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ABSTRACT

The major hypothesis tested la this study was whether a
significant relationship exists between specific family environments
and the level of delinquent behaviour of ad olescents.

Most of the studies on Juvenile delinquent behaviour have
tended to use officially termed delinquents as their respondents.
By using such respondents^ these studies have not drawn their
samples from representative portions of the Juvenile population.
In order to overcome thiSt the present study draw its respondents from

unknown delinquent behaviour tendencies.or
The research design involved a survey of a sample of form 1

students selected randomly from six .secondary schools in Nyeri
The schools were themselvesdistrict of Central Province hf Kenya,

selected randomly to include three for boys and three for girls.
Tha sunrey was undertaken in such a manner that its findings would
add to the efforts being made to prevent adolescents in engaging

The basic tools for data collection were ain delinquent behaviour.
andself—administered questionnaire completed by the respondents,

unstructured questions for the headteachers and staff, and available
data.

the parents, the socio-eco! omic status of the family, the frequency
of visits by absent parents, end the religious commitment of the

(i)

family environments which these children come from, as measured by 
family size, family stability, level of education attained by

The major findings of the study were that adolescents in secondary 
schools do enga.' e in juvenile delinquent behaviour, and that the

a section of the juvenile population without regard to their known



family, predispose these children towards juvenile delinquent

to the formation of proper and socially adjusted personalities.
why thesefound to be a major reason

Those children who had

from

These are:

should

It should draw

(ii)

inadequate socialization.
offered to the delinquent children.

should not confine itself to

behaviour.
As anticipated in the three theoretical appiaecbes which formed the 

framework for this study, the process of socialization is crucial

family environments and the delinquent behaviour of the children.
This relationship has two major implications towards juvenile

since it is the first agent of socialization.
the fact that most children engage in delinquent behaviour due to 

Yet, at present, treatment is only

(2) That the study of delinquency 
dealing with only officially known delinquents, 
samples fr®m the entire juvenile populati«?n. This is in view of 
the fact that a lot of delinquency goes undetected.

Inadequate socialization was 
children engaged in delinquent behaviour, 
engaged in a high lev«l of delinquent behaviour came from large 
families, from families in which the parents had attained a low 
level of education, from low socio-economic status families, 
families in which parents rarely visited their children, and from 
families which had a low level of religious commitment.

It was concluded that a relationship does exist between these

delinquency prevention efforts,
(1) That there is a need to look at delinq^jent behaviour from a wider 

perspective than is presently the case. This wider perspective 
include offering guidance and counselling to the family

This is in view of
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CHATTHR 1

IKTHGDVCTiaT

2his study dealt with youne persons of both sexes dpftwnfrom selected

Kenyan secondary schools in one district- The important aspect among

these young persons, and one wMch was of significance to us, was the

various juvenile offences wliich they have engaged in. These various

offences liave been referred to variously as juvenile delinquency.

delinquent behaviour, or simply as juvenile misconduct.

a certain unifoimity in that they have dealt with loiown or what is teimed

By this, we mean, that the respondents used inas official delinquents*

these studies were children who are already institutionalized and.

therefor^officially recognized as delinquents.

The present study is unique in that it did not deal with officially
recognized delinquents. Instead, it drew its respondents from a section
of the Kenyan juvenile population without regard to their known delinqu-

In this respect, we saw it as necessary to first outline the mannerency.
in v/hich young offenders are apprehended in Kenya, and after apprehension.
wliat procedures are followed when these offenders are taken to the

We also outline the kind of treatment that might be4^uvenile Court.

prescribed for such offenders.

Apprehension And Treahaent of Juvenile Offenders in Kenya

In. present day States, Maintenance of Law and Order in Society

falls under the jurisdiction of that individual State’s Police Force.

In tills case, Kenya is no exception.

individuals wlio breach our society’s law and order, fall xuider the

jurisdiction of the police.

1

Therefore, juvenile offenders, as

Studies dealing with this phenomsnan have been carried out in Kenyn.

(Muga, 1972; Muteti., J.K., 1985)* However, these studies have had
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’lov/cvcr, as this naybe, problems still arise duo to the fact

that the police are not evenly distributed in terms of numbers through-

Thero arc more police in urban areas than there

are in the rural areas.
In urban areas, the- task of appr-^h.^ndinc juvenile offenders is

□ asily done by the police, who then take these offenders to the

In the rural areas, the task .is notjuvenile Court. Be ,easy since the

police are fev/ in numbers.

subject to the society’s feeling that a Juvenile is a menace to the

people by repeatedly engaging in anti-social acts. In this case,

parents and teachers act as the agents of law and order. This is

because they are the one’s who are closest to the young people. A

parent who feels that higher child is becoming unruly reports that

child to either probation officers, children’s officers, or to the

chiefs, v/.io then apprehend the child with the help of the police

This does not,and take him to Court pending further investigations.
however, mean that tliis kind of apprehension is only restricted to

Even in urban areas, it can take place, andthe rural areas.
infact does.

is appreheaded, his/her case is heardOnce the young offender

in the Juvenile Court by a presiding Judge,who then summons a

The officer is instructed to trace the faznilyprobation officer.

background of the offender so as to know what sort of sentence should
The probationbe passed, in order for the Judge to prescribe treahnent.

after studying the home back^Oun^-of ..the‘offender ..tfeen

prepares a repoart which is presented to the Judge.

This report leaves open four altamative forms of treatment.

These ares

2

officer.

th-- country.

.The task of apprehension is, therefore,



The offender is then instructed toare seen to e3d.st«
the probation officer on prescribed days andsee

The probation officer is supposed to

are

At ttis approved school, children’s

so

These are

These

hence storict discipline is observed as

prisons.

In most instances this alternative

3

(i) Probation may be recommended by the probation officer if 

tile offence was not very serious and if chances of reform

of tile above three.

happens to be caning of tile offender, followed by release,

prescribed lies in

refrain from committing further juvenile offences.

at prescribed tines.

offer counselling and guidance as treatment to the offender.

(ii) For those under 16 years, whose home background and history- 

found not to be promising, commitment to an approved

The essence of any of

the assumption that the young offender will

How far these

v/itli a promise of good conduct.

the above mentioned forms of treatment

present two of such institutions in Kenya.

Shikusa in Kakamega and Shimo-la-Tev/a in Mombasa.

borstal institutions fall under the Prisons deportment^, 

is the case in

school is recommended.

officers offer guidance and counselling to tiie children.

At the some time, technical and formal education is offered. 

The alm of doing this is to rehabilitate the young offender 

that he/she can become a ^normal" and functioning member 

of tile society after discharge from tlie approved school.

(iii) For those above 17 years, and with serious offences, OGomil^ 

ment to a borstal institution is recommended. There are at

(iv) An alternative form of treatinent is recommended if not any



foins of. treatment have succeeded is on3^ open to conjectiAre. At

the methods used ih apprehending the offenders leavethe same tine.

no doubt that most offenders are

further}

and convicted juvenile offenders} we note tliat} wxiile a very large

number of offenders are apprehended very few are convicted in the

Table l) This might be explained by the selectivejuvenile Court.

nature of Court Convictions on the basis of social status and influence

of relatives of tlie offenders v/ho are of higher socio-economic status.

4

left unapprehended.

wh#Jx *i»e-iooi: at ‘iie statistics available on apprehended

(See



Juveniles apprehendedt cliarged and convicted under2ABL2 1:

the penal Code» Cliapter 63< Laws of Kenya. (l980 and 1934^

1980 198*4

Total LI alePeciale FemaleLlale Total Total

26 102 1024 20

2l.I an slaughter 2

54 1311 13 4
42 191 37148 43 191 228Assault 50

60 77 1211 71 15 89 20

9693 1063 17 1091 12
366 76 1518 384 405 69
8 8 1 7 3

6 1 14Theft of other Stock 14 1314
28 203Theft of over 400 KShc 21120 141 33
48 519 129461 118Other thefts 56405

7474Theft fT' 329 3Vehicles 29
2121 2820 211
8177 4 22124240 2

1673 1275468 1512052

33110 318 1
8 73 141866 9

21240 175 37 5314520125
276 2232Total 1947 429256 1848 4141592

Source; Kenya Police Headquarters< ITairobi

5

Rape (including 
att^pts^

ether offences 
against the person

Robbery add allied 
offences

Arres
ted

Convi
cted

390
6

173
468

Convi
cted

3
26

Theft of Bicycles 
Theft of produce 
Theft by servant 
Receiving stol en 

property
Other offfcnces against 

property
All other penal code
_________ offences

19
75

Arres
ted

32
65

—
Total

Breakings
Cattle thefts

IJurder (including 
attempts)



As Table 1 shows, the niaabers arrested in 1984 have risen by a

treaend ous 584 juvenile offenders. Though tile numbers arrested in

This may be a reflection

of the selective nature of tlie Courts in passing sentences on *the

offenders.

The Problem

In Kenya juveniles who are reported and apprehended after
having committed offences are charged under the Children and Young

Such juveniles, after appearingPersons Act, Chapter 141 Laws of Kenya.
before a presiding judge in the juvenile Court, maybe placed under pro

approved school, or ccmnitted to a borstal insti-batiOD, put in an
The aim of following any of these three alternatives is totution.

offer a " cure” for the young offender. In any case, careful watch
is kept of the offender by trained officers of ihe relevant depariments.
These officers offer treaiment in the form of counselling, guidance
and any other fozm of assistance deemed necessary.

Before the court can, however, decide on what sentence to pass
on the young offender, a thorough study of the home background of the
offender is carried out by an officer of the Court.

wlilch is sought includes the financial status of the family, the
parent’s marital status, the offenders life in school and at home, and

The assumption made here is that by knowingmany other related facts.
the homebackground of such a child^ necessary and adequate treatment
can be prescribed.

a-nd theIncidentally, even after treatment has been prescribed.
offender has served the sentence passed by the presiding judge, no

$

botli years were high, tliere were very few convicted for both years 

(22.4% and 19.2% for botii years respectively).

The 3?eason for
Laci^carrying out this study of the hom^gj’ound is to provide information 

conceming the up-bringing of tlie child. Home background information



follow-up of ibis offender is done after discharge. It is assumed
that be/she has reformed. statistics which
can be used to show failure or success of the whole exercise. At the
time of this survey, we therefore, assumed thrt there must be children
who, even after their home backgrounds have been studied before treat
ment is prescribed, will revert to their original behaviour after under
going the sO-called treatment. The only conclusion open to us is that

is supposed to sde to the protection of children and Young Persons*
The Children's department was created to see to the day to day operations
of the Act. With the existence of these two bodies it would be

indicate. In 196t), there were a total of 1898 children arrested under
the juvenile penal code. By 1969, this figure became slightly reduced
since there were only 19:13 juvenile arrests. Ten years later* (1980)

The figures showing juvenile arrests raise two question which are
of vital imnortance if answered, and if adequate delinquency prevention
efforts are to be achieved* The first question has to do with whether.
as a matter of fact,
offender or should we not also include in the treatment the immediate
group to which he belongs, namely the family? The second question
which we should try to tackle concerns whether we should continue to
deal with samples drawn from a population already termed delinquent.
By a population already termed delinquent, we mean those juveniles
who have

7

the treat ment prescribed and offered has not shown any marked signs 
of success which was the aim of the exercise.

the figure had risen to 184^', while in 1984, it had risen to the 
tremendous figure of SP3? children. (See Table 1).

we should continue trying to "treat" only the young

expected that at least adequate ways of preventing juvenile delinquency 
have been found. But, sadly enough, this is not the case, as statistics

There are, therefore, no

The Children and Young Person' Act, Chapter 141, Laws of Kenya,
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SbouX d wejuvenile Court •

not seek an alternative population, namely a representative

juvenile population in order to offset the

o-ficially termed delinquents

this survey was designed*

but withan

section of

The

been topics of focus by Scholars

such as Cohen,

and various others*

is thatof official delinquency reports or statistics,u se

the extent ofthey do not present us with

In this regard.

The main reason advanced

as to why

the extent of

Courts are usually very

involved•

families never reach the courts

the forces of Social control in society

( Slough, B;1965 sl34)
8

juvenile delinquency in any one country* 

the Commissioner of Police recently

already officially teimed delinquent population, 

the juvenile population with

out regard to 

setbacks posed when dealing with institutionalized

As an observation. The National Foundation For Bducational 

Heseareh in England and Wales in 1965 recommended that ”deli- 

the framework of normal behaviour

juvenile delinquency is that the police and the 

selective in handling juvenile cases.

their known delinquency.

samples drawn from a

a true picture of

where status differences are

been apprehended and charged in a

bias introduced when we use 

as our respondents?

This happens to 

Young offenders from high socio-economic status 

due to the influence which

It was an attempt to deal not with

sample of the

be especially so

Kenya is no exception, as 

pointed out. (Ujlinu B.K., 1986:4) 

such official statistics are unreliable in gauging

juvenile delinquents have

*1955; Hirechi 1969; Freeman a nd Jones, 1970^ 

The major criticism levelled against the

such families have over

It was in response to the above two major questions that

nquency requires study within

and education so that knowledge of its causes andmethods of

prevention a nd treatment can be extended and improved.*



"in order to overcome the defects, we must start not with taiown

delinquents 'out with representative samples of the Juvenile

tories^' •

The views and obseivations made by such scholars led us to
design a survey to deal with adolescents in schools. VZ e assumed

that these adolescents have at one time or another engaged in

delin<iuent behaviour whether in or outside the school setting.

This survey was limited to the school setting due to the fact that

these Juvsixties offered us a representation of the juvenile

furthermore the majority of adolescents in

with very few non-attenders. At the

same time, the period and funds at our disposal would not have

allov/ed us to extend the survey else-vise.

By dealing with this Icind of population, the survey was designed

to answer the second question posed earlier, namely, of whether we

should continue to deal with samples drawn from a population already

officially termed delinquent when conducting deliiauency related

The first question was expected to be answered in theresearch.

anvirdnmeni. The guiding principle used here was essentially the
same one used by the juvenile courts in helping them to pass sentence
on the juvenile offenders, i.amely, that of studying the homeback
grounds of the young offenders before deciding what treaiment should

9

implications resulting from our data.

In order to make it more appropriate in answering our posited

However, the defects and sliortccanings of official data iiad 

already been recognized by Cohen (1955), when he suggested that

questions, this survey was designed in such a way so as to try to 

relate the delinquent behaviour of the adolescents to their family

population in Kenya.

Kenya (over 8Cf$) attend school.

popula-feLon dravm without regard to their Imown delinquent his- 

(Cohen;1955:170)



be prescribed.

adolescents
t:d.s survey United itself to

enoznous • study v/as

Definition of major concepts

These are:

as economic

at least two of whom maintain

our present

In the second place

married.

10

as such a task would be
In this light then, tlie problem of this 

stated as follows:

our pixrposes are two.

’’family environment^’ and,

In tliis survey, tlie major concepts which need to be 

defined in order to suit

, tlae definition underlines the

However v/e cannot

In the first place, it emphasises 

common residence, which we loiovz does not necessarily have to be 

tliere uoday since some parents or one of the parents may not reside 

at home fulltime, yet he or she still constitutes part of the 

family.

It includes adults of both sexes.

was defined by Murdock (l949s4-1l) 

a social group characteiized by common ‘^'esidence, 

cooperation and reproduction.

"Is there any relations’nip between family environmentfand 

the level of juvenile delinquency among school-children?

3y relating the family environments of tlie 

to their delinquent behnviour, 

tr.;;6^o seel: a relationship if there was any. 

pretend to offer the causes of delinquency

a socially approved sexual relationsMp, 

and one or more children, ovm or adopted, of the sexually cohabiting 

adults." This definition obviously poses problems in 

day understanding of a family.

presence of "adults of both sexes shearing a socially approved 

sexual relationship." But we in Kenya have Qone to observe homes 

wliich have only one parent, especially where the mother never

"juvenile delinquency"

The concept of family
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Yet si-e still lias children obtained from sexual relationsliips

wliich have not been socially approved - assuninc tizat by

In essence, Murdock's definitionin marriage.uniting

constitutes v/liat vte tuoy refer to as the nuclear oade

up of a and wife and their children, own or adopted. Yet,

in Kenya, we at present have families made up of children,

not of the two spouses nor legally adopted, but living witliin

that family as if they belonged to it - especially those of

relatives.

Consequently, Liurdoclc’s definition appeared too narrow

to suit the purposes of this survey. Therefore,

designed in such a way tliat the term family would

In this case, the survey chose to recognize the single parent

family, the extended family in the form of children of relatives,

and the nuclear family.

IIOY^ever, to be more concrete, tlie survey chose to vlev/ the

family in terms of six postulated factors wliich will be referred

to as "environments.” The idea of viewing the family in terms

In their study, tlie Gluecks postulated very many family

environments’ since their’s was a complex study. However,

Getzels and Jackson (1961 : 554) had only seven family

These were, "education and occupation of parents,environments.

age of parents, mothers memories of ovm home, reading interests
in the home, parental satisfaction and dissatisfaction with the
child and vzith his school.

11

of these six environments was prompted by such studies as that 
of the Gluecks (l962) and that of Getzels and Jackson (l96l).

the survey was

encompass A

almost all that we understand to be constituted by tliat term.

social approval Murdock aeant being recognised as man and v/ife er



parental satisfaction v/itii the ciiild rearing practices, and

Idnds of friends preferred for their ciiildren.”

Although their study was not on delinquency, their

fanily environments helped a lot in the postulation of the

family environments used in this survey, and it..is on them

tliat they were modelled. As such, the six family environments

postulated for this survey vzere;

(1) raaily size

(2) Stability of tlie family

level of education of the parentCs)(3)

(4) Occupation of parents
Residence of the parent(s)
Religious commitment of family.

The second major concept of this survey is juvenile

delinquency. Various people .have. offered numerous definitions

of tl'-is concept.

wa^nivard behaviour, they are said to engage in juvenile delinquency.

and are referred to as juvenile delinquents or juvenile

offenders in the legal realm.

The Gluecks (1962:4) define juvenile delinquents as ’’children

between 7 and 17 years of age who commit repeated acts of a Icind

This definition is

of course in line vzith the legal definition of a juvenile

delinquent under British law.

far removed from the definition given in Kenya of a juvenile

Under laws of Kenya ” juvenile delinquent is a cliilddelinquent.

12

However, generally speaJcLng, when adolescents 

(aged between 7 and 17 years) engage in or display antisocial or

(5)

(6)

v/hich when carried out by persons beyond .the statutory juvenile 

court age of 16 are pumishable as crimes.

1

Suprisingly enougli^it is not so



.between the statutory court ace of 7 and 16 years who cocmits an

act will ch when conmitted bj’- persons beyond this statutory juvenile

court a^c would be punisbable, as a crime,

(Uuca, 1972: 141),Basically, there is no difference between the above

two definitions except in the a^e limits set for the definition of a

juvenile. This is not suprisin^ since societies set tlieir own age

However, the observation thatlimits for that kind of definition.

can be made here is that both definitions staa frcan the legal arena

would result in punishment of the person ccHamitting them by the larger

society or by the institution witliin which those acts are committed.

destruction ofIn this case, juvenile delinquent acts include>.

property, violence against both persons and property, stealing,

aaolfLng, handling and consuming alcohol, irunning awjay .from school, and

other variously related acts.

By defining delinquency in tills way, we were able to go beyond

the legal definition and nalce it easier to deal v/ith our population.

recognised the limitations of such a definitionwe

Cloward and Clilin (i960: 4) that ’’delinquent acts are distinguished

from other deviant acts by tlie

of official proceedings by agents ofresult in tlie initintion

At tx'-e sane time, we kept in mind the reason wliyciininal justice”.

chose to deal with samples dram from the juvenile population.we

15

2?or tills study, juvenile delinquency was viev/ed as those acts 

which when conmitted by adolescents (betv/een 7 and 16 years) and detected

fact that they result or are likely to

and are, therefore, official definitions.

At the same time, 

in the face of the legal realm, and in view of tlie assertion by

or as an act injurious to 

otlier individuals or the public, tliat is, the state or government.



deviant

without overlooldng its assunptions*

Justification for the study

important

Much of the available literature

Yet,on

as we loiow,

this study may uncover

may, tlierefore add to, or build an the limited Z-ziov/ledge about the

delinquents.

In order to, at

14

Consequently, our definition may be seen as constituting 
acts wl-ich if brou^.t before a legal officer would or nay constitute
delinquent acts.

data propelled us to use -file above definition of Juvenile delinquency

sample

of Central Province, selected without regard to tneir Imown

Th-is does not mean tliat our sample will be wholly

In view of this,

efforts in Kenya.

little research has been carried out in Kenya on tlie very

and otiier social phenomena.

facts v/hich liave not been uncovered in the existing literature, and

Furthermore, the method used in obtaining o\ur

subject of juvenile delinquency.

the subject iias been written for and about other countries.

each country has its own peculiarities in terms of culture

delinquencies.

representative of the Kenyan juvenile population.

least, be wholly representative of the Kenyan juvenile population, we 

would require much more time and funds, which are limited.

The major purpose of the Study'is to provide us with data which - 

may help in offering guidelines for juvenile delinquency prevention 

This study was motivated by the fact that very-

subject of juvenile delinquency.

At the same time much of rese^h done on delinquency, has been 

carried out the already institutionalized cx^ildren as subjects.

These clm-ldren iiave already been officially recognized as juvenile 

Yet, such subjects are not representative of the 

juvenile popiiLation. This study was, therefore designed to use a 

dravm from the Kenyan juvenile population in Hyeri district



tlioce interested in ti'.e prevention z2ssnple v.’ill be of vital use

j*uvcrJ.lc delinquenc;- ai^d even

tine of tills sur’zey, it was observed tiiat statisticstne

cStlnod fron official sources s?.ow tiiat tlie najorito’ o* ’tlie institu

tionalized cl^ildren cone fron .'.ift Valley, ’T;-aiiza and Central Provinces*

("uca, 1972)

Consequently, \7e cannot overlook tile fact that Keni-^ is a

As the 197c, United nations Congress on thedeveloping- country.

Prevention of Criae and treainent of offenders concluded, ’’As any

country begins to open up, outgrow its traditionalisn, and respond to

outside influences or new ideas by nodemizinc, industrializinc and

concentratinc people in certain areas, its people and particularly^

its yoxmeer generation seize the many nev/ opportunities. And in doinc

temptations and seek illegal

and Abbot, 1973: II).

3y talcing a sample from Central Province, in wlxich Nyeri is a

district, v/e hope tliat it will help us to see v/hetlior tlxLs is one

It v/ill alsoregion in Kenya v/-iich is experiencing developnent.

help us to erase the nytli that juvenile offenders are only to be

foiuid in urban slums and their neiy^ibourlioods.

nay th.ro’.v more light on whetlier rapid social change and developnent

Shis may assistare related to the level of crime rate in a country’.

planners and social-workers in formulating their social and

development policies in future.
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so, a small but progressively increasing number of them succiaab to 

satisfaction th.rough crime”. (Clinnard

an area v/‘.J.ch is experiencing rapid social change and developnent,

to school discipZJnariaiis.

r, at

yevert?.'-less, it is our belief t?.at data gatlxered from the present

At tile sane tine, ‘dxis study, which vd.ll be carried out in



XITBRATURS REVIEW AND THBORETI CAL gRAMHgORK

general Overview

and especially so
In theirapproaches to the subject*using different

they have cone upattempts ,

the subject*on
this chapter to discuss the findixigsIt is the purpose of

general back-

study does not intend toTheground for the present study*
done by these researchers*replicate what has already been
the propositions advanced on

within our own culturalthe subject of juvenile delinquency

uncovered for further research onmight be
delinquency are variously

vital and impo rtant ' rolea

1950, 1962)i Hirechi

Several factors
the causation of juvenilebeing explanatory

include size of family, the brokenSuch factors
In the course

in this effort to
family in its relation to juvenile delinquency*

16

setting -(namely in Kenya-) and to suggest any 
the subject*

}

agreed that family factors play 
will become delinquent or not.

(1969);

delinquency

home, criminality in the family and others.

bf advancing those factors, several methods have been used

determine the importance of the home and

Sutherland and Cressay (1970); and various others.

within the family have been advanced as

to provide a

new ideas which

variabl es in

CHARTER TWO

of some of

It only intends to test some of

A lot has been written on the subject of delinquency

Scholars on the subject of

on juvenile delinquency by various scholars

with various views and conclusions

these researches so as

in determining whether one 

the Gluecks (1934,Such scholars include



204) have cited three

general methods which have been used In the attempt to

determine the importmxoe of the family and home conditions

as factors leading to delinquency*

The home is

then appraised by setting

This method was used extensively during the earlystandard•

delinquency research*stages of

second method involves evaluating the Influence of theThe

This method)

on C) was

of delinquency research*

series of s theasand cases iu

homes having extreme lack of

This method permits the researcher toparental control*

makes allowances for

the fact that ’’bad" homes do not always, produce delinquent

its major setback is that the method ischildren* Ho wever «

and findings are very likely to reflect the

the particular researcher*preconceptions of

which varies from simple calculation of the comparative

17

Sutherland and Cressey (1970:

subjective,

the home was a major factor

home by a

of his delinquents came from

if most delinquents come from homes below this set ’'normal**

The third method used is statistical and is a technique

In his study, Healy (19t5), used

evaluate the meaning which a particular set of home conditions

a "normal" standard for bomRs^ on a 

concluding that home conditions are the cause of delinquency

this method and estimated that

The first of these involves evaluating the home as a

general study of individual cases* 

like the first one* was also used in the pioneering stages

whole by means of a rating device or scale*

has for the specific child, and this

incidence of certain home conditions among delinquents and

in delinquency in 19% of a

Chicago, and a minor factor in 83.&%. Two hundred and thirty



to more sophist legated techniques of holdingnon-delinquente,

constant certain variables while determining the degree of

association between delinquency

the technique

aims

rather than measuring theassociated with delinquency,

This happens to be currently

the GQ-uecks

scholars haveBy using the three methods dited above,

show various family factors and their relation tostriven to
these researchers indicate thatThe findings ofdelinquency•

delinquents frequently come from homes or families characte-

the following family factors or

en vironments*

(i) Other members of

or alcoholic*

(ii) The absence of

divorce or desertion*death,

(iii) Lack of parental control because of ignorance or

illness •

uncongeniality as evidenced by domination by

one member,

neglect,

interfering relatives*

differences in(v) Racial

foster horn econvention s.

in 8 ti tuti on al one*anor

18

(iv) Home

one other independent variable.

a wbole<

rized by one or more of

and standards; being in a

In this way,

jealousy, crowded bousin.g conditions, or

and Monroe (1961);

or religious differences;

the family are criminalistic, immoral

to identify certain specific home conditions which are

one or both parents by reason of

influence of the home as

the most popular method and has been used by scholars such

favoritism, oversolibitude, over severity,

as Nye et al (1967); Dentler

(1962).- Vaz (1967)! Hirsohi (1969) i and Brown (1984).

the dependent variable, and



or

as

hand underlie currently popular explanationsand on theone
which actually happen to have attracted theother hand,

sameinterest of researchers*

ssed within the context of researches carried

out by other scholars.

Gluecks (1950) matched a sample oftheIn their study,

drawn from a'correctional schoolfive hundred delinquent boys
Theof non-delinquents.same sizewith a sample of th e

such variables as age, intelligence,

and other related ones.residence.
carried out over a periodinterviewstbroncbthe two samples

statistical significance of associationsBy tests of

the researchersbetween variables.
of 90*4% of the five hundredin the homesor immor/ality

the non-delinquentdelinquent boy s> and in 54% of the homes of

the control group*

unsuitabl e

The analysisthe homes of non-»delinquents*in only 12% of

the parents of the two samplesof the data also revealed that

but they differed in other respects.

have made forcedThe parents of

19

’’the twelve criminological hypotheses” after having narrowed

They also found 

64% of

be further discu

Discipline was also

sample who made up
supervision by the mother in the homes of

the delinquents,and only 13% in those of the control group.

lax in 57% of the delinquents homes and

(vi) Economic pressures such

The above are

Bata was obtained from

as poverty, unemployment,

It is these

matching was done on

them down due to

of time*

the family being of low socio-economic status*

the fact that they are the ones which,on the

what Wootton (1959s 84) has referred to

did not differ in age,

factors which will

delinquents turned out to

found druaRenness, crime



marriages^ They were

m ent al retardation vud serious emotionalp hysic al ailment 89

This also happened to he th ed is turh an ce s•

The familiesthe delinquents* the delinquentssiblings of o

victims, not only of less stable households, butwere the

The delinquents bad substitute parentsof broken homes*

th e no a-delinquenta*than Mo stto
substitute parents included foster parents.

the others lived withwhilestep mothers and fathers,
relntive s*

GlueckstheEven though this study by

the fact that theytoduerather complex one

wh t they referred to aswere also dealing with

dominant role of theit nevertheless underscored the

in shaping behaviour and personality.f amily environments

the Gluecks later studythe basis forIt also formed
in th esamples as used( 1962) in which they used th e same

earlier study (I95O)*

Gluecks (1962:16) sought to ascertaintheIn this study,
werewhich of trait sthe

the respondentso;

in question included suchtrait sTheg.'iinpl e •

etuhnarnnuBB andemotional conflicts,factors as fear,

social factors (family environments)'Th evarious others,

crowded home ,^deljnquencyunJer investigation included the

uependence 02 family.financial

other family related factors.andincompatibility of parents,

20

in the

"traits”^

a far greater extent

of mother or father,

wa 8 a

also more bur^en^^d with serious

studied in the earlier study 
s 

conditioned by the family envitonments

the Case with

of there



.inta coXl-JCted in this stud,.The

statistic. 1

factors and traits*social

this studyThe .general findings of

0iiv'ironm>?nts opertted selectively to propelthat the hom-^

delinquency) certain children whotow rd maladjustment and

th eircharacterized by specific traitsn re

disposition tow..rd delinquency.vulnerability and

meant th .-.t social factors and individualEssentially 9 this

operated jointly to produce delinquencytraits

thedelinjuency . However,

titutionalessentially consof an

therefore, relatively rigid; othersorientation, and are,

the product of sociocultural conditioningare predominantly
S-. illplastic and modifiable;th erefore , mo re

arethese for whicho th er s-
both geneticorbrought about by

stimulationendowment and environmentSi

that the combinedThis

(social oreffect of both factors
most operational inSimplein the Wu4 8th e bo y samong

toward delinquency •predisposing the boys
and individual traits in theirsocial factorsinfluence of*

relation to juvenile delinquency.

■ Hirachi (19 69) drew se ven

hundred students entering eleven juniorfiveteen th OUS and

senior public high schools in the United States.and

21

L

Study by the Gluecke showed 

environmeji tai) and traits

the considerable influence

"(Gluecks, 196a sI55).

or no n- 
H 

Gluecks further stated that some

si ini:' icance of associ ition between

a Sample from a population of

and are.

te sts of

which enhance

traits are

evidence exists

was also analysed using

that the;

o these

indicated, however,

This shows the



school and gradeby race,stPitified this sample sex,He
hundred and thirty sub-to obtainin or ier

together withusing existing school re cor is,Bygroup s•
ques ti on^aire completed by the students,an d are co rds,p olic e
this sample*

chi Id renthat whoThe findin/s
lesstheir parents through intimacy wereattached towere

This reinforcescommimtted delinquent acts.havelikely to
concerened with the irthat where parentsviewthe

likelihood that the children willthere is lessc hil* ren,
Hirschi also examined other

such asfactors said tobe
the child in th eposition off^ily, ordinalsiz e ofage.

existrelation tohome •brokenth eand
but found a

between family size
concerned.thewh erevery

research is repeatedlyHe concluded
theand onhan i,atheoreti cal»the oneaccused of

ino ther inconclu si ve
much like those revealed byverythe

19 69 :2 4 3)

in that itstudy by Hirschi has meritThis
drawn from the juvenilesampl eit used arepresentative,as

their known delinquentselected without reg^ird topopulation
orted through its findings,it supFurthermore,b ehaviour •

dealt withearlier studies whichthe
re 1 ..ted to8 im il ar

family factors.
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delinquent behaviour.

related to juvenile delinquency

weak relationship 

that though delinquency

present data are 

previous research. (Hirschi

of* this study indicate;

results of other 

variables especially thooe

family,
and delinquent behaviour.

ai'e more

wa 8 mo re

engage in

or related

a total of one

He found a

brjiken home was

data was gathered from

being on
and inconsistent, yet the relations



Vest and FarringtonIn th-ir classic longitudinal study,

(1977) , the lives orfollowed

between 1951 and 1954 .
subjects in the period 1961 and 1962, and all were attending

six adjacent state primary school wo rk in g class area

2iged betvzeen 8 and 9 years*of London*

repr esent atl ve of th eselected wa s fa-trlyThe sample

normal male population of that particular are'- and

the malesimil ar tog en er at ion and most probably,

popul tion of many comparable urban working class neighbour-

hoo ds•

followed up for fourteen years withThe boys were

in primaryreports coming in when the boys were

The first report waa comparedlater in

with juvexxile delinquency records ofandwith the sec ond,

the b..oys seventeenth birthdays.tothe boy s^ obtained up
t

study overwhelmingly demonstrated theth isThe findings of
behaviour, observable at anwhich features ofextent to

to become juvenile delinquents*

the boys whichpossible by the two reporis of

were made during the
the most importantit.co mm en dtoThe study had

th eHo we ve r.them filed for further reference*reports on

overwhelming demerits of

the time and financeamong these areFrom inento ve rl c... ked •

ton ecessary

23

early age, predispose boys

secondary school*

being that the boys coulc

a lot

some four hundred males born

a longitudinal study cannot also be

Thl s was made

course of the study*

see it through to the end*

s in a

The boys were

school and

These boys were chosen as recearch

be observed constantly and the



Muga (1972:142)

the childrermajor objective of knowing the background of

environment in which they hadthetoin trouble as

The word ’’trouble”

concer ned with those institution*-that the researcher was

therefore f gathered byThealized children*

ra.sing, police records, records of the juvenile court. and direct

ielinquent children in remand homesthe andinterviews with

The subjects totalled oneapproved schools in kenya*

The study sho we d thatthousand one
between the ages eleven tomost of the delinquents were

Of theaffiliated toAllf if t e en • were

attained form four level ofparents, only five fathers had

dropped, puti. between standardThe majority hadeducation*
little formalthus only obtaining veryt wo three,and

children studied had boththeofeduc -i tion •
in di cation ofp ar en t s 1 i v in g

the motherwith the minority coming

the one thousand, oneOf
devencby niaeuwere eitherandsix hundredp ar en t s ,

thehundred and twenty five ofwhilede5) d f one
such mothers hadchildren ofThepron ti tu tes•mothers were

The averagefathers*and realpermanent
with a larger number of

c hildren the ruralcoming from areas *
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relsted o 
been brought up*

data was.

f amily siz e

divo rc ed 3

The majority 

toge then , (an a stable family)

.rom families where

separated or

some religion.

therefore no

hundred and seventy one*

as used here means

H 
carried out a study in Kenya with the

hundreu and seventy one

of the group was six,

was single or a prostitute*



the parents of these children s^ere peasants,Uost of

the parentThe occupation of or parents is ofnin ety•
socio-economic status ofthe thecourse,

household or family when other factors are held constant*

the presence of older siblings

earning and who repatriate part of their earningswho are

back home*

Even though this study raised some points of importance

uncovering the backgrounds of those children,especially in

This is the fact that it

select sample of the juvenileactually dealt with a very

children who had been adjudgedpopulation and only those

juvenile delinquents •

children before they were apprehended, chargedstudied these

and institutionalized, other factors relating to them woul d

the reseacher did not bothertime,At thehave emerged. sam e

certain number of children fellinto details as to why a

while others did not* The study is.into

It, ho w e v er ,tnconelusiv e*to
underscores the importance of familyitthathas the merit in

factors and their relation to delinquency,

it is one of the few studiesFur th er mor e ,easily ignore*

carried out in Kenya, and its very inconclusiveness provides

in Kenya*

Gluecks (1950 and 1962); HirschltheThe researches of

(1972)5 and Vest an d Farrington (1977),(1969); Muga

to clearly indicate that family en vi ronm en tsseem
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discussed,

therefore ,

a basis for further research on the subject of delinquency

a reflection of

one thing stands out clearly.

with those in paid employment numbering three hundred and

a certain category.

so far

a certain extent

which we cannot

It is most likely that if one had

to go

Such factors would include



in which children are reared play a vital role in pre
disposing them (the chiIdren) towards juvenile delinquent

However, it is not only family factors that playbehaviour.
a vital role in predisposing children toward juvenile "

As the study by the Gluebks (1962)delinquent behaviour.

enhcnce delinquency.

Although other studies have been carried out on the

subject of delinquency (Dentler and Monroe, 1961; Wise, 1967),

the one's cited above will suffice for the purposes of this

study since they provide
the subject.

adequate theoretical framework on which to base our study.an

86

US with an adequate background on

showed, individual traits also interact with family factors to

We will now turn to the task of formulating



T heoretlcal Frame work

cr Ime and delinquency*

theories which haveI n 81a d, been advanced

explain crime and delinquencyin the attempt to These ha ve

normally fallen under two broad categories. On the one

the psychologists who explain crime andhandy there are

delinquency in terms of

the sociological theories which explain it in

terms of the group.

the literature review, the realityAs is apparent in

delinquency is part ofof

not he simply explained by

literature review and our approach to th ethe basis of the

problem of delinquency in this study, we

the multiple factor approach* This approach

explain delinquent behaviourthe attempt to

among adolescents.

behind this is that delinquency andThe rationale

therefore. cannot bean d.social reality are multi^aced

we findIn this respect.confined to single explanations.
it necessary to

tested in this studybeThe hypotheses toexpl anations •

empirical generalizations and proof of theare

th ebetween the variables is based onr elationshi p

statist!cal level.

Specifically, the following approaches from different

in combination.to be usedperspectives are
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L.

the Individual.

a single theory.

a.^wider social reality which can-

there are

will be used in

there arc numerous

will use what can

Th erefo re , on

There is no one single theory of

base our stu';y on various theoretical

be termed as

stated as

On the other haild



1

(1) From the theory of cultureI the basic assumption is that

Culture

the transmission oftheory is based on

Thegoalsy view is that the acquisitionetc •

is

societal aspects,transaission of these with the

succeed in this duty •rol e 9 do not

delinquents are the result of this inadequateConse quen-tly »

a quisition of the cultural values of society.

(2)

symbolic interactxonism.

identified with.

the relationshipisPixndam ntal to symbolic interact io ni sm

individual conduct and forms of social organization.between

social structure and soc ialselves Emerge out of

The int erac tio ni st assumes "that human beings8 itua ti ons • are

thout'hts and activities objectstheir owncapable of making

and even habituallythey can routinely.that'is,o f analysis »

soc ialization pro cess .

symbols in the

28

The se actions,

Bsnipulate symbols and 

objects "(Denzin. N, 1969 :323?.

This approach assumes that delinquent 

definitions of situations tend' to facilitated by the absence

course of the

socle ty A

family playing a major

view is what is referred to as

of relevant symbols such as

of these aspects of society

The very absence of relevant

Closely related to the above

others which can be

actions towards other

inadequate. The agents ox'

so ci st al no zns,

orient their own

inadequate socialization tends to lead to inadequate

conformity, which in turn leads to delinquency.

a father-image, habits, and various

11 asks ho w

values, roles,

take part as part of the



b ehaviour •

theory of dirferexitial opportunity. delinquent(3) From if«? rt on ’ s

behaviour is seen as

thatoperating premise was

behaviourproportion of deviant

of individuals

contrary, represents

culture and thewhich the

19&2 4 114)

between two majordi stinguisbed

social andelements of
theandhuman beings are enjoined to pursue,der'ined goals

and controls the acceptablesocial structure that regulates

for the pursuit of goals and interests*

institutionalized norms for achieving

each other, sometimes leading

to malint e^’rated states, on e

concern for prescribedgQ al8 with little

these go al 8«achie vingmeans of

these shared goals*

thus resultingand those who do not,institutionnlized means,

in differential opportunities.

society find that they cannotWhen individuals

the legitimateshared goals through the use ofachi eve the
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them may vary independently of 

extreme being the Instance of

social organization conjoin to.

produce boufi -B-*

’’some unknoMi but substantial

a problem solving response. Merton's

does not rep res: ent impuls-. s

modes or means

on thebreaking through social controls, out, 

socially induced devZw't'cnx- » deviations

excessive stress on

Xn his analysis, Merton

in society do not have the same opportunities for realizing

cutural structures 5 the culturally

solialization process may tend to facilitate delinquent

There are those who have access to the

These goals and the

Xn this state, all individuals



th ey turn to the simplest way

de vi ance •pos sibl del inquencycas e

the teehAically most effective procedure for acquiringis

desired goals^ rather than the legitimate and institutional-

ized means*

Bichard A*

Cl o w ar dtheory of differential opportunity. directed his

differentials In illegitimateexistence oftheattention to

the legitimate opportunityto

th eHi sstructur es •

lower classes have lesser opportunity than the other classes
in conforming manner.for achieving success

aside from having the problempoints out thatHe, ho we ver ,

the lower classesdifferential legitimate opportunity,of

differential illegitimate opportu-also have the problem of

nity (Gibbons, 1982 :C.D.
lesser oppotunity than others of thethe lower classes have

achieving success through illegitimatefo rsame classes,

howeve*r, basically agrees withCloward,

the general

and theoreticalOn the basis of our

will identify the six family environmentsdis cussion, we

basis of our study.to form the

Family Size

variable variousdealing with aIn

The first question posedproblems are encountered* in vo 1 ve s

30

Specific Family Bivironmentr 

literature review

orientations of the perspective*

such as family size,

119). This means that some members of

a legitimate or

Merton on

and institutionalized means,

well as

In our study.In this

Cloward has contiributed further to Merton’s

opportunities as

means or deviance.

thesis rests on the observation that



should beasking who

children of that particulardeal with only the immediatewe

shouldfamily y weor

st people dealing with this valriablemo

the immediate children of theincluded spo.usesy

children who live within that particular family, foro th er

example those of

earliest obsex’vations made delin-

However, the termfrom large families*

wondering by what standardsus’•large”

evaluated as being either large One

clearly is that scholars seem t6 have

considered the average

the particular area under study.

the average siz e of the familyus edThe
in this studyTheir findings

from families with ancame

theaverage

in Bagland.

(1969! 239), wh en he
increases”• Hire Chi had useddelinquencythe likelihood of

section of the juvenile populationfrom asamples drawn
delinquent behaviour.

220) observeIn their
family size,that ”in relation to

crowding of the home meant Increasedconclude
the children for parental attention,the part ofcompetition on

tension,emotional strain,more likelihood of
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i

theles 8,

without regard to
other study the

a family is

indicated 

size of 4.98» which was higher than the 

observation was made by Hirschi,.

and any a

as used here leaves

One of the

include those who

seem to have

are adopted? None-

or sm all.

we 8 that

relatives or another wife.

or of the population of 

Gluecks (1954)»

in England which was 4.5* 

that the delinquents

that greater

quents usually come

it is reasonable to

frictiony and

included in a particular family* Should

A similar

stated that “As family size increses

factor which stands out
family size in the total population*

their known

Oluecks (1950:



with resultin^: sexual . and emotionalless privacy

trauma”

So c i al

than in large ones*
Intense interactionex cep ti on •

closerfamily should offer an
thus resulting! presumably,relation ship >parent - child

and Petter internalizfc tioneffective socialisationin more
it by the parents*what is imparted toby the child of

shoul d keep inwe
socio-economicOther factors such as

alsostatus must
individual characteristics of the particularconsider the

child•

Stability of the gamily
both parents is bound to haveThe absence of one or

the children! but alsoeffects liot only onfar « reaching

on the parent

in socializationtheto play both

of the children*
bo thThe absence of one or

desertion or whendivorce! sep ar at ion!

These

as the "broken home" or
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various factors may 

the single parent family.

cause delinquency* 

be considered, and further,

press lire brought upon
role of father/mo ther

However, though the above observation may be.the case, 

mind that family size itself alone cannot

result of death, 
the mother never marriSs, thus remaining a single parent.

result in what has been termed

atmostphere more conducive to

parents may occur as a

interaction and emotional involvement in group

is in. th is case no

we should

life and activities are more intense in smaller groups

who is left alone, 

this present parent since he/she has

IThe family ! ■ as a basic social group

due to the increased

in th e



research hypotheses has been thatOne of the major a

and

children is essential to the development of a balanced

” (Shulman,and socially adjusted personality* 1959 :130)

that the abs-snce of either of the above shouldThis means

consequently r* suit in an unbalanced and an antisocial

personality •

the Gluecks had foundIn their 19 34 study,

incidence of broken homes a largerto

These homes were brokennumber of their delinquents.

separation, death, or by theby either divorce,

Thisa parent from the home.prolon^ted absence of

conclusion by the Gluecks was supported by Wootton,

( 1959 :123) When sh e

the highly miscellaneous collection ofproportion of

offenders covered does not

of the parents are living together in respectable

rangingmatrimony

studies which had been carried out incollection of

Stat es•

(1969 ), carried out a study usingWhen Hirschi,

report hethe self

children from broken homes, and unbroken ones*among

ho we ve r,

reduce the impact of

have been experienced

3 3

We may,

with the absence of real parents (father and mother),

mother/father figure may help to

"a fairly large

hasten to point out that even

a hl gh

complete family consisting of father, mother,

had there not been any such figure.

the presence of a

This was in reference to her wide

come from homes in which two

be the source of

concluded that

Britain and in the United

found no significant differences

isolation on the child, which would



the nature of the parent - chi^d relationshipFurthermo re >

may matter

level of educational atta inment by the parentThe

Is of utmost importance in Influencing andor parents

life of the children* Andetermining the outlooki to

the level ofunderlying assumption exists that where

no motivationlO Wythe parents iseducation of

The children in suchthe children* cases Iis off ered to
education since nointerest inshow little or no

After all, theoffered by the parents.motivation is
the immediate reference group of theirparents usually are

attained a low level ofchildren,* Parents who have

guidance andeducation also offer very
The children aretheir children*supervision to
terms of guidance andth eir own inleft ont h e re fo re ,

supervision*

hand, parents who have attained aOn the other
presumably, impart the merits

of education to
such parentsAtto emulate their parents*

be like them inwant their children tofeel they would

with what he referred toupcame

(1961J 74)H which Rosen,as
exc ellenc e^ an d suchstandards of’’invol vessaid

learned from parents who urge■fcy pically8 tandards are
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high level of education, 

their children who may feel challenged

*achivement motivation,

the parents

even more*

many respects*

MoClleland (195 3)

little or

the same time.

att ai ne d bv

li tt le or no

T.pvel of education



We may look upon a high level of education achieved by the

excellence which the parents urgeparent s 8S

At thethe child to compete against* the parents

not only emphasize education, but will

against behaviour which they themselves would not

consider as ’’normal*’ •

155) obtained data whichIn

the delinquent children"of the 1171 parents ofshowed that

illiterate, while education

form three (either one or bothof between standard two and

this is a low levelparents).” In present day Kenya, of

And considering that education achieved has a

the type of occupation one will be engaged in.bearing on

the situation

the higher the level ofTo day ,

hierarchy. . and the higher thein the occupational

so c io-e conomic status*

the_ ParentsOccupation of
the parents is vital in that it

the

Much of

Occupation is
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society (ie

education*

parents in Muga’s study* 

education attained, the higher one is likely to be placed

delinquency has tended to
the lower occupational levels of

the child to compete against these standards •••”

delinquents stem from
lo we r-socio-economic strata)*

61*2% had achieved an

his study, Muga (1972s

bears heavily on 
the research on occupational background and

come up with the view that most

would have been dismal in the case of the

a standard of

29*7% were

also warn

will, presumably,

same tlm e.

The occupation of 
socio-economic status of the family*



1

and

fundamental differences

The quality of family

However I the

When Nye et al
drawn from

there were no significant

uncover any
socio-economic strata*

have used as respondents >
deflned/cr. measured.
Residence of Parents

that not all parents residetogether with theirIn view of the fact
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differenoee in findings way be a 
and how socio-economic status has been

the two (socio-economic status 
differences in delinquent behaviour of children 

Hirschl, 6969) also failed tofrom different socib—economic strata.
significant differences between children frcm different

most often not, the direct result of educational attainment, and
The greater the occupational

found in the above findings point out the need
These

is also directly related to income level.
precariousness, the lower the income the family has to survive on, 
consequently, the greater the scarcity of essential facilities in the

The contradictions
for further research which way help to clarify the differences.

result of who scholars on the subject

family.
In their 1950 sttdy, the Oluecks found marked 

between the families of the delinquents and those of the non-delinquents 
who made up the control group. "The families in which the delinquent 
boys were reared were more inadequate In terms of financial capabiliiy 
than those in which the non-delinquents grew up. 
life was also poor in the homes of the delinquents as was reflected 
by their poor standards of conduct." (Gluecks, 1950: 88).

relationship between the socio-economic status of a 
family and the delinquency of children has continued to be of concern 
•bo scholars 00 the subject. When Nye et al used a sample

high school students to test for the relationship between 
and delinquency), they concluded that



children, the residence of the parent or parents is bound to have its
effects on the 8ocisd.l2ation of the children. While sone parents reside
together in one place with their children, it some times happens that

at all times.one parent may not be present

mother in the rural area while he goes to the urban area to look for

18 ths csnvsntlenaltlme for
receiving one* s Wages), the father is expected to visit the children

a

Also in cases where

leaving thaa with no real parental

57

More often than not, 
as is the case in Kenya the father may leave the children with their

at home on a monthly basis*
long absence by the father will deprive the children of a father 

figure, and conseQuently, the role he plays in their socialisation* 
This may create a void the socialisation process since a setting 
for the parent - child relationship is absent, 
the family is a single—parent one, (usually^the mother), the parent 
has to fend for the children, thas 
care, except the one provided by substitute parents such as relatives

Xn subh oases, the children feel deprived and isolated

employment. Xn this case, the urban residence of the father is only 
temporary since the other members of the family reside in the rural area* 
Since the benefits of employment are only received at the end of the 
month in the form of a salary month

or grandparents* 
since their real parents are absent*

Muga, (1972) found that 58*5$^ of the parents of his delinquents 
rasided in the rural area, while 41.5^ resided in the urban area. Muga 
does not however, tell us whether the parents resided with their 
children or alone.while the children were elsewhere. This could have 
provided us with some insight into whether residence of parents was 
related to delinquency of the children. It nevertheless shows that most 
of the parentB came from the rural areas which have been rather neglected 
in delinquency related research.



R ellf^loua Coaunitment of Family

The view that delinquent behaviour

hasob se rv an celeast religious

Wootton (1959:93) preferred to as

often th e"church attendance"

delinquents studied attended church services* Yet, from

the part played by religion, shoul dwe

concerning its relation to miscunductexpect a lot more

(whether juvenile
to

act as

It tellssocialization ofvital
do •should nots ho u 1 d an dthem what one

expect

do observe peligio»‘who

In her collection of

the delinquents

attenders Wootton did not,regul arcontrols werewhile the

th e re s t ofhowever. tore; er

foundMuga (19 72), al so
some religion*affiliated tobelonged to •ve reor

question of whether the delinquentstheventure intohowever,
evenattended church

be lo ng tocanAfter all, onereligion •
and practices of that religion*belinot Ob serve the
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In Kenya, religion is imparted" 

to moral conduct*

her sample and 

that alibis /delinquent children

se rvic es

fore ,

a guide

had little or no publicity*

studied were non-church attenders

It pl{:;y8 a

or adult)*

research, religion has enjoyed

rel i/io us beliefs or at

what we kno w of

delinquents in

the family members of the

refer to it simply

that ’’more of

He did not,

the least popul»rity*

In delinquency relatea

and those who do not.
studies, Wootton (1959:95), found

though they belonged to a

We should there

early age to

in reference to how

a religion and yet

a marked difference

the decline of

their-response to religion*

the children*

children from an

bet we en tho se

may be the result of

ro 1 e in th e



whe th erdete rmin etoFor one

members ofthat x'amily must belong toallc ommltte d 9

church services regularly 9 whi ch in Itself willattendand

the extent to which that family observe! thebe

their religion*and practices ofbelie fs

x'amily envirowen ts hasdiscussion f arThe abo ve on so

the research on delinquencyof hashel pe d to

in social-cultural contexts di I*e r e n tcarri ed out ve ryb een

The question that a sk is whetherfr^m the Kenyan one* maywe

advanced by these researches would be applicablevie wsthe

hope that this study will providethe Kenyan context* Weto
for war d in the ef f o r tThis woul d bein., o rm at io n • a pacethi 5

adolescents intheto prevent juvenile delinquency among

K eny a*

H ypo the se s

whi chHaving identified the main family enviroments form

of this study)the core

in the study*

Hyp o t he sis 1

the higher the level ofthe f:.mily size,The larger

delinquent behaviour.

Hypothesis 2

the higher the levelThe less the family intactness,

of delinquency*

Hypothesis 3

level of education attained by the parents,The lower the

delinquent behaviour.level ofthe higher the
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a family is religiously

we now turn to the hypotheses tested

a pointer o.'

sho w that much

a religion



Hypothesis 4

conomi c tu s the th eo- family »theThe lo wer

of delinquency.le velhi^/her the

Hypothesis 5

visi tsof toy ,n nttsent p»rentI'requencyThe less the t o

level of delinquent behaviour.thethe higherthe ch il Jiren f

Hypo the si s 6

reli^i ous co mrai tm en t ofthe level of the family ,The lo v/er

delinquency•oflev elhigher thethe

0 perat ional De fin ition s

op er at io definitions for theth efollowing wereThe

thi s st udy •

Family Size

chilurenof obt .Ine dtot .1 numb*:rstudy fIn thi s

thean d sisters ofbroth rsnum Ob r ofby retting the

other children living inand then adding nyr es ponlents,

purticxxl er family •that

by definitionsoperationalthen modeFamily siz e w:.i 8

familyIn alarre•me 4 i umof sm al I9 or

; in dtohadlarge, weme diunsm 9119 orWF^S

wh i chst an da rd foundThethis evaluation. v.ewhich to base
the average familyul and appropriate w--.. sto be most us e

our sf^mple.upthesize obtaine1 from

family jiaethehave used avKr.ii'eho we vf -r,We coul d

be too generalbutfor the coun trywhole

theto mi-nydu eand mensui’ e9too bro- d a

In usingthe country. thethrou huutf am ily st ru c tu re
our samplefrom ma d e th eca Icul at e' wefamily sizeaverage

40

so C i O - e Stu

respondents who made

de t e rm ininj wh e t he r

variable s in

Vari at ion s in

this wus found to

at .-Ul di-, rd on



di:’ ered greatly fromd not ha veassumption it cou

the under studythe familyor •'orsizethe area‘.verage

(Ny eri) •

P anil ly In ta ctne ss

variable which po se 8 pro bl em s when itThis is comesone

it operationally* Ho -vever, in thi s s tu dy , theto de ining

va riabl ethi 8 were found inde rinit ionso per at io nal for

both parents in the lamily* Thisofab sene ethe orone
both parents in the family CuU Id haveorone

bo th paren ts ;either onedeath of orbrought about byb een

mo thfer■wh enue se rti on sse par-1 tion; nev cror aby divorce,

when bothsingle parent; orre me;! ni ngthu s aasm arri ed,

the abo veall ins tance sInch 11 ^r en •parents hid abandoned the

wit h el th er parent orle- thave been onewou 1 dchi lo renthe

withthus living withit all, orwith no parent

topar* n ts,f o st er

bo th in theof parentsthetim e, presenceth eAt s^im e

Indicator of familyaccount astaken into analsofamily W-S

.act thatvi ew di d no ttheofThis Is in we1 nt QC tne ss •

squabbles which takeother family-lifefur t h^ r in toprobe

in a family situationinterestedWe were mo rep lace daily •

living together with their children,which both1 n we respo uses

family , oth e rtermedbewhat asin presumably, can

thin-'S being equal*

education attained by the parentsL evel of

made operational by measuring it inV?. ri ableThis WKS

ac comp1ishedschooling completed* This 8Ofterm s Of ye ar s
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absence of

a prelu. e

a stable

a guardian

a broken l.ome*



by dividing these into categories ranging from none to the

at t{i ina bl e • These categorieshirbest level formalv.ere : no

sc h ->o 1J secondary school; colleges choo1inj ; primary eaucation

cate,.>ories applieduniversity e.ucation* Th es eand th eto

-e s pec tively where bothand motherfather pres ent >we re

the have be en •the single-parentand to case mayas

of t he paren tsSocio- economic statue

by looking at occupationmea suredThis variable wa 8

The occupational categories comprised:ofthe parents*

general worker^ eg» ho t elsmall ti ao er;peasant farmer or

pro x'e ssi onal te ac her 9dr iver, et c;cleane r,m ai d.

mi ni st ersen!or-^n detc ;lawyerdoctor ,

big-permanen td ip lomat 9

the motherapplied to jidcategoriesTh e set c •f arm er s

thewe • e present, andbo th towh erei' at he r re spect ively,

well*single parent .is

occupation of the parentstheCategorised in this w ; f

enabling usthu 8 to de te rm inehigh,low toranged from

fell in terms of so clothe parentsunder which entero ry

divided the so do -e conomic statusthusWest atus •e co noffli c

Th es e lo w, middiecatego ri es •three major are sintomea sure

high socio-economic Sti. tu s •and

absent parentvl si ts byP req uen cy of

operationalized by looking at theThis variable wa 8

parent visited the children* ie,times the ab sentnu: ber of

the frequency of vi si ts •

there lore,thi 8 var iable found inThe ind Ic at or s of we re

yearly; or rarely. In thi 8such te rm 8 as :

the theto gaug.e con ta ct absent parenttbl ew -iy 'NG

h ad wi th children •the
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weekly; monthly.

se ere t ary ,

we r e mo re

administrator e.g.

big-business owners.



this variable operational, it Was

necessary to know whether the respondent belonged to a

religion or not> and whether other members of the family

the same religion* We further sought tobelonged to

know how often the subject attended church{frequency)

attendance applied towhether thean d

For this we used the in-other members of the family

dicators: never, rarely, quite-often, and everytime.

All the above looked at in combination enables us

determine how religiously committed a family was sinceto

on

high commitment*

Level of delinquency

each particular child in thisThe delinquency oi'

study oould not have been defined operationally by treat

single offence separately This could haveIng each

The level of delinquency was,many problems*created too

defined operationally in two ways;therefore,

(1) By treating delinquency according to type of offence

engaged in*

respondents for sevSnsubscales which stood forof the

the above categories*who fell in none of

(ii) By treating delinquency in the form of a scale* In
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type of offence* These seven subscales were: all types^ 

status and property; status and personss^status only j i

property only; persons only; and leaving out those

a continuum of commitment rang

ing from little or no commitment;

In order to m- ke

we could no*w place it

same mode of

This meant that we summed up the scores

summed up for all twenty four items of

some commitment, and

this way we

Religious commitment of the family



then proceeded to place the respondents ons co re d • We

this scale in terms ox* level of delinquency which included

either none.mild delinquency, or high delinquency*

se co ndThis
da ta •
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form of treating delinquency was the

one used for major analysis of

the delinquent offences, according to how a respondent had



CHATTBR THRESS

METHODOLOGY

The Research Area:
the seXected^research area was Nyeri district. ThisFor this study,

which the researcher is familiar withis because ITyeri is a district

and the nature of the rese»rch required such familiarity.

research site.

and ITyadarua to the West.

These

six sublocations.

meters above sea level.
This affords the people theand the eT-imate is of a moderate *type.

opportunity to practice agriculture, especially small-scale farming.
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general background of Wyeri district will help in providing a better 

knowledge of the area, and the reasons why it was selected as the

The district is situated on elevation which varies from 1600 meters to 5^

The soils in ITyeri are generally good,

Administratively, it is divided into seven divisions.

are Othaya, Mukurweinl, Tetu, Mathira, Kieni East, Kleni West and 

the Municipality (figure 2). These divisions are themselves further 

subdivided into tweniy four locations, and one hundred and fifty

Kenya to 
bordered by Laikipia districts to the^ort^Muranga to the south,

Nyeri district lies in the Central province of Kenya (figure l). It 

has an area of 3,284 square kilometers, and is situated between mount 

the east and the Aberdare mountain range to the West. It ia



The 1969 census had estimated the population of Nyeri at 360,845

Sy 1979, this had ri^jen to 486,477* The central Bureau ofpersons.

One major indicator of the socio-economic progress of Nyeri

relatively well-off especialy in the divisions of othaya, Tetu,

The rest of the district is rather

The four

These four divisions, forming the southernwelfare are looked at.

The

This maybe due to the fact

The 1979 census also showed the sex ratio in Nyeri district to
a sex ratio of 92, which, in
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out^migrati on .

for planning of social services and institutions affecting both males

third of the district, also are the most densely populated.

1979 census shows that this region had a total population of 370,42.^^ 

accounting for 76.1% of the districts total population

statistics estimates the districts annual population growth between

1980 and 1990 will be 3*65% (Nyeri district Bev't plan: 1984 ~ 1988. This

figure is, of course>close to that of the whole country's population 

growth rate of 4% annually.

M athira, and Mukuiweini • 

marginal, with the exception of the municipality area, 

divisions of Othaya, Tetu, Mathira and Uukurweini also happen to be 

the major one- s which have shown rapid strides in socio— economic 

developments when indicators such as health, inccnies and social

persons, 

(Nyeri District Dev’t plan: 1984-1988). 

that this region is the most productive part of the district.

district is that it has ho famine relief programme, ^e people are

be 234,405 males to 252,072 fanales, 
V our view, does not significantly introduce much differences in terms^aambers

of males and fejjiales. It may,however,be the result of a higher male

Nevertheless, the sex ratio is an important faetor : -



end females.

S'or this study, our interest was centred around the '

four divisions of Othaya, Tetu, Mathira and Mukurweini* The major

these divisions were chosen lay in the hatorg? of ourreasons why
research interest* It was our belief that if we included the

marginal divisions df Kieni East and Kieni West, more intervift»^4ng

variables such as poverty, drought and others would have been

This is because these two divisions eacperience the worstintroduced*

type of climate, and .the lowest forma of agriculture* They

also show the least socio economic development* The munic^ality was
excluded on the basis of it* s being too advanced in social amenities
and other factors*

4 7
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Research Design
For this study, the sample survey method of research design

A sample of the juvenile population was selectedwas utilized.
without regard to their known or probable delinquent behaviour.
Cohen (1955:170) made the call for research that would make known
the extent of delinquent beiiaviour in the population not judged

He observed that although '*ithas been argued that itdelinquent.
is difficult to approach a sample of school-children not selected

with reference to their known delinquent histories and elicit from
them fmi and f-r^nk accounts of delinquencies hither to unknown

These

responses, especially when one considers the techniques used in data
collection.
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In Kenya the majority of adolescents who make up the juvenile 

population are to be found in primary and secondary schools.

There are twenty five government maintained secondary schools in 

the four divisions of Othaya, Uathira, Tetu, and Uukurweini.

and unsuspected^ hut with proper "build - up" and insurance of 

anonymity, school children are remarkably willing to speak freely 

of their deUnquencle^'.

school children are easily accessible and have been used by various 

scholars in the field of delinquency (Hye et al * 19&7; Dentlor and 

Monroe, 1961} Vaz, 1967? Wise, 1967} Hirachi, 1969} Johnson, IMi) • 

Por this study, the sample was drawn from secondary schools in four 

divisions of Hyeri district, namely Othaya, Tetu, Mathira, and 

TTukuzweini. Primary school pupils were exempted from the sample due 

to their level of undersWiding which might have acted as a barrier to



Prom theThese comprise those for boys and girls respectively.

using atwenty five secondary schools for both sexc-s we selected six
Three of tliese six were for boyssimple random sampling procedure.

and tile other three for girls.

Prom these six rand only selected schools, a particular class
This part icular class comprised the sample in eachwas selected.

the principle ofusedTo select a particular class,school. le

The reason why cluster sampling was employed wascluster sampling.

due to the fact that a random sampling procedure would have been made

It would alsodifficult for the population we were dealing with.
have made our task more difficult in./getting answers from the

This would have made them feel as if tliey are beingquestioning.
afraid of reprisals.victimised and therefore.

introduced.

procedure from a school population would have required more funds

circxsnstances.''

schools, was the foim one class.

/
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Also, intervefling variables such
At the same time, and moxe important, a random sampling

respondents due to the fact that they would, have had the feeling 
that out of a whole school, they were the ones singled out for the

students, the individual student being our unit of inquiry.
The particular class that was selected in each of the six

To accomplish this, we employed the

as awareness would have been

and quite a lot of time.
Moser and Kai ton, (1971:101) point out that "whether or not a 

particular aggregate of units should be called a cluster depends on
In our case, the circumstances allowed us to refer 

to the selected class as a cluster since it contained a number of



principle of purposive sampling. The reason for using the purposive

classes. This is because the form one s are fresh from the p-Hma-ry
school into another revered atmosphere of the secondary school and

In these circumstances, they usually have a tendencynew authority.

form ones fell within our age definition of a Juvenile, and had the
advantage of being the most able academically in answering our
questions.

Prom each school, only one form one class was selected to foim
To do this, we again used a samplethe clxister in our sample.

random sampling procedure in schools where there was more than one
The reason why only onefom one stream, as was noxmally the case.

class was selected was that we could eliminate the effects of an
extraneous variable such as awareness of the respondents when two

Moreover, headteachers were not ready to offerclasses were used.
tv/o classes for questioning at the same time.

3ach particular class selected for inclusion in the sample had
an average of 38 students.

all the fom
VZe considered this a fair representation of the fozm one s in these

schools.
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sampling procedure was due to the fact that this is the only class 
(Pozm one), that can be relied upon among all secondary school

In all then, our sample from the six
This comprised 51.2^ ofschools comprised a total of 235 students.

one's from the six schools which fell In our sample.

of being truthful in contrast to other classes. At the same time,



Techniques of data Collection

The Questiomaire

The major technique of data collection which was used exten-
This questionnairesively in tliis study was the questionnaire.

designed in such a manner that it contained separate sectionswas

on

the other hand.'

It was self*

This wasy however,guide where problems of comprehension arose. a

rare occurence.
The first section of the questionnaire dealt with the family -

This section was designed in such a manner that itenv i r o DoieD t a«

confoimed with our postulated family anvirsnmsnts. These were six in

number.

most of

The second section of the questionnaire dealt with delinquent
This was actually a modified version of the classic Nyebehaviour.
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dealing with questions on the family anvlrsnmsnts under study
the one liand, and with those questions dealing with delinquency on

Since our major respondents were secondary school

There were, therefore six major questions, each dealing
In order to miniznise the occur*

and Short J (1958) self-report delinquency measure with additional 
items (offenses) derived from Vaz, (1967) f Wise (1967); Agnew, (1984) 
and Brown (1984).

students, the questionnaire was constructed in a very simple and 
s+.-m^gb-h - forward manner in the Aiglish language.
adminstered for the most part, with the researcher acting as a

appropriate answers.

more infnrna.’K-on was needed from ilie respondents.

with a specific family envireramen-fc.

ence of miscomprehension and confusion of the respondents’, 

the questions were constructed in the closed-type foim. This meant 

that -tile respondents were given varied choices to select their

Open-ended type of questions were used when



we
In all other respects, the delinquentadded sene of our own*

Dentler

biases inherent in

of socially defining processes
observation which we used as aThis was one

well espressed in iixejustification for
preceding chapters*

as

used in this study was designed
This broad area, did

It

should, therefore, be

processes, but
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self-report data.

behaviour measures were similar*

and Uoiiroe,( 1961:733) pointed out that " the advantage 

than tile traditional dichotomy of institutional

The reason why we referred to the delinquent behaviour measure 

used by Nye and Short (1958), was

of self-reports rather

versus non-institutional subjeots,is that deldncpency may be treated

Socio-economic and cultural

sarily the same as

The reasons behind this

population and the measuring instrument employed, 

behaviour tapped by the delinquent beliaviour measure is not neces- 

reflected in official measures of delinquency-

as a modified version of the one

We did not, 

again expressed in the preceding chapters- 

(chapters one and two respectively)•

The delin_quent beliaviour measure 

. to include abroad area of juvenile misconduct.

not, however, include several of the more serious types of delinquent 

offenses, easmples of which ipclnde: rape, armed robbery and murder.

omission was due to the nature of our

The domain of

and at the same time.

lems among the youth.
foxmity with our own definition of delinquent "behaviour-

expected that it largely reflects behaviour 
that is considered less problematic in official social control 

nevertheless represents significant behavioural prob- 
At the same time, the measure used was in con-

as a able rather than an attribu ue. 
official judgements are avoided, as are the effect

such as arrest, conviction, probation

because we did not use all their items.

and incarceration."
this study, and it has been

however, overlook the limitations of



verBion of delinquent behaviour measure. The responses ranged from

Due to the fact that the data were gathered under normal class—
the researcher had to be introduced to the studentsroom conditions^

In five of the schools visSted, the introduction of thefirst.
researcher to the students was done by the headteachers, while in

that particular time.

from the University of Nairobi carrying out a study on the problems
faced by young people.

the students,
and correct any

those questions which one I

ask where one did not understand.
One shouldthe students that the answers one gave were confidential.

They were also asked toconsult his or her deskmate.

This exercise was repeated in all the six schools visited and lasted
for slightly more than fifty minutes in all.
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to establish rapport between the researcher and the students. 
The students were told that the researcher was himself a student

The response categories for questions on delinquency were all 
in conformity with the Nye and Short, (1958)

one school it was done by the member of staff who was on duty at 
The essence o^f carrying out this exercise was

not therefore,
take their time so that one understood the question asked fully.

never, once or twice,

the same. This was

They were requested to feel free and to co
operate with the researcher in answering his questions. Then the head
teacher or member of staff left the researcher with the students to 
carry on from there. The researcher then handed out questiChcAirecto 

then gave them five minutes to go through the questions 
mistakes which they encountered in the questioiwaire 

with the help of researcher.
The students were then instructed by the researcher to answer as 

fully and as comprehensively as possible, the questions on the 
questionnaire using a pencil. They were, however, told to leave out 

felt did not apply to him or her, and to 
Further the researcher cautioned

several times, and quite often.



I
!{

Unstructured Questioning
Interv lews were carried out with the headmasters and head

mistresses of the schools visited by the researcher* In the first
place, the researcher had to introduce himself and seek gaj pn

from the head teachers to question tlie students. Then the
researcher asked the headteachers questions concerning the number
of streams in form one, and how many students nia^e up a class.
Infozmation on number of streams was sought in order to help the
researcher to randcmly select one class to include in the sample.
Information on the number of students in each class was to enable
the researcher to estimate liis total sample size.

Class teachers and other members of staff wlio were available
were also interviewed. The questions they were asked generally
added on the information gained frcm the headteachers. They were
also asked questions which specifically dealt with the behaviour of
the students while in school.

All the headteachers and other staff members wlio the researcher
Other tecliniques of

This was data gained especially from policeuse of available data.
records of juvenile delinquents, and also from the schools themselves^

very fruitful sinw they provided us

5 6

managed to talk to proved very cooperative.
data collection employed in the course of this study included', the

The techniques of data collection used in this study proved to be 
ith ^'deqnrte data.



Tec-miques of data analysis

In this section we will outline the tecl^iiques used to analyse

the data collected in this stud^z. Since our data vzas both

qualitative and quantitative at the same time, suitable statistical

teclmiques for qualitative and qussntitative data were employed in

tile analysis#

Descriptive statistics

statistics were used to present and describe theDescriptive

In using descriptive statistics no attenpt what-data collected#

to draw any inferences from what was observed of ihesoever vzas made
these statistics Involved the computation ofdata# As such,

measures of cential tendency and those of dispersion. IJeasures of

central tendency and dispersion included the computation of the means or

laa

No

Inferential statistics

Inferential statistics were also used in the analysis of the data#

These were used in the section dealing with testing of hypotheses.

These kind of statistics are used to maloe inferences about the total

population on the basis of obseived samples of the total population.

In order to test the hypotheses foimulaiied in tills study, we

'^Cross tabulationsemployed the use of cross - tabulations#
simultaneously tabulate the sample on two separate dimensions. They

way that the reader can see ihe inter-relationship
variable (

57

, mim*mnn and range, together with percentages.
SThese were used to compare the data collected in this study#

attempts were to any inferences from tlie 8ta*td.8tic8#

do this in such a

between a respondent’s score on one variable (or dimension) and his 

score on a second variable# "(Prevzitt; 1975:110) .

averages, modes,



cross—tahalated the independent variable with the dependent

variable
The Chi square

independence between the variables* Where statistical independence
then there is no relationship between then*
statistic involves calculating the

and

The formala used to compate the X was the following:

£Where
0

and a dependent one was statisticlly significant.
For each value in the distribution. there is andistribution*

Statistical significane refers

We tested our findings by setting a level of statisticalchance.
Thia meant that the chances were only 5 in 100,significance of 0.05.

a level ofIn other words.

5% uncertain.

relationship was rejected
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to seek for association between the two.
. A .statistic (X ) was used to test for statistical

3.E)

expected frequency 
observed frequency

exists between variables, 
** o The computation of the X

or 6% that a

Here, we

X^

as being statistically insignificant.

accompanying level of significance.
to the likelihood that a particular finding could have happened by

To test whether the relationship between an independent variable 
2 we used the X

given result would occur.
significance of 0.06 means that the finding is 95% certain and only

Where the level of significance was beyond 0.06, the

difference betwen no relationship, called the expected result, 
the relationship one finds, the observed result, (Prewitt, 1Q75: 164).



X rob lens encomtered
In the course of collecting data for thts study, various

One of these major problems arose whenproblems were encountered.
it came to sampling - selecting wliich schools were to be included in

This was because of the fact that there are manythe sample*

Each division has at least asecondary schools in llyeri district.

ninimum of six secondary schools — government aided. These are for

Cne had to know

Host of this infoimation was obtained from thecomprised both sexes*
education divisional headq,uarters, and was not given so readily* These

researchers, but they eventually gave
good intention*

engaged in*
tliat the researcher had no ill intentions*
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boys and girls, while some are of the mixed type.
which are exclusively for boys and wliich for girls and those which

staff member Triio happened to know the- researcher and what he was
This staff — member man Aged to convince the headteacher

giving the infoimation were suspi^ cious of the intentions .of the
it with alot of assurances of

After obtaining the secondary schools, and selecting randomly 
those wliich were needed, another problem arose of convincing the head

• teachers wJiy their schools were the one s selected. Presumably, they 
did not tliink it a wise tiling to allow their students to be used as
"guineat-pigs" . Infact, in one school, the researcher was told to go 
back to the education divisional offices to obtain a written permit
from the education officer. However^ tlie situation v/as saved by a



Another problem arose when the headteachers insisted that they
had no time for the researcher to go around and collect the

In this ease, the headteachers insisted that ifinformation himself.

take them around to the stndtnts. the researcher
had to be adamant in a cordial manner and insist that it was only best
that he conduct the exercise himself.

and furthermore,

This argument convinced "

In most casesthe researcher was then given aexercise himself.

theHowever,
researcher managed to collect bis data.
Limitations of the stqdy

or nonbehaviour.
existencaof a

Juvenile delinquency.

and juvenile delinquent behaviour.
implications for those vho might be interested in preventing

the researcher could leave them with the qnesti<mr«ires, the staff could 
In such instances,

ao *

specific day on which he was to go and carry out the exercise, 
even, with these problems and other trivial ones.

The reason for this was plain 
enough to the headteachers.'Afterall the researcher pomted out to

1) This study does not attempt to explain the etiology of delinquent
It only seeks to establish the existence 
relationship between the specified family environments 

However, the findings may have

students, and furthermore, they would more likely believe him when he 
told them that the wirsvars given would not be used against them in any 

t ' ■ '•■s

way since they were confidential. Only the researcher would know how
a student answered his/her questions.
the headteachers of the necessity of the researcher carrying out the

the headteachers, he was more conversant with what he required of the



(2) It is recosnizedthat this study did not deal wholly witl3 the entire

juvonile population.

to fora one were not represented.

dropouts at that level are generally very few in number to cause

axiy far-reaching effects to the findings*

(5) The delinquent offences dealt with in this study do not include

tlie more serious ones such as violent robbery, rape, and others.

Tiiis may be a limitation as far as official definitions of

However, the delinquent offencesdelinquent acts are concerned.

included in this study are ones which, nevertheless constitute

They also form a basis onproblem in adolescent misconduct.a

>which the causes of delinquent behaviour can be sought.
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However, it was realized that

Por example, dropouts, vzlio do not proceed



CHAPTER POUR

PRESENTATION ARD DISCUSS IONDATA

This chapter is devoted to the presentation of dat>

and discussion of For the no st partt the

chapter focuses on acco rdIng

various categories which willto the he of iaport nw

to the chapter dealing with testing ofon

hypothe se s«

Sample SizeThe

projected In our sampling technlquesi

total sample size of 200 respondents*

projected sample size turned out not to have beenT hl 8

This wa8 because > alter collecting ourf ar>- X e tc he d •too

total sample of 23^ respondents* ThesedatBy

These respondentscomprised both males and females*

In various ways throughout our familydie tribute dwere

These family environments included familyenvlromentSt

stability* level of education attained byfamily8 Iz e *

the occupation of the parents* residence ofthe parents*

and the religious commitment of the famllles *the parents*

variously according toalso distributedThe respondents were

the various types of offences they had engaged In* Such

running away from home*Includedtypes, of offences

staying awuy from school without permission* taking things

and other related offences*not belong tothat do one *

the

The se

high delinquency*

62

when we move

As was

expected to obtain a

levels of delinquency were uased on each respondentia score

The respondents were also distributed according to

.delinquent offtncee were added together*

this same data*

we had a

the description of our data

level of delinquency of each respective respondent*

when all the

The levels of, delinquency ranged from little or none to



Table 2 below shows hjw the sample distribute dwas

by sex

Distribution ofT able 2: respondents by sex

% of To taiCase sSex of Respondent

119 90*6M les

49 *4116Pemale s

To tai (R) 100.0235

males than femalesthat theresho wsT he ta bl e

the difference InHowever,in the total sample.

7e therefore, coneldered<2uite Dinimal*numbers was

introducing any biasesinsignificant In terms ofit as

Infactto the overall findings. we

because most of our clusterschanceto weredifference

The clusters in our siimple studentwereof equal size.

between 33 and 40. student s.classes which comprised
normally equally distributedstudent sI n mo 81 arecase 8,

fem-les. Inmal eewhether they anyto ora class. are

and females in our samplethe number of males wascase,

the f ac t t ha tbeThl8 may due tomore or less equal.

and girls attend school In the same numbers almostbovs

part Oi' present-day Kenya. This is largelyin every

the attainment ofdu e to the

this regard, Hyeri dietrict'is noe duca tion In

terms of our respondents rangedexception . In age.
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attributed this ui

wsre mo re

great emphasis laid on



This is normally the age at which students enterfrom 14 to 15 years.

other things remain constant.secondary school if

Having broken down our data in terms of sex and age, we how
proceed to present the data in terms of our family environments, and
types of delinquent offenses, and level of delinquents* This
descriptive chapter will form the background against which the

hypotheses will be tested.

Family Size

As our operational definition indicated, we measured this variable
by the number of brothers and sisters a respondent bad, then added
these to any other children living with that family* In this way.

It was from the average calculated from this total that we determined
medium or large*whether a family was small.

Out of the total number of respondents, it was only in two
All the restfamilies that there was neither a brother nor a sister*

apart from their own brothers and sisters*

sisters was 12, while the minimum was 1*
was 11*
and sisters.
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Table 3 shows the distribution of number of respondents with 
I 

brothers and sisters, number of respondents with other children

of the respondents had at least one brother or sister*
of the total, 26*4% had other children living in their families

Of the total respondendents, 180 had between 4 and 8 'brothers 
with an average of 5*9 (brothers and sisters) per family*

living with them apart from their own brothers and sisters, and the < 
absolute number of children in particular families*

From table 3, we note that the maximum number of brothers and 
This means that the range

Also, out

we obtained the total number of children in that particular family*



family (apart from the brothers and sisters)

By considering

total number of children living in particulart he

f anilies, the

family was small. medium or large*determine whether a

it was consideredfamily had 4 children,

had between 5 and 6 children living

considered medium.in It,
These family sines werechildren was considered large.

extent determined by the average number ofto a large
the families In our sample* Atchildren calculated for

planning campaign in Kenya Isthe family

The small family,sized families*

th eaccording to

4 children*exceednot

s
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T hl 8 was a ruther high figure considering that this

while one with 7 and moreIt was

If a

If one

was 8*

average numbers of children per family

particular family had its own children*

to be small•

was 6*6*

the same time,

The highest number of other children living in a

This was the average which we used to

emphasizing small

Pamlly Planning Association of Kenya should



TABLE 3: Hespopdents with brothers and eiatersj with other childrep
living with them and absolate number of children in families

i

B6 41.991.331
20 32.34.3102

11.376.0143
6.6411.6274
4.8318.9446

19.3. 466
1.6114.2337
1.6113.3318

6.0149
2.1610
2.1611
0.9212

13
14

missing176missingN/A 2
100.0100.0

236236

considered the average size of the family inIn this study, we
This is dne to the

fact that there are too many
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Kenya as too general a measure of family size, 
variations in the family structure in Kenya.

Vo. of Respondents with brothers, add sisters

$
of Total

$ 
of Total

Absolute 
No. of Children 
in the Families

Total(N)
I-------

No. of Respondents with other children



average size of the family would be misleading.
Hirschi (1069)f used the tatal number of children in the family

He did not bother to break themas the meesure of family size.
into either small or large by calculating the average for his sample.
The measure used by Hirschi sbowl that there are variations in the
way family size has been measured by researchers. This means
there is no set procedure.

Respondents Family SizeTABLE 4:

of Total (adjusted)No. of FamiliesFamily Size

35.683Smell
89.368Medium

83 35.3Large
N/A missing3

100.0

<’N) 335Total

This may be explained hy thesmall and those that were large.
fact already observed that most of our repondents came from families

This means that the majority of themof between 4 and 8 children.
This may also

ezplaiii why there were a substantial n-'mber of medium sized
families.
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Our evaluation of family aize shows that there was very 

little difference between the number of families which were

were clustered around the mean (average was 6.6).

These differ'from one community to the other, such that an overall



Family Stability
family environment factor* family stability was measured

by whether a child was living with both parents* If this was not
the case* the reason's for the absence of one or both parents
were also sought.
TABLE 5: Who the Children were living with

$ of TotalWho they were living with No. of Respondents

188Both parents 80.0
38Mother 16.2
4Father 1.7

0.98Relatives
3 1.3Other

100.0

Total (n) 833

Practically all the respondents lived in some kind of
The majority indicated living with both thefamily set-up.

f

parents.
study was carried out. on
their own in the rural areas without some form of guardianship

This may be an extension of the Kikuyn traditionbeing set-up.

which viewed children as belonging to^whole Community. This
meant that if the parents of a child were not present* there
was always someone to look after that child.
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This may be a reflection of the area in which the 

Children are not aljjadoned and left

As a



By having the majority of
majority of what we refer to

The refflaining 47
or unstable families

such cases, the children lived with a step-mother or father,
with foster parents. or with grand-parents.

The reasons which may lead to the ebsenee of either

being a parent. This leads to the single-parent family, in

table 6 shows.

The majority of those parents who were absent asparents.
a result of death were fathers. These were 25 in number.
while mothert. were only 3. The large majority of fathers

Depaegraphio research

the fact that they lead Males are
This fact

as they grow
older.
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being absent due to death may be explained by the shorter 
li^e expectancy of males as age increases.

Death accounted for 26 of the parents who were absent, 
thus being the highest contributor of the absence of the

all the above instances, the result was the broken family 
since both parents are not present.

a more demanding life style, 
adventurtfus than females in terms of 1i^e pursuits, 
shows its effects in the decreasing number of males

one or both parents are numerous.

one
(1984); Wootton, (1959)j,,_ 

as the "broken home". In

as "intact” families.

has shown that males are more prone to death than famales due to

our respondents living with both 
their parents, we in effect had a

Th^ include death, 
divorce, desertion, separation, abandoning of the children, 
or a mother remaining unmarried, while at the same time

Out of our total sample, there were 20^ of such cases as

These were the one's which had both 
parents living together with their children, 
families, we may refer to as "broken"
since both parents are not present. This absence of 
or both parents was what the Gluecks, 
and Hirschi (1069); referred to



Abeep-fc parents end reeeons for absenceTABLE 6;

Those Absent

% of TotalTotalBothFatherMother

262 6S.3231Death
11 23.483Sep aration
2 4*32Desertion
1 2.11Divorce

10.656Never married
2»111Abandoned Child
2*111Other

100*0476384Total

may

after marriage*

to
This mayseparation, with divorce occuning as a last result*

also explain why some
Rather than engage in a union which cannot
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third largest contri’utor. 
be^eJrplaidaB/by the many social changes which are taking 

While remaining single is a factor which has

Reasons for 
Absence

they are incompatible as life—partners*
This realisation of lncomp<ibillty consequently leads

they become parents* 
last, they find it more logical to learn to depend on themselves

place in Kenya* 
to do with females, social changes have their effects on couples

After a certain period, couples realise that

Separation accounted for the second greatest number of 
•baent parents, while rewalning single (newer Berrying) was the 

Both seperation and remaining single

woman opt to remain unmarried even after



from the beginning. The result is that the children born in
such circuastsnces never come to knov a real father.

Of his 1171 children Muga (1972), found 601 of the parents
did not live together as man and wife with their children. The
majority of them were divorced, with the rest being single-

These findings seen to confirm
concerns reasons for the absence of the parents.

Level of education attained by parent(s)

In our case, we,.were interestedis important i^ magy respects.

bound to have sone effects on the children especially in thzvs
of motivation, supervision, and guidance.

Table 7 shows level of education attained by the parents of

Level of education attained by the Father and MotherTABLE . 7:

$Father MotherLevel of education attained

100,0 100,0
935 235N •

71

39 
110
46
35
2
4

30
63
59
48
16
20

in the level of education attained by both*the father and mother 
/» 

respectively. The level attained by the parent or parents was

No formal Schooling 
Primary School 
Secondary School 
College education 
University education

N/A

14,0
29,8
27.4
F2.3
7.0 

missing

16.9
47,6
19.6
15,2 
0,9 

missing

our own as

ear respondents ranging from none to the highest level.

parents, or with one parent deed.

Education of the parents, as a family environmental factor



traditionally, vonen were vioved as assets.

level of edaca tion they h&d attained, bat in terms of hov maeh

more men mere

level*

men*

With the advent of the harambee secondary schools. and the
more vomen have

are men*

our
was
not have been so

On the other hand

ma ch* This may be an
males and females.

Those who attended school never vent beyond the primary school 
They .dropped-oat and awaited marriage by the more edacated

other professional colleges.
mothers* who had attained a college edaeation did not differ very 

indicatar of the valae of edaeation to both

More fathers had attained a bigger level of "edaeation than' 
the mothers. A total of ie& fathers had attal^^^^d;,level of 
secondary school and above, while only 88 mothers had attained 
this same level* 
in the primtry school category, 
with oar own expectations.

recognition that edaeation is a valuable asset, 
gone beyond the primary school level, A substantial number have 

teacher training colleges and aniyersi^es, which 
In rural areas

today attended
institutions were previously dominated by men*
there are more women teachers in the primary schools than there

The emphasis placed on the acquisition of education in
Males and females are competing for

dowry they would fetch at marriage.r .Consequently, 
sent to schools in the early years while women remained at home.

The majority of the mothers were cobcentrated 
These figarea are in conformity 

They may be explained by the fact that
Mot in terms of what

Kenya toda^ is paramount* 
places in the colleges and the national anwersities on a par* 

Incidentally, only 8 of the mothers of the respondents^dn 
sample had attained a anivertaity level of education. Thia 
rather aupriaing since the parents of our respondents could 

eld as not to have raalihad the importance of •*!>* 
edaeation* On the other hand, they may not have qualified to 
enter the university and could only attend teacher training and 

nie figures for the father's and



a level af education beyond secondary school* Theso figures verb
rather dismal in comparison to onr evn, hot the time interval of

and those «ho had not* Oils

These
noa country

enabled ns
This

possible by the

Our fotatb majer
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attained by. the parents of
There were those vho had e%

category (those 
dichotooies were 
like Kenya where the majority have attained

These would definitely fall in the "ethers"

this family variable, we
that of the mother, where both parents were present.

Occupation Of the Parents 
family variable'had to do with the occupation 

Under our operational. definitk>ns, of

graduate training*
category; Baking it too large. Our own neaaare o« education 

to place the parents of our respondents in a wide range 
of categories* This facilitated the placement of the parents in 
the various levels of education attained than Would have been made 

dichotomy used by Getsels and jackson.

Muga (107fi) found that of his total subjects, 348 of their 
parents were illiterate, while 717 had achieved an education of 
between standard two and fo^ three* This happened to be the case 
with either one or both parents* None of the parents had attained

parents from no
Other researchers such as 

dichotomised the level of education 
their subjects into two categories* 
attained college graduate training,

who had not)ware, simply referred to as others.
found to be too broad to be used in

father, and then
V.

14 years elapsed between the t>*4«studies may account for the large 
discreponcy in the findings. Furthermore, Uuga only dealt with 
the children in the approved schools and remand homes in Kenya. 
Our sample showed a -raried range of educetional attainment by the 

formal schooling to the highest level attainable. 
'Getsels and Jackson (1961), had

of the parent or parents*
considered first the occupation of the '



Farther as a crude measure of socio-economic status le considered

the occupation of the father and mother in coahination* Ve there-

Occuoation of the Father and MotherTABLE 82

% *Occupation of Parent ir

104 80*8 174Feasant farmer of Small Trader

8«817 0 3*9General Worker
38*9 43 18*768
8*718 4 1.7

■lasingM/A 88 ■lasing 6

100*0100*0
836 836K

parents.

farms*
Consequently, the

This may he doe to the
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Pro essional 

Senior AdninUtrator

7«hlq 8 shoes the occnpationallcategories under which each parent 

fell*

peasant famer category than the fathers* 

fact that more nale heads of households go to the urban areas to 

seek wage employment to subsidise the proceeds from ^ensant farming*
•1

income is quite neagre*
Table 8 also shows that more of the mothers fell in the

little surplus being sold in the rural market.

From Table 8, ve note that the Bajorlty of the parents wore 
concentrated in the peasant farmer/s^all trader and general vorker 
categories, with the ^former hawing the larger majority of botU<: 

®»y explained by the fact that the 
study was done in a rural area, and therefore, as expected, most 
of the people are rural peasants earning a liwing from their small 

Such farms can only produce enough for subsistence with the

fore, had low. middle, and high socio-economic status categories*

^pther



arban areas.

areas,so

The senior administratiTomrsning the teaching profession.

falling in this

areas.
bo reside vith their families in the urban areas and to send their

TdBLS 9t Socio-economic status of the gamiliea of our Respondents

$ of TotalNo. of Families

100.0
Total (N) ess

70

children to schools in these areas.
When ve treated the occupation of'each particular father and

Lev
Middle
High
N/A

141
48
48

61. Q
80.8
18.8 

missing

^abldX •

This is supported
t>7 the fa ct that these people like to be posted in their, home 

that they can carry on vith other businesses vhile still

category accounted for very of the parents.
»xplained by the fact that most of the positions
category are to be found more in the urban areas than in the rural

Those vho fall into this category usually hare the means

lother of a respondent in combination^ ve vere able to obtain an
Index of the socio-economic status of a fami 1 y»

9 belov shove our findings on this variable.

The general vorker category accounted for very fev of the g 
parents, vhile the professional category accounted for quite a 

I 

substantial number.
General vorker vas defined as either hotel maid, cleaner, 

driver, etc. and such types of employment are found more in the
A reasonable explanation vhy the professional 

category had more parents Is the prevalence of teachers (vho fall 
Ln the professional category) in the rural areas.

Socio-Economic status of the j^amiljtes

This ma^' bo



in terns

middle

variable in view ef

In nest

These parents who

leave the children

7«

This nay be explained by the fact that^a significant
This happened to he the

rnral area and go to 
cases, it is the father who goes 
remains in the rural area with the children.

Bometinea visit then now and then*

prostitntes who charged 
had no occi^ation at all* 

of socio—econonlc status* 
categorised are the peasants and those who had no occupation, 
anployed could have been categorised arbitrarily as being of 

level status si^co they wore known to he earning, while the 
prostitutes remained uncategerised due to the variations in what 
they receiwod for their service.
Residence oT the Parents

At first glance, this mlc^t appear to he a contradictory 
the fact that tha was carried out in

closer examination, lit becomes 
come from the rural

‘inie majority of the families of our respondents fell . In the 
low socio-economic status category* This was as expected since most 
of the parents of our respondents (both father and mother) were 
peasant farmers or smell traders* The middle and high socio
economic status categories contributed almost an equal number of

the rural area* However, on 
evident thet not «11 of the parents who 

reside there permanently. Some of the parents leave the 
the towns in search of employment* 

to the urban area while the mother

families* 
number of the parents were professionala. 
case with mostly the fathers. These helped a lot to raite the 
socio-economic status of .the family*

Muga (1972) had /bund that moot of the parents of his 
rospondonts vara poasants. 33.8% wore employed (meaning they 
received salaries, no matter what the amount). 10.7% ware 

a fee for services rendered, while 14%
Mnga*s sample cannot be easily categorised 

The only ones who could be
The



shove vhero and with whom the
Where and with whom the Childrep resided10 XT^Lfi

Vith whom the children resided
TotalN/ABelatiwoi

I

666130Bnral
0.4321318Urban

missing11N/A
236.1668167Total (n)

100.0■issing2.11<7.89«067.0% of Total

urban besed were very

children in theor living
rural area,

however.
urban baaed;

In our caseparents*
77

Place 
of 

Residence
Both P arents

Uother 
only

interested in where the parent or .

>>

Father

3

% Of 
Total

whether it was
the large majority of mothers residing

were rnral baaed 
brnak down the parents 

the mother, the father, or both

resided with their 
of 9.4% were nrba^ based, 
resided with both parents 
with the mother only in the rural eree 
largest majority, while those who were 
few in number. In ordinary circumstances, if • fther is present 

, society expects him\|o visit 
If he is a responsible father, he has this

obligation to fulfil.
Mug. (1972), found 68.6% of the parents of his respondents 

while 41.5% were urban baaed. Mnga did not, 
in terms of who was rural or

In view of this, we were
parents resided with the children, and .iso in the frequency with.t' 
which the absent parents visited the children. Table 10 below 

children (respondents) resided.

Table 10 shows that 90.6% of the parents of our respondents 
children in the rural areas, while a minority 

The mojirity ,ef our respondents 
in the rural area. Those who resided 

contributed the second



in the rnral area maybe explained by the fact that fathers
nsnally leave the home area te look far employment* Their

the most common form of oecnpationThia is
among rnral people*

to workers are normally paid at theOrdinarily* salaries
therefore* at this time vhen mostIt is*end of the month*

TABLE 11:

Areqaency

29.3ISWeekly
34*114Monthly
14*66Yearly
82*69Barely
Uissig194Not Applicable

1QO*O
836

I

78

I

No* of pa rents: 
mother or father

% of Total

of the absent parents visit their families in the rnral areas. 
Table II shows how often some of the absent parents visited
their fsmiS^ies*

Freqnency of visits by absent parent

Aa ezrected, 34.1% *«>• absent parents visited their
children on a monthly basis. Although no attempt vas made

destinations in most cases are the urban areas where they 
receive salaries to subsidise what little is earned from 
pec^^nt farming.

in this study to know which parent visited the children* the 
frequency of visits by an absent parent is still an

• . \ a • .

impertantt factor in is study*



were
'• i

io another religion.

liionalisD. . The reason

70

Beligion is inportani io children as a gaide io noral 
condaci in the process of socialiaaiion.

indieaioij 
coDseqaenily

In this study, we 
interested in knoving, whether nembers of the respondents 

family belonged to the same religion, the frequency ofgchurch

This is because it helped us to gauge how often the* children 
saw their absent parent, and how often they came into contact 
with hin/her. This is inportani in that it is an 
of parent - child relationship or attachnent, and 
it is wital for socialisation of the child, 
Beligious commitment of fanill^

attendance, and whether members of the family attended church 
with the respoij^nts. Out of a total of our 236 respondents, 
99.6J( belonged to the Christian religion^ while 0«4j( belonged 

This was as we expected; because even 
though there are so many denominations in Nyeri district, all 
of them belong to theaChristian faithj This is not to say 
that the|« are no other religions in the district. These, are, 
however, restricted to the urban areas and include Islam an| 
Hinduism.

In his study Uuga (1978), found that all of his respondents 
were affiliated to some religion. These were, however, distributed 

I. iin terms of Christianity, Islam, and ^jrad: 
for this may have been that the subjects in his study had been 
drawn from all provinces of Kenya in contraa^ to our own who came 
from one single district.

95,7jl of the parents belonged to the same religion as their ' 
children (respondents), while 04.8^ of other members of the family 
(brothers and sisters of our respondents and any other children



Only a very small

expected' beeaase it is

attended church serrices.

These Tigures reflect the Banner

TheTable 18
majority

80

minority of the parents of our respondents
Thia vas

This is because such a division is tantamount to a division of 
When a child is born^ he/she is indoctrinated aad hronght

and other family nembers* 
study was carried out in, 
services with an unbroken regularity.

loyalties, 
up in the religion of the parents with such rituals as baptisms 
taking place when the children are still young. In later life, 
the children may (and oometimos do), break away from the religions 
beliefs of their parents to join another religion of their choice.

The religions affiliations of our respondents together with 
their families is made more explicit when one looks at how they 

77% of the parents attended church 
with their children, while only 83% did not. 78.8% of the either 

also attended church with our respondents

who lived with them) belonged to the same.
did not belong t^the 
also the case with other

members of the family
while again only 88.2% did not. 
in which members of the same family adhere to religions belief, 

shows how regularly our respondents attended church.
attended regularly whllo very few never attended. The 

regularity of church attendance could be an indicator of family 
cohesion in that the repondents attended regularly with their parents 

In rural areas such as the ane this 
the majority of people attend church

same religion as their children, 
members of the family. Again, this was as 
rare to find a family divided in t^rms of religious affilia|ions.
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TABLE 12: Freqoency of Chqrch Atiendance

% of TotalFrogoency of Attondanoo Ho* of Boopondonta

88Bvory Sunday 34*8
101Often 43*0
46Barely 10.6
6Never 8*6

100*0
835N

to come ap with a erode meaenre of the religious eoamitaent ot a .
\particular family - vhieh is shovn iff Table 13.

Beligiens Comaitment Family13»

it ef TotalLevel of Beligfous Commitment No» ef Families

100*0
836N

though the measure used*to obtain Table 13 w®® rather ■Bven
nevertheless affords us an insight into hov religiouslycrude, it
the families of our respondents were. The majority ofcommitted

81

Little or none 
Some Commitment 
Hi^ Commitment

30
66

146

14*0
83.8
68.1

When ve considered the religiour affiliation of the 
respondent|r together vith the affiliations of other family members, 
plus the freqoency of attendance, all in combination, we.mere able

■. ■ iV 'i• V <



a high regard for religion*

be left to conjoctare.

The Delirtquent Offences

In order to portray how the respondents in our sample had

with whichengaged in the various offences.
had committed these offences.

By showing each offence on its own, it will be possibledtBigly,

Theseoffence*

to

each

each response category.

88

Tables 
the males and females respectively.

to also portray how many of the respondents engaged in a particular * 

The responses of the respondents will also he shown.
will provide us with a background od which to build on and make it 
possible to display the level of delinquency of the respondents.

Each of these had four types

having committed it quite often.
each offence and the number of respondents who fall into
response category.

16 and 16 show the frequency of offences committed by 
and the humber who fall into

There 
of responses ranging from never having committed the offence, 

Table 14 shows the responses for

our respondents (62.1%) appear to have come from families with

and the freque^y
it was necessary to show each offence.

However, even with their high regard

were 84 offencses in all.

for religion, the question of bow deep their belief goes can only



TABLE 14:

RESPONSES TO THE OFFENCES

Total
OFFENCES

1233
11

11671 3614
14 600 22148
16

36227
18 Set fires io

20

Used force or

24 Concealed weapon
236

83

12
13

16
IS

10
20
21

Engaged in Trespass 
Broken into/trled to,

87
221

133
30

200 
00 
210
86

231

60 
7

70
3

Seer oral 
Tines

64 
3

44 
1

2
112

1
84

3

6
06
63
72

211
100

167
170
233

58
62
40

111
10
83
10
40

2

61
44

20
83
11

33
35
63
36

3
30
32
13

39
43

6
28 

2

Quite 
Often.

26
4

1
2
9
4
5
6
7
8 
0

10

. 1
'Netier-oir

I i\9iee

22
23 45

16 
624

20
7

671

30 
_ il 
1036

139
43 
60 
16

2 
13 
17

3

122
171

3328
> ■ —

/ 
1

, hnildingy 
^to steal

pieces they should not he
Been in a fist-fight
Taken part In gang-fight 
B«**«n>np cMldren done nothing 

to yon
Hit your mother er father 

threats to get something
on your person
Totals
N -

Freqnency of Offences Commlited by the Respondents

Disobeyed Parents 
Ran avay from home 
Truancy 
Sent out of class for misbehayionr 
suspended or Exptlled from School 
Cheated on any class tost 
Smoked while in School or aj. home 
Drank beer, bought of even tried to 
Taken, used or sold drugs 
Picked up by Phlice or put on 

Probation
Gone to partios/dances without permission >
Driven a car without a licence 
Taken little things not belong to yon
Taken veluable things not belong to you
Damaged, destroyed private/public 

property



Out of the 24 offences shown in table 14, each bad been
In *at lea.-t once or twice.

used or sold
drugs.
had not been committed with such frequency as the other offences*
Only 2 of the respondents had once or twice either used. or sold

so
several times.

of the above*two offences, theWith the exception
indicated having committed the offences with arespondents

This was similar to the finding reported by

Even

was consideredhave
on its own.

general overview of the frequencey with which onr

When

respectively*

84

which gender
The results are shown in tables.

police or put on probation, 
contact with the police once or twice, while the other had done

meaningful in terms of analysis*
posed problems of interpretation if each offence 

Presented as they were in table 14, they nevertheless •

drugs, while another 2 reported having been picked up by the 
One of these 2 respondents had come in

significant frequency*
Nye et al (1967), Vas, (1967); Brown, (1884)* 

though these figures are quite useful, they are not so
In the first place, they would

commited, if not quite often, then 
only offences number 0 and 10 (taken, 

and being picked up by police or put on probation), which
fact, it was

offered us a
respondents had engaged in the offences* 

these figures were broken down by sex, it became clear 
had engaged in what offence and with whht frequency* 

16 and 16 for males and females



TABLE 15: Fr»qqency of Offencea Comaliied by Males

RESPONSE CATEGORY (Frequency)

Nev er Teta
OFFENCES

1
/

2::r84168
15

3458386101563Total
110N •

85x.

16
17

12
13
14

1 
2
3

3
45

35
7

36

27
37

Several Tines

36
3

22

33
12

18
20

29
5
1
5

17
3

7 
4

71
17

4
5 
6 
1 
8
0 

10 
11 38

106
4

Once 
er

Tvice

35 
21 
f.4 
23 
44 
11 
42 
2 

20 
20

87
23
8
4
18
1

10
1

20
11

Qnite 
Often

1
30
3

16

8
62

55 
13 

113 
,01 
87 
104 
42 
116
72 
84

27
40
104
58
54
65

117
117

30 
68 
14
U 
16 
30
8
1

10
20
21
22
23
24

10
3

57

15 
.32 
12

Disobeyed yonr parents.
Ban avay from hone/stayed ent all night
Stayed avay from school vithont permission
Sent oat of class for misbehaving
Snapended from (or expelled) school
Cheated on any class test
Smoked vbile in school er at home
Drank, tried to bay, or honght beer
Taken, need or sold drags
Picked ap by police er put on probation 
Gone to parties or dances vithout permission
Driven vithout a licence
Taken little things not belonging to yoa
Taken things of valae not belonging

to yea
)amaged, destroyed public/private p 

property
Engaged in trespass
Broken into/tried to), building to steal 

18 S'at fires in places they should not bo 
Been in a fist-fight
Taken part in gang-fights
Beaten up children done nothing.-to^ you.
Hit your mother or father 
Used force or threats to got something 
Concealed a veapon on your person



16: Freggepcy of Offeaceo Comalited by FemalesTABLE 1

TotalSoyoralNover
Times OftenOFFENCES

1

8884

1335

14 31980
16

56

4

11

3868864861786Totals 116N «

86

J

18
IS
14

1 
8
3

38 
107
48 
113 
105 
116 
•115
49
115
10

3 
50

19
81

88
3

16 
17 
18 
19 
80 
81
88 
83

78 
17 

114 
109
63 
114 
43 
116
61 
87

Ones orTwice

86
83
1
6

39
1

37

15
15 
00
84
3 

84

84
5

18
80
1
1

10
1
85

67
86
40
11
1 
8

16
1
58

31 
86 
10 
49
5 

48
3 

10

I REgONCE CATEGORY (Fregnenjarl 
Nevert Once Several Qaite

children done 
father 

threats to get something 
on your person

Disobeyed year parents 
Ran away from hone/stayed out all night 
Stayed away from shhool without permission 36 

4 Sent out of class for misbehaving 
Suspended from (or expelled) school 
Cheated on any class test 
Smoked while in school or at home 
Drank, tried to buy> or bougjit beer 
Taken, used or hold drugs 
Picked up by police or put on probation 
Gone to parties or dances without permission 
Driven a car without a licence 
Taken little things not belonging to you 
Taken things of value not belonging 

to you
Damaged, destroyed public/private 

proverty

Engaged in trespass 
Broken into/tried to^ building to eteal 
Sot fires to places they should not be 

Been in a fist-fight 
Taken part In gang—fights 
beaten up ehil-’'®" 

Hit your mother or 
Used force or

84 Concealed a weapon

6
6
7
8
9

10
11



Tables 15 and 16 shov thvt with few exceptions, nalee and
females bad committed the various offdnces with almost equal

However, official sources indicate that the levelfrequency,
of female delinquency is very low.

These three were: taking, using or selling drugs; being

mother or tether.
Apart from theoffences though with a very low frequency.

This nay explain why even official
Due to their higher

to apprehension*

In this ease we will have either status,

87

picked up by police or put on probation; and having ever hit your 
The males had engaged in all these three

The figures in table 16 show that it is only in three of 
the more serious offences thst the females had never engaged*

sources show more males then females.
frequency in committing the offences, the males are more prone

delinquency is negligible^
reported by Wise (1967),in her study on delinquency among

property, or persons offences, or a combination of all types 
of offence, or two of them such as status-property, status-persons.

Types or Nature of Offence
The ^ype or nature of offence will be portrayed in terms of 

how many of our respondents engaged in what type of offence,. 
These will then be shown according to type of offence and
sex of respondent.

above three, a comparison of the two tables shows that the 
frequency of committing offences did not differ very much between 
the sexes, which is contrary to popular belief thaf female

This was similar to the finding

middle-class girls*
Altbou^ the frequeneids for engaging in offences differed, 

our findings indicated the difference in ratio between males and 
females was not as great as official sources seem to indicate* 
The males in our sample reported having committed the offences 
more often than the females*



Id all, we will have 7 different categoriesor persons-property.

for types of offences the respondents could have engaged in.

which bad four types of offences or subscales. Table 17
shows the types of offences in general, while Table 18 shows
the types of offences by sex.

Types of Offences Engaged inTABLE 17!

$ of TotalType of Offence Engaged in No. of Respondents

32.145All types

47 33.6Status-Property

2 1.4StatuB-P arsons
8 5»7P arson s-P rop erty

19 13.6Status

18 18.9Property

1 0.7Persons

N/A 95 Bissing

100.0

N - 835

Table 17 shows that the majority of our respondents had
These coo^risedengaged in status and property offences.

Alaost a siliilar percentage of the

The reason which may account for this
occurrence is that status and property offences are easier to

88

33.6^ of the respondents, 
respondents had engaged in all the types of offences (status, 
property and persons).

By treating these types of offences in this way, we will be 
utilizing a variation of the Brown (1984) subscale of offences



engage in, compared to persona offences which accounted for
only 0.7)6, This is because persons offences are more serious
than either status ar property offences.

When we (>roke down the types of offences in terms of which

clear.
Sex of Heapondents •Type of Offence byTABLE 18:

Type of Offence

$Male Female Total
30 40 15 33,1 45All Types

39,338 35 38,5 47Status end Property
1.3 11 1.5 3Status and Persons

8,05 3,13 8Persons and Property
8.0 80.0e 13 19Status

13,09 9 13.8 18Property

1 1Persons
missing 5144 misain; 95N/A

100,0 100,0

116119Total

N - 335

Table 18 shows that the absolute totals for males was more
As expected,than for females but the difference was very small.

males had engaged in all types of offences than the females.more

as shown
more frequently than the females.in the offences

89

became more

SEX OF B^ONDENTS

sex engaged in what type of offence, the picture

This is a reflection of the analysis of each offence separately 

in tables 15 and 16 in which more males reported engaging



However, when ve look at atatas and property offences*
of females bad engaged in these offences* io comparison to only

This finding may be explained by the fact that*29.8% males*
tbongh females do not engage in the more serious offences*even

and especially offences which deal with statns and property*
when one looks at statns offencesThis is made more explicit

The seriousness of persons offences is underlined by
the very

expected and support the findings of

Level of Delinquency

little delinquency* to high delinquency*

score

score*
shows in a summary manner how our respondents had engaged in

The scale was used because we would notdelinquent behaviour*
have been able to treat each offence separately for each
respondent*

90

alone which there are more females than males* 
numbers of males and females who had engaged in property offences

As our operational definitions indicate* we treated 
delinquent behaviour in the form of a scale ranging from none or 

This scale was

are equal.
low percentage (1*8%)* and this is for males only*

to quite often)*
The scores of each respondent were then added together and 

the scale according to his/her total

consti^ncted by scoring the responses of each respondent using a 
ranging from 0.- 3 for each type of response (from never

the respondent placed on
The usefulness of this scale lies in the fact that it

These findings were as

Also* the

Vise (1967) that girls engage in delinquent offences in the same 
way as boys with very few exceptions*

as do males* they nevertheless engage in the less serious ones*



RespopdentB bv Lc^el of delinquencyTABLE 19:

% of TatalNo« of RespondentsLeyel of Delinquency

95 40a4Little or None
113 43a 1Mild

97 llaSHigh

100.0

(N) 935Total

Table 19 reveals that the greater majority of ear
This is

either mild or high level delinquency.
who fell in the category of those vho had engagedrespondents

delinquency at all had scored very low on earin little or no

The

ties
the Ma4A

delinquency.
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males and females were distributed according to level of 
The results are shown in table 9^) below.

respondents had. engaged in delinquent behaviqur.
indicated by the fact that almost 60% of them had engaged in ex.....

The 40.4% of the

correct in that there are
schools who engage in delinquent behaviour but remain unapprehended, 

shows that adolescbnts will reveal their delinquent activi-It also
if approached in a tactical manner.

breakdown of level of delinquency by sex shows blow.

delinquency scale, 
figures in the table also help to prove our assumption 

those adolescents in the secondary



Lgvel of dellpguencv by Sex20:TABLE

•?uSex of Respondont
Level of Delinquency %$ TotalFemaleMale

100.0100«0
116119Total 

936N .
males had engaged in a high levelThe table shoes that more

At the sameengaged in

the males.
mThe findings

Moreover*than
more
the frequency

Withoffences

differences

This has helped to form a basis on vhichdescriptive
succeeding chapterto build the

09

of commiting them by each sex* 

there were no'significant

44
66
19

61
67
8

06
113
97

males- had engagdd in 
had the females.

delinquency 
and the frequency 

of high level delinquency, 
levels of delinquency between both sexes.

Little or None 
Mild 
High

37.0
47.1 
16.0

44.0
49.1
6.0

serious offences,^vhich the females had not. 
of committing the offences* the higher the level of 

tables 16 and 16 which ddal with the

on testing of hypotheses.

as shown in

Overall* more of the males had <

the exception 
in the other

The aTjove presentation of respondents end hew they were 
distributed throughout the werious categories has so far been 

in nature.

in the table may be explained by the fact that 
the various offences with a higher frequency 

more of the males had engaged in 
The higher

1 of delinqueiicy than the fsmales.
delinquent behaviour than the females.

time, more females had engaged in little or no delinquency than



FIVEgT APTER.

THE FAMILY ENVIRONMENTS AND DELINQPENCY

nsed as a

of the
To connate the X ve

a

andWhere 0 denotes the observed frequency.

To obtain the

(B - 1)

was

unless
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chapter, the 
othenriae stated.

E, the expected frequency* 
deerees of freedom (df) for each table.

where

B, the number of row categories in each table.

of association (P) between variables.

(c - 1) X

C denotes the number of columns, and

2

The level of significance 

distribution tables.

df •

level of significance.
total number of respondents was 235 (N «

were tested at the 0.05

X®

we used:

variable is delinquent behaviour.
test of independence between the independent and 

and to test for the level of significancedependent variables 
relationship between variables.

used the Formula:

obtained by using the X 
All the hypotheses in this study

In all the tables appearing in this '
236),

E

In this chapter we try to see the nature of the relation-^ 

ship between our various independent variables and the dependent 

ones. As discussed in the previous chapter, the independent 

variables consist of the family environments, while the dependent
The chi-square (X^) has been



Relationahip between Family size and Delingnencv
Virtually all the studiee carried ent on juvenilo

family.

Stadias vhich have used official delinquents as respondents

hoys case from families slightly larger than the average size of the
family in England,

This study also attei^pted to see if a relationship existed
between family size and level?of delinquency. The findings are
shown in table*81,
TABLE 21: Family size hy Level of Delinquency

Family Size
t ; Wdium ZSmall aLar ge Total

13»88Calculated
df 4

• 94

have consistently found that delinquents come frmm large ■Faw-i i jag. 

The Ciluecks (1934 and 1950) found that most of their delinquent ''

Level of 
delinquency

85 (36.1)

0 
(3;a)

43
(18.3)

68 (20.0)

6
(8.6)

32
(13.6)

18
(6.1)

80 
(8.6)

235 (100.0)

113 
(48.1)

Mild 
(%)

33 
(14.0)

30 
(12.8)

82 (34.9)

50 
(81.3)

87 
(11.5)

96 
(40.4)

High 
(%)

Total Valid 
(J6)

Kone 
(*)

A

has been and still is an eo^iricists dream,*

X®

delinquency have had something to do with size of the delinquents 
Hirschi (1969: 839) has observed that ^tize of fam-g ly



13.28Table
0.01Level of aignificance

The larger the family size, the higher the levelHYPOTHESIS 1:
behavioar*of delioquent

Table 21 indicates that the largestvnataber df bl'gh?.level '

This is also thedelinquency scorers came from large families.

On the other hand, the largest number of none delinquents came from

the

Insome

Some of
The acquisition'normal' functioning members of society.to become

parents
In this vay, the basic assumption of the theory of

the
children attempt to cope with the reality of the situationindeed as

. OSJ
.1

norms, 
likelihood of engaging in delinquent acts becomes very high

small families, while very few of the none delinquents came from
The findings shown in thh table seem to

of societal roles, 
of the children to become delinquents, since theleading some

have not been able to perform their duty as agents of

some cases, thia neglect, may infact be actual rather than perceived.
The result may be a lack of interaction within the family unit.

the children end up not being . . properly integrated

socialisation.
culture (that adequate socialisation through acquisition of societal 

values, roles etc) is greatly undermined. In this regard.

case with those children who had engaged in mild delinquency.

norms, values and mores is inadequate, thus

large families.
support our hypothesis, thus leading us to accept it.

One major reason given for why more delinquents come from 
large families is that in such families, there is no atmosphere 
conducive for learning through the process of socialisation. Due
to the large number of children, there exists a lot of conpetition 
for parental attention among the many children. In the process 

of the children may feel a sense of parental neglect.



This is almost similar to the argument advanced by Birscbiat hand*

likelihood of delinquent behaviour increases as an individual's bond

The perceived or actual neglectbetween the parent and the child*'*

that the bond between them has already

thus increasing the chances of the child's engagingbegan to weaken*

in delinquent behaviour.

When we tested for the association between family size and level

of associatton (P) to be very high*significance
of 0*05* since it meant a 99% level of confidence. the accepted one

concluded that a relationshiptherefore,We,of the association*
between family size and level of delinquency.does exist

Studies which have used official delinquents as respondents have
also foiind a

When self-reports have been used

Nye et althe fi idings on

when be
His finding indicated thatof commission of delinquent acts*

chiIdren
to have committed delinquent acts.families

failOd to find a relationship between 4

their respondents and reported delinquent acts*
tested by Dentler and Monroe had been derived from the

96
i

how ever, 
(1067), using a version of the delinquent behaviour measure used in 
this study, found a relationship to exist between sizes of families

His findings were supported by Hirschi (1969)

The hypothesas 
researches of Nye (1958);

relationship to exist between family size and delinquent 
behaviour (Gluecks 1934, and 1950). 

this relationship have been varied.

of delinquency of the respondent in our sample, we found the level of
It was far above

and delinquent behaviour.
tested for the relationship between size of family and

of the child by the parents means

Dentler and Monroe (1^61),

to society weakens; one critical element of the bond is the attachment

the size of family of

(1'69 : r49) in his social control theory when be says "that the

frequen cy
from large families are more likely than children from small



McCord and McCord (1959), and the Glueeke (1960)^. All these
studies had found a relationship to exist between family size and

Consequently, we consider our own findingdelinquent behaviour.

behaviour to be consistent with the findings of other researchers.
This is without regard to whether the studies were concerned with
the levdl of delinquency or with delinquent behaviour per se.
Relationship between family Stability and Delinquency

The
delinquency has enjoyed wide popularity with the belief that

as apposed to
The intact home

variable in our study has been ;^eferred to as stability of the
This means that we had what we termed unstable or 'family.

broken families on the one hand, and the intact or stable
families on the *'q*ther hand.

As discussed previously^the factors which lead to unstable

where the mother never marries, whereby the familyor cases
The effects of death, 'fftyorceremains as a single parent family.

are
father, or with no sort of gnardian at all.mother or

When we tested for the association between the type of
family (home) and level of delinquency, the findings are as shown
in table 22 below.

97

separation, 

left with either a single-parent, with foster parents, a step

delinquents tend to come from "broken 

"intact" homes ( Glnecks 1934; Wootton 1959).

"broken home" as a factor related to juvenile

homes"

divorce, separation, desertion.

as regards the relationship between family size and delinquent

or desertion are that the children from such families

or broken families are death,



Family (Home) type by Level of Delinquency)TABLE rS:

Family or Home type
Level of delinquency

TotalBrokenIntact

95986None
(40.4)(3.8(36.6)W
113eo34Mild
(48.1)(12.3)(38.7)(%)

271017High
(11.8)(4.3){1.2){%)

23848187Total Valid
(100.0)(20,4)(79.8)(%)

Calculated

10.60Table
0.006a

the
that moBt of ourrespandenta came from

Further,from broken ones.intact
more
from intact

98

of > those 
families in larger 

respondents who had engaged in delinquency

13.64
2

Our 
famines while very few came 

who had engaged in 

numbers than from broken families.

df

Level of Significance 
the intectness of the family, the higher

In fact, there were more
than (those who came) from broken homes.

a mild level of delinquency came

from intact homes
Uirschi (1^6»: 243) found that "the difference in behaviour 

children from broken homes and unbroken ones did not 
great emphasis placed on the broken home factor in

between
justify tke

TTYPUTHES1S-&: The less 

level of delinquency, 

findings indicate



comnon-sense explanations of dolioqaency* There were no dearth
of boys froD broken homes in the present saoule".

These findings by Hirscbi are consistent vith our OVD as
This leads us to feject our hypothesisshown io table 22»

about the relationship between the two variables. A major
reason which could explain these findings is that in the total
population^ there are more intact families than broken ones.
Yet, children from these intact families do engage in delinquent

This is no exception as far as the present samplebehaviour.
There are more iutact families than there areis concerned.

broken ones.
Self report studies have found little or no overall relation

ship between the broken home and delinquent behaviour. The

between broken homes and theft.
find an overall relationship between the two variables* He,

The absence of one parent is certainly hound to have its
effects on the children especially where the socialisation

To symbolic interactionists, the absence

relevant symbol in the form of a father image and its related
The ensuing result is that this deprivation facilitateshabits.

the likelihood of delinquent behaviour since the relevant symbol
is absent to reinforce the learning process of the child.

09

however, maintained that there is a relationship between the broken 
home and delinquency, only that the relation is very weak.

level of significance of 0.3 when they tested for the association 
Hirscbi (1969) also failed to

present study need the same tool for measuring delinquent 
behaviour and found a relationship to exist between home-type 
and delinquent behaviour. Hentier and Monroe (1961), found a

process is concerned.
of a parent, for example the father, deprives the children of a



This perspective weold he applicable in explaining the
delinquent behaviour of children f^oBbroken homes* However,
the findings in this study do not seem to support the

It is viewed as the responsibility of theparents alone*
community, and especially so, in cases where there are extended

If a nuclear family breaks up, the extended family takesfamilies*
up the duties previously carried out by the nuclear family*

the socialisation of the children*These include
One major reason hi ch may explain the findings in thiaT.

with one type of family alone*
haveas a

dealt mainly with the relationship between the broken home
delinquency (Nye 1958; Dentler and Monroe, 1961; Hirschi,and

parent was present*
tyjo a d se’f-reported delinquent behavior and fa iled to find

moderately, but significantly related to self-reported official
trouble*

These findings by Johnson led him to observe that

100

typi^'S 1 conclusion is that the quality of the parent-child 
relationship (often termed the parent-child attachment) rather
than the intactness of the family, matters most in determining 
the actual behavior of the children "(Johnson, 1^86:65).

interaetionist view* This may be explained by the fact that the 
socialisation process in the rural areas is not theAuty of the

We treated the type of family 
dichotomy (intact and broken) while other scholars

study (the very high level of significance of the relationship 
between type of family and delinquency), is that we did not deal *.

1069)*
Johnson (1986), treated the home type in terms of which

He tested for .the association between home

a significant re * atiouship* He however, found that* home type is

"the
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This perspective woold he applicable in explaining the
delinquent behaviour of children f^oobroken homes. However,
the findings in this study do not seem to support the

It is viewed as the responsibility of theparents alone.
community, and especially so, in cases vhere there are extended

If a nuclear family breaks up, the extended family takesfamilies.
up the duties previously carried out by the nuclear family.

the socialisation of the children.These include
hich may explain the findings in this

with one type of family alone.
haveas a

trouble.

These findings by Johnson led him to observe that "the

100

dealt mainly with the relationship between the broken home 
and delinquency (Nye 1968; Dentlor and Uonroe, 1901; Hirschi,

typi'^a 1 conclusion is that the quality of the parent-child 
relationship (often termed the parent-child attachment) rather
than the intactness of the family, matters most in determining 
the actual behavior of the children "(Johnson, 1^86:66),

interactionist view. This may be explained by the fact that the 
socialisation process in the rural areas is not theduty of the

We treated the type of family 
dichotomy (intact and broken) while other scholars

study (the very high level of significance of the relationship 
between type of family and delinquency)^ is that we did not deal

1069).
Johnson (1986), treated the home type in terms of which

He tested for .the association between homeparent was present.
ty'O a d se’f-reported delinquent behavior and fa iled to find 
a significant re'atiouship. He however, found that home type is 
moderslely, but significantly related to self-reported official

One major reason t.



should be more icterested in the parent
child relationship rather^ than, the intsctness or stability of

to determine the behavior of the children*cr d e Ta family i
This is becaese. intact families do not necessarily mean that
there is emotional stability for the children especially if the

This is exemplified by the factparertts are not getting along*
that children from intact fe'ilies engage in delinquent

The absence ofthose frm broken families*behaviour as do
stability for the children in intact - families may leademotio .al

to a weaker parent-child attachment* This in turn leads to the

Theweakenirg of the bond between the child and the parent*
result is that the child does not internalize the values. norms j
roles etc vhich are imparted to it by the parents.

that the child receives inadequate socialisation.f mean scourse.
which may lead to delinquency*

I

Relationship between level of education attained
by parents and delinqueucy

The edncrtion attained by the par-nt or parents of a child
important factor, not only in its relation to the behaviouris ar.

of a child- but also in its relation to other social phenomena.
such as the occupatioti of the parents* However, the question of
whether the educational level attained by the parents is related
to delinquency

101

This implies that we

of the children, has remained unconfirmed*

This, of



Muge (1972), found that most of the parents of the

educoti.'>n. Muga did not, Hovever, indicate whether it was the
Mother or the Father who h&d attained the low level of

▼eriables.his

Tables 28 and 24 show the level of educaiiou attained by the fathersl
and mothers of the respondents by level of delinquency of
the respondents.

Fathers education by level of delinquencyTable 281

level of education attained by fatherLevel of
Totaldelinquency

01334810None
(22.3) (15.3) (42.3)(4.7)

101256313Mild
(46.9)(11.6)(6.0) 20.8(%)

235126Hi gh
(10.7)(9.3)(8.6)(S.'S)

2166312399Total Valid
(99.2) (108.0(87.2)' (19.8)(!«)

102

No formal 
Schooling

College 
and above

Secondary 
and below

delinquent chJ Idre:. studied had attained a low ieve’ of

educati'.i.. He a'so did not test for a relationship between



6.68

df 4a

5.39Table

0.25Level of Significance aa

Mother*e edncation by level of delingaencvTABLE 24:

Level of education attained by Mother

Level of Total
delinqnency

Note:
8*82calcalated

• 4
• 7.78Table

Level of Significance
The lover the level of edncation attained by the

As
attained by the

103

No formal 
Schooling

14
(6.1)

19
(8.2)

39 
(16.9)

6
(2.6)

Secondary 
and below

80 
(34,6)

17
(7.4)

College 
and over

12
(6.2)

39 
(16.0)

2 
(0.9)

231 
(100.0)

26 
(10.8)

58
(86.1)

155
(67.1)

23
(9.9)

111
(47.2)

95
(41.1)

Uild
(St)
High 
(%)

None 
(«

Total Valid 
(JJ)

Hypothesis 3• 
parents, the higher the level of delinquent behaviour, 

both tables 23 and 94 show, as the level of education 
parents (father and mother) increases, the level

There are 4 missing observations

df
X®

X®

» 0.10

NOTE: There are 20 missing observations 
p Calculated X



Mor© of our respondents

Overall, the

number
formal schooling or had had a level

delinquency

o.oe.
s

Deniler

test for
Their measure for
DO

edu cation
The neargraduate.

education

findings.
for father’s

"aug^istsfathersthat
ntrend inat best a

104

of secondary and below.
education of the parents increases, the level

parents who either had had no 
These findings thns confirm our

between father’s 
association showed a 

level of education attained by the father was 
since they ranged from college

whose parents bad attained 
higher level of delinquency.

different from our own 
through high school graduoto, to less than high achool 

similarity in the measures used for both 
behaviour by Dentler and Monroe and 

obtaining the same

below had engaged in a
of children who had engaged in delinquent behaviour had •

of delinquency of the children decreases, 
a level of education of secondary and

hypothesis that as
of delinquency decreases.

This doos not however, confirm that education of parents and 
of the children are related in a significant manner.

In both cases for father and mother respectively, the level of 
significance of the relationship was far below the conventional 

therefore, concluded We thercforB, concluded that a

and delinquent 
in our study, o«y contributed to

However, Hirschi (1969: 70) using a different measure 
education, obtained the same result. He con '’uded 
education by self-reported delinquency 

the direction of a negative relation.

ignificant
the parents and the delinquent behaviour 

and Monroe (1961) had found a lack of association 
edncation and self-reported delinquency. Their 

level of significance of 0.5.

We,
relationship does not exist betuRen the education of 

af the children.



delinquency has had little to do vith

Where mother's education has been

Monroe, 1961).
.overall relationship does not seem toEhren though an

exist between the level of education attained by the parents
and delinquent behaviour of the children, this does not diminish

of the children*
Children whose parents have

This is especially so since thereceive no motivation at all.
identify with. Neitherchildren lack a relevant symbol to

In such

106

high level of education*
Children whose parents have attained a low level of education

themselves with the .reality.
symbols for the children to emulate,the likelihood of engaging in 
delinquent behaviour becomes very high*

On another level, Merton's theory of differential

education engage in delinquent behaviour more*
in our society is directly related to occupation, and consequently

opportunity may be used to explain why children of parents of low 
Since education

the mother nor the father act as relevant identification symbols 
This absence of motivation to the children.

delinquency of the children* 
mentioned, it has been used as an index of some other variable 
such as socio-economic status of the family (Dentler and

the in^ortance of the education of the parents and the behaviour
The findings in this study, and the confirmation

of the hypothesis bear this fact* 
attained a low level of education seem to engage more in e 

delinquent behaviour than those whose parents have attained a

Research on 
mother's education especially as a factor related to the

for the children*
may consequently lead to the absence of any guidance* 
circumstances, the children are left on their own to familiarise

Due to the absence of relevant



income level, parents with lew education may in moat cases have

This may have a direct effect on the children wholow incomes.

want various amenities of life, yet they cannot acquire them s

In order to acquire

socially accepted.

status 6f the family.
been included to come up

/

of the
This is in viewindexes

of the

106

societal members value.
achieving them is by obtaining them through means which are not

father has been used often as 
In some instances, father's education has 
with a refined index of socio-economic

low socio-economic status, 
delinquents as repondents have found with unvarying consistency 

from homes in which incomes are lew andthat delinquents come
the quality of family life poor (Gluecks, 1960 and 1962j
Uuga, 1072),

of socio-economic status 
traditional belief that delinquents come from families of 

Studies which have used official

since their parents do not have the means, 
such items as money and other socially required items, the children

After all.may very likely engage in delinquent behaviour, 
their parents are unable to provide them with such items which

The simplest and cheapest way of

status. ■
In delinquency research, mother’s occupation has rarely been 

socio-economic status index. Only in few studies

Relationship between occupation of Parents and Delinquency 
The occuptation of parents, and more notably, that of the 

an indicator of the socio-economic

has mother's 
socio-economic status of the family.

In this study we were interested in both the occnpatioq 
father and that of the mother. These two were used as 

of the family.

included as a
occupation been used to refine the measure of



Our findings on father's and Mother's eccapations by

level of delinquency of our respondents are ehovn in tables

25 and 26 respectively.

Father's Occupation by level of delinquencyTABLE 25:

Father's Occupation

Level of

Delinquency

There areNote:
4.63Calculated
8
2.77Table
0.25

Table
engaged in high

107

Feasant or 
General vork

45 
(81.7)

IS
(7.8)

181 
(88.4)

44
(81.3)

6
(8.9)

81
(10.I)

207 
(100.0)

89 
(43.0)

97
(46.9)

61
(29.5)

36 
(17.4)

86 
(41.5)

Mild 
(%)

Total Valid 
(!«)

None 
(«

High 
(«

Level of Significance 
25 shows that the majority of our respondents who had 

level delinquency had father's who fell in the

These totalled 7.2^

df

28 missing observations 

X®

Prof essional or Total 
Senior Administrator

peasant farmer .or general worker category.

of the total. Only F.Ojfc of the high delinquency scorers had 

fathers #hd fell ia-the professional and senior admintetretor

category of occupation.



Studies which have used the self-report as the measure
of delinquent behaviour have persistently found no relationship
to exist between father's occupation and delinquent behaviour*

Thia

was

The level of significanceassociation between the two variables*

of the relationship between father's occupation and delinquency

This led us to conclude the absence of a significantwas too low.

relationship between the two variables.

However* when the relationship between mothers occupation

level of delinquency was tested* the finding was a significantand
table 26 shows.

Mother's occupation by level of delinquencyTABLE 26:

Mother's Occupation
Level of

TotalDelinquency

108

16
(6.8)

181
(78.8)

M 
(».6)

94 
(40.*)

65
(28.3)

48 
(21.8)

3 
(1.3)

85 
(10.9)

30 
(13.0)

«30 
(100.0)

85
(41.3)

110
(47.8)

Peasant or 
General Worker

Professional of 
Senior Adminhtfatoz

High

Uild 
(«

Total Valid 
(«

Kone
(X)

(Kye* 1958; Dentler and Monroe, 1961; -Hirsohi, 1969).
the same finding which we came up/^when we tested for the

one* as



there ereNote:
10.26Calculated

2a

0«21Table
0.01Level of Significance

As vith

or

engaged

and Monfoe
and

Most

Hirschi and came to the conclusion^
andei

even
and

I
coefficient

respondents

109

delinquency 

worker category

at the

and father or

working mothers

of 0.9.

gimeral 

total of our 

in high level 
admiristrative category of occupation.

between mother’s occupation and lewel of 

be highly significant at the 0.01 level, 

have not directly tested for this 

Dentler

the relationship between father's occupation and 

of our respondents who had engaged in high lev^l

occupation of the parents of our 

as the case may have been).

relationshipf 
(1961),

the category 
tested for the 

delinquency
not particularly strong

our respondehts who had

When «• looked 
(botht»other

6 missing observations
X®
df
X®

were controlled for.

mployment
the relotio” between

onticedent variebloB
number of ^iblinga

found to be a correlation

delinquency, more 
had mother's who fell in the peasant farmer 

of occupation. These totalled 9.6^ of the 
respondents. Only 1.3J^ of 

delinquency had mothers in the professional

and senior
The relationship 

delinquency vaa found to 
Bren though provious atudioe 

tests similar to our *wn here been done.
for exl^l.ftested for association between 

■

theft by juveniles, and found a level of 
of their respondents were, however

of mother s who were unemployed.
association between mother's

that
when other

mother’s supervision, 
of the associetion was The strong*^

of 0.4.

significance
concentrated io

self-reported
the two was

such as family status.



index of the socio-econonic

Socio-ecoDOBicTABLE 27:

Socio-economic etatne of family
Level of

TotalHighdelinquency MiddleLow

1

4 niasiDgNote; 10.13

4

9.49
Table

0.06
of the .onomic statno

table 9^ came from
in

stataa
theaeSven

high atatna
- 110

48
(20,8)

74
(32.0)

19
(8.2)

141
(61.0)

22
(9.6)

23
(9.9)

48
20.7)

3
(1.3)

26
(10.8)

14
(6.1)

3
(1.3)

42
(18.2)

231 
(100.0)

111
(48.1)

26
(10.8)

96
(41.1)

Mild
(!«)

High 
(Jt)

None 
(Jf)

Total Valid 
(if)

There are
Calculated

df

observations

Hypothesis 
parents, the higher 

The findings in 
bad engaged 

families

ignific®“C*
— the socio-ec 

level of delinquency.
that 8.2^ ””

delinquency 

only 1.3^ ®®“® 

had engaged in

indicate

high 1®”^ 
, while 
children who

Level of s 
. The lover 

the >

respondents who 
low Bocio-economic 

familiea-

we were able to come up with an 
status of the family. Table 27 shows our findings when the 
association between socio-economic status of the family and 
level of delinquency was tested.

statns of family jy level of delinquency



shown that the relation between

that-the juvenile

in which the

ia

When

between

relation wasthe

a new

father's

socio- ■

Nye

economic statue

One major
children from

inin large
biased manner

engag®who

111

! ■'

index to measure 
and education 

likelihosd

concentrated in the low socio-economic 
of the relationship

education, ikey
further ’^® *

justice 
socio-economic

mild level delinquency were 
The level of significance

These findings

socio-economic status 
small (Nye eti< 1967 ; Dentlejr 

And jret, official sources indicate 
"overflowing 

(Hirschi, 1969:06)

This may 
methods of apprehension

occupation
found that the 

level of 0.6.
lationship to 

behaviour.

8 is the

socio-economic 
not a significant 

socio-economic 
, together with 

of association was

explain th. prevalence of 
families being found 
institution'

entire juvenile

exist between 
but the correlation'a

system adopts
strata

nomber®
of apprehension

is very
Reiss and Rhodes, 1961).

courts and institutions are 

economic dregs of society” 

of the biased manner

sentencing of juvenile delinquents

a biased

carried out. 
as /icail tested for ttaa association Rentier and Monroe (1961J t

status and delinquency, they found that- 

one. Even when they devised 

statns by including 

mother'a

reduced even 
(1968) found a re 

and delinquent

were too low.

status category.
was quite high since it stood at 0.06. 
confirm our hypothesis, thus leading us to accept it.

However, research has 
a-..d the commission of delinquent acts 

and Monroe, 1961;

delinquent 
and sentencing.The 
viewpoint toward children from low 

in delinqne"* behaviour. Children

with the socio-
be a reflection

and



ties

Ooe candelinquency.
view.
serving the

come

and
The cultural

as

through norms9
exists

thisineducation.
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This can per}isps 

of differ

society.

and controls the 

mores

therefore, there 
institutional 

for

along Marrist-

The findings

families hardly ever reach the 

with the relevant author!-

upon the
Such goals include 

Success

existence
Merton identified

structure
accepted

I
I

1

!•,

the cu 
consists

economic strata 
relevant authorities, 
and may in most
that every time 
always he found to

"owner
status groups who own
Delinquency is,therefore, seen 

only possible through and its prevenvxvu, 
socialist lines.

fr->m high socio-economic status
"things are arranged"

However, children from low socio-
the access to the

juvenile courts since 
for their release, 

do not have the means nop 
They, therefore, are apprehended,charged, 

instances end up being sentenced. This means 
official statistics are used, a relation will i. ..

exist between socio-economic status and
, interprets this from the Marxist point of -

The agents of social control in society are seen as 
class", that is, the high socio-economic 

and control the means of production.
central to capitalistic societies, 

social reorganisation

show that a large number of 
socio-economic strata, 

standpoint about the 
people in society.

of society.

in our study
from the low 

from Merton's

OB the

institutions. Essentially, 
but ho emphasis 

these goals.
achievement of 
of occupation

delinquent children 
be exploit®*® 

ential opportunities for 
Itursl and social structures 

0, defined goals, purposes 
legitimate for all -embers of 

other hand, defines, regulates
- c.theSe=goals

interests which ar®
The social structure, 

accept***!* 
and other

the defined go*!*

case ni»y



the ♦ .

to achieve these
Therefore,means*

value?

They do not

have

between

are

to visit

or

V

The to
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procedures

The

paid* 

, on *tine 

parents vlalt 

be weekly or » 
frequency 

factor

the ease, 

paid empleynent

In

means* 
etatuB familieB more in
from high Bocio-economic aftna familiea. 

.n attei^t t* j^ahferB *»>o aoci^lly 

„d,r to achieve what their parent, c

on * -
/
rarely
leits by the 

the growth

an important

Wolationflhin
jls is generally 

urban area, to look tor
obtained from the farme.

while the women are
the Children, ibea- abaent parent.

their familioa at crt.io time..
ot the end ot .very -onth aioco

Vhlle aome 4t theae abaent
basis which could 

never visit their families.
absent parent is .

and socialisation

such times occur
when moat aalarl« 1 

their famil'i** 
monthly, other.

0f these 
contriboil“«

and higher monetary gain.. Individuala in aociety find it hard 
goals through the legitimate and acceptable 

as Merton put it, "which of the available 
is most efficient in netting the culturally approved 
technically most effective procedure becomes typically 
institutionally prescribed conduct." (Merton 

This mey explain why people from lower 
to deviant behaviour in the

preferred to
B. K,, 1968; 189). 
socio-economic Btpata revert more 
ottempt to aecure the ancc.aa g.ala in aociety. 

ihe ability to aecure the goal, through th. logitimato
Thia may children from low aocio-economic

delinquent behaviour than those
To them, it may be

- accepted behaviours in 
cannot obtain for.them.

......... . . and delinggenffl
rnral people migrate to the

to snpplemeot^aho'jaftarffe 

moat inatancea, it ia the 

behind to look after 

" expected i
left

"normally 
Por most families, 

this is the

earnings 
men who migrate

These



absence nay result in the lackof the children*
and consequently in

absence.

It was thisother parent
tested ourvhoMwe

one:of visits Jb:Fre gen cP8:table 1

of visitsFrequency
TotalLevel of

delinquency

df -6.63,
Calenl’**^

iflcance
Level
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1
(2.4)

A month and Less

86 
(63.

ft
(4.9)

6
(12.2)

16
(36.6)

41 
(100.0)

8
(19.6)

ft!
(66.8)

6
(14.6)

6
(14.6)

19
(46.3)

8
(19.6)Mild 

(«

High

()t)

None
()i)

Total Valid 

W

residing with 
17,4^ were residing with 

had migrated.

, 6.99

« 0.06

A prolonged 

relationship (attachment).

This is because the absent parent is

More than a 
Month and above

hypothesis on.

x’

level of delta

in the socialisation process of the 

father and source of authority is

of parent-child 

indented socialisation, 

not playing his/her role 

children. His role as a 

quickly eroded du. to his prolong.d
Our sample showed that 67.of onr r.spondents were 

both.their parents, 18.3% had no parents, while

one parent. Thio means that the 

17.4j6 of absent parents

Tabid
of 6^6“



HvDotheBiB 8: The lower the freqaency of visits by an absent

some
by an

Those
of a month

within a period

then with the same

are quite
Bren

shown in

does

to our
socialisationbinding of the

of a
to the

This is

likelihood of the
does
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I

3

tendencies*
io the child's

whose parents visited them...
month and above, had engaged 

In fact, oply

delinquency* 
On the other hand, children 

than a

prolonged absence
children* 

child
^ovolopi®®

not pi«y

hypothesis*
, of the relstlonehip 
iHt, therefore, conclude 

frequency of

small duo to the 
table 88 load us 

, the level 
at the

parent, the higher the level of delinquent behavionr. 
As table 86 shows^ the number of absent parents who visited

Been then, it provided ns with

parents visited
above) wore

of absent parents

absent parents, the findings

The findings
relationship 

of the parent 

The lack
relationship may 

antisocial 

his/her role

delinquency* 
the same frequanpyCa

process of the 
creation of a parent 

child
because the absent para

lasting more
at the rate of 12.2^*in high level delinquency 

4.9^ of the children whose 

frequency (more than a month and 

though those percentages 

overall numbers of 

to accej^t our

Furthermor., to* of -ignificnc.

significant at the 0.06 loval, ’ 

relationship does axi-t 
level of d.liaa“’”'y- 

.nd the equally significant 

observation that

was highly

that a significant
visits by an •bsent parent and 

whown in table 28
lends credence

creates a void in the
suitable setting for the

contribute

Don delinquents.

their families was quite small* 
insight into the relationship between frequency of visits 
absent parent and level of delinquency*

children whose parents visited them within a duration 
or less bed engaged in large numbers in mild level 
Only 2*4^ of those whose parents visited them with

month and lees) had engaged in. high level



in eases where the fathersocialization.

parent one.

chances

absence
bis children, thp image

Since symbolic interactionism

that socialisationsaggests
Their veryvital to the children.

absence raises
symbolsto create their own
the religiaPAbetweenRelationsbi

and delinqgen^^

been more interested in onlyhave
Scholars in

in

(Wootton, 1959;
teettoIn order

inquiriue
went further because

>
All belongedtheto one or

as far as the re®P
This isre

lie

affiliated to a religions

with delinquency 

the field

The OTfisting
whether 

of delinq««“®y

literature
in theory or

of r 
eSDplo*

This may be especially so 

in cases where the family is a single

children to give meaning to it.
is never ending, such relevant images

ligion.
attendenc® 

the 
in o»r

whether the Buhjects
denomination* ***’

Dentler and Monroe
tbeais

denomination.
sampl®

our hypo

to the Christian 
of church 

. used 
.of the

were
further

family membera.
eligioua commitment 

In doing thia,

Thia

the frequency 
the index which w® 
of the familiaa

as the father or
the likelihood

pod interprete them in their own way.

coBinitment of the family

into
, almost ever^ 

This was no exception

Bhova that^l^oB ha. had little to do 
in empirical research.

substitute parents, 
of inadequate socialisation, which may lead the children 

to develop antisocial tendencies.
From the point of view of symbolic intera^ionism, there is an 

of relevant symbols. In the case of a father who never visits'', 
of the father as a symbol is lacking fof the

religio"® 
ondeut. i" 

„e, therefore 
,ith other 

lo»el
I to 
jespoo'’®"*’

than only

never visits the children, or
In this case, the mother has to leave the children with

In either of the above cases, there exists the

their sampl®® wore
hew often they attended church services 

1961> Mugs, 1978).

on reliflioo in this study, we 

the religioo® affiliations of
claims to be affiliated^nC;

our respondents, 

other

mother become
of delinquency of the children who have

concerned.
and inquired into



Wootton

sindiod woro

I. •

naapopdentB Chnrch attoadance byof

Larel of
delinqaoooF

■'. 1

■/I

4f

!'
Leyol

n't

24
(10.2)

43
(18«3)
60

(21.8)

40
(n.o)
(16.6)

3
(1.3)

82
(34.9)
2

236
(100.0)

96
(40.4)

27
(11.6)

TABLE 29: gyeqoencr 
ot Pelipgaea^

62
(22.1)

8
(3.4)

Mild

(je)

Caicul®'*’*^ 
of Sign

16
(6.8)

12
(6.1)Kone

(X) 113
(48.1)

Hi ch
(X)___ _
Total Valid

(X) 

Fre^nencZ 9t Chiirch attandanee

df •

delinquents in 
while those in the control gronp 
Huge (1972), also found that all of the delinquent children 

affiliated to some religion. It could have been 
the case that even though the children in Muga'e study were 
affiliated to some religion, they did not attend chnrch sorrices, 
nor did the other members of their families. Heligion is imparted 
to children as a form of moral gnidance in the socialisation 

Ve shonld, therefore, expect to find differences in 
children vho cone from families which are

process.
behaviour between those
deeply coqmitted to religion, and those «bo are not.

Tables SO and 30 show onr findings when ve tostod for the 

relationship between religious,commitment and delinquency.

we were guided by the belief that the family is larger than the 

individual, and consequently more influential on indiwidnal action.

(1969), had found that the majority of the 

her collection of stadias were non-church attenders, 

were regular church attenders.

X
ificapc« -

101
(43.0)

Table X S' 14.862 * e7.66,
0.006



scorers
services.

contribution of none delinquents.

In fact,

the

This led us

is shown in table 30.

Religious commitBOnt of faoily
Level of Totaldelinquency

Calculated

Leval of
118

and
table 30: Religious

level of delinquency 
commitment of family by level of delinquency

As table 29 shows
those who rarely or 

attended quite often and every time,
was among

Among those who 
found the largest

3
(1.3)

16
(6.8)

14
(6.0)

31
(8.9)

7
(8.9)

66
(83.7)

71
(30.2)

69
(29.4)

6
(8.6)

146
(68.8)

113 
(48.1)

836
(100.6)

45
(40.4)

87
(11.6)

Little or 
Kone

the largest contribution of high delinquency 
neverattended church

Some Commitment

88 
(11.)

19.88 
4
14.86
0,005

33
(14.1)

High Commi tment

Mild
(%)

Bigb
()«)

Table
Signiflc’"'*

Kone
()i)

Total Valid
(!«)

df
X®

delinquency was

between church 
The relationship

was to be
This Bhows that as the frequency of attendance increases, the like
lihood of engaging in delinquent behaviour decreases, 

relationship between frequency of church attendance and 
found to be highly significant at the 0.006 lovel- 
conclude that a significant relationship existsto
attendance and delinquency.

between religious commitment of the fadAy



The less the religious commitment of the family*
the

nent
coDDitment*

from thecame

high religious

is generally the case* is imparted toas
These children are taught to'

avoid
of God*in the eyes

sets such as truancy* stealing* fightingwould inelndeThese
others*and various

all included and considered as juvenileThese same
By teaching children to felloe

In this
becomes

case*
thisonfinding®ing the

11^

children from a 
everythin8 and every

of tbeir
the children sey

th. ..clelie-iio” proceee into force#
very applicable in interpret—

Since religion in Kenya is

The level of significance of the relationship hetueen 
commitment and level of delinquency was very hig^i. 

shown in table 30 and the equally hi^

acts are

this study* 

religion* and by practising these docjbrinea .

emulate them*the parents are in

while 30.2% of the none delinquents came from families with a 

commitment*

delinquent 
the doctrinn® 

so thatthemselves
actuality puttiug 

tha theory «>< 
hypothesis.

religious

(O.OOB)* The percentages

lOTol ofaleniflt’Dee- of the pelationahlp lead na to eonelud. 

that a aigaiflcant relatiouahip exiata between the two variablea. 

These findlnge auoport our hyp.theaia and lead u. to accept it.

Religion in Konya, 

very early ago* 
action that is not viewed as acceptable

offences in

Hypothesis 6-1
higher the level of delinguency.

Table: 30 shows that of the total number of high delin^ency 
scorers* 6% came from families of little or no religious commit- 

y while only 2*6% came from families of a high religious
On the other haijd* only 1*3% of the none delinquents 
families with little or no religious commitment*



' I

early age, in the precess of inpart*.

In this regard.

test*
Torn in the next chapter in vbich .ve

f

180 .

}

I

I 

i

ship between the
using the chi-squaro

in sammsry
conclusions based on these findings*

are in 

children who

will be presented 

will also present our

imparted to children from an 

ing religion to children, cultural values, norms, neres and goals 

effect transmitted to the children. In this regard, the 

fail to internalise the teachings imparted throu£^ 

fail to become adequately socialised.religious teaching, may

They are(therefore,not fully integrated in society and this may 
easily lead to delinquent behaviour tendencies.

In the proceeding chapter, we have so far tested the relation
various independent variables and dependent ones. 

The findings discussed in this chapter

-v-ttY or NMBOW
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CONCLUSION

family
family environments were:

Ther^ were in aMv &4tbe
These had the same responses rangingdelinquent

level of

from never

These were

of the parents

commitment of the family.

measured using a modified version of

Summary of the Findings

In this study, the relationship between certain specified 

environments and del|inquent behaviour was tested. These

2 which 

Out of 
relationships 

significance- 

attained by 

found

association.
the variables was 

levele 

rejected.

family stability.
tested., five of them were found 

significant at or above the

3, which concerned the

the parents, though accepted on the 

to contain a relationship which

to contain 

0.05 level of 
education 

basis of percentages. 

was not

often.

Six .hyppt^®®®® were 

the chi-square test for independence

The level of signi«le»“ee of the relationship 

measured at the 0.08 level. That ls,et 

Out of these six hypotheses, five were

The rejected one was hypothesis

(1) Family sise

(2) Family stability

(3) Level of education attained by the parents
(4) Occupation of the parents
(b) Residence
(6) Religious
Delinquent behaviour was

Nye (1968) delinquent behaviour scale.
behaviour items.

committed the act, to having committed the act quite 
scored 0 to 3 on the scale,

formulated in this study, and tested using
and for significance of

between 
the confidence
accepted while one was 

concerned
six hypotheses 

which were 
Hypothesis



found to be

tois central

Conclusion

kind to be

vas

1

The

side.
tested for the relationship between

The methodsdifferent

who have come into
Some have..

the

have
unknown delinquentto
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They were employed 
the findings such that one, two or more would be used to interprete

These three theoretical approaches were, however,

(a) The sample
did not focus on

studies concerning juvenile delinquency have 
example, Uuga, 1972,

the course of the present study was found 
of theory and also on the empirical

contact with 
the polic®»

delinquents.
However, other

Various 
social factors 

been varXi“g 
delinquents (those 

of juvenile delinquency prevention 
approved schools and remand 

drawn from the juvenile

exceptional in that it was the first of its 
By this, we allude to the

population 
behaviours.

This study was
carried out in Konya.
used in this study; that io:

which was in the form of a self report, and

such as
homes), whil* 

without regard

To interprete the findings, three theoretical approaches 
These were not confined to any one of the findings.

methodology
(1) The questionmire

completed hy the respondents themselves, 
selected also differed significantly in that it 

convicted or appretended : juvenile

were used.
on the basis o£ their adequancy in interpreting

researchers have
and juvenile delinquency.

from one researcher to the other*

one hypothesis.
closely related to the process of socialization which 

interpretations of delinquent behaviour.

been carried out: for 
data gathered in 

the sideto be useful both on

used to do this have
used 

institutions
juvenile courts, 

need samples
their known or
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these studies hare been also varying {dependingThe findings from
Scholarsujho have used

the social factors and delinquent
I960, 1962; Healy 1915; Wootton,

come
I '

On

Some

childrendel inqneut
more failed to find

all thebetween

rela tionship to exist between the
were Tests of statisticaland the

between
deHnquen* visits by absent parents and delinquentoffrequencybehaviour* between

typebetweenbeha viour*
123 t.

, !

i

Hi

. • (
!• ! ■

1 ■

del inquents.
We

significance
behaviour*

the type af respondents used*
their res ondents have invariably found a

related to

uncovered by

juvenile population 
failed to find an overall 
envlronmont^®"'* delinquent 
family factors such as family sisa have been found to be significantly 

delinquent behaviour, while others such as the broken home 
rel atioitsbips However, in most instances, the 

from the various family anvlronmenta^ are

relationship 
socio-econondc status and delinquent

have uncovered no

! ;
! ' I

found to contain

ba ve a
tested for significance, the relationships have

beha viour.
1969; and Muga, 1972).

from large families, from broken fa milies, from families in 
low education, and also from low socio-

These are the same findings which were 
I

an overall relationship

numbers of

economic strata.
been found to be significant.

other hand, those who ha ve used samples drawn from the 
without regard to their known delinquencies have 

relatiaoship to exist between various family 
behaviour (Nye, 1968; Johnson, 1986).

respondents. 
Out 0, th. ....................*“ •**

signifi^®^^ 
dependent ones, 

8 between family sise and

mostly on
official delinquents as

to exist between

than non-
this study.

family Bnvir«ninBntB and the delinquent behaviour of the

ariables
that the

relationship
(The Gluecks, 1934, 

^bese studies have found that more delinquents

independent v
showed

which the parents
When



This shows that,be’ov the 0,05 level of si g.i i f i csnce.f i cSij t

thoti. h the re • ati'’ .shi’* betreen the level of education attainedeven

does

In every instriice, there were more children who reported deli-
•it behaviour who came from large families, from families in which•>q e

low level of education, from low socio-

econof'iic stat es

co imi tmeiit.religion's
of family contradicts

This means that, in orderbroken homes ttia.i

Obe

indicaton that there

behaviour then is ge. eral-in delinquent

to confirm theThis would seem

aJuve' il eohservat;on
adolescents who engage in deli-80 many

this needs someConsequently,behavi nr arenquent
atte ’ t ion

124

the pare.jts have attained a 
families, from fami’ies in which the absent parents

from intaot ones, 
sh- uld look further than only the

have Bore

alterant to remove 

agents of juvenile justice.

explo..atory power.

Overall, the find* QB

apprebensi on

a.d from families with little or no

in order to 
and sentehcing by the

left un-apprehended.

the selective na ture of

wi th ty e

t u r

comnitmeut of the family and de i.jquent behaviour, were all signi-

type of

to n •

rarely visit their ch-Wdren,
The rejection of the hypothesis which dealt 

the firm beUef that more delinquents

derstand thia rel ationsi.ip, 
family into the oarent-child relationships which may

of fsM-ly and deinquent behavi ur, and also between the religious

of this study are an

cone from

ly portrayed in 
that the entire

In this way,

by the parents was -ot fo ud to be significant, a relationship still 

exist between certain family factors and delinquent behaviour.

selective basis.

are more adolesce-ts who engage 

official statistics.
Justice system operates on



to exist between tbe variouspel atio. sbi'»

the fiLidiiigs

c; ture,

>ortunity ?ers0
de) in<}uent be*-t p.

The

It has felled tostance

'normal

ine.gage is not restricted io
has he‘:'ed to

alone,the urban areas
ofbe aareas ma ythe rural

also be anThis mayin Kenya.lacetaiting
social

made
The findings towards, the efforts be-tributer-’ ■

oia.iOr in Kenya.

ing
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conn try exp
’ evel

aile delinquency
ce of juveile delinquency in

social changes whi h are

'la y a This is in view
the behaviour of the children

io tbe children so that they become
Cousequenxly, in the

reflect!on

n-bere adolescer.ts engcge

haviour, it is the res Jt

and economic <.hanses in terms of develop, 

proportionately,

in this study have two

ii;;|>lic8t OUS

By uncovering a
. (he .-e’i auent behav - ir of the childrenfamily euvirome-ts and the «.e i suw»
families r.ud by ihe ati.empt to explain

eriences

of crime-rate^n so 

and -the con lesions

de' i.'.qnent

sbo« thnt juve

The exitten

• jsin^ the

.ede to orevent juvenile

of i«adeq»»ete socialization.

the ininediate age t of socialization, has ii. this in- 

a most vital duty.

ioi^ication that as a

during the process

This study, by uncovering 

behaviour and who

rient, its

family, as 

failed to perform

efforts made to preve- t 

ce- tial role.

the most, important part, in owulding

of socialisation.

the existence of adolescents who 

reside iu the rural areas,

that i‘» most coses

sy ’1)0 ■ ic

active, this st- dy has

tra-.ismit

’ and f "1 ctio*:i’' S
jjvertile de'inquency

of the fact thrt it plays

which may
delinquency

tbe social values 
me-nbers of society.

, the f'.mily should

from these
three theoretical a .’.roaches, namely, the theory of 

ii. teract• onism, ai.d Merton's differential 

underscored the view



for del i.-Qu6ncy prevention effortsInp 1jcflti one

This study hrs
used tow'- rds the efforts to

(1)
than has been•■»«rspeci.ive,

adolescent becones deli~in

One 8h> ild go further and studyado)escent.

This wi^l provide aof the adolescent.the fenily of orie^in
the rdolescent reverts to delinquentgeneral background on why

to the juve;>ile de’inquents

the

It should be extended to
This is in view pl the fact that the

Delinquent
In order to, at

childrenleast, prevent
family

and

fact observed by that allow a carefulin ways
sot beenhave

carried out or allow one
inassesment of Maboutrefers: cesto make strong
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which they are 
their effects.

family a-^ts as 
belinviour is related to

life ed ’cation 
counselling.

:.O6) that

from reverting
should be offered to families

This is i/kview of the

behaviour.

Further, in offering "treatmeut" 

be restricted to the adolescent alone.

order to seek to understJiiid why a..

delinquent behaviour, one sb'-uld not onlyeiga^-.eX in

del i. que-i t behav.our.

that juvet’ile de/inquency needs to be looked at from a wider 

..otmally the case. This is to say that

nquent or

"delinqueucy prevent*

study the i divid’ial

esnecialy to the parents.
the first agent of iacialisation. 

inadequate socialisation.

to de^inq uent behaviour,

comprehensive 

in the form of ?' -ida '-ce 
Gottfredson {1086 

implemented

nicovered two major im?! i cations which may be

<revent adolescents engaging in

treatment should not

the fa mily of the delinquent child, and

ion orogrfms

the oja nner



room for
In later stages such

volve both
of the comniiiity si .cemembers

of socialization*
should not confine itself(a)

Satndes shouldto dealing
a nd from juve

nile delinquent institutions.
the home experiences of the twosamp/es lithe two

are
the information gained from the twotendencies.

towards the search for causes of deli-useful
towards its prevention.

in delinquency related researchshortcomings

In a developing co :utry like
is that it is

Lougi-

should deal with children born
'arts

times usinu: questionnaires

These
and interview Data should

subjects, a

uncovering what are the major
step

127

samples ma y prove 

, and consequently

That the study of delinquency

wsith officia'ly termed delinquents.

order to k. ow 

has demonstra ^ed, adolescents 

unknown detinq lent

eval’.iaiion of their success 

then be e-teuded to the school - setting to in-

together with other
a program can

the students end the teachers.
they fre also important age'its

research subjects.
tfkeu

jis the present study 

their hitherto
sam^les.

ready to report on

or fail'^re.

behaviour being 

gcbedules. 
to the pere-.te 

school recorde, 

towardsalso be obta

Such an a; pro a ch B>»y

Comparisons of

uquency

Further Reaearch

One of the major

usually 'short-term,
esearch becomes very necessary.

and carried out in various

juvenile "^o ulation, 

Data can then be obtained from

Kenya, long-term 

tudi a 1 research sh-i.

a.,d others

orie:;ted r

uuld be desi;/ ed

Such research 
cohtrts) who should be selected as the 

followed with reports on their

be dr wu from the entire

A family ’'Ssed ureves ti-»n isrogram would a’! w

of the country-
at specific periods, (birth

These sh >nld be 
et certain specified 

sho'*ld be administered to the research 
of these subjects.

jid from po’ice and court record:.
ned from

be a



This

TTO ild be si Her to the study carried out by West and Farrington

(1077) which involved the school, the pa rents, the vol ice and
The study was carried out over a period of 20the co irts* years.

At the sa r;e time a fund sli Id be set aside dealiiig with
this kiud of research.
this ty'.'e of longitudinal research is quite enormous. However.
in the face of the changing times, this should not be so difficult
since it will have its res Its in the future.

128

causes of de ir.quency which have so far remained obscure.

This is because, the funding needed for
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I

^estlonnaire number  

SECT ION A

!
Yee,

(ill) if you

r

are

driver
teacher

*^/ // *UJ J » 

2>^btrr\
•

V

i
School 

education 
education 

■ ( above has your 
of the above has your 

. The followins occupational

belong*
(a) P eaaant farmer oF
(b) General vorTseae eg* 
*/ . \ <nM/^«e0flfllonal

I

Ihie is part of . a study Intended to find waye to make life bettte* 
for young people in this area. As ouch, so that we can offer you 
adequate guidance^ we need to know a few things about yo^3 SpecifioQlly, 
we need to know something about your family, your experience and problems 
** any. The questions below are meant for you to onawer bo that we ean 
iearn the above things about you*

I

J*o one in this School will know how you answer your questions* Sha-c 
why you are not required to give in your name on the questionnaire# 
number at the top of this questionnaire is intended to help 
Diany you are* Please answer the questions frankly, < * -
there are people who might disagree with you. Try and answer all 
questions. It you do not undcrataad aay oF the question^ you 
to ask or enquire*

small 
hotel waiter, oleaner, 

doctor, lawy«r»

of US in Kenya

father I what has happened to your mother? 
, (c) divorce, (d) desartion. 
--- one of your parents, what has

(a) death,, (b) divorced (e) left you^dZ^^^o-.
- educatloaal levela which a pereoa may have attained.

(a) No formal Schooling 
(b) Primary School
(c) Secondary
(d) College

■ (e) University 
(i) ffhlch of the 

(ii) Hfhich

father reached? 
mather reached? 

classes which mapy

1* Kost children have brothers and sieiters in their family*
( (1) HOW many brothers and sisters do you have? 
(iii How many of them live with you at home? 

(ill) Are there other children apart from your brothers and 
too live with you at home? Yes, No*

(iv) If Yes, how majjr are they? ,

2. Most children live with both their parents.
(i) Do you live with both your parents? Yea KO

(ii) If you do hot live with both of then, who do you live with? 
z(a) Mother > (b) Father, (c) Relatives
If you live with your moth^T what has happened to you father?
(a) death, (b)separation (o) divorce (d) de^tion or (e)'never 

married.
(iv) If you live with your

(a) death, (b) separation 
If you do not live with any 
happened to them? I

5, Below are

- Shat is 
She 

us know how 
even; if you think 

——— the 
are freeof tbo question^



(2)
1

1

(i)

(ii)

(iii) J

'!

Other*

No.

/

(11)
(111)

your 
your 
you?

5
I

YeS)

Which relision <1° yo« 
(a) Christianity L 

(e) Kone
parents belong 
brothers

Yes,

(d) Ror^y *
6. Most people

(1)

(a) rural area 
(iv) If you stay with father, 

area

, Church (Mosque) services?
I (d) every time.

Church services with you (if they 
religion as you are? Yes, No. 
of the ^mily attend with you?

Do
Do 
aa

(iv) How often do you 
(a) Never 1

aflomat, permanent secretary,!

to the same religion as you? Yes No. 
and sisters also belong to the same religion 
No.
att end

(b) Rarely (c) quite often

(v) Ito your parents attend t- 

are of the same
(ri) Do other meobers

(d) Senior administrator es« Minister,
big—business owners and big farmers.

(i) which of the above does your father fall under? ..
(ii) which of them does your mother belong to?  

5. Today most children live with their parents either in the rural 
or urban areas. However, some parents, and especially the father 
live in the urban area.

Do you live with both your parents in 
(a) the rural area or (b) urban area

If you do not live with them together in the sane place, 
who do you stay with?

(a) Mother (h) Pather
If you stay with mother, where do you stay?

(b) urban area
where?

(a) rural area (b) urban area
(v) If you stay with relatives, indicate where else

(a) rural area (b) urban area
(vi) How often does the parent who you do not stay with vist you?

(a) Once a week
(b) Once a month
(o) Cnae a year

b^l^ng to this or the other religion.
I belong to?
X'b) Islam (c) Traditional (d)



(3)

SECTION B

all night without your

without alegitimata excuse or

cxpclled

class test 

2

and over) thatSbs«20
(ii) Taken
’ JI . on purpose,or

(*1) all know ar© not

dox* no’thing

u

(use these choices'

(vii) Driver.

As we groi*

A* Never
B • Once or twice
C. SevaVot twas

D. Qi'Liita^

i) 
I

which we 
ever>

• JK 0 wr. a* ” -r r 
approved off hy

(i) Taken

did
(ill) Damaged 

Gone on 
property

ĉz.
-  73

"2-
F.

I Never
j Ba Once or twice 

0, ^cveroL tiMes" 
d • O^e*A

to steal (j'f"other
should not be  

various activities 
in society. Have you

value (between

private property

er tried to buy it --------------------
or even sold them — 

put d»n police probation  
dances where others would drink beer

(use these 
Choices)

(use ' 
these 
c4o^*os)

i
i 

even bought 
used drugs (eg. Bhang) 

by the police or 
to parties or 

 without permission
a Oar without a licence 

we usually commit 
other people in 

little things (worth

belong to you , ----------
u things of some 
not belong to you 

or destroyed public 
to someone else’e 
without permission ------ -

— tried to break

mJ indicate the choice which 
in the boxes, (just as you 
Indicate the letter beside the 

answer from those in the box.

school, most people have done 
evert

to you

1 A. Never
! B. Onco or twice 

Q * Xcverai- "tiMar 
D« gjuit*

(iv)

Tuirairg w^h-- 
to steal . - —
in woods, building, or 

where they should not be ,

—i in 
ned by people = 
)©©& iD, a -

Por this section, you are required to 
applies to you from the ones giv^ 
answer multiple choice questions), 
question after choosing your i------ —

1. Before they have finished secondary 
one or all the following, Have youall the following, Have you

(1) Disobeyed your parents -----
(11) Ran away from home or stayed out 

parents permission — 
(till) Stayed away from school 

permission from your teachers 
(iv) Sent out of any clasc for 

misbehaving —
(v) Been suspended or 

from school 
(vi) Cheated on any 

(vii) Smoked while in school or 
even at home 

(vlii) Drank beer or
(iv) Taken or
(v) Been pick up

(vi) Gone

intention 
Set fires 
p la c es -

3. Young people engage

(11) '•*"’I”
Hiryour -nother olf father „ 

/force or threats to
W .»ey "*

acii <,» your F«"» ■——(vi) Concealed a we p ttoN 
thank you m youR coo^^-^.^L-

offences which are not 
' Have you ever>

less than Sha.5) that did not


