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Abstract:

The objective here is to analyze the denial discourse of delinquent teenagers based on Cohen's model. The method
adopted in this study is descriptive-analytic run by applying the library and field methods in its qualitative-
quantitative sense. The statistical population consists of 60 randomly selected delinquent (30 male 30 female)
teenagers in Ahvaz prison. The findings indicate that the most literal denials occur during the arrest and the most
interpretive and implicit denials occur during the court sessions. Denial is less in girls than boys. Among the types of
crimes, theft delinquents denied their crime more than others. The findings here can be applied in different fields of
linguistics, criminal linguistics in specific by relevant organizations.
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Introduction:

Criminality is the actions and behaviors vs. the law, values, and cultural beliefs of a given society (Urbaniok et al., 2006).
Delinquent teenagers are considered the vulnerable age group in every society, and in many cases their decisions are
accompanied by emotional and sentimental aspects. In this study, the subject population is the female and male
adolescent. In interrogating defendants, the first connotation that can be perceived from their words is denial. Cohen
(2001) applies the Sykes and Matza's (1957) "neutralization techniques" to devise a sociological framework of denial
that forms the theoretical basis of this study. Cohen relies on the three: literal, interpretive, and implicit main stages. In
this study the denial discourse of young delinquents is adopted based on the three-stage approach to answer: 1) What is
the denial discourse of delinquent teenagers in Ahvaz prison in terms of Cohen's three-stage approach? 2) What are the
instances of literal denial in the subject cases? 3) What are the instances of interpretive denial in the subject cases? 4)
What are the instances of implicit denial in the subject cases? 5) What are the types of denial stages in different crimes
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among delinquent teenagers? 6) What is the correlation among the stages of denial in delinquent teenagers and crime
type? and 7) What is the difference between the stages of denial in male and female delinquents?

Methods and Materials:

The study is an analytical research. This research is run by applying a field method containing qualitative-quantitative
data. The statistical population here is 60 juvenile delinquents in Ahvaz prison consisting of 30 female and 30 male
subjects selected randomly. The files are provided by the prison director according to the security and ethical issues.
The data collection is of library and field method. To examine whether the passage of time affects the stages of denial,
the statements in the subject files are extracted and divided into two groups: 1) statements during arrest and 2)
statements in court. The data are analyzed based on Cohen's discourse analysis of denial at three: literal denial,
interpretive denial, and implicit denial stages; the findings regarding a linguistic perspective are explained and
discussed. The analysis of variance is run to assess the subjects crime levels by crime type and gender. The Tukey's test
is run to measure differences between the groups. Independent t-test is run to compare two groups. Measurements and
calculations are made by applying the SPSS statistical software. The analysis of the obtained data indicate that the
highest age frequency is 16 for girls (11 out of 30) and 17 for boys (11 out of 30) and 17 years for both genders (21 out
of 60). The education level of majority of the subjects is junior high school, (12 girls and 13 boys). The highest
frequency of the crime type is theft in girls (24 cases) and boys (15 cases).

Discussion of Results and Conclusions:

The findings here indicate that during the arrest, most denials are literal (62.5 percent), and during the court sessions,
are interpretive (40 percent) and implicit (34 percent). The neutralization techniques of denial of responsibility, denial
of injury, denial of victim, and appeal to higher loyalties are applied in these cases. The neutralization techniques of
denial of responsibility, denial of injury, denial of victim, and appeal to higher loyalties are applied in these cases. The
stages of denial are significantly related to the type of crime (P<0.05), among which robbery offenders denied more (66
percent). The findings indicate that denial is lower in girls than the boys, and there exists a significant difference
between the two groups (P=0.009). Samples of literal denial "I had nothing to do with him,” "I wasn't there," "I didn't
mean to fight"; samples of interpretive denial "I didn't see the inside of the bag,” "I didn't give the bag to my friend,"
and "He forced me to do drugs”; samples of implicit denial "I wasn't the only one who did it, anyone could have done
it," and "I approached him but didn't assault him." Denial of facts is assumed to be a basic, normal human response—a
kind of misjudgment, like being misled by delusions or an overconfident bias—and it might be argued that people
should not be criticized for it. In this study, according to one-way analysis of variance and the F value, a significant
difference in literal denial is determined in the four categories of (drugs, assault, robbery, and violence) crimes and in
terms of gender. This finding is acceptable because when it comes to protecting oneself in psychological perspectives,
defense mechanisms like literal denial provide unconscious means to prevent the individual from becoming severely
anxious as a result of denial or unacceptable feelings, and this type of denial is the most basic verbal response of the
accused to questions while arrested. The denial mechanism may reduce the individual's anxiety for a short time. Based
on the finding and the correlation of denial stages with the instances of the crime committed, it is assumed that
interpretive denial among teenagers can be associated with the development of abnormal behaviors and unhealthy
relations in later stages; therefore, the interpretive denial mechanism can be harmful because it makes the subject to
engage in subsequent unlawful behaviors or allow a bad situation or relationship to continue. Regarding implicit denial,
according to one-way analysis of variance and the F value, a significant difference is observed in the four categories of
crimes under study and this holds in terms of gender. Meanwhile, implicit denial can have a negative impact on the life
of the teenager and it is difficult to recognize when the teenager is slipping into a state of implicit denial. What is denied
or minimized is the psychological, political and moral consequences of the facts for us. Delinquents do not accept
responsibility toward accountability. When they recount information, linguistic traces of avoidance or rationalization of
their participation are observed in that information. Based on field interviews made with prison officers and agents,
there is always a trace of implicit denial among delinquent teenagers. Implicit denial among teenagers is significant
because they may reduce anxiety about the consequences by ignoring reality and the threat it poses. The findings here
can be applied in areas like discourse analysis of defense mechanisms, in other statistical populations, and on politicians
by adopting the Cohen's method. These findings can be applied as a tool for other studies in the fields of linguistics,
especially in crime linguistics, through different organizations.
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Table 5- Comparison of the number of people at different levels of denial in studied delinquent teenager boys and girls
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Table 6- Comparison of the number of people in denial levels for different crimes in the studied delinquent teenagers
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Table 7- Comparison of denial levels for different prison history in the studied delinquent teenagers
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Table 8- Test of normality for data related to denial levels in the present study
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Table 9- Sum of squares for 4 crime categories at the level of literal denial
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Table 10- Tukey's post hoc test for comparing groups with different crimes at the level of literal denial
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Table 11- Sum of squares of 4 categories of crimes at the level of interpretive denial
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Table 12- Tukey's post hoc test for comparing groups with different crimes at the level of interpretive denial
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Table 13- Sum of squares of 4 crime categories at the level of implicit denial
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Table 14-Tukey's post hoc test for comparing groups with different crimes at the level of implicit denial
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Table 15- Independent t-test for 2 genders at the level of literal denial
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Table 16- Tukey's post hoc test results for comparing groups with different genders at the level of literal denial
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Table 17- Independent t-test for 2 genders at the interpretive denial level
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Table 18- Tukey's post hoc test for comparing groups with different crimes at the level of interpretive denial
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Table 19- Independent t-test for 2 genders at the implicit denial level
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Table 20- Tukey's post hoc test for comparing

roups with different crimes at the implicit denial level
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