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SUMMARY 

 

 

Juvenile delinquency, at national level, is a phenomenon that has determined, in recent 

decades, researchers focus on several areas of study (sociology, psychology, criminology, 

medicine, education, etc.) for explaining and predicting the deviant and delinquent behavior of 

adolescents, in the purpose stated (repeatedly) to combat it. 

Although a vision that integrates all these dimensions is still a desideratum, in our 

approach we pursue through integrative socio-psychological approach, investigating at 

multidimensional level the phenomenon of juvenile delinquency: sociological, criminological, 

psychological and statistically, taking into account, at the same time, the need to supplement the 

informational-explanatory and predictive criterions with the operationalization of results 

criterion in order to improve suggested practical applications. Also, the capture of 

multidimensionality of this phenomenon allows both understanding and predicting the evolution 

and dynamics of juvenile delinquency. 

In this thesis we have subsumed our research efforts to the reformulated purpose to 

reduce and control juvenile delinquency, because we believe (in the Durkheimian sense) that the 

phenomenon of delinquency, in general, and the effect of juvenile delinquency, in particular, are 

characteristic of any society (both the consolidated democracies and those 

in transition). 

I was motivated to opt for this socio-psychological integrative approach of juvenile 

deprived of his liberty by the desire to answer some questions: 

- Juvenile deprived of freedom is criminal or victim? 

- What factors influence the occurrence of delinquent behaviors? 

- How these factors interact to "facilitate" crimes? 

- What to do, how might reduce and control this phenomenon? 

Beyond the impressive number of dramas and stories of life that I have heard (from all 

categories of prisoners-those sentenced to life imprisonment, backsliders, youth, women) stories 

that are obtained in periods of time (from a few days to several months or even years), early 

onset delinquency of minors and extremely limited alternatives in some risk situation of their 

(like knowing right how to relate to the child that I had in my face: as a perpetrator or as a 

victim?), I was determined to make efforts in studying the behavior of  

juveniles deprived of their liberty. 

Later, I understood that psychological approach (although allows me analysis of child 

behavior) is insufficient for understanding and explaining the factors that contribute to early 

manifestation of pre-delinquent and then delinquent behaviors at minors. 

One-side approach (from the perspective of their own field research) made naturally by 

most researchers inevitably led to results that could be operationalized in specific intervention, 

but were insufficiently corroborated with research findings in other areas affecting efficiency and 

ecological validity approach to this multidisciplinary field. 

As a practitioner, I have found that I have privilege and at the same time the opportunity 

to investigate the dynamics of juvenile delinquency "from the inside of the system", both from 

the point of view of the specific requirements and regulations of the prison environment, and 

especially in terms of informal and relational aspects, which are often difficult to be 

"radiographed" by those who study certain aspects of the phenomenon and "access" formally the 

prison universe and only for limited periods of time. 

Those mentioned above, as well as the own observations, have led me to continue 

studying the phenomenon of juvenile delinquency from the prison (prison, rehabilitation center) 



to the community (environment, school, family), in other words, from the retrieving intervention 

to the proactive prevention. We hope that the results of research efforts of practitioners in the 

prison system will be combined with results of other research efforts of specialists and 

practitioners from the local community and the country in order to achieve, jointly, effective 

integrative strategy for dealing with this phenomenon. Also, as a practitioner, I understand that 

diversification of study methodology and the collection and interpretation of the data is an 

essential condition intended to ensure the effective understanding of this phenomenon. 

Reduction and control of juvenile delinquency, as a phenomenon that has many 

consequences both at macro and micro social level and at the individual level, can be achieved 

only after understanding and explaining the etiology, dynamics and evolution of criminal 

behavior doubled with prediction/forecast of the future evolution of the phenomenon. 

By doing so I had in view to identify, understand and explain the main risk factors 

involved in the development and manifestation of delinquent behaviors, individual and social 

factors and how they interact and reinforce each other causing committing antisocial behavior. 

Studying these factors may allow the researcher, whatever of field of study, to find concrete and 

practical ways to help to the transformation of individual risk factors (psychological) and the 

micro social factors (family, school and group membership) into protective factors and support 

for confused child. 

In any quantitative and qualitative evaluation of the phenomenon of adolescent criminal 

deviance, the results, regardless of the size analyzed, needs to be operationalized using a 

complex methodology that takes into account both the real nature of the crime (the defying of 

law behavior of adolescents) and subjective feature (related to biological and psychological 

peculiarities of development of adolescents; difficulties encountered in the primary and 

secondary socialization, influences of the main agents of socialization, etc.). 

Thus, the research methodology includes methods and techniques specific to investigated 

dimensions (sociological inquiry, observation, interviews, psychological tests, case studies, 

psychiatric study of criminal cases, statistical analysis, etc.) to clarify on understanding and 

predicting phenomenon related to juvenile delinquency as well as to  the effective and real 

possibilities of intervention in Cluj county. 

In researching the phenomenon of juvenile delinquency (one of the major practice areas 

of sociology, psychology and criminology) an order of importance should be given in the 

collection, analysis and interpretation of data, because these coordinates allow both to explain 

the phenomenon, and outline some future directions of action, and also to develop prevention 

programs that capture the multicausal determinism of phenomenon. 

The thesis is structured in two parts.  

The first part is the theoretical foundation of the main issues that aim directly the juvenile 

delinquency phenomenon by consulting both the literature that has recently emerged in the field 

and the current bibliographic sources consulted through their value. Theoretical contribution is 

represented in this first part of the study, through selection and defines in order to clarify the key 

concepts, theories and approaches in research, using, when we considered necessary, the 

presentation of relevant statistical data. Thus, we considered it necessary to approach and 

summarizing key information that reveals the current state of knowledge about: teens - the stage 

in ontogenetic development, socialization and social courts and the importance of social control 

in steering the minors behavior; conceptual delimitations on juvenile delinquency and its 

specifying forms of manifestation from criminological perspective mentioned the 

multidimensional approach needed in this phenomenon; the etiology of criminal behavior 

through the different epistemological approaches and legal approach of the juvenile delinquency 

phenomenon.   

In the second part, through empiric exploratory-investigative approach we performed 

analysis (qualitative and quantitative), explanatory and predictive, on juvenile delinquency and 

social rehabilitation, following through descriptive analysis of the statistics data the dynamics 



evolution of juvenile delinquency in the last decade both in  Cluj County and the national level . 

We also conducted analysis of associated risk factors influencing the onset of the juvenile 

criminal behaviors through studies on the impact of risk factors in the development of pre-

delinquent and delinquent behaviors - studies made on juveniles deprived of their liberty and 

non-delinquent minors. For the sake of convenience, in another study we demonstrated the 

possibilities of influencing the decisions of juveniles deprived of their liberty. Through case 

studies we followed the quality presentation of the etiology of delinquent behavior, the practical 

methods of intervention and prospects for social reintegration of juveniles deprived of their 

liberty. 

Also, based on the results of research and the actual knowledge of the realities of juvenile 

justice area, I made suggestions and recommendations in order to improve the approaches to 

delinquency prevention. 

In the first chapter we considered necessary to define the main aspects of adolescence, 

presenting the main stages from psycho sociological terms as important periods during 

ontogenetic development, referring briefly the main characteristics of this period of development 

and the difficulties encountered in the educational process due to frequent physiological 

disturbances, affective disturbances, changes of character and conduct disorders, often 

accompanying the growing up. 

Adolescence is a stage of ontogenetic development very intensively studied by 

researchers from different fields of activity (legal, sociological, psychological, educational, 

medical, etc.) And will remain a controversial topic because it is subject of multifactorial 

determination and conditioning, aspect that determines different opinions from researchers. The 

diversity of opinions on teen lies in the complexity of this period of human development and in 

adolescent status which is, adaptively, between childhood and adulthood. 

To analyze multidisciplinary and multifactorial the phenomenon of juvenile delinquency 

it is imperative to frame it from age psychology perspective as stages or chronological intervals 

in ontogenetic development. 

Although there is no consensus among scholars, even about the chronological stages of 

child development, however most authors, when mention the specific issues of adolescence, 

covers the three important stages of ontogenetic and mental development of the child (Șchiopu, 

U., 1997, p 206): 

- Preteen / puberty stage, between 10-14 years 

- Adolescence stage of itself, between 14-18 years 

- Prolonged adolescence / post-adolescence status, between 18-25 years 

Legal classification of juvenile delinquency phenomenon is mandatory, necessary but not 

sufficient to identify the general characteristics of adolescent development and understanding the 

peculiarities of this age in order to achieve an objective analysis of the multifactorial 

determinism of this phenomenon.  

Beyond the undeniable changes and evolution of adolescent, biologically and 

psychologically, adolescence presents three important features (cited Şchiopu, U., Green  

E., 1997, pp 206-214): 

1. development of self-consciousness; 

2. asserting their identity; 

3. social integration. 

The crisis of adolescence (Şchiopu, U., 2008) often occurs due to tendencies of instability 

personality when teenager develops a conscience normative and motivational oriented to deny 

and reject the adult models and search their own models. 

Depending on the success or failure of the process of socialization (the family, school or 

group membership) teenager may face some difficulties that can guide its behavior in the wrong 

direction. 



Thus, adolescence is marked by a phase of rebellion, the young will no longer be tempted 

to obey adults rules (parents, teachers who will be remembered in the "peer" group only to 

highlight the conflict between generations) will try to do everything possible to be noticed, he 

will focus on clothing, eccentric behavior (from loud laughter to more serious as alcohol, 

tobacco, drugs, running away from home or committing offenses) to demonstrate that it is 

prepared to assume the role of adult. 

After summarizing the main features of adolescence, in the second chapter we present 

the importance of socialization on individual development, in its main forms, along with the 

most important and recognized forms of socialization (family, school, group affiliation), 

highlighting the role of media and the Internet, becoming more pronounced, in the socialization. 

We also emphasize the role, form and means of expression of social control in the process of 

socialization and re-socialization of children in the community. 

Socialization is defined as "the process by which the individual in interaction with peers, 

gain skills, knowledge, values, norms, attitudes and behaviors" (Rotariu and Iluţ, 1996, p.91). 

All forms of socialization (primary, secondary, continuous, adaptive and predictive) are 

designed to enhance individual social adaptation by developing skills and abilities of compliance 

or assimilation of rules, norms, values of group membership or the reference group. 

The socialization intensity is highest in childhood or in the transition from one stage of 

life to another, but it is done throughout life, so that may occur correlated processes of 

socialization as dissocializing and resocializing processes. 

Some sociologists consider that re-socialization is a process of refocusing and reshaping 

the deviant individual personality, its rehabilitation in relation to socially acceptable norms of 

conduct. It involves fundamental changes in the behavior and conduct of individual lifestyles, 

involving abandonment of one and adoption of another, by directing the individuals diverted 

behavior to social purposes. 

Through social control, as the main organization factor of individual behaviors and social 

relations, the society forms and requires to individuals the motivation of assimilation and respect 

of its desirable values and social norms, rewarding ethical and legal model behaviors and 

rejecting those that deviate from this model. Thus, the positive social control is based on 

individual assimilation and awareness of values, norms and rules of social life and their 

motivation and conviction to respect them while negative social control relies mainly on 

individual fears that will be sanctioned for violation or non-compliance of social norms and 

rules. 

The means of social control (psychosocial, institutionalized or not institutionalized) 

consist of a series of instruments of pressure and persuasion, organized and unorganized, implicit 

and explicit, direct and indirect, formal and informal, conscious and diffuse, and so on, designed 

to influence individuals to respect legal and moral norms (Drăgan I. 1985,p.165; Vlăsceanu 

L.1998, p.137). 

The nuanced analysis of the relationship established between the various components and 

functions of social control and socialization process do not lead to a direct conclusion of causal 

link between failures and shortcomings of these processes and juvenile deviant behavior. It still 

reveals some characteristics of antisocial behaviors as dysfunctional effects of socialization, 

integration and social control, and a gradual transition from maladjustment, non-integration and 

marginality (as forms of social deviance non-criminal) to juvenile delinquency and crime (as 

forms of criminal social deviance). 

In Chapter 3 we presented the conceptual boundaries on deviance-delinquency-juvenile 

delinquency, highlighting the differences between pre-delinquent and delinquent behaviors of 

adolescent through criminological perspective. We also identified and described the location of 

the main causes of pre-delinquent and delinquent behaviors of children, followed by shaping a 

personality profile of juvenile delinquents. The legally presentation of the main manifestations of 

crime, in general, and juvenile delinquency, in particular, justify more to emphasizing the need 



of the multidimensional and integrative approach of deviant and delinquent behaviors exhibited 

by minors. 

In modern societies the main types of formal sanctions are represented by courts, 

rehabilitation centers and prisons. Formal sanctions and laws are used against those who fail to 

comply. Thus, crime/offense can be defined in a simple way as any behavior that violates any 

law. 

Juvenile delinquency, although representing only a form of deviance, is a complex 

phenomenon that defines all behaviors of minors in conflict with the values protected by the 

criminal standard. 

Legal perspective can not make categorical boundaries between youth and delinquent 

behaviors and the specific features of adult criminal behavior, because it does not identify the 

causes, but only unilaterally set up a criterion, with which we discriminate between illicit 

conduct, deviation from legal norms and socially accepted behavior. For this reason, the concept 

of juvenile delinquency is merged, most times, with the criminality/offence, therefore the 

existence of ambiguity in the use of terms such as crime, delinquency, etc. 

The notion of deviance/delinquency is not very easy to define, it requires rather how to 

define the phenomenon of deviance / delinquency by specifying its etiology and description after 

analyze of predisposing, enhancers, boostering, triggering and aggravating causal factors of it. 

The juvenile pre-delinquency is all deviant behaviors of young people witch, without 

illegal content, can, under certain conditions, to commit antisocial acts. 

The juvenile crime causation take into account two types of factors, namely: internal 

factors or individual and external factors or social. Internal factors include characteristics and 

neuropsychological structure, characteristics proper of the youth. Among the external factors, the 

most important are: socio-cultural, economic, socio-emotional and educational factors of human 

groups of the child, beginning with the family. 

The ratio between the two categories of factors is a controversial issue, psychologists 

emphasizing the psychological factors and sociologists the socio-cultural factors. There are many 

causes of juvenile delinquency, resulting from interference of many and varied factors. 

Multidimensional analysis of delinquency creates the possibility of understanding the 

phenomenon at different levels: 

- Statistic dimension show size scale and evolution of the phenomenon (in percentages, 

averages, factor analysis) in conjunction with various social indicators (economic, 

cultural, geographic, etc.); 

- Legal dimension shows types of violated rules, the seriousness of the damages, their 

social dangerousness, types and methods of socialization sanctions; 

- Sociological dimension put delinquency compared to many phenomena of social 

disorganization, lack of adaptation and marginalization; 

- Psychological dimension highlight the structure of delinquent personality, motivations, 

motives of committing the crime, the offender's behavior in relation to the offense 

committed (judgment, irresponsibility); 

- Economic dimension may indicate the so-called cost of delict by highlighting direct and 

indirect consequences of various crimes; 

- Prospective dimension attempt a foresight vision for the future dynamics of the 

phenomenon and the propensity to delinquency of certain individuals or groups. 

Although a vision that integrates all these dimensions is still a desideratum, in our 

research approach we followed to surprise multidimensionality of this phenomenon by 

addressing statistical variables, criminological, sociological and psychological understanding and 

allow the prediction of the evolution and dynamics of juvenile delinquency. 

Chapter 4 deals extensively with numerous theories on the etiology of criminal behavior 

through the different epistemological approaches. If influence of internal (endogenous) risk 

factors on antisocial behavior is highlighted by biological, psychiatry and psychology theories, 



and influence of associated risk factors (endogenous and exogenous) on antisocial behavior is 

emphasized by psychosocial theories, the influence of external (exogenous) risk factors in 

manifestation of antisocial behavior committed by juveniles is highlighted by social theories. 

Recently, emerged an intermediate point of view about the etiology of juvenile 

delinquency represented by sociopsychology and the theory of multiple causation or factors that 

conceives crime as the result of many and varied factors. They can not be be divided into general 

statements, so can not be formulate a unified view of the etiology of juvenile delinquency. 

Followers of multiple causality perspective theory considers that each factor, taken individually, 

is of some importance, but delinquency is at the intersection of several factors. 

Thus, we can say that the identification process of causes is difficult and painstaking, 

involving careful analysis of the context in which the crime occurred, the minor's social path 

before and during the commission of the offense, its performance and the intellectual 

discernment and the degree of social maturity, etc.. Theories as a whole, are probabilistic 

theories indicating only a trend phenomenon, but not a certainty. None of them provides a 

complete answer to the question of criminal act causality, which continues to be susceptible to 

new interpretations and meanings. 

But, for a complete knowledge of the causes that generate delinquency among minors and 

young people, is necessary an interactive analysis of all theories, to retain the relevant 

explanations and factors specific to a particular territorial and social area, and a multidisciplinary 

approach of the field in discussion, in order to develop etiological and predictive models, able to 

capture as wide as possible the variety and complexity of various factors of delinquency. The 

work out of etiological and predictive models requires analysis at three levels: macro social 

level, micro social level and individual level. 

Since etiological analysis does not provide sufficient guidance on propensity of youth 

delinquency, it needs to be supplemented by the predictive analysis, that allow to draft future 

trends of the phenomenon of juvenile delinquency and to develop efficient programs and 

intervention strategies, effective and measurable. 

In Chapter 5 we presented in a condensed form the main aspects of the legal approach to 

the phenomenon of juvenile delinquency. So, after a brief presentation of the history of the 

development of juvenile justice, we referred to the legislative aspects of the criminal perspective 

and from an institutional perspective regarding juvenile delinquency, noting the age of criminal 

responsibility for minors and educational measures or sanctions that may apply to them. 

Juvenile justice pursues two main objectives: child welfare and the respect of "principle 

of proportionality". This well-known principle is an instrument for curbing punitive sanctions, 

generally in relation to the seriousness of the offense. For juvenile offenders, must take into 

account not only the severity but also the circumstances and personal characteristics. 

Regarding the age of criminal responsibility, Romanian Criminal Code (C.P. art.99) 

establishes three categories of minors: 

- Minors under 14 years who do not respond to anti-social acts committed as there is a 

presumption in favor of their absolute lack of discernment; 

- Minors who have reached 14 years, but not exceeding 16 years, with criminal liability if 

 it proves that they committed the act with discernment; 

- Minors who have 16 years and criminally liable. 

Educational measures are specific penalties for minors, applied to rectify their behavior 

through education and rehabilitation. Under Romanian law (art. 101 CP) in this category are: 

reprimand, supervised freedom, hospitalization in a rehabilitation center and hospitalization in a 

medical-educational institute. 

In addition to educational measures, penalties for juvenile criminal behaviors are fine or 

imprisonment. 



Although the prison is considered the main institution used for "socialization" of 

offenders, it maintains many controversies, through the dilemma regarding its essential purpose: 

to punish or correct. 

If the prison system until recently was considered a self-sufficient institution, "the world 

beyond bars" being inaccessible to community, in recent years penitentiary institution underwent 

significant restructuring and reorientation through openness to society that basically it serves. 

For any person, minor or adult, imprisonment in the penitentiary is a special situation, 

with ample resonance in its living environment, both during imprisonment and, afterwards, in 

freedom. 

Specialized studies (Gheorge, F., 1996, p.121) shows that, at the minors who enter in 

prison for the first time, appear multiple somatizations (weak, have trouble sleeping, crying, sore 

leg, are disoriented in time). In this case, the shock of incarcerate in prison is directly 

proportional to the preexisting emotional disorders, those sensitive, socially and emotionally 

immature, sick, usually suffer the most. In this period the disappointment take place to 

desperation, because minors are abandoned by family, the private goods are forcibly take out and 

the contact with mentalities and lifestyles difficult to understand for them, make them fast 

enough to adhere to informal norms and values in conflict with those promoted by the prison 

administration. 

In our country, the main function of the prison, or juvenile rehabilitation centers have 

moved gradually its emphasis from the custodial field (which sought to isolate the offender from 

society through the social danger which he represent) to the educational -recuperative field 

(psychosocial and therapeutic), through numerous educational and psychosocial programs in 

order to decrease the risk of relapse and increase the chances of rehabilitation and social 

reintegration. 

If we talk about social reintegration, it is imperative to emphasize that previous 

approaches in terms of socialization, social adaptation and social integration of adolescents were 

doomed to failure because one or more factors involved in the educational process (family, 

school and / or community) had managed inefficient or poorly the procedural skills required for 

social integration. 

In prisons and rehabilitation centers regenerative intervention is made through 

educational programs, psychological and social assistance designed to recalibrate and rebalance 

psycho-behavioral the child before its release. 

Thus, in juvenile rehabilitation centers and in prisons who have custody of minors, their 

daily schedule have a high educational and recreational activities, being carried regenerative 

health education programs, knowledge and cultural activities, occupational activities , sports 

leisure, hobby activities, moral education activities, training of personal autonomy. 

Also they have moral-religious assistance from the priest of the penitentiary or from other 

priests according to their religious option, based on free religious expression. 

Psychosocial support programs aimed primarily to restructure the attitude and behavior of 

person, to develop the networking and communication skills, programs aimed to reduce 

aggression, programs of conflict management, moral support and personal development, self-

discovery and self-esteem growth programs, as well as advice on specific issues. 

Regarding the reform of the penal system in Romania, is noteworthy the interest of 

international organizations aimed at protecting human rights, which referring to the situation in 

our country regarding of child and its conflict with the criminal law, recommended to speeding 

up the set up of juvenile courts, insisting at the same time, in the juvenile delinquency prevention 

activities organized both by state institutions and the community. Thus, were provided explicit 

attributions of such services like probation/social reintegration and surveillance, meanwhile 

probation counselors prepare mandatory assessment reports, required for minors accused or 

defendants, and ensure surveillance of juveniles sentenced to educational measure of supervised 

freedom. 



Unlike the current system of criminal justice, restorative justice focuses on three 

categories of customers: victims of crime, offenders and community members, giving them all 

equal attention and opportunities. 

Differences between (traditional) classical paradigm of justice (retributive and 

rehabilitative) and modern paradigm (restorative justice) are: 

a) classical paradigm (traditional) focuses on punishment or treatment of offenders, 

victims have a peripheral role in the process, the community is represented by state institutions 

and parties is on opposite positions; 

b) modern paradigm (restorative justice) focuses on repairing the damage caused by the 

criminal to victim / community, members and community organizations are active, the process is 

characterized by dialogue and negotiation between the parts and the victims have a central role in 

the process. 

Consensual ways of resolving conflicts between victims and aggressors have known 

various developments and names, such as community justice, reparative justice, restorative 

justice; in practice it is often known as mediation (Graham, WG, 2001). 

In Romania it is possible to apply restorative justice in two forms: mediation and 

postconviction restorative justice. 

If in traditional justice, the correct (blind) application of law is a priority factor, almost a 

century ago this approach was reviewed and developed the concept of "sociological 

jurisprudence" which means that the law must seek the relationship between itself and the social 

effects created, which are prerequisites of strategic changes of justice role by developing 

therapeutic function. 

Therapeutic justice focuses on how "socio-psychological" laws and legal processes affect 

individuals involved in the criminal justice system. By examining the effects of the law in this 

way, therapeutic justice may show how laws and legal processes can actually support or 

undermine the public goals set to be reached by the criminal law. (D. Carson, D. Wexler, 1994, 

p.79). 

Therapeutic justice doesn’t block the realization of justice act, but suggests that mental 

health and psychological aspects of the criminal process should be examined to inform on the 

potential to succeed in reaching the goals. 

Therapeutic justice, as tool for acquiring new perspectives on questions concerning the 

effects of how to apply the law, not resolve conflicts between competitive values, but rather seek 

the informations needed to promote certain goals and to feed normative debate on the legitimacy 

or priority of competitive values (D. Wexler, R. Schopp, 1992, p.361). 

In the second part which comprising statistical analyzes explanatory-descriptive, studies, 

surveys and case studies, we considered appropriate, in Chapter 6, an analysis of dynamics of 

phenomenon downward national, regional and county level, by making a transversely and 

longitudinal radiography ( period 2001-2011) of the main statistical data that could be accessed 

on juvenile delinquency. 

The efforts of descriptive-exploratory research, carried downward, reveal the conclusion 

of considerable decrease in the number of juveniles convicted of offenses that may call into 

question the adequacy of performing this task. 

But looking at statistics from the year 2009, how can we explain the number of 13,134 

juveniles accused nationwide, compared with the number of 528 juveniles sanctioned in national 

penal system (prisons and rehabilitation centers) and the number of 629 of offenses committed 

by juveniles in the county of Cluj? 

Another difficulty of rational understanding, lies in the statistics analysis of the year 2008 

when have been accused by the police a number of 13,831 juveniles,  594 were penalized  

nationwide with imprisonment or confinement in rehabilitation centers and, from those 

sentenced, 128 were minors from Transylvania. 



This apparent inconsistency, regarding the statistical data, have led us to deepen our 

downward analysis of the dynamics of the phenomenon of juvenile delinquency with an analysis 

(conducted in Chapter 7) of the phenomenon in county of Cluj, following after that an upward 

step (additional), in which we can made predictions of the phenomenon studied. 

Analyzed data, covering a period of 10 years, were collected through a sustained effort 

(both through consultation documents, activity reports from the institutions directly involved in 

the management of juvenile justice and studying archives) with the support of management and 

workers from Cluj County Police Inspectorate, Institute of Forensic Medicine Cluj and Probation 

Service Cluj. 

In the county of Cluj the dynamic of offenses committed by juveniles in 2008 was 368, 

the number of forensic examinations conducted for minors, aged between 14 and 16 years, in 

2008 was 195, the number of evaluation reports for minors of the Probation Service for the same 

year (2008) is 250, the number of juveniles observed in 2008 by counselors of the Probation 

Service is 106, and the control number (ie the number of minors in the custody of the External 

Department Cluj of Gherla Maximum Security Prison at 31.12 .2008) was 8, although the 

number of convicted minors for some periods exceeded 30. 

 The achievement of a common database for institutions involved in the juvenile justice 

system, would allow the observation and monitoring of adolescents who have committed 

offenses and the development of individualized intervention plans for both those sentenced to 

supervised freedom and minors released from prison. Also, would follow their behavioral route, 

which would allow recalibration of interventions in case of repetition of delinquent behaviors 

(relapse). The database would provide information on cases of relapse both statistically and 

nominal (offenses committed by minors in a certain period and the types of sanctions received) 

to take steps to balance psycho-behavioral the subject and to mitigate his vulnerability. 

The database would also allow judges of the courts to have access to information about 

child behavior, contained in the evaluation reports prepared by the Probation Service to every 

request of the court, often without revisions. For example, in the case study KCA, the child was 

punished 5 times with alternately measure of internment in a rehabilitation center and 1 with 

imprisonment, for 6 criminal cases in which were investigated more crimes. 

In chapter 7, through the three studies, we followed to identify explanatory and 

predictors factors of juvenile delinquency and social inclusion by analyzing the phenomenon in 

the prison (the tertiary intervention) and later by comparison between the juvenile delinquents 

and non-delinquents from community (the secondary prevention), to make inferences about the 

possibilities of intervention at national level (primary prevention). 

In the field of juvenile delinquency, the prediction refers both to considerations of future 

dynamics of crime and its reduce to a reasonable amount, by the ability to take action on the 

causes and conditions that determine or favor it. Taking into account the great complexity of the 

causes and conditions that maintain this phenomenon, any outcome in this field has a 

probabilistic character and a different area of generalization as it involves developing programs 

and strategies for a large-scale social action. 

Predictive research on the development of adolescent criminal behavior has; thus, a great 

complexity and a great operational value, because of its results depend on how much a number 

of young "confused" will be saved from the danger of slipping down on the slope of criminal 

deviance. 

In these studies, we sought to identify the main combinations of risk factors that 

determine the transformation of deviant behaviors in possible delinquent behavior, to 

recommend measures to develop a prevention program to prevent their subsequent expression. 

We also sought to establish associations between the main variables considered to be risk 

factors in commitment of offenses by juveniles deprived of their liberty and later to analyze the 

combinations of factors that can be considered "risk factors" involved in relapse. 



Thus, in study 7.1, regarding the risk factors that influence the occurrence of juvenile 

criminal behaviors (study made on 301 juveniles deprived of their liberty for specific periods of 

time in External Department Cluj-Napoca of Gherla Maximum Security Prison) in the analysis 

of the frequency of appearance of individual, family and school risk factors, to juveniles 

deprived of liberty for offenses (both those with no criminal record and those with criminal 

repetitive behaviors), we can draw the following conclusions: 

• After identify the frequency of individual risk factors we find that: 

1. the minors engaged in adopting risk behaviors, so 85.4% smoking, 53.2% have consumed 

alcohol and 27.2% have consumed drugs or related chemicals 

2. self-aggressive reactions or manifestations, represented by tattoos, cuts, scarification forearms 

and  cigarette burns are present in a proportion of 57.5%, followed by a rate of 42.5% of 

craniocerebral trauma (resulting, as minor claims, from accidents or domestic violence), 34.6% 

of the juveniles had a history of ideas / attempts of suicide and a rate of 25.9% have been 

investigated psychiatrically. 

Concerning the investigations and psychiatric expertises we observe that percentage is almost 

equal to the percentage of juveniles (23.2%), aged 14 to 16, who require mandatory medical and 

psychiatric investigation to establish discernment, before criminal liability. 

3. run away from home or from institutions were present in 47.2% of investigated minors, 38.2% 

of them stating that they were previously institutionalized for some period of time. 

• After identify the frequency of family risk factors we find that: 

1. in terms of family structure in 47.5% of families the parents lives in concubinage, in 16.9% of 

cases minors lived with one parent, and from the percentage of 48.5% of cases in wich the 

parents were legally married, almost half (18.3%) were divorced. 

2. in terms of family environment only 39.9% of juveniles said that they have benefited from a 

stable climate, while 60.1% of juveniles said that quarrels (48.5%), heavy drinking (33.6% ) and 

physical aggression (25.2%) were present in their family environment in varying proportions. 

3. Another risk factor identified to family level is the offense committed by the members of 

origin family, so that in a proportion of 48.8% from these families offenses were present (17.9% 

offenses of the father, 15.9% offenses committed by brothers and 4% offenses of mother). 

4. the percentage of psychiatric illness in family members, according to the statements of minors, 

is 22.3% 

•At school level, the minors difficulties are: 

1. the classic failed, represented by the repeaters or expulsions, which were mentioned by a 

percentage of 71.4% of minors investigated. 

2. the minors illiterate percentage is 22.3% from the sample. 

3. the minors who have completed partially primary school is 32.2%, their intellectual 

performance not being higher than those illiterate. 

The list of major risk factors investigated and identified as being present in varying 

proportions in juvenile offenders included in the study, may be a prerequisite for reconsideration 

the corrective interventions, conducted in both corrective-formative- education purposes, in the 

prison environment, and the recalibration of preventive interventions undertaken locally to 

overcome the formalism of institutional interventions and ensure the growth of efficiency of 

programs or interventions, in order to support the integration of minors in community. 

Without analyzing the economic dimension of this phenomenon, it is well-known that it 

is much easier to prevent than to recover, although, apparently, the initial costs of implementing 

preventive strategies appear to be too high, in medium and long term the cost - benefit analysis 

prove their usefulness. 

Also, the risk factors mentioned above can identify and develop programs and methods 

of intervention at different levels, that can be implemented only after a serious multidimensional 

analysis, a period of control and measuring the efficiency of interventions, through their 

operationalizations. 



Following the share of risk factors investigated, we found that 51.7% of the juvenile have 

criminal record, which means that they had criminal start precocious and were subjected to the 

influence of factors with the role of maintaining in the adoption of recurrent deviant behaviors. 

We wanted to see if there are significant associations between risk factors investigated and the 

criteria related with absence/presence of criminal background to minors from studied sample. 

For example, if consumption of alcohol is present at 53.2% of juvenile delinquents, will follow 

in what quantity is present at minors with a criminal record or minors without criminal record, 

and if it might be consider a risk factor in maintaining the repetitive deviant behaviors. 

By comparing the minors with a criminal record and no criminal record in terms of risk 

factors identified in the sample, we drew the following conclusions: 

1. There are statistically significant association, even in moderate to low intensity, 

between the presence of criminal background and area of residence (urban); family structure 

(disorganized, concubinage, one parent or divorced); family environment (unstable); mental 

disorders of family members (mother, father); consumption of drugs and similar substances; self-

aggressive behavior (tattoos, cuts); institutionalization of juveniles for certain periods of time; 

extraversion as personality feature (at introverts dominate the repetitive criminal conduct). 

  2. There are no significant associations, statistically, between the presence of criminal 

background and offenses committed by family members; educational level; presence of school 

difficulties; risk behaviors represented by smoking, alcohol, suicide attempts, running away from 

home or the presence of sleep disorders; cranio-cerebral trauma or presence of psychiatric 

disorders; personality features related to socially desirable answers; psyhoticism level; 

neuroticism and behavioral disorders. 

In this way, we can say that the factors from this second category are present both to 

minors without a criminal record and those with criminal records, in similar proportions, 

representing the risk factors in adopting criminal behaviors. 

Development of models of intervention would be more effective if the first category of 

factors would be targeted by the prevention programs of relapse (at tertiary/ recuperative level), 

while focusing on the second category of factors would be prior in primary and secondary 

programs of prevention. 

Plans, programs and intervention strategies for monitoring, mitigation and control of 

juvenile delinquency, involve (beyond statistical, sociological, psychological, legal dimensions) 

the economic dimension which aim the cost-benefit analysis, before implementing any 

intervention. 

In study 7.2 we sought comparative analysis of the influence of risk factors on 

non-delinquent behaviors versus juvenile offenders. The analysis of internal risk factors 

(individual) and external (family, school) on child behavior from the two investigated samples, 

consist of 326 juvenile delinquents and 326 non-delinquent juveniles, coming from Cluj County, 

the following conclusions were drawn: 

If in both samples investigated, subjects are male and aged between 14 and 18 years, in 

terms of the environment of origin of the subjects, comparative rates between urban and rural 

areas (30.1% - offenders, 27.3% - non-offenders) do not differ significantly in terms of 

membership of delinquent versus non-delinquent group. 

From the descriptive analysis of internal risk factors (individual) and external (family, 

school) on child behavior of the two investigated sample, consist of 326 juvenile delinquents and 

326 non-delinquent juveniles, coming from Cluj County, we can draw the following conclusions: 

1. smoking as risk behavior is present in juvenile delinquents in proportion of 85.6%, 

significantly higher than in the non-delinquent juveniles, 46%. 

2. trends, strongly shaped, of behavioral disturbances are present in significantly higher 

proportion in offenders group (73.5%), compared with non-offenders (23.6%). 

3. regarding school difficulties, their proportion in the group of offenders is significantly higher 

(72.1%), compared with the non-delinquent juveniles (43.3%). 



4.  strongly shaped trends of psyhoticism are present in a proportion of 68.6% at juvenile 

delinquents, compared with 49.1% at non-delinquents minors, while shaped trends of 

psyhoticism are present in a proportion of 20.6% at juvenile delinquents, compare with 4, 9% at 

non-delinquent juveniles. 

5. in terms of unstable family environment, 61% of juvenile delinquents states that quarrels 

(16.3%), heavy drinking (19.3%) and physical assault (25.5%) were present in their family 

environment in variable proportions, compared with 51.5% of non-delinquent juveniles who 

have had such a family atmosphere. This result reveal that is a lower proportion of stable climate 

in the group of offenders (39%) than non-offenders (48%) and also by higher proportions of 

cases of alcohol consumption (19.3% vs. 4%) or physical aggression in the family (25.5% vs. 

11.7%). Surprisingly, unstable family environment, with frequent quarrels, is perceived in a 

greater measure in non-delinquent juveniles 35.9%, compare to juvenile delinquents 16.3%. 

6. family disruption, from structurally point of view, is present in a higher proportion in the 

group of offenders (60.4%) than non-offenders (24.5%). If the percentage of parents legally 

married is much lower in the group of offenders (39.6%) than non-offenders (75.5%), generally 

finding higher proportion of cases of broken families in the group of offenders, not the same 

thing we find in terms of the proportion of divorce / separation of parents, where the proportions 

are similar (15% from delinquents vs. 12% from non-delinquents). 

7. self-aggressive behaviors such as tattoos, cuts or intentional burns are present in 56.9% in 

case of offenders, compare  to 25.5% of non-offenders. 

8. another risk factor identified to family level is the offenses committed by the family of origin, 

incidences of crime family was significantly lower (19.9%) in the group of non-offenders, than 

in the group of offenders (49.1%). 

9. trends, strongly shaped, of neuroticism is significantly higher in the group of offenders 

(48.9%) compared with the other group (34.7%), the difference being statistically significant, 

although the presence of neuroticism shape trends is observed in greater measure in case of non-

offenders (51.2%), than offenders 45.8%). 

10.  alcohol as a risk factor is present in 56% of juvenile delinquents from 48.5% in non-

delinquent juveniles. 

11. run away from home/dromomania or run away from institutions was experienced by 47.5% 

of juvenile delinquents, compared with 22.7% of the cases recorded in the group of non-

offenders. 

12. craniocerebral trauma were identified in approximately 42.3% of juveniles deprived of 

liberty than that of the group of pupils (22.7%) (stating that they have suffered various injuries or 

were victims of domestic violence). 

13. 37.1% of the delinquent group compared with 4% of non-delinquent group was 

institutionalized for certain periods of time. 

14. ideas/attempts of suicide were recognized by 37.7% of juvenile delinquents investigated, 

compared with 29.5% of non-delinquent juveniles. 

15. the percentage of psychiatric illness to family members, according to the statements of 

minors is 34.7% in case of delinquents and 23.6% to non-delinquents.  

16. the percentage of consumption of drugs/similar substances to minors deprived of liberty 

investigated is 31.6%, compared with 24.8% in non-delinquent juveniles. The differences are 

statistically insignificant. 

17. mental illness reported by subjects are at a rate of 25.5% in juvenile delinquents compared 

to 5.5% for non-delinquent juveniles. The difference is statistically significant.  

18. Surprisingly, the proportion of cases of sleep disorders is lower in the group of offenders 

(35.3%) compared with the non-offenders (55.2%). 

 



We found that investigated risk factors are present both to juvenile offenders and non-

offenders in the variables proportions and combinations, representing potential sources of risk in 

assailable the adolescents in adopting criminal behaviors. 

Thus, from this analysis, we find that the study hypothesis was not confirmed as we 

found higher proportions for some of the investigated factors among non-delinquent juveniles 

(unstable family environment with frequent quarrels, trends shaped of neuroticism and sleep 

disorders common in non-offenders) or similar proportions among other factors investigated, 

compared to the two samples (parents divorce rate almost equal to that of the group of juvenile 

delinquents, alcohol, drugs/similar substances and present of suicide ideas). In other words, not 

all factors investigated (individual, family and school) are found in significantly higher 

proportions in the group of juvenile offenders, compare to juvenile non-offenders group. 

An important issue that emerges from this study is represented by the prevalence of 

critical life events (parental divorce), risk behaviors (alcohol and/drugs), sleep disturbances and 

the presence of suicidal ideas, which coupled with lack of social appropriate support, represent 

the antechamber to depression, which is found more frequently to adolescents. 

Thus, both in the development of programs of prevention (primary and secondary) and of 

the intervention (tertiary prevention), would be beneficial and desirable to target differently the 

risk factors affecting personal development, to reduce vulnerability and prevent crime behaviors 

among teenagers. 

Please note that our approach has not a character and a purpose strictly theoretical, but a 

practical one, the present study containing elements of sociological and psychological research 

that confirms, unfortunately, the assumption that the family and its functional deficiencies are the 

main source/risk factor in the adoption of pre-delinquent and delinquent behaviors. 

Thus, the main ways of intervention would be required to be implemented in family level 

doubled by interventions in school and community level, without forgetting educational, 

formative and supportive interventions (psychological and social) at the individually level, 

taking into account the particular age and context. 

In the study 7.3, we investigated the influence of activation of cognitive schemes on 

processing information about decisions at juvenile offenders by checking the assumptions stated. 

1. Influence of underlying cognitive schemas on decision process is a general mechanism 

that occurs in a prison environment, regardless of the state of relapse. 

2. Regardless of decider context (community/area of detention), cognitive schemes 

 used influences both the decision of adolescents from the community and those 

 deprived of their liberty. 

To verify the hypothesis, we used six independent samples of 60 subjects, each 

represented by two groups of non-delinquents teenagers from community and 4 groups of 

juvenile deprived of their liberty. 

Adolescents
,
 age from the community is between 14 and 18 years. From adolescents 

included in the study, almost 70% presented at least one of these behaviors considerated as risk: 

tattoos, piercings, alcohol, smoking, consumption of ethnobotanical plants, school difficulties 

(second examination, the repeaters), running away from home. 

Juveniles deprived of freedom age are between 14 and 18 years and the facts for wich 

have been convicted are: complicity to theft, robbery, accessory to robbery, theft, injury, rape, 

murder. 

All subjects included in the study are male. 

Because the decision precede the adoption of any conduct (simple or complex), this is 

implicitly the antechamber of criminal behavior. Therefore, we decided to analyze the behavior 

of real decision made by juvenile deprived of their liberty compared with that of non-delinquent 

minors, to pursue opportunities of influence in prosocial way the decisions of juveniles from a 

prison environment. 



The decision is the first and most important sign of authenticity of human behavior. In 

the study conducted on the behavior of juvenile delinquents we followed the way on how real 

decision-making process can be influenced through the formulations of alternatives. Of course 

the complexity and variety of problems and problematic situations can be found both in the 

community and in the prison environment. Although the dynamics of human phenomena in 

detention space is specified, there are some universal elements that transcend physical or 

cognitive barrier between the civil society and the prison universe. 

With all the changes in the interpretation of the final function of the prison, the human 

phenomenology of prison remains constant with the same psychological coordinates 

(helplessness, despair, resignation, failure). The shock of imprisonment, bearing the rigors of 

imprisonment regime as a result of execution of a criminal sentence, represents a limit situation 

for human and generates more often than not, short circuit behavior. 

Thus, knowing some mechanisms (cognitive schemas) involved in making a decision, we 

can occur, through the way of formulations of problems, to influence real decision processes. 

The cognitive mechanisms, either in simple or complex decision, have an important role 

in processuality of decision. 

In this study, we sought universality activation of underlying cognitive schemas decision 

in relation to two important variables: the state of relapse (for juveniles deprived of their liberty) 

in a prison environment and the context/position of minor decider non-delinquent/deprived of 

liberty. Thus, we found that the formulation of alternatives influence the making of decision by 

avoiding or searching the risk, because presentation of alternatives in terms of earnings, most 

subjects choose for certainty, and the presentation of alternatives in terms of loss, most subjects 

choose the risky alternative (uncertainty). 

The importance of the formulation of alternatives in different terms, which activate 

different cognitive schemes, who change the decision, finds numerous applications: 

- The way in which questions are formulated by prosecutors to obtain evidence (different 

terms "touched"/"hit" in question may lead to different testimonies); 

- Acceptance or non-acceptance of surgery by the patients according in which way is 

presented the chances of success; 

- Acceptance or non-acceptance of medical interventions (maneuvers) as a result of self 

harm and self-mutilation made by prisoners, caused most commonly by claiming 

purposes; 

- Prevent or abandonment of "food refusal", one of the methods used sometimes by 

prisoners to contact decision makers; 

- Involvement or non-involvement of minors in educational and regenerative activities 

who are aimed to made social reintegration after release and balancing them etc.. 

So the formulation of the problem (linguistic framework) can improve the decision 

process in a prison environment. 

Thus, we consider this study as a useful guide for further research on the real decision 

process, allowing us to influence, control or predict decision behavior in prison universe. 

The case studies presented in Chapter 8 completes our approach through qualitative 

analysis of the etiology of delinquent behavior, methods of intervention with their limits and 

difficulties, as well as prospects for social reintegration of juveniles deprived of their liberty. 

Since etiological analysis does not provide sufficient guidance on the propensity towards 

delinquency of youth, it needs to be complemented by predictive analysis that allows drafting 

future trends of the phenomenon of juvenile delinquency and development of intervention 

programs and strategies, effective and measurable. 

Chapter 9. Implementation of national strategies for the prevention of juvenile 

delinquency is often done without being evaluated in advance, in terms of cost-benefit criterion, 

without clear procedures of implementation and, what not to say, without having sufficient 

human resources. After developing the strategies, in many cases, is missing the trying period, as 



well as the measurement of their effectiveness, leading, thus, to their continuous application only 

from inertia. 

To achieve cumulative effect of criteria related to objectives, costs and effectiveness in 

preventing the appearance and maintenance of juvenile delinquency is mandatory to follow 

(from statistics) dynamics and evolution of the phenomenon, to realize  forecast and predictions 

on how the deviant behaviors will develop in the future. 

Also, identifying and understanding how interact and share risk factors on juvenile crime can be 

achieved after analyzing the phenomenon dimensions in a certain area and to identify practical, 

real and effective applications, for social recovery and prevent juvenile pre-delinquent behavior 

of vulnerable children within a community. 

Although most institutions involved in approaching this phenomenon made their own 

plans and strategies, consistency and effectiveness of preventive approaches will be affected by 

only one perspective of action, without make joint efforts to reduce and control juvenile 

delinquency. Lack of a real database on minors at risk (from different perspectives), impugn the 

effectiveness of steps taken in each institution involved in approaching the juvenile delinquency. 

For example, all activities and interventions in the prison environment will haven’t continuity 

without further involvement of community and purposefulness of the approach will be known 

only if the minor will relapse (unwanted case). In this situation, it is concluded that educational, 

formative and recuperative approach that had been made in custodial environment was 

ineffective without making reference to efficiency and how the social support was received or 

not by juvenile after release. 

Therefore, social reintegration requires continuous intervention at tertiary level as 

primary prevention (proactive strategies) and secondary prevention (interventions reactive) is 

maintained by tertiary prevention efforts (curative - recuperative) and supplemented by 

postvention. 

Priority targets of the prison system and conducted psychosocial educational activities 

were to balance psycho-behavioral development of the juveniles deprived of their liberty for 

their social reintegration, thus preventing relapse. 

At this level of tertiary prevention (regenerative) were made undeniable progress 

(personally seen as practitioner psychologist, with more then 10 years of experience in system) 

to decrease frequency and intensity of maladoptive behavior of self harm type, exhibited by 

juveniles deprived of their liberty. 

In the county of Cluj, involving those truly interested in the evolution of this 

phenomenon in terms of its negative impact on both the child and the community can be start a 

program for monitoring and assisting children at risk. 

This program can be implemented (lack of funding in anticipation) using european 

structural funds through an agreement of cooperation and partnership between local authorities, 

institutions involved in the management of juvenile delinquency, schools, youth organizations 

and social services at local level respecting the extended confidentiality rule. Also accurate and 

permanent information of community with the possibility of direct involvement in this project as 

a factor of social support would be by itself a preventive action. 

The research result, got by a performed analysis of 10 years of study of the dynamics of 

phenomenon in the County of Cluj, outlined a picture of the main risks factors of criminal 

behavior committed by minors. Given the common elements to profile of national juvenile 

offenders and similarity of conditions for development and evolution of adolescent, research 

results could be generalized with caution because they capture only a part of the manifestation of 

the phenomenon. 

The descriptive research by analyzing the statistical, criminogenic and social dimensions 

is an informative - explanatory. 

We can say that analytical part has an explorer-predictive role by analyzing relationship 

between variables used in studies and highlight of those significant. 



Limits of work and research perspectives 

A scientific research, regardless of the complexity and deeper grounding has some limit, 

beyond the results. These limits inherent in any scientific approach offer the possibility to 

continue and deepen the study area. 

If our work, we identify three types of limits: 

- Limits on how to choose the investigated population 

- Limitations related to the selected research methods and how to apply them 

- Limitations related to the perspectives used in research. 

The first set of limitations concerns the choice of the first study of population 

investigated, although it is represented by all juveniles deprived of liberty newly entered (301), 

are in the custody of the External Department Cluj from Gherla Prison during 2001-2010, 

provides a descriptive picture that allows inferences and generalization with caution of the 

results, only by reference to modal profile of juvenile offenders. 

In the second study, sample of non-offenders minor comes from two schools in Cluj 

(which though in terms of variables sex, age and provenance are consistent with similar variables 

juvenile group). 

In the study we analyzed by comparison juvenile delinquents and non-delinquents, 

although we used 6 groups of 60 subjects, the result of psychological study being extrapolated 

and generalized, we consider as a limit the small number of subjects, on one hand, and the small 

number of variables investigated, on the other hand. 

All studies will be repeated/replicated as it will be considered necessary their deepening 

in different context, with a larger number of subjects and an increased number of variables. 

The second set of limits and perhaps most consistently refers to research methods chosen 

and how they were applied. 

In socio-psychological approach that I choose in making this step, I tried to keep in mind 

that in studying the same field / phenomenon, combined use of several methods and techniques 

(beyond being a principle with sociological methodology) better capture aspects phenomenon 

studied by compensating intrinsic limitations of each method. 

Regarding the choice of sociological and psychological research methods, we consider a 

limit an insufficient number of questionnaires used, and the limit should be consistent in how 

they have been applied with reference to detailed anamnesis made for juvenile delinquents and 

making those items in questionnaires for non-delinquents. 

In qualitative methods, such limits are the following: 

- Double interview with observation and personal history only for juveniles deprived of 

their liberty. 

- at non-delinquent minors they could not eliminate the desirability aspects of some of the 

answers. 

Indirect survey limits: 

- The questionnaire to pupils was both self-administered form and the collective 

application form, like to juvenile delinquents who received the needed support for completing 

the answer sheet (although it is recommended to use self-administered questionnaire in research 

school communities) 

- To avoid loss of data obtained by self administered forms and to eliminate ambiguity 

and imprecision we tried (failed in all classes) collective management; 

- It is possible that some answers are false, given that the survey question was not 

understood, and respondents did not ask further explanation; 

Regarding the chosen instruments, we must specify that most previous studies broach the 

issue of juvenile delinquency using methods specific to the expertise of the researcher, while in 

our research we use statistical sociological and psychological methods and tools, such as 

observation, semi-standarded structured interview, personality questionnaires and indirectly self-

administered questionnaire survey. 



As a limit we also consider the procedure of the statistical analysis used to assess a 

connection between group membership delinquent or non-delinquent and risk factors most 

frequently quoted in the specialized literature, using only the independent samples t test for 

comparison of average values of unparametrics correlation "Cramer phi" between nominal 

variables and distribution of difference frequency of "square hi". 

Supplementation of uni and bivariate statistical analysis with a linear regression model 

for quantitative dependent variables and multiple logistic regression model for qualitative 

dependent variables, would allow prioritizing risk factors in terms of their importance, increasing 

the statistical consistency. However, in our explorative approach have repeatedly underlined that 

the interaction and combination of risk factors on behavior is specific and unique to each child, 

with major number, combination, frequency, intensity and timing in which these factors act and 

interact on budding personality of adolescent. 

The third set of limitations concerns the perspectives used in research. 

In this sense, this thesis, although had the intention to analyze the risk factors associated 

with occasional or repetitive criminal behavior of minors at the national level, it is limited 

(because of procedural grounds) to study the issue in the County of Cluj. This allows for 

inferences and predictions on the evolution of the phenomenon locally and generalization with 

caution of the results. 

However, research should be considered and given the importance of research in national 

phenomenon of juvenile delinquency through the consequences deriving from it. 

We also mentioned in the paper the issues facing professionals from involved institutions in 

space of juvenile justice (from judges, probation counselors to social workers and psychologists 

in the prison system) on the large amount of work per unit of time which  not frequently lead to 

performance rather quantitative indicators at the expense of quality. 

At the same time, given the transdisciplinarity of chosen theme, our work has attempted 

to combine the psychological perspective with the sociological one, concerning explanatory and 

predictors factors of juvenile delinquency, through integrative socio-psychological approach. 

As a psychologist, in retrospect, I think it was much easier option to study juvenile 

delinquency only psychologically, but this kind of approach results once again underlines the 

fact that man is a social being and requires multidisciplinary interventions both in the 

development and the improvement/optimization of skills. 

Despite these limitations of the present research, we can see research perspectives to 

provide further explanations and more complex and detailed predictions of how risk factors 

interact in various combinations and intensities and generally influence the behavior of 

adolescents and particularly juvenile offenders causing, promoting or enhancing the expression 

of deviant behavior and/delinquent. So, some of the above limitations can be transformed into 

research perspectives, allowing us to deepen the study. 

In any field of study, we can say that research continues, there followed many directions 

and possibilities for improving the current state of knowledge. 

The research undertaken believe that the objective has been achieved through statistical 

dynamics radiography of the phenomenon of juvenile delinquency of national, regional and 

county level, bringing a clarification of the issues faced by both researchers and practitioners of 

the field. We hope that the results will be useful to researchers and professionals committed. 

Own contributions 

A research is motivated by the goal and objectives and the approach (theoretical, 

methodological and investigative) obtained by researchers to add further value to the current 

state of knowledge in the area studied. However, research / scientific approach developed is 

justified only to the extent that through results obtained are achieved some conceptual 

clarification or demonstrate causal relationships, correlation or association between the studied 

variables, allowing the understanding and explanation of the etiology of the studied phenomenon 

followed by predictions on its future development. 



Having permanently in view the title "Explanatory and predictive sociopsychological 

factors of juvenile delinquency and social reinsertion", the approach we conducted aimed at 

identifying, understanding and explaining the main risk factors in the development and 

manifestation of delinquent behaviors, individual and social factors and how they interact and 

reinforce each other causing committing antisocial behavior. Studying these factors may allow 

the researcher, regardless of field of study, to find concrete and practical ways to help transform 

of individual risk factors (psychological) and the micro (family, school and group membership) 

into protective factors and support for wayward child. 

The main contributions that we have made in this paper to the current state of knowledge 

in the field of juvenile delinquency we’ll be presented below, taking into account that this paper 

is a combination of theoretical and empirical research. Thus, we will structure their contributions 

into two categories, referring both at the conceptual and empirical level. 

At the conceptual level, the research conducted is characterized by: 

- Defining phenomenon of juvenile delinquency from a multidisciplinary perspective and 

avoid enumeration of definitions; 

-Presenting and synthesizing numerous theoretical approaches related to the phenomenon 

of crime, which are divided into five categories: biological theories, psychological and 

psychiatric theories, sociological theories, theories social-cognitive/psiho-social theories and 

socio-psychological theories; 

- Assuming reformulation of primary objective reiterated of the penitentiary system of 

social reintegration of prisoners with proximal and achievable goal of balancing psycho-

behavioral and relational detainees; 

- Explaining the need for reformulation of the term juvenile delinquency combat with 

achievable goal of reducing and controlling juvenile delinquency; 

- Underlining the need for clarification and reformulation of sentence “punishing minors 

with internment in a rehabilitation center (educational measure) or imprisonment (punitive 

measure)” 

- Emphasizing the importance of using interface language used by specialists to evaluate 

(legal, medical, psychological, social, educational, etc) investigated minors to obtain accurate 

information given the low intellectual performance and difficulties in understanding specialized 

used terms. 

At an empirical level, to highlight the main contributions to the approach, we refer to the 

results obtained in the studies. 

As follows: 

- I have presented statistical analysis of the dynamics of juvenile delinquency at national 

and regional level during 1990 - 2011; 

- I analyzed the evolution of dynamics of juvenile delinquency in the county of Cluj, in 

the past decade by presenting comprehensive data on this phenomenon from the perspective of 

the involved institutions in specific activities in the area of juvenile justice; 

- I analyzed the influence and association of risk factors in the development and 

maintenance of delinquent behaviors via survey on juveniles deprived of their liberty; 

- I watched comparatively the impact of risk factors on the behavior of juvenile offenders 

versus non-delinquents, identifying further opportunities for action; 

- I have demonstrated through research on decision=making, universality of activated 

cognitive schemas, in information processing, regardless of the studied variables and identified 

practical and effective ways to influence decision-making behavior of juveniles in the prison; 

- I presented through case studies the etiology of criminal behavior, methods of 

intervention and prospects for social reintegration of juveniles deprived of their liberty; 

- I illustrated some potential ways to streamline the activities in the tertiary prevention in 

penitentiary system in order to achieve the assumed strategies and action plans; 



- I presented the opportunity to start an interinstitutional and community project (with 

structural funds) to local and county level, as a first step in monitoring, mitigation and control of 

juvenile delinquency, in particular, and protection, training, development and support of the 

child at risk, in general. 

Although juvenile crime prevention initiatives are multiplying, like institutions that are 

tasked to prevent this phenomenon, it is necessary to create an institutionalized system, adequate 

of social protection of families and children in need or at risk and effective programs to prevent 

juvenile delinquency. 

In Romania, it must need to create and to boost the institutions, not to copy existing 

models that could lead to loss of resources, actually so very poor. For confused adolescent, firm 

and coherent measures containing clear guidelines of conduct and social integration with a strong 

support and education would be more effective than sanctioning or punitive measures, knowing 

that young people generally react and not act to stimuluses, showing a behavior guided by the 

principle of "forbidden fruit". 

Thus, factors favoring integration/reintegration of minors are represented by: 

1. developing and implementing a national strategy (downward) for the provision of health 

(physical and mental) with programs for self-awareness, personal development and 

optimization of behavior, communication and networking in the home, school, group 

membership, professional environments. 

2. corroboration Action Plans (horizontal and ascending) at local and regional developed by 

all institutions involved in assisting child development and socialization, education and 

training, intervention and recovery Department of Public Health, Department for 

assistance and child protection; Hall, County School Inspectorate, Inspectorate County 

Police, National Antidrug Agency, Probation Service, Prisons, NGO’s, voluntary 

associations, religious cults, Department of Employment and Workforce Development, 

media etc. 

 If at macro level (politically, economically, administrative) results of studies and research 

can be a source of information for decision makers, at micro level (family, school and group 

membership) and individual level(psychological factors) can be developed programs, plans and 

proposals action to streamline the work of all those involved directly or indirectly in the 

research, approach and control of juvenile delinquency phenomenon. 

 Reduction and control of juvenile delinquency phenomenon will be achieved beyond 

plans and strategies for prevention and intervention only to the extent that there is an efficient 

and functional system to interfere mutually and simultaneously family, school, community and 

institutions involved directly in address of this phenomenon. 

 Finally, I would like to point out a fact, that I am convinced that we know and understand 

all those who operate in the area of juvenile justice, namely that a minor is not socially 

reintegrated when it is released, but will be truly social reintegrated when the society will 

provide real chances to accept him. 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



BIBLIOGRAPHY OF THESIS 

 

1. Abraham, P. (2001): Introducere în probaţiune, supraveghere, asistenţă şi consilierea 

infractorilor condamnaţi la sancţiuni neprivative de libertate., Editura Naţional, Bucureşti. 

2. Abraham P., Tomiţă M., (2007): Justiţia restaurativă şi medierea victimă – infractor, 

Editura Concordia, Arad . 

3. Albu, E.(2002): Manifestări tipice ale devierilor de comportament la elevii preadolescenţi. 

Prevenire si terapie., Editura Aramis Print, Bucureşti. 

4. Allison, B.N., Schultz, J.B. (2004). „Parent-adolescent conflict in early adolescence. ” 

Adolescence, 39, pp.101-119. 

5. Amato P. R., Booth A. (1991): „Consequences of Parental Divorce and Marital 

Unhappiness for Adult Well-Being ”in Social Forces, 69, 3, pp.895-914. 

6. Amato, P.R.,Keith, B. (1991): „Parental divorce and the well-being of children: A 

metaanalysis.” Psychological Bulletin, 110, pp.26-46. 

7. Amato, P. R. (2000): „The Consequences of Divorce for Adults and Children” in Journal 

of Marriage and Family, 62, 4,pp.1269-1287. 

8. Amato, P. R., Sobolewski, J. M. (2001): ”The Effects of Divorce and Marital Discord on 

Adults Children's Psychological Well-Being” in American Sociological Review, 66, 

6,pp.900-921. 

9. Avenevolli, S., Sessa, F. M., Steinberg, L. (1999): ”Family Structure, Parenting Practices 

and Adolescent Adjustment: An Ecological Examination” in E. M. Hetherington (ed.) 

Coping with Divorce, Single Parenthood and Remarriage: A Risk and Resilience 

Perspective, Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Mahwah. 

10. Banciu D.(1992) : Control social şi sancţiuni sociale, Editura Hyperion, Bucureşti,  

11. Banciu, D., Rădulescu, S. M. (2002): Evoluţii ale delincvenţei juvenile in România. 

cercetare şi prevenire socială., Editura Lumina Lex, Bucureşti. 

 

12. Bandura, A., Ross, D., Ross S. (1961): „Transsmisoin of aggression through imitation 

ofaggressive models.” Journal of Abnormal and Social Psychology, 66, pp. 575-582 

13. Bartol,C.R.(1980):Criminal behavior: A Psychological Approach., Englewood Cliffs, 

Prentice-Hall. 

14. Beauchine, T.P., Katkin, E.S., Stressberg, Z., Snarr, J. (2001): „Disinhibitory 

psychopathology and male adolescents: Discriminating conduct disorder from attention- 

deficit/hyperactivity disorder through concurrent assessment of multiple autonomic states.” 

Journal of the American Academy of Child & Adolescent Psychiatry, 40 (10), pp.1222-

1230. 

15. Becker, S.H.,(1963,1985): Outsiders. Études de sociologie de la déviance, Ed. A.M. 

Métailié, Paris. 

16. Bloch, H., Niederhoffer,A.(1978): The Gang, Philosophical Library, New York.  

17. Bocancea, C., Neamţu, G., (1999), Elemente de asistenţă socială, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 



18. Boudon R., (coord), Besnard, P., Cherkaoui, M. ,Lecuyer, B.P. (1996): Dicţionar de 

sociologie, Editura Univers Enciclopedic, Bucureşti. 

19. Boudon R, (coord.).(1998): Tratat de sociologie, Editura Humanitas, Bucureşti. 

20. Brian, E. P., Matthew, O. H.,(2008): “Prevalence and correlates of traumatic brain injury 

among delinquent youths”, Criminal Behaviour and Mental Health 18: pp.243–255, 

Published online in Wiley InterScience  (www.interscience.wiley.com)  

21. Brustur, G. (2003): “Percepţia comunităţii asupra activităţilor de resocializare desfăşurate 

în Penitenciar”, studiu prezentat in cadrul Simpozionului Naţional “Politici penale şi 

politici penitenciare”, Bucureşti.  

22. Brustur, G. (2004): “Asumarea riscului şi autocontrolul în luarea deciziilor la delincvenţii 

juvenili“ în: Stănişor, E. (coord.), Bălan, A., Pripp, C.: Universul carceral. Culegere de 

studii, Editura Oscar Print, Bucureşti, pp. 486-508. 

23. Brustur, G. (2009): “Strategii de reinserţie socială a delincvenţilor minori“ în: Teoretic şi 

aplicativ în cercetarea psihologică, Editura Eurobit, Timişoara, pp. 101-108. 

24. Buş, I. (2005): Psihologie şi infracţionalitate, Fundamente teoretice,vol.I, Editura ASCR, 

Cluj-Napoca. 

25. Buş, I. (2006): Psihologie şi infracţionalitate, Module aplicative, vol.II, Editura ASCR, 

Cluj-Napoca. 

26. Buneci, P., Butoi, I.T. (2002):” Elemente socio-juridice de control social pe terenul 

devianţei speciale”, Edidura Fundaţiei “România de Mâine”, Bucureşti. 

27. Byrne, D.G., Byrne A.E., Reinhart M.I., (1995): ”Personality, stress and the decision to 

commence cigarette smoking in adolescence.” Journal Psychosomatic Research, 39, 

pp.53–62.  

28. Calhoun,G., Glaser,B., Bartolomucci, C., (2001): „The juvenile counseling and assessment 

model and program: A conceptualization and intervention for juvenile delinquency.” 

Journal of Counseling and Development, 79(2), pp. 131-141. 

29. Carson,D., Wexler, D.B., (1994): „New Approaches to Mintal health Law: Will the 

U.K.Follow the U.S. Lead Again?”, în The Journal of Social Welfare and Family Law p. 

79. 

30. Chitoşcă,M.,(2006): „Internetul ca agent de socializare pentru generaţia “M”, Revista de 

Informatică Socială, anul III, nr. 5, pp. 60-80. 

31. Cioclei, V. (1996): Criminologie etiologică, Editura Actami, Bucureşti. 

32. Cioclei, V. (1998): Manual de criminologie, Editura All Beck, Bucureşti. 

33. Cioclei, V. (1999): Studiu de criminologie juridică, Editura All Beck, Bucureşti.  

34. Cohen, A.K.(1955): Delinquent Boys: The culture of de Gang,  Free Press, Glencoe, 

Illinois  

35. Cohen, A.K., Short,J.F., (1958): „Research in Delinquent Subcultures.” in Journal of 

Social Issues, 14, pp. 20-37. 

36. Cohen, A.K.(1966): Deviance and control, Englenwood Cliffs, Prentice-Hall,  

New-York. 

37. Cole, G. F.(1989): The American system of criminal justice, Ed 5, Brooks/Cole Publishing 

Company, Pacific Grove California. 

38. Clerget, S., (2008): Criza adolescenţei, EdituraTrei, Bucureşti. 

http://www.interscience.wiley.com/


39. Coleman, J., (1961): The adolescent society, The Free Press, New York. 

40. Cusson, M.,(1990): Croissance et décroissance du crime, Les Presses Universitaires de 

France, Paris. 

41. Cusson, M., (1997): “Devianţa”, în Boudon R., (1998): Tratat de sociologie, Editura 

Humanitas, Bucureşti, p. 446, pp. 450-451.  

42. de Vissches, P., Neculau, A. (Coord), (2001): Dinamica grupurilor, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

43. di Tullio,B.,(1951): Manual d anthropologie criminalle, Ed. Payot, Paris. 

44. di Tullio, B., (1970): Horizons in Clinical criminology, Ed. New York University, New 

York. 

45. Dornbusch, S.M., Ritter, P.L., Leiderman, P.H. (1987): “The relation of parenting style to 

adolescent school performance. Child Development” în The Family Communication 

Sourcebook, Sage  Publications, U.S.A. 

46. Dragomirescu, V.T., (1976): Psihosociologia comportamentului deviant, Editura Ştiinţifică 

şi Enciclopedică, Bucureşti. 

47. Drăgan,I. (coord.), (1985): Sociologie. Îndrumar teoretic şi practic, Editura Academiei, 

Bucureşti.  

48. D.S.M. IV (2000): Manualul de diagnostic şi statistică a tulburărilor mentale, editat de 

Asociaţia Psihiatrilor Liberi din România, Bucureşti. 

49. Durkheim, É., (1895,1974,2002): Regulile metodei sociologice, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

50. Elkin, F., Handel, G. (1984): The Child and the Society – The Process of Socialization, 

Random House, New York. 

51. El-Sheikh, M., Elmore-Staton, L. (2004):”The link between marital conflict and child 

adjustment: Parent-child conflict and perceived attachments as mediators, potentiators, and 

mitigators of risk.” în Development and Psychopathology,16, pp.631-648. 

52. Eriko, A.L., Carcea, M.(1998): Prevenirea dezadaptării şcolare. Contribuţii metodologice 

la profilaxia şi terapia adolescenţilor cu probleme de adaptare, Editura Cerni, Iaşi.  

53. Erikson, K.T., (1962): “Notes on the sociology of deviance.” în Social Problems, 9, p.296, 

pp. 307-314.  

54. Eysenck., H.J.(1964):Crime and Personality, Routlege and Kegan Paul,London. 

55. Eysenck., H.J., Eysenck, S.B.(1975): Manual of the Eysenck Personality Questionnaire.  

Hodder and Stoughton, London. 

56. Eysenck., H.J., (1992): “The Definition and Measurement of Psychoticism”, Personality 

and Indivudual Differences, vol 13, no.7, pp.757-787. 

57. Farmer, T. W., Cadwallader, T. W.(2000): „Social interactions and peer support for 

problem behavior.” Preventing School Failure, 44, pp.105-109. 

58. Farmer,T.W., Quinn M.M., Husey,W., Holahan,T.(2001): „The development of disruptive 

behavioral disorders and correlated constraints.” Implications for intervention. Behavioral 

disorders, 26, pp. 106-130. 

59. Ferreol, G.,(2000): Adolescenţii si toxicomania, Editura Polirom, Iaşi, 2000. 

60. Furlong, M., Morrison,G.,(2000): „The School in School Violence.” Journal of Emotional 

and Behavioral Disorders, 8, p.71. 

61. Gassin, R.,(1990): Criminologie, Ed.a II-a, „Le Precis Dalloz”, Paris. pp. 444-456. 

http://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/Hodder_and_Stoughton


62. Gheorghe, F.,(1996,2002): Psihologie Penitenciară, Editura Oscar Print, Bucureşti.  

63. Gheorghe, F., (2003): Fenomenologie penitenciară, Editura Oscar Print, Bucureşti. 

64. Gheorghe, F., (2005): Prevenirea criminalităţii.Teorie şi practică, Editura Oscar Print, 

Bucureşti. 

65. Giddens, A., (2001): Sociologie, Editura BIC ALL, Bucureşti. 

66. Glueck, S.,Glueck, E., (1967): Predicting Delinquency and Crime, Cambridge, 

Massachusetts, Harvard University Press. 

67. Goffman, E., (1963): Stigma: notes on the management of spoiled identity,Touchstone 

Book, New York. 

68. Goleman, D., (2005): Inteligenţa emoţională, Editura Curtea Veche Publishing, Bucureşti. 

69. Golu, P.,(1994): Psihologia copilului, Editura Didactică şi Pedagogică, Bucureşti. 

70. Gorgos, C. coord,(1984): Dicţionar enciclopedic de psihiatrie, Editura Medicală, 

Bucureşti. 

71. Goodman, N., (1992): Introducere în sociologie, Editura Lider, Bucureşti. 

72. Graham, W. G.,(2001): Administrarea justiţiei în comunitate. Standarde şi reglementări 

internaţionale, Editura Expert, Bucureşti. 

73. Grecu, F.; Rădulescu S.,(2003): Delincvenţa juvenilă în societatea contemporană. Studiu 

comparativ între Statele Unite şi România, Editura Lumina Lex, Bucureşti.  

74. Gregory A.M, Caspi A., Eley T.C., Moffitt T.E, OConnor T.G, Poulton R.,(2005): 

“Prospective longitudinal associations between persistent sleep problems in childhood and 

anxietiy and depression disorders in adulthood.” Journal Abnorm Child Psychol, 

33(2),pp.157–163. 

75. Gregory A.M, Rijsdijk F.V, Lau J.Y.F., Dahl R.E, Eley T.C.,(2009): „The direction of 

longitudinal associations between sleep problems and depression symptoms: a study of 

twins aged 8 and 10 years.” Sleep, 32(2),pp.189–199. 

76. Gresham, F. M., Lane, K. L.,Lambros, K. M, (2000):”Comorbidity of Conduct Problems 

and ADHD: Identification of `Fledgling Psychopaths’.” în Journal of Emotional and 

Behavioral Disorders, 8 (2), pp.83-94. 

77. Hanson, M. J., Carta, J. J.,(1995): „Addressing the challenges of families with multiple 

risks.” Exceptional Children, 62, pp. 201-212. 

78. Hawkins, J.D., Herrenkohl, T., Farrington, D.P., Brewer, D., Catalano, R.F., and  

Harachi, T.W. (1998): “A review of predictors of youth violence.” în Serious and  

Violent Juvenile Offenders: Risk Factors and Successful Interventions, edited by R.  

Loeber and D.P. Farrington. Thousand Oaks, CA: Sage Publications, Inc., pp. 106–146. 

79. Hawkins.J., Cothern, L. (2000): “Predictors of youth violence.” în Juvenile Justice 

Bulletin, pp.1-11. 

80. Hay, C., Fortson, N., Hollist, D.R., et.al.(2007): “Compounded Risk: The Implications for 

Delinquency of Coming from a Poor Family that Lives in a Poor Comunity.” în  Journal of 

Youth Adolescence, vol.36, pp. 593-605. 

81. Henderson, A., (1991): “Social support and depression”, in The Meaning and 

Measurement of Social Support. Edited by Veiel H, Baumann U. New York, Hemisphere, 

pp. 85–92. 



82. Hetherington, E. M. (1999): „Should We Stay Together for the Sake of Children in E. M. 

Hetherington”, (ed.) Coping with Divorce, Single Parenthood and Remarriage: A Risk and 

Resilience Perspective, Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Mahwah. 

83. Hirschi, T., (2002): Causes of Delinquency, Ed. Paperback, Berkley, California. 

84. Hogarth, R.M., (1988): ”Judgement and choice: The Psychology of Decision”, în 

Organisational behavior and Human Decision Processes 41, pp.1-19 Chichester, Wiley. 

85. Hollin,C.R., (2001): Criminal Behavior. A Psychological Approach to Explanation and 

Prevention, Falmer Press, London. 

86. Howard, Z., Harry M.,(2004): „Fundamental Concepts of Restorative Justice”, în  

Restorative Justice. Critical Issues, Criminal Justice Press Monsey, New York. 

87. Hudiţeanu, A.,(2001): Devianţa comportamentală la elevi. Cunoaşterea, prevenirea şi 

soluţionarea devierilor comportamentale ale elevilor, Editura Psihomedia, Sibiu. 

88. Huffman, L. C., Mehlinger, S. L., Kerivan, A. S., (2000): Risk factors for academic and 

behavioral problems at the beginning of school. The Child and Mental Health Foundation 

Agencies Network, http://www.nimh.nih.gov/childhp/huffman.pdf 

89. Iluţ, P. (1997). Abordarea calitativă a socioumanului, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

90. Iluţ, P. (2003): „Teoria alegerii raţionale” în S. Chelcea şi P. Iluţ (coord.). Enciclopedie de 

psihosociologie.,pp. 349-351, Editura Economică, Bucureşti. 

91. Iluţ, P. (2004): Valori, atitudini şi comportamente sociale. Teme actuale de 

psihosociologie, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

92. Iluţ, P., (2009): Psihologie socială şi sociopsihologie. Teme recurente şi noi viziuni, 

Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

93. Ionescu, I. (1997): Sociologia şcolii, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

94. Ireland, J.L., Culpin,V. (2006): “The relationship between sleeping problems and 

aggression, anger, and impulsivity in a population of juvenile and young offenders.”  

în Journal Adolescence Health; 38(6), pp.649–655. 

95. Irimescu,G. (2005): "Violenţa în familie şi metodologia intervenţiei", în: Neamţu, G., Stan, 

D.(coord), Asistenţa socială. Studii şi aplicaţii, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

96. Jurcanu, G. (2000): Manualul lucrătorului social stradal, Editura Unicef, Bucureşti. 

97. Kahneman,D.,Tversky,A.,(1979): Prospect Theory:An Anaysis of Decisin under Risk, 

Economică 47, pp. 263-291. 

98. Kahneman, D., Slovic, P., & Tversky, A. (1982). Judgment Under Uncertainty: Heuristics 

and Biases, Cambridge University Press, New York, pp.204-223. 

99. Kelley, B.T., Loeber,R., Keenan, K., DeLamatre, M. (1997): “Developmental pathways in 

boys disruptive and delinquent behavior.” Juvenile Justice Bulletin, December, 100, 

pp.674-701 

100. Kelly, J. B. (2003): „Changing Perspectives on Children´s Adjustment Following Divorce: 

A View from the United States”, Childhood, vol. 10 no. 2, pp. 237-254. 

101. Kendler K.S., Neale M.C., MacLean C.J., Heath A.C., Eaves L.J., Kessler R.C.,(1993): 

“Smoking and major depression: a causal analysis.” Arch Gen Psychiatry, 50, pp.36–43 

102. Killen, K.,(1998): Copilul maltratat, Editura Eurobit, Timisoara. 

103. Kinberg, O. (1959): “Les problemes fondamentaux de la criminologie”, Ed. Cujas, Paris. 

http://www.nimh.nih.gov/childhp/huffman.pdf


104. Kirby B. J., (2002): The Influence of Parental Separation on Smoking Initiatio in 

Adolescents, The Journal of Health and Social Behaviour, 43, 1. 

105. Kohlberg, L., (1969):„Stage and Sequence: The Cognitive-Developmental Appoach to 

Socialization.” în: Handboock of Socialization of Theory and Research, Ed. Rand 

McNally, Chicago în Kurko, A., (2006): Delincvenţa juvenilă în România după 1989, Ed. 

Studia, Cluj, pp.58-62.   

106. Kretschmer, E. (1942), Körporbau und Character, Springer Verlag, Berlin. 

107. Kurko, A., (2006): Delincvenţa juvenilă în România după 1989, Editura Studia,  

Cluj- Napoca. 

108. Lange, J.( 1921):Crima ca destin  în J. Larmat (1977): ,,Genetica Inteligenţei”, Editura 

Ştiinţifică şi Enciclopedică, Bucureşti. 

109. Larousse, (1996): Dicţionar de psihologie, Editura Univers Enciclopedic, Bucureşti. 

110. Lemert, E., (1967): Human Deviance, Social Problems and Social Control, Prentice-Hall, 

Englewood Cliffs 

111. Loeber, R., Farrington,D.P, (1998): „Serious and violent juvenile offenders.” în Loeber, R., 

Farrington,D.P,(eds): Serious and Violent Juvenile Offenders: Risk Factors and Successful 

Interventions.,Thousand Oaks, CA, Sage, pp.13-29. 

112. Loeber, R., Farrington, D. P.,(2000): “Young children who commit crime: Epidemiology, 

developmental origins, risk factors, early interventions and policy implications.” 

Development and Psychopathology,12, pp.737-762. 

113. Lombroso, C., (1992): Omul delincvent, Editura Măiastră, Bucureşti.  

114. Macavei, E. (1989): Familia şi casa de copii, Editura Litera, Bucureşti. 

115. Makkai, T. (1998): Drugs Courts: Issues and Prospects. Trends and Issues in Crime and 

Criminal Justice, no. 95. Canberra: Australian Institute of Criminology, p. 2. 

116. Malinosky-Rummell, R., Hanse, D.J.,(1993): “Long-term consequences of childhood 

physical abuse”, Psychological Bulletin, 114(1), pp. 68-79. 

117. Malmgren. K. W., & Meisel, S. M. (2004): “Examining the link between child 

maltreatment and delinquency for youth with emotional and behavioral disorders”, Child 

Welfare, 83(2), pp.175-189. 

118. Marshall B. C., Meier,R.F., (1974): Sociology of Deviant Behaviour, N.Y., Montreal, 

London, în S. M. Rădulescu (1994): Homo Sociologicus, Editura Şansa, Bucureşti. 

119. Marshall, T., (1999): Restorative Justice: An Overview, Home Office Research 

Development and Statistics Directorate, p.5 

120. Marsiglio, W., Amato, P., Day, R. D., Lamb, M. E. (2000): “Scolarship on Fatherhood in 

the 990s and Beyond”, Journal of Marriage and Family,4,62. 

121. Mather, M., Adams, D. (2006): A Kids Count/PRB Report on Census 2000: The Risk of 

Negative Child Outcomes in Low-Income Families. KIDS COUNT & Population 

Reference Bureau. http://www.aecf.org/upload/PublicationFiles/DA3622H1234.pdf 

122. McEvoy, A., Welker, R. (2000): „Antisocial behavior, academic failure and school 

climate: A critical review”, Journal of Emotional and Behavioral Disorders, 8(3),pp.130-

140. 

http://www.aecf.org/upload/PublicationFiles/DA3622H1234.pdf


123. McLanahan, S. S. (1999): „Father Absence and the Welfare of the Children” in E. M. 

Hetherington, (ed.) Coping with Divorce, Single Parenthood and Remarriage: A Risk and 

Resilience Perspective, Lawrence Erlbaum Associates, Mahwah. 

124. Medin, D.L., Ross, B., Markman, A. (2004): „Cognitive Psychology”, în  Journal of 

Experimental Psychology: Learning, Memory, and Cognition, Vol 30(1), pp. 216-226 

125. Merton, R.K.(1938): Social Structure and Anomie, American Sociological Review, vol. 3, 

nr. 5, October, pp.140-159. 

126. Merton,R.K.(1968): Social Theory and Social Structure, Prentice-Hall, New York. 

127. Miclea, M.(1999): Psihologie cognitivă, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

128. Miclea, M.(2001): “Autocontrolul. O perspectivă comportamental cognitivă”, Roumanian 

Journal of Cognitive and Behavioral Psychoterapies,1(,1),41-56. 

129. Miroiu, M., (2002): Convenio: despre natură, femei şi morală, Editura Polirom, Iaşi.  

130. Mitrofan, I., Mitrofan, N.,(1991): Familia de la A ... la Z, Editura Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti.  

131. Mitrofan, N., Zdrenghea V. şi Butoi, T. (1992) Psihologie Judiciară, Editura Şansa, 

Bucureşti. 

132. Mitrofan N., Zdrenghea, V., Butoi, T.(1994): Psihologie judiciară, Editura Şansa, 

Bucureşti.  

133. Mitrofan, I, Ciupercă, C.,(1998): Incursiuni în psihosociologia şi psihosexologia familiei, 

Editura Press Mihaela, Bucureşti. 

134. Montanu, M.R.,(2003): Delincvenţa juvenilă. Aspecte teoretice şi practice, Editura 

Polipress, Bucureşti. 

135. Morossanova, V.,(2003): „Extraversion and neuroticism:The typical profiles of self-

regulation”, European Psychologist,8 (4), pp.279-295. 

136. Mucchielli, R., (1981): Comment ils deviennent delinquants, ESF, Paris. 

137. Murray,J., Farrington, D.T., (2010): “Risk Factors for Conduct Disorder and Delinquency: 

Key Findings From Longitudinal Studies.” Can J Psychiatry, 55, pp. 633-643.  

138. Neamţu, G.(1999): "Excuderea socială şi problema câmpurilor sociale" în: Bocancea, C, 

Neamţu G, Elemente de asistenţă socială, Editura Polirom, Iaşi.  

139. Neamţu, C.(2003): Devianţa şcolară, Editura Polirom, Iaşi.  

140. Neculau, A.(1974): "Grupul social şi adolescentul", în: Adolescenţii şi adaptarea, Iaşi, 

Centrul de Cercetări pentru Problemele Tineretului, p. 165. 

141. Nolan, J.L. (2001): Reinventing Justice: the American Drug Court Movement, Princeton 

University Press, New Jersey. 

142. Noller, P., Callan, V. J. (1990): „Adolescents’ perceptions of the nature of their  

communication with parents”, Journal of Youth and Adolescence, 19, pp.349-362. 

143. Oancea, I., (1998): Probleme de criminologie, Editura All, Bucureşti. 

144. O'Donnell, C. R. (2000). Disabilities and the Juvenile Justice System: A Literature Review. 

Clemson, SC: Consortium for Children, Families, and the Law, Clemson University, 

Institute on Family and Neighborhood Life. 

145. Ogien, A., (2002): Sociologia devianţei, Editura Polirom, Iaşi.  

146. Oxford Dicţionary Encycloopedia (1997):Oxford Universsity Press, p.120. 



147. Paşca, M.D., (2005): Infractorul minor şi reintegrarea sa în comunitate, Editura Ardealul, 

Biblioteca de psihologie. 

148. Patterson,G.R., Reid,J.B., Dishion,T.J.,(1992): Antisocial Boys, Eugene, OR: Castalia 

Press. 

149. Patterson, G. R., DeBaryshe, B. D., Ramsey, E.(1989): “A Developmental Perspective on 

Antisocial Behavior”, American Psychologist, 44, pp.329-35. 

150. Pavelcu, V.,(1972): Cunoaşterea de sine şi cunoaşterea personaliăţtii, Editura Didactică şi 

Pedagogică, Bucureşti. 

151. Payne, J.W. & colab., (1982): „Contingent decision behavior”, Psychologycal Bulletin, vol. 

92, pp. 631-642. 

152. Payne, J.W. & colab., (1988): „Adaptive strategy selection in decision making”, Journal of 

Experimental Social Psychology, vol. 38, pp.283-290. 

153. Petcu, M., (1997): Psihologie juridică, Editura Argonaut, Cuj-Napoca. 

154. Petcu, M., (1999): Delincvenţa. Repere psihosociale, Editura Dacia, Cluj-Napoca. 

155. Pinatel, J., (1971): La société criminogéne, Ed. Calman–Levi, Paris. 

156. Pitulescu, I. (1995): Delincvenţa juvenilă, Editura Ministerului de Interne, Bucureşti. 

157. Pop, O., (1997): Socializarea şi implicaţiile ei în apariţia şi formarea comportamentului 

predelincvent şi delincvent, Editura Ando Tours, Timişoara. 

158. Preda, V.,(1981): Profilaxia delincvenţei şi reintegrarea socială, Editura Știinţifică şi 

Enciclopedică, Bucureşti. 

159. Preda, V.,(1998) : Delincvenţa juvenilă. O abordare multidisciplinară, Editura Presa 

Universitară, Cluj-Napoca. 

160. Preda M., Rotariu, T. şi alţii, (2007): „Riscuri şi inechităţi sociale în România” în Raportul 

Comisiei Prezidentiale pentru Analiza Riscurilor Sociale şi Demografice, pp. 20-27,  

http://www.presidency.ro/static/CPARSDR. 

161. Pruteanu, L. M., (2008): Locul afectivităţii în structura de personalitate a adolescentului, 

teză de doctorat, Univ. Buc http://www.unibuc.ro/studies/Doctorate/2008/Iulie/Pruteanu 

162. Radcliffe, S. G., Paul, N.,(1986): „Prospectives studies on children with sex chromosome 

aneuploidy.” Birth defects: original article series, 2. New York: Alan R.Liss, Inc, p. 27. 

163. Raine, A.,Venables, P. (1984): “Tonic heart rate level,social, class and antisocial behavior” 

în English adolescents, Biological Psychology,18, pp.123-132. 

164. Rapaport T. (1989):„Experimentation and Control: A Conceptual Framework for the 

Comparative Analysis of Socialization Agencies” in Human Relations, 42, no.11, pp.957-

972. 

165. Rădulescu, S., Banciu, D.(1990): Introducere în sociologia delincvenţei juvenile, Editura 

Medicală, Bucureşti.  

166. Rădulescu, S. M., (1994): Teorii sociologice în domeniul devianţei şi al problemelor 

sociale, Computer Publishing Center, Bucureşti. 

167. Rădulescu, S. M.; Banciu, B., (1996), Sociologia crimei şi criminalităţii, Casa de Editură şi 

Presă „Şansa”, Bucureşti. 

168. Rădulescu, S.(1998): Sociologia devianţei.Teorii, Paradigme, Arii de cercetare, Editura 

Victor Babeş, Bucureşti. 

http://www.unibuc.ro/studies/Doctorate/2008/Iulie/Pruteanu


169. Răşcanu, R.(1994): Psihologia comportamentului deviant, Editura Universitatea, 

Bucureşti. 

170. Reilly, T., (1993): “An inside look at the potenţial for violence and suicide.”, Preventing 

Achool Failure, 44, pp. 4-8. 

171. Reckless, C.W., (1961): The Crime Problem, Prentice-Hall, New York. 

172. Reckless, C.W., Smith, M. (1973): Juvenile delinquency, McGraw-Hill, NewYork. 

173. Roy, K.G.,( 2000): „The systemic conditions leading to violent human behavior.” Journal 

of Applied Behavioral Science, 36, pp. 389-407. 

174. Roşan, A.,(2006): Violenţa juvenilă şcolară. Teorie, prevenţie şi intervenţie integrativă, 

Editura Presa Universitară Clujeană, Cluj-Napoca. 

175. Ross, C. E., Mirowsky, J. (1999): “Parental Divorce, Life- Course Disruption and Adult 

Depression”, în Journal of Marriage and Family, 61,4, pp.555-574. 

176. Roşca, A., (1941): Delicventul Minor, Editura I.P.C., Sibiu. 

177. Rotariu, T., Iluţ, P., (1996): “Socializare şi educaţie” în Rotariu, T., Iluţ, P. (coord.) 

Sociologie, Editura Mesagerul, Cluj-Napoca, p. 91. 

178. Rottman, D., Cassey, P., (2000): Therapeutic Jurisprudence and the Emergence of 

Problem – Solving Courts, Corrections Forum, 9, 2, p. 2. 

179. Rucai, A., (1992): „Metoda bayesiană în studiul procesării informaţiei. Inferenţe asupra 

psihologiei cognitive”, Revista de Psihologie, 3, p. 235-244. 

180. Scott, T.M., Nelson, C.M., Liaupsin, C.J. (2001): „Effective instruction: The  forgotten 

component in preventing school violence.” Education and Treatment of Children, 24, pp. 

309-322. 

181. Scott, P. (1993): The Psychology of judgement and decision making, McGraw-Hill Inc. 

Scott,T.M., Nelson, C.M.,(1999): „Universal school discipline strategies: Facilitating 

positive learning environments.” Effective School Practice, 17 (4), pp.54-64. 

182. Seeley, J., Rohde, P., Lewinsohn, P., Clarke, G., (2002): „Depression in youth: 

Epidemiology, identification, and intervention”, in M. Shinn, H. Walker, &. G. Stoner 

(Eds.), Interventions for academic and behavior problems II:Preventive and remedial 

approaches (pp. 885–912). Bethesda, MD: National Association of School Psychologists. 

183. Simon, H.A., Newell, A., (1972): Human problem solving, Englewood Cliffs,NJ: Prentice 

Hall. 

184. Sillamy N., (1996): Dicţionar de psihologie, Editura Univers Enciclopedic, Bucureşti. 

185. Shaw, C.R., McKay,H.D., (1942): în S.M. Rădulescu, (1994): Teorii sociologice în 

domeniul devianţei şi al problemelor sociale, Computer Publishing Center, Bucureşti. 

186. Sheldon W.; Hart E.; McDermott E., (1949), Varieties of Delinquent Youth:an introduction 

to constirutional psychiatry, xvii, p.89, New York, Harper. 

187. Sheley, J. F., (1985): America
!
s”crime problem”: An introduction to criminology. 

Wadsworth, Belmont, p. 47. 

188. Slobogin, C., (1995): Therapeutic Jurisprudence: Five Dilemmas to Ponder, 1 Psychol., 

Pub. Pol. And Law, p.193. 

189. Smith, C.A., Ireland,T.O., Thornberry, T.P., (2005): "Adolescent Maltreatment and Its 

Impact on Young Adult Antisocial Behavior" Child Abuse & Neglect 29(10),pp.1099–

1119. 



190. Sprague J, Walker H.,(2000): ”Early identification and intervention for youth with 

antisocial and violent behavior.” Exceptional Children. 2000, 66, pp.367–379. 

191. Stănciulescu, E., (1997): Sociologia educaţiei familiale, vol. I, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

192. Stănişor, E. (2003): în lucrarea colectivă Justiţia pentru minori, coordonatori M. Coca-

Cozma, C. M. Crăciunescu, L. V. Lefterache, Editura Universul Juridic, Bucureşti, pp.9-

10, p.20. 

193. Stănişor, E. (2003): Delincvenţa juvenilă, Editura Oscar Print, Bucureşti.  

194. Sykes, G., Matza,D.,(1998): “Tehnici de neutralizare,” în J.M. Henslin (ed) Inapoi la 

sociologia comună, Scrieri introductive, Free Press. New York.  

195. Sutherland, E.H.; Cressey, D.,R., (1939): Principles of Criminology, Lippincott, 

Philadelphia. 

196. Şchiopu, U.,Verza E., (1997): Psihologia vârstelor, Editura Didactică şi Pedagogică, 

Bucureşti. 

197. Şchiopu, U.(coord), (1997): Dicţionar de psihologie, Editura Babel, Bucureşti.  

198. Şchiopu, U., (2008): Psihologia modernă, EdituraRompress, Bucureşti. 

199. Ştaier, C., (2006): Proiectul de reintegrare socială a minorilor din Penitenciarul Codlea. 

200. Tarde, G. (1890): La criminalité comparée, Alcan, Paris. 

201. Toffler, A., (1983): Al treilea val, Editura Politică, Bucureşti. 

202. Trepanier, J.,(1994): “La justice repatrice et les philosophes de l’intervention penale sur les 

jeunes”, în La justice reparatrice et les Jeunes, Centre de Vaucresson, p. 30 

203. Tucicov- Bogdan, A.,Chelcea,S., Golu, M., (1981): Dicţionar de psihologie socială, 

Editura Ştiinţifică şi Enciclopedică, Bucureşti. 

204. Turianu, C. (1995): Răspunderea juridică pentru faptele penale săvârşite de minori, 

Editura Continent XXI, Bucureşti.  

205. Tversky, A., Kahneman, D.,(1974): „Judgements under uncertainy heuristics and biases, 

Science, 185, pp. 1124-1131. 

206. Tversky, A., Kahneman, D.,(1981): „The framing of decisions and the psychology of 

choice”, Science, 211, pp. 453-458. 

207. Tversky, A., Kahneman, D.(1983):„Extensional versus intuitive reasoning: The 

conjunction fallacy in probability judgement”, Psychological Review, 90, pp. 293-315. 

208. Umbreit, M., S.(2002): „Restorative Justice Through Victim-Offender Mediation” în A 

National Review, University of Minnesota, pp.21-48. 

209. Vlăsceanu, L., (1998): „Controlul social” în Dicţionarul de sociologie, Editura Babel, 

Bucureşti. 

210. Voinea, M., Dumitrescu, F.(1999): ”Psihosociologie judiciară”, Editura Silvy, Bucureşti. 

211. Wach, J. (1997): Sociologia Religiei, Editura Polirom, Iaşi. 

212. Walgrave, L., (1999): „La justice restaurative: a la recherche d’une theorie et d’une 

programme”, în Criminologie, vol 32, nr.1, p. 12 

213. Walker, N. (1991): “Dangerour mistakes” în British Journal of Psychiatry, nr. 158, pp. 

752-757. 

214. Wallon H., (1964): De la act la gândire, Editura Ştiinţifică, Bucureşti. 



215. Wexler, D.B., Schopp, R.F. (1992): „Therapeutic Jurisprudence: A new Approach to 

Mental Health Law”, în Handbook of Psychology and Law, Springer, New York,  

pp. 361-381. 

216. Whitley, A.B. (1993): „Therapeutic Jurisprudence: A New Approach to the Criminal 

Law”, American Journal of Criminal Law, 20, pp. 304 – 306. 

217. Wichstrom, L., (1998): „Alcohol intoxication and school dropout.” Drug and Alcohol 

Review, 17, p. 113-121. 

218. Windle, M., (1992): „Temperament and social support in adolescence: interrelations with 

depressive symptoms and delinquent behaviors.” Journal of Youth and Adolescence , 21, 

pp.1–21. 

219. Wilson, E. O. (2003): Sociobiologia, Editura Trei, Bucureşti.  

220. Yablonski, L., (1990): The Violent Gang. The Macmillan Co., New York. 

221. Yablonski, L., (2000): Juvenile Delinquency into 21-st Century, Wadsworth, Thomas 

Learning,  Belmont California, pp. 178-182. 

222. Zamfir, C. (1990): Incertitudinea, o perspectivă psihosociologică, Editura Ştiinţifică, 

Bucureşti. 

 

Legislaţie: 

223. Codul de procedură penală 2008, Editura Hamangiu, Bucureşti. 

224. Decretul 545/1972 privind executarea măsurii educative a internării minorilor infractori 

într-un centru de reeducare 

225. Hotărârea de Guvern 65/1997 privind organizarea şi funcţionarea Ministerului Justiţiei 

226. Legea (republicată) 23/1969 de executare a pedepselor  

227. Legea 21/1990 pentru trecerea Direcţiei Generale a Penitenciarelor din cadrul Ministerului 

de Interne în subordinea Ministerului Justiţiei 

228. Legea 30 /1994 privind ratificarea Convenţiei pentru apărarea drepturilor şi a libertăţilor 

fundamentale ale omului 

229. Legea 143/2000 privind combaterea traficului şi consumului ilicit de droguri 

230. Legea 272/2004 privind protecţia şi promovarea drepturilor copilului. 

231. Legea 293/2004 privind Statutul funcţionarilor publici din Administraţia Naţională a 

Penitenciarelor 

232. Legea 192/2006 privind medierea şi organizarea profesisi de mediator 

233. Legea 275/2006 de executare a pedepselor şi a măsurilor dispuse de organele judiciare în 

cursul procesului penal 

234. Ordonanţa de Urgenţă 56 /2003 privind unele drepturi ale persoanelor aflate în executarea 

pedepselor privative de libertate 

235. Recomandarea nr. 19/1999 a Consiliului Europei privind medierea în materie penală 

 

 

Standarde internaţionale privind justiţia pentru minori: 

236. Convenţia ONU pentru drepturile copilului (1989) 



237. Ansamblul Regulilor Minime ale Naţiunilor Unite cu privire la administrarea justiţiei 

pentru minori - Regulile de le Beijing (1985) 

238. Principiile ONU pentru prevenirea delincvenţei juvenile - Principiile directoare de la Ryad 

(1990) 

239. Regulile ONU privind protejarea minorilor privaţi de libertate (1990), precum şi alte 

documente internaţionale în domeniu: 

240. Rezoluţia privind Carta Europeană a Drepturilor Copilului (1992) 

241. Recomandările Consiliului Europei privind Standardul minim de reguli europene pentru 

penitenciare (2006) 

242. Recomandarea Consiliului Europei privind noile modalităţi de abordare a delincvenţei 

juvenile şi rolul justiţiei juvenile(2003) 

243. Comunicarea Comisiei Europene “O strategie europeană privind drepturile copilului 

(2006),  

244. Rezoluţia Parlamentului Europea nr. 2007/2001/2007 privind delincvenţa juvenilă: rolul 

femeilor, al familiei şi al societăţii 

 

Resurse internet: 

245. Scurt istoric al sistemului penitenciar romanesc: Ministerul Justiţiei Administraţia 

Naţională a Penitenciarelor, Site-ul oficial: www.anp-just.ro, http://www.anp-

just.ro/frame.php?page=istoric.php 

246. http://wcr.sonoma.edu/v1n1/umbreit.html 

247. www.dreptonline.ro/legislatie 

248. http://www.scritube.com/sociologie/SOCIALIZAREA63119.php 

249. http://www.scritube.com/sociologie/SOCIALIZAREA81771.php 

250. http://andreivocila.wordpress.com/2010/10/31 

251. http://www.unibuc.ro/studies/Doctorate/2008Iulie/Pruteanu 

252. http://www.scribd.com/doc/94277259/ 

253. http://www.scribd.com/doc/47369996/ 

254. http://facultate.regielive.ro/referate/sociologie26218.html 

255. http://www.scrigroup.com/educatie/sociologie12917.php 

256. http://statistici.insse.ro 

 

 

 

 

http://www.anp-just.ro/
http://www.anp-just.ro/frame.php?page=istoric.php
http://www.anp-just.ro/frame.php?page=istoric.php
http://wcr.sonoma.edu/v1n1/umbreit.html
http://www.dreptonline.ro/legislatie
http://andreivocila.wordpress.com/2010/10/31/aspecte-ale-deviantei-in-mediul-militar/
http://www.unibuc.ro/studies/Doctorate/2008Iulie/Pruteanu
http://www.scribd.com/doc/94277259/Abordarea-Delicventei-Juvenile-Si-a-Modalitatilor-de-Combat-Ere-Ocrotire-Si-Prevenire-a-Acesteia
http://www.scribd.com/doc/47369996/
http://facultate.regielive.ro/referate/sociologie26218.html
http://www.scrigroup.com/educatie/sociologie12917.php
http://statistici.insse.ro/

