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Abstract
Youth involvement in violence and delinquency has received widespread attention in the research and theoretical literatures. However, little is known about youththe involvement of adolescents in political violence, especially for youth in minority groups. in general and among minority youth in particular. The current study aim to examined the mechanisms that underlies each of the violent actyouth involvement in serious physical and political violence. We and exploreding the similarities and differences in the contribution association betweenof both each of the individual factors (such asincluding religiosity and school commitment) and parental factors (includingsuch as family socioeconomic status SES and parental control), and the two types of violent to predict each behaviors.  
A large-scale representative sample of 814 male students from East Jerusalem, aged 12–18 years, completed participated in the study. Information was collected from the students through a structured, anonymous, self-report questionnaire. 
[bookmark: _Hlk92352616]We found that more thanOver half of the participants reported that they had beenwere involved in one type of political violence (55.1%) and or serious physical violence (58.8%) during the previous year. Furthermore, the results indicated that youthYouth involvement in serious physical violence wasis significantly and positively associated with involvement in political violence. However, Still, these two types of violence behaviors were predicted byassociated with different set of risk and protective factors. For instanceexample, while greater parental control predicted lower levels of political and physical violence, parental education was notno significant associatedated with was found between parental control and youth involvement in physical political or physical violence. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: As mentioned earlier in my comments, at this stage I am not entirely sure if the data in the tables is accurate. I believe that there was some overlap between the factors that predicted each behavior. Maybe we should say there was only a partial overlap (instead of saying they were different)? We need to sort out the contradictions before this section can be finalized.  	Comment by Dorit Naot: It would be better to present all the key results here rather than give one example. 
The results of the current study showed that Arab youth from East Jerusalem are highly involved in political and severe serious physical violence acts. The risk and protective factors identified here should inform the design of specific intervention strategies. Intervention efforts should focus on the risk and protective factors associated with each of the behavior including parental involvement and investment is school activities. 

Keywords: Adolescentsces, Serious physical violence and political violence, religiosity, parental control, impulsivity	Comment by Dorit Naot: Should these be two separate keywords?


Introduction
Extensive theoretical and empirical research has attempted efforts have been made to identify the risks and protective factors for violent behavior among majority and minority groups throughout the world (Eldering & Knorth, 1998; Henry et al., 2001; Mesch et al., 2008; Schmitt-Rodermund & Silbereisen, 2008). However, there has only been very limitedthe research on youth as perpetrators of  involvement in political violence as perpetratorsis limited (Baier, 2018; Pauwels & De Waele, 2014). Most previous studies in that fieldinvestigating young people and political violence focused on  have explored the effects of living in war and conflict zones on the physical and psychological well-being of children (Abdel-Khalek, 1997; Abu-Kaf et al., 2017; Dubow et al., 2019; Ferguson & Cairns, 2002; Haj-Yahia, 2008; Kar, 2019; Lavi & Slone, 2012; Shalhoub-Kevorkian, 2014).
While many previous studies have examined the factors that may lead youth to be violent behavior (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015; Loeber & Farrington, 2012; Massarwi & Khoury-Kassabri, 2018), little is known about the factors that predict youth actual involvementparticipation in political violence. For example, in one of the few studies conducted among Arab male youth from East Jerusalem, (Khoury-Kassabri et al., (2015), found that the participants reported aon high level of involvement in political violence. However, cContrary to what might have been be expected, the studythey found that the moregreater religious commitment was associated with lower involvement the adolescent the less he was involved in political violence. Interestingly they found that there is aA  positive and significant association was found between involvement in political violence and youth reports on their other “traditional” violentce behaviors, such asincluding physical violence and violence toward against property. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: Was it ‘a high level of involvement’ (perhaps they were involved frequently, for example) or was it that a high proportion of the youth were involved in political violence? 
[bookmark: _Hlk92471453]The current study investigates This study aims to fill the gap in the literature by involvement in severe physical violence and political violence in using a large and representative sample of Arab male adolescents from East Jerusalem and explore their involvement in both severe physical violence and political violence. Furthermore, theThe study aims to identify the mechanisms that underlieies the two types of violence their antisocial behavior by exploring the effects of risk and protective factors on the antisocial behavior . identified in the literature as being related to each of the violent acts explored in this study. The factors we tested are drivenwere derived from an from integration of various theories includingthe  Ssocial Bbond Ttheory (pParent-child association, attachment to religion, commitment to school and work), the gGeneral sStrain tTheory (family socioeconomic status SES), and the gGeneral tTheory of cCrime (level of Iimpulsivity). 	Comment by Dorit Naot: Should references for each of the theories be added here, or are they very well known in the field and there is no need to reference them?
Youth Iinvolvement in Traditional and Political Violence: What is Is Known? 
During the last few several decades, many previous studies have explored the effects of exposure to traditional (Covey et al., 2020; Haj-Yahia et al., 2021; Stansfeld et al., 2017) and political violence (Abdel-Khalek, 1997; Dubow et al., 2019; Lavi & Slone, 2012; Smith et al., 2002) on children and youth the physical and psychological wellbeing of children and youth. The results of these studies found revealed that children and youth who have been exposed to violence – both traditional and political – have been known to  suffer from anxiety, depression, post-traumatic stress disorder, among other adverse symptoms (Dvir Gvirsman et al., 2014, 2016; Ferguson & Cairns, 1996; Huesmann et al., 2017; Lavi & Slone, 2012; Shalhoub-Kevorkian, 2006, 2014; Siegel et al., 2019; Slone, 2008). In extreme cases, exposure to violence leads to They can even experience impaired moral development (Ferguson & Cairns, 2002; Garbarino & Bronfenbrenner, 1976).  Furthermore,  exposure to the effects of exposure to ethnic-political violence on youth involvement on aggression was explored in various studies that showed that  ethnic-political violence increases the tendency of those exposed to behave more aggressively toward everyone  (Boxer et al., 2013; Dubow et al., 2019; Huesmann et al., 2017). 
Despite the rich examination of the effects on young people as victims of political violence, however, relatively less rResearch and theoretical attention study of the has been directed at young people’s active involvement of youth in political violence is limited, as researchers mainly , while many have focused on motivations and attitudes (see also, Frounfelker et al., 2019; Pauwels & De Waele, 2014). One study of active involvement in violence was published by Pauwels & De Waele (2014), who determined risk and protective factors for involvement in interpersonal, political violence, and political violence against property (political vandalism) in a large sample (2,879) of Flemish adolescents. The study did not examine the involvement in other types of violence, and therefore cannot be used to compare , exploring two types of involvement – interpersonal political violence and political violence towards property (political vandalism). Based on a large-scale sample (2,879) of Flemish adolescents and young adults, they tested the contribution of risk and protective factors to levels of their involvement in political violence. Despite their contribution to our understanding of youth motivations to participate in political violence, they have focused only on political violence. Thus, our ability to explore the similarities and differences mechanisms that underlie between traditional and political violence. with respect to the mechanizing underlies each behavior remained limited (see also, Shrestha & Jenkins (2019), for discussion youth involvement in political violence in Nepal). 	Comment by Dorit Naot: Consider deleting this reference. 
An investigation of a group of students in Germany (Baier,’s ( 2018) report is among the few that works focused onexamined both youth extremist attitudes and behavior (right- wings, or lesft -wing extremism,s and Islamic radcicalization) and attitudes and the perpetration ofng general violence. among students from Germany. However, because only a small of the low levels number of reportparticipants reported ed by youth with respect to actualactive involvement in political violence, the predictive factors were tested only with respect to attitudes. The  results reported showed that the influencing factors associated with of violence-accepting and extremist attitudes in adolescentsce confirm that the risk and protective factors for violence and radicalization are to some extent the sameoverlap, although for Islamic extremism there are in part also different findings  (Baier, 2018, p. 45). 	Comment by Dorit Naot: I think this sentence needs further editing, but the meaning is not clear.
Political violence and armed conflicts represent global threats to children and youth, and this is even more prominent in conflict zones like Israel. Children and youth in IsraelEast Jerusalem in particular,  are exposed to the ongoing Palestinian-Israeli conflict. The circumstances in which Jewish and Arab children grow up in Israel allow for an in-depth examination of factors that affect youth participation in political and other types of violence. Several studies In Israel, several research works have focused onof youth involvement in political violence in Israel.  One of these important studies is the one conducted by Slone (2003), who investigated the motivations for political violence amongof 348 Jewish adolescents and 277 Arab youth  adolescents from nNorthern Israel. The In that study, Arab youth reported higher motivationwere more motivated than the Jewish youth to express themselves politically through the via most of the non-violent and violent acts explored in the study. It was also found that for most of the participants there was aA stable motivation-activity (reaction in riot situation) pattern was found for most of the participants. .	Comment by Dorit Naot: I am not sure I understand this sentence. Is there a difference between ‘armed conflicts’ and ‘conflict zones’? 
If not, it is not clear why it is more prominent in Israel. 
Shechory & Laufer (2008) studied in their study of 262 Israeli Jewish adolescents  who participated in legal and illegal activities during the resistance to the Gaza evacuation. The study found that, contrary to previous results related to delinquency,  higher parental attachment and involvementcontrol levels were associated with greater involvement participation in illegal ideological activities. This positive association is the opposite of what is known for youth involvement in traditional violence, where parental factors play a protective role. . 	Comment by Dorit Naot: This might not be clear to readers of the journal.
Another important study in that respect was conducted by Khoury-Kassabri et al. (2015). Thiseir study was among the few works in the field that examined the prevalence of youth involvement in delinquency and political violence simultaneously and compared  and to explorethe the predictors that are associated with each type of violent behavior. The study focused behavior focusing mainly on the effect of parental control and religiosity, two variables that were . The results showed that first, that they are interrelatedrelated to each other. Traditional and political violence were negatively and significantly associated with parental control,  and this association was mediated by religiosity, for all violence types explored. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: Does this mean ‘traditional and political’? or are there specific acts of violence? 
If ‘all violence types’ means traditional and political, please delete it and end the sentence with the word ‘religiosity’.
If it means all the different acts of violence that were studied, then it would be better to write ‘for all acts of violence explored’. 
Despite their contribution all three previous studies who were conducted in Israel were all based on a small sample size of youth and focused on a limited number of predictors. Except for Khoury-Kassabri et al. (2015), the other studies have focused only on motivations and involvement in political violence. Therefore, the questions regarding the extent to which their findings also apply to the study of general violence remains unanswered. Risk and Protective Factors for fParticipation of Youth in Physical and Political Violence
The current research examines whether characteristics that have been identified as key predictors of delinquent and violent behavior of youth can also predict youth participation in political violence. Our study aims to determine whether youth involved in serious physical violence is more likely to be involved in political violence and to examine the similarities and differences in the contribution of individual factors (age, religiosity, impulsivity, employment) and family factors (parental control, parental education) the violent behavior. 
Our investigation is based on the suggestionPolitical and other acts of violence can be to explain to a large extent by similar factors that . Arguing the yyouth who uses violence and aggression as a means offor conflict resolution, thus demonstrating  and thus show a dissocial personality, may  thus be be at a higher risk for using involvement in political violence to solve political issue and at higher risk for radicalization (Baier, 2018). 
Distinguished between attachment to parents, commitment to school, involvement, and conventional beliefs as important elements that restrain an individual from committing acts of (violent) crime.The predictive factors tested in our study are detailed below.	Comment by Dorit Naot: Consider deleting this sentence.
Parental control: One element of the social control theory is the level of the adolescent’s attachment to agents of positive socialization (Hirschi, 1969). According to this theory, the level of parental involvement and parental attachment can be significant factors in a child’s pathway to delinquency (Statland-Vaintraub et al., 2012). Many studies found that a high level of parental involvement and positive parental attachment are associated with normative behavior (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015; Lederman et al., 2004; Pearce et al., 2003; Sousa et al., 2011). 
Attachment to the school: Positive attachment to the school and commitment to its goals form a focal point for adolescents and can positively affect their lives (Hirschi, 1969). The association between a lack of commitment to the school and delinquency has been established in a large number of studies (Jenkins, 1995; Statland-Vaintraub et al., 2012; Unal & Cukur, 2011), and a similar association was reported for political violence. A study of Muslim youth found that low school grades were associated with a stronger agreement with violence and acceptance of extremist attitudes (Baier, 2018). 
Employment: Work can fill the days of anadolescent with a positive, meaningful activity. The research literature suggests that youth employment has a positive effect, or at least no negative effect, on delinquency. Gottferdson (1985) found that youth employment was not associated with delinquency and lack of social involvement. Other studies found that under certain circumstances, employment reduced delinquency and antisocial behavior (Chan, 2019; Modestino, 2019; Monahan et al., 2013). Studies of Black adolescents in England found that unemployment and lack of social engagement were associated with criminal activity (Achinewhu-Nworgu et al., 2013; Cotte Poveda & Martinez Carvajal, 2019; Karyda & Jenkins, 2018). Only a small number of studies explored the relations A much smaller literature exists on the relationship between youth unemployment and different types of political violence (Bhatia & Ghanem, 2017; Caruso & Schneider, 2011; Shrestha & Jenkins, 2019). Nevertheless, sSimilar to traditional violence, also for political violence, involvement in political violence was positively associated with unemployment. increases the likelihood for youth involvement in political violence. For instance, Caruso & Gavrilova (2012) found that Palestinian youth unemployment wasis positively and significantly associated withassociated with political violence (Benmelech et al., 2012; Saleh, 2004, 2009). These findings are consistent results are in line with the rRoutine aActivity tTheory , which proposesassuming that work involvementemployment might serve as guardianprotects individuals from  against participation in crimineal activity and will decreasereduces the youth opportunity for involvement to be involved in anti-social behavior. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: I am not sure why these are cited here – the sentence refers to one study by Caruso and Gavrilova, are these three additional studies that found similar results? 
Religiosity: Religion plays a meaningful part in the lives of many young people. Whether religiosity is associated with delinquency in general, and political violence in particular, remains a controversial question, although it appears that such association mostly exists. Studies have shown that increased religiosity was associated with lower involvement in criminal activity, including political violence and drug use (Chu, 2007; Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015; Salas-Wright et al., 2012). Religiosity was also found to protect adolescents from engagement in illegal activity as a result of peer pressure (Desmond et al., 2011). The effect of religious beliefs on youth problem behavior appears to be stronger when the religious practice is not only private but involves engagement in the religious life and additional extrinsic religiosity factors (Salas-Wright et al., 2012). 	Comment by Dorit Naot: I am not sure I understand ‘extrinsic religiosity factors’. Please check that I used it correctly. 
Impulsivity: Impulsive behavior is characterized by four elements: acting on strong impulses, lack of consideration of consequences, lack of perseverance, and sensation-seeking behavior. The research literature identifies a strong association between youth impulsivity and behavior. Greater impulsivity is associated with criminal behavior (Vitulano et al., 2010), antisocial behavior (Moffitt, 1993), and bullying (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2019). This personality trait is relevant toIn criminological theories focusing that focus on self-control, whereas impulsivity reflects a dimension of low self-control that increases youth the likelihood for risk of risk-taking and involvement in anti-social behaviors in young people (Hirschi & Gottfredson, 1990).
 A study by In line with the results related to general violence, Pauwels & Schils (2016) found a positive association between  found that young peopleyouth with higher levels of impulsivity and involvement in political violence against people and property. were involved in more interpersonal political violence and political violence towards property.
Age: Age is strongly associated with criminal activity. There is a wide consensus that criminal behavior peaks during adolescence and steadily declines in later years (Steffensmeier et al., 2020). Pioneer researchers in this field were Hirschi & Gottfredson (1983), who found that the strong association between age and criminal activity is not confounded by other social and cultural variables. In studies conducted in Israel, younger adolescents reported higher engagement in violent acts against their peers (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2009). Students in middle school reported a higher incidence of victimization than high school students (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2004). 
Economic status and parental education: Applying According to Agnew’s gGeneral sStrain tTheory, (GST), low economic status can be viewedis perceived  by youth as a  stressor that and can lead to negative emotions, especially anger and frustration, which in turn these may lead to the use of violence as a coping mechanism (Agnew, 1992). The association between low economic status and youth aggression, crime, and political violence has been well established (Fergusson et al., 2004; Heimer, 1997; Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015). The effect of parental education on delinquency has not been studied extensively, and the small number of studies on this topic were inconclusive. Several studies suggested that higher parental education is associated with lower delinquency amongst children (Stattin & Magnusson, 1989). The presence of an educated parent, even with a basic level of education, reduced the likelihood of a child’s violent offending (Loureiro et al., 2009). Other studies found no association between parental education and child delinquency (Levitt & Lochner, 2009), and in one study, higher levels of parental education were associated with higher levels of delinquent behavior (Harris-McKoy & Cui, 2013). A possible explanation for the inconsistencies is that parental education may affect the perpetuation of specific types of offenses differently (Eitle, 2006). 
Our literature review identified a paucity of studies that investigated both political and physical violence and examined the overlap between the risk and protective factors for engagement in these two types of violent behaviors. 

Current study
The current study uses an integrated theoretical framework to explain the involvement of Arab youth from East Jerusalem in general and political violence. The study is predominantly based on the social control theory by Hirschi (1969). This theory suggests that an individual’s violent and delinquent behavior is negatively related to their positive bond with meaningful people (such as their parents), connection to religion, and commitment to studies. The holding of beliefs that do not support criminality, for example, religious beliefs that forbid violence, also reduces the risk of violent and delinquent behavior. Additional predictors evaluated in our study were derived from the routine activity theory (employment), personal control (impulsivity), and the general strain theory (economic status).

The Current study
The present study proposes an integrated theoretical framework that explains the involvement of Arab youth from East Jerusalem in general and political violence. The study seeks to examine the variation among youth from East Jerusalem in their levels of involvement in traditional and political violence and to identify the factors that underlie their antisocial behavior.To better understand the significance of our study, it is important to consider the current trends in youth involvement in violence in general and in political violence in particular. According to Israeli police reports, criminal incidents involving youth were declining before 2017. However, in 2017, there was an increase of 7.3% in the number of youth criminal incidents, which amounted to 7.4% of the total criminal incidents reported in Israel that year. Arab male youth are overrepresented in the population involved in criminal activity. According to police reports, Arab youth committed 54% of juvenile delinquency incidents in 2011, whereas their proportion in the Israeli youth population is only 27% (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015).        	Comment by Dorit Naot: The present study used an integrated theoretical framework to explain the involvement…..	Comment by Dorit Naot: I added 2011 from the article cited. This proportion probably varies in different years. 
East Jerusalem has a population of approximately 300,000 Arab residents, most of whom are Muslim. This population comprises just over one-third of the total population of Jerusalem. Arab Muslim children aged 10-14 years comprise 40% of that age group in the city. Arabs from East Jerusalem identify as Palestinians, but unlike other Palestinians living in Israel, they do not hold Israeli citizenship (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015).     
The ongoing Israeli-Palestinian conflict has had detrimental effects on social, economic, and political aspects of the lives of Israeli Arabs, and particularly on the residents of East Jerusalem. Compared to the Jewish population, the Israeli Arab population has higher poverty and unemployment rates and receives less government funding for education, health, and social welfare (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015). The Arab population in East Jerusalem is even more disadvantaged, having poor educational attainment, high rates of dropout from schools, poor sanitation, and limited access to economic resources (Choshen et al., 2012; Shalhoub-Kevorkian, 2014; Yair & Alayan, 2009). These circumstances, together with the volatile political events of recent years, including military operations in Gaza and rocket attacks on towns in southern Israel, increased the exposure of Arab residents of East Jerusalem to crime. Arab youth became more vulnerable to being involved in criminal activity and political violence (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015).   
Incidents of stone-throwing in East Jerusalem are one example of the escalation of violent behavior. According to police records, the number of stone-throwing incidents was just over 1,000 in 2008. Since then, the number has increased each year, reaching a peak of 5,562 incidents in 2015. The act of stone-throwing is a double-edged sword, posing a threat to public safety and often leading to negative consequences for the perpetrators. Participation in stone-throwing can indicate the development of antisocial behavior in other aspects of life and the initiation of a life of crime.   

[bookmark: _Hlk92365083]Summary of Hypotheses 	Comment by Dorit Naot: I suggested a different grouping of the factors in hypotheses 2-4. Family factors are now included in hypothesis 2, individual factors with positive effects in 3, and those with negative effects in 4.  
1. Positive A positive and significant association is expectedexists between youth involvement in serious physical violence and political violence. 
2. Higher levels of parental control, higher levels of parental education, and better socioeconomic status  and religiosity are associated with lower levels of involvement of youth in serious physical violence and political violence.
3. Religiosity, Sschool commitment, and work involvement will beemployment are negatively associated with youth involvement in serious physicaltraditional and political violence. 
4. Age and impulsivityThe older the adolescent and the lower their parental education  SES are positively associated with youth the higher the level of involvement in serious physical both traditional and political violence.

[bookmark: _Hlk92378303]Methodology
Sample 
The overall sample was designed to represent Arab-Palestinian male students in grades 7 to 12 from East Jerusalem, Israel. Two Two-stage cluster sampling was used. , aAt the first stage, 11 out of the 26 overall schools in East Jerusalem were sampledselected, and at the second stage,. At each school, two classes were selected randomly from each grade level. , Alland all of the students in the selected classes were invitedasked to participate. 
The total sample comprised 814 male students aged 12–18 years (M = 14.48 , SD = 1.48). The approximate response rate was 93%. 
Data Collection
	Information was collected from the students through a structured, anonymous self-report questionnaire, which they completed in the classroom under the guidance of a research assistant. Confidentiality and anonymity were ensured for all participants. The questionnaire, informed consent forms, and instructions were reviewed by The Hebrew University of Jerusalem the author’s university and by the Israeli Ministry of Education. Before the study began, school principals sent consent forms and letters to the parents informing theminforming the parents of the study goals and the questionnaire. Parents had the option to refuse participation on their child’s behalf. The approximate refusal rate of parents was two percent. The students were free to withdraw from the study at any time for any reason. The approximate refusal rate by the students was five percent. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: And approved?
Measurements 
Dependent Variables
Two dependent factors will be explored in the current study: Youth involvement in political violence and serious physical violence. 
Political violence. This variable was assessed using a modified version of the scale developed by Khoury-Kassabri et al. (2015) to measure Arab youth involvement in political violence in Eeast Jerusalem. The current scale includesd seven items (α = .90) (e.g.,such as “You have thrown stones at police or army vehicles”). 
Serious physical violence.  This variable was assessed using three items (α = .77) (e.g.,such as “I threatened someone with the idea of seriously hurting him/her”) from the self-report delinquency (SRD) scale originally developed by Elliott & Ageton (1980). We used the Arabic version of the scale, which has beenwas used by Khoury-Kassabri et al. (2015).  
Participants were asked to indicate how many times they had perpetrated serious physical violence and political violence against others during the last year. Responses ranged from 0 (never) to 4 (more than 10 times). Both scales were based on the means of their items.
Independent Variables
The current study examined youth individual factors (age, work, religiosity, and  commitment to the school, and impulsivity) and family factors (social control and family SESsocioeconomic status).
Religiosity:. Religiosity wWas measured using 13 items of the scale developed by Pickering et al. (2011) and used by Eseed & Khoury-Kassabri (2018) among Arab students in Israel. Five items referringred to relationship (such as "“Reading my faith's faith’s book of truth assists me in developing a bond with God") ”) which were measured on a five-point Likert-type scale ranging from 1 = never to 5 = very often. Eight items referred to retribution and request  (such as such as “God will make my life difficult if I misbehave" ”) and request (such as "“I pray as often as I can", ”respectively). For these items, adolescents Respondents were asked to indicateindicated their level of agreement on a four-point Likert-type scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 4 (strongly agree). A composite religiosity measure (α = .90) was created by standardizing the items and computing their mean score. 
Impulsivity:. Adolescents’ impulsivity was measured using three items from the tTeen cConflict sSurvey (Bosworth & Espelage, 1995). These items measure the frequency of such impulsive behaviors as lack of self-control, difficulty sitting still, and trouble finishing things. Respondents were asked to indicateindicated how often they engaged in certain impulsive behaviors using a five-point Likert-type scale ranging from 1 (never) to 5 (always), and the scale was based on the mean of the items (α = .73).	Comment by Dorit Naot: Finishing tasks?
Commitment to the School:. The scale developed by Hirschi (1969) and used among Israeli youth by (Fridman-Teutsch & Attar-Schwartz (2019) was used to measure students’ commitment to the school. The scale and included five items , (such as “How important to you personally is getting good grades?”). The response scale was on a five-point Likert-type scale ranging from 1 = never to 5 = to a large extent. The scale was based on the means of their items.
Parental Control (Attachment and Involvement):. The scale developed by Hirschi (1969) and used among Israeli youth by Shechory & Laufer (2008) was used to measure youths’ relationships with their parents. The scale consisted of 10 items, (such as “To what extent do you spend time with your parents?”). The response scale was on a five-point Likert-type scale ranging from 1 = never to 5 = to a large extent.; The scale was based on the means of the 10 items.
Socio-demographic characteristics:. We measured age, work (0 = No and 1 = Yes) and, family’s economic situation (ranging from 1 = very low to 5 = very high).  and mMother’s and father’s education levels (ranging from 1 = elementary school to 5 = undergraduate degree or above)  were composited to create a parental education measure.  
Data Analysis 
Using SPSS 21, we first examined the descriptive data related to youth involvement in serious physical violence and political violence. Second, bivariate analyses were conducted to test the relationships among young people’sparticipants’ involvement in serious physical violence and political violence and each of the independent variables. The correlations among all other variables were also tested and are presented in Table 1. A series of hierarchical multivariate regression models were estimated to predict each of the dependent variables (Tables 2 - 3): serious physical violence (Table 2) and political violence (Table 3). We added the predictors to the regression model in a sequential manner, following a hierarchy from the adolescents' adolescents’ individual factors (age, work, religiosity, and commitment to the school), followed by child risky behavior factors (impulsivity and violence), and family factors (social control and family socioeconomic statusSES) in the third step. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: Please check: the tables are a bit different  - there is no ‘violence’ variable and no ‘family socioeconomic status’, but there is ‘parental education’. Also, each of the tables presents 2 models, I am not sure this is in agreement with the 3 stage approach detailed here. 
Results
Descriptive Statistics  
The findings show that moreOver than half of the participants indicated that they were involved in one type of political violence (55.1%) orand serious physical violence (58.8%) during the previous year. On a scale ranging from 1 (never) to 5 (always), the mean of children’s reports of impulsivity was 2.44 (SD = 0.95). On a scale ranging from 1 (strongly disagree) to 5 (strongly agree), the average meanof perceived parental attachment and involvementcontrol was 3.60 (SD = 0.79), and commitment to the school was 3.71 (SD = 0.99). The mean of youth contact with the police was 0.34 (SD = 0.59) on a scale range ranging from 1 (never) to 2 (three times or more). Most of the participants indicated that they do not work (86.6%). The average scores for father’s and mother’s education were 3.05 and 3.37 (SD = 1.20 and SD = 1.22), respectively, on a scale ranging from 1 (elementary school) to 5 (undergraduate degree or above); and t. The average score for the family’s economic situation was 3.27 (SD = 0.79), on a scale ranging from 1 (very low) to 5 (very high).	Comment by Dorit Naot: It is not clear. Were there several types of political violence, or do you mean physical and political. The sentence would be clearer as “…were involved in political violence (55.1%) or serious physical violence…”. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: Is this a mistake – (it was 0.34 on a scale of 1-2)?
Bivariate Analysis  
The results of the bivariate analyses are presented in Table 1. We found that involvement in the two types of violence was correlated, such that political violence was higher among youth involved in serious physical violence. Six of the eight independent variables tested showed the same direction of association with both political and serious physical violence. Work and impulsivity were positively associated with both types of violence.  show that adolescents who indicated that they work reported on higher levels of involvement in both violent types compared to those who don’t work. It was found that the higher the adolescent’s impulsivity the higher were their reports of involvement in serious physical violence and political violence.	Comment by Dorit Naot: According to the Abstract, the association between the two type of violence is a key finding of the study, so I thought we should open with this finding. This association was discussed in the next section (Multivariate Regression), but I think it is based on the bivariate analysis.  
The results presented in Table 1 show also that level of rReligiosity, commitment to school, and parental attachment and involvementcontrol all play a protective were negatively associated with both types of violence. The variable that had different effects on the two types of violence was age, which was positively associated with serious physical violence but not with political violence. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: This has to be added to the table. 	Comment by Editor: Please cconsider removing: based on the feedback provided, this doesn’t belong here
factor for youth involvement in both serious physical violence and political violence. All these factors were negatively and significantly associated with both serious physical violence and political violence. 
The results show that older youth were more involved than younger youth in serious physical violence, while no significant association was found with political violence. 
Interestingly, family economic status was not associated with either type of violence. While parental education was correlated negatively and significantly only with youth involvement in political violence. 
Multivariate Regression 
Tables 2 and 3 present a multivariate hierarchal regression for predicting adolescents’ involvementinvolving in political violence and serious physical violence. The findings presented in Table 2, refer to youth involvement in political violence and show that political violence is higher among youth who are involved in serious physical violence.  
The results presented in Table 2 show that pPaarental education and rental control youth attachment to parents wasare significantly and negatively connected associated withto adolescents’ reports on involvement in political violence (Table 2). Impulsivity was positively associated with political violence, and It is important to note that this relationship was found to be significant even after controlling for youth involvement in serious physical violence. yYouth work had a was marginally positively significant effect (p=.055). The oOverall, the independent variables explained 56.217.8% of the variance in adolescents' adolescents’ involvement in political violence. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: Would it better to say there was a trend? (p=0.055 is not significant.) 
Interestingly, the results in The variables associated with involvement in serious physical violence (Table 3) varied from those associated with political violenceTable 3 show that a different set of variables explain youth involvement in serious physical violence, expect to the positive associated reported earlier between this variable and youth involvement in political violence. The results show that yYouth involvement in serious physical violence was is negatively associated with their level of commitment to the school and positively associated with impulsivity. . Furthermore, the results show that higher levels of youth involvement in serious physical violence are among youth with higher levels of impulsivity.
Interestingly, the results show that the higher the family income the more the youth reports on their involvement in serious physical violence. In contrast to Contrary to the finding regarding political violence, parental control and education was insignificantlywere not associated withto youth involvement in serious physical violence. The predictors in thisat model explained 56.219.9% of the variance in youth involvement in general serious physical violence.  	Comment by Dorit Naot: Parental control was negatively associated with violence in both table 2 and 3. 


Discussion


While many theoretical and empirical attention was paid toward identifying the rRisk and protective factors associated with physical violence towards personshave been studied extensively (see, e.g., Gottfredson, 1985; Hirschi, 1969; Jenkins, 1995; Moffitt, 2003; Salas-Wright et al., 2012). However, only a small number of studies investigated the involvement of youth in political violence and the relations between involvement in physical violence and political violence. , less frequently, these theoretical  and empirical frameworks were applied to explain individual differences in political violence. Furthermore, our knowledge on actual youth involvement in political violence and its association with youth involvement in severe violence is still limited. To fill this gap in the literature, the present study, based on a large and representative sample of Arab males from East Jerusalem, explored Arab youth involvement in both political and severe physical violence and examined similarities and differences in the contribution of each of the individual factors (such as religiosity and school commitment) and parental factors (such as family SES and parental control) to predict each behavior. Based on the literature, we assumed that there will be a correlation between political and traditional violence among youth as both are based on criminogenic propensity. Furthermore, we also assumed that some of the risk factors known to affect youth involvement in serious crime will also affect their involvement in political crime. Yet, this nexus between political and regular crime isn’t a full match and our results suggest that while this nexus share similar risk and protective factors, yet there is also uniqueness and differences between the two phenomena.   The current study focused on the involvement of Arab Muslim youth in these two types of violent behaviors. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: I deleted most of the opening paragraph in order to meet the page limit and because I thought it mostly repeated information that had already been presented in the previous sections. Some of the ideas could perhaps be used in a concluding paragraph of the Discussion. 
Overall, over half of the participants in our study youth in our study reported they had been involved on high level of involvement (more than half) in both political and serious physical violence and political violence. These resultsThis result is are consistent with previous findings in reported among Arab youth from East Jerusalem (see, Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015) and with police records for this population reports on high levels of Arab youth from East Jerusalem involvement in violence (Central Bureau of Statistics, 2021). 	Comment by Dorit Naot: This is information is not clear from the results. The results only state that 55.1% were involved in political violence and 58.8% in physical violence. The degree of overlap between the two is not indicated. Is it accurate that >50% were involved in both? Perhaps this should be mentioned in the results. 
However, the proportion of youth involved in violence in our study group is higher than the proportion found among Arab youth living in other parts of Israel. comparing these levels to finding of studies conducted among Arab youth in Israel (not from East Jerusalem) revealed a significant gap between the two groups. For instanceexample, Massarwi & Khoury-Kassabri (2017)  found that 28.4% of Arab youth from schools in Israel’s northern and central regions the adolescents reported that they had perpetrated serious physical violence against others during the  lastprevious month. Theese ssubstantialignificant differences between the findings of two studies might be could be explained by the length of time investigated – a month in the study by Massarwi & Khoury-Kassabri as opposed to a year in the current study, and could also be related explained by the measurement differences between the studies whereas previous works focused on the last month prior  the study (see, Benbenishty & Astor, 2005), while this work referred to the last year. Another interpretation for this gap might be related to the low socio-economic situation status and other characteristics specific toof the Arab population in East Jerusalem. This population is particularly disadvantaged, with higher levels of unemployment, more limited access to economic resources, poorer educational attainment, higher dropout rates from school, and poor sanitation as well as other economically depressing conditions (Choshen et al., 2012; Shalhoub-Kevorkian, 2014; Yair & Alayan, 2009). 	Comment by Dorit Naot: I deleted the next sentence because it is a repeat of a sentence included in the Introduction. 
Political and Traditional Serious Physical Violence - Similarities and Differences. 
As expected, the results of the current study showed that youth who are involved in serious physical violence are more likely to be involved in political violence (r=0.756). Thisese finding iss are consistent in accordance with previous studies focusing onof the association between both involvement in the two types of violent activitiesbehaviors (Beelmann et al. 2017, as cited in Baier, 2018) or motivations for being involved in each of them (Baier, 2018; Benmelech et al., 2012; Fergusson et al., 2004; Loureiro et al., 2009; B. Saleh, 2009; Vitulano et al., 2010; Pauwels & De Waele, 2014). These results have an important contribution to our understanding of young youth involvement in political violence. As indicated by Khoury-Kassabri et al. (2015) suggested that , these finding emphasizes that youth involvement in both political and serious physical violence arepolitical and serious physical violence is part of their general involvement in risky behaviors, including violence and delinquency.  	Comment by Dorit Naot: I deleted the reference here. I was wondering if you thought Beelmann 2017 was necessary, or can we just include Baier here. Beelmann does not appear in the reference list. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: I have deleted the next paragraph because the same information is presented again in full in the next sections of the Discussion.
Beyond exploring the association between these two behaviors, the current study aimed to shed light on the similarities and differences in the effects of major risk and protective factors on each of the behaviors. 
Interesting results were found in exploring this question. On the one hand, the results showed that both violent acts are similarly affected by various predictors such as impulsivity and parental control. On the other hand, we found that while severe physical violence was significantly and negatively associated with commitment to school, political violence was insignificantly associated with these factors. Additional differences were found in respect to the effect of youth work, that was significantly associated with political violence but not with severe physical violence. 
Youth Individual Risk and Protective Factors and Violence  
Consistent with our hypothesis and many previous works mainly exploring violence and delinquency, Wwe found that the more impulsivity was positively associated with involvement ine the youth the more likely to be involved on both political and severe serious physical violence. This finding is consistent with our hypothesis and many previous studies of violence and delinquency  (see, Hirschi & Gottfredson, 1990; Pauwels & Schils, 2016). Impulsive youth act in the spur of the moment, without thinking and they don’t think clearly of the consequences. The association between impulsivity and violence is one of the key findings of our study, as it suggests that of their behaviors. This is an important result because it gives some indication that similar to sever violence, youth involvement inperpetration of political violence can often be in many cases is an impulsive act conducted in a suddencarried out  and done without priorearlier planning. 
Previous studies and Hirschi’s social bond theory suggest that youth who are committed to school and think positively about their academic achievements are less likely to commit violent acts. Interesting differences were found with respect to the effect of commitment to school on both behaviors. Consistent with previous works and with Hirschi’s Social Bond Theory we found that the more committed the youth the less he is involved in violence. Youth who have school commitment and positive thoughts about their academic achievements are less likely to commit violent acts.
Here, we found that although school commitment was negatively associated with serious physical violence, it was not associated with involvement in political violence. However, our results indicated that contrary to serious physical violence, political violence was insignificantly corelated to school commitment. This unexpected finding may reflect An interpretation for this finding may refer to the importance positive attitude ofattached to involvement in political violence in  the Palestinian society toward political violence. Youth participation in acts of political violence behavior mightmay be be  perceived and support as it expresses theiran expression of resistance to the Israeli occupation. As a results of this perception, youthYouth who are involved in political violone violence might have high reputation inbe highly regarded by their peers and society, and could perhaps be led that might bring them to believe that schooling is less relevant to their future. This interpretation should be tested in future studies. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: This is a bit confusing. I don’t understand this idea. The finding is that the youth can be committed to school and still be involved in political violence. So why are we saying that they think school is less relevant to them?
Inconsistently with theThe literature identifiesshowing that underemployment ais a risk factor for young people radicalization (Bhatia & Ghanem, 2017). Underemployment is related to  and that it might increase the development of feelings of collective relative deprivation and discrimination (Agnew 2016; Wikström & Bouhana 2017) and leads to experience of discrimination increase radicalization and encourage involvement in political violence (Pauwels & De Waele, 2014). The current study found that , the findings of this study show that youth's employment is a risk factor for such violence. In particular, what we found is that youth who were working reported that in addition to studying atattending school they work arewere more likely to be involved in political violence thant youth those who only studiedy only. A possible interpretation is that Arab school students youth who work that need to work might belong tocome from families in needof lower economic status, and therefore employment acts asis a risk factor, indicating theirrelated to family stress and poverty. It is also possible that unemployment is only a relevant risk factor for political violence in adults and not school students. Also, it might be that employment acts as a protective factor for adults who are expected to be engaged in work, and thus their unemployment might act as a risk factors. 	Comment by Dorit Naot: Underemployment of unemployment?
I am not sure this is relevant here – the study population is students, and only a small proportion of them worked. The majority of participants were only studying, but cannot be regarded as ‘underemployed/ or unemployed’.	Comment by Dorit Naot: Data has been collected for socio-economic status, does it support this interpretation?
Another key finding of our study is that after controlling for all other individual and family factors, religiosity was not associated with either serious physical violence or political violenceIt is interesting to indicate that for both violent behavior – political and serious violence – insignificant association with religiosity was found, after controlling for other individual and family factors. This is in contrast to previous studies, which argued that This is a particularly interesting finding, especially with respect to political violence, that was argued that it is carried out in the name of religion or religious values (Bar-Tal, 2000; Zaidise et al., 2007). Khoury-Kassabri et al. (2015), who studied a small sample of Arab youth at risk from East Jerusalem, found that political violence was related to religiosity. Our results show that Arab youth from East Jerusalem are highly involved in political violence, but their behavior is not a result of their level of religiosity, but from other individual and familial factors. 
The results reported here are also different than those reported by Khoury-Kassabri et al. (2015), and might be a result of the differences in the samples used in both studies, while Khoury-Kassabri’s et al. (2015) study was based on a small convince sample of youth at risk from East Jerusalem, the current study is based on a large and representative sample of Arab males from East Jerusalem. Our results show that involvement in political violence was common in a large representative sample of Arab youth from East Jerusalem but was associated with individual and familial factors and not motivated by religiosity.
Family Factors and Youth Violence
Our findings are in accordancecongruent with the results and theoretical arguments of previous research, emphasizing the important role of parents in affecting the child’s behavior (Khoury-Kassabri et al., 2015; Lederman et al., 2004; Pearce et al., 2003; Sousa et al., 2011; Statland-Vaintraub et al., 2012). Consistent with our hypothesis, we found that juveniles youth who are underhave higher levels of parental control are less likely to be involved in political violence and serious physical violence. These findings are mainly based on the assumptions of Hirschi's control theory (Hirschi, 1969; Wong, 2005). According to Hirschi (1969), children who have close relationships with their parents, andwho have good parental communication and supervision might be less involved in delinquency because they do not wish to jeopardize these important relationships (Kravets-Fenner, et al., 2013; Pickering & Vazsonyi, 2010; Vowell, 2007; Wong, 2005). Because increased parental control reduced This seem to be true both for youth involvement in both physical and violent crime and political violence, we suggest that interventions aimed at  and suggest that similar intervention, like improving parental control could have a significant impact on limiting these two types of antisocial behavior. , would affect both phenomena.    
Limitations
Our study has several limitations. This study is unique in that it examines Arab Muslim youth involvement in both political and serious physical violence. However, it has several limitations which must be to take into account. First, the measurements in thisresults of the study are based on self-report questionnaires alone, and were not validated by but no measurement was carried out through additional meanssources, such as official police reportsrecords , or parents' parentsreports. Therefore, it was not impossible to verify the data by cross-checking them with additional sources. Information from additional sources informants would be an important addition to future studies. aid. 
	Second, the current study included only male participants. focused on Arab males to explore the research question. We chose to The focus on Arab males because was based on the results of previous studies have shown that males showing they are significantly more likely to participate involved in serious physical violence (Khoury-Kassabri, 2019) and political violence (Pauwels & De Waele, 2014) than females. In the future, Still, iit willwould be interesting to test ourthe research hypotheses among Arab females. 
	Furthermore, the study focused on a set of individual and family factors to explain the outcomes. individual Individual motives and attitudes may underlie youth political participation and involvement in violence. Such factors should be included in future studies. 
	Comment by Dorit Naot: Please clarify what is meant by ‘motives and attitudes’. 
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