa II0-
nobpu pesyaratd o aApyruor. CooaBeTHUTE
TpeTMaHH, W3padOTyBamEeTO Ha MPOTPaMH U WH-

behaviour and to reduce the severity of
recidivism (12). The main use of recidivism
data is in evaluation of the effectiveness of
sentences or programs that reduce reoffending.
Additionally, there is a great deal of research
on risk assessment to predict recidivism,
which might assist criminal justice decision-
makers in sentencing or in release decisions
(13). In recent years, criminal justice and
social science researchers have identified
specific principles that are proven effective in
reducing recidivism. One of the key principles
is the principle of responsiveness, which
together with the principles of risk, need,
professional discretion and integrity of
treatment programs contribute to achieving the
objectives of effective treatments (14).
Responsiveness and risk/need factors are
characteristics of offenders and their situations
that predict future criminal behaviour (15).
Same authors report that interventions based
on these principles may reduce recidivism in
young offenders by 25 to 40%. The notion of
a specific responsiveness refers to the idea that
individual personal characteristics may make
offenders more or less responsive to the
treatment. Although not a new idea, the
labelling of the practice of matching treatment
to personal characteristics (responsiveness) is
relatively new (16). Responsiveness factors
include all those variables that influence the
success of the treatment (14). Responsiveness
factors implies to a specific group of risk or
protective factors that are related to the
characteristics and / or circumstances which
affect the manner in which the person (or other
important people) respond to interventional
procedures. Theorists suggest three domains
that are important for responsiveness:
characteristics of offenders, experts and
treatment. The same author lists the following
factors of responsiveness: academic skills and
abilities, learning style and acquisition of new
skills, ability to empathise and establish
relationships, willingness to change behaviour,
motivation to solve life problems, etc. (1).
Further examination of these factors clarifies
why certain treatment approaches seem to
produce  better outcome than  other.
Appropriate treatments, programming, and
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TEpPBEHIIMUTE 3aCHOBaHH Ha (JaKTOPHUTE Ha peak-
[[ja Ha TIOEIUHEIOT TH 3rOoJIEMyBaaT HETOBUTE
mraneu 3a yenex (17). Van Voorhis mocoun neka
3aHeMapyBameTo Ha (PaKTOpUTE Ha peaKiuja Jec-
TO J1aBa TIPUKPHUEHU PE3YJITaTH O eBayalldjaTa
Ha eeKTUBHOCTA Ha Mporpamara, 1a rmocieaoBa-
TEJTHO CE OLICHETH Kako Hee()eKTHBHH, U ITOKPa]
(hakTOT JIeKa ce HeCOOJBETHH 32 OAPEIICHN BUJIO-
BU nipectranuuny (18). Bo oBoj Tpyn, peruanBuz-
MOT Kaj MaJIOJISTHUIIUTE CE OJJHECYBa HA OHUE Ma-
JIOJIETHHIIH IITO C€ PETUCTPUPAHU KaKO TIOBTOPHO
yariceH! BO POK O TPH MeCEIH TI0 HUBHHUOT TPET-
MaH BO JIMCIHIUTMHCKHOT 1eHTap. OBOj KpUTEpH-
VM 32 PEIUIUBH3MOT € ToceoriaTeH OUejKku TH
ondaka cuTe MAaJOJETHUIM CIOpea BUIOT Ha
KpPHBUYEH TpecTar. BUCTHHCKUTE 3HAIM BO TI0ja-
BYBambETO U JBWKCHETO HA KPUBHYHATA PEHHC-
TUTYNMja Kaj MAaJIOJIETHUTE TPECTAITHHUIN Ke ce
NoI00pH aKo ce pasriieayBaar BO OAHOC HA BKYII-
HUOT OpOj aruTMKaHTH, a HE CaMO BO OJHOC Ha
ocynenute MamuHcTBa (20). 3aT0a, aKo TH 3eMe-
Me TIPeBUIl CaMO OHHE MAOJETHHUIN PEIHIH-
BUCTH KOH TOJJIEKAT HA OZpecHa CaHKIHja, Ke
JoOreMe TeNTOCHO TIOTPelIHa CITUKa Ha TIpeBaJieH-
[MjaTa Ha PEIMIMBU3MOT Kaj MAaJIOJICTHHUIIMTE.
[IpuHIMTIOT Ha MOYKHOCTH JaBa MOJIPIIKA Ha
paz0upameTo Ha PEelUIMBU3MOT. VICTHOT aBTOp
YKa)KyBa JieKa MPUHIUIIOT ce MIPUMEHYBa IypH H
BO BpeMe Ha pa3MHCITyBame 3a Ka3HaTa IITO Ke
Oune npumenera. Bo oBoj Tpyn 6ea HCKOpUCTEHU
oUIMjaTHUTE TIOMUIIMNCKA JOCHeja OMIejKu a-
BaaT 00jeKTHBHO U jaCHO MEpeme Ha PELUANBH3-
Mot (20).

Bo mornen Ha ropeHaBeneHOTO, IIENTa Ha OBOj
TPYI € 1a TH UCTPaKU PA3IUKUTE BO KapaKTepHC-
THUKHTE Ha PELUIUBHUCTUTE W HEPELUAWBHCTUTE
BO OJTHOC Ha TICUXOCOIHjATHOTO (PYHKITMOHMpAFhE
no TpeTMad. bea ciopeeHu 4eTrpu rpynu ox Ba-
pujabmute: (a) yawmnaA (haktopH, (0) ceMmejHr
(hakTopH, (B) aKTUBHOCTH BO CIOOOJHO BpeMe U
OJTHOCH CO BPCHHIIUTE U (T') JIMYHOCTA M OJTHECY-
BambeTO Ha MAJIOJICTHULIMTE 32 Ja Ce TIOKaXe Haj-
rojeMroT e(eKT Ha pa3IuKHTe. 3a Ja ce CIpPeUr
PELMINBU3MOT Kaj MAJIOJIETHUTE JIEJTMKBEHTH,
TpeTMaHOT Tpeba Ja ce 3ajakHe BO Mmojpadjara BO
KOWIUTO BapujabiuTe TIOKaXyBaaT HajToJIeM
e(eKT Ha pa3TMIHOCTHTE.

Memooonozuja
Ipumepok

Bo mpumepoxor Oea BrirydeHu 131 manonereH
MpecCTamHUK Ha Bo3pact oA 14 mo 18 romwnwm,

interventions based on an individual’s
responsiveness factors increase his or her
chances for success (17). Van Voorhis pointed
out that the neglect of responsiveness factors
often masks the results of the evaluation of
program effectiveness, consequentially being
rated as ineffective despite the fact that it is
unsuitable for certain types of offenders (18).
In this paper, juvenile recidivism applies to
those juveniles who are registered as re-
arrested within three months after their
treatment in Disciplinary Centre. This criterion
of recidivism is more comprehensive because
it involves all juveniles regardless of the type
of criminal offense. Realistic insight into the
occurrence and movement of criminal
restitution in juvenile offenders will receive a
refund if it is looked in relation to the total
applicants, not only to convicted minors (20).
Therefore, if we considered only those
recidivist-juveniles  subjected to certain
sanctions, we would get an utterly mistaken
view of the prevalence of recidivism among
juveniles. The principle of opportunity
supports such an understanding of recidivism.
The same author points out that this principle
applies even in the time of deliberations on the
penalty that should be imposed. The official
police records were used in this article since
they provide an objective and clear measure of
recidivism (20).

In view of the above mentioned, the aim of
this work is to examine the differences
in recidivists’ and non-recidivists’
characteristics of psycho-social functioning
after the treatment. Four groups of variables
were compared: (a) school factors, (b) family
factors, spare time activities and peer
relationships and (d) personality and behaviour
of juveniles to show the largest effect of the
difference. In order to prevent recidivism of
juvenile delinquents, treatment should be
intensified in areas where variables show the
largest effect of the differences.

Methodology
The sample

The sample included 131 juvenile offenders aged
between 14 and 18, of both genders, from the
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on nBata moia, o Kantonor CapaeBo, KO cO
OJUTyKa Ha CyJOT OWJIe MCIpPATCHW BO IUCIIH-
TUTMHCKH IEHTap 3a MaJOJEeTHULIU BO MEPUOJO0T
mery 1 jyam 2007 u 30 jyau 2013 romunHa, u
KOH OHIIE JIeN OJ1 TPETMAHOT BO JUCIUTUTUHCKH-
OT meHTap. 3a J1a ce Ofipelu MojaBara Ha pPelu-
ouBH3aM, Oea coOpaHM MOJATOLM BpP3 OCHOBA
Ha O(UITHjaTHH TTONMINCKA U3BemTan ox Kan-
toHoT CapaeBo, BO MEPUOJ OJf TP MECEIH 110
3aBpIllyBame Ha TpeTMaHoT. Tabenata 1 ja mo-
Ka)XyBa Tojie710aTa Ha YYSCHUIUTE BO OJHOC Ha
MOJIOT.

Tabena 1. Pacnpedenba na yuecnuyume cnopeo
ROJIOM HA MALOIeMHUYUMe

Canton of Sarajevo, who were referred to the
Disciplinary Centre for Juveniles in Sarajevo by
the decision of the Court, in the period between
June 1, 2007 and June 30, 2013, and toward
whom the planned treatment program at the
Disciplinary Centre was implemented in its
entirety. To determine the occurrence of
recidivism, data was obtained on the basis of the
official police records of the Canton Sarajevo,
for the period of 3 months after completing the
treatment. Table 1 shows the distribution of
participants in relation to gender.

Table 1. Distribution of participants in relation
to gender of juveniles

Iox / Gender
Mamku / Male Kencku / Female Bkynno / Total
N % N % N %
121 92,3 10 7,7 131 100,00

Tabenara 1 mokaxkyBa jJeKa 0] BKyITHHOT IPUMe-
pok 131 manonernuk, 121 cy6jext nmm 92% Owne
Mamku u 10 cyGjexkrn wim 7,7% Ouie >KeHCKH.
EBuneHTHa e JoMUHAIIMjaTa Ha MAILIKH CyOjeKTH.

Hucmpymenmu 3a meperve

HNudopmarmure o TecTHpameTo Ha CyOjeKTUTe
ce coOpaHH CcO TIOMOII Ha eBaTyaliOHeH (popmy-
Jap IITO COAPXKHU MOJATOLH O OPHIHjATHUTE T10-
JIMIMCKK Aocueja o MMHHCTEPCTBOTO 3a BHAT-
peuran pabotu, Kanron CapaeBo, 3a HarIeyBa-
e Ha MAJIOJICTHUYKHOT PELUIUBU3aM TPH Mece-
1 IO TPETMAHOT BO AUCLUIUIMHCKYU LieHTap. EBa-
JTyalioHHOT (opMyrap 3a edexTuTe ol TpeTMa-
HOT ce 0a3mpa Ha aHaIM3a Ha OQHIHjATHUTE J0-
cHeja M JOKYMEHTH O] €KCIIEpTH BpaOOTEHH BO
IUCLUIIMHCKUOT LieHTap. Bapujabnure Ha HHC-
TPYMEHTOT Oea KaTeropu3upaHd BO YETHUPU IOJ-
pavja: QyHKIMOHUpAE HA YUUIUIINTE, (PyHKIHO-
HHUPamke BO CEMEJCTBOTO, aKTUBHOCTU BO CJI10001-
HOTO BpEME U OJHOCH CO BPCHUILIMTE. 3a IIEUTE
Ha OBaa CTy[Hja, BO IpoleHaTa Oea BKITyueHH 21
Bapmjabna. Bapujabnure Oea paHTrHpaHu BO Karte-
ropuu: 1. HuKorami, 2. peTko, 3. MoHeKorau u 4.
gecto. OAroBOpPOT Ha CEKOj OA MpallamaTa Oere
NpeTcTaBeH Bo (opMa Ha HajIIOBOJICH M HAjHETIO-
BOJIEH 3a Cy0jeKkToT. 3aBrcHa Bapujabia € Bapu-
jabyaTa TIOBp3aHa CoO PEIMINBU3MOT | AchUHMpa-

Table 1 shows that in the total sample of 131
subjects, 121 subjects or 92.3% were male and
10 subjects or 7.7% were female. The domi-
nation of male subjects is evident.

Measuring instrument

Test subjects data were collected using
evaluation sheet containing data from the
official policerecords of the Ministry of
Interior, the Sarajevo Canton, for monitoring
purposes of juvenile recidivism 3 months
after implementation of treatment in the
Disciplinary Centre. The evaluation sheet on
the treatment program effects assessment is
based on the analysis of the official records
and documentation of expert employees of
the Disciplinary Centre. Variables in the
instrument (the evaluation sheet) were
categorised into four areas, namely:
functioning in school, family functioning,
spare time and peer relations. For the
purposes of this study, 21 variables were
included in the assessment. The variables
were ranked by categories: 1. Never, 2.
Rarely, 3. Sometimes, and 4. Often. The
answer to each of the questions was
presented in a form of the most favourable to
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Ha BO Kareropuu: 1. He u 2. na.

L

I'pynara Bapuja0/iu noBp3anu co Bapujao-

JHUTE LITO I'0 ONHIIYBAAT (PYHKUMOHHPA-

1HETO0 BO YYWIHIITE T'H BKJIY4yBa CJIeIHH-

Be IIIeCT BapujadJim:

1. pu3HK 3a IPEeABPEMEHO UCKIyUYyBame OJ
YUWINILTE;

2. cnabu MOCTUTHYBAMkA;

3. mOpekplLlyBame Ha MpaBHIaTa 3a OXHECY-
BamkbC BO YYMJIHHIIA,

4. HeompaBIaHO OTCYCTBO O] YUMIHUILTE;

5. HeNOCTaTOK Ha MOTHUBALM]A 32 YUCHE;

6. HeIoCTaTOK Ha HABMKH 32 YUEHE.

II. I'pynaTta Bapuja4/iu MoBp3aHu co Bapujao-

JINTe IITO T'0 ONMMIIYBAAT (YHKIHMOHHPA-

HETO BO CEMEjCTBOTO T'M BKJIy4yBa CJjel-

HHBe IIeT Bapujadiu:

1. mpoOiieMu CO KOMyHHUKAIMjaTa BO CEME]-
CTBOTO;

2. pomuTenHTe HE T KOHTPOJIMPAAT U3JIEry-
Bamara;

3. pomuTenuTe He UM 3ajaBaar 3agauu (00-
BPCKH) Ha MaJIOJIETHUIINTE;

4. pomuTenuTe Ce MOIYCTIMBH Ha Oapamara
Ha MaJIOJICTHULINTE;

5. poauTenuTe HE TH MOLAPKYyBaaT BO HpO-
LIECOT Ha PACTEHHETO U 00PA30BAHKETO.

III. I'pynara Bapujaéju moBp3aHH CO AKTHB-

HOCTHUTE BO CJIODOTHOTO BpeMe U OIHOCHUTE

CO BPCHHIHNTE T'M BKJIY4YyBaaT CJeJIHHBe

Tpu BapujadJu:

1. commjanm3an@ja co BPCHHULHM CO HEMPH-
(haTBO OITHECYBAKHE;

2. HEUCIUIAHUPAHO CJIOO0OJHO BpeMme (He-
CTPYKTYHPAHO);

3. u3NeryBame Ha PU3WYHHU MecCTa.

IV.I'pynara Bapujad/ju nNoBp3aHH €O JUIHOC-

Ta W OJHECYBAHeTO HA MAJIOJeTHHLHTE

BKJIy4YyBa ceIyM Bapujad.u:

1. wWHTepecH HECOOABETHM 3a HHBHATa BO3-
pacr;

2. BepOaiHa arpecuja;

3. HaCHWJIHO pelaBarme Ha KOH(IUKTH;

4. Heycnex NpH ycBOjyBame Ha pabOTHU Ha-
BUIKU;

5. Heycrex INpU yCBOjyBame Ha XUTUCHCKH
HaBUKH;

6. HEJOCTAaTOK Ha YyBCTBO HA KacH-e IPH He-
COOJIBETHO O/IHECYBAHbE;

7. on0uBame OATOBOPHOCT 3a JIOMIO IIOCTa-
MyBambe.

the least favourable response for the test
subject. The dependent variable is a variable

related to

recidivism and defined in

categories: 1. No, 2. Yes.

I.

I1.

Group of variables related to variables

that describe the functioning in school

includes six variables as follows:

1. Risk of the pre-expulsion from the
school;

2. Poor academic success;

3. Violation of the rules of conduct in
the classroom;

4. Unexcused absences from school;

5. Lack of motivation for learning;

6. Lack of studying habits;

Group of variables related to variables

that describe family functioning

includes five variables, namely:

1. Problems of communication in the
family;

2. Parents do not control stay outside of
the family;

3. Parents do not give
(obligations) to a juvenile;

4. Parent’s permissiveness to juvenile’s
requests;

5. Parents do not provide support in
upbringing and education;

tasks

IHI.Group of variables related to spare

time activities and peer relationships

includes three variables, namely:

1. Socialising  with  peers
unacceptable behaviour;

2. Unplanned spare time (unstructured);

3. Going out on risky places;

with

IV.Group of variables related to the

personality and behaviour of juveniles
includes seven variables:
1. Interests inappropriate to their age;

2. Verbal aggression;

3. Violent conflict resolution;

4. Failure to adopt work habits;

5. Failure to adopt hygienic habits;

6. Lack of feeling regret for
inappropriate behaviour;

7. Denying responsibility for bad

actions.

HOI[aTOHI/ITe 3a MAJIOJICTHUYKHOT PELMIMBU3AM Data on _]uVenlle recidivism were based on
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ce Oa3upaar Ha aHamM3a Ha O(ULHUjaTHUTE TOIH-
IIMCKH JIOCHEja U JJOKYMEHTH ol MHUHHCTepCTBO-
TO 3a BHaTpeIHu pabotn, Kanton Capaeso.

Memoo na npuéuparse nooamoyu

Crynujata 6emre cipoBeneHa Bo Kantonor Ca-
paeBo, JaBHMOT MUCLUIUIMHCKH LIEHTap 3a Ma-
JOJETHUIM U MHUHHMCTEPCTBOTO 3a BHATPEILIHU
pabotu, Kanton CapaeBo, Bo mepuon ol MapT
o Mmaj 2013. CrpoBenenara cryauja ce 6asupa-
1Ie Ha MOJATOIH O]l JINYHUTE JocKeja Ha Bpabo-
TEHUTE W TNPEKy eBajlyaluja Ha eAyKaTOpHTE
KOM I'l UMIUIEMEHTHPAaT 00pa30BHUTE MEPKH.

Cmamucmuuka anaiusa

3eMajKku ja MpeABU/I LENTa Ha HCTPAXKyBakHETO U
CTpyKTypara Ha Bapujabiure npu oOpaboTKa Ha
MO/IaTOIUTE, PA3IUKUTE Mey PeLUIUBHCTHTE U
HEpPEeLUINBUCTATE Oea M3MEPEHH CO TIOMOII Ha
TecToT Ha MaH-BuTHH, co KOjIITO cuTe Bapujald-
nm Oea TeCTUPaHU Ha BIMjaHUETO Ha Pa3iIMKUTE.

Pezynmamu

OnpenyBame Ha pa3jMKuUTe Mely penuau-
BHCTH M HEPEeUHIUBUCTH

[lomaTounTe 3a TOjaBaTa Ha PEIUANBH3AMOT CE
nmpukaxaHu Bo Tabemata 2. [lomarorure ce
MpUKaKaHW TIPeKy arcoNlyTHa W pelaThBHA
(dhpekBeHIHja.

Tabena 2 ®pexsenyuja 60 00HoC Ha nojasama
Ha peyuousu3am

analysis of the official police records and
documents of the Ministry of Interior, the
Canton of Sarajevo.

Method of data collection

The study was conducted in the Sarajevo Can-
ton, the Cantonal Public Institution Disciplinary
Centre for Juveniles and the Ministry of
Interior, in the period from March to May
2013.The conducted study was based on data
from the wards’ personal files, and through the
evaluation of educators who have implemented
the educational measure.

Statistical Analysis

Considering the aim of the research and the
structure of variables in the processing of data,
the differences between recidivists and non-
recidivists were measured using Mann-Whitney
test, in which all variables were tested for the
effects of difference.

Results

Determining differences between recidivists
and non-recidivists

Data on the incidence of recidivism are
shown in Table 2. Data are presented through

absolute and relative frequencies.

Table 2 Frequency in relation to the incidence
of recidivism

BAPHUJABJIA / VARIABLE HE /NO AA ‘/,/:(ES BKYIIHO / TOTAL
o,
N % N % %
PELIUJIUBU3AM / 131
RECIDIVISM i 84.8 20 152 100,00

Tabenara 2 mokakyBa Jieka on BKymHO 131 cy6-
JeKT kou OWIle Ha TPETMaH BO JUCIUIUIMHCKHOT
nenTap, 20 MaJONCTHWIIM OWJie pEIVIUBUCTH.
Tecror Ha Man-ButHu Geliie KOpHCTeH 3a J1a ce
OJIpeNy KOja BapHjadiia TH pa3InKyBa pelUANBHIC-
TUTE OJ Hepeuunusucture. Pesynrarure of tec-
TOT Ha MaH-BUTHHM W BIMjaHUETO ce TPHKaKAHU
BO Tabenara 3.

Table 2 shows that in the total sample of 131
subjects who were at the Disciplinary Centre
for treatment, 20 juveniles were recidivists.
Mann-Whitney test was used in order to
determine which variables differentiate reci-
divists from non-recidivists. The results of
Mann-Whitney test and effect sizes are shown
in Table 3.
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Tabena 3. Paziuku 60 eghexmume Ha mpemma-
HOm Kaj peyuougucmume u Hepeyuougucmume

Table 3. Differences in treatment effects in
recidivists and non-recidivists

IPOCEK /

MBYV/

p (Bmjanue)

['PYII/GROUPS MEAN Mwu | /P ¢ (effect size)
Puzuk o TPSIIBPEMCHO MCKITy1yBambe OJf Heperwmmsucty /Non-recidivists 60,74
yunmmire / Risk of the pre-expulsion from 526,500 0,000 0,338
the school Permusrcta / Recidivists 95,18
gnaﬁ ngﬂm}neﬂ h}i,cnex / Hepetmmisrctu /Non-recidivists 60,62 512,500 0.000 0363
oor academic achievement L > ’ 7
PermmuBrctu / Recidivists 95,88
[pexpuryBarse Ha npaBuIaTa Ha Heperwmmsuctu /Non-recidivists 60,37
OJIHECYBabe BO yurutHHUIA / Violation of the 485,500 0,000 0,364
rules of conduct in the classroom PerymBrcta / Recidivists 97,25
Heormpagiano otcycTBo 01 yuummire / Hepeuwsuct /Non-recidivists 60,60 511.000 0.000 0347
Unexcused absences from school Pe e/ Recidivists 95.95 > ’ ’
HeztocTaTok Ha MomBaqua.ga yuerbe / Hepetwmmsucty /Non-recidivists 60,21 467500 0.000 0327
Lack of motivation for learning Permmsrcrn / Recidivists 98,13 > ’ >
He/I0CTaTOK Ha HABHKH 32 et / HepetmmiBrictu /Non-recidivists 60,94 548,500 0,000 0328
Lack of studying habits Permusrcta / Recidivists 94,08 ’ ’ ’
HPOG_HGMW BO KOMYHHKaLWjaTa BO o Heperwmmsuctu /Non-recidivists 60,59
cemejctBoTO / Problems of communication 736,500 0,000 0,454
in the family Permmusurcta / Recidivists 96,03
Henoorer Hai30p Ha aKTHBHOCTHTE BO Heperwymsrcri /Non-recidivists 60,83
cnoboHoTo Bpeme / The lack of parental 725,500 0,000 0414
supervision of spare time activities Permusucta / Recidivists 94,70
PozmureniTe He nM fozieTyBaat Hepetwmmsuctu /Non-recidivists 62,21
3a/1a41/00BPCKU Ha MATOJICTHHIIUTE / 689.500 0.005 0245
Parents do not delegate juvenile T ? ? ?
tasks/obligations PermnuBrctu / Recidivists 87,03
TomyctimBocT Ha poxuTerHTe 3a 6apaara | - Hepewymsrcri /Non-recidivists 60,86
Ha MasioneTHurmre / Parent’s 539,500 0,000 0,333
permissiveness to juvenile’s requests PerymBrctr / Recidivists 94,53
Pomurenire ne 06esbeztysaar mogpika Heperwmmsuctu /Non-recidivists 62,51
TIPU OJITIC/LYBAkSE 1 06pa3013amd§ / Parents 618.500 0.001 0295
do not provide support in upbringing and Pe sei/ Recidivists 8535 > > i
education i
Hpysietbe CO BPCHULM €O HENUGATIMBO | Heperpmusucti /Non-recidivists 59,57
onHecyBambe / Socialising with peers with an 846,000 0,001 0,544
unacceptable behaviour Permsurctr / Recidivists 92,58
Heruiannpato (HecTpyKTynparo) Heperwmmusuctu /Non-recidivists 58,34
cnobozHo Bpeme / Unplanned 825,000 0,006 0,527
(unstructured) spare time Permusucta / Recidivists 96,30
dine ri Hepermmsucrn /Non-recidivists 61,99
TMocera Ha pusiann Mecta / Attending risky 665.000 0.003 0261
places Permusuctu / Recidivists 88,25 ’ ’ ’
Murepecn HecooseTHN 3a BospacTa / Age Hepeuwsuct /Non-recidivists 60,96 550.500 0.000 0330
Inappropriate interests Permmsrcta / Recidivists 93,98 ’ ’ ’
. . Hepermmusuctu /Non-recidivists 61,05
Bepbanna arpecuja / Verbal aggression 560,500 0,000 0,333
PermmuBrctu / Recidivists 93,48
HacwmHo pemaparse kou(uuxru / Violent | Hepeummsrcr /Non-recidivists 61,09 565.500 0,000 0327
conflict resolution Permusuctu / Recidivists 93,25 ’ ’ ’
Heycriex npu ycBojyBameTo Ha pabOTHI Hepeuwucti /Non-recidivists 61,57 618.500 0013 0295
nasuku / Failure to adopt work habits Pe ot/ Recidivists 90.58 ? ? ?
Heycriex IpH ycBojyBarbeTo Ha xuruerckn | HepeumsicTi /Non-recidivists 62,15 683,000 0.003 0262
HaBuku / Failure to adopt hygienic habits P o/ Recidivists 8735 > > i
Henocrarok Ha BuHa i HECOOZIBETHO Hepetwmmsucty /Non-recidivists 60,46
onHecyBarbe / The absence of guilt over 495,500 0,000 0,368
inappropriate behaviour PerymBrctr / Recidivists 96,73
OnbuBarbe Oz OBOPHOCT 3a JIOLIO Heperwmmsucty /Non-recidivists 60,01
onHecyBambe / Denying responsibility for 445,500 0,000 0,392
bad conduct Permmsuctu / Recidivists 99,25
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Opn aHanu3aTa Ha ITOAATOLMTE BO Tabemnara 3,
OUYHWTIICHO € Jeka on 21 Bapujabiia mTo TO Je-
¢buHUpaar moseTo Ha TpetMaH, 20 3HAYUTEITHO
MpaBaT pa3iuKa Mery peluIUBUCTUTE U HEPEIH-
IMBHCTHUTE, IITO MOKaXyBa JIeKa, BO CHopenda
CO HEPCUUAMBUCTHTE, PEIUIUBUCTUTE HMaaT
MOUCTAKHATH (HaKTOPH Ha PH3UK KO TPHJIOHE-
CyBaaT KOH KapaKTePUCTUKUTE Ha MCHXOJIOIIKO-
TO (YHKIIMOHUpAWmE MTO IO HAMATYBaaT yCIie-
XOT Ha TPETMAHOT. 3a MoHaTaMy Ja ce OmnpaBja
jauMHATa HAa OBUE Pa3jIMKH, CE MPEeCMETyBa HH-
BOTO Ha BJIMjaHUETO HA OBUE PA3JIUKH, IIPH IITO
HAjTOJIEMO BIIMjaHUE Oelie OTKPHEHO BO IOJIETO
MOBP3aHO CO aKTUBHOCTUTE BO CIIOOOHOTO BpE-
M€ U OJHOCHTE CO BPCHHUINTE (COLHWjan3almja
CO BPCHHIIY CO HENPUQATINBO OJHECYBabE, HE-
TUIAHUPAHO (HECTPYKTYUPAHO) cJI000IHO BpeMe)
1 (QyHKIMOHHWpame Ha CEMEjCTBOTO (IpOoOIeMHU
BO KOMYHHKAITjaTa BO CEMEjCTBOTO, HEIOCTa-
TOK Ha KOHTPOJIa Ha BPEMETO IIOMUHATO 0e3 HaI-
30p o poauten). CpeJHO BIHjaHHE HA Pa3inKa
Oelle OTKPHEHO Kaj HArojieM Jien Bapujaliu mo-
BP3aHH CO YYMJIMIITETO (PU3UK O]l UCKITYTyBambe
O]l YUWIIMINTE, CJa0u MOCTUIHYBaba, MPEKPIIy-
BamhC Ha MPaBUJIaTa HA OJTHECYBAbEC BO YUWIIHH-
112, HEOIPAaBJaHO OTCYCTBO OJI YYWIHINTE, He-
JOCTATOK Ha MOTHBaIHja 3a yueme). [IpoceueHo
BIMjaHue Oele 3a0enexaHo Kaj Tpu Bapujaldiu
MOBP3aHK CO CEMEJHOTO OINKPYXKYBambe (IOIMyCT-
JHMBOCT HA POJMTENNTE Ha Oapamara Ha Mao-
JICTHHIUTE, HEJIOBOJICH HAI30p HA aKTHBHOCTHTE
BO CJI000THOTO BpeMe, He3alaBame Ha OOBPCKH/
3a7adu Ha MasonetHunure). Hajmamo Bimjanue
Ha pa3iuKuTe Oerre 3a0eekaHo BO BapujadbiIuTe
MOBP3aHK CO JIMYHOCTA U OJIHECYBAHHETO HA Ma-
JoneTHUNIUTE (BepOasHa arpecHja, HaCUIHO pe-
maBarmke Ha KOH(DIUKTH, HEYCIIeX TPH YCBOjyBa-
IBETO Ha pabOTHH HABUKH, HEYCIIEX TIPH yCBOjY-
BamhECTO HA XUTUCHCKH HABUKH).

Juckycuja

Llenra Ha oBaa cTyaMja Oelie a TM UCTPAKU pa3-
JIMKHUTE Mely PELMAMBUCTUTE U HEPELMANBUCTHTE
BO OJIHOC Ha OZIPEZICHH TOJIMEHA Ha TICHXOJIOLIKOTO
(yHKUMOHMpame Ha MajiofeTHunmTe. PesyntatrTe
TOOMEHN BO OBAa HMCTPAXYBAE IMOKAXyBaaT JeKa
on 21 HabJpymyBaHa Bapujabna mITo TH neduHmpa-
aTr MoNMmbaTa Ha TperMaH, 20 3HAYMUTEIHO TIpaBatr
pasnuka Mely pelMIMBIUCTUTE i HEPELUANBUCTHUTE.
Bo onHOC Ha CTENEHOT Ha BJMjaHHE, HAjTOIEMOTO
BJIMjaHKE € TIOBP3aHO CO Bapujaldiara akKTHBHOCTH

From the analysis of the Table 3, it is evident
that out of 21 observed variables that define
the areas of treatment, 20 of them
significantly differentiate recidivists from
non-recidivist, showing that, in comparison to
non-recidivists,  recidivists have  more
pronounced risk factors contributing the
characteristics of psychosocial functioning
that reduce treatment success. To further
verify the strength of these differences, we
calculated the effect size of these differences,
and the largest effect of differences was found
in areas related to spare time activities and
peer relationships (socialising with peers with
unacceptable behaviour, unplanned
(unstructured) spare time) and family
functioning (communication problems within
the family; lack of control over the time spent
without parental supervision). The medium
effect of difference was found in a majority of
variables related to school (risk of pre-
expulsion from the school, poor academic
achievement, violation of the rules of conduct
in the classroom, unexcused absences from
school, lack of motivation for learning). The
mean effect was also observed in three
variables related to the family environment
(parental  permissiveness to  juvenile's
requests, lack of parental supervision of spare
time activities, parental failure to assign
tasks/obligations to a juvenile). The smallest
effect of difference was found in variables
related to the personality and behaviour of
juveniles (verbal aggression, violent conflict
resolution, failure to adopt work habits,
failure to adopt hygienic habits).

Discussion

The aim of the present study was to examine
the differences between recidivists and non-
recidivists with regard to certain areas of
psychosocial functioning of juveniles. The
results gainedin this study indicate that out of
21 observed variables that define the areas of
treatment, 20 of them significantly distinguish
recidivists from non-recidivists. In regards to
the magnitude of the effect, the greatest effect
of the difference is related to the variable spare
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BO CJI000JTHO BpeMe U COIHjaJTH3aIja CO BPCHHITH
JICTIMKBEHTH, KaKO M CO BapHjabiata (QyHKIMOHM-
pame BO ceMmejcTBOTO. [ 'omem Opoj aBTOpH HCTa-
KHyBaaT JIeKa CJI000THOTO BpeMe MOKE J1a JIOBEZC
JI0 MJIOJIETHIYKA JIeJIMKBEHLMja JOKOJIKY HE € HC-
TUTAaHUPaHO, IPOTPaMUPAHO U CTPYKTyHpaHo. Mia-
miTe 0e3 CTPYKTYHpaH! aKTUBHOCTH MMaaT TeH-
JICHIWja J1Ta WMaaT IBalaTd TIOBEKE IIOBTOPCHU
TIpEeCTany 3a pa3iiiKa Off OHHME KOH CE CTpeMaT Ja
MMaaT OpraHM3MpaHH aKTHBHOCTH KakKo KIyOOBH,
CTIOpTOBU WM 4YacoBH (21). dakropute Ha BPCHU-
IUTE KAaKO BKITYYEHOCT BO OaH/Ia U IPYKEHHE CO Jie-
BUjaHTHA W TIOCTApH JIOITO CE€ IWCKYTHpa Kako
(haxTop MITO TIPUIOHECYBA 32 AEIMKBEHTHOTO OI-
HECyBame Ha MIIAJIUTE, a O] HeoJaMHa Ce CMeTa U
Kako (paKTop IITO MpeIBHAyBa MOBTOPHO TPABEHE
npectan (22). Mbuba Hanwmman jieka ,,roineM Opoj
UCTPaKyBama YCIIEIIHO TO TIOBP3YBaaT BIIMjaHUETO
Ha BPCHHIINTE KOH JEIMKBEHTHOTO OJTHECYBAFhe
KOE€ Ce W3BPIIYBa IOJ] MPUTUCOK HA BPCHULIUTE H
KOe TO 00jacHyBa HE CaMO BKJIyUyBamETO BO Jie-
JIMKBEHLIMjaTa TyKy ja 00jacHyBa M ILeMara IITo ce
MIOBTOPYBa, a KOja TO O0ENEeKyBa PELUIUBU3MOT
(6). 3Haum, oBaa Bapujada, 3a€HO CO COLMjaIH3a-
IMjaTa Co AHTHCOLM]aTHH HWHIAWBUIYH, 3HAYAJHO
KOpenmmpa CO HapyllyBakheé Ha OOpa3oBaHHETO,
3aT0a IITO TaKBa JITYHOCT MIMa BIIMjaHUe Ha OJTHe-
CYBambeT0 Ha MAIONETHUKOT. KprmuHOMOMKNTE
UCTpaXKyBama MOTBPAYBaaT JeKa COLMjaT3aliija-
Ta CO JIMIA KOW TIOKKYyBaaT aHTUCOIMjaTHO OJTHE-
CYBambe MPETCTaByBa €IHA O] HAjBHCOKUTE (POPMH
Ha HapyIIyBamka BO OHECYBAMETO Kaj MAJIOJIETHH-
Te nenukBeHTH (23). JIpyKemeTo co aHTHUCOIH]jall-
HU BPCHHULIU C€ HACHTU(HKYBA KaKo BakeH (hakTop
3a JenvKBeHLMja W peuuauBmzam (24). Cropen
Hansen, oBoj BUII HapyIlIyBamke HA OAHECYBAETO €
eleH OJ HAjKOH3WCTCHTHUTE W HajBEPOJOCTOJHH
TPETCKa)KyBaul Ha MAJIOJIETHIYKATA JIETMKBEHIIHN]a
(18). pykemeTo co BPCHUIIM JEITUKBEHTH € UCTO
Taka Ba)KHO 32 MPEeBUAYBAE Ha OMIITHOT JETHK-
BEHTEH permauBuzaM (26). [Ipykemero co BpCHU-
1M JICTIMKBEHTH € TIOCHJICH TPETCKaKyBad Ha JIeIH-
KBEHTHOTO OTHECYBAmhe 33 pa3liKa Of BapHjaldim-
Te KaKko CEME]CTBO, YUHIIUINTE, KAPAKTEPHCTHUKH Ha
ormutectBOTO (27). Criopen McCord u cop., dakTo-
pUTe Kako INTO Ce JEIMKBEHTHO OJHECYBAambe,
0700pyBame Ha JETMKBEHTHOTO OJHECYBAHE OJf
CTpaHa Ha BPCHHUIIUTE, MOBP3YBAbE WITH JIPYKEHE
CO BPCHHIIM, TTOMHHYBAaHE€ BpEME CO BPCHHIM H
TIPUTHCOK OJT BPCHHITH 3a JICBHjallHja, Ce TOBP3aHH
CO aHTHCOIM]jaJTHOTO OJTHECYBAF-€ Ha aJI0JIECIICHTH-
Te (28). AHTUCOLMjATHUTE JIMIIA ce OOMIyBaaT Ha
CEKOj HauMH /1a TPUBJIeYaT HOBH JIMLIA BO HUBHATA

time and socialising with delinquent peers, as
well as to variables of family functioning.
Many authors emphasise that spare time may
lead to juvenile delinquency if not planned,
programmed and structured. Youth without
structured activities tend to have approximately
twice the average number of repeated offences
than those who tend to favour the protective
influence of organised activities such as clubs,
sports, or lessons (21).Peer factors, including
gang involvement and association with deviant
and often older peers, have been long discussed
as contributing factors to youth engagement in
delinquent behaviour, and more recently as
factors that predict reoffending (22). Mbuba
wrote that “a large body of research has
successfully and steadily linked peer influence
to patterned delinquent behaviour with peer
pressure forming a central explanation of not
only the first involvement in delinquency, but
also the repetitive pattern that typifies
recidivism (6). Therefore, this variable, along
with socialising with anti-social individuals, is
in a significant correlation with the interruption
of schooling due to the influence of such
persons in juvenile’s behaviour. Criminological
research has confirmed that socialising with
people exhibiting an antisocial behaviour
represents one of the highest forms of
behavioural disorders in juvenile delinquents
(23). Association with antisocial peers has been
identified as an important risk factor for
delinquency and recidivism (24). According to
Hansen, this type of behavioural disorders is
one of the most consistent and most reliable
predictors of juvenile delinquency (18).
Delinquent peer associations are also important
in predicting general delinquent recidivism
(26). Affiliation with deviant peers is a stronger
predictor of delinquent behaviour than variables
such as family, school, and community
characteristics (27). According to McCord et
al., factors such as peer delinquent behaviour,
peer approval of delinquent behaviour,
attachment or allegiance to peers, time spent
with peers, and peer pressure for deviance have
all been associated with adolescent antisocial
behaviour (28). Antisocial persons try to attract
new people in their closer environment by all
means, and they usually find them among

HAEDEKTOJIOLUIKA TEOPHJA U ITPAKTHUKA 2014; 15(3-4): 43-58
DOI: 10.2478/JSER-2014-0010

53



DE GRUYTER

rm
B OPEN
el

SPECIAL EDUCATION-PROFESSIONAL AND SCIENTIFIC ISSUES

CpenrHA W OOMYIHO TH HaoraaT Mer'y MaJIOJICTHHITH-
TE KOM CC HECTAaOMITHU JIM HE MM € TIOCBETEHO JI0-
BOJIHO BHHMAaHHE TPU PaCTCHETO. [ pymuTe mITo
W3BPLIyBaaT HECOOJBETHHU JIeNla YeCTO MMaaT MpH-
BpEMeH Kapaktep M JabaBa cTpykTypa. Bouillet n
Uzelac (23) nuTupaar pe3ynraté of €IHO HCTpa-
JKyBarbe CIPOBENICHO BO XPBATCKa M MCTAKHYBAaT
JieKa PerMAMBU3MOT € TTOBP3aH CO ToJieM Opoj Ba-
pHjaliy, TpH 1ITO, MEr'y JAPYroTO, TO UCTAKHYBAaT
JPYKEHETO CO JIMIA CO aHTUCOLMjaTHO OHECYBa-
we. Hajronemo Bimjanue Ha pasnukara e 3aberne-
’KaHO BO Bapujalnara ceMejHO (YHKIIMOHUPAbE.
[Tonaramy, Cottle, Lee, m Heilbrun ox HrBHaTa Me-
TaaHaM3a Ha JBAcCeT W TPHU O0jaBEHH CTYIWH 3a
peLMIVMBI3aM 3aKTydyBaaT Jieka TMPUCYCTBOTO Ha
CeMejHH TIPOOJIeMH € CHJIEH MPETCKaKyBad Ha MOB-
TOpHO TpaBese npectan (29). Baxxaocta Ha cemej-
HHTE TIPOOJIEMH € Ba)KHa M BO TIOJIOIHEKHATA TPH-
*a. AKO MaJIOJICTHUTE TIPECTAIHUIM C€ BpaTaT BO
HETpoMeHeTa podJieMaTHIHa CpeIHA, MaJia € Be-
pojaTHOCTa Jieka KakBa OO MO3WTHBHA MPOMEHA
ke ce 3anpxu (30). Farrington Benu neka u cren-
HHBE ceMejHU (hakTopH UCTO Taka MMaaT BIMjaHUE
Ha JICMMKBCHIMjaTa W PEMANBU3MOT, Kako M Ha
HECOONIBETHOTO OJIJICAyBalkbe Ha JIerero (cmabo
HaJITJIe/TyBamke, HEKOH3UCTEHTHA JMCIUILIHHA, CTY-
JICHUIIO HA POJIUTEIUTE U ON0MBame, caba BKITY-
YEHOCT HA POIOMTENINTE BO KUBOTOT Ha JIETETO)
(31). Bo moBeke o cemymaeceT CTyauH, Hajmao0-
PHOT TIPETCKaKyBay 3a JCTMKBEHIIN}A U PELUIUBH-
3aM IO BKIy4yBa OJIOMBA-CTO Ha POJUTEINTE, HE-
JIOCTATOKOT Ha HA/I30p OJI CTpaHa Ha POJUTEIINTE U
BKITyueHocTa Jiete — pomuren (32). Bpojau cryamm
HCTO TaKa MOKaXKyBaaT ci1aba MoBp3aHOCT BO CEMEj-
CTBOTO (T.¢ Oerame oJ1 I0Ma, HEeXXUBECHE CO POAHU-
TEJIUTE) IITO € TIOUECTO Kaj MJIAANTE KOU ITOCTOjaHO
mpaBar npekprrony (22). Brujannero Ha permam-
BHU3MOT Ha CEMEJHHTE TIPOOJIeMH, Ha TIpUMep, CIIo-
COOHOCTH Ha POJMTENNTE, YKAKYBAaT JeKa HHTEP-
BeHIIMjaTa He Tpeba a ce PoKycHpa camo Ha Tpe-
KpIIMTENIOT TYKY U Ha LEJIOTO ceMejcTBO. OTKpPUTH-
jaTa OKOIy OBa Mpallame Ce BO COMIACHOCT CO
MPETXOTHA HMCTPaXKYBakba KOW TIpeiaraar JeKa
MYJITHCUCTEMCKHOT TIPHCTAIT TToMara Mpy NpeBeH-
mja ox perwausizam (33). [Ipoceynnor edekr Ha
pasnuKara ITO TW OAZENYBa PELMIMBUCTUTE Of
HEpeLUIUBHUCTUTE CE€ OAHECYBa Ha (DYHKLIOHHMpA-
HBCTO BO YUWJIMINTE. YUYHIMINTETO € KITYYIHHOT J0-
MeH IITOo Tpeda /1a ce 3eMe MPEABHI TIPH Pa3BOjoT
Ha MJIJIUTE U MECTO Kajie IITO MOXaT Jia ce 3a0e-
JIeKAT PAHUTE 3HALM HA JCTMKBEHTHO OTHECYBAHE.
OBne ce BKITyuyBaar; CiIa00OTO TOCBETYBame Ha
YUWIALITETO, TEUIKOTHUTE BO YUIIMIIHHOT YcIexX

juveniles who are unstable or with poor
upbringing. Groups committing inappropriate
actions are often of a temporary character and
loose structure. Bouillet and Uzelac (23) cite
results of the research conducted in Croatia and
point out that recidivism is associated with a
number of variables, and they emphasise, inter
alia, socialising with people of an anti-social
behaviour. The largest effect of difference was
observed in variables related to family
functioning. Furthermore, Cottle, Lee, and
Heilbrun from their meta-analysis of twenty-
three published studies on recidivism
concludedthat the presence of family problems
was a strong predictor of reoffending (29). The
importance of family problems also makes
good aftercare indispensable. If juvenile
offenders return to an unchanged problematic
environment, it is unlikely that any positive
change will be sustained (30). Farrington
reported that the following family factors also
influence delinquency and recidivism, as well
as inadequate child rearing/management
methods (e.g., poor supervision, inconsistent
discipline, parental coldness and rejection, low
parental involvement in their children’s life)
(31). In over seventy reviewed studies, the best
predictors of delinquency and recidivism
included parental rejection, the lack of parental
supervision and the parent—child involvement
(32). A number of studies have also shown that
poor family attachment (i.e. running away from
home, not residing with parents) is more
common among youth persistently reoffending
(22).The impact of recidivism on family
problems, e.g. parental skills, indicates that
intervention should not only focus on the
individual offender, but also on the family. The
findings on this issue are in line with previous
research that suggests that a multi-systemic
approach works in the prevention of recidivism
(33). The medium effect of the difference that
distinguishes recidivists from non-recidivists
refers to the function of the school. School is a
key domain to be considered in youth
development, one where early signs of future
delinquent behaviour may be evident. The
school domain includes poor investment and
commitment to school, early academic
difficulties  and/or  failure,  problematic
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W/WJIA HEYCIIEX, MPOOIEMATIHIHOTO OTHECYBAkhe Ha
VUYIIHIITE, JIOMOTO OJIHECYBAhEC M OCrameTo Off
yacoBu. VcTpakyBamara MOKaXyBaaT Jicka MJla-
JIUTE KOM TIPOJOJDKYBAAT Jia MpaBaT CEpHO3HH TIpe-
KpILIOIM CE COOYYBaaT CO CEPHUO3HH TUCIMIUTMHCKA
NPEAN3BHUIIM, KaKO M CO TPESAM3BUIIM BO OJHOC Ha
nocTuramara u yuemero (34). JleckpunrrsHaTa
aHaJIM3a TIOKKYBA JIeKa MITaJIMTE KOU UMaaT 1poo-
JIeM Ha YUIIMIITE CO Oerame 0] YacOBH, CYCIICH-
3UM, BKIyYyBamk€ BO paclpaBHH, KOPHUCTCHE
OpyXje ¥ KOM Pa3sMHCIyBaaT 3a HalyIUTame Ha
VUIIMIITETO, BO MPOCEK MMaar MorojieM Opoj mpe-
KPIIOIM 33 pa3inka o ocraHarute (35). Hammre
PE3YIITaTH Ce COBITaraaT Co OTKPHTHjaTa JieKa Clia-
OUTE TIOCTUTHYBAaWa CE MOBP3aHU CO PEIIHBU3-
MoT (29). HcTpakyBameTo mpesara aeka cnadure
MOCTUTHYBamba, OETameTo OJ1 YaCOBH U JIOLIOTO Of-
HECYBame BO YUWIIMHHUIIA CE MOTEHIMjaTHA MpET-
XOIHHUIIM 3a MITHO KPUMHHAIHO OfHecyBame (36).
Craburte akaJleMCKH TIOCTHTHYBara W HETATHBHU-
OT CTaB KOH YUMJIMIITETO C¢ MO3UTHBHHU IMPETCKa-
JKyBauH 3a IOBTOPHO NpaBerse mpecTart (37). Bapu-
jabnuTe TMOBpP3aHH CO JITYHOCTA M OAHECYBAHETO
Ha MaJIOJICTHHIIUTE TIOKa)Kaa HajMaJlo BIIMjaHKE Ha
pazmukata. OBaa CTyaWja UMa OTpaHUIyBama KOU
Tpeba Jia ce 3eMart MPEeNBHJL, & CHTE Ce TIOBP3aHU CO
(hakTOT neka MHCTUTYIMUTE BO bocHa u Xepiiero-
BHHA HEMaaT CIPOBENICHO JOBOJIHO HCTPAKyBarba
32 PEeLUIUBI3MOT Ha MAJIOJIETHUTE JICTTMKBEHTH IO~
paayr HEAOCTATOKOT Ha MHCTUTYIMH 3a UMILICMEH-
THpambe Ha Mepku. VIcTo Taka, OBa HCTpaXKyBarbe ce
(okycupa caMo Ha PEIUIHUBU3MOT BO TIEPHOJ OJT
TPH MECEIM TI0 3aBpIIyBAETO HA TPETMAHOT BO
JWCLMIUTMHCKUOT LEHTap, IITO € KPaToK MEpHON.
3Hauy, MOHATaMOLIHHUTE HCTPayKyBamba Tpeda Jia ce
(hoKycupaar Ha Meperme Ha TIOBTOPHOTO IPABEH:E
npecrarn Bo mononr nepuon. Mcro Taka tpeba aa
HCTaKHEME JIeKa 0Ba HCTPaKyBambe ce POoKycHpa Ha
opUIMjaTHA TOJATOIM 33 TOBTOPHO TPABEH-C
IpecTarl, IITO 3Ha4X JeKa He MOCTojaT MOAATOLH 32
CaMOTIPHjaBEeH! M O(ULIMjAITHO HENPHjaBEHH JEIH-
KBCHTHH OJTHECYBAha.

3aknyuox

3apaau 1enTa Ha HCTPaKyBameTo, O] CIIPOBEJie-
HOTO HCTpaXyBame M HMHTEpIIpeTalyjara Ha pe-
3yJTaTUTE MOXKE J]a Ce JIOHECaT CICAHHUTE 3aKITy-
YOLU: 110 PasriieAyBambeTO HA CUTE YETHUPH TTOJTH-
Ba TOBp3aHu co (a) yuunumauTe (aktopu, (0)
ceMejHUTe (aKTOpH, (B) aKTHBHOCTHUTE BO CIIO-
0O0JHOTO BpeMe W OTHOCHUTE CO BPCHHUIHTE H (T)
JNYHOCTa M OJJHECYBAFETO HAa MAJIOJICTHHIUTE,

behaviour in school, bad conduct, and truancy.
Research has suggested that youth who
proceed to serious offences experience
significant disciplinary, achievement, and
learning challenges in school (34). Descriptive
analyses demonstrated that youth who had
problems at school with truancy, suspensions,
getting into fights, using weapons, and who
considered dropping out of school tended to
have a higher average number of repeated
offences than those who did not (35). Our
results concur with findings that poor
academic  achievement correlates  with
recidivism. Poor academic achievement is a
striking predictor for delinquency recidivism
(29). Research suggests that poor academic
performance, truancy and bad conduct in the
classroom are all potential precursors for
future criminal behaviour (36). Low levels of
academic achievement and negative attitude
towards school are positive predictors of
reoffending (37). Variables related to the
personality and behaviour of juveniles showed
the smallest effect of difference.This study has
limitations that should be taken into account,
all of which related to the fact that there was
insufficient research conducted by institutions
of Bosnia and Herzegovina on the recidivism
of juvenile delinquents due to the lack of
institutions  for the implementation of
measures. Also, this research only focused on
recidivism in the period of three months after
completion of treatment in Disciplinary
Centre, which is a short period. Therefore,
further research should focus on measuring re-
offending with a larger time-span. We should
also note that this research focused on official
data about re-offending, so there is no data on
self-reported and officially non-reported
delinquent behaviour.

Conclusion

Given the aim of the research, the
implemented research and the interpretation
of the results, the following conclusions may
be drawn: after the observation of all four
areas related to (a) school factors, (b) family
factors, (c¢) spare time activities and peer
relationships and (d) personality and
behaviour of juveniles, it is evident
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OYHTJICJTHO € JIeKa PEIMBUIUCTOT MMa TIOMCTaK-
HaTH (PaKTOpH Ha PHU3HK IIITO BJIHjaaT Ha UCXOMOT
o TpeTMaHoT. Hajronemuot edekT Ha pasnukara
Ce OJHECYyBa Ha aKTUBHOCTHTE BO CJIIOOOTHOTO
BpeMe, COLlUjaI3alujaTra co BPCHUIUTE CO JCIIH-
KBCHTHO OJHCECYBalkE U q)YHKHI/IOHI/IpaH)eTO Ha
cemejcTBOTO. [IpocedHrnoT eekT Ha pasimkara e
HajOUYHTJIeIcH BO 00JIacTa Ha (PYHKIIMOHUPAHETO
Ha YYWJIMIIITE U ceMejHaTa cpenuna. Pesynrarture
0]l OBa UCTPAXyBamhe IMOKaKyBaaT Jieka Tpeda J1a
ce TIOCBETH MOCeOHO BHUMAaHKE HA OBHE BapHjad-
. OMIITO KakKaHo, JIMIaTa BO KpUMUHAJICH Pe-
IUBHM3aM C€ TPOOJeMaTHUeH JeNl OJN JIeIH-
KBEHTHaTa romynandja. OOM4HO THE ce ,,TBPJIO-
IJIaBU BO HUBHOTO HE3aKOHCKO OJIHECYBALE, M0~
MUHYBaaT HajToJIeM el OJl HUBHHOT XKHBOT BO
KOH(IIMKT CO colujaHuTe HOpMU. BakHO € na
ce ucTakHe (haKTOT JeKa MAJIOJICTHUYKUTE KPH-
MHUHATHH PEIUANBUCTH MaHU(ECTHPaaT Cepruo3-
HE (OPMHU Ha HAPYIIyBama BO OJHECYBAbETO, &
THE HE TOTEKHYBaaT OJf HHUTY ¢lHa 0Opa3oBHA
cpenvHa, ceMejcTBO wiH yuwuiire. ['ope HaBe-
JCHUTE BapujabiaM Ha pEIMIUBH3aM YKa)KyBaatr
Ha rotpebara Ja ce 3ajakHe Iporpamara 3a TpeT-
MaH ¥ aKTHBHOCTHUTE BO MOJIETO HAa CTPYKTyHpa-
e Ha CITOO0IHOTO BpEME Ha MAaJIOJICTHHTE, JIa Ce
3ajaKkHe paboTara Ha TOJIETO BO IO3UTHBHOTO OH-
pame Ha rpyraTta Ha BPCHUIIM U COLUjaI3aluja-
Ta CO BPCHUIM CO MNpU(ATINBO OIHECYBAaHbE,
Kako M Jia ce 3ajaKHe KOHTpOJIaTa U HaJ[30pOT Ha
MPUCYCTBOTO HA MAJOJICTHHUIIUTE HA PUIMIHU
MeCTa W J1a Ce BOCIIOCTaBH Iomo0pa copaboTka
Mery TUCHUIUIMHCKHOT IIEHTap U JAPyruTe odpa-
30BHH YCTaHOBHU CO IIeT J]a C€ HaMalll PU3BUKOT
O] MCKITy4yBame oJ] yumuinre. Cnabuot edexr
Ol TPETMaHOT Ha PEeMIUBHCTOT Hajlara oOpHY-
Barbe Ha MIOT0JIEMO BHUMaHHE Ha (PaKTOPHUTE T10-
BP3aHU CO KapaKTCPUCTUKUTE HA MPECTAITHHUIIUTE
KaKo €JICH OJ1 €JIEMEHTHTE Ha OJrOBOPHOCT IITO,
3a¢/IHO CO KApaKTCPHCTHKHTE Ha EKCIEePTUTE U
TPETMaHOT, MOXE JIa TMPHJIOHECe KOH HaMaTyBa-
b€ Ha PELUINBIN3MOT.

Kongparukm na unmepecu

ABTOpHTE H3jaByBaar AeKa HEMAaT KOH(IUKT
Ha MHTepecu

thatrecidivists have more pronounced risk
factors that influence the treatment outcome.
The largest effect of the difference is related
to spare-time activities, socialising with peers
with delinquent behaviour and family
functioning. The medium effect of difference
is the most prominent in the area of school
functioning and family environment. Results
of this research indicate that a special
attention needs to be devoted to these
variables. Generally speaking, persons in
criminal recidivism are a problematic part of
any delinquent population. Usually they are
“stubborn” in their unlawful conduct, having
spent most of their life in conflict with
societal norms. It is important to note the fact
that juvenile crime recidivists manifest severe
forms of behavioural disorders, and that they

are not rooted in any educational
environment, family or school. The
abovementioned variables of recidivism

indicate the need to empower the treatment
program and activities in the field of
structuring the spare time of juveniles, to
empower the work in the field of positive
selection of peer groups and socialisation
with peers with an acceptable behaviour, as
well as to strengthen the control and
surveillance of the juvenile’s presence at
risky places and to establish a better
cooperation between the Disciplinary Centre
and other educational institutions with an aim
of reducing the risk of expulsion from the
school. Weaker effectiveness of the
recidivists’ treatment suggests that more
attention should be paid to factors relating to
offenders’ characteristics as one of the
elements of responsiveness that, in addition
to characteristics of experts and treatment,
could contribute to the reduction of
recidivism.
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