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INTRODUCTION

Over the last decade juvenile delinquency has become an increasingly important topic of research in criminology and sociology in Lithuania. This is in response to an almost twofold increase in registered juvenile crime, growth in the number of repeat offenders and the ever-falling age of delinquents. 

The decision to tackle this topic of dissertation was determined by the need to explore and explain juvenile justice reform problems in Lithuania. Over the last decade state institutions have given more attention to the problems of juvenile delinquency, as evidenced by an increase in programmes, concepts, strategies, studies and new laws, as well as certain institutional changes in this field. Yet, the implementation of juvenile justice reform has been neither consistent nor smooth. Due to various obstacles, most of a financial nature, measures aimed at improving conditions for juveniles who become involved in the criminal justice system have only been partially implemented. It is in this context, that we raise the question – is the current criminal justice system sufficient to resolve the problem of delinquency. 

Modern theories on delinquency provide guidelines for criminal justice policy to tackle the problem of delinquency. Therefore it is important to analyse how methods for tackling the problem of delinquency, as proposed by the scientists, are reflected in juvenile justice programmes currently implemented in Lithuania. To date there has been no exhaustive complex analysis of juvenile justice in Lithuania, covering criminological, psychological, sociological, juridical and managerial aspects. This dissertation analyses and evaluates the juvenile justice system in Lithuania by referring to the analysis of modern delinquency theories and juvenile justice programmes under implementation in Lithuania, and by using the results of sociological surveys carried out by the author.

Topic of the scientific research
The criminological subject of delinquency is associated with criminological theories formulated within the framework of The Chicago School in the United States. The study of juvenile delinquency was greatly influenced by Edwin Sutherland’s theory of differential association and Robert Merton’s anomie theory (strain theory). Delinquent subculture theories (A. Cohen, R. Cloward, L. Ohlin, etc.) came to prominence in the 1950s and 1960s. In their analyses of delinquency, the representatives of control theories (T. Hirschi, W. Reckless, etc.) showed interest in an individual’s weakened bonds with society. David Matza, who strongly criticised early positivist theories and introduced the concept of delinquency as a drift, combining positivist and classical criminological approaches, deserves separate discussion. D. Matza was one of the first to analyse and expose the process of criminal justice from the position of the delinquent. 

Subsequent authors increasingly directed their studies towards the analysis of a broader phenomenon - deviation. The occurrence of a new critical perspective in criminology is associated with labelling theory (H. Becker, E. Lemert, etc.) which shifted the focus from offenders and deviant behaviour towards an analysis of the social reaction to deviation. The representatives of this theory performed detailed analyses of the labelling process carried out by criminal justice institutions and its impact on persons identified as deviants. Insights of the labelling theory encouraged further studies on the impact of the criminal justice system and the media, as well as further discussions questioning criminal policy. These discussions were ultimately taken over by social constructivist, Marxist, feminist, and other theories. 

A review of the countless foreign studies examining the problem of juvenile delinquency distinguishes several dominant themes: the influence of family, school and peers (T. Hirschi, W. Reckless, D. Kreager, C. A. Kierkus, etc.); juvenile violence (W. Marvin, F. Ferracutti, R. Agnew, etc.); juvenile gangs (F. Thrasher, S. Decker, A. Egley, M. Chesney-Lind, etc.); recidivism (K. Kempf-Leonard, P. Tracy, etc.); female juvenile delinquency (S. Peters, T. LaGrange, D. J. Bartusch, R. Matsueda, etc.); the impact of self-control and social control on delinquency (T. Hirschi, W. Reckless, etc.); delinquent – victim relations (C. Schreck, B. Fisher, J. Miller, L. Bertrand, etc.); delinquency as a career (D. Farrington, D. Jolliffe, J. D. Hawkins, etc.) and the influence of media on delinquency (S. Cohen, S. Snyder, etc.). 

Criminologists and sociologists pay great attention to representatives of the criminal justice system as well, which includes police officers, judges, and officers of correctional institutions. However, relations between these figures and juvenile delinquents is analysed less frequently. Of the few studies done in this field, the following are worthy of a mention: research on the role of the courts system and the impact of punishments imposed by judges on juveniles (C. Blatier, M. Kowalski, K. Olsson, L. Beaulieu, etc.); research on preventive work with delinquents as carried out by the police (J. Schulenberg, D. Klinger, M. Reisig, J. McCluskey, etc.); S. Peters was concerned with the position of female delinquents in the juvenile justice system; J. Spott, J. Roberts, and M. Hough analysed population the population attitudes towards delinquency and juvenile justice, etc. There is also a lack of studies that cover the complete analysis of the juvenile justice system in any one country. As a further note, the majority of the aforementioned studies are funded by national governments, and the results of these studies are available on the Internet.  

The problem of juvenile delinquency has been widely analysed by Lithuanian criminology and criminal law scientists for several decades. Various aspects of juvenile delinquency were studied by: G. Babachinaitė, A. Čepas, A. Dapšys, A. Drakšienė, J. Galinaitytė, S. Gečėnienė, A. Jatkevičius, V. Justickis, I. Michailovič, V. Pavilionis, G. Sakalauskas and other scientists. In recent years the issue of juvenile delinquency has also attracted the attention of the follwing sociologists and psychologists: A. Dobryninas, A. Zdanevičius, A. Gavėnaitė, G. Valickas, E. Vileikienė. In recent years practical studies analysing the need for the specialization of some juvenile justice institutions or criminal justice officers, as well as the efficiency of certain juvenile justice institutions were carried out in Lithuania. Despite the overall growth in research in this area, there is still a great demand for comprehensive sociological studies into juvenile justice in Lithuania. This dissertation aims at filling this gap.

The research objective: to conduct a sociological analysis of the juvenile justice system in Lithuania.

The main research tasks:  

1. To analyse the conception of juvenile delinquency in contemporary criminological theories;  

2. To identify the theoretical models to be used in developing and implementing juvenile justice programmes in Lithuania;

3. To assess the juvenile justice system based on an analysis of the attitudes of Lithuanian residents, juvenile delinquents and representatives of criminal justice institutions, as revealed in a sociological survey. 

The theses:

1. Modern criminological theories are shifting focus from the positivist approach, which proposes tackling the problem of delinquency by improving the social environment, to the critical perspective, which emphasizes the role of criminal justice in tackling of delinquency, and the control theory, which highlights the importance of individual responsibility.

2. Juvenile justice programmes in Lithuania reflect criminological theories that in some instances complement one another, and in others oppose each other – on the one hand there are social disorganisation and control theories, while on the other – labelling and social constructivism theories. 

3. Despite the positive changes, the Lithuanian juvenile justice system is not sufficient in ensuring children’s rights are met, representatives of criminal justice institutions lack professionalism and the resocialisation of juvenile delinquents is not assured.

Research methodology 


Several research methods were selected to conduct this study: an analysis of scientific literature, document analysis, an analysis of statistical data, and quantitative sociological surveys. The analysis of scientific literature was conducted by examining the main theories explaining juvenile delinquency and analysing the applicability of these theories in resolving the problem of juvenile delinquency in Lithuania. 

The document analysis method was used to examine the juvenile justice system and criminal justice policy regarding delinquents. This included documents created or commissioned by the United Nations Development Programme; programmes, legal acts, concepts, and reports approved by the Government of the Republic of Lithuania; documents from the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child and other United Nations and European Union documents related to juvenile justice. 

The analysis of statistical data covered statistical data of the Department of Statistics under the Government of the Republic of Lithuania presented in the yearly publication “Crime and Law Enforcement Activity”. This data was used to draw up a juvenile criminal justice permeability scheme, to analyse punishments imposed on juveniles, and to describe the trends of juvenile delinquency in Lithuania.

When applying quantitative research methods, the attitudes of Lithuanian residents and representatives of criminal justice institutions towards delinquents were analysed, as were the experiences of juveniles involved in the criminal justice system. The relations between delinquents and criminal justice officers were also explored. It can be said that the relative success of this research method rested on clearly defined research groups and the guaranteed anonymity of participants. The main research was conducted in December 2005 – January 2006 by the author of this dissertation. The sociological survey covered four social groups: (1) Lithuanian residents; (2) criminal justice officers working with juvenile delinquents (police officers, prosecutors, judges, officers of imprisonment institutions, and probation officers); (3) children assigned to the risk group; and (4) juveniles serving sentences in the Kaunas Remand and Correctional Facility for Juveniles (hereinafter – Kaunas RCFJ). Sociological surveys carried out by the author in 1998-2002 and Aleksandras Dobryninas
 in 2000 were also used in a comparative analysis of juvenile justice. 
Scientific novelty of the dissertation topic
This is an interdisciplinary dissertation combining sociology and criminal justice. The juvenile justice system in Lithuania is analysed in a broader context that includes the opinions of Lithuanian residents regarding juvenile delinquents and juvenile criminal justice, as well as the success of communication between criminal justice officers (police officers, prosecutors, judges, officers of imprisonment institutions and probation officers) and juveniles themselves. Juvenile criminal justice is looked at from the different perspectives of the participants in this relationship, that is, the juvenile delinquents, the criminal justice officers who work with them, and society. Most importantly, this dissertation is based on an original sociological survey. 

This dissertation is the first in Lithuania to:

1) analyse how theories on delinquency are being applied in the Juvenile Justice Programmes implemented in Lithuania;

2) provide a complex approach towards juvenile justice in Lithuania from a sociological perspective;

3) conduct an analysis of juvenile justice using comprehensively applied empirical research methods.  

Theoretical and practical significance 

The results of the research conducted by the author in 1998-2002 were used for preparing the Juvenile Justice Programme initiated by the United Nations Development Programme Lithuanian Office (hereinafter UNDP), the Juvenile Justice Programme for 2004-2008
 approved by the Government of the Republic of Lithuania as well as the UNDP project “Facilitation of the Delivery of an Effective Juvenile Justice System in Lithuania”. The theses and research material have also been applied when preparing methodical recommendations for criminal justice officers who work with juvenile delinquents. 

Taking into consideration the scope and complexity of the problems being analysed, the author’s research results may prove to be significant in the development of juvenile justice reforms in Lithuania (especially regarding the improvement of criminal justice officer qualifications, the preparation of educational programs, the improvement of how juvenile probation institutions function, more efficient delinquency prevention, etc.).

The research and conclusions set out in the dissertation are relevant for criminal justice institutions, non-government organisations and other institutions dealing with delinquents. The theses of the dissertation will enrich the disciplines of sociology and criminology, and may be used to develop studies for students of these and other social sciences. 

Approbation of the research results


This study has been considered and approved by the Sociology Department in the Philosophy Faculty at Vilnius University and by the Interinstitutional Committee of Vilnius University and The Institute for Social Research. The author’s research results have been presented in scientific publications, in presentations at many national and international conferences, at seminars and as part of training courses for criminal justice officers. The author also made reference to these results during the course of a lecture series on “Problems of Contemporary Criminology” to students at Vilnius University.  

Structure of the dissertation

The dissertation consists of an introduction and three parts, before presenting conclusions, references, and the list of scientific articles published by the author on the dissertation, and the appendixes. 
content summary of the Dissertation

The first part ”Theoretical Framework for the Analysis of Juvenile Delinquency” reviews the main criminology theories focussing on juvenile delinquency, and reveals changes in the understanding of the concept of delinquency. This part is an attempt to critically overview the existing theories.

In the positivist theories (C. Shaw, H. McKay, E. Sutherland, R. Merton, A. Cohen, R. Cloward, L. Ohlin etc.) the interpretation of delinquency was related to poor social conditions. Representatives of these theories stated that delinquency should decrease if the living conditions were fundamentally improved and education levels were increased. Delinquents were depicted as constrained by external forces rather than individuals governed by free will. These theories were mainly focussed on male juvenile delinquency. Most positivist theories, especially delinquent subculture theories, failed to analyse juveniles’ relationships with their parents and other important people in their lives, while peer influences were seen as being solely of a negative nature.  

The positivist tradition was questioned in David Matza’s works. D. Matza
 described delinquency as an episodic release from moral constraints, or as a juvenile's deliberately drifting among conventional and delinquent behaviour. A delinquent was considered to be quite a normal juvenile, who was sometimes involved in short-term delinquent activity. At the same time, it was emphasised that most juveniles cease delinquent behaviour once they become adults. When introducing the alternative concept of delinquency, D. Matza pointed out the condition that his concept of drifting into and out of delinquency applies above all to those juveniles, who do not become offenders upon adulthood. 

D. Matza's theoretical insight has had a great impact on the development of modern delinquency theories. Certain elements of D. Matza's theories were further developed by representatives of control and critical criminology theories. 

It should be noted that social disorganisation, differential association, strain (anomie) and subculture theories tried to explain reasons for delinquency without evaluating the fact that most people obey the conventional norms. Representatives of these theories did not envisage that not all the juveniles who live in poor conditions, belong to the lowest social class, and are influenced by criminal environment actually become delinquents. Representatives of control theories tried to fill this gap by drawing attention to the fact that conformist behaviour is not self-explanatory. 

The representative of this theory Travis Hirschi
 studied the weakened or broken bonds of an individual with the group. He was one of the first to notice that anyone could become a delinquent or an offender, and that it is not moral values but social control that maintains social order and ensures that accepted social norms are obeyed. T. Hirschi conceptualised delinquency as non-conformance, drawing attention to the fact that delinquents do not follow moral requirements because their social bonds are considered to be too weak. 

It should be noted that most of the authors mentioned in the dissertation, except for Edwin Sutherland and Robert Merton, prioritised the analysis of juvenile delinquency. Meanwhile, labelling theory analysed a broader phenomenon – deviation. Differently from previous theories, the representatives of Labelling Theory were more focused on the social reaction to deviation rather than the act of deviation itself or the individual performing the action. Representatives of this theory – Edwin Lemert and Howard Becker – emphasised the importance of the labelling process when a certain action is labelled as deviation and the outcomes for the individual when he/she is labelled as deviant
. H. Becker
 stated that deviation is a feature of behaviour given or attributed to an individual. Individuals are not true deviants until they are named so by certain social groups or criminal justice officers.

The undoubted advantage of this theory is that it underlined the negative outcome of stigmatisation (labelling) on an individual, when the application of the deviant label could encourage deviant behaviour, thus impeding crime control. Conversely, some maintain that labelling reinforces crime control and that it may be an effective preventative measure, as many may refrain from deviant behaviour for the fear of being put to shame and experiencing social rejection. Besides, it should also be noted that the labelling theory ignores the fact that labelling may bring positive results as well, e.g. producing a preventative effect by suspending the further spread of deviation and protecting society from potential or imaginary dangers. 

This part also reviews the notion of moral panic and an analysis of the influence of media on delinquency by the representative of social constructivism Stanley Cohen, who based his thoughts on insights gained from the labelling theory. S. Cohen
 paid special attention to the role of media as the main cause of moral panic. The author demonstrated that the problem of juvenile delinquency and of crime in general was exaggerated in society. The media and criminal justice institutions were identified as reinforcing delinquency and provoking moral panic. At the same time it should be mentioned that the sense of moral panic raised among residents through an irrational fear of crimes might serve as pretence to justify the expenses allocated for criminal justice institutions by the State.

The second part titled ”An Institutional Analysis of Juvenile Justice in Lithuania“ analyses criminal justice policy, describes the juvenile justice system in Lithuania and its permeability. It also reviews juvenile justice reform by offering a deeper analysis of juvenile justice programs and referring to provisions in international documents regarding juvenile justice and the situation in Lithuania. 

Reference is made to the main theories on juvenile delinquency covered in the first part of this dissertation to analyse Lithuanian criminal justice policy in respect of delinquents. According to the theoretical model proposed by S. Henry and D. Milovanovic
, the experiences of other countries are reviewed and Lithuanian programs related to juvenile justice currently underway are analysed. Three main groups of theories each presenting different directions in criminal justice policy are singled out: social disorganisation theory and strain (anomie) theory, also covering delinquent subculture theories, are assigned to the first group; learning (differential associations) and control theories – to the second; meanwhile labelling and social constructivism theories – to the third. 

Based on the aforementioned theoretical model the following programs associated with juvenile justice implemented in Lithuania are examined: the Juvenile Justice Programme, the Juvenile Justice Programme for 2004-2008
, the Programme for the Prevention of Children and Juvenile Delinquency
, the Programme of Children and Youth Socialisation
 and the National Programme of Crime Prevention and Control
 as well as the Plan of its implementation measures in 2005-2006
. The key proposals by all the three theory groups with regard to criminal justice policy towards juvenile delinquents are formulated in these programs. Note also that the proposals associated with the insights gained from labelling and social constructivism theories have the fewest measures and face the greatest implementation problems.

The dissertation analyses the scheme of the Lithuanian criminal justice system, highlights the essential stages of criminal justice, describes its main institutions and the officers who most frequently work with juvenile delinquents, it also considers the fluctuations of juveniles’ juridical status at various stages in the criminal justice process. 

Based on the official criminal statistic data of 2005, the dissertation analyses a scheme of juvenile criminal justice permeability drawn by the author demonstrating the number of juveniles involved in the criminal justice system, and reviews the main obstacles impeding to calculate the exact number of such children. 

This part reviews juvenile justice reform in Lithuania, analyses the Juvenile Justice Programme initiated by the UNDP, the Juvenile Justice Programme for 2004-2008 and also the UNDP Project “Facilitation of the Delivery of an Efficient Juvenile Justice System in Lithuania” and discusses their goals, schemes of measures and problems of their implementation. This part analyses these United Nation documents related to juvenile justice: the UN Convention on Child’s Rights, the UN Standard Minimum Rules for the Administration of Juvenile Justice (The Beijing Rules), the UN Guidelines for the Prevention of Juvenile Delinquency (The Riyadh Guidelines), the UN Rules for the Protection of Juveniles Deprived of their Liberty (The Havana Rules) and the UN Guidelines for Action on Children in the Criminal Justice System/Administration of Juvenile Justice. Further on the main UN provisions, related to juvenile justice, and the way they have been implemented in the juvenile justice system of Lithuania are discussed. 

The third part – ”Empirical Analysis of Juvenile Justice in Lithuania“ presents an analysis of empirical sociological surveys conducted by the author. The first chapter of this section describes empirical research methods through an elaboration of research procedures, primary research directions, and by explaining the basis for selection of the examined groups. An empirical analysis of juvenile justice in Lithuania is presented in other chapters, based on criminological theories and the problems raised in second part of this dissertation. 

This analysis of juvenile justice in Lithuania uses Alfred Schutz’s
 theory of phenomenology, which describes various epistemological levels of social knowledge. Specifically, the knowledge of ‘the man on the street’, well-informed knowledge, and expert knowledge.


Sociological survey hypotheses:


1. The tendency to impart stricter punishments for juveniles is prevalent in society.


2. Delinquent behaviour is encouraged by distant relationships between children and their parents, poor academic results at school, truancy and worsened teacher-student relations.


3. Juveniles with a greater record of criminal experience who have gone through all the stages of the criminal justice system are less likely to value their parents and teachers and are more likely to use violence against their peers. 


4. At-risk children are able to value criminal justice offers that they have had personal contact with better than juveniles serving sentences.


5. Most criminal justice officers hold negative attitudes towards juvenile delinquents, with whom they have worked personally. 


6. The information available about juvenile delinquent experiences causes negative attitudes amongst criminal justice representatives. 


7. Criminal justice officers deny having used violence towards juveniles. 

The author carried out seven representative sociological surveys in 1998-2006
. 

(1) In July 1998 the author collaborated with S. Gečėnienė and conducted a sociological survey of juveniles serving sentences in the Kaunas Correctional Facility for Juvenile. A majority of offenders – 251 out of 340 – were questioned via a sociological questionnaire. 

(2) A sociological survey of at-risk children was conducted in December 2002. 1032 children assigned to the risk group by the police officers were surveyed by way of individual interviews. 

(3) In January 2002 a post survey of police officers was carried out. 3630 officers were questioned (95.5% of completed questionnaires were returned).

(4) In December 2005 a sociological survey of juveniles serving sentences was conducted. The absolute majority of convicted juveniles who were serving their sentence in the Kaunas Correctional Facility for Juvenile at the time (60 out of 70) were polled by way of individual interview.

(5) In December 2005 – January 2006 a sociological survey of at-risk children was conducted. 990 children assigned to the risk group by the police officers took part in personal interviews.

(6) In December 2005 – January 2006 a post survey of criminal justice officers was conducted. The majority of specialised officers working with juvenile delinquents - 907 - were polled by postal surveys: they included juvenile officers, pre-trial investigators, prosecutors, judges, officers from the Kaunas RCFJ, and probation officers (86.5% of completed questionnaires were returned).

(7) In November-December 2005 a sociological survey of Lithuanian residents was conducted where 1002 respondents were personally interviewed. The results of this research were compared with data from a sociological survey of Lithuanian residents conducted by A. Dobryninas
 in 2000.

The results of the surveys of Lithuanian residents conducted in 2000 and 2005 were compared with surveys of at-risk children conducted in 2002 and 2005 and with surveys of imprisoned juveniles carried out in 1998 and 2005. Furthermore, the results of the survey of police officers conducted in 2002 and the part of police officers of the survey of criminal justice officers carried out in 2005 were compared as well.

The analysis of juvenile justice in Lithuania is divided into several problem-themed blocks and described in subsequent chapters. Specifically: (1) knowledge of juvenile problems and assessment of juvenile delinquency control and prevention; (2) relations between delinquents and their immediate environment; (3) delinquents’ contacts with criminal justice officers, and their evaluation of those contacts; (4) experiences of juveniles imprisoned in the Kaunas RCFJ; (5) experiences of criminal justice officers in contact with delinquents; (6) assessment of juvenile justice as a whole.

The survey data reveals that when identifying the most significant juvenile problems, the perceived significance of offences and crimes committed by juveniles has increased over the past several years. However the number of reported juvenile crimes has decreased. It may be presumed that the increased concern of the surveyed groups with the issue of juvenile crime is only slightly related to the actual quantity of juvenile crimes. These results confirm Stanley Cohen’s
 insight that the issue of juvenile delinquency is strongly exaggerated in society, in large part as a result of the media, which highlights sensational cases and presents them as typical. 

There are no considerable differences between the attitudes of Lithuanian residents and criminal justice officers towards the causes of juvenile delinquency. Both groups considered poor social conditions (poor upbringing in the family, the negative influence of peers and unoccupied leisure) to be the main cause of delinquency, i.e. the same things which were emphasised by the majority of positivist criminology theories. 
When assessing the overall efficiency of preventive measures intended to resolve delinquency, all the surveyed groups gave preference to behaviour control and mentioned the following resolutions: parent supervision, compulsory school attendance, and curfews. This is consistent with the constant monitoring of juvenile behaviour proposed by T. Hirschi
. Meanwhile, deterrent measures, such as placement in closed institutions are considered to be the least effective. In this regard, juveniles have less faith in the efficiency of alternatives to imprisonment sentences than adults. Realistically speaking, this factor should be taken into consideration by criminal justice officers designating punishments and supervising their execution.
Study results indicated that a large part of at-risk children live in single parent/broken families where family relationships are not very close, and that these factors may influence delinquent behaviour among juveniles. The research data confirms T. Hirschi’s
 states that weakened bonds between an individual and their family may have an impact on delinquent behaviour. 

Only one quarter of at-risk children attend school daily, only one third do not have problems at school, and juveniles who have better relationships with their teachers are less inclined to turn to delinquency. The situation among those serving sentences was even worse – when free, more than half missed classes or did not attend school at all, almost half had conflicts with teachers, and only one quarter did not have problems at school. This would lead us to believe that truancy and bad relations with teachers may impel juveniles towards delinquency.

The research data confirmed the negative impact of peers, which was predicated by the majority of positivists theories discussed in the first part of the dissertation. Delinquents, especially those who had served sentences, communicated with peers who were likely to offend rather frequently, and the majority of juvenile crimes or offences were committed in groups. Attention should also be paid to the fact that juveniles, especially convicts, were likely to use violence against their peers.  

For some at-risk children being labelled as delinquents (e. g. assigned to the risk group by the police officers) hindered communication with others and engendered problems at school, and one-third of these children hid this fact from others, indicating that these children were ashamed of their delinquent behaviour. It may be surmised that presence in the aforementioned could also have a positive impact on some of the children, in that being labelled a ‘delinquent’ could serve as a deterrent to delinquency.

A different situation was observed with regard to those who were serving sentences. These juveniles had a greater experience of delinquency and it is likely that the preventative efforts of police were obviously insufficient. From this it may be supposed that no matter how intensively juvenile police officers work with these delinquents, their work alone will not produce desired results – other areas, such as problem in families, irregular school attendance, unoccupied leisure, and the negative influence of peer groups, must also be addressed. 

It may be stated that the majority of at-risk children received some sort of social control response to their delinquency. This research confirms D. Matza’s
 states that an escape from punishment for one offence encourages the commission of further offences. In fact, one third of the convict respondents indicated that they had committed a dozen or more offences before they were arrested, while the majority of the risk-group children had committed only one or two offences up to that point. 

The at-risk children evaluated the police officers with whom they had had contact rather well. Meanwhile, police officers evaluated juveniles with whom they had worked (not just the at-risk children) negatively rather than positively. After performing the data analysis, it was noticed that the more offences the juvenile committed, the more frequently they contacted with police officers and thus, their assessment of the officer in question was also poor. The research data shows that sentenced delinquents made a more positive evaluation of the specialists with whom they had most frequent contact, with the exception of criminal justice officers. And again, the evaluation of criminal justice officers depended on the behaviour of these officers with the juveniles in question.

Even though officers themselves are not inclined to confess to their own improper behaviour with delinquents, they have heard of such cases occurring at their institution or at other institutions. Based on responses emerging from the at-risk children, sentenced delinquents and criminal justice officers, police are the most likely to misuse force in the criminal justice system. However, the behaviour of police officers towards juveniles has improved over several years, a trend which may be influenced by the training of specialised police officers. 

Compared to the results of the 1998 survey, it can be seen that delinquents currently serving sentences have a stronger belief in the impartiality of judges and fewer doubts as to the inadequacy of the punishment awarded. Now, there are fewer juveniles who express a feeling of injustice and more who accept the blame for their crimes. The decrease in the number of juveniles who blamed the police or bad friends for their current status as sentenced delinquents was almost twofold. The consciousness of current offenders serving sentences manifests itself in the fact that when indicating the most important causes for juvenile crimes, only this group indicated negative character features of juveniles in the first position, whereas the respondents in other surveyed groups put this cause at fourth position. 

Criminal justice officers from different fields did not maintain equal levels of contact with juvenile offenders in their work. Juvenile police officers and officers of the Kaunas RCFJ most often worked with juveniles. However, their attitude differed towards delinquents with whom they had worked personally: the attitude of juvenile police officers towards delinquents was one of the best, and the attitude of officers from the Kaunas RCFJ was one of the worst. Attention should be paid to the fact that the latter officers contacted with specialists of other fields least often.

When assessing training for criminal justice officers on the theme of juvenile justice, attention should be paid to different needs and the specifics of work with delinquents. The study data shows that a single specialisation model cannot be proposed to all criminal justice institutions, but it can be seen that the specialisation of particular officers working with delinquents would be suitable for the majority. Furthermore, efficient training programmes according to qualification specialisations for work with juvenile delinquents have not been created in most of the surveyed institutions.

The survey data showed that criminal justice officers had not seen any obvious positive changes in the field of juvenile justice over the last five years. Half of the officers identified crime prevention as the weakest stage in the juvenile justice system. It is obvious that more efficient juvenile crime prevention would reduce the number of juveniles inclined to delinquency, thus considerably decreasing the workload of criminal justice institutions. Other stages of the juvenile justice system were less often indicated as the weakest: resocialisation, imprisonment sentences, trial or pre-trial investigation.

Conclusions

1. The dominant positivist theories up until the 1960s (C. Shaw, H. McKay, E. Sutherland, R. Merton, A. Cohen, R. Cloward, L. Ohlin, etc) proposed that delinquency was the result of poor social conditions. Representatives of these theories stated that delinquency should decrease if living conditions were fundamentally improved and if levels of educations were increased. A social intervention policy was suggested as a way of tackling the delinquency issue, where poverty among the lower classes would be reduced, rehabilitation programmes and programmes allowing the integration of delinquents back into society would be introduced, and the importance of social work would be prioritised.

2. The determinism of the early positivist theories was questioned in D. Matza‘s works. Instead, he highlighted a juvenile‘s deliberate and conscious drift between conventional and delinquent behaviour. D. Matza‘s delinquency theory combined positivist and classical criminological theories emphasizing elements of an individual‘s free will. As opposed to other representatives of earlier positivist theories, D. Matza did not overplay the differences between delinquents and non-delinquents, but rather, he pointed out that most juveniles cease delinquent behaviour once they reach adulthood.

3. Since the 1960s there have been two main criminological perspectives that oppose each other, yet they are relevant to this day – they are control theory and labelling theory. Control theory highlights the importance of individual responsibility. One of the most renowned representatives of this theory, T. Hirschi, explains delinquency as nonconformity; he states that delinquents pay no respect to moral requirements because their bonds to society are too weak. Proponents of control theory suggest tackling delinquency problems by widening the scope of social control, i. e. developing delinquents‘ self-control skills, strengthening family relations, increasing involvement in school activities and conventional activities programs and so on. 

4. Labelling theory and social constructivism theory, which has been the main exponent of the ideas behind labelling theory, have drawn attention to the negative effects of media and criminal justice institutions for labelling certain behaviour as delinquent (or deviant). Being labelled as a deviant may only encourage deviant behaviour and therefore make crime control more difficult. Unlike those already discussed, the representatives of these theories focussed more on the criminal justice system, suggesting a reduction in society‘s reaction to crime, decriminalising minor offences and using alternatives to imprisonment as a form of punishment and so on. 

5. An analysis of the juvenile justice programmes currently implemented in Lithuania shows that they are based on various criminological theories and their suggestions regarding criminal justice policy and juvenile delinquency. The dominant theoretical elements evident in these programmes allow us to divide them into two groups. The first deals with the Children‘s and Juvenile‘s Crime Prevention Programme and the Children‘s and Youth‘s Socialisation Programme where elements of social disorganisation and control theories dominate. The second group includes Juvenile Justice Programme and the Juvenile Justice Programme for 2004-2008, which continues the theme of its predecessors. Irrespective of the elements of control theory also evident in these programmes it is labelling and social constructivism theories, which are most prevalent.  

6. Programming documents show that there is every intention to reorganise and improve the juvenile justice system in Lithuania; however, the implementation of these programmes is not yet sufficiently smooth. The implementation of suggestions resting on the insights arising from labelling and social constructivism theories have met with the greatest obstacles thus far. Lithuania‘s juvenile justice system in effect satisfies the key requirements set out in the United Nations Convention on the Rights of the Child‘s and other documents regulating the treatment of delinquents and determining recommended guidelines for national juvenile justice systems. However, certain recommended measures, such as the specialisation of juvenile justice institutions and officers, or the application of alternatives to imprisonment as punishment are not yet sufficiently developed in Lithuania. 

7. Over the past seven years the group of juveniles serving sentences has changed significantly. If in 1998 every second juvenile had had a previous conviction, now there are eight in ten juveniles holding prior convictions. The number of juveniles with four or five previous convictions has also increased. The research data allows us to state that the majority of juveniles who have ended up in the correctional facility have not benefited from the effects of other measures leading up to their sentencing. Half of the delinquents currently serving sentences have had frequent contact with juvenile police officers and have dealt with probation officers, and for one third – their sentence has been suspended. On the other hand, the importance of a period in remand for juveniles has not decreased over past seven years, although the conditions for convicts have significantly changed in this time. The experiences at the remand facility have been the most painful for juveniles and have played a significant role for juveniles when transferring prison subculture. 


8. Results of empirical research have shown that when assessing the effectiveness of current measures in place to deal with juvenile delinquency, Lithuanian residents and criminal justice officers have greater faith in measures related to the expansion of social control, i. e. constant parental supervision, compulsory school attendance and the prohibition to leave the home at certain hours. It should also be noted that not only the public and criminal justice officers but also at-risk children stated that the primary causes of juvenile delinquency were an improper upbringing, negative influences on the streets and an unoccupied leisure. These are also the same causes highlighted in social disorganisation, subcultures and control theories.  

9. A negative attitude towards delinquents whom criminal justice officers have worked with personally prevails. Differences in officers’ assessments are influenced by different groups of juveniles with whom they have had most frequent contact: at-risk children with an inclination to commit offences, and juveniles sentenced to imprisonment. Juveniles assigned to these groups have different criminal experiences and are treated differently by officers working in the criminal justice system. Certain information about numerous criminal experiences causes negative attitudes among police officers towards such children. These juveniles are considered tough criminals and are treated more severely. Meanwhile delinquents’ attitudes towards criminal justice officers depend on how officers behave towards them. At-risk children positively assess police officers, with whom they have had personal contact. However, those currently serving sentences, especially those who had experienced violence from officers, assessed them negatively.

10. Despite the positive changes occurring in the juvenile justice system the concept of children‘s rights has not been completely self-explanatory by criminal justice officers who deal with delinquents. Research data shows that of all the criminal justice institutions it is the police who most often exercise a misuse of force. Although officers themselves are unwilling to admit to their own improper behaviour with delinquents, they do acknowledge hearing about such cases in their own or other institutions. One third of officers have admitted that on occasions they have simply wanted to “teach juveniles a lesson”. Research showed that over the last seven years the number of cases of officers’ improper behaviour with juveniles who had gone through all the stages of the criminal justice system had decreased.

11. Research data showed evidence of a lack of special training for officers dealing with juvenile delinquents. A third of officers did not know whether there was a training system in place at their institution for those working with juvenile criminals, nor did they participate in any specialised training programmes. Equally noteworthy is the fact that a number of criminal justice officers did not feel that they lacked any specialised knowledge or skills needed in this field, even though they had no special preparation for working with delinquents. 

12. One of the weakest stages in the juvenile justice system in Lithuania is the resocialisation of delinquents. Juvenile justice reform has been underway for almost a decade in Lithuania, however even today there is still no effective resocialisation system in place. The results of empirical research have shown that a majority of criminal justice officers consider continued work with those who have returned from serving sentences at juvenile remand centres to be an effective measure of preventing delinquency. However, they did not consider the creation and implementation of resocialisation programs as a high priority in the juvenile justice system. 

Reziumė 

Disertacijos temos pasirinkimą lėmė pastarąjį dešimtmetį Lietuvoje vykstanti nepilnamečių justicijos reforma. Šiuo laikotarpiu buvo stebimas padidėjęs valstybės institucijų dėmesys nepilnamečių delinkvencijos problemoms, pasireiškęs programų, koncepcijų, strategijų, tyrimų, naujų įstatymų gausa bei tam tikrais instituciniais pokyčiais nepilnamečių justicijos srityje. Kartu pažymėtina, kad nepilnamečių justicijos reformos įgyvendinimo procesas nebuvo nuoseklus ir sklandus. Dėl įvairių kliūčių, daugiausiai finansinių, tik iš dalies buvo įgyvendintos planuotos priemonės, turėjusios pagerinti nepilnamečių, patekusių į kriminalinės justicijos sistemą, padėtį. Tokiame kontekste iškyla klausimas, ar kriminalinės justicijos sistema gali išspręsti delinkvencijos problemą. 

Šiuolaikinės delinkvencijos teorijos pateikia rekomendacijas kaip galima geriau spręsti delinkvencijos problemą. Todėl svarbu nagrinėti, kaip mokslininkų pasiūlyti delinkvencijos problemos sprendimo būdai atsispindi Lietuvoje įgyvendinamose nepilnamečių justicijos programose. Iki šiol nebuvo atlikta išsamios kompleksinės nepilnamečių justicijos Lietuvoje analizės, kuri apimtų kriminologinius, psichologinius, sociologinius, teisinius ir vadybinius aspektus. Šioje disertacijoje, remiantis šiuolaikinių delinkvencijos teorijų ir Lietuvoje įgyvendinamų nepilnamečių justicijos programų analize, autorės atliktų empirinių sociologinių tyrimų rezultatų analize, nagrinėjama nepilnamečių justicijos sistema. 

Tyrimo tikslas – iš sociologinės perspektyvos kompleksiškai išanalizuoti ir įvertinti reformuojamą nepilnamečių justicijos sistemą Lietuvoje.

Tyrimo uždaviniai:  

1. Išanalizuoti nepilnamečių delinkvencijos sampratos raidą šiuolaikinėse kriminologijos teorijose.  

2. Nustatyti teorinius modelius, kurių pagrindu Lietuvoje kuriamos ir įgyvendinamos nepilnamečių justicijos programos.

3. Remiantis Lietuvos gyventojų, nepilnamečių delinkventų ir kriminalinės justicijos atstovų sociologinių apklausų rezultatų analize, įvertinti nepilnamečių justicijos sistemą. 

Disertacijoje ginami šie teiginiai:

1. Šiuolaikinėse kriminologinėse teorijose pereinama nuo pozityvistinio vertinimo, siūlančio delinkvencijos problemą spręsti gerinant socialinę aplinką, prie kritinės perspektyvos, akcentuojančios kriminalinės justicijos vaidmenį, sprendžiant delinkvencijos problemą, bei prie kontrolės koncepcijos, pabrėžiančios individualios atsakomybės svarbą. 

2. Lietuvoje įgyvendinamose su nepilnamečių justicija susijusiose programose fiksuojami viena kitą papildančių ir konkuruojančių koncepcijų - socialinės dezorganizacijos, kontrolės teorijų bei etikečių klijavimo ir socialinio konstruktyvizmo teorijų - elementai. 

3. Nepaisant teigiamų pokyčių, nepilnamečių justicijos sistema Lietuvoje dar nepakankamai užtikrina vaikų teises, kriminalinės justicijos atstovams trūksta profesionalumo dirbant su delinkventais, neužtikrinama nepilnamečių delinkventų resocializacija. 

Išvados

1. Iki XX a. septintojo dešimtmečio dominavusios pozityvistinės teorijos (C. Shaw, H. McKay, E. Sutherlandas, R. Mertonas, A. Cohenas, R. Clowardas, L. Ohlinas ir kt.) delinkvenciją aiškino kaip prastų socialinių sąlygų padarinį. Šių teorijų atstovai teigė, kad iš esmės pagerinus gyvenimo sąlygas, išaugus išsilavinimo lygiui, delinkvencija turėtų sumažėti. Delinkvencijos problemos sprendimui buvo siūloma pasitelkti socialinės intervencijos politiką: mažinant žemiausių socialinių klasių skurdą, kuriant delinkventų integravimo į visuomenę ir reabilitacijos programas bei akcentuojant socialinio darbo svarbą. 

2. D. Matza kvestionavo ankstesnių pozityvistinių teorijų determinizmą, akcentuodamas sąmoningą nepilnamečio dreifavimą tarp visuotinai priimtinos ir nusikalstamos veiklos. D. Matza savo delinkvencijos teorijoje derino pozityvistinių teorijų ir klasikinės teorijos, pabrėžiančios laisvą žmogaus valią, elementus. Skirtingai nei ankstesnių pozityvistinių teorijų atstovai, D. Matza nepervertino skirtumų tarp delinkventų ir nedelinkventų bei akcentavo, kad dauguma nepilnamečių suaugę nustoja elgtis delinkvenciškai. 

3. Nuo paėjusio amžiaus septintojo dešimtmečio išsiskyrė dvi pagrindinės tarpusavyje konkuruojančios ir iki šiol aktualios kriminologinės perspektyvos: kontrolės teorija ir etikečių klijavimo teorija. Kontrolės teorija pabrėžia individualios atsakomybės svarbą. Vienas žymiausių šios teorijos atstovų T. Hirschi delinkvenciją aiškino kaip konformizmo nebuvimą, teigdamas, kad delinkventai nepaklūsta moraliniams reikalavimams, nes jie per silpnai susaistyti su visuomene. Kontrolės teorijos siūlė delinkvencijos problemas spręsti išplečiant socialinę kontrolę: delinkventų savikontrolės gebėjimų formavimą, santykių šeimoje stiprinimą, įsitraukimą į mokyklos veiklą, užimtumo programas ir pan.

4. Etikečių klijavimo teorija ir pagrindines jos idėjas plėtojusi socialinio konstruktyvizmo teorija atkreipė dėmesį į neigiamus proceso, kurį atlieka žiniasklaida ir kriminalinės justicijos institucijos, įvardydamos tam tikrą elgesį delinkventiniu (deviantiniu), padarinius. Buvo akcentuojama, kad pati devianto etiketė gali skatinti elgtis deviantiškai ir tokiu būdu apsunkinti nusikaltimų kontrolę. Skirtingai nei anksčiau aptartųjų, šių teorijų atstovų siūlymai buvo nukreipti į kriminalinės justicijos sistemą: sumažinti socialinę reakciją į nusikaltimus, dekriminalizuoti nesunkius pažeidimus, taikyti alternatyvas laisvės atėmimo bausmei. 

5. Lietuvoje įgyvendinamų su nepilnamečių justicija susijusių programų atlikta analizė leidžia teigti, kad juose suformuluoti įvairių kriminologinių teorijų siūlymai dėl kriminalinės justicijos politikos nepilnamečių delinkventų atžvilgiu. Pagal tai, kokie teoriniai elementai vyrauja šiose programose, jas galima suskirstyti į dvi grupes. Pirmajai grupei priskirtinos Vaikų ir paauglių nusikalstamumo prevencijos programa bei Vaikų ir jaunimo socializacijos programa, kuriose vyrauja socialinės dezorganizacijos ir kontrolės teorijų elementai. Antrajai grupei priskirtinos Nepilnamečių justicijos programa ir pagrindines jos idėjas tęsianti Nepilnamečių justicijos 2004-2008 metų programa. Minėtose programose, nepaisant kontrolės teorijos elementų, vyrauja etikečių klijavimo ir socialinio konstruktyvizmo elementai. 

6. Programiniai dokumentai atspindi (rodo) intencijas ir principus reorganizuojant ir tobulinant nepilnamečių justiciją Lietuvoje, tačiau šių programų įgyvendinimas vyksta nepakankamai sklandžiai. Su didžiausiomis įgyvendinimo problemomis susiduria tie siūlymai, kurie sietini su etikečių klijavimo ir socialinio konstruktyvizmo teorijų įžvalgomis. Nepilnamečių justicijos sistema Lietuvoje iš esmės atitinka pagrindinius reikalavimus, išdėstytus Jungtinių Tautų vaiko teisių konvencijoje bei kituose dokumentuose, reglamentuojančiuose elgesį su delinkventais bei nustatančiuose rekomendacines gaires nacionalinėms nepilnamečių justicijos sistemoms. Tačiau kai kurios rekomenduojamos priemonės, tokios kaip nepilnamečių justicijos institucijų ir pareigūnų specializacija bei alternatyvių laisvės atėmimui bausmių taikymas, Lietuvoje dar nepakankamai išplėtotos.

7. Per septynerius metus smarkiai pakito nepilnamečių, atliekančių laisvės atėmimo bausmę, grupė. 1998 m. anksčiau teistų nepilnamečių buvo kas antras, tuo tarpu tarp dabartinių nuteistųjų tokių buvo aštuoni iš dešimties. Taip pat padidėjo nepilnamečių, anksčiau teistų keturis-penkis kartus. Empirinio tyrimo duomenys leidžia teigti, kad į pataisos namus nemaža dalis nepilnamečių pateko tuomet, kai nebuvo veiksmingos kitos poveikio priemonės. Pusė dabartinių nuteistųjų dažnai bendravo su nepilnamečių reikalų policijos pareigūnais ir turėjo reikalų su pataisos inspekcijų pareigūnais, o trečdaliui buvo atidėtas bausmės vykdymas. Antra vertus, tardymo izoliatoriaus svarba nepilnamečiams nesumažėjo per septynerius metus, nors suimtųjų sąlygos per tą laiką smarkiai pagerėjo. Patirtis, įgyta tardymo izoliatoriuje, nepilnamečiams yra pati skaudžiausia ir svarbiausia perduodant kalėjimo subkultūrą. 


8. Empirinių tyrimų rezultatai parodė, kad Lietuvos gyventojai ir kriminalinės justicijos pareigūnai, vertindami nepilnamečiams delinkventams taikomų priemonių efektyvumą, labiau pritaria toms priemonėms, kurios susijusios su socialinės kontrolės išplėtimu: nuolatine tėvų priežiūra, privalomu mokyklos lankymu ir draudimu tam tikru laiku išeiti iš namų. Kartu pažymėtina, kad ir gyventojai, ir kriminalinės justicijos pareigūnai, ir rizikos grupės vaikai svarbiausiomis nepilnamečių delinkvencijos priežastimis įvardijo blogą auklėjimą šeimoje, neigiamą kiemo, gatvės įtaką ir neužimtą laisvalaikį, t. y. tuos pačius dalykus, kuriuos akcentavo socialinės dezorganizacijos, delinkventų subkultūrų ir kontrolės teorijos. 

9. Tarp kriminalinės justicijos pareigūnų dominuoja neigiamas požiūris į delinkventus, su kuriais jie asmeniškai dirbo. Skirtingus pareigūnų vertinimus lemia nevienodos nepilnamečių, susidūrusių su kriminaline justicija, grupės: linkę nusikalsti rizikos grupės vaikai ir nepilnamečiai, atliekantys laisvės atėmimo bausmę. Šioms grupėms priskirti delinkventai turi skirtingą kriminalinę patirtį ir nevienodai vertinami kriminalinės justicijos sistemoje dirbančių pareigūnų. Informacija apie didesnę nusikalstamą patirtį suformuoja neigiamą policijos pareigūnų požiūrį į tokius vaikus. Šie nepilnamečiai vertinami kaip užkietėję nusikaltėliai ir atitinkamai griežčiau su jais elgiamasi. Savo ruoštu delinkventų požiūris į kriminalinės justicijos pareigūnus priklauso nuo pareigūnų elgesio su jais. Rizikos grupės vaikai policijos pareigūnus, su kuriais jie asmeniškai bendravo, vertino palankiai. Tuo tarpu dabartiniai nuteistieji, ypač tie, kurie patyrė pareigūnų smurtą, policijos pareigūnus vertino neigiamai.

10. Nepaisant teigiamų pokyčių nepilnamečių justicijoje, vaiko teisės netapo savaime suprantamu dalyku kriminalinės justicijos pareigūnams, dirbantiems su delinkventais. Tyrimų duomenys rodo, kad iš visų kriminalinės justicijos institucijų labiausiai piktnaudžiaujama jėga policijoje. Nors patys pareigūnai nelinkę prisipažinti apie netinkamą elgesį su delinkventais, tačiau apie tokius atvejus yra girdėję savo įstaigoje ar kitose įstaigose. Trečdalis pareigūnų prisipažino, kad norėjo „paauklėti“ nepilnamečius. Tyrimo duomenys parodė, kad per septynerius metus sumažėjo netinkamo pareigūnų elgesio su nepilnamečiais, perėjusiais visas kriminalinės justicijos stadijas, atvejų.
11. Tyrimo rezultatai parodė, kad nepilnamečių kriminalinės justicijos institucijose trūksta specialaus paruošimo pareigūnams, dirbantiems su nepilnamečiais delinkventais. Trečdalis pareigūnų nežinojo, ar jų institucijoje yra darbo su nepilnamečiais teisės pažeidėjais mokymo sistema, tiek pat nedalyvavo specializuotuose mokymuose. Tuo pačiu pažymėtina, kad dalis kriminalinės justicijos pareigūnų nejautė specializuotų žinių ar įgūdžių stokos, nors ir neturėjo specialaus paruošimo darbui su delinkventais. 

12. Viena iš silpniausių nepilnamečių justicijos Lietuvoje grandžių – delinkventų resocializacija. Lietuvoje beveik dešimtmetis vyksta nepilnamečių justicijos reforma, tačiau iki šiol nėra sukurtos veiksmingos resocializacijos sistemos. Empirinių tyrimų rezultatai rodo, kad dauguma kriminalinės justicijos pareigūnų darbą su grįžusiais iš įkalinimo įstaigų nepilnamečiais laiko efektyvia delinkvencijos prevencijos priemone, tačiau resocializacijos programų sukūrimo ir įgyvendinimo nelaiko prioritetine nepilnamečių justicijos sritimi. 
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