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Abstract: Certain media portrayals have been massively condemned for contributing to crimes 

by publicizing and glamorizing criminal entertainments. These glamorized presentations lead 

to copycat or contagion of criminal proceedings. Television Crime Shows (TCS) can be 

categorised among those medial productions.  Crime procedures and its detailed technical steps 

are few risky contents of television crime shows. This exposure may affect the viewers through 

observations of risky behaviours. The current investigation is an attempt to focus on the risky 

behaviours of adolescents who are exposed to television crime shows. The certain exposures 

may have resulted for adolescents to become juvenile delinquents.  Juvenile delinquency is a 

matter of grave concern worldwide and affecting the social systems at large. The objective of 

the current research effort is to identify the crime learning inclinations provided by TCS. 

Adolescents can probably learn the crime method through TCS. Furthermore, this research 

leads to examine and define the other negative and positive effects of TCS on the behaviours of 

adolescents. Crime Learning Behaviours (CLB) are not mostly attached to crime viewing, rather 

other Socio-Economic Factors (SEF). For example, family or friends might be another source 

in CLB as suggested by intensive research efforts. It is important to identify the main factor 

affecting more the CLB of adolescents from different sources of observational crime learning 

(i.e. TCS, Friends, Family). The findings of this research effort identify that a large number of 

research efforts referring to juvenile delinquency are focusing on aggression. It emerges that 

there is a need to conduct more research to identify the development of “Crime learning 

Behaviours” of adolescents through observations.  
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Introduction 

Television Crime Shows (TCS) are very popular among young viewers. New technologies have 

powered this recognition like interactive websites where fans could interact with others about the 
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latest trends either crime or its procedures. Adolescents spend a great deal of their time to watch 

crime glamour. With a wide variety of media, they are also able to learn through media either good 

or bad. thanks to the internet age, the viewers, especially youngsters can learn about anything they 

are interested in, wherever, whenever they are at that moment. Moreover, adolescents are eager to 

express themselves publicly after having some new awareness. A large body of research evidence 

suggests that adolescents’ use of media contributes to a range of potentially unwanted, unhealthy 

behaviours (Fischer et al. 2012). The exposure of TCS may contribute to these bad behaviours 

which may facilitate Juvenile Delinquency (Abdullah, B. Abd Rahman, and Santiago 2016).  

 

On the contrary, a large body of research efforts advises that adverse childhood experiences can 

lead to serious long-term negative outcomes for adolescents (Knox, Burkhart, and Hunter 2011). 

Social systems are suffering from kinds of violence since its beginning which is ubiquitous and 

mostly found in every domain of social life (Rylko-Bauer and Farmer 2017). It exists all around 

us either from homes to neighbourhoods (Rankin and Quane 2002), or from broader communities 

to the international level (Gentile and Anderson 2009). The social dimensions from personal to 

other broader levels (community, national) play a very significant role in the personality 

development of a person (Morling and Lamoreaux 2008). 

If the persons’ developmental conditions (socio-economic factors) are hostile discussing 

adolescents then the probability of juvenile delinquency is also increased (Gili et al. 2019). As an 

example, few family environments are nominated as risky and lead towards criminal leanings in 

youngsters (Swing 2012). Besides this, many research efforts have concluded that friends’ 

companies also play an important role in the development of a child (Zaman et al. 2016). 

Narrowing the scope of the study, the current research effort is focussed to visualize the most 

important factor/s which participate in the negative behaviour development of adolescents (leading 

towards juvenile delinquency). Furthermore, the effort is focused to investigate the relevant effects 

of negative medial representations (TCS) and socioeconomic factors (friends, family).  

 

Objective Of The Study 

The objective of this study is to review the literature towards the CLB of adolescents. This review 

is focusing the TCS and SEF which can contribute to the development or facilitation towards crime 

learning of adolescents. This identification is important to go through because there are more 

chances that adolescents learn criminal procedures having exposure to TCS. Furthermore, it is 

important to identify, which type exposures (TCS or SEF) are more facilitating in crime learning 

facilitation in juvenile delinquency.  

 

Crime Learning Behaviours of Adolescents 

All types of behaviours are learned by adopting the environment and then copying it with personal 

traits. The social science research efforts have been immensely focused to understand the 

development of human behaviours. Crime learning behaviours of adolescents have also been 
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investigated at large. There have been numerous factors that partake in the mental development of 

humans.  Certain factors have also emerged and few factors need to be investigated more.  In 

general, the role of media and social factors are designated in the negative behaviour development 

of adolescents. This general nomination needs to have detailed specifications.  The following lines 

are going to discuss the past literature as focused on the CLB of adolescents referring to media and 

social factors.   

 

A meta-analysis with a population of 80,000 concluded that exposure to certain media 

representations leads to risky (criminal like) inclinations (Fischer et al. 2012). The investigators 

studied the correlational, experimental, and longitudinal researches of many years. Brown and 

Bobkowski (2011) also reviewed the past decade’s research on the use and effects of different 

types of media on adolescents’ health and well-being. Given the concluding evidence that 

adolescents’ use of different media contributes to a range of potentially unhealthy behaviours 

(Elson and Ferguson 2013). In another extensive meta-analysis of Besemer et al. (2017) emerged 

that these negative effects range from aggression, early sexual intercourse, bad nutrition, body 

image disturbance,  and drug use.  

 

The research efforts have been much emphasized on different aspects of behavioural disorders of 

adolescents. But, less attention has been paid to the CLB of these youngsters (Abdullah et al. 

2016). The crime imitation behaviour has been given less attention (Lankford and Madfis 2018). 

An extensive study of  Surette (2013) of 10 estimates spanning 50 years under 1,500 respondents 

for studies conducted between 1975 and 2011 resulted that 25% of young criminals were imitated 

by different crime observations (Chadee and Surette 2018). The crime learning/imitation 

behaviours of adolescents need more serious research efforts to answer many untold awaited 

questions (Koenig, Tiberius, and Hamlin 2019; Miley et al. 2020). For instance, children with 

criminal parents with an exhibition of the same behaviours are more likely to indulge in similar 

inclinations (Besemer et al. 2017).   

 

On the other hand, there have been many efforts to find an association between media exposure 

and the effects of such exposure on the behaviour of adolescents.  Most of the studies, although 

not all, concluded that media portrayals have certain literacy effects on its users, especially 

adolescents. Media convey misleading messages on adolescents’ minds towards drugs (Pinkleton 

and Austin 2019), sexual health (Scull et al. 2018), nutrition considerations (Austin et al. 2018), 

body image (Gordon et al. 2020) and other phycological problems (Shah et al. 2019). In a nutshell 

“Media is super-peer”(Elmore, Scull, and Kupersmidt 2017) for adolescents and behaviours are 

made by peers (O’Donnell and Barber 2018). 

 

The aforesaid discussion leads us to visualize that adolescents’ criminal behaviours are not 

formulated by a single factor. There are numerous players from family (Azeredo et al. 2019; Evans, 

Simons, and Simons 2016; Sturmey, Lösel, and Bender 2017)  to friends (Farrell, Thompson, and 
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Mehari 2017; Sanchagrin, Heimer, and Paik 2017) and from popular media (Chadee et al. 2017; 

Ferguson and Colwell 2018) to social media (Busari 2019; Lee, Moak, and Walker 2016; 

Mohamad, Dauda & Halim, 2018). It is a much important discussion to distinguish the main 

disturbing factor which partakes in criminal behaviour development of adolescents.  

 

Television And Crime Learning 

The time spent in watching television in adolescence and childhood has been linked with socio-

emotional health problems (McAnally, Young, and Hancox 2019). Television is considered as a 

family member of societies at large. So, its negative and positive outcomes have always been an 

important area for social investigation. Two of the main areas of TV effects’ investigation are 

violence and literacy (either positive or negative).  By combining both of these implications, one 

of the outcomes is crime learning (Abdullah and Abd Rahman 2017).  From the broader picture of 

violence to a narrower path of crime learning, we have many social investigations pointing to the 

negative effects of TV crime learning. Furthermore, the crime learning has also been referred with 

different terminologies in research like Copycatting & Imitation of crimes. It becomes necessary 

to review the literature covering all of such learning/imitation/copycatting of crimes by 

adolescents.  

 

Chadee et al. (2015) concluded that certain exposure of media has a positive relationship to future 

crimes (likelihood to commit future criminality LCFC). As people lift models of behaviours from 

media  (Kort-Butler and Hartshorn 2011) and copycat crime is found in many criminal histories 

(Doley, Ferguson, and Surette 2013). This crime learning has many learning dimensions, like 

motivation (Samson and Detenber 2017), self-efficacy (Kort-Butler and Habecker 2018), 

procedural details (Tasker 2016), fear (Chadee, Smith, and Ferguson 2019), reaction (Kort-Butler 

and Habecker 2018). There might be many aspects of learning either positive or negative and are 

required to investigate (Abdullah 2017).  

 

On the other hand, it is always difficult to generalise the results of one such study to other types 

of samples (Schwartz and Beaver 2016; Mohamad, Bakar, Rageh, Halim & Bidin, 2016). It 

remains unclear whether the previously known associations are true on not with uncontrolled 

factors (Kleemans et al. 2019). Moreover, there have been numerous studies showing positive 

behavioural implications with crime exposure to adolescents. Many researchers named such 

positive outcomes as psychophysiological resilience (Lissak 2018), Future educational aspirations  

(Stoddard et al. 2015), crime hatred (Endrich 2020), fear of crime (Hollis et al. 2017), and 

surveillance (Gibson et al. 2016) either emotional or practical. 

However, most of the literature leads us to the opinion that crime exposure has more negative 

effects than positive effects. And crime learning/crime imitation would be an interesting area of 

investigation referring to TV crime shows.  
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Socioeconomic Factors In Crime Learning 

Juvenile delinquency is found almost everywhere with insufficient research to identify all its 

supporting elements. Research efforts also have limited scope to cover all aspects leading 

youngsters to criminals. This current effort is an attempt to look at crime learning elements in 

juvenile delinquency. Like other factors, socio-economic factors play a leading role in raising 

several juveniles. The previous research efforts looking into the matter have concluded that 

youngsters' minds building and behaviours are much affected by their social circumstances. A few 

of the glimpse is elaborated below.  

 

The environmental factors (social-economic) with genetic settings can best explain the delinquent 

behaviour (Akcinar and Shaw 2018). A systematic literature review by Devenish, Hooley, and 

Mellor (2017) of 8 databases with a final selection of 59 articles concluded that socio-economic 

factors are significant risk factors in juvenile delinquency. There is a large list of socio-economic 

factors that contribute to juvenile delinquency. These factors range from family (Jacobsen and 

Zaatut 2020) to friends (Walters 2019) and from education (Blomberg and Pesta 2017) poverty 

(Shong, Abu Bakar, and Islam 2019). If these factors play an important role in juvenile 

delinquency, definitely contributing to crime learning as well. The previous social investigation 

points towards two main social factors partaking in teaching crime to adolescents; Family and 

Friends.  

 

Family 

Family is the main social factor in the social learning of behaviours for adolescents. All the family 

factors increase or decrease the chances of risk-taking behaviours as juvenile delinquency 

(Abdullah and Abd Rahman 2015). Findings suggest that the economic conditions of the family 

contribute delinquency chances with supportive parenting(Kwon and Wickrama 2014).  As a good 

quality relationship with family decrease the chances of delinquent behaviour and vice versa 

(Jacobsen and Zaatut 2020). There are further explanations to study the complex concept of family 

with different social aspects. Hoffmann and Dufur (2018) suggested that “family social capital is 

a more miserly latent construct than family social bonds, which is a more efficient predictor of 

delinquent behaviour”. Furthermore, there are many other family factors liked parenting style, 

maltreatment, divorce, violence, and other familial antisocial elements increasing the risk of crime 

inclinations in the children (Basto-Pereira et al. 2016). In the light of previous research findings, 

family plays a vital role in juvenile delinquents  (Liu et al. 2020; Pardini, Waller, and Hawes 2015) 

as it may lead to adolescents to learn crime by their families.  

 

Friends 

Friends or peer groups are other important social aspects to investigate juvenile delinquency. In 

general, people are influenced by the offending peers, and their selection of friendship is also based 

on similarities in offending (Gallupe, McLevey, and Brown 2019). Children are more engaged 

with friends than others (Erdley and Day 2016) and they tend to be similar. These engagements 
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tend to have effects from minor to major crimes with certain moderators (Liu et al. 2017). 

Although, major peer influence delinquencies are linked with minor crimes (Levey et al. 2019) but 

can't be ignored as minor crimes lead toward major ones. Moreover, there are certain other 

moderating factors like gender, as delinquent peer association in riskier in males than females 

(Sanchagrin et al. 2017). But it is more common finding that adolescents with delinquent friends 

are more likely to engage in delinquency. Crime learning is one the important base of delinquency 

and the above-mentioned discussion lead us conclusion that friends play an important role in crime 

learning as well.  

 

Conclusion 

With a glimpse of literature concerning juvenile delinquency, it is evident that most of the studies 

have been focused on aggression. There are other factors like family problems, criminal peer 

association which also have been examined. In juvenile delinquency, generally, media is taken as 

a sociological factor either supportive (mostly) or prohibitive (rarely) for adolescents in their 

criminal behaviour development. It is also very important to investigate the role of negative media 

literacy during crime exposure. Although learning is a complex concept which does not relay only 

one or two sources, few factors are more probable to predict crime learning. For example, criminal 

parents and friends have been investigated at large as major reasons for crime. It is equally 

important to investigate these associations in crime learning behaviours of adolescents.  

 

Crime learning behaviours as a minor concept in juvenile delinquency should be treated as a 

research gap for future social investigation. By standing on the footings of prior research, it has 

been discovered that Family, Friends, and Media are major contributors or facilitators in juvenile 

crimes. The preceding discussion collaborates with the predictors in juvenile delinquency. 

Although the phenomena have been widely investigated, there is a need to investigate the CLB of 

adolescents as a significant issue in juvenile delinquency. It has been proven in the scientific 

literature that specific criminal portrayals teach adolescents crimes. This teaching occurs in the 

modelling of criminal behaviour. This criminal behaviour modelling occurs through observations 

to these models. TCS and social modelling institutes (Friends and Family) may provide this precise 

behaviour modelling.  

 

To further research, it is import to investigate the CLB of adolescents as facilitated by the 

modelling sources. The Same need emerges that how SEF modelling can be a predictor in CLB of 

adolescents as already proven in other dimensions of juvenile delinquency. Furthermore, there is 

a need to identify which modelling source contributes more to the CLB of adolescents lead them 

towards juvenile delinquency.  

 

References 

1. Abdullah, Mudassar. (2017). Exposure To Television Crime Shows And Crime Learning 

Behaviours Among Juvenile Delinquents In Pakistan. Unpublished PhD Thesis. Universiti 



                                                                                European Journal of Molecular & Clinical Medicine  

ISSN 2515-8260     Volume 7, Issue 06, 2020 

 

2202 

Utara Malaysia. 

 

2. Abdullah, Mudassar, and Nik Adzrieman B. Abd Rahman. (2015). Family Role in Deviant 

Behaviour Development of Adolescents Referring Juvenile Delinquency. a Qualitative 

Approach. Science International 28(6), 5189–95. 

 

3. Abdullah, Mudassar, and Nik Adzrieman B. Abd Rahman. 2017. “Effects of TV Crime 

Shows on Behavioural Development of Children.” SHS Web of Conferences 33:00077. 

 

4. Abdullah, Mudassar, Nik Adzrieman B. Abd Rahman, and Arminda Santiago. 2016. 

“Exposure to Television Crime Shows and Crime Learning Behaviours of Adolescents: A 

Case of Pakistani Juvenile Delinquents.” Pp. 143–48 in. 

 

5. Akcinar, Berna, and Daniel S. Shaw. 2018. “Independent Contributions of Early Positive 

Parenting and Mother–Son Coercion on Emerging Social Development.” Child Psychiatry 

and Human Development 49(3):385–95. 

 

6. Austin, Erica Weintraub, Bruce W. Austin, Brian F. French, and Marilyn A. Cohen. 2018. 

“The Effects of a Nutrition Media Literacy Intervention on Parents’ and Youths’ 

Communication about Food.” Journal of Health Communication 23(2):190–99. 

 

7. Azeredo, Andreia, Diana Moreira, Patrícia Figueiredo, and Fernando Barbosa. 2019. 

“Delinquent Behavior: Systematic Review of Genetic and Environmental Risk Factors.” 

Clinical Child and Family Psychology Review 22(4):502–26. 

 

8. Basto-Pereira, Miguel, Ana Miranda, Sofia Ribeiro, and Ângela Maia. 2016. “Growing up 

with Adversity: From Juvenile Justice Involvement to Criminal Persistence and 

Psychosocial Problems in Young Adulthood.” Child Abuse and Neglect 62:63–75. 

 

9. Besemer, Sytske, Shaikh I. Ahmad, Stephen P. Hinshaw, and David P. Farrington. 2017. 

“A Systematic Review and Meta-Analysis of the Intergenerational Transmission of 

Criminal Behavior.” Aggression and Violent Behavior 37:161–78. 

 

10. Blomberg, T. G., and G. B. Pesta. 2017. “The Encyclopedia of Juvenile Delinquency and 

Justice.” The Encyclopedia of Juvenile Delinquency and Justice. 

 

11. Brown, Jane D., and Piotr S. Bobkowski. 2011. “Older and Newer Media: Patterns of Use 

and Effects on Adolescents’ Health and Well-Being.” Journal of Research on Adolescence 

21(1):95–113. 

 



                                                                                European Journal of Molecular & Clinical Medicine  

ISSN 2515-8260     Volume 7, Issue 06, 2020 

 

2203 

12. Busari, A. O. 2019. “Problem Behaviours among Secondary School Students: Social 

Media Usage Analysis.” World Scientific News (116):128–44. 

 

13. Chadee, Derek, Sven Smith, and Christopher J. Ferguson. 2019. “Murder She Watched: 

Does Watching News or Fictional Media Cultivate Fear of Crime?” Psychology of Popular 

Media Culture 8(2):125–33. 

 

14. Chadee, Derek, and Raymond Surette. 2018. “Exploring the Relationship Between 

Weapons Desirability and Media.” Psychology of Popular Media Culture. 

 

15. Chadee, Derek, Raymond Surette, Mary Chadee, and Dionne Brewster. 2015. “Psychology 

of Popular Media Culture Copycat Crime Dynamics : The Interplay of Empathy , Narrative 

Persuasion and Risk With Likelihood to Commit Future Criminality.” Psychology of 

Popular Media Culture 6(2). 

 

16. Chadee, Derek, Raymond Surette, Mary Chadee, and Dionne Brewster. 2017. “Copycat 

Crime Dynamics: The Interplay of Empathy, Narrative Persuasion and Risk with 

Likelihood to Commit Future Criminality.” Psychology of Popular Media Culture 

6(2):142–58. 

 

17. Devenish, Bethany, Merrilyn Hooley, and David Mellor. 2017. “The Pathways Between 

Socioeconomic Status and Adolescent Outcomes: A Systematic Review.” American 

Journal of Community Psychology 59(1–2):219–38. 

 

18. Doley, R., C. Ferguson, and R. Surette. 2013. “Copycat Firesetting: Bridging Two 

Research Areas.” Criminal Justice and Behavior 40(X):1472–91. 

 

19. Elmore, Kristen C., Tracy M. Scull, and Janis B. Kupersmidt. 2017. “Media as a ‘Super 

Peer’: How Adolescents Interpret Media Messages Predicts Their Perception of Alcohol 

and Tobacco Use Norms.” Journal of Youth and Adolescence 46(2):376–87. 

 

20. Elson, Malte, and Christopher J. Ferguson. 2013. “Gun Violence and Media Effects: 

Challenges for Science and Public Policy.” British Journal of Psychiatry 203:322–24. 

 

21. Endrich, Marek. 2020. A Window to the World: The Long-Term Effect of Television on 

Hate Crime. 

 

22. Erdley, Cynthia A., and Helen J. Day. 2016. Friendship in Childhood and Adolescence. 

 

23. Evans, Sara Z., Leslie Gordon Simons, and Ronald L. Simons. 2016. “Factors That 



                                                                                European Journal of Molecular & Clinical Medicine  

ISSN 2515-8260     Volume 7, Issue 06, 2020 

 

2204 

Influence Trajectories of Delinquency Throughout Adolescence.” Journal of Youth and 

Adolescence 45(1):156–71. 

 

24. Farrell, Albert D., Erin L. Thompson, and Krista R. Mehari. 2017. “Dimensions of Peer 

Influences and Their Relationship to Adolescents’ Aggression, Other Problem Behaviors 

and Prosocial Behavior.” Journal of Youth and Adolescence 46(6):1351–69. 

 

25. Ferguson, Christopher J., and John Colwell. 2018. “A Meaner, More Callous Digital World 

for Youth? The Relationship between Violent Digital Games, Motivation, Bullying, and 

Civic Behavior among Children.” Psychology of Popular Media Culture 7(3):202–15. 

 

26. Fischer, Peter, Joachim I. Krueger, Kathrin Asal, Nilüfer Aydin, and Evelyn Vingilis. 2012. 

“Psychological Effects of Risk Glorification in the Media: Towards an Integrative View.” 

European Review of Social Psychology 23(February):224–57. 

 

27. Gallupe, Owen, John McLevey, and Sarah Brown. 2019. “Selection and Influence: A Meta-

Analysis of the Association Between Peer and Personal Offending.” Journal of 

Quantitative Criminology 35(2):313–35. 

 

28. Gentile, Douglas A., and Craig A. Anderson. 2009. “How Are Other First-World Nations 

Suppressing the Adverse Consequences of Violence and Youth Sex in the Modern Media 

Environment?: To the Editor Douglas A. Gentile and Craig A. Anderson.” Pediatrics 

123(e364):e362–63; author reply e363. 

 

29. Gibson, Bryan, Jody Thompson, Beini Hou, and Brad J. Bushman. 2016. “Just ‘Harmless 

Entertainment’? Effects of Surveillance Reality TV on Physical Aggression.” Psychology 

of Popular Media Culture 5(1):66–73. 

 

30. Gili, Margalida, Pere Castellví, Margalida Vives, Alejandro de la Torre-Luque, José 

Almenara, Maria J. Blasco, Ana I. Cebrià, Andrea Gabilondo, Ma Angeles Pérez-Ara, 

Carolina Lagares, Oleguer Parés-Badell, José A. Piqueras, Tiscar Rodríguez-Jiménez, 

Jesús Rodríguez-Marín, Victoria Soto-Sanz, Jordi Alonso, and Miquel Roca. 2019. 

“Mental Disorders as Risk Factors for Suicidal Behavior in Young People: A Meta-

Analysis and Systematic Review of Longitudinal Studies.” Journal of Affective Disorders 

245:152–62. 

 

31. Gordon, Chloe S., Rachel F. Rodgers, Amy E. Slater, Siân A. McLean, Hannah K. Jarman, 

and Susan J. Paxton. 2020. “A Cluster Randomized Controlled Trial of the SoMe Social 

Media Literacy Body Image and Wellbeing Program for Adolescent Boys and Girls: Study 

Protocol.” Body Image 33:27–37. 



                                                                                European Journal of Molecular & Clinical Medicine  

ISSN 2515-8260     Volume 7, Issue 06, 2020 

 

2205 

 

32. Hoffmann, John P., and Mikaela J. Dufur. 2018. “Family Social Capital, Family Social 

Bonds, and Juvenile Delinquency.” American Behavioral Scientist 62(11):1525–44. 

 

33. Hollis, Meghan E., Sharece Downey, Alex Del Carmen, and Rhonda R. Dobbs. 2017. “The 

Relationship between Media Portrayals and Crime: Perceptions of Fear of Crime among 

Citizens.” Crime Prevention and Community Safety 19(1):46–60. 

 

34. Jacobsen, Shannon K., and Amarat Zaatut. 2020. “Quantity or Quality?: Assessing the Role 

of Household Structure and Parent-Child Relationship in Juvenile Delinquency.” Deviant 

Behavior 1–14. 

 

35. Kleemans, Mariska, Roos Dohmen, Luise F. Schlindwein, Sanne L. Tamboer, Rebecca N. 

H. de Leeuw, and Moniek Buijzen. 2019. “Children’s Cognitive Responses to Constructive 

Television News.” Journalism 20(4):568–82. 

 

36. Knox, M. S., K. Burkhart, and K. E. Hunter. 2011. “ACT Against Violence Parents Raising 

Safe Kids Program: Effects on Maltreatment-Related Parenting Behaviors and Beliefs.” 

Journal of Family Issues 32(1):55–74. 

 

37. Koenig, Melissa A., Valerie Tiberius, and J. Kiley Hamlin. 2019. “Children’s Judgments 

of Epistemic and Moral Agents: From Situations to Intentions.” Perspectives on 

Psychological Science 14(3):344–60. 

 

38. Kort-Butler, Lisa A., and Patrick Habecker. 2018. “Framing and Cultivating the Story of 

Crime: The Effects of Media Use, Victimization, and Social Networks on Attitudes About 

Crime.” Criminal Justice Review 43(2):127–46. 

 

39. Kort-Butler, Lisa A., and Kelley J. Sittne. Hartshorn. 2011. “Watching the Detectives: 

Crime Programming, Fear of Crime, and Attitudes about the Criminal Justice System.” 

Sociological Quarterly 52(1):36–55. 

 

40. Kwon, Josephine A., and K. A. S. Wickrama. 2014. “Linking Family Economic Pressure 

and Supportive Parenting to Adolescent Health Behaviors: Two Developmental Pathways 

Leading to Health Promoting and Health Risk Behaviors.” Journal of Youth and 

Adolescence 43(7):1176–90. 

 

41. Lankford, Adam, and Eric Madfis. 2018. “Don’t Name Them, Don’t Show Them, But 

Report Everything Else: A Pragmatic Proposal for Denying Mass Killers the Attention 

They Seek and Deterring Future Offenders.” American Behavioral Scientist 62(2):260–79. 



                                                                                European Journal of Molecular & Clinical Medicine  

ISSN 2515-8260     Volume 7, Issue 06, 2020 

 

2206 

 

42. Lee, Chang Hun, Stacy Moak, and Jeffery T. Walker. 2016. “Effects of Self-Control, Social 

Control, and Social Learning on Sexting Behavior Among South Korean Youths.” Youth 

and Society 48(2):242–64. 

 

43. Levey, Emma K. V., Claire F. Garandeau, Wim Meeus, and Susan Branje. 2019. “The 

Longitudinal Role of Self-Concept Clarity and Best Friend Delinquency in Adolescent 

Delinquent Behavior.” Journal of Youth and Adolescence 48(6):1068–81. 

 

44. Lissak, Gadi. 2018. “Adverse Physiological and Psychological Effects of Screen Time on 

Children and Adolescents: Literature Review and Case Study.” Environmental Research 

164:149–57. 

 

45. Liu, Jiaying, Siman Zhao, Xi Chen, Emily Falk, and Dolores Albarracín. 2017. “The 

Influence of Peer Behavior as a Function of Social and Cultural Closeness: A Meta-

Analysis of Normative Influence on Adolescent Smoking Initiation and Continuation.” 

Psychological Bulletin 143(10):1082–1115. 

 

46. Liu, Tzu Hsuan, Spencer De Li, Xiaohua Zhang, and Yiwei Xia. 2020. “The Spillover 

Mechanisms Linking Family Conflicts and Juvenile Delinquency Among Chinese 

Adolescents.” International Journal of Offender Therapy and Comparative Criminology 

64(2–3):167–86. 

 

47. McAnally, Helena M., Tamara Young, and Robert J. Hancox. 2019. “Childhood and 

Adolescent Television Viewing and Internalising Disorders in Adulthood.” Preventive 

Medicine Reports 15. 

 

48. Miley, Lauren N., Bryanna Fox, Caitlyn N. Muniz, Robert Perkins, and Matt DeLisi. 2020. 

“Does Childhood Victimization Predict Specific Adolescent Offending? An Analysis of 

Generality versus Specificity in the Victim-Offender Overlap.” Child Abuse and Neglect 

101. 

 

49. Mohamad, B., Bakar, H., Rageh, A., Halim, H., & Bidin, R. (2016). Corporate identity 

management in Malaysian higher education sector: Developing a conceptual model. 

International Review of Management and Marketing, 6(7Special Issue), 175-180. 

 

50. Mohamad, B., Dauda, S. A., & Halim, H. (2018). Youth Offline Political Participation: 

Trends and Role of Social Media. Jurnal Komunikasi: Malaysian Journal of 

Communication, 34(3), 192-207 

 



                                                                                European Journal of Molecular & Clinical Medicine  

ISSN 2515-8260     Volume 7, Issue 06, 2020 

 

2207 

51. Morling, Beth, and Marika Lamoreaux. 2008. “Measuring Culture Outside the Head: A 

Meta-Analysis of Individualism-Collectivism in Cultural Products.” Personality and 

Social Psychology Review : An Official Journal of the Society for Personality and Social 

Psychology, Inc 12:199–221. 

 

52. O’Donnell, Alexander W., and Bonnie L. Barber. 2018. “Exploring the Association 

between Adolescent Sports Participation and Externalising Behaviours: The Moderating 

Role of Prosocial and Risky Peers.” Australian Journal of Psychology 70(4):361–68. 

 

53. Pardini, Dustin A., Rebecca Waller, and Samuel W. Hawes. 2015. Familial Influences on 

the Development of Serious Conduct Problems and Delinquency. 

 

54. Pinkleton, Bruce E., and Erica W. Austin. 2019. “Media Literacy and Alcohol Abuse 

Reduction.” The International Encyclopedia of Media Literacy 1–12. 

 

55. Rankin, Bruce H., and James M. Quane. 2002. “Social Contexts and Urban Adolescent 

Outcomes: The Interrelated Effects of Neighborhoods, Families, and Peers on African-

American Youth.” Social Problems 49(1):79–100. 

 

56. Rylko-Bauer, Barbara, and Paul E. Farmer. 2017. Structural Violence, Poverty, and Social 

Suffering. Vol. 1. 

 

57. Samson, Lelia, and Benjamin H. Detenber. 2017. “The Motivation Activation Measure and 

Media Use in Singapore: Cross-Cultural Stability.” Asian Journal of Communication 

27(4):433–50. 

 

58. Sanchagrin, Kenneth, Karen Heimer, and Anthony Paik. 2017. “Adolescent Delinquency, 

Drinking, and Smoking: Does the Gender of Friends Matter?” Youth and Society 

49(6):805–26. 

 

59. Schwartz, Joseph A., and Kevin M. Beaver. 2016. “Revisiting the Association Between 

Television Viewing in Adolescence and Contact With the Criminal Justice System in 

Adulthood.” Journal of Interpersonal Violence 31(14):2387–2411. 

 

60. Scull, Tracy Marie, Janis Beth Kupersmidt, Christina Valerie Malik, and Elyse Mallory 

Keefe. 2018. “Examining the Efficacy of an MHealth Media Literacy Education Program 

for Sexual Health Promotion in Older Adolescents Attending Community College.” 

Journal of American College Health 66(3):165–77. 

 

61. Shah, Jay, Prithwijit Das, Nallammai Muthiah, and Ruth Milanaik. 2019. “New Age 



                                                                                European Journal of Molecular & Clinical Medicine  

ISSN 2515-8260     Volume 7, Issue 06, 2020 

 

2208 

Technology and Social Media: Adolescent Psychosocial Implications and the Need for 

Protective Measures.” Current Opinion in Pediatrics 31(1):148–56. 

 

62. Shong, Tai Soo, Siti Hajar Abu Bakar, and M. Rezaul Islam. 2019. “Poverty and 

Delinquency: A Qualitative Study on Selected Juvenile Offenders in Malaysia.” 

International Social Work 62(2):965–79. 

 

63. Stoddard, Sarah A., Justin E. Heinze, Daniel Ewon Choe, and Marc A. Zimmerman. 2015. 

“Predicting Violent Behavior: The Role of Violence Exposure and Future Educational 

Aspirations during Adolescence.” Journal of Adolescence 44:191–203. 

 

64. Sturmey, Peter, Friedrich Lösel, and Doris Bender. 2017. “Protective Factors Against 

Crime and Violence in Adolesence.” The Wiley Handbook of Violence and Aggression 1–

15. 

 

65. Surette, Ray. 2013. “Cause or Catalyst: The Interaction of Real World and Media Crime 

Models.” American Journal of Criminal Justice 38(3):392–409. 

 

66. Swing, Edward Lee. 2012. “Plugged in: The Effects of Electropnic Media Use on Attention 

Problems, Cognitive Control, Visual Attention, and Aggression.” Iowa State University 

Ames, Iowa. 

 

67. Tasker, Yvonne. 2016. “Sensation/Investigation: Crime Television and the Action 

Aesthetic.” New Review of Film and Television Studies 14(3):304–23. 

 

68. Walters, Glenn D. 2019. “Tracing the Delinquency Acquisition Sequence from Older 

Siblings, to Friends, to Self: A Mediation Analysis.” Journal of Adolescence 75:113–22. 

 

69. Zaman, Bieke, Marije Nouwen, Jeroen Vanattenhoven, Evelien de Ferrerre, and Jan Van 

Looy. 2016. “A Qualitative Inquiry into the Contextualized Parental Mediation Practices 

of Young Children’s Digital Media Use at Home.” Journal of Broadcasting and Electronic 

Media 60(1):1–22.  

 


