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'I 

INTRODUCTION 

A sociological background study of Juvenile OfIenders was undertaken 

in Sout~ Australia during the period 1st July, 1972 to 30th June, 1973. 

Similar studies are being undertaken in Victoria and Queensland, ani 

these together form a pilot for a proposed nation-wide survey into the 

sociological background of the Juvenile Offenier. The project ' is being 

sponsored by the Criminology Research Council uni.er Research Grant 17 

of 19730 

The South Australian study was limited to those cases in which a 

Social Background Report ( .D.C.W. Form 566 - See Appendix 1) was pre­

pared. This Report is prepared by a Community Welfare Worker and 

contains questions relating to occupational status of both offender 

and parents 9 educational level, ethnic backgroum, family stability 

and personal health. The nature of the offence and the result of 

the appearance in a Juvenile Court or before a Juvenile Aid Panel 

were provided by a Departmental Officer. The information so ob­

tained on each juvenile was coded into a form which could then be 

included in a computerised statistical output of all offeniers for 

the desired period. 

Separate tables "Tere obtained for male and female offeniers ani 

for Juvenile Court and Juvenile Aid Panel .appearances. HO'l'TeVer, be­

cause of the non-statutory nature of the Social Background Report, a 

considerable volume of information remained unknown, and it was not 

possible to analyse the above categories separately. 

Using the computerised output, the following factors were in­

vestigated : 

1. Socio~economic status of the offender, as measured by -

.. 
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(a) Occupation and Income of Parents 

(b) Occupation and Income of Offender, if not a student 

(c) Size of Family 

20 Relationship of socio-economic factors to the result of the 

appearance in Juvenile Court or before a Juvenile Aid Panel 

3. Mobility of offender as measured by -

(a) Number of schools attended 

(b) Number of previous jobs 

4. Educational level of offender, taking into account number of 

years at school and degree of truancy 

5. Family stability and relationship to re-offending -

(a) Marital status of mother and father 

(b) Person wit h whom child is living 

(c) Po s ition of child in family 

(a) Ethnic or igi n of the offender and his parents 
~.;" ~-

(b) Per iod of residence in Australia, if not Australian-born 

No attempt has been made to investig-dte factors outside these terms 

of reference g but r ecommendations were made to i~~lude other factors 

in the event of the major studyo 

In addition, First Offenders were compared with Re-offenders. 

First Offenders were defined as having only one record of appearance 

in a Juvenile Court or before a Juvenile Aid Panel, whilst Re-Offenders 

were defined as having two or more records of appearance o Problems 

a~ose when defining these terms for offenders who had records of ap-

pearance before both Juvenile Courts and Juvenile Aid Panels. These 

offendel~ were counted twice in the output, once as offenders appear-

ing in Juvenile Courts and a second time as offenders appearing be-

fore Juvenile Aid Panelso There are approximately 50 children in 

this category, 104% of the sampleo 

2. 
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Where possible~ the results were compared with population figures 

obtained from the 1971 Census data on South Australia. This merely 

provided a cr~de statistical comparison. It would have been more 

desirable to compare the characteristics of the offending group with 

those of a control group of randomly selected juvenile non-offenders. 

Such a comparison was not possible in this survey because a control 

group was not within the terms of reference. In the event of the 

major study, it is strongly recommended that a control group be in­

cluded • 
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RESULTS 

There were 3,495 Juvenile Offenders with Social Background Reports 

out of a total of 4,978 offenders (70.2%) during the period 1st July, 

1972 to 30th June~ 1973, 22.1% of whom were girls ani 70.9% boys (see 

Table 1.1) ,- This constitutes 2.9% of the male juvenile population 

and 0.9% of the female juvenile population during that period. 

77.2% of this number were First Offenders and 22.8.% were ~ Re-offenders. 

44.6% appeared in Juvenile Courts and 55.4% appeared before Juvenile 

Aid Panels. 

Social Background Reports were not obtained in the case of minor 

offences such as; disorderly behaviour, hindering police, resisting 

arrest, under-age drinking, unlawfully on premises, unregistered 

firearms and minor traffic offences. 

Place of 

Table 1.1 

NUMBER OF JUVENILE OFFENDERS 

First 

1972-1973 
I 
I 

Appearance Sex Offenders Re-offenders Total 

Juvenile 
Court Girls 211 87 298 

) 1560 (44.6%) 
Boys 619 643 1262 

Juvenile 
Aid Panel Girls 466 8 474 

) 1935 (55.4%) 
Boys 1402 59 1461 

TOTAL 2698 (77.2%) 797 (22.8%) 13495 (100%) 
" , : 

1. Socio-economic Status of Offender 

(a) Occupation and Income of Parents 

Occupational status was classified into 3 categories - high 

medium and low, and incomes were grouped into below average, 

average arid above average . An explanation of these categories 

and others discussed in the results is given in Appendix 2. 

62.6% of the fathers of all offenders occupy low status jobs 

(see Table 1.2)0 This is comparable to the percentage of 

male.s with low status jobs in South Australia (62.8%), 

(Table 1.3). However, in the community, 3204% of male oc-

cunations can be classified as bein~ hi~h or medium status. 

. ..; 
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5. 

yet of fathers of offenders, only 2205% are so classified, 

a difference of 9.9%. 

The Chi-square 2 x n test was used to compare the chara,~ter-

istics of First Offenders with those of Re-offenders. When 

applied, the results are given at the bottom of the table. 

First Offenders and Re-offenders differ significantly with 

respect to the occupational status of their fathers. 

Father s of Re-offenders are under-represented in higher 

status jobs by 8.4%, but equally represented in low status 

jobs. 

Table 1.2 

OCCUPATIONS OF FATHERS OF OFFENDERS 

First 
Status of Job Offender s % Re-offenders % Total % 

'"'-

High 286 
) 64 ) 350 ) 24.4 16.0 22.5 

Medium 371 64 435 
Lov~ 1692 62.7 497 62.4 2189 62.6 

Unemployed 35 1.3 23 2.9 58 1.-7 

Unknown 314 11 06 149 18 .. 7 463 13. 2 

TOTAL 2698 iOO 797 100 3495 100 
-~ 

Chi- squa re = 27.3 on 3 degrees of freedom l.d . f.) 

Significant at 001 % level 

Table 103 

1971· CENSUS DA'lIA ON OCCUPATIO NAL STATUS 

Occupa tional Status Mal es % Femal es % Total %~=t 
High 54, 807 

) 32.4 
26,619 

) 21 .. 8 
81,426 ) 26.51 

Medium 52 9 092 I 64,242 116,334 
! 

Low 207 9451 62.8 55,1 68 13.3 262,619 35 . 2 i 
Unemployed 4,682 1.4 3,673 0.9 8,355 1.1 

Household - - 260 9 271 62.6 260,271 34.9 

Inadequately 
descr ibed 11 ,132 3.4 6,057 1.4 17,189 2.3 

TOTAL 330,164 100 416, 030 100 746,194 100' 

Students 146,265 134,195 280,460 

TOTAL 58 6, 051 5879656 1,173,707 
,~ 



6. 

Since the prevision of informat ion for the Social Background Re-

port is not obligatory, there are a consid.erable number of unknown 

values in the data (father's occupation is unknown in 13.2% of all 

cases). This may act as a source of bias in the analysis since 

the ~istribution of these non-responses across the socio-economic 

scale is itself unknown. A cut-off point of 25% was used, whereby 

any tables containing more than this number of unknowns were re-

jected. 

Whereas 62.6% of the adult female population of South Australia 

are reporteQ as being engaged in household duties, only 55.9% 

of the mothers of offenders are so classified, R difference of 

6.7% (see Table 1.4). Similarly, the mothers of Fil~t Offenders 

are more l ikely to be at home than are the mothers of Re-

offenders , the difference here is 11.2%0 

Of females within the workforce, the mothers of offenders are 

over--represented in 10VT status and under-represented in high 

status jobs by 6~6% and 3.9% respectively. This effect is also 
T. 

seen , .. hen comparing mothers of Re-offenders and mothers of First 

Offenders (8. 5% and 20 gfo respec tively) o' In the case of single 

parent families , reo-offending also appears to be related to the 

holding of relatively low status positions by the parent (see 

Table 1.5). 

Table 1.4 

OCCUPATIO NS OF MOTHERS OF OFE'ENDERS 
-a.~,;",~ 

Occupational First 
Status Offenders 

-
High 150 ) 
Medium 351 

Low 485 

Household 1578 

Unknown 134 

TOTAL I 2698 
J ---

Chi-square = 39.4 on 3 d.f. 

Significant at 001% level 

% Re-offenders 

18,,6 
31 ) 
94 

18.0 211 

5805 377 

409 84 

100 797 

% Total 
,-

181 
15.7 

445 

2605 696 

4703 1955 

1005 218 

100 3495 

-, 

) 

% 
~" . 

17.9 

19.9 

55.9 

6.3 

100 



Table 105 

OCCUPATIONS OF SINGLE PARENTS OF OFFENDERS 

Occupational First 
Status Offenders 

High 24 

Medium 43 
Low 195 

Household 97 
Unknown 33 

TOTAL 392 

Ch1-square = 10.5 on 3 d.f. 

Significant at 005% level 

% Re-offenders % 

60 1 4 2.4 

11 .0 15 9.0 

49.7 112 67.1 

24 08 33 19.7 

8.4 3 1.8 

100 167 100 

Total 

28 

58 

307 

130 

36 

559 

There were too many unknown incomes to permit statistical 

analysis of income characteristics of offenders' parents, 

hovlever, it seems that a high percentage of known incomes 

are below average and this is in keeping with the high pro-

7. 

% 

5.0 

10.4 

54.9 

23.3 

6.4 

100 

portion of low status jobs held by the group (see Table 1.6). 

Table 106 

INCOMES OF PARENTS OF Ofl'ENDERS 

First 
Incomes Offenders % Re-offenders % 

Fathers Below Average 474 17.(; 343 43.1 

Average 143 5.3 79 9.9 

Above Average 68 2.5 21 2.6 

Unknm.m 2013 74.6 354 44.4 .. 
, TOTAL 2698 100 797 100 

r10thers Below Average 1708 63.3 590 74.0 

Average : l3 0'cr5 2 0.3 

Above Average - - 1 0.1 

Unknown 977 36.2 204 25.6 

TOTAL 2698 100 797 100 -Single Below Average 185 4702 102 61.1 
Parents Average 11 20 8 8 4.8 

Above Average 7 1.8 3 1.8 

Unknown • 189 48.2 54 32.3 

TOTAL 392 100 167 100 

.. 



In summaryp it can be seen that parents of offenders and in 

particularp of Re- offenders tend to be over-represented in 

low status jobs and under- represented in high status jobs by 

comparison to general population standards. 

Similarlyp the mothers of offenders and particularly of Re-

offenders, tend to be in the workforce to a greater extent 

than do women generally. It is stressed however, that a 

more statistically valid comparison would be parents of 

non~delinquent childrenp rather than total population 

characteristicso 

(b) o.ccupatior~ and Incomes of Offenders 

Whereas 6903% of all offenders are students (see Table 1.7) 

a significantly large difference emerges "'hen First Of-

fenders are compared ",ith Re-offenders, 79.3% vs 35.3%. In 

the non-student grOUP9 52.5% of offenders occupy low status 

jobs and 32'% are unetnployed, and once again rr.arked dif-

f erene;es exist betwe en First Offenders and Re- offenders; 

the latter are over-represented in the unemployed category 

by 140 1% and under~represented by 9.9% in the high job 

status category. 

Table 1.7 
OCCUPATIONS OF OFFENDERS 

8. 

- --------.-...... . ~~-
,-__ .s 

I Firs t \ l Occupational 
Status ' Of~e~~% . ... ---. .. ~. 

,- High 
) . 1808 

l\1edium 96 

Low 308 - 5502 

Unemplo;)'ed 141 2503 

~ 
Unknown 4 007 --

TOTAL 558 100 --- -- , 

Students 2140 ) 79 .3 
TOTAL 2698 

Chi- square = 3608 on 3 d.f. 

Si'gnificant at 001 % level 

Re- offenders % Total I % ~ i 
4 13 ) ! 1401 ) 809 

! 42 138 

256 49 06 564 52.5 

203 39.4 344 32.0 

11 2.1 1 5 1 .4 
516 100 1074 100 

281 ) 2421 ) 69.3 3503 
797 3495 
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$$20 

More 

or 

33.4% of workine offenders earn $20 per week or less and 

46.4% earn above $20 per week (see Tabl~ 1.8). Comparing 

First Offenders with Re-offenders, 2.7% more First Of­

fenders earn above $20 and 12.5% more Re-offenders earn 

below $20. Often, when a child is living-in, money is 

deducted from his wages, so that the recorded income is 

lower than his actual earnings. A more satisfactory 

method of recording incomes is being developed. 

Table 1.8 

I NCOME OF WORKING OFFENDERS 

First 
Offenders % Re-ofienders % Total -less 153 27.4 106 39.9 359 

than $20 266 47.7 232 45.0 498 
. , 

% 

33.4 

46.4 

Unknown 139 24.9 78 15.1 217 20.2 

TOTAL 558 

Chi-square = 9.7 on 1 dof. 

. Significant at .01% level 

100 516 100 1074 100 

To summariseg,offenders and in particular re-offenders, are 

more frequently represented in the lower socio-economic 

groups than in those higher up the scale, as is the case 

with their parents. In additiong First Offenders are more 

frequently students and less frequently unemployed than Re-

offenders. 

(c) Size of Fami~ 

The number of children in the families of offenders was com-

pared with corres ponding population figures (Table 1.9) and 

a significant difference was recorded 

(a) In the overall population, 15.6% of families have only 

1 child, however, 2.1% ~f offenders are only children 

(2) 10.2% of families in the population have 2, 3 or 4 

children, whereas 49.2% of offenders belong to 

families of that size 

9. 



(3) 14.2% of families in the population have 5 or more 

childreng whereas 46.4% of offenders belong "to 

families of that size. 

Thus the majority of offenders come from large families. 

Re-offending is also occurring in large families, as 15.8% 

more Re-offenders than First Offenders belong to families 

of 5 or more children. 

Table 1.9 
SIZE OF FAMILY 

Size of family was unknown for 89% of offenders appearing 

before Juver~le Aid Panels, thus this analysis was re-

stricted to offenders appearing in Juvenile Courts. 

10. 

~. -- ~-
Ho. of.' Children 

in 'Pamily 
First I Population 

Offenders 7& Re-offenders % Total % Data (%) --1·-'~ 
~r .. -. 

2·- 4 

5 - 10 
11 or more 

tJnknow'n 

TOTAL 

19 

469 

312 ) 
12 

18 

830 

2.3 

56e5 

39.0 

2.2 

I 100 - . 
Chi-squaro = 41.4 on 3 d.f. 

Significant at .01% level 

I 
14 

299 

378 
22 

17 . 
730 

"".,.."., 

1.9 33 2.1 15.6 

4LO 768 49.2 70.2 

) 
690 ) 46 0 4 

14.1 
54.8 

34 0.1 

2.3 35 2.3 
~r-1560 

="'"'.r-...... ~ 
100 100 

2 • .. Relatio!"phip of Socio-economic Fadol's to the Reaul t of the Appearance 

The result of the appearance in a Juvenile Court br before a 

Juvelule Aid Panel was examined in relation to the occupation 

of the offender and his parents. Sufficient data was avail-

able to er..able separa te analysis of boys and. girls, anelof 

Juvemle Court a.nd JUvenil~;':·_A~d. :Panel appearances. 

Results of Juvenile Court and Juvenile Aid Panel appearances 

fall into the following categories : 
",' 

.-
Juvenile Court : Bond 

Bond and Supervision 

Care and Control (c/c) 
c/c with Ancilliary Committal 

Dismissed 

.~r. 

J 

""' . . 



Juvenile Aid Panel 

vlarn:i.ng and Counselling 

Undertaking by Child ' 

Undertaking by Parent 

Undertaking by Child and Parent 

Undertaking-by Child & Parent & Supervision 

Warning & Counselling, with Voluntary 
Youth Counselling 

2.1 Boys !EPearing in Juvenile Courts 

Results of a ppearances are distributed approximately as 

follows ( see Table 2 0 1)= 

Bond (15%) 

Bond and Supervision p Fine (25% each) 

Care and Control, Care and Control with Ancilliary Committal 

and Dismissed ( 10% each) 

Resul ts vary significantly accordi n g to the occupa tional 

status of the father. The low status group has 3% more 

Care and Control orders and '705% more Anc i lliary Committa ls, 

\-,hereas the higher status g"roup has 4.5% more Bonds, 5.5% 

more Fines and 106% more Dismissals. This difference is 

also apparent when the status of the mother's occupation 

is considered. 

In relation to the offender's occupation? Care and Control 

orders are more prevalent in the unemployed ani student 

groups ~ the unemployed r ecai ving by far the largest num-

ber of Ancilliary Committals. Unlike the statistics on 

parents 9 Bonds and Fines "mre incurred more frequently in 

the low status group 9 but Dismissals are again more pre-

va l ent in the high status groupo 

11. 



Table 201 

BOYS APPEARING IN JUVENILE COURTS 

!iJ_ g 'h & 

Result of Appearance ~1edium 
-

Bond 42 

Bond and Supervision 67 

Care and Control 16 

C/C Ancilliary Committal 11 

Dismissed 35 

Fine 73 

Other 2 

TOTAL 24 6 

15 0 6% of oc cu.pations u nknovm 

. Chi - square = 1704 on 6 d of 0 

Significant at 001% l evel 

,.::~~~-: ~ .... ~~~ 

Result of Hi gh & , 
Appearance MEdium % 
~~~-

Bond 39 '1 8 0 0 

Bond & Super-
vision 6.2 2806 

Care & Cont r ol 18 80 ~5 

C/ C Ancilliary 
CommiH al 9 40 2 

Di smissed 27 1204 

Fine 60 2706 

Other 2 0 09 
TO TAL , 21 7 't OO 
ol " . , - " . , 8,, 8}o of o C:c~lpat ..LO ns I1T.KnOWn 

% 

1701 

2702 

605 

405 

1402 

2907 

008 

100 , 

-

I L::)w 

48 

84 

30 

41 

39 
76 

11 
.. , 

329 

t of- lHigh Ii ~ .a~~ -=.=% Resul 
Appear 

Bond 7 11 07 73 150 7 

uper= Bond & S 
vi sian '10 1607 95 2004 

'ontr ol Care & C 

c/e Anci 
Co 

Dismisse 

Fine 

Other 

lliary-
mmittal 

d 

TOTAJ..J 

5 

-
14 
~J, 

3 

60 

803 17 307 

= 24 502 

2303 49 10 0 5 

1
3500 199 4208 

r.- 0 8 107 I J o 

! , -100 4 65 -: 00 

Low % 

122 1409 

204 2409 

78 905 

98 1200 

103 1206 

198 . ~~402 

1 6 109 

819 100 

House-
% hold 

14 06 89 

2505 140 

901 58 

1205 76 

11.9 '(8 

2301 156 

303 8 ---100 605 

, 
Unem- ~ ployed % 

'422F 

27 1201 

49 2109 

30 1304 

59 2603 

9 I 4 0 0 

44 19 0 6 

6 207 

224 1 00 ~ -

12. 

Total % 

164- 1 ~04 

271 2504 

94 808 

109 10.2 

138 13 00 

271 2505 

18 107 

1065 100 
"""'"' 

- ; 

% Total % 
1407 176 15. 3 

2301 286 24-08 

906 106 902 

12 06 126 11.0 

1209 144 12.5 

25 0 8 292 25.4 

103 21 108 

100 1151 100 

%r;:;r;-r St udent 
. . , .••. ,,"''', ..... 

79 1507 186 ; 1409' 

154 30 0 6 308 24.6 

73 1405 125 10.0 

62 12 .. 3 145 11.6 

87 1703 159 12.7 

143 8 0 6 307 2405 . _. 

5 LO 22 1 .7 

503 1 100 1252 100 ---



202 Girls Appearing in Juvenile Courts 

A similar pattern was observed for girls appearing in 

Juvenile Courts (see Table 2.2) . However , Dismissals are 

approxima tely 20% more frequent among girls than boys, and 

fines are approximately 12% less frequent . 

Table 2.2 

GIRLS APPEARING IN JUVENILE COURTS 

a. ~ather's Occupation 

Result of Appearance' High & 
I-1edium 

Bond 9 

Bond and Superv:!,.s ion 14 

Care and Control 1 

c/c Ancilliary Co mmittal 4 

Dismissed 30 

Fine 

Other 

9 
~ 

TOTAL 67 
--~ 

1508% of occupations unknovm 

Chi:"'square ::: 17.4 on 5 doL 

Significant at .01% level 

b o Nother ' s Occt~ation - ------- -- -_. 
o ' __ ...... a: .. 

Result of Appearance High & 
Hedium 

% Low 

13 .. 4 18 

20.,9 42 

1 05 ! 32 

600 19 

44,,8 46 

1304 25 

- 2 

100 184 

~~ Lo'!}! : % -=-
Bond 3 6.7 10 12.2 

-. 
Bond and Supervision 14 3101 1 6 1905 

Care and Control 7 15 05 11 13p4 .. 
c/c Anc:\lliary Co mmittal - - 14 17.1 , ' -

Dismissed 13 2809 20. 24.4 

Fine 8 1708 11 1304 

Other - - - ~ 

TOTAL 45 100 82 100 
--- ' ~~,--

" 8.7% or occupatlons unknovrn 

% Total 

90 8 

22.8 

1704-

10.3 

25. 0 

1306 

1.1 

100 

~~f.tl'.t;, 

27 

56 

33 

23 

76 

34 
2 

25" 

, 

10.8 

2203 

13.1 

9.2 

1305 

i m? n .... -(.b.U'iiII 

~ 
l~ 

House-
hold % Total .. . "" 

17 11.7 30 

29 20.0 59 

21 14-05 39 , 
9 602 23 

48 33.1 81 

19 13.1 38 

2 104 2 

145 100 272 

13~ 

:&'1'~ 

~ 

~~ 
11 . 0 I 
21..7 

1',.31 
8.5 

29 .8 

14.0 

0.7 

100] 



14. 
. . . . .. ~ ...... -- '~"',~Z~--~::b-:~;r-' 

Iunem~ 
s tudent l' % 

. ~ ... _ ... 4.\", 

Resul t: of High &[;] 
Appearance j Med ium , % Low % ployed % Total % ..-
Bond 3 409 4 1308 13 1501 14 1105 34 11.4 
Bond & Super-

vision 'j '7: 
./ 2103 6 200'7 20 2303 24 19.7 63 21 .1 

Care & Control 4 606 3 1003 12 14 00 24- 1907 43 14,.4 . 
C/C Ancilli ary 

Committal 3 409 1 305 1 6 18 .6 10 8,,2 30 10.1 
Dismissed 22 3601 6 2007 1 6 1806 42 340 4 86 28.9 
Fine 15 24 06 9 310 0 8 903 8 605 40 13.4 
Other 1 106 =. ~ 1 101 -' ,, ;',;; - 2 0.7 ;- - .. --' TOTAL 61 100 

l 
29 100 86 '100 122 100 298 . 

No unknown occupations 

203 BoY£!E.Lari!?;{LQ~for§:....~~~e njle Aid Pane ls 

Results of Juve r.ile Ai d Pa ne l appearances ( for bo t h boys and girls) 

are distributed app:r.oxi mai:ely as follol'lS (see Table 203) 

Warning and Counselling (80%) 

Unde rtaking by Child (15%) 
Und'?: :t;taking by Paren t g Undertaking by Child & Parent ( vTi th or 1vith­

out supe rvision) ~ Warnin g and Counselling - Voluntary Youth 
Counselling ( tot.s,l of 57~ ) '. 

No re f I'equent: Undertaki ng by Child and l ess f r equent Warning a nd 

Counsell i ng' vias obse r ved in the lower status and unemployed groups 

t han i n higher status gcoupfi p but this differe nce was not signifi-

cant o .... 

Tabl e 203 

BOYS APPEARI NG BEFORE .TUVENILE AID PAlJELS 

l1es ul t of Appeara.r lce =IliJ.gn (l; 

,.. '. M~.ium~~ r-------,---' ---------
vla:cn:ing & Cou J.lsE:l1 

Undertaking -, Chi] 

Undertaking C~ Pare 

U ndertakingbChilM 

U ndertaking~Ch:nd~ 

ing ·300 

d 38 
,nt 4 
,Pa:cent '7 
,ParEOmt 

and Super,ri sior: ! 1 
itT & C < •• VYC 5 

TO TAL 355 

% 
8405 
1007 

101 

2 00 

0 0 3 
L4 

100 

90 i/o . of·~<7~~~adol1S '..lnknovTn 

Chi~squaI'\,? :::: 507 on 4 do f 0 

lbt significant at 005% level 

~ LC>'~ 
7 66 79 . 7 lGi66 81.0 
150 15 0 6 188 1403 

7 007 11 0~8 

20 201 27 2.1 

2 0 0 2 3- 0 .,2 
16 · .......... ,-, 107 21 1.6 

961 100 1316 i 00 

100 



15. 

b. Mother's Occupation 

Result of Appearance High & House-
Medium % Low % hold % Total % 

Warning & Counse lling 214 83.6 153 77.7 763 80.0 11)0 80.3 

Undertaking-Child 30 11 .7 35 17.8 144 15.1 209 14 .8 I 
Undertaking-Parent 3 1.2 - - 8 0 .8 11 0.8 

Undertaking-Child-Parent 1 0 .4 7 3.5 24 2.5 32 2.3 

Undertaking-Child-Parent 
and Supervision - - - - 3 0 .3 3 0.2 

W & C - VYC 8 3.1 2 1.0 13 1.3 23 1.6 ,,. .. 
TOTAL 256 1 00 197 100 955 100 1408 1 00 

.~~'" 

3 .. 6% of occupa~ions unknown 
j 

c. Offender ' s :Occupation 

:' _-A_~-p_e-:~~~;~!~n~~ __ -;~~~~~~-~-!-f_-~_-u~"'.~""~-%-'-L-O"'~+;'~' ""-%-o-""'-~-~-~y-m-"'ed-. !--%-o-T'-S-t-::'-d_""e-::-:-Il-,._-r-~_~L-:-.. o-t-a"'l--J~:.) 
vlarning & \i 

Counselling 9 81.8 51 81.0 : 15 75 .. 0 1089 f. 79.7 1164 , 7907 ~j" 

Undertaking- V, 

Child 2 18.2 12 19.0 5 25.0 204 14.9 223 15 03Ir,' 

Undertaking-
Parent - - - - - - 13 1.0 13 0.9 . 

~ 
Undertaking­
Child-Parent 

Undertaking­
Child-Parent-­
Supervis ion 

\'l&C-VYC 

TOTAL 

I 
33 2.4 33 2.2 ~ 

~ d 
! ~ 
11 

3 0.2 3 0.2 n 
- - - - .- 25 1 ~ 8 25 R 1 ., 7 ~ 

r-~-:----l-""'1-0--0~-63~-1 """OO""~,,""~~' ---1 O-0~"""""'1-3-6-'7"";~II-~O~ 
No unknown occupations 

2 .. 4 Girls AlU2faring before Juv®ile Aid Panels 

As in the case of boys appearing in Juvenile Courts , results 

vary significantly according to the occupat ional status of the 

father. The low status group received more Undertaking by 

Child penal ties and less Warning and Counselling (see Table 

2.4). This i s also apparent in relation to the occupation of 

offenders and their mot hers. 
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Ta ble 204 

GIRLS APPEAR I NG BEFORE JUVEnILE AID PAllliLS 

a o Fa t her's Occupation -
. ;. . 

Result of Appearance I High & 
Med i um 

Warning & Cou nselling 103 

Undertaki ng - Child 8 

Undertaking - Parent 1 

Undertaki ng-Child-Parent 3 

Underta.king~Child-Pare nt 
and Supervision -

w & C - VYC 2 

TOTAL 11 7 

15 .6% of occupations unknown 

Chi-square = 8. 0 on 2 d.f. 

Significant at .05% level 

b . 1I1other ' s Qccupat~9.E:. 

% Low' % 
88.0 216 7603 

608 50 17.7 

0 09 2 0.7 

2 06 8 2.8 

- 1 0 .4 

1.7 6 2.1 

100 283 100 

Tota l % 
319 79.7 

58 14.5 

3 0.8 

11 2.7 

1 0 .3 

8 2 . 0 

400 100 

IRe;ill~;;:;~::-

h;;;;;T.ng&~)U·nse iling 

Unde rtaking - Child 

Undert a king .- Pare nt 

";lgrl~' ~~. Mt~·~"~Tou.·se-ihl~·II4""l·~~. · · · 

r~~2:::,-tl-I_'f_°--l_L~o ... w-+J: ~~_..1 __ L=al 
90 t 8304 68 77.3 196 78 .4 354 

9 8 0 3 1415.9 39 15.6 62 

3 1. 2 3 
Unclert aking-Chi l d-.. Pal'elr!; 4 3. 7 4 4.6 7 2 . 8 15 
Uncle rtaking-Child-·Pare nt ' 

0. 4 2 

10 

16. 

0 . 7 

I 3 04 

0 .5 I ') ? 
(_ 0 t.... 2.2 1 4 ' 1.6 

~§I~o :E~~ 
a nd su. porV;.j_.Sion l4... 0.

9 
-

VI & C - VYC . 4 • 3 0 7 2 

L __ ~~ ___ ":OTA~ ~~ 
5. Cj}0 of occupations unkno~m 

c. ~ffender ' s Occupation 

I:r: 
_ ..... 

TotaT-l ·Result of High & I Unem-
Ned i um % I Low · % Appearance ployed r~ Student % 
~.---- ~ . .. ... ,.. 1"-"--................. - ... ""'" 

\'larning & D 

Counse lling 11 84.6 6 60.0 I 10 71.5 343 78.5 370 78 .1 

U ndertaking- , 

Child 2 , 15.4 3 ]50 . 0 ~ 2 14.3 66 15" 1 73 1 5.4 

Undertaking-
, 

Pare nt = ~ ... ~ - ~ 4 0 .9 4 0 .8 
, 

Undertaking-
Child.·~Parent - ~ 1 10 . 0 1 7 '1 ' . , 13 3. 0 15 3.2 

Undertaking~ 

Child-Pare nt-
Supervision - - • - - - - 2 0.5 2 0 .4 

W&C - VYC -
= 

= - ~ 1 701 9 2. 0 10 2.1 , 

TOTAL 13 100 10 100 14 100 437 100 474 100 -No unknown occupatlons 



In summary? it appears that offenders from low socio-economic 

backgrounds receive harsher penalties than those from families 

higher up in the socio-economic scale. This does not neccs-

sarily imply that Juvenile Courts and Juvenile Aid Panels are 

discriminating beh-leen off'enders since other factors could be 

responsible for the apparent difference. One possibility is 

the choice to invoke legal representation which might be 

reasonably argued to be a characteristic response of the 

upper end of the socio-economic scale. Another possibility 

is that the behaviour for vlhich the offender is being charged 

varies in s erious ness accor ding to his background. In short, 

the l ow sta tus offender may r eceive the harsher penalty be-

cause he has committed the more serious anti-socia l act and/ 

01' has declined l egal representat ion. Neither of these pos-

sibilit ies have been investigated in this study and it i s 

recommended that they form a part of the major study. 

Mobili 'by of Offenders r:- " _, ____ " __ _ 

There i s a significant degree of mobil i ty a mo ng offenders as 

measured by the number of schools attended and the number of 

previous jobs . This is more marked in the lie-offending group. 

(a ) Number of $ehools Attended g 

760 7% of offenders have reached s econdary school~ and the 

maj ority of these would have attended at least 2 schools. 

Hovmver? 2804% have attended 3 schools and 31.5% (almost a 

third ) have attended 4 or more schools (see Table 3.1), in-

dicating a significant degree of mobility among offenders. 

This is more marked among Re- of fenders than Firs t Offenders , 

since 60 8% more of the former have attended 3 or more 

schools . 

17. 
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T.able 301 

NUMBER OF SCHOOLS ATTENDED 

Number of schools attended was unknown for 96.7% of offenders 

appeari ng before Juvenile Aid Panels, thus this analysis was 
I 

restricted to offenders appearing in Juvenile Courts o 
::~\ 

No. of Schools First 
Attended Offenders % Re-Offenders % Total % 

~. :.101-...... ~~ . 

1 34 4.1 18 2.5 52 3.3 

2 278 3305 203 27.8 481 30.8 

3 222 26 0 8 221 30.3 443 28.4 

4, 5 or 6 214 2508 202 27.'7 416 ) 31.5 
7+ 35 4.2 41 5.6 76 

UnknO'l·m 47 5.6 

7;_~_J-l~L_~~b TOTAL 830 100 -I 
""" .. . 

Chi- square = 10.9 on 4 dof. 

Significant at 005% l evel 

(b) Nurober of Previous Jobs : 

6903% of a ll offenders are students. In the non-student 

group, 27 0 6% have had 2~ 3 or 4 j obs and 1402% have had 

5 or more jobs ( see Tabl e 302 ). 32% of this non-student 

group are unemployedo 

Table 302 

1~MBER OF PREVIOUS JOBS 
~,\'NIlftI:n1i1''''-~ r-AI l 1 

o~ % : 
0 285 2605 I 

1 195 18. 2 
! 

2v ::> or 4 296 27~6 

5 or more 152 1402 

Unknovm 146 13.5 
TOTAL 1074 100 

Students 2421 
) , 

69.3 
TOTAL 3495 - . 

Within the non-student group, 344 (32%) are unemployed. 

Chi~square = 63 02 on 3 dof 0 

Significant ~t .01% level 

18. 
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4. Educational Level of Offenders 

(a ) Number of years at School 

The level of schooling reached by a l l offenders was a very 

significant factor. (F-ratio, using a two-way class Analys i s 

of Varianc~9 was 9.0 , significant at .01% level) . Approxi m­

a tely two·~·thirds ( 68.2%) reached l ower secondary grades, viz ., 

1stp 2nd or 3rd years ( see Table 4. 1) . The next l a r gest 

group is upper primary ( Grades 5 , 6 or 7), (1 8 .3%) followed 

by upper secondary (4th or 5th years ), (8 . 5%). 

Ther~ was no significant difference in the educational 

level reached by the 4- grcups of offender:::; boys appeari ng 

i n Juvenile Courts, girls appearing in Juvenile Courts, boys 

appearing before Juveni le Aid Panels and girls appearing 

before Juvenile Aid Panels (F-ratio "laS 2.3 9 not significant 

Table 401 

~ 
T,r.;Y.E.lk ~"J.;mLC. 

j Juvenil e Juveni 
'. Educa tional Court Ai d Pa ne l 

Level ~r;.7'O.-~f'~ --Girls Boys Girls All % 
Offender s 

\ ------ t~~~-t-' -----*"", -~"""'; 

Special School 4 35 = 53 1.-5 

LO 'l'/'er Primary 1 15 18 I Upper Pr i mary I 24 127 77 

95 207 

640 18.3 

Lo wer Se co ndary 
I 

209 I 888 359 

61 

412 

928 

37 

2384- 68.2 

Upper Secondary 57 184 18 296 8.5 

Tertia ry 

Unknovm 

. 

~ 1 ~ 1 

3 12 2 .' 
"" ' .. _"", ~~.m':'~.~ 

TOTAL I 298 1262 474 I , 

(b) Degree of Truancl. g 

Truancy occur r ed frequently among student offenders, 

more so iri the case of Re-offenders. 65o~foof Re-

offenders truanted compared to 17.7% of First Of­

f enders , a l a r ge difference of 48 0 1% ( see Table 4.2 ) . 

'llruancy was also cons iderably more frequent among of-

fenders a ppoaring in Juvenile Courts than amon~ those 

'1 

19. 
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Place of 
Appear-

ance 

Juvenile 
Court 

J'uvenile 
Aid. 

. Panel -
••• j , 

20. 

appearing before Juvenile Aid Panels, particularly 

so for Re-offenders o 

Table 402 

TRUANCY 
J"",?",," - . .. ,.,.'t1l_ ...... - ·--~--"l 

First Offe nders; Re- Offenders Tota l . 

No . of No. of Noo of bro. of No . of No. of --"' .... ~' 

Sex 'fruants Students % Truants iStudents % Truants Students % 
.... - -- "~''''' 

Girls 27 94 28.,7 22 28 7806 49 122 40.2 , 

.. Boys 94 304 30 0 9 156 191 81.7 250 495 50 . 5 

. Girls 73 429 i 7.0 - 8 - 73 437 16.71 
Boys 185 1313 1401 7 54 11 ,,9 I 192 1367 14 . 1 

~ 

.. 281- , w65:;-'1564-- . _ ""'J""_"'~ ·23:3·1 TOTAL 379 I 2140 17.7 . 185 2421 
• """~, ... ~~ ... ,,,, f 

. I _.EI ~~ . ' , 

50 Family Stabili ~L~d. Relati0!2-!o Re-offending 

(a ) Marital status of Mother and Father : 

77.6% of fath ers arl!i '/8.1% of mothers of offenders are married 

( see Table 5.1)0 The percentage of separated fathers ani 

mothers aro 9.1% and 9.0% respectively. Only a small percent-

.ag~ C\!'e s ingle p divorced p ,-rido,red p deceased or defacto. The 

marital statu s of the parents of First Offeni!ers varies con-

siderably from that of the par ents of He-'offenders . A much 

s~al1er proportion of the latter are mDTried (the d.iffEH'ence 

is 16.3% i n the case of fathers and 15. 5% for mothers). HO.i-

ever, Re-offenders are olTer-~represented in all of the other 

categories 9 more noticeably in the casss of separated parents 

(by 4.8% for fathers and by 4.4% for mothers ) i deceased 

parents (by 2.5% for fathers and by 2.7% for mothers), and 

divorced parents ( by 2 0 6% for fathers and by 204% for mothers ). 
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Table: 502 

MARITAL STATUS OF PARENTS 

Fi.rst i 
Of fendf.'rs % Re-offenders % Total % 

Single 6 0 0 2 10 1.3 16 0.5 

Married 2'; 94 8103 518 65.0 2712 77.6 

~~rriedJSeparat ed 215 8 0 0 102 12.8 317 9.1 
Divor ~ ed 90 303 47 5.9 137 3.9 
WidOvled 3" , I 104 28 3.5 65 1.9 

Dafaet o 14 0 0 5 25 3.1 39 1.1 

Deceased 'i29 4 08 58 7.3 187 5.3 
Unknown 13 0 0 5 ' 9 1. 1 I 22 I 0.6 

~--'not~~ ~ooD:ThD~~oo:J TOTAL . 2693 ; 100 ) 797 
, -

Chi-square = 12201 on 6 dofo 

Highly significant 

}i'lrs t 
Offf::nder ,::\ 

-
% % % r ~:~~~~:nde:~ I Tota l 

-~~.,JIt'j 'r----"""'- :--6 Si ngle 0 02 2 0.3 8 0 

Married 2201 8 'l 06 527 f)6 0 1 2728 78 
Married/Separated 217 8 00 99 12 04- 316 9 
Divorced ' , 89 30) 45 5. 7 134 3 
Wi do \ved 117 403 53 606 170 4 
Defacto 18 o ,-, 

' 0 ! 30 3.7 48 1 
Deceased 42 1.6 34 4.3 76 2 
Unknown 8 0 0 3 '7 0.9 15 0 r 

~~-~ -- '--rOb ._~_m 
TOTA.L 2698 ~ 0", 

• -~,~~~~=,~~ -~~~ 
~, " ' . 

Chl.-,square == 11 i 0 b on 6 d. 0 f 0 

Highly Significant: 

66 0 6% of off('!nders live with both of their n a tura l 

parents p ( see Table 502)p althou gh 78% of parents are 

married p e. difference of 1104%. The next largest 

group live with a single pa,rent ( 1 6. W~) 0 14. 3% live 

with a parent and step - pareIlt p parent and d efacto ~ 

fo s t er pare nts p relatives or independent ly. Hi ghly 

sigr.Li.f'ir>ant differ'ences exist between First Offenders 
, . 

a nd Re-'offenders 0 2702% more of the fo rmer live with 

bo t h natur al parents p whereas the l atte r are over-

.2 

01 

. 0 

.2 



represented in all of the other categories 1 more 

noticeably in the one parent (by 6.5%) , independent 

(by 8.0%), institution (by 5. 6%) and relatives (by 

3. 1%) categories. 

Table 5.2 

PERSON \iITH WH0!>1 OFFENDER IS LIVING 

First 
Offenders % Re-offenders % Total --

22. 

% 
Natura l Parents 1964- 72.8 363 45.6 2327 66.6 

Parent & Step-parent 83 301 29 3.6 112 3.2 

Parent & Defacto 28 100 13 1.6 41 1.2 

One Parent 392 14.5 167 2100 559 16 .. 0 

Foster Parents 1 6 0 0 6 17 2.1 33 
Relat ives 72 2.7 46 5.8 118 

Independent 103 3.8 94 1108 197 

Institution 11 0.4 48 6.0 59 
No Fixed Abode 29 101 18 2.3 47 

Unknown ~ - 2 0 .2 ' 2 -1-100 'rOTA!' 2698 797 I 100 I 3495 _ ..... - .. -- -""'1I1QJJ;a:: ...... ~~ .. --I . ...... laIlIMi~ 

Chi- square = 349.5 on 8 dof 0 

Highly significant (.01% l evel) 

( c) Pos it ion of Child in Family ' : 

By far the l argest group of offenders (51.2%) are middle 

children p that isp have both younger and older s iblings 

(see Table 503) (of these, only 12.7% are the second of 

3 children). A very sr~ll percentage are only children 

(2.1 %) and approximately equa l numbers are firs t or 

eldest children (2~fo). Without comparing these figures 

to those of the populatiol'lp one cannot make valid pre-

dic tions from the data. Re-offenders are mor~ frequent.:. 

ly middle childre n (difference of 10%) and less fre­

quently first children (difference of 802%) than. First 

Offenders. 

0.9 

3. 4 

5.6 

1.7 

1.3 

0.1 

100 
. 



Table 5. 3 

POSITION IN FA11ILY 

Position in family was u nknown for 89 02% of off'enders 

appearing before Juvenile Aid Panels, t hus thi s 

analysis was restricted to offenders appeating in 

Juvenile Courts 0 

~ .. . I First 
Offe nders 

Only child 19 
1 st Child 214 

r.1iddle Child 386 

Eldest Child 193 
Unkno~m 18 

TOTAL 830 

Chi-s quare = 20.4 on 3 dof. 

Significant at .01% level 

% 
2e3 

25.7 

46.5 

2303 

2.2 

100 

Re-offenders % Total 

14 1.9 33 
128 17.5 342 

412 56.5 798 

156 21.4 349 
20 2.7 38 

730 100 1560 

% 
2.1 

21.9 

5102 

22.4 

2 .. 4 

100 

In sunmary, almost 80% of offenders' parents are married, 

however 9 the cha nces of this are lOl"er in the case of the 

Re--offender who is more likely to have come from a home 

23. 

I 
'I 

~ 

broke n by s e pa ration p divorce or death. Two- thirds of all 

offe nders live with their natural parerrts f however, this 

i s much less likely in the case of the Re-offender. Most 

offenders have both older and younger siblingsg yet Re-

offenders are noticeably less likely to be first children. 

It wou ld foll ow from our data that the chances of re-

offending increase ~vhen a child comes from a broken home, 

lives a way from home g comes from a large family or is not 

the first born. 

6. (a ) Ethnic origi2l : 

52% of fathers and 5408% of mothers of offenders are 

Australia n ( see Table 6.1). The next largest group 

comes from the United Kingdom ( 21 .,4% of fathers and 21.2% 

of mothers) p follo~md by Europeans (1603% of fathers and 

14 0 6% of mothers). There are small numbers of parents of 



I 
I 

I 

a. Father 

Aboriginal p Asian or other origins. 78.7% of ofr-enders 

are Australian=born (~more than the corresponding 

figure for their parents ) p 14.6~ are' from the United 

Kingdom ( 6% less than for parents) and 5% are from 

Eurupe (1O~ less than for parents), ( see Table 6.2). 

As expected p ethnic origins of the population resembles 

more closely that ~f offenders than of their parents. 

Table 6.1 

ETHNIC ORIGIN OF PARENTS OF OFFENDERS 

24. 

-~ UIIIIIP'I.;;;Ji ....... QI • .: ~ ... --1""--li'irst 
Offenders 

~ 

Aboriginal 92 

Other Australian 1401 

Continental European 461 

United Kingdom 597 

Asia.n 8 

Other 

Unknown 118 ~ ~ .. _' ,~~!:L 2 2698' -Chi ·..;squa.re == 61. 6 on 5 do f 0 

Significant at 00, % level 

% - , 
3.4 

5109 

1701 

2201 

003 

008 

4.4 
-~ 

'100 

Re- offenders % Total % --1-<' -~-

78 9.8 170 4.9 

415 52.1 181 6 52.0 

107 13.4 568 16.3 

152 19.1 749 21.4 

1 0.1 9 0.2 

3 0.4 24 0.7 

41 5.1 159 4.5 
~~-797W'--rwo- '3495'f100 

J __ .. "". 

.~~~~~~~~~ . -- -i 
First I I e 

. Offender s % Re-offenders 

Aboriginal 109 

Other Australian 1491 

Continental European 410 

United Kingdom 594 
Asian 11 

Other 20 

Unknotm 63 

TOTAL 2698 

Chi-square = 6700 on 5 d.fo 

Significant at 0 01% level 

-r--- - err Wf"'W"' 

400 91 

5503 424 

150 2 100 
~:. 

22.0 148 

004 3 
0.7 3 

204 28 

100 797 

% Total ,~-I -
11.4 200 5.7 

53.2 1915 54.8 

12.5 510 14 0 6 

18.6 742 ' 21.2 

0.4 14 0.,4 

0.4 23 0.7 

3.5 91 2.6 

100 3495 100 J .... -
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Table 6.2 

BIRTHPLACE OF OFFENDERS 
" ~t!I!'.~~~ ~ • • J.i! lIlbt _,.....,. .. 'lI! ----~ -1 

Firs t I Offe nders % Re-offenders % Total W, M - 78·;'1 Australia 21 12 78 . 3 637 79. 9 2749 
Europe 138 5. 1 37 4. 7 175 P.O Ii 

United Kingdom 400 14 . 8 109 13 .7 509 14 .. 6 
As i a 9 0 . 3 1 0.1 10 0 .3 
Other 21 0.8 5 0. 6 26 

, 
0. 7 w 

Unknown 18 0.7 8 1.0 26 0. 7 i 
TOTAL 2698 100 I 797 100 • _ .. ~i~2-l.J...oO J t - . U 7_",,_ _ -... r 

Chi-squane := ? 2 on 4 d.f. 

Not significp,nt at .05% level 

'lIab l e 6.3 

1971 CENSUS DATA ON ETHNIC ORIGI N 

( in pe rcenta ge s ) 

r-~-' Ila les Femal es 
-

Australian 75 . 0 77.3 
Contine ntal European 10 0 5 8.8 

United Kingdom 12,,8 12,,4 

Other 1" 7 105 

. 
Tote. 

76.2 

9.6 

12 . 6 

I 1 • 6 
.... ~~~- .........,.,. •• ~1~~~ ___ ~_J-.",~ ........ 

Th e bir thpla ce of First Offenders and Re-offenders is 

very similarp but it differs significantly for their 
\. 

parents 0 A larger number of th e parents of Re-

offende rs are Abori ginal and a smaller number are 

fr-om the United Kingdom or from Europe" 

(b) Period of Resid ence i n Austra lia ! 

77 03~b of offenders born outsideAustralia have resided in 

Austra lia for 5 or more years before offending ( see 

Table 6.4 ) . Only 1. 7% have been in Australia for one 

year or less and 1101 % have been in Australia for 2, 3 

or 4 years . Firs t Offenders and Re-offe nders do not 

differ significantly in this respect. 



Table 6.4 

PERIOD OF RESIDENCE OF OFFEl-IDERS nr AUSTRALIA 

(if not Australi.an~born) 
~-..at-r--flrst~-ofI-"""""'-~"'" ~._ ... a...:"'~~'Q"!'IIC~IIt-""'~ ~~"+>,._,,,,"" ........ .... ~,-, .. :"""-"'''''~O:''''.l;'i':~ 

Years Of f enders 
) 

1 or less 12 

2 30 

:; or 4 40 

5 or more 449 

Unknown 55 --TOTAL 58 6 

Chi- square = 407 on 2 d.fo 

Not significa nt at 005% l evel 

% 

2.1 

5.1 

6.8 

76 0 6 

9.4 

100 

Re-of f enders % Tota l 

1 0 0 6 13 

3 1.9 33 ) 
10 6.3 50 

128 80 0 0 577 

18 1102 73 

160 100 746 -_. 

26. 
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1.7 

11 .1 

77.3 

9.9 

100 

.< 



CONCLUSIO NS : 

The major findings of this survey are su:nrnarised below: 

1... Offenders and their parents are employed in low status jobs 

more frequently than is encountered in the population at 

large . Mothers of offenders tend to be in the workforce to 

a greater extent than do women generally. Just over two-

thirds of offenders are studying and of t he rest, one-third 

are unemployed 0 

2. Offenders come predominantly from large f amilies. (4~~ 

belong to families of 2 - 4 children and 46% be long to 

families of 5 or more children). 

. . 
3. Offenders from low socio-economic backgrounds received 

harsher penalties than those from families higher up in 

t he socio-economic scal e. Possible r easons suggested for 

this are that the 10vl status offender may have committed 

the more serious anti-social act and/or he has declined 

legal representation. 

40 There is a significant degree of mobi lity amo ng offenders. 

Almo s t a third have attended 4 or more schools, and 42% 

of the l'lOrung group have had 2 or more j obs 0 

5. Just o'v-er ' two-thirds of offenders have reached lo wer 

secondary grades and only S05% have reached upper second-

ary schoolin~. 

6. Truancy is common among student offenders, in particular 

among those appearing in Juvenil e Courts. 

7. Almost so% of offenders ' parents are married, the rest 

being separated p divorced, widowed or deceased. TvlO-

thirds of all offenders live ~~th both natural parents, 

and the rest live with a single parent, parent and step-

parent, relatives or independently. 

S. Just over half of all offenders are middle children and 

only 2.1% are only children. 



9. Population figures on ethnic origin compare more closely 

with t hose of offenders than of their parents. 78.7% of 

offenders are Australian, 14.6% come from the United Kingdom 

a1"1 5% are European by birth. 

1 O. The bulk of offenders born outside Australia have resided 

here for at least 5 years before offending. 

The above conclusions are provided as statistical guidelines for 

further research in the field of juvenile delinquency. As discussed 

previously, the main limitation of this approach is the absence of a 

control group of non-offending juveniles. By comparing the character­

istics of such a group ,'lith those of the offending group, one can 

assess with greater accuracy, whether offenders are more likely to 

be found in a 10v1 socicl-econornic environment t han are non-offenders . 

The conclusion., that offenders tend to come from a low socio-economic 

environment is too easily misinterpreted as meaning that low socio­

eco nomic environment is a causal f actor in delinquency, whereas it 

mhy merely be a reflection of the socio-economic status of the 

popul ation at l arge . 

This survey did however p provide for a m8aningfill comparison of 

First Offeniers and Re-offenders. The fo llowing differences vlere 

found to be significant : 

(1) Re~offenders are more frequently employed in low status jobs 

and less frequently employed in high status jobs than are 

First Offenders. This also applies to the parents of of­

fenders. The mothers of Re-offenders tend to be in the 

workforce more frequently than those of First Offenders. 

In addition, Firs·t Offenders are more frequently students 9 

less frequently unemployed and, when employed, earn higher 

nages t han Re-offenders .. 

28. 



(2) Re-offenders come more frequently from larger families (of 

5 or more children) than do First Offenders. 

(3) Re-offenders are more mobile than First Offenders, with re­

gard to number of schools attended. 

(4) Re-offende r s truant much more frequently than First Offenders . 

66% of the former truanted compared to 18% of the latter. 

(5) There is a larger degree of instability in the families of 

Re- offenders than in those of First Offenders . The parents 

of Re-offenders are more frequently divorced, separated or 

deceased than those of First Offenders. 

( 6) Re-offenders live l ess frequently with both natural parents 

and are more independent than First Offelners . 

(7) The birthplace of First Offe nders and Re-offenders is very 

similar . Hovlever, there is a larger number of Aboriginal 

pare nts and a smaller number of European or British parents 

among Re-offenders . than among E'irst Offenders. 

(8 ) The period of residence in Australia before offending. for 

juveniles born outs ide Australia is similar in the cases of 

Re-offenders and First Offenders. 

Thus, lower socio~·economic status p l arger famil i es, greater de­

gree of rnobilitYr more trua ncy and greater degree of family in­

stability differentiate Re-offenders from First Offenders. 

These results are very simil ar to those of other studies on 

Juvenil e Delinquents in South Australia. J amrozik (1 971) studied 

the social and personal. characteristics of a sample of 221 offenders 

under the care of the Department for Community We l fare as a t 30th 

June~ 19680 He observed the following: 
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(1) The family bread~rinner was emploued in unskilled or semi-

skilled occupations in a high proportion of cases, and un-

employed or retired in 13.6% of cases. 39.4% of mothers 

were working, either full- time or part-time. 

(2) Almost half of the sample belonged to families of 5 or 

more children and only 5% were only children. 

(3) One-third of the families moved to a new address during 

the period of the child's supervision. 

(4) 6804% of offenders had left school. In this non-student 

group, 47 .7% '\-Tere employed in unskilled jobs. 

(5) There was a history of severe family difficulties in 

440 3% of cases, either through illness, marital dis-

harmony, desertionp s eparationp divorce or death. 

(6) 70 0 6% of the sample v[ere living at horne, and 18.6% were 

living in a De partmental insti tutiono 

(7) There vTaS a lower percentage of Australian-born parents 

and a higher pereenta ge of migrant--born parents among the 

sample than i n the CO!l1IDUnity. 

Jamrozik (1973 ) then mde a comparison of offenders during the 

period 1954 to 1971 0 Again he reported a hi gh incidence of family 

malfunction, more frequent among offenders of the Imver socio-

economic structure than among those higher UP9 excessive geogr aphi c 
I 

mobility in the family p and increasing numbers of students and un-

.employed among offenders 0 He also argued that offend.ers i n the 

low·er socio-·economic brackets appearing in Juvenile Courts were 

likely to receiYe more severe pena lties than those in the higher 

brackets~ because they were less frequently represented by a lav.7er~ 

Loftus (1973 ) v/Tote that "delinquency was only one outcome of a 

set of stresses leading t o gener a l social patholog',{" 0 He gathered 
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data on 663 Firs t Of fenders during 1964 , and recorded are-offending 

rate of 35.6%vlithin the next 4 years. He then compared Re-offenders 

wi th Firs t Offenders and observed that Re-offeniers had the follovTing 

distinguishing characteristics : 

(1) LOvler occupa tional status for head of household 

(2) Lovler incomes 

(3) Larger families 

(4) Lower final level of schoolingp and more educationally 

backward 

( 5) Higher incidence of int ernal malfunction 

These r esults were simila r to Cohen's (1955 ), who found that 

Re-offenders t end to be vTOrking class, come from underprivileged, 

working-class ho mes , are grossly underachieving at school and are 

more l ikl ey to be truants. 

In conc lus ion~ it is strongly r ecomme nded that future research 

on t he sociologica l background of juvenile offenders includes a 

comparison behreen the characteris tics of the offending group of 

juveniles and those of a group of non- offemers. It must be 

pointed out ho,Iever p that it would be difficult t o obta in the re­

quired data from a gToup not havin g the statutory obligation to 

respond. 



Appendix 1 

I NAME 
ADDRESS 

PREVIOl~ OFFENCFS 
Date Court 

PERSONAL 

Date of hirth 

Religion 

Hew-Itll 

Di sa hilities 

DEPARTMENT FOR COMMUNITY WELFARE 

SOCIAL BACKGROlJNO REPORT 

Appearance ;' Cha rge Panel /Court Action 

Place of birth 

Age Sex 

Persoll with whnl1l living at time of alleged offence (and relationship to child /youth) 

• 
. 
UCCUf>ATIONAL STATUS 

No. years a t school 

School attending or las t a ttended 

Trua llcy 

Highe~ t level achieved 

Presen t cccupation 

No. previous jobs 

FAMILY 

No. schools attended 

Wage/Allowance 

Occupation at time of alleged offence 

32 
No. 566 

r-------------------~------------------------~------------------------------_. FATH ER MOTH ER 
---·-----------------1------------------------------1---------------------------------

Name 

Address 

Age 

OCl'upatinll 

Week ly Incnme 

Regula rity of employment 

Marital status 

Ethnic origin 

Siblings-Names and ages 

If migrant. da te and place of arrival in Australia 

Child's /Youth's leg:lI guardian 

Address 

Nee 

Formerly 
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR PAGE 1 

It should be remembered that this is a brief summary of a juvenile's social 
background. Any necessary elaboration can be made in the foJiowing pages under 
the appropriate headings. 

Previous Oft"£m:es 

All previous fin:},1 court (and Panel) appearances must be listed (omit remands, 
adjournments, etc.). 

Use one line for. each appearance as far as possible, particularly when a 
juvenile has a long hi story of olTences. Abbreviations of charges and resul ts will be 
necessary. 

Personal 

Keep comments on Health and Disabilities to a concise description; any 
necessary elabora tion can be made under Section 2 on the following pages. 

Occupational Status 

Truancy- - if attending school and any truancy has occurred in the last SIX 

months, give the number of d:.tys missed pe;- week or fo:·tnigh t, as applicable. 
Presen t occupation --~tate the nature of the job and length of time the juvenile 

has held that job, e.g .. proce~s worker -- 6 months; unless the juven.ile is still at 
school, in which case, write "student". 

Family 

Give details of both father and mother if both are living, otherwise the prefix 
"step" may be added in appropriate cases. Details of compli cated family 
situations, e.g., separations, defacto reialiomhips, should be gi v~n in Section 4 on 
the follo wing pages. Only bas ic cssen tiais can be given here. 

Week ly incorne--give gross in come. 
Eth nic origin-specify Aborigina !, Chinese, German, English; Dutch, etc., do 

not simply usc Furope:ln or Asian . 
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Page 

......... .. ........... .... ....... .. .. ......... ......... .. ............................ .. ........ ............ .................... Date of Birth .. .. .... ............. ...... ....................... ..... ................ .. 
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ASPECTS TO BE INCLUDED IN SOCIAL BACKGROUND REPORT 

Please confine remarks to these aspects unless other matters are directly relevant. 

1. Previous Assistance and Response 

Attitude of child/youth and of parents to this and previous offences, to the 
social worker's assistance in the past, etc. 

2. Personal 

Health, significant relationships, choic~' of companions, leisure patterns, general 
character descri ption. 

3. Child 's/Youth's Education and Occupation 

Attitude to and performance at school and work (including any further 
education). 

Financial management. 
Job changes. 

4. Family 

Structure, relationships, health (and their significance). 
Child's/Youth's attitude to family. 
How does family identify itself in the community? 

5. Home Management 

Ownershir/rcntal; locality and adequacy, residential mobility, financial and home 
management. 

6. O ther Significant Aspects 

Any change in child's place of residence-reasons and effects. 

7. Evaluation and Future Plans 

future plans and ~oa l s fo r the child/youth should be outlined. 

Mention persons i ntcrviewed and number of inte rviews. 

• 
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APPENDIX 2 

The fo.llowing factors relating to the socio-economic background 

of the offender and the result of his appearance in Juvenile Court 

were coded to simplify the analysis anc discussion of results : 

Occupations : 

Occupations 1'1ere cendensed into. the following categories 

High status 

Medium status 

Low Status 

Student 

Professional, Technical 

Administrative, Executive 

Clerical 

Sales Worker 

Service, Sport and Recreation Workers 

Member of Armed Forces 

Heuseheld Duties (this was censidered as a 
separate categery in the case of mcther's 
occupat ion) 

Farmer p Fisherman, Hunter & Other Outdebr 
Workers 

Miner, Quarryman or Heavy Plant Werker 

Transport and Cemmunicaticns 

Craftsmanp Pr6ducticn er Process Wcrkers 

Lab curer 

Person not in Wcrkforce e.g., Pensiener 

Domes tic 

A:pprentice 

Gaol cr Insti tuticn 

Inmate cf I-1enta l Institutien 

Unemployed or Inadequately described 

Unknown er Deceased 

This grouping is admittedly of an arbitrary nature. 

Incemes 

The incomes of parents cf offenders were grouped into. the fcllei'l-

ing categories 

Below average 

Average 

Above average 

Unknown 

Less than $100 per week 

$100 to $120 per week 

more than $120 per week 
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Level of Schoolin[ : 

The follolving categories were considered 

Specia.l Class 

Lower Primary 

Upper Primary 

LOvIer Secondary 

Upper Secondary 

Tertiary 

Unknown 

Grades 1, 2p 3, and 4 
Grades 59 6 and '7 

1st r 2nd and 3rd years 

4th and 5th years 

Result of Appearance in Juvenile Court : 

The various results of appearances in Juvenile Courts were 

collapsed into the forrowing categories by the Local and District 

Criminal Courts Department ~ 

Bond Bond 

Fine and Bend 

Bond & Supervision r~ Bond and Supervision 

Bond 9 Youth Projec~ t Centre and Supervision 

Fine p Bond and Supervision 

35. 

Fine p Bond p Youth Project Centre & Supervision 

Care & Control 

Care & Control 

Care and Control (Control of Hinister ) 

Care and Control a~d youth Project Centre 

& Ancilliary Committal 

Dismissed 

Fine 

Other 

- No further order 
No conviction no penalty 

Convict ed \"i thoui penalty 

- Fine 

Recognizance forfeited or estreatment 

- Committed to an Institution 

Co mmitted to Supreme Court 

Licence restored 

Recognizance varied 

Recognizance discharged 

Order rcconside~ed 

Order unchan €:,'ed 

Application gra nted 
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