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Youth offenders – The impact of social and living factors (comparison between two areas with different class of society)
How do social, economics and cultural differences affect the path of young offenders in England and Wales ?

Chapter 1  introduction 
Background discussion of the study 
Murray (2021) says that Youth crime is on the rise and experts fear that the summer will see an explosion of youth crime. The question this paper will discuss is why is youth crime rising and what are the reasons for young people to involve them selves in crime in the first place. The youth justice board (2021) posted a blog  by Keith Frazer. The blog points out that young offenders have committed crime due to fear of the system and how they have been treated. The Howard league (2016) paper points out that the relationship between the police and young offenders is a very tender area as the young people of communities have views that anything they do is seen as trouble or that there is a lack of support from the police. Therefore this paper will look into the relationship between young people and offenders and the police and why the police’s current relationship is negatively affecting keeping young people away from crime. 
McVie and McAra (2016) paper proposes that young people who live in poor areas between the age of 10 to 15 have a higher chance of taking part on violent crime, and that many studies have found a link between poverty and crime. This dissertation will look into the issues circling the current affects of young offenders who came from a pour background and their involvement in crime. The data currently shows that 
Issues that have been risen to eyes of the system and the public are issues such as having company that commit crimes, the lack of parental guidance and supervision and a big issue currently which involve county lines which is drugs and alcohol use (Ni Direct 2022). Dearden (2020) article explains that young people are being put on the path of offending due to poverty, but as well areas such as trauma and discrimination. When looking at the affects of trauma in young offenders, the phrase Aces come pops up. What Aces stands for is Adverse childhood experiences, what the CDC (2021) describes aces as young people from the age of 0 to 17 that experience horrible and traumatic events that impacts their life  such as abuse, neglect and violence towards them by parents or people that are around there lives constantly in their community. What the CDC (2021) also says that aces can have young people seeing drug use and violence, which supposedly affects the education, the earning path and the view of using drugs for the young person growing up. Vaswani (2018) creates the perspective that due to all these issues young people are becoming more of a risk to committing violent, sexual or drug related crime and that the issue is becoming a concern and the question is how is aces affecting young offenders this way and is there any preventions.
Aims and Objectives

Aim
An investigation into youth crime across England and Wales to establish whether Social, Economic and cultural effects have an impact on young offenders

Objectives
1.2
The risk on young people from different types of families 

1.3
To understand if poverty and deprivation has an effect of young people and crime ?

1.4
The affects of aces on young offenders

1.5
The affects of early intervention and other programs to prevent young people committing crime

Conclusion
This introduction has identified key issues that are potentially creating criminals in young people and the aims and objectives of the topic. It has also given a brief view of how the young people see the justice system currently. The next chapter which is the literature review will look in more depth into these issues that have arisen and evaluate whether the issues surrounding the social, economical and cultural aspects of young people help create offenders.
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Chapter 2 literature review – 2500 min

The effects of cultural, economical and social has been pointed out as a impacting factors into youth crime and the criminality level in young people. Chng, et.al (2016) paper outlines the difference types of families young people are apart of and the different risk of offending in youths that have come from these types of families. The easier way to understand the effects of these areas was to split into three types of groups. The groups are families with criminality, Poorly managed families and intact functioning families. Chng, et.al (2016) data suggests the obvious that the young offenders that were classed in the intact families had no parents or siblings that previous criminal records or drug and alcohol addictions. Where as young offenders who were in the families with criminality had high risks surround parents or siblings with criminal records or drug and alcohol addiction. What Chng et.al (2016) took from this data was that the young offenders who were in either families with criminality or poorly managed families came from lower class areas and the poor communities which meant that crime was a common occurrence, where as young offenders from the intact families were suggested to have issues elsewhere such as antisocial behaviours, failing education and other similar issues. But the risk factor of criminality in young offenders in these types of families were lower than the other two. Farrington (2015) outlines the obvious in Chng ,et.al (2016) data in that the lack of parental involvement, low supervision and the inconsistency of discipline are main factors in the reasoning behind the poorly managed family group which is what Farrington  is outlining that because of these constant issues young people who grow up around this have a similar or higher risk of criminality as families with criminality. 
Hoeve, et.al (2007) paper suggest that there are certain acts that indicate the risk of having young offenders from a family. Hoeve, et.al (2007) says similar factors as chng (2016) with acts such as low supervision, harsh punishments, or parental conflicts. But what Hoeve et.al (2007) paper has done is created a system where these certain acts can be seen as indicators of increase risk of potential young offenders. A test was performed by Ferguson and Horwood (2002) which indicated that there was a low risk of offending in young people who had low supervision or harsh punishments by parents. In fact, there was a higher risk of criminality in young people who were forced to see parental conflict and parental delinquency. 
Looking into the point that Farrington (2015) made about the possible issues he found to be causing issues in the poorly managed families. Contreras and Cano (2014) pointed out that communication between young adolescent and parents is an issue that correlates to aggression towards parents from young people which increases the risk of criminality in young people supposedly.   What Contreras and Cano (2014) research test suggested was that young offenders showed violence towards there parents would come from a one parent household with a 43.3% of 90 young people who took part in the test. In comparison to two parent household with 40% and a parent with a new partner showing only 16.7%. What this data also showed was the families from a lower class of income and a higher class income were equal with the amount of young offenders with both groups showing only 20%. This data is strengthened by Kroese et.al (2021) where they found similar results in that young adolescent from a single parent household are more likely to be linked with crime but this paper lacks the data showing the reasoning behind why single parent households have a higher number of young adolescents and there involvement in crime. Therefor the question that’s needs answering is what are the issues surrounding young offenders from single parent households. 
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Poverty, deprivation and crime in young offenders
In response to the view made from Contreras and Cano (2014) paper, poverty seems to be a big issue surrounding young offenders. Child poverty action group (2022) defines poverty in young people very clearly. In the year 2019-20 there was 4.3 million  children in poverty in the UK, that was at the time 31% of children in the UK. There was 49% of children in poverty with a single parent, majority being mothers which going off what Contreras and Cano (2014) data showed and Kroese et.al (2021) paper showed, it had a bigger increase of risks to young offenders in the offspring of those single parents. In 2012 a paper written by the united nations (2012) which describes how unemployment is a huge factor behind people especially young people committing crime. The united Nations (2012) paper created the statement that economic crises cause crime to increase and in specifically young people as they get paid based of the minimum wage which decreased during the financial crisis between 2008-2009. But what Ferguson (2015) believes is that this statement is false. He recorded data that would suggest that young people were less likely to turn crime as there was no major increase in young offenders even though the age gap of 16 to 24 suffered the highest during this economic crisis. Ferguson (2015) gathered data from the youth justice board which showed that there was a decrease from 90,000 to 50,000 young people aged up to 20 that were sentenced. And from what the young justice board and the ministry of justice (2022) posted in there annual report of youth offending the data shows a persistent decrease in all areas such as the amount of stop and searches, the amount of children sentenced. However what Murray et.al (2021) found recently is that poverty is still a big indicator to young offending. From what Rosenfeld and Messner (2013) indicated was that even though the number of arrests or sentencing of young people have decreased, the fact of the matter is that young people in lower financial areas and economic families face a greater risk of criminal behaviour. Galloway and Skardhamar (2010) found that families who are in poverty means that there is a higher risk of young offenders being produced from these families as other researchers have said above in this paper. But what Galloway and Skardhamar (2010) found was that parents income that is low due to the lack of educational level creates more risks of producing young offenders in there offspring than a parents with a higher educational level but with low income. This actively demonstrates that the data that stated earlier that the lower class and higher class had the same amount of young offenders produced is strengthened by Galloway and Skardhamar (2010) paper as a factor that concluded on was that the residency, meaning the areas in which these families that were apart of the experiment lived didn’t produce any increase or decrease. Therefore arguably is the income of families the issue in crime and poverty and not deprivation and crime just because of the area these young people live? Going back on what Murray et.al (2021) paper was saying about crime and poverty, there studies found that the long term of poverty has a higher risk of offending in young people but factors that may affect that statement are age and parental level of education and employment status, which is similar to what Galloway and Skardhamar (2010) mentioned. So possibly its to believe then that parental factors that affect the income level of families can affect young offending. 
There are theories such as strain theory that indicate the issues that cause crime, the theory considers the stresses that may accumulate around such things like deprivation and poverty that could lead to crime. Agnew and Scheuerman (2015) depicts strain theory as a tool that indicates stresses or stressors that can cause and increase in the chances of delinquency, the strains that are noticed are usually negative emotions that creates pressure on individuals such as young people that will then cause responsive actions or corrective action such as delinquency and criminal activities. What Baron (2006) from using strain theory to understand street youth and crime, was that consistent deprivation and dissatisfactions were main factors of crime in young adults. And as a result of this the consistent deprivation of basic things is supposedly due to the longitude of lack of income in families as Baron (2006) explains. That these key factors that are warnings of possible offending from young people who suffer consistent deprivation and that lack of economic support from there parents can result in these factors becoming a bigger issue which, then arguably poverty and deprivation are still factors that are causing young adults to offend and become part of the criminal justice system. And from what the Ferguson (2015) claims and has the support of the data from recent and old statistics from the youth justice board and ministry of justice (2022), youth crime is on the decrease, which arguably showing that these factors that have been pointed out as warning signs, is making an impact of the prevention of young offenders who grow up in poverty and deprivation.
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Early intervention and other programs of prevention of youth crime
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Other factors such as gender, age and ethnicity effect youth offenders ?

























