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INTRODUCTION
Significance of the Study
• According to the National Youth Gang Survey, which measures
gang-membership in the United States, the number of gangs
increased from 21,800 to 29,400 from 2002 to 2010 (Howell,
2013).
Purpose of the Research
• The purpose of this study is to examine the impact of parental
monitoring, parental warmth from mother, parental warmth from
father on gang involved juveniles in the criminal justice system.
Research Question

• What is the effect of parental monitoring and parental warmth
on gang-involved juveniles in the criminal justice system??

Hypothesis

• Researchers hypothesized that juveniles that received higher

RESULTS: PARENTAL WARMTH-FATHER

METHODOLOGY

ABSTRACT
While several risk factors associated with juvenile gang
involvement have been studied extensively, less is known parental
monitoring and parental warmth. Specifically, a gap exists in the
literature investigating the relationship between parental warmth
from mother and father on juvenile gang involvement. The
primary objectives of the current study were to 1) to examine the
relationship between parental monitoring and juvenile gang
involvement, and 2) to examine the relationship between parental
warmth from mother and father on gang-involvement. This
secondary data analysis examined cross-sectional data from the
Pathways to Desistance (PTD) study. The sample for the current
study includes juvenile offenders (N=1,354) incarcerated in
Arizona and Pennsylvania. The PTD study included 1,170 male
participants and 184 female participants between the ages of 14 to
18 and White, Black, Hispanic, and other ethnic backgrounds.
Data collection utilized in-person subject interviews. Results of
this study revealed that parental monitoring was a significant
predictor of juvenile gang involvement. These findings contribute
to the existing literature by illuminating risk factors that influence
gang involvement trajectory.
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Manns-Whitney U-Test & Logistic Regression Analysis

Research Design
• Longitudinal data for all the PTD waves were collected primarily from self-reported information from study participants using laptop
computers.
• Baseline data was collected from 11 waves of data collection gathered from 2000 to 2010.
Sample
• Participants were chosen using the non-probability purposive sampling method
from juvenile court files in Phoenix,AZ and Philadelphia,PA.
• Original sample was n=5,382, after excluding participants due ineligibility, the
sample size decreased to n=1,354.

• Gender: 86.4% male, 13.6% female
• Age in years: M=16.4
Table 2
American,
• Ethnic Groups: 41.4% Black/African
Descriptive Statistics: Study Variables (N = 177,760)

33.5% Hispanic, 20.2% White, 4.8% Other

Measures

Variables

v Independent Variable:

f

%

Independent Variables

• Parental Monitoring: Parental monitoring was assessed using the Parental
Monitoring Inventory (Steinberg et al., 1992) adapted for the PTD study to
assess parenting practices related to juvenile participant supervision. The scale
is composed of nine items.
• Parental Warmth-Mother and Father: Parental warmth was measured using the
Quality of Parental Relationships Inventory (Conger et al.,1994) adapted for the
PTD study to assess the affection levels between parent and adolescent
participants. Participants respond on a 4-point Likert scale.

M=2.80

SD=.86

Mother

M=3,21

SD=.70

Father

M=2.74

SD=.89

Parental Monitoring
Parental Warmth

Dependent Variables
Gang Involvement

• Parental and family factors play an important role in instilling
self-control in adolescents and impact delinquency and gang
involvement (Gottfredson & Hirschi,1990).
• Poorly monitored and supervised adolescents tend to
participate in antisocial, delinquent, and criminal behaviors and
activities (Stattin & Kerr, 2000).
• Lack of adequate monitoring leads to pursuing adolescent
acceptance and familial-like bonding with peers that display
delinquent and criminal behaviors (Stattin & Kerr, 2000).
• Adolescents that report warm and positive relationships with
their parents are more likely to volunteer information to their
parents without fearing rejection or hostility (Fletcher et al.,
2004).
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DISCUSSION
Summary of Findings

Ever been in a gang
Yes

315

23.3

No

1035

76.7

v Dependent Variable:
• Have you ever been involved in a gang: Measured in two separate categories
"yes" or "no". Participants were asked a series of questions from A
Longitudinal Test of Interactional Theory authored by Thornberry, Lizotte,
Krohn, Farnworth, and Jang (1994) and Elliott (1990).

RESULTS: PARENTAL MONITORING
Manns-Whitney U-Test & Logistic Regression Analysis
• Participants who did not report being involved in a
gang had a higher parental monitoring score (Mean
rank = 620.75) than those who had been involved in
a gang (Mean rank = 519.00; U = 103485.000, p
< .001).
• Parental monitoring significantly and negatively
predicted gang involvement (OR=.69, p <.001).
Participants with higher levels of parental
monitoring were less likely to be involved in a gang.

levels of parental monitoring and parental warmth were less
likely to be involved in gangs.

LITERATURE REVIEW

• Participants who did not report
being involved in a gang had a
higher parental warmth from
father score (Mean rank = 432.99)
than those who had been involved
in a gang (Mean rank = 380.16; U
= 58349.500, p =.006).
• Parental warmth from father also
did not significantly predict gang
involvement (OR = .80, p = .06)

RESULTS: PARENTAL WARMTH-MOTHER
Manns-Whitney U-Test & Logistic Regression Analysis
• Participants who did not report being involved in a gang had higher parental warmth from
mother scores (Mean rank = 666.82) than those who had been involved in a gang (Mean
rank = 607.68; U = 138677.000, p =.016).
• In terms of the effect of each contributing variable, parental warmth from mother variable
did not significantly predict gang involvement (OR=1.02, p = .90).

• Overall, the results both supported and challenged the
existing research concerning the impact of parental
monitoring and parental warmth from mother and father on
being a predictor of juvenile gang involvement.

Implications for Research and Practice
• The findings of the study illuminates’ risk and protective factors
of juvenile gang-involvement which could be used as a guide for
areas in which a social worker can apply interventions in an
academic setting.

Strengths and Limitations
• Non-random, which may have contributed to selection
bias.
• Majority of study participants were minorities.
• The study addressed potential protective and risk factors to
assist in preventing juvenile gang involvement.
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