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ABSTRACT

The major hypothesis tested in this siudy 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 delinguent 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 this, the present study drew its resrondents from
a section of the juvenile population without regard to their known

or unknown delinquent behaviour tendencies.

The research design involved a survey of a sample of form 1
students selected randomly from six secondary schools in Nyeri
district of Central Province bf Kenya, The schools were themselves
selected randomly to include three for bLoys and three for girls.

Thé survey was undertaken in such a manner that its findings would
add to the efforts being made to prevent adolescents in engaging

in delinquent behaviour, The basic tools for data colleclion were a
self-adninstered questionnoaire completed by the respondents, and
unstructured questions for the headteachers aud staff, and available

deta,

The major findings of the study were that adolescenis in secondary
schools do engare in juvenile delinquent behaviour, and that the
family environments which these children come from, as measured by
family size, family stability, level of education attained by
the parents, the socio-ecoromic status of the family, the frequency

of visits by absent perents, &nd the religious commitment of the

(i)



family, predispose these children towards juvenile delinquent

bebaviour.

As anticipated in the three theoreticsl ap)maches which formed the
framework for this siudy, the process of socialization is crucisl
to the formation of proper and socially adjusted personalities,
Inadequate socialization was found 10 be & major reason why these
children engaged in delinquent behaviour. Those cPildren w«ho had
engaged in a high lev~l of delinquent behaviour ceme from large
families, from femilies in which the parents had atteined & low
level of educeiion, from low socio-economic status families, from
families in vhich parepts rarely visited their children, and from
famjlies which had a low level of religious commitment.

It was concluded that a relationsi.ip does exist between these
family environments and the delinquent bebaviour of the children.
This relationship has two major implications towards juvenile
delinquency prevention efforts., These are:

(1) That there is & need to look at delingent bLehaviourfrom a wider
perspective than is presently the case., This wider perspective
shbould include offering guidance and counselling to the family

since it is the first agent of socialization, This is in view of

the fact that most children engage in delinquent behaviour due to
inadequate socialization. Yet, at present, treatment is ouly
offared to the delinguent children.

(2) That tbe study of delinquency should not confine iteelf to

dealing with only officially known delinquents, It should draw

samnles from the entire juvenile populatien, This is in view of

the fact that a lot of delinquency goes undetected.

(i)
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CHAFTIR 1

INTRCDUCTI AN

This study dealt with young persons of both sexes drawnfrom selected
Kenyan secondary schools in one district. The important aspect amnong
these young persons, and ane woiich was of significance to us, was the
various juvenile offences which they have engaged in. These various
offences have been referred to vardously as Juvenile delinquency,
delinguent behaviour, or simply as juvenile misconduct.

Studies dealing with this phenomenon have been carried out in Kenya.
(Lluga, 19723 Muteti, J.K., 1983). However, these studies have had
a certdin uniformity in that they have dealt with lnown orwhat is termed
as official delinquents. By this, we mean, that the respondents used in
these studies were children who are already institutionalized and,
thereforeofficially recognized as delinguents.

The present study is unique in that it did not deal with officially
recognized delinquenits. Instead, it drew lis respondents from a section
of the Kenyan juvenile population without regard to their kmown delingqu-
ency. In this respect, we saw it as necessary to first outlire the mamner
in which young offenders are apprehended in Kenya, and after apprehension,
what procedures are followed when these offenders are taken to the
Juvenile Court. We also outline the kind of treatment that might be

prescribed for such offenders.

Apprehension And Treatment of Juvemile Cffenders in Kenya

In. present day 3tates, llaintenance of Law and Order in Society
falls under the jurisdiction of that individual State!s Police Force.
In tiis case, Kenya is no exception. Therefore, juvenile offenders, as
individuals who breach our society's law and order, fall under the

Jurigdiction of the police.



lowever, as this meyve, problems still arise duc to the fact
siat the police are not evenly distributed in icrms of numbers terough-
tih~ country. Thire are more police in urbam areas than there

are in the rural areas.

In urban areas, tac tasic of apprei~nding Jjuvenile offenders is
oasily done by the police, who then take theseoffenders to <h-
juvenile Court. In the rural areas, tne task 18 not se easy since the
police are few in numbers. _ﬁ"he task of apprehension is, therefore,
subject to the society's fecling that a Juvenile is a menace to the
people by repeatedly engaging in enti-social acts. In this case,
parents and teachers act as the agents of law and order. This is
because they are the onel's who are closest to the young people. A
parent who feels that hig/her child is becaming unruly reports that
child to either probation officers, children's officers, or to the
chiefs, vo thenapprehend the child with %he help of the police
and take him to Court pending further investigations. This does not,
however, mean that this kind of apprehension 1s only restricted to
the rural areas. Even in urban areas, it can take place, and
infact does.

Once the young offender is epprehended, his/her case is heard
in the juvenile Court by a presiding judge,who then summons a
probation officer. The officer is instructed to trace the family
background of the offender so as to lmow what sort of sentence should
be passed, in order for the judge to prescribe treatment. The probation
officer, after studying the home background. of .the offender _then
prepares a report which is presented to the Judge.

This report leaves open four alternative forms of treatment.

These are:



(1) Probation may be recommended by the probation officer if
the offence was noi very serious and if chances of reform
are seen to exist. The offender is then instructed to

gsee the probation officer on prescribed days and
at prescribed times. The probation officer 1s supposed %o
offer cowmselling and guidance as treatment to the offender.

(i1) For those under 16 years, whose home background and history
are found not to be promising, cammitment to an approved
school is recommended. At thie approved school, children's
officers offer guidance and counselling %o the children.

At the same time, technical and formel education is offered.
The aim of doing this is to rehabilitate the young offender
so that he/she can become a “normal" and functioning member
of the society after discharge from the approved school.

(111) For those above 17 years, and with serious offences, commit-
ment to a borstal institution is recommended. There are at
present two of such institutions in Yenya. These are
Shikuse in Kakemega and Shimo-la-Tewa in Mombasa. These
borstal institutions fall under the Prisons depertment,
hence sitrict discipline is observed as is the case in
prisons.

(iv) An alternative form of treatment is recommended if not any
of the above tihree. Tn most instances this alternative
happens to be caning of the offender, followed by release,
with a promise of good conduct.

The essence of any of the above mentioned forms of treatment

prescribed lies in the assunpiion that the young offender will

refrain from cammitting further Juvenile offences. How far these



forns of treatment have succeeded is only open fto conjecture. At
the sane +time, the methods used jip epprehending the offenders leave
no doubt that most offenderc gre left unapprehended,
Further, whaelfl We.looi: at tuie statistics available on apprehended
and convicted juvenile offemders, we note that, while a very large
nuaber of offenders are apprehended very few are counvicted in the

juvenile Court. (See Table 1) This might be explained by the selective
nature of Court Convictions on tie basis of social status and influence

of relatives of the offenders who are of higher socio-economic status.



TABLIE 1:

Juveniles apprehended, charzed and convicted wmder

the penal Code, Chapter 63, Laws of Kenya. (1980 and 1984)

1980 1984
liale |Female | Total | Total | llale !Female | Total |Total
Arres—| Convi- Arres-|Convi-
ted cted ted cted
iiurder (including
attenpts) 24 2 35 - 10 10 20 ot
Ileanslaughter - - - - 2 - 2 -
Rape (including
attempts) 4 1 5 1 13 - 13 4
Assault 148 43 191 42 191 37 228 50
Cther offences
against the person 60 11 7 15 17 12 89 20
Robbery ard sllied
offences 93 3 96 17 106 1 109 12
3realdngs 366 18 384 76 390 15 405 69
Cattle thefts 8 - 8 - 6 1 7 3
Theft of other Stock 14 - 14 6 13 1 14 3
Theft of over 400 EShg 120 21 141 33 173 28 203 26
Other thefts 405 56 461 118 468 48 519 129
Theft from Vehicles 29 = 29 3 T4 - 74 3
Theft of Bicycles 20 1 21 8 21 - 21 2
Theft of produce 40 2 42 12 7 4 81 22
Theft by servant 52 68 120 15 54 73 127 16
Receiving stol en
property 18 1 19 10 32 1 33 3
Cther offiénces against| 66 9 75 18 65 8 73 14
property
All other penal code
offences 125 20 145 40 175 37 212 53
Total 1592 256 1848 414 1947 276 2232 429

Source: Kenys Police Headquarters, Nairobi




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

tremend ous 384 juvenile offenders. Though the numbers arrested in

both years were nigh, there were very few convicted for both years
(22.4% end 19.25 for both years respectively). This may be a reflection
of the selective nature of the Courts in passing sentences on the

offenders.

The Problem

In Kenya Juveniles who are reported and apprehended aftexr
having committed offences are charged under the Children and Young
Persons Act, Chapter 141 Laws of Kenya. Such juveniles, after appearing
before a presiding judge in the juvenile Court, maybe placed under pro-
bation, put in an approved school, or camitted to a Borstal insti-
tution. The aim of following any of these three alternatives i.s to
offer a "cure" for the young offender. In any case, careful watch
is kept of the offender by trained officers of the relevant departments.
These officers offer treatment in the form of cowmselling, guidance
and any other form of assistance deemed neceasary.
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. The reason for
carrying out this study of the homgground is to provide information ( bace
cancerning the up=bringing of the child. Home background information
which is sought includes the financial status of the family, the
parents marital status, the offenders life in school and at home, and
many other related facts. Thne assumption made here is that by lnowing
the homebackground of such a childjynecessary and adequate treatment
can be prescribed.
Incidentally, even after treatment has been prescribed, and the

offender has served the sentence passed by the presiding judge, no



follow—up of this offender is done after discharge. It is assumed

thet be/she has reformed. There are, therefore, no statistics wbich

can be used to show failure or Buccess 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 s@-called treatment. The only conclusion open to us is that
the treat ment prescribed and offered has not shown any marked signs

of success which was the aim of the exercise,

The Children and Young Person' Act, Chapter 141, Laws of Kenya,
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 operation
of the Act. With the existence of these two bodies it would be

expected that at least adequate waye of preventing juvenile delinguency
have been found, Dut, sadly enough, this is not the case, as statistics
indicate, In 196%, there were a total of 1898 children arrested under
the juvenile penal code, By 1969, this figure became slightly reduced
since there were only 1232 juvenile arrests. Ten years later, (1980)

the figure had risen to 1847, while in 1984, it had risen to the
tremendous figure of 2232 children (See Table 1),

The figures showing juvenile afrests raise two question which are
of vital imnortance if answered, and if adequate delinguency prevention
efforts are to be achieved, The first gquestion has to do with whether,
as 8 matter of fact, we shuuld continue trying to "treat" only the young
offender or should we not also include in the treatment the immediate
group to which he belonzs, namely the family? The second guestion
which we should try to tackle concerns whether we should continue to
deal with samples drawn from a population already termed delinquent,

By a populstion already termed delinquent, we mean those juveniles

who have



been apprehended and charged in a juvenile Court . Shoul d we
not seek an alternative population, namely a representative
gample o° the juvenile population in order to offset the

bias introduced when we use o:ficially termed delingquents
as our reapondents?

It was in responge to the above two major questions that
this survey was designed. It was an attempt to deal not with
an already officially termed delinquent population, but with
samples drawn from & section of the Juvenile population with-
out regard to their known delinguencyo

Phe setbacks posed when dealing with institutionalized
juvenile delinquente have been topics of focus by Scholars
such as COhen,-iQSB; Hirschi 19693 Freeman a nd Jones, 1970;
and various others. The major criticism levelled against the
use of official delinquency reports or statistics, is that
they do not present us with a true picture of the extent of
juvenile delinquency in any one countrye In this reg=rd,

Kenya is no exception, as the Commissioner of Police recently
poin ted oute (Njiinu B.K., 1986:4). The main reason advanced
an fo why such official statistics are unreliable in gauging

the extent of juvenile delinquency is that the police and the
Courts are usually very selective in handling Juvenile cases.
This happens to be especially so where status diiferences are
involved. Young offenders from high socio-economic status
famlilies never reach the courts due to the influence which

such families have over the forces of Social control in society.

As an observation, The National Foundation For Educ ational
Research in England and Wales in 1965 recommended that Ydeli-
nquency requires study within the framework of normal behaviour
and education so that knowledge of its causes andmethods of

prevention a nd treatment can be extended and improved.®

( S1ough, B;1965:134)



ifowever, the defects and shortcamings of official data hed
already been recognized by Cohen (1955), when he suggested thet
"in order to overcome the defects, we must start not with knowm
delinguents but wita rcpresentative samples of the juvenile
population dravm without rezard ito their lmown delirfuent nig-
torieg". (Cohen;1955:170)

The views and observations made by such scholars led us to
design a survey to deal with adolescents in schools. Ve assumed
that these adolescents have at one time or another engaged in
delinquent behaviour whether in or outside the school setting.

This survey was limited to the school setting due to the fact that
these juveniles offered us a representation of the juvenile
population in Kenya. FPFurthermore the majority of adolescents in
Xenya (over 8C%) attend school, with very few non-attenders, At the
same time, the period and funds at our disposal would not have
allowed us to extend the survey elserise.

By dealing with this kind 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 delingquent when conducting delird uency related
research. The first question was expected to be angwered in the
implications resulting from our data.

In order to make it more appropriate in answering our posited
questions, this survey was designed in such 2 way so as to try to
relate the delinquent behaviour of the adolescents to their family
env jrénment. The guiding principle used here was essentlally the
same one used by the juvenile courts in helping them to pass sentence
on the juvenile offenders, iamely, that of studying the homeback=-
srounds of the young offenders before deciding what treatment should

9



be prescribved.

2y relating the family environ=ents of the adolescents
o treir delinquent belmviour, tids survey limited itself to
tringio seell a relationsnip if there was any. However we camnot
pretend to offer the causes of delinquency as such a +ask weuld be
enornous. In this light then, the problem of thisg study was

stated as followe:

"Is there any relationship between family environnentssand

the level of juvenile delinguenc) among school-children?

Definition of major concepts

In ihis survey, the major concepts which need to be
defined in order to suit our purposes are Wwo. These are:
"fanily environments' and, " juvenile delingquency"

The concept of family was defined by Murdock (1949:4-11)
as "a social group characierized by common residence, economic
cooperation and reproduction. I% includes adults of both sexes,
at least two of whom maintain a socially approved sexual relationship,
and one or more children, owm or adopted, of the sexually cohabiting
adults," This definition obviously poses problems in our present
day understanding of a family. In the first place, it emphasgises
common resldence, which we lmow does not necessarily have o be
there today since saie parents or one of the parents may not regide
&t home fulltime, yet he or she still constitutes part of the
fanily, In the second place, tihe definition underlines ihe
Presence of "adults of both sexes sharing a socially espproved
sexual relationship." 3But we in Kenya have ncome to observe homes
viich have only one parent, especlally where the moiher never

married.

10



Yet siie still nag chidldren obtained from sexual relationships
witlcl: have not been soclally approved = assuming that by

social approval Murdock neant being recognised as man and wife or
aniting in merriage. In essence, Murdock's definition
constitutes what we may refer to as the nuclear family nede

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

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

not of the two spouses nor legelly adopted, but living within
that famlly as if they belonged to 1t - especially those of
relatives.

Consequently, liuvdock?! s definition appeared too narrow
to suit the purposes of this survey. Therefore, the survey was
designed in such a way that the term family would enci}ass
almost all that we understand to be constlituted by that term.

In this case, the survey chose to recognize the single parent
family, tie extended family in the form of children of relatives,
and the nuclear family.

However, to be more concrete, the survey chose to view the
family in terms of six postulated factors which will be referred
to as "enviromments." The idea of viewing the family in terms
of these gix enviromments was prompted by such studies as that
of the Gluecks (1962) and that of Getzels and Jackson (1961).

In their study, the Glueclks postulated very many family
environments'! since their's was a complex study. Iowever,
Getzels and Jackson (1961 : 354) had only seven family
environments. These were, "education and occupation of parents,
age of parents, mothers memories of own home, reading interests
in the home, parental satisfaction and dissatisfaction with the

child end vdth his school,

11



parentcl satisfaction witl: the child rearing practices, and
Idnds of friends preferred for their children.!

Altiaouzh their study was not on delinquency, their
fapily envirorments helped a lot in the postulation of the
family environmments used in this survey, and it .is on them
that they were modelled. As such, the six family environments
postulated for this survey were;

(1) PFamily =ize

(2) Stability of the family

(3) Level of education of tne parent(,s)

(4) Occupation of parents

(5) Residence of the parent(s)

(8) Religious commitment of family.

The second majJor concept of this survey is juvenile
delinquency. Various people have.offered numerous definitions
of tilz concept. However, generally speaxing, when adolescentis
(aged between 7 and 17 years) engage im or display antisocial or
wayward behaviour, they are said to engage in Juvenile delinquency,
and are referred to as juvenile delingquents or juvenile
offenders in tae legal realm.

She Gluecks (1962:4) define juvenile delinguents as "children
between 7 and 17 years of age who comit repeated acts of a ldnd
which when carried out by persons beyond .the statutory Jjuvenile
court age of 16 are purnishable as crimes? This definition is
of course in line with the legal definition of a juvenile
delinquent under British law. Suprisingly enougn,it is not so
far renoved from the definition given in Kenya of a Jjuvenile

delinguent. Under laws of enya " Jjuvenile delinguent is a child

12



,between the statutory court age of 7 and 16 years who comnmits an

act wiich when committed by persons b'eyond this statutory juvenile
court age would be punishable as a crime, or as an act injurious to
other individuals or the public, that is, the state or govemg_.n;_
(iiuza, 1972: 141),3asically, there is no difference between the above

two definitions except in the age limits set for the definiiion of a
juvenile. This is not suprising since socievies set thelr own age
1limi+ts for that kKind of definition. However, the observation +hat
can be made here is that both definitions stem fram the legel arena
and are, therefore, official definitions.

For this study, juvenile delinquency was viewed as those acts
which when committed by adolescents {between 7 and 16 years) and detected
would result in punis‘memt of the person committing them by the larger
society or by the instituition within which those acts are coomitted.
In this case, Juvenile delinquent acts include. destruciion of
property, violence against both persons and property, stealing,
smolzing, handling and consuming alcohol, running BWPy .from school, and
other variously related acts.

By defining delinquency in tidls way, we were able to go beyond
the legal definition and male it casier to deal with our population.
At the same time, we recognized the limitations of such a definition
in the face of the legal realm, and in view of the assertion by
Cloward and Chlin (1960: 4) that "delinguent acts are distinguished
from other deviant acts by the fact that they result or are likely to
regult in the initisrtion of officlial proceedings by agents of
criminal justice". At tite seme time, we kept in mind the reason why

we clhiose to deal with samples dravm from the juvenlle population.
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Conseguently, our definition may be seen as consiifuting deviant
acts wiich if broughtbeforea legel officer would or may constitute
delinquent acts. TFurthermore, the method used in obtaining our

data propelled us to use the above definition ol juvenile delinquency

witi.out overlooidng its assumptions.

Justification for the study

The najor purpose of ihe stuﬂ&“is to provide us with data which -
may help in offering quidelines for juvenile delingquency prevention
efforts in Kenya. This study was motivated by the fact that very
1ittle research has been carried out in Kenya on the very important
subject of juvenile delinguency. Nuch of the available literature
on the subject has been written for and about other countries. Yet,
as we lmow, each country has its own peculiarities in terms of culture
and other social phenomena. In view of this, this study may uncover
facts wrich have not been uncovered in the existing literature, and
may, tierefore add to, or bulld en tte limited mowledge sbout tie
subject of Juvenile delinquency.

A% the same time much of reseé@h done on delinquency, has been
carried out using the already institutionalized ciildren as subjectis.
These cixildren have already been officially recognized as Juvenile
delinquants. Yet, such subjects are not rzpresentatlve of the
juvenile population. This study was, therefore designed to use a
Bample dravm from the Kenyan juvenile population in Nyeri district
of Ceniral Province, selected without regard to tneir known
delinquencies. Tiis does not mean tiat our sample will be wiolly
represontative of the Kenyen juvenile population. In order to, av
least, be violly represeniative of tie Kenyan Jjuvenile population, we

would require much more time and fimds, whici are 1limi ted.
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evarilaless, it is owr beliel tiat date jouliered rom tie praseny
szizle will Se of viital use o tioze intsrested in e prevanzdion ol
Juvedle delinguency ond evein o scucol disciplinorisns.

Turt.. Ty at tne time ol tals survey, it wes otserved that siatistics
cained Sron officicl sources slwow tlat tte dajority of dhe institu-
tionalized cixildren come Irop .ifT Vellerr, T;onza 2nd Ceniral Frovinzceos.
(Frura, 1272)

Consequently, we camnot overloo: the fact that enya is a
developing counsry. As %hs 197C, United lations Congress on the
Trevenition of Crime and trestment of offenders concluded, "As any
country begins to open up, outgrow its traditionalism, and respond to
outside influences or new ideas by modernizing, industrializing and
concentrating people in certein areas, its people and particularly
its yownrser generation seize the nmany new opportunities. 2ind in doing
50y & sm2ll but progressively increesing number of them succumb to
tempiotions and seek illesz)l satisfaction throush erime’. (Clinnard
anc Abboi, 1973: 11).

23 talding a sample from Central Province, in which Nyerl is a
district, we hope thet it will relp us to see whether this is one
resion in Henya which is experiencing development. I+ will also
help us +o erase the nyth that juvenile offenders are only to be
found in urban sluns end ihelr neizhbourioods.

A% tire same tine, tils study, widcl will be carried out in
an arece w.dci: is experiencing rapid social change and development,

s throw nore ldght on whellier rapid social change and development
are related to the level of crime rate in a cowntry. This may assist

planners and social-workers in formulating their social and

development policies in future.
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CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETI CAL #R AM BWORK

General Overview

A lot has been written on the subject of delinquency
end especially so on juvenile delinquency by various scholars
using diff erent approaches to the subject. In their
attempts, they have come up with verious views and conclusions
on the subject.

It is the purpose of this chapter to discuss the findings
of come of these researches so as to0 provide a general back- |
ground for the present study. The study does not intend to
replicate what has already been done by these researchers.

It only intends to test some of the propositions ad vanced on
the subject of juvenile delinquency within our own cultural
setting -(namely in Kenya-) and to suggest any new ideas which
might be uncovered for further research on the subject.

Scholars on the subject of delinguency are variously
agreed that family factors play a vital and importan% role
in determining whether one will become delinquent or not.

Such scholars include the Gluecks (1934, 1950, 1962); Hirschi
(1969); Sutherland end Cressay (1970); end verious others.

Several factors within the family have been advanced as
being explanatory variebles in the causation of Jjuvenile
delinquencys. Such factors include size of family, the broken
home, criminality in the family and others. In the course
bf advancing these factors, several methods have been used
ip this effort to determine the importance of the home and

family in its relation to Jjuvenile delinquency.
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Sutherland and Cressey (1970: 204) have cited thvee
general methods which have been used in the attempt to
determine the importance of the family and home conditions
as factors leading to delinquency.

The first of these involves evaluating the home as a
whole by means of a rating device or scale. The home is
then appraised by setting a "normal" standard for homea, an a
concluding that home conditions are the cause of delinquency
if most delinquents come from homes below this set "normal"
standard. This method was used extensively during the early
stares of delinquency research.

The second method involves evaluating the influence of the
houe by a general study of individual casess. This method,
like the first one, was also used in the pioneering stages
of delinquency research. In his study, Healy (1915), used
this method and estimated that the home was a mejor factor
in delinquency in 19% of a series of a thousand cases iu
Chicago, and a minor factor in 23.5%. Two hundred and thirty
07 his delinquents came from homes having extreme lack of
parental control. This method permits the researcher to
evaluate the meaning which & particular set of home conditions
has for the specific child, and this makes allowances for
the fact that "bad" homes do not always produce delinquent
children. However, its major setback is that the method is
subjective, and findings are very likely to reflect the
Preconceptions of the particular researcher.

The third method used is statistical and 1s a technique
which varies from simple calculation of the comparative

incidence of certain home conditions among delinquents and

17



non-delinquents, to more sophisticmted techniques of holding
constant certain variables while determining the degree of
asgsociation between delinquency - the dependent variable, and
one other independent vzriable. In this way, the technique
aims to identify certain specific home conditions which are
agssociated with delinquency, rather than measuring the
influence of the home as a whole, This happens to be currently
the most popular method and hazs been used by scholars such

as Nye et al (1967); Dentler ana Monroe (1961); the Guecks
(1962); Vaz (1967); Hirschi (1969); and Brown (1984).

By using the three methods ¢1ited above, schol ars have
striven to show various family factors and their relation to
delinquency. The findings of these researchers indicate that
delinquents frequently come from homes or families characte-
rized by one or more of the following family factors or
en vironments.

(1) Other members of the family are criminalistic, immorsal

or alcoholic.

(ii) The absence of one or both parents by reason of
death, divorce or desertion.

(iii) Lack of parental control because of ignorance or
illness.

(iv) Home uncongeniality as evidenced by domination by
one member, favoritism, oversoliitltude, overseverity,
neglect, Jealousy, crowded bousing conditions, eor-
interfering relatives.

(v) Racial or religious differences; diff eremces in

conventions, and standards; being in a foster home

or an institutional one.
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(vi) Economic pressures such as pover:y, unemployment,

or the family beingz of low socio-economic status.

The above are what Wootton (1959: 84) has referred to
as "the twelve criminological hypotheses" ater having narrowed
them down due to the fact that they are the ones which,on the
one hand underlie currently popular explanations.and on the
other hand, which actually happen to have attracted the
inter=st of researchers. It is these same factors which will
be further discussed within the context of researches carried
out by other scholars.

In their study, the Gluecks (1950) matched a sample of
five hundred delinquent boys drawn from a  correctional school
with a sample of the same size 0I non~delinquents. The
matching was done on such varlables as age, intelligence,
residence, and other related ones. Date was obtained from
the two samnles through in terviews carried out over a period
of time. By tests of stetistical significance of assocciations
between variables, the researchers found drunkenness, crime
or immor ality in the homes of 90.4% of the five hundred
delinquent boys,and in 54% of the homes of the non-delingquent
sample who made up the control group. They also found
unsuitable supervision by the mother in the homes of 64% of
the delinguents,and only 13% in those of the control group.
Discipline was also lax in 57% of the delinquents homes and
in only 12% of the homes of non-delinquents. The analysis
of the data also revealed that the parents of the two samples
did not difrer in age, but they differed in other respectis.

The parents of delinquents turned out have made forced
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marriagese Thzy were also more bur:en.d with serious

physical ailments, mental retardation ud sericus emotionsl

disturbances. This 2lso happened t© be the case with the
siblings o7 the delinguents. The families 0 +the delinquents

were the victims,not only of less stazble households, but

of broken homes. The delinguente had substitute parenis

t0 a far greater extent than the ncn-delinquenta. Mo st

0° there substitute parents included foster parents,

step mothers and Tathers, while the others lived with

relatives.

Even though t:is study by the Gluecks
was a rather complex one due to the fact that they
were also dealing with wh t they referred to as "traits",
1t nevertheless underscored the dominant role of the
family environments in sheping behaviour and personality.
It also formed the basis for the Gluecks latzr study

(1962) in which they used the same samples as used in the

earlier stuiy (I950)»

In this study, the Gluecks (I962:16) sought to ascertain
which of the traits studied in the earlier study were
conditioned by the family anvf;unmants o. the respondents
in the sumple. The treits in question included such
factors as fear, emot.onal conflicts, stuhbarnnees and
various oth-rs, The social factors (family enviranmente)’
unjer investigation included the crowded home,delirquency
" mother or father, finesncial uependence o:x famlly,

(o]

incompatibility of parents, and other family related factors.
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Th: inta collected in this stud, was also an.lysed using
tests of statist.c.l sisni:ricance o associ.tion between

sociel :ractors ani traits.

The cen:ral findings of this study indic.ted, however,
that the hom: eanvironm-nts oper.ted selectively to propel
tow rd maladjustment and delinquency, certain children who
are characterized by specific traits which enhance their
vulnerability and disposition tow.rd delinquency.
Essentially, this meant th-:t social factors and individual
traits operated jointly to produce delinquency oOr non-
delimuency. However, the Clu=zcks :;urther stated that'%ome
o these trzits are of an essentially cons titutlonal
orientation, and are, therefore, relatively rigid; others
are predominently the product of socioculturel conditioning
and are, therefore, more plastic and modifizble; s3-1l1l1
others- th;;e ror wrich evidence exists that the, are
brought about by the considerable influence o: both genetic
endowment and environmenta:. stimuletion "(Gluecks, 1962 :155),

This study by the Gluecks showed that the combined
ef ect of both factors (social or environmen tal) and traite
among the boys in the s:mple wus most operational in
Predi sposing the boys toward delinquency . This shows the

influence of social factors and individualtraits in their

Trelation to juvenile delinguency,.

MHiprschi (I969) drew a sumple from a population of seven-

teen thousand +1ve hundred gtudents entering eleven Junior

and senior public high schools in the United States.
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He.str:tified this sampl=z by race, seX, school andé grade

in or:er to obtain =a total 0. one hundred end thirty sub-
groups. By using existing school recoris, together with
police records, and a questionaire completed by the studen ts,

data was gethered from this sample.

Phe findin.s of this study indicate: that children who
were attached to thelr parents throush intimacy were less
likely to have commimtted delinguent acts. This reinforces

the view that where parents are more concerened with their
chil'ren, there is less likelihood that the children will
engage in delinquent behaviour. Hirschi also examined other
factors said tobe related %o juvenile delinquency such as
ange, size of Family, ordinsl position of the child in the
family, and the broken home. He found a relalXion to exist
between family size and delinquent behaviour, but found &
very weak relativnship ~nhere the broken home wes concerned,
Ke econcluded that %hough delinquency research is repeatedly
accused of being on the one han y;atheoretical, and on the
other inconclusive and inconsistent, yet the relations in
the present data are very much like those revealed by

previous researche (Hirsehi 1969 :243)

Phis study by Hirschi has merit in that it wes more
represantative, as it used a sample drawn from the Juvenile
population selected without regurd to their nown delingquent
behaviour. Furthermore, it sup orted through its findings,
the results of other earlier studies which deuzlt with
similar or related varlables especlially tho.e rel.ted to

familly factors.
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In th-ir claesic longitudnal study, West and Ferrington
(1977), followed the lives oi some Zour hundred meles born
betw-en I95I and 1954. These boys were chosen as re:earch
subjects in the period I96I and 1962, and all were attending
six adjacent state primary schools in a workilng class area
of London. The boys were =ged betvieen 8 and 9 years.

The sample selected was fairly Trepresentative of the
normal male population of that particular are: and
generation,and most probably, similar to the male

popul tion of many comparable urban working class neighbour-

hoo ds.

The boys were followed up for fourteen years with
reports coming in when the boys were in primary school and
later in secondary school. The first report waa compared
with the second, and with Juvenile delinguency records of
the boys,obtained up t0 the boys seventeenth birthdays.

The findings of this study overwhelmingly demonstrated the
extent to which features of behuviour,observable at an
early age, predispose boys %o become juvenile delinguerts.
This was made possible by the itwo report of the boys which
were made during the course of the studye.

The study had a lot to commend it, the most important
being that the boys coula be observed constantly and the
reports on them filed for further references However, the
O verwhelming demerits of a longitudnal study cannot also Dbe
overl:- ked, Prominent among these are the time and fipnance

necesgsary to see it throuzh to the end.
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Muga (I972:I42) carried out a study in Kenya with'%he
major objective of knowing the background of the childrer-
in trouble as relsted to the environment in which they had
be=sn brought up? The word "trouble™ as used here mesans
that the researcher wzs concer ned with those institution-
alized children. The data was, therefor:, gathered by
wsing pelice records, records of the juvenile court, and direct
interviews with the lelinquent childr=:n in remand homes and
approve’ schools in kenya. The subjects totalled one
thousand one hundred and seventy one. The study showed that
most of the delinguents were between the ages eleven to
fif teen. All were affiliated to some religion. 0f the
parents, only five fathers had attained form four level of
education. The majority hed dropped. out. between standard
two and three, thus only obtaining very little formal
educ-ition. The majority o the children studied had both
parents living together,(én indication of a stable family)

with the minority coming .rom families where the mo ther

was single or a prostitute.

Of the one thousand, oue hundreu and seventy one
parents, six hundred and #seventy nineuvwere eilther divorced,
separated or dead, while one hundred and twenty five of the
mothers were prostitutes. The children of such mothers had
therefore no permanent and real fathers. The average

famlily size of the group was six, with a larger number of

children coming from the rural areas.
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Most of the parcnts of these children were peasants,
with those in paid employment numbering three hundred and
ninetye. The occupation of the parent or parents is of
course, a reflection of the socio-economic status of the
household or femily when other factors are held constant.
Such factors would include the presence of older 8iblings
who are earning and who repatriate part of their earnings
back honme.

Even though this study raised some points of importance
especially in uncovering the backgrounds of those children,
one thing stends out clearly. This is the fact that it
actually dealt with a very select sample of the Juvenile
porul etion and only those children who had been adjudged
Juvenile delinquents. It is most likely that if one h=zd
studied these children before they were apprehended, chargead
and institutionalized, other factors relating to them would
have emerged. At the same time, the reseacher did not bother
t0 go into details as to why a certain number of children fell
into a certain category, while others did not. The study is,
therefore, +to a certain extent inconclusive, It, bhowever,
has the merit in that it underscores the importance of family
factors and their relation to delinquency, which we cannot
easily ignore. Purthermore, 1t is one of the few studies
carried out in Kenya, and 1te very inconclusiveness provides
a basis for further research on the subject of delinquency
in KXenysa.

The researches of the Gluecks (1950 and 1962); Hirschi
(1969)3 Muga (1972);and West and Farrington (1977), so far

discussed, seem to ¢clearly indicate that family environments
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in which children are reared play a vital role in pre-
disnosing them (the children) towards juvenile delinguent
bebhaviour. However, it is not only family factors that play

a vital role in predisposing children towvard juvenile -
delinquent behaviour. As the study by the Gluecks (1962)
showed, individual traits aleo i:teract with femily factors to
enhence delinquency.

Although other studies heve 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 us with &n adequate background on
the subject., We will now turn to the task of formulating

an adequate theoretical fremework on which to base our siudy,
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Theoretical Framework

There is no one sinrle theory of crime and delinguencye.
Inst:ad, there are numerous theories which have been advanced
in the attempt to explain crime and delinquency, These have
normally *allen under tw broad categories. On the one
hand, there are the psychologists who explain crime ang
delinquency in terms of the individual. On the other hada
there are the Bociological theories which explain it in
terms of the group.

As is apparent in the literature review, the reality
of delinquency is part of a.wider social reality which can-
not be simply explained by a single theory. Therefore, on
the basis of the literature review and our approach to the
problem of delingquency in this study, we will use what can
be termed as the multiple factor approach. This approach
will be used in the attempt to explain delinquent behaviour

among adolescents.
The rotionale behind this is that delinquency and
social reality are multifaced and, therefore, cannot be
confined to single explanations. In this respect, we find
it necessary to base our stu:y on various theoretical
expl anations. The hypotheses to be tested in this study
are stated as empirical generalizations amnd proof of the
relationship between the variables is based on the
statistical level.
Specifically, the following approaches from different

pPerspectives are to be used in combination.
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(1) From the theory of culture, the basic assumption is that

(2)

ina dequate socialization tends to lead to inadequete .. .

corf ormity, which in turn leads to delinquency. Culture

theory 1s based on the transmission of soci etal nomms,

values, roles, goals, etc. The view is that the acquisjtion
of these aspects of soci=ty ¢e inddequate. The agents or
aocietyuﬂtranaaission o these societa% aspects, with the{fru-
family playing a major role, do not succeed in this duty . L
Consequently, delinguents are the result of this inadequate

g quisition of the cultural values of soclety.

Closely related to the above +view 1s what is referred to as
symbolie¢ interactionism, This approach assumes that delinguent
definitions of situations tend to Pe facilitated by the absence

of relevant symbols such as a father-image, habits, and various

others which can be identi:lied with.

Pundam ntal to symbolic interactionism is the relationship
between individual conduct and forms of social organization.
It asks how selves emerze out of social structure and social
eituations. The interactionist assumes "that human beings are
capable of makinzg +their own thourhts and activities objects
of analysis; that-1s, they can routinely, and even habitually
menipulete gymbols and orient thelr own actions tovards other
objects "(Denzin. N, 1969:923),

These actions, take part as part of the socialization process.

The very absence of relevanti symbols in the —couree ol the
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solialization process may tend to facllitate delinquent

behaviour.

(3) From Merton's theory of dirferemtial opportunity, delinguent
behaviouw is seen as a problem solving respomse. Merton's
operetinz premise was that "some unknown but substantial
proportion of deviant behaviour does not represent impuls-s
of iadividuezls breaking throush social controls, out, on the
contrayy, represents socially inuuced deviations — deviations
which the culture and the social organization conjoin to

produce ."(¢ibbons D. C, 198213 114)

In his analysis, Merton distinguished between two major
elements o social and cutural structures: the culturally
de’ined goals human beinss are €njoinei to puraus, and the
social structure that regulates and conptrols the acceptable

modes or means lor the pursuit o~X goals and interests.

These goals and the institutionalized norms for achleving
them may vary independently of each other, sometimes leading
to malinterrated states, one exireme being the instance of
excessive stress on goeals with 1little concern for prescribed
means of achieving these goals. In this state, 211l indi viduals
in society do not have the same opportunities for realizing
these shered goasls. There are those wi.o have access to the
institutionnlized means, eand those who do not, thus resulting
in dift erential opportunities.

When individuals in society find that they cannot

achieve the shared goals throuzh the use of the legitimate
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and institutionalized means, they turn to the simplest way
possible: In this case deviance. In our study, delinquency
is the techkically most eff ective procedure for acquiring
desired goals, rather than the legitimate and insti tutionala
ized means.

Richard A. Cloward has contiibuted further to Merton's
theory of diff erential oppurtunity. Cloward directed his
attention to the existence of differentials in illegitimate
opportunities as well as to the legitimate opportunity
structures. His thesis rests on the observation that the
lower classes have lesser opportunity than the other classes
for achieving success 3D u legitimate or conforming manner.
He, however, points out that aside from baving the problem
of differential legitimate opportunity, the lower classes
also have the problem of differential illegitimate opportu-
nity (Gibbons, D. C. 1982: 115), This means that some members of
the lower classes have lesser oppotunity than others Qf the
same clesses, for achieving success through illegitimate
means or deviancee. Cioward, however, basically agrees with

Merton on the general orientations of the perspective.

Specifie Family Environments
On the basis of our literature review and theoretical

discussion, we will identify the six family environments
to form the basis of our study.

Family Size

In dealing with a variable such as family size, various

problems are encountered. The first question posed involves



asking who should be included in a particular family, 8hould
we deal with only the immediate children of that particular
family, or should we include those who are adopted? None-
theless, most people dealing with this variable seem to have
included the immediate children of the gpouses; znd any e
other children who live within that particular family, ror
example those of relatives or another wife.

One of the earliest observations made was that delin-
quents usually come from large families. However, the term
"large" as used here leaves us wondering by what standards
a family is evaluated as being either large or small. One
factor which stands out clearly is that scholars seem t® have
considered the average family size in the total population,
or of the population of the particular area under study.

The Gluecks (1934), used the average size of the family

in England which was 4.5. Their findings in this study

indicated that the delingquents came from families with an

average size of 4.98, which was higher than the averaqge

in England. A similar observation was made by Hirschi,

(1969: 239), when he stated that "As family size increses

the likelihood of delinquency increases'. Hirsehli had used
samples drawn from a section of the juvenile population

without regard to their mown delinquent behaviour.

In their other study the Gluecks (L950: 220) observe

that "in relation to family size, i% is reasonable +to

econclude that greater crowding of the home meant increased

competition on the part of the children for parental attention,

more likelihood of emotional strain, tension, friction, and
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less privacy with resultin: sexual . and emotional

trauma”.
Social interaction and emotional involvement in group
1ife and activities are more intense in small er groups
than in large ones. The family, as a basic social group
is in .this case no exception. Intense interaction in the
family should offer an atmostphere more conducive to closer
parent - child relationship, thus resulting, presumably,
in more effective socisalization and better internalizé tion
by the child of what is imparted to it by the parents.
However, though the above observation may be:the case,
we should keep in mind that family size itself alone cannot
cause delinquency. Other factors such as socio-economice

status must also be considered, and further, we should

consider the individual characteristics of the particular

child.

Stability of the Pamily

The absence of one or both parents is bound to have

far - reaching effects not only on the childrem, but also
on the parent who is left alone, due to the increased
pressure brought upon this present parent since he/she has
to play both the role of fe ther/mo ther in socialization
of the children.

The absence of one or bo th parents may occur as a
result of death, divorce, separation, desertion or when
the mother never marries, thus remaining a eingle parent.
PThese various factors may result in what has been termed

as the "broken home" or the single parent family.

32



One of the major :research hypotheses has been that a
compl-te family consisting of father, mother, and
children is essential to the development of a balanced
and socially adjusted personality. " (Shulman, 1959:130)
This means that the abs:=nce of either of the above should
consequently r sult in an unbalanced and an antisocial
personality.

In their 1934 study, the Gluecks had found a high
incidence of broken homes to be the source of a larger
number of their delinquents. These homes were broken
by either divorce, separation, death, or by the
prolon.-ed absence of a parent from the home. This
conclusion by the Gluecks was supported by Woo tton,

(1959 :123) When she concluded that "a fairly large
proportion of the highly miscellaneous ¢collection of
offenders covered does not come from homes in which two
of the parents are living together in respectable

This was 1n reference to her wide - ranging

matrimony ."

collection of studies which had been carried out in
Britain and in the United States.

When Hirschi, {(1969), carried out a study using

the self - repart he found no significant differences

among children from broken homes, and unbroken ones.

We may, however, hasten to point out that even

with the absence of reel parents (father and mother),
the presence of a mother/father figure may help to
reduce the impact of isolation on the child, which woulad

have been experienced had there not been any such figure,

33



Furthermore, the nature of the parent - chijd relationship
may matter even more.
Level of education atteined by fhe parenits

The level of educational atta inment by the parent
or parents is of utmo st importance in influencing and
determining the outlook to life of the children. An
underlying assumption exists that where the level of
education of the parents is low, little or no motivation
is off ered to the children. The childrem 1in such cases,
show little or no interest in education since no
motivation is offered by the parents. After all, the
parents usually are the immediate reference group of their
children, . Parents who have attained a low level of
education also off;r very little or no guldance and
supervision to their children. The children are
therefore, left on thelr own in terms of guidance and
supervisione.

On the other hand, parents who have attained a
high level of education, presumably, impart the merits
of education to their children who may feel challenged
40 emulate their parents. At the same time, such parents
feel they would want their children to be like them in
many respecls.

MoClleland (1953) came up with what he referred to
as "achivement motivation," which Rosen, (1961:74)

said "involves standards of excellence,and such

standards ere typically learned from parents who urge
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the child to compete against these standards ...".

¥e may look upon a high level of education achievei by the
parents 88 a standard of excellence which the parents urge
the child to compete ageinst. At the same time, the parents
will, presumably, mnot only emphasize education, but will
also warn against behaviour which they themselves would not
consider as "normal".

In his study, Muga (1972: 155) obtained data which
showed that "of the 1171 parents of the delinquent children
29.7% were illiterate, while 6l.2% had achieved an education
of between standard two and form three (either eme or both
In present - day Kenya, this 1is a low level of

parents)."

education. And considering that education achieved has a

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

the situation would have been dismal in the case of the

parents in Muga's study. Today, the higher the level of

education attained, the higher one is likely to be placed

in the occupational hierarchy, . and the higher the

gocio-economic status.

O cecupation of the Farents

The occupation of the parents is vital imn theat it
bears heavily on the go cio=-economic status of the family.
Much of +the research on occupational background and
delinquency has tended to come up with the view that most
delinquents stem from the lower occupational lewels of

society (ie - 1o wer-soclio-economic strata). Occupation is
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most often then not, the direct result of educational atteinment, and

is also directly related to income level. The greater the occupational
precariousmness, the lower the income the family has to surviwe on, and
consequently, the greater the scarcity of essential facilities in the
family.

In their 1950 study, the Gluecks found marked fundamental differences
between the families of the delinquents and those of the non-delinquents
who made up the control group. "The families in which the delinguent
boys were reared were more inadequate in terms of financial capability
than those in which the non-delinquents grew up. The quality of family
1ife was also poor in the homes of the delinquents as was reflected
by their poor standards of conduct.” (Gluecks, 1950: 88).

However, the relationship between the soclo-economic status of a
family and the delinquency of children has continued to be of concern
%0 scholars em the subject. When Nye et al (1967 ), used a sample
drawn from high school students to test for the relationship between
the two (mocio-economic status and delinquency), they concluded that
there were no significant differences in delinquent behaviour of children
from different socibt-economic strata. Hirschi, (1969) also falled to
uncover any significant differences between chi;dren from different
socio~-economic strata.

The contradictions found in the above £indings point out the need
for further research which may help to clarify the differences. These
differences in Ffindings may be a result of who scholars on the subject

have used as respondents, and how socib-economic status has been

defined/or. measured.

Resglidenoce of Parents

In view of the fact that not all parents residetogether with their
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children, the residence of the parent or parents is bound to have its
effects on the socialigation of the children. While some parents reside
together in one place with their children, 1t scme times happens that
one parent may not be present at all times. More often than not,

as 1s the case in Eenya the father may leave the children with theix
mother in the rural area while he goes to the urban area to look for
employment. In 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 (end of month 4g tha cenventienzltime for

receiving onet!s wages), the father is expected to vipglt the children

at home on a monthly basls.

A 1long absence by the father will deprive the children of a father
figure, and consequently, the role he plays in thelr socialigation.
This may create a void in the socimlization process since a setting
for the parent = child relationship is absent. Also in cases where
the family is a single-parent one, (usually”the mother), the parent
has to fend for the children, this leaving them with no real parental
care, except the cne provided by substitute paTents such as relatives

or grandparents. In suth oases, the children feel deprived and isolated

since their real parents are absent.
Muga, (1972) found that 58.5%% of the parents of his delinquents

resided in the rural area, while 41.9% resided in the urban area. Muga
does not however, tell us whether the parents resided with their
children or alone,while the children were elgewhere. This could have
provided us with scme insight into whether residence of parents was
related to delinquency of the children. It nevertheless shows that most

of ‘He parents ceme from the rural areas which have been rather neglected

in delinquency related research.
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Relirzious Commitment of Family

In d=lirquency relatec research, religion has enjoyed
the least popul=rity. The view that deliQuent behaviour
may be the result of the decline of reli ious beliers or at
least religious observence has had little or no publicitye.

wootton (1959:93) preferred to rwrer to it simply as
"ohurch attend.nce" in reference to how often the
delingquents studied attended church services. Yet, from
whet we know of the part played by religion, we should

expect a lot more concerning its relation to miscunduct

(whether juvenile or adult).

In Kenya, religion is ipparted” to childrem rrom an
e=rly age to act as a zuide to moral conducte It pluys a
vital role in the socialization of the children. It tells

them what one should and should not doe ¥e should there-

fore, expect a marked difference between those

who d0 observe religion aud thiose who do not.

In her collection of studies, Woottoen (1959:95), found

that "more of the delinquents studied were non~church attenders

while the controls were regular attenders." Wootton did not,

however, re: er to the rest of the family members of the

delinquents in her sample =.nd their_response %o religion.

Muga (1972), el so found that alllis s).elinquent children

belonged to or were aifiliated to some religion. He did not,

however, venture into the question of whether the delinquents

attended church services even though they belonged to =a

religion. After 211, one can belong to a religion and yet

not otserve the beliels end practices of that religion.
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For one to determine whether a family is religiously
committed, =all members ofthat Family must belong to = religion
and attend church services regularly, which in itself will
be a pointer o the extent to which that family observeg the
belie’s and prectices of their religion.

The above discussion on Tamlly envirowents has s0 far
helped to show that much of the research on delingquency has
been carried out in social-cultural contexts very dirieremnt
from the Kenyan one. The question that we may usk 1is whether
the views advanced by these researches would be applicable
to the Kenyan context. We hope thet this study will provide
this in. ormation. This would be a pace forwaurd in the ef ifort

to prevent juvenile delinquency among the udolescents in

Kenysa.

HEypotheses

Having identified the main femily enviroments which form

the core of this study, we now turn to the hypotheses tested

in the study.

Hypothesias 1

The larger the fumily size, the higherx the level of

delincuent behsaviour.

Hypothesis 2

The less the family intactness, the higher the level

of delinquency.

Hypothesis 3

The lower the level of education attained by the parents,

the higher the level of dellnquent behaviour.
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Yypothesila 4

The lower the socio-cconomic stutus o the :-emily, the
hii-ner the level of delinguencye.

Hyvothesis 5

The less the rfrequency ot visits by .n nbsent psrent t o
the chilcren, the hisher the level of delinquent bebaviour.

Hypothesis 6

The lower the level of religious commitment of the family,
the higher the level of delinguency.

Operational De initions

The “ollowing were the op:trational dJdefinitions or the

variables in this studiy.

Pamily Size

In this study, tot .1 numbur of chiluren wms obt.ined
by retting the numpzr of bruth rs and sisters oy the
respon ients, end then adding -ny other children living in
that purziculer tamily.

Famil» size wus then m.de opsrati.unul by deiinitions
of small, meaium or larree. In determimnswhether u Iamily
wrs smull, medium or large, Wwe had to .ind . stz:ndi:rd on
which to base this evaluation. The standard which we .Jound
to be most use ul and epproprilate w.s the averaze family
size obtainedi *rom the respondents who made up our scmple.

Ye could however, have used the average .Jumiliy cize
for the whole country but this was Iound to be too general
and too bro- d a mensure, due to the meny variations in
Temily struecture throu neut the country. In using the
from our sumple we mzde the

averaze -amily size calculets
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azsumption th:t it cou d not nmve di. ered zreatly Irom
the :vernge size of the family ‘“or the ares under study
(Yyeri).

Pamily Intactness

This is one variable which poses problems when it comes
to 4de ining it operationazlly. However, in this study, the
operational de initioms Zfor this vauriable were found in
the absence of one or both parents in the rfumily. This
absence of one or both parents in the family c.uld have
been brouzht about by death of ei ther one or both parents;
by divorce, separ:tion; uiesertion; or when a muther never
married, thus remuining as a single parent; or when both
parents h.d sbandoned the chil iren. In =11 the above instances
the chil.ren would have been le.t with either one parent or
with no parent :t all, thus living with a guar.ianm or with
“0 zter par-nts, a prelu.e to a broken iome.

At the same time, the presence of both pa:ents in the
family w.s aiso taken into account as an indicator of family
intactne ss. Phis 1s in view of the .act that we did not
probe further into other f.mily-~lite squabbles which take
place drily. We were more interested in a family situation
in which both spouses were living together with their children,
in presumably, whet can be termed as a stable ramily, other
thin-s being equal.

Level of education attuined by the parents

This v.riable w=8 mace operational by measuring it in

terms of years of schooling completeus This wrs accomplished
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by dividing these into categories rsnging from none to the
hirhest level attauinables These categories were: no -ormal
schoolin,;; prrimary sch.ol; second«ury school; cuvllege ezucation
end university e.ucation. These cate-ories applied 1o the
“ather and mother .especiively, where both were present,

and to the single-parent as the case may have been.

Socio=-economic staetus of the parents

This varieble was measured by looking at occupsztion
ofthe parents. The occupational caetegcries comprised:
peasant farmer or small t: a.er; general worker.eg. hotel
maid, cleaner, driver, etc; proressional e.g. teacher,
doctor, lawyer etc; ~nd senior administrator e«g. minister
diplomat, permanent secretary, big-business owners, big-
Tarmersg etc. Thes: categories applied to the moth=r .nd
{ather respectively, where both we.e present, and to the
single parent 18 well.

Categorized in tiis w :, the occupation of the parents
ranged from low to high, thus enubling us to determine
under which cuterory the parentis .¢ll in terms or socilo-
economic stetus. We thus divided the socio=-ccomomic status
measure into three major catezgories. These are: low, middle

and high socio-economic sti.tus.

Frequency of visits by sbsent parent

This variable wz=s8 cperationalized by locking at the
nu:- ber of times the absent parent visited the chlliren. ie,
the frequency of visitse.
The indicators of this variable were there-ore, .ound in
such terms as: weekly; monthly, yezrlyj; or rarely. In this
Wiy we were more ible to gauge the contact the absent parent

had with the childrene.
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Religious commitment of the family

In order to m-ke this variable operational, it was
necessary to know whether the respondent belonged to a
religion or not, and whether other members of the family
belonged to the same religione We further sought to
know how often the subject attended church(:requency)

eand whether the same mode of attendance applied to
o ther members of the family. For this we used the in-
dicators: never, rarely, gquite-often, and everytime.
All the above looked at in combination enables us
to determine how religiously committed a family was since
we could now place it on a continuum of commitment rang-

ing from little or no commitment; some commitment, and

high commitment.

Level ol delinguency

The delinguency of each particular child in this
study oould not have been defined operationally by treat-
ing gqach 8ingle olfence separately. This could hawve
created too many problems. The level of delinquency was,
therefore, defined operationally in two ways;

(i) By treating delinquency according to type of offence
engaged in. This meant that we summed up the scores
of the respondents for seygnsubscales which stood for

trpe of oZfence. Thesegpvensubscales were: all types;

status and property; status and persons;hstatus only;(nmsw.i
A

property only; persons only; and leaving out those
who fell in none of the above categories,

(ii) By treating delinquency in the form of & scale. 1In
this way we summed up for all twenty tfour items of
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the delinquent o:l':'ences, according to how a respondent had
scored. We then proceeded to place the respondents on
this scale in terms o:r level of delinquency which included
either none.mild delinguency, or high delinquency,

This second form of treating delinquency was the

one used Zor major analysis of data.
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CHAPTER THREED

METHODOLOGY.

The Regsearch Area:

For this study, the selected_research area was Nyeri digtrict. This
is because Nyeri is a district which the researcher is femiliar with
and the nature of the research required such familiarity. A
general background of Nyeri district will help in providing a better
knowledge of the area, and the reasons why it was selected as the

regsearch glite. . ) =

Nyeri district lies in the Central province of Kenya (figure 1), It
has an area of 3,284 square kilometers, and is siituated between mownt
Kenya to the east and the Aberdare mountain range to the West. It 18
bordered by Laildpia districts to theNdrth Muranga to the south,

and Nyadarua to the West.

Admini stratively, it is divided into seven divisions. These
are Othaya, Mukurweini, Tetu, Mathira, Kieni East, Kieni West and
the Municipality (figure 2). These divisions are themselves further
subdivided into twenty four locations, and one hundred and fifty

gix sublocations.

The digtrict is situated on elevation which varies from 1600 meters to 36
meters zbove sea level. The soils in Nyeri are gemerally good,
and the climate is of a moderate type. This affords the people the

opportunity to practice agriculture, egspeciglly small-scgle farming.
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The 1969 census had estimated the population of Nyeri at 360,845

persons. By 1979, this had rigen to 486,477. The central Bureau of
statistics estimates the districts annual population growth between

1980 and 1990 will be 3.65% (Nyeri district Dev't plen: 1984 - 1v88. This
figure is, of courseyclose to that of the whole cowmtry's population

growth fate of 4% annually.

One major indicator of the soclo-economic progress of Nyeri
district is that it has ho famine relief programme. The people are
relativel; well-off especialy in the divisions of othaya, Tetu,
Mathira, and Mukurweini. The rest of the district is rather
marginal, with the exception of the minicipality area. The four
divigions of Othaya, Tetu, Mathira end Mukurweini also happen to be
the major one s which have shown rapid strides in socio- economic
developments when indicators such as health, incaomes and social
welfare are looked at. These four divisions, forming the southern
third of the d-istrict, glso are the most densely populated. The
1979 census shows that this region had a total population of 370,420

persons, accounting for 76.1% of the districts total populatian
(Nyeri District Devlt plan: 1984-1988). This maybe due to the fact

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

The 1979 census also showed the sex ratio in Nyeri district to
be 234,405 males to 252,072 females, a sex ratio of 92, which, in
our view, does not significantly intreduce much differences in tems:fnumbers
of males a.nd fepales. 1t may,howeversbe the result of a higher male
outemigration. Nevertheless, the sex ratio is an important faztor : .

for planning of social services and institutions affecting both males
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end Yemales.
For this study, our interest was centred around the -
four divisions of Othaya, Tetu, Mathira and Mukurweini. The major

reasons why <these divisions were chosen lay in the Bature of our

research interest. It was our belief that if we included the
darginal divisions @f Kjeni East and Xieni West, more intervienming

variables such as poverty, drought and others would have been

introduced. This is beceuse these two divisions experience the worst

type of climate, and.the lowest forms of agriculture. They
also show the least socio economic development. The mumicpality was

excluded on the basis of it!s being too advanced in social amenities

and other factors.
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Regearch Design
For this study, the sample survey method of research design

was utilized. A sample of the Juvenile population wes selected
without rezard to thelr Xnown or probable delinquent behaviour.
Cohen (1955:170) made the call for research that would make known
the extent of delinquent behaviour in the population ret judged
delinquent, He observed that although "{4 has been argued that it

is difficult to approach a sample of school-children not selected
with reference to their known delinquent histories end elicit from
them 111 and frank accounts of delingquencies hither to unknown

and wmsuspected, but with proper '"build - up" and insurence of
anonymnity, school children are remarkably wllling to speak freely

of their delingquencies'.

In Kenya the majority of adolescents who male up the juvenile
population are %o be found in primary end secondary schools. These
school children are easily accessible and have been used by various
scholars in the field of delinguency (Nye et al..198¥; Deniler and
Monroe, 19561; Vaz, 19673 Wise, 1967 Hirschiy, 19695 Johnson, 1086) .

For this study, the sample was dravn from secondary schools in four
divisians of Nyeri district, namely Othaya, Tetu, Mathira, end
Mukurweini. Primary school pupils were exempted fram the sample due

to their level of understanding which might have scted as 8 barrier to

responses, especially when one considers the techniques uged in data

collection.

There are twenty five government maintained secondary schools in

the four divisions of Cthaya, Llathira, Tetu, and Mukurweini.
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Thege camprise those for boys and girls respectively. IFrom the
twenty five secondary schools for both sexss we selected six wusing a
gimple randcm sampling procedure. Three of these six were for boys

and the other three for girls.

From these six rendomly selected schools, a particular class
was selected. This part icular class comprised the sample in each
school. To select a particular class, we used the principle of
cluster sampling. The reason why cluster sampling was employed was
due to the fact that a random sampling procedure would have been made
difPicult for the population we were dealing with. It would also
have made our task more difficult in.getiing answers from the
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
questioning. This would have made them feel as if they are being
victimised and therefore, afraid of reprisals.

Also, intervewing variables such as awareness would have been
introduced. At the same time, and more important, a random sampling
procedure from a school population would have required more funds
and quite a lot of time.

Moser and Kalton, (1971:101) point out thet "whether or not a
particular aggregate of units should be called a cluster depends on
circumstances,” In our case, the circumstances allowed us to refer
to the pelected class as & cluster since it contained a mmber of
students, the individuel student being our unit of inquiry.

The particular cless that was selected in each of the six

schools, was the form one class. To accomplish this, we employed the
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principle of purposive sampling. The reason for using the purposive
sampling procedure was due to the fact that this is the only class
(Form one), that can be relled upon smong all secondary school
classes, This is because the form one s are fresn from the primary
school into another revered atmosphere of the secondery school and
new authority. In these circumstances, they usually have a tendency
of belng truthful in contrast to other classes. At the same time,
form ones fell within our age definition of a Juvenile, and had the
adventage of being the most able academically in answering our
questions.

Prom each school, only one form one clags was selected to form
the cluster in our sample. To do this, we agaln used a sample
randan sampling procedure in schools where there was more than one
form ane giresm, as was normally the case. The reason why only one
class was selected was that we could eliminate the effects of an
extraneous veriable such as awereness of the respondents when two
classes were used. Moreover, headteachers were not ready to offer
two classes for questioning at the same time.

3ach particular class selected for inclusion in the sample had
an aversge of 38 students. In all then, our semple from the six
schools comprised a total of 235 students. This comprised 51.2% of
all the form ones from the six schools which fell in our semple.

Ve considered thig a fair representation of the form one s in these

schools.
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Technigues of data Collectdon

The Questiommaire

The major teclnique of data collection which was used exten-
sively in this study was the questionnaire. This questiomnaire
was designed in such a manner that it contained separate sections
dealing with questions on the family envirsnments under study on
the one hand, and with those questions dealing with delinquency on
the other hand. Since our major respondents were secondary school
students, the questionnaire was constructed in a very gimple and
straight - forward manner in the #nglish language. It was self-
adminstered for the most part, with the regsearcher a;cting as a
guide where problems of comprehension arose. This was, however, a
rare occurence.

The first section of the questiommaire dealt with the family -

environments. This gectlion was designed in such a manner that it
canformed with our postulated family anvirenments.These were six in
number. There were, therefore six major questions, each dealing
with a specific family environment. In order to minimise the occur=
ence of miscomprehension and confusion of the respondents!, most of
the questions were congtructed in the closed-type form. This meent
that the respondents were given varied choices to select their
appropriate answers. Open-ended +type of questions were used when
more infnrmation was needed from the respondents.

The second section of the questionnaire dealt with delinquent
behaviour. This was actually a modified version of the classic Nye
and Short,(1958) self-report delinguency measure with additionel
items (offenses) derived from Vaz, (1967); Wise (1967); Agnew, (1984)
and Brown (1984).
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The reagon why we referred %o the delinguent behaviour measure
as a modified version of the cne used by Nye and Short (1958), was
because we did not use all thelr litems, and at the same Yine, we
added scme of our own. In all other respects, the delinquent
benaviour measures were similar.

Dentlsr and Monroe,(1961:753) pointed out that "the advantage
of self-reporisrather then the traditional dichotomy of institutional
versus non-institutional subjeots,is that delinquency may be treated
as a variable rather than an attribute. Socio—economic and cultural
biages inherent in official judgements are avoided, as are F'bhe effect
of socielly defining processes such as arrest, conviction, probation
end incaveeration."” This was e observation which we used as a
justification for this gtudy, and it has been well expressed in the
preceding chapters. We did not, however, overlook the limi tations of
gself=-report data, as egain expressed in the preceding chaptérs.
(Chapters one and two respectively) .

The delinquent behaviour measure used in this study was designed
to include abroad area of juvenile misconduct. This broad area, did
not, however, include several of the more serious types of delinquent
offenses, examples of which ipclunde: rape, armed robbery and murder.
The resgons behind this amission was due to the nature of our
population end the measuring instrument employed. The domain of
behaviour tapped by the delinguent behaviour measure is not neces-
sarily the same as reflected in official measures of delinquency. It
should, therefore, be expected that it largely reflects behaviour
that is considered less problematic in official social control
processes, but nevertheless represents significant behavioural prob-
lems smong the youth. At the same time, the measure used was in con-

formity with our own definition of delingquent pehaviour.
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The response categories for questions on delinguency were all
the same, This was in conformity with the Nye and Short, (1958)
version of delinquent behaviour measure. The responses ranged from
never, once or twice, several times, and quite often.

Due to the fact that the data were gathered under normal class-—
room conditions, the researcher had to be introduced to the students
first. In five of the schools visted, the introduction of the
researcher to the students was done by the headteachers, while in
one ¢chool it was done by the member of staff who was on duty at
that particular time. The @ssence of carrying out this exercise was
to establish rapport between the researcher and the students,

The studenis were told that the researcher was himself a student
from the University of Nairobi carrying out a study on the problems
faced by young people. They were requested to feel free and to co-
operste with the researcher in answering his guestiona, Then the head-
teacher or member of statf left the researcher with the students to
carry on from there. The researcher then handed out questionmdirers to
the students, then gave them five miuutes to go through the questions
and correct any mistakes 1hich they encountered in the ques%iomﬂiro
with the help of researcher.

The students were then instructed by the researcher to anaswer as
fully and as comprehensively as possible, the gquestions on the
questiovaire using a pencil. They were, however, told to leave out
those questions which one felt did not apply to him or her, and to
ask where one did not understand. Further the researcher cautioned
the students that the answers one gave were confidential, One should
not therefore, consult his or her deskmate. They were also asked to
take their time ;o that one understood the guestion asked fully.

This exercise was repeated in all the six schools visited and lasted

for slightly more than fifty minutes in all,



i

Unstructured Questioning

Interv iews were carried out with the headmasiers and head
nistresses of tae sciwols visited by the researcher. In the first
place, tie reseaxrcher had to introduce himself and seek permis=ion
from the zezd teachers to question the students. Then the
regeerciier asked the headteachers questiobns concerming the number
of streams in form one, and how many students made up a class.
Information on number cf streams was sought in order to help the
regearcher to randomly select one class to include in the sample.
Information on the number of students in each class was to enable
the researcher to estimate his total sample size.

Class iteachers and other members of staff who were available
were also interviewed. The questions they were asked generally
added on the information gained froum 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 who the researcher
managed to talk to proved very cooperative., Other techniques of
data collection employed in the course of this study included: the
use of available date. Tl;:!.s was date gained especially from police
records of juvenile delingquents, and also from the schools themselves,
The techniques of data collection used in this study proved to be

very fruitful simee they provided us ~ith rdeyncie data.
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Tecmiques of data analysis
In this section we will outline the teclnigues used to analyse

the data collected in this study. Since aur data was both
quallitative and quantitative at the same time, suitable statistical
techniques for qualitative and quantitative data were employed in

the analysis.

Descriptive statistics

Descriptive statistics were used to present and describe the
data collected. In uging descriptive statiptics no attempt what-
soever was made to draw any inferences from what was observed of the
data. As such, these statistics involved the computation of
meagures of central tendency and those of dispersion. lleasures of
central tendency and dispersion included the computation of the means or
averages, modes, moxiiun, minioum and range, together with percentages.
These were used to compare the data collected in thig study. No
attenpts were made to make any inferences fram the statlstics.
Inferential statistics

Inferential statlistics were also used in the analysis of the data.
These were used in the section dealing with testing of hypotheses.

Thege kdnd of statistics are used to male inferences about the total

population on the basis of observed semples of the total population,

In order to test the hypotheses formulated in tivis study, we
employed the use of cross = tabulations. "Cross tabulations
simultaneocusly tabulate the sample on two separate dimensions. They
do this in such a way that the reader can see the inter-relationship
between = respondent!s score on one variable (or dimension) and his

score on g second variable. "(Prewitt;1975:110).
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Here, we cross-—tabuleted the independent variable with the dependent
variable to seek for association between the two.

The Chi - sqguare statistic (xe) was used to test for statistical
independence between the variables, Where statistical independence
exists between veriables, then there is no relationship between them.
‘%he computation of the xg statistic involves calculating ihe
difference betwen no relationship, called the expected resuli, and
the relationship one finds, the observed renult? (Prewitt, 1975: 154).

2

The formula used to compute the X"was the following:

o 2

X - é{o 5 E)
Where B - expected frequeq?y

0 . - observed frequency
To test whether the relationship between an independent variable
and a denendent one was statisticlly significant, we used the Ie
distribution., For each value in the distribution, there is an
accompanying level of significance, Statistical significane refers
to the likelihood that a particular finding could have happened by
chance, We tested our findings by setting a level of statistical
significence of 0,05. This meent that the chances were only 8 in 100,
or 6% that a given result would occur. In other words, a level of
significance of 0.05 means that the finding is 96% certain and only
5% uncertain. Where the level of significance was beyond 0,05, the

relationship wae rejected as being statistically insignificant,



Iropblems encounitered

In the course of collecting data for this study, vs;.rious
problems were encountered. Cne of these major problems arose when
i4 come to sampling -~ selecting which schools were to be included in
the sample. This was because of the fact that there are many
secondary schools in Nyeri district. Zach division has at least a
ninimm of six secandary schoo’.s = government aided. These are for
boys and girls, while some are of the mixed type. Cne had to know
wiich are exclusively for boys aond which for girls and those which
comprised both sexes. Liost of this information was obtalned from the
education divisional headquarters, and was not given so readily. These
giving the information were suspi_cious of the intentions of the

researchers, but they eventually gave it with alot of assurances of

good intention,

Af%er obtalning the secondary schools, and selecting rand omly
those wiich were needed, another problem aroge of convincing the head
teachers why their schools were the one s selected. Presumably, they
did no:t thinl: it a wise thiing to allow their students to be used as
" yineespigs". Infact, in one school, the researcher was told to go
back to the education divisional offices to obtain a written permit
fram the education officer. However, the situation was saved by a
staff member who happened to know the. researcher and what he was

engazed in. This staff - member managed o convince the headteacher

that the researcher had no ill intentions.
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Another problem arose when the headteachers insisted that they
had no time for the researcher to go around and collect the
information himself. In this cese, the headteachers insisted that if
the researcher could leave them with the questioraires, the staff could
take them around to the studenis. In such instances, the researcher
had to be adamant in a cordial méenner 8nd insist that it was only best
that he conduct the exercise himself, The reason for this was plain
enough to the headteachers.  Afterall the researcher pomted out to
the headteachers, he was more conversant with what he required of the
students, and furthermore, they would more likely believe him when he
told them that the I?pigg? given would not be used against them in any
way since they were confidential. Only the researcher would know how
a student answered his/her questions, This argument convinced -
the headteachers of the necessity of the researcher carrying out the
exercise himself. In mest cases, the researcher was then given a
specific day on which he was to go and carry out the exercise.

However, even, with these problems and other trivisl ones, the

researcher managed to collect his data,

Limjtations of the siudy
1) This study does not attempt to explain the etiology of delinquent

behaviour. It only seeks to establish the existence or non-
existeneeof & relationship between the specified family environments
L:
and juvenile delinquent bebhaviour. However, the findipgs may have

implications for those who might be interested in preventing

juvenile delinquency.
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(2) I+ is recogizedthat this study did not deal wholly with the entire
juvonilie population. FPor exesnple, dropouts, who 4o not proceed
to form one were not represented. However, it was realized that
dropouts at that level egre generally very few in number to cause

any far-reaciing effects to the findings.

(3) ©he delinquent offences dealt with in this study do not include
the more serious ones suci: as violent robbery, rape, and others.
This may be a limitation as far as official definitions of
delinguent acts are concerned. Ilowever, tﬁe delinquent offences
included in this study ere ones which, nevertheless constitute
2 problem in adolescent misconduct. Thxey also form g basis on

whiclh the causes of delinguent behaviour can be sought.
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CHAPTER POUR

DATA PRESENTATION AND DISCUSSION

This chapter is devoted’ t0 the presentation of dath
and discussion of this same data. For the most part, the
chapter focuses on the description of our date according
to the various categories which will be of importence
when we move on to the chapter dealing with testing of

hypothe ses.

Phe Sample Size

As was projected in our sampling techniques, we
expected to obtain a total sample size of 200 respondents.
Phis projected sample slze turned out not to have been
t00 far-.etched. This was beczuse, a:ter collecting our
date, we bad a total sample of 235 respondents. These
comprised both males end femalese. These respondents
were dietributed i1in various ways throughout our family
enviroments, These family environmen+ts included family
size, family stcbility, level of education attained by
the parents, the occupation of the parents, residence of
the parents, and the religious commitment of the families.
The respondents were also distributed variously according to
the various types of offences they had engaged in. Such
types, of oftences included running away from home,
etaying awuy from school without permission, taking fhings
that do not belong to one, and other related orfences.

The respondents were also distributed according to the
level of delinquency of each respective respondent. These
levels of delinquency were vased on each respohdent‘s score
when all the delinquent off:c:ncee were added toge ther.

The levels of delinquency ranged from little or nome to

high delingquency.
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Table 2 below shows huow the sample was distributead

by sex

PTable 2: Distribution of respondents by sex

Sex of Respondent Cases % of To tal
M les 119 50.6
FPemales 116 49 .4
To tal (¥) 235 100.0

The table shows that there were more males than females
in the total =amplee. However, the diffference in
nunbers was quite wminimal, We therefore, considered
it as insignificant in terms of introducing any biases
t0o the overall findingse. InTact we d%trimnad this .21 7
difference to chance becuuse most of our clusters were
of equal size. The clusters in our sample were student
classes which comprised between 38 and 40 student s.
In most cases, students are normally euually distributed
to0 a class, whether they are males or fem.les. In any
case, the number of males and females in our sample was
more or less equale. This may be due to the ract that
bo's and girle attend school in the same numbers almost
in every part of present-day Kenya. This 18 largely #
due to the great emphasis lalid on the attainment of
educa tion . In this regard, Nyeri district-is no

exception. In terms of age, our respondents ramnged



from 14 to 15 years. This is normally the age at which students enter
secondary school if ather things remain constant,

Having broken down our data in terms of sex &nd 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 & respondent had, then added
these to any other children living with that family. In this way,
we obtained the totsl number of children in that particular family,

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

Out of the total number of respondents, it was only in two
foamilies that there was neither a brother nor a sister., All the rest
of the respondents had at least one brother or sister, Also, out
of the total, 26.4% had other children living in their families
apart from their own brothers end sisters, .

Table 3 shows the distribution of number of reapondentf with
brothers and sisters, number of respondents with other children
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
sisters was 12, while the mipimum was 1, This means that the range
was 11. Of the total respondendents, 180 had beiween 4 and 8 ‘brothers

and sisters, with an average of 5.9 (brothers and sisters) per family.
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The hizhest number of other children living in a
family (apart from the brothers and sisters) was 8.
This was a raother high figure considering that this
perticular family bhad its own children. By comsidering
the totzl number of children living in purticular
families, the average numhers of children per family
wag 6.6. This was the average which we used to
determine whether & family was small, medium or large.

If a family had 4 childrem, it was considered

to be small. If one had between 5 and 6 children living

in it, i1t was conslidered medium, while one with 7 and more

children was considered large. These family sizes were

to a large extent determined by the averagze number of
children calculated for the families in our sample. At
the same time, the family planning campaign in Kenya ia
emphasizing small sized families. The small family,

according to the Family Planning Association of Kenya should

not exceed 4 children.
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” TABLE. 3: Hespondents with brothers and sisters; witb other children

; living with them and absolute number of children in families

Absolute | Mo, of Respon— % No. of Respondents %
No., of dents with of with other children of
Children brothers. add Total Total
in the sisters
Families
1 3 1.3 26 41.99
o) 10 4.3 20 32.3
3 14 6.0 7 11.3
4 27 11.6 4 6.5
5 44 18,9 3 4.8
6 456 19.3 - ]
7 a3 14,2 ) | 1.6
8 31 13.3 1 1.6
9 14 6.0 - =
10 5 2.1 - -
11 [+ 2.1 - -
12 2 0.9 - -
13 - - - =
14 - - - =
N/A 2 missing 175 missing
100.0 100.0
Total(N) 236 236
-

In this study, we considered the average size of the family in
Kenya as too general a measure of family sisge. Thie is due to the

fact that there are too many variations in the family structure in Kenya.
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These differ fruom one community to the other, such ithat an overall

average size of the family would be misleading.

Hirschi (1969), used the tatal number of children in the family

as the meesure of family size,

He did not bother to break them

into either small or large by calculeting the averace for his sample,

The meesure used by Hirschi shows that there are variations in the

way femily size has been measured by researchers. This means

there i8 no set procedure.

TABLE 4: Resvondents Femily Size

Family Size No. of Femilies % of Total (adjusted)
Smell 83 36.6
Medium 68 29,2 *
Large 82 35.2
N/A 2 missing
"100,0
Total (N) 238

Our evaluation of family s?ie shows that there was very

little difference between the number of families which were

emall and those that were large.

This may be explained hy the

fact already observed that most of our repondents came from families

of between 4 and B8 children.

This means thet the majority of them

were clustered around the mean (average was 6,6). This may also

exlein why there were & substantial n'mber of medium sized

families,
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Family Stability

As a femily environment factor, family stebility was measured
by whether & child was living with both gparents, If this wae 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

Who they were living with| No. of Respondents % of Total
Both parents 188 80,0
Mother 38 16.2
Father 4 1.7
Relatives 2 0.9
Other 3 1.3

100,0
Total (N) 235

Practically all the respondents lived in some kind of
femily set-up, The majority indicated living with both +the
parents, This may be & reflection of the area in which the
study was carried out., Children are not aﬂhdoned and left on
their own in the rural areas without some form of guardianship
being set-np. This may be an extension of the Kikuyu tradition
which viewed children as belonging to,whole Gommunity.l This  tle
meant that if the parents of a child were not present, there

was always someone te look after that child.
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By having the majority of our respondents living with both
their parents, we in effect had a majority of what we refer to
88 "intact" families. These were the one's which had both
parents living together with their children. The remeining 47
families, we may refer to as "broken™ or unstable families
since both parents are not present. This absence of one
or both parents was what the Gluecks, (1924); Wootton, (1959);:_
and Hirschi (1969): referred to as the "broken home"”, 1In
such cases, the children lived with a step-mother or father,
with foster parente, or with grand-parents,

The reasons which may lead to the absenee of either
one ir both parents are numerous. Theyinclude death,
divorce, desertion, separation, abandoning of the children,
or &8 mother reméining unmarried, while at the same time
This leads to the single-parent family, In

being a parent.

all the above instances, the result was the broken family

since both parents are not present,

6ut of our total sample, there were 20% of such cases as
table 8 shows.

Death accounted for 26 of the parents who were absent,
thus being the highest contributor of the absence of the
pParents, The majority of those parents who were absent as

& result of death were fathers. These were 25 in number,
while mothers. were only 3. The large majority of fathers

being absent due to death may be explained by the shorter

life expectancy of males as age increases, Demegraphic research
has shown that males are more prone to death than famales due to
the fact that they lead a more demanding life style. Males are
sdventurcus than females in terms of lifB pursuits, This fact

shows its effects in the decreasing number of males a8 they grow

older,

69



TABLE 6: Absent parents snd reesons for shsence

Reasons for
Absence Those Absent
Mother | Father | Both Total |% of Tetal

Death 1 28 2 26 55.3
Separation 3 8 - 11 23.4
Degertion - 2 - 2 4.3
Divorce - - b § 2.1
Never married - 6 - B 10. 6
Abandoned Child - - 1l 1 2.1
Other ' - - 1 1 2.1
Total 4 38 -] 47 100, 0

Separation accounted for the second greatest number of
sbaent parenits, while remaining single (never marrying) was the
third lergest contritutor. Both seperation and remaining single
may be-emplaidél: by the many social chenges which are teking
place in Kenya. While remaining single is a fector which has
to do with females, social chenges heve their effects on couples
after marriage. After a certain period, couples ;ealise that
they are incompatible &8s life-partnera.

Thie realigetion of incompsibility consequently leads to
seperation, with divorce occuming as a last result, This may
also explain why some womwen opt to remain unmarried even after
they become parents. Rather than engage in 8 union which cannod

last, they find it more logical to learn to depend on themselves
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from the beginning, The result is that the children born in
such circumstsnces pever come to know & real father.

Of bis 1171 children Muga (1972), found 6?1 of the parents
did not live togetither 8s mén and wife with their children., The
méjority of them were divorced, with the rest being single-~
parents, or with one psrent deed. These findings seem to confirm

our own as concerns redsons for the absence of the parents.

Level of education attained by parent(s)

Educetion of the parents, as a family environmental factor

is important i'n magy respects. In our case, we.vere interested
in the level of education attained by both:the father and mother
respectively. The level attained by the p;;ent or parents wes
bound to have some effecis on the children especially in terms
of motivation, supervision, and guidance. -

Table 7 shows level of education attained by the parents eof

our respondents ranging from none to the highest level.

TABLE . 7: Level of education sttained by the Father and Mother

Level of education attainéd Father % Mother %

No formal Schooling 30 14,0 39 16.9

Primary School 63 29.8 110 47.6

Secondary School 59 27.4 45 19.6

College educstion 48 £e.3 35 15.2

University education 15 7.0 2 0.9

N/A 20 misesing 4 |missing
100,0 100.0
N = 235 235
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More fathers hag attained a higher level of "eddcation them’
the mothers. 4 total of 122 fathers had attaf@ediid level of
secondary school and above, while only 82 mothers had attained
this same level., The majority of the mothers were concentrated
in the primdry school category. These figures are in conformity
with our own expectations. They mey be explained by the fact that

traditionally, women were viewed as assets. HNoet in terme of what
level of educa tion they had attained, but in terms of how much
dowry they would fetch at marriage.s ,Consequently, more men were
sent to schools in the early years while women remained at home.
Those who attended school never went beyond the primary school
level, Thiy_droppéd-ont and swvaited marriage by the more educated
men,

With the advent of the haranmbee secondary schools, and the
recognition that education is & valuable asset, more women have
gone beyond the primary school level. 4 substantial number have
today attended teacher training colleges and un#rernit?ng, which
institutions were previously dominated by men, 'In rural areae
there are more women teachers in the pfinary schools than.thore
The emphasis placed on the acquisition of education in

are men,
Kenya today is paramount. Malee and females are competing for
places in the colleges and the national aniversities on a par.

_ Incidentally, only 8 of the mothers of the respondents dn
our sample had attained a univertsity level of education, Thia
was rather suprising since the parents of our respondents could
not have been so eld as not to have ronlt&@d the importance of
education. On the other hand; they may not have qﬁalified to ﬁfﬁf 2
enter the university and could only attend teacher training and
other professional colleges. The figures for the father's and
mothers' who had attained & college educstion did not differ very

wmach, This may be an indicatar of the value of education te both

males and females.
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Maga (1972) found that of his total subjects, 348 of their
parents were illiterate, while 717 had achieved an education of
between standard two and form three, This happened to be the case
with either one or both parents, None of the parents had attained
s level of education beyond secondary school, These figures weré
ratheyr dismal in comparison to our own, but the time interval of
14 years elapsed between the tvwstudies may account for the large
discrepancy in the findings. Farthermore, Muga onl} dealt with
the children in the approved schools and remand homes in Kenya.
Our sample showed a varied range of educational attainment by the
parents from no formal schooling to the highest level attainable.

Other researchers such as Getsels and Jackson (1961), had
dichotomiged the level of education attained by the parents of b
their subjects into two categories, There were those 'ﬁo h;d us
attained college graduate training, and those who had not. This
category (tﬂo-o who had not)were simply referred to as others.
These dichotomies were found to be too broad to be ased in
a country like Eenys where the majority have attained ne
graduate training. These would definitely fall in the “"ethers"
eategory;thh- ;aking it too large. _Our own measure of eduncation
enabled us to place the parents of our respondents in a wide range
of categories. This facilitated the placement of the parentis inm

the various levels of education atteained than would have been made

possible by the dichotomy used by Getzmels and Jackson, "

Occupation of the Parents
Our fowih majer family variable'had to de with the occupation

of the parent or parents. Under our operational definitons, of
this family variable, we considered firat the occupation of the
father, and then that of the mother, where both parenta were present.

L
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Farther as a crude measure of socio-economic status we considered
the occupation ef the father and mother in combination, We there-
fore, had low, middle, and high socio-economic status chtegories.
Eﬂhlq 8 shows the occupationallcategories under which each parent

- R T

fell.

TABLE .83 Occupation of the Father and Mother

Occupation of Parent i Fether | % ‘%-m!hr %
L=
Peasant farmer of Small Trader 104 50,2 174 75.17
General Worker 17 8.2 9 3.9
Pro f essional 68 32.9 43 18,7
Senior Adninistrator 18 8,7 4 1.7
N/A 28 |missing 5 missing
100,0 100,0
N = . 235 235

From Table 8, we note that the majerity ef the parents were
concentrated in the peasant tarnor/m%rll trader and general worker
categories, with the former having the larger majority of bhotheo
rersnts. This phenomenon may be explained by the fact that the
study was done in a rural area, and therefore, as.expocted, most
of the people are rural peasants earning & living from their small
farms, Such farms can only produce enough for subsistence with the

little surplus being seld in the rural market, Consequently, the

5\

income is quite meagre.

Table 8 also shows that more of the mothers fell in the
pessant farmer category than the fathers. This may be due to the
fact that more male heads of households go +to the nrban areas %o

seek wage employment to subsidime the proceeds from easant farming.
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The gemeral worker category accounted for very few of the g
parents, while the profeseional category accounted for quite a
satstantial number.

_ General worker was éefinod a8 either hotel maid, cleaner,
driver, etc., and such types of employment are found more in the
arban areas. A4 roaaon.b?e explanation why the profesaion;i
category hed more parents is the prevﬁleneo of teachers (who fall
in the profesaional category) in the rural asreas. This is supporied
by the fa ct that these people like to be posted in their home
areas.s0 that they can carry on with other businesses while stil]
>ursuing the teaching profession. The senior administrative
category accounted for very few of the parents, This ﬁag' bo
axplained by the fact that most of the positions falling in this
sategory are to be found more in the urban areas than in the rural
areas, Those who fall inte this category usually have the means
lo reside with thoir families in the urban areass and to send their
shildren to schoole in gﬁegg same areas,

When we treated the occupation of each particular father and
wother of a respondent in combination, we were tbio 40 obtain an
index of the socio—economic status of géﬁggﬂﬁﬁﬁﬁagﬁffluily.

Jdb;; 0 below shows eur findings on this wvariable,

TABLE 01 Socio—economic statns of the Familiea of our Respondents

Socio-EBconomic status of the ganilkee No. of Families f of Total
Middle 48 . 20.8
High 42 _ 18.2
N/A 4 missing
100,0
Total (N) 238
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ﬁﬁo majority of the families oi our respondents fell in the
low socio-economic status category, This wass as expected since most
oi the parents of our respondents (both father and nothor) were
peasant farmers or smsll traders, The middle and high socio-
econemic status categories contributed almost an equal number of
families, This may be explained by the fact thatia significant
pumber of the parents were professionals. This h.ﬁpenod 40 be the
case tith.noatly the fathers. These helped a lot to rni?o the
socio—economic status of the family, -

Muge (1972) had _fimna that most of the perents of his
respondonts ware peasintl. 33. 3% were employed (meaning they
received sslaries, no matter what the smount). 10.7% were
prostitutes who charged & fee for services rendered, while 14%
had no eccupation at all, Mnga's sample cannot be easily categorised
in terms ef -ocio;ocononic status. The only ones who could be
categorimed are the pc’nant- and those who had no occupation. The
ewployed could have been categorised arbitrarily as being of
middle level status af;oo they were knewn to be earning, while the

prostitutes remained uncategerised due to the variations in what

they received for their service,

Residence of the Parents

At first glance, this might appear to be a contradictory
variable in view of the fact that tho.aﬁﬂj&fvas carried out in
tﬁe rural area. However, on closer exomination, ¥4 becomes
evident that not all of the parents who come from the rural
.. %un- reside there permanently., Some of the parents leave the
rural erea and go to the towns in search of employment. In mest
cases, it is the father who goes 40 the urban area wvhile the mother
remaine in the rural area with the children, These parents who

leave the children sometimes visit them now and then,
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In view of this, we were interested in where the parent or b .

parents resided with the children, and qiso in the frequency with.r™

which the absent parents visited the children.

shows where and

with whom the children (respondents) resided.

TABLE 10: Y¥Yhere and with whom the Children resided

Table 10 below

With whom the children resided
Place :

of Both Mother |Father Bellttv‘] N/A |[Total| & of

Residence Parents| only nn{r Total

Rural 139 85 3 5 - g1g 20.6

Urban 18 3 1 = - 29 9.4
N/A - - - - 1 § 1 |missing
Total (N) 157 68 + 5 i | 235 [ =

% of Total 67.0 20,0 | 1.7 2.1 ilisuingi 100,0

Table 10 shows that 90.6% of the parents of our respondents

resided with their

of 0.4% were urbag based.

resided with both parents in the ruresl

with the mother only in

lergest majority, while those who
few in number.
or living, society

rural area,

obligation to fulfil.

Mugs (1972), found 58.

were roral based, while 41.5% were urban based.

however,

urban based; whether

parents.

the rurli ares con%ributed the second

In ordinary circumatances,

The wajérity of our respondents

area,

were urban besed were very

expects him o vieit ki s children in the

If£ he is a responsible fether, he has this

break down the parents in terms of who was rural or

14 was the mother, the fatler, or both

In our case the large majority of mothers residing

17

children in the rural areas, while a minority

Those who resided

412 @ father is present

5% of the parents of his respondents

Muga did no%,




in the rural area maybe explained by the faet that fathers
usually leave the home area to look for employment, Their
destinagions in most cases are the u;ban areas where they
receive salaries to subsidize what little is earned from
pedéknt farming. Thid is the most common form of occupation
among rural people,

Ordinarily, salaries to workers are normally peid at the
end of the month, I% ia,_therefore, at this time when most
of the absent parents visit their femilies in the rural areas.

Table II shows how often some of the absent parents visited

their femiies.

TABLE 11: PFPreguency of sits by absent parent

Frequency moiber or fathes etn
Weekly 12 29.3
Monthlg 14 34.1
Yearly 6 14.6
Rarely ? 22,0
Not Applicable 104 Miasig
$—

100,0

Ne 2385 &

|

) 1
As expected, 34.1% of the absent perents visited their
children on a monthly basis. Although no atiempt was made
in this study to know which parent visited the children, the
frequency of viasits by an absent parent is still an

importany{ factor in th is study,
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Thie is becaume it helped us to gauge how often thes children
saw their absent parent, and bow often they ceme into contact
with him/her. Thie is importan§ in that it is an indicatol
of parent - child relationship or attachment, and consequently

it is vital for socialisation of the child,

Religious commitment of familyg

Heligion is important to children as a guide to moral
conduct in the process of socialigation, In this study, we
vere injerested in knowing, whether members of the respondents
family belonged to the same religion, the frequency ofwchurch
atiendance, ard whether members of the family attended church
with therpspgﬁsgtst_ Qut of a total of our 235 respondents,
99,6% belonged to the christian religion, while 0,4% belonged
to another religion. This was a8 we o;poeted; because even
though there are so many denominations in Nyeri district, all
of them belong to thecﬂhriatian!aithﬁ This 1is not to say
that the&o are po other religions in the district, These, are,
however, restricted to the urban areas and include Islam ana
Hinduiem,

Tn hie study Muga (1972), found that all of his respondents
were affiliated to some religion, These were, however, distributed
in terms of christisnity, Islam, and g;aditionalisu. . The reason
for this may heve been that the anbjeéts in his study had been
dravo from all provinces of Kenya in contrasy to our own whe came
from one single district.

95.7% of the parents belonged to the seme religion as their '
children (respondents), while 94.8% of other members of the family

(brothers and sisters of our respondents and any other childrenm
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who lived with them) belonged to the same, Only & very small
minority of the parents of our respondents did not belong tgftho
same religion as their children. Thias was also the case with other
members of the family. Again, thie was as expected because it is
rare to find a family divided in iyrns of religious affiliafione.
This ies because such a division is tantamount to a division of
loyalties., When & child is born, he/she is indoctrinated and .'brlought
up in the religion of the parents with such rituale &spaptisms
taking place when the children are still young. In later lif;,
the children may (and sometimes do), break away from the religiops
beliefs of their parents to join apother religion of their choice.
The religious affiliations of our respondents tog;tper with
their femilies is made more explicit when ome looks at how they
attended church services. 77% of the parents attended church
with their children, while only 23% did not. 76.8% of the ether
members of the family also atiended church with our respondents
while again only 23.2% aid not. These figures reflect the manner
in which members of the same family adhere to religiouns belief.
Table 18 shows how regularly ourgo_s_p.nnmw attended church, The
majority attended rogula;ly whilo very few never atiended. The
regularity of church attendance could be an indicator of family
cohesion in that the repondents attended regularly with their parente
and otheé femily members. In rural areas such as the @ne this
atud} was carried out ip, the majority of people attend church

gservices with an unbreken regularity.
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TABLE 12: Frequency of Church Attendance o

Froquency of Attondance No. of Respondents % of Total
Evory Sunday 8g . 34.9
Often 101 43.0
Rarely : 46 19.6
Never 6 2.6

100,0
N - : 235

When we considered the religious aftil:lultion of the
respondenty together wiik the affiliations of other family members,
plua the fregueney of attendance, ﬁll in combination, we.were able
t0 come up with a crude measure of the riligious.eonnitnont of a .

particular family — which is shown in Table 13.

ZANLE 13: Religieus Commitment of Family

Level of Religious Comumitment | No, of Pamilies | % of Total

Little or none 36 14,0
Some Commitment 66 23.8
Bigh Commitment : 146 68.1

100.0

Fven though the measure used-to obtain Table 13 was rather
crude, it nevertheless affords us an insight into how religiously

comnmitted the families of our respondentis were. The majority of
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our respondents (62.1%) appear to have come from families with
a high regard for religion, However, even with their high regard

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

be left to conjecture.

The Delinquent Offences

In order to portray how the res-ondents in our sample had
engaged in the various offences, and the frequgfy with which thny{ﬁ
had committed these offences, it was necessary to show each offence
élngly, By showing each offence on its own, it will be possible
t0 also portray how many of the respondents engaged in a particular’
offence. The responaoshof the respondents will also be shown. These
will provide us with a background ofi which to build on and make i%
possible to display the level of delinquency of the respondents,

There Wwere 24 offencses in all, Each of these had four types
of responses ranging from never having committed the offence, to
having committed it quite often, Table 14 shows the responses for
each offence and the number of respondents who fall into each
response category.

Tables 15 and 16 show the frequency of offences committed b?

the males and females respectively, and the humber who fall into

each response category.
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TABLE 14: Fregquency of Offences Committed by the Respondents

RESPONSES TO THE OFFENTES
L 5
‘Bower-|:0nce of| Several | Quite | Total
OFFENCES Twice Times Often
1|Disobeyed Parents 6 58 33 139
2|Ran away from home 95 62 35 43
8| Truancy 63 40 63 80
4| Sent out of class for misbehaviour 72 111 86 16
5| suspended or Expelled from School 211 19 3 2
6| Cheated on any cless test 100 83 39 13
7| Smoked while in School or a}. home 167 19 39 17
8| Drank beer, bought of even tried to] 170 49 13 3
9| Taken, used or sold drugs 233 2 - -
10|Picked up by Police or put on /
Probation 233 1 1 =
11| Gone to partios/dances without .
permission 87 59 64 28
12| Driven & car without & licence | e21 7 3 4
13| Taken 1little things not belong to
you 14 71 35 1186
14| Taken vsluable things not belong
to you 148 60 22 [
15| Damaged, destroyed private/publiec
property 1323 61 80 o
16| Engaged in Trespass 30 44 43 118
17| Broken into/tried %o, bnilding:
‘40 steal 227 5 8 -
18i Set fires in plucosn::e{.should 05 - 5 X
10| Been in a fiast-fight 90 83 28 84
20! Taken part in gang-fight 219 11 o 3
21| Boatimn: up clﬁidr:: :::0 nothing - 79 > 20
22|Hit your mother er father 231 3 1 =
23{ Used force or th:::::h::gﬂet = = P 00
24| Conceal ed weapon on your person 71 41 16 T
Totals 3328 1036 624 671
, N = 235

83




OQut of the 24 offences shown in table 14, each had been
commited, if not quite often, then &t lea-t once or twice, 1In
fact, it was ouly offences number 9% and 10 ( taken, used or sold
drugs, and being picked up by police or put on probation), which
had not heen comnitted with such frequency as the other offences.
Only 2 of the respondenis had once or twice either used, or solad
drugs, while another 2 rerorted having been picked up by the
police or put on probation. One of these 2 respondents had come in
contact with the police once or twice, while the other had done so
several times.

With the exception of the above- two offences, the
respondents indicated having committed the offences with a
significant frequency. This wes similar to the findihg reported by
Nye ot al (1967), Vas, (1987); Brown, (1984).

Bven though these figures are guite useful, they are not so
meaningful in terms of snalyeia. In the firet place, they would
have posed problems of intérpretation if each offence was considered
Presented as they were in table 14, they nevertheless -

on its own,

offered us a genersl overview of the frequencey with wvhich our

respondents had engaged in the offences,
When these figures were broken down by sex, it became clear

which gender had engaged in what offence and with what frequency.

The resultis are shown in tables, 15 and 16 for males and females

respectively.
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TABLE 15: Frequency of Offences Committed by Males

RESPONSE CATEGORY ( Frequency)

Never|Once | Several| Quite | Tetal
OFFENCES or Times Often
Twice
ol
1|Disobeyed your psrents 3 27 18 71
2 {Ran avay from home/stayed out all night| 45 87 20 17
3 |Stayed away from school without
permigsion 27 30 33 29
4|Sent out of class for misbebaving 40 ée 12 3
5|Suspended from (or expelled) school 104 14 - 1
6 {Cheated on any class test 58 al 15 5
7 |Smoked while in school er at bhome 54 16 <} 17
8 {Drank, tried to buy, or bought beer 65 39 ie 3
9 [Taken, used or sold drugs 117 2 - -
10 [Pjicked up by police or put on probation| 117 1 1 -
11 {Gone to parties or dances without f
permission 38 35 36 10
12 {Driven without a licence 106 7 3 3
13{Taken 1little things not belonging to you 4 36 22 87
14 |Taken thinge of value not belonging
t0 you 68 41 a8 2
18 {Damazed, deatr;izgegzzlic/brivate P = 26 . .
16 |Engaged in trespass 13 21 23 eg
17 [Broken it /tried to), building to steal 113 ‘4 8 -
18 {Set firee in places they should not be 91 23 4 1
19 |Been in s fiet-fight 87 44 18 30
20 [Taken part in gang-fights 104 11 1 3
21 |Beaten up children done nothing. $o, yau 42 42 19 16
22 'Hit your mother or father 116 2 1 -
23!Used force or threats to get something 72 20 20 7
24 |Concesaled a weapon on your person 84 20 11 4
e !
Total 1563 610 338 345
Nw= 1190




TABLE 16: Fregquency of Offences Committed by Females

& ﬂ“'

ESP ONCE_CATEGORY unen
Never| Once [ Several |[(Quite Total
OFFENCES T::ce Times Often
1| Disobeyed your parents 3 3l 15 67
2! Ban away from home/stayed out all night 50 1.3 15 26
3| Stayed away frow sthool without permission 36 10 80 40
4| Sent out of class for misbehaving ag 49 24 11
5| Suepended from ( or expelled) school 107 3 3 1
6| Chested on any class test 42 42 24 8
7| Smoked while in school or at home 113 ‘3 - -
8| Drank, tried to buy, or bought beer 108 10 1 il
0] Taken, used or Bold drugs 116 - = xY
10{Pjcked up by police or put on probation | 116 -l = -
11| Gone to parties or dances without
permission 49 24 28 16
12| Dpiven a car without a licence 118 - - 1
13| Paken 1ittle things not belonging to you 10 35 13 &8
14| Taken things ef value not belonging
to0 you 80 19 14 3
15| Damaged, destroyodpgzgzizg?rivato 18 o Lo )
16| Engaged in trespass 17 23 20 56
17| Broken into/tried to) building %o steal | 114 1 1 >
18| Set fires to places they should not be 109 0 1 =
19| Been in & fist-fight 63 | 89 10 4
20| Paken part in gang-fights 114 1 1 -
alé:eaten up children done nothing to you 43 37 25 11
22[Hit your mother or father 1106 - - -
23, Used fofcg or threats to get gomething 51 19 24 22
24! Concealed & weapon on your person 817 el o g
17886 426 286 326
Totals
116
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Tables 15 and 18 show thet with few exceptions, males and
females had committed the various offénces with almost equal
frequency, However, official sources indicate that the level
of female delinguency is very low.

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

These three were: taking, using or selling drugs; being
picked up by police or put on probation; and heving ever hit your
mother or fether. The males had engaged in all these three
offences though with & very low frequency. Apart from the
above three, a comparison of the two tables shows that the
frequency of commitiing offences did not differ very much between
the sexes, which is contrary to popular belief thaf female
delinquency is negligible., This was similjar to the finding
reported by Wise (1967),in her study on delinquency among
middle-class girls.

Although the frequeneié¢s for engaging in offences diffored,
our findings indicated the difference in ratio between males and
females was not as great as official sources seem to indicate.
The meles in our sample reported having commitied the offences
moye often than the females, This may explein why even official
gources show more males than females, Due to their bigher

frequency in committing the offences, the males are more prone

4+0 apprehension,

Tvpes or Nature of Offence
The sype or neture of offence will be portirayed 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, In this case we will have either status,

praperty, or persons offences, or a combination of all -types

of offence, or two of them such as gtetus-property, status-persons,
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or persons-property. In all, we will have 7 different catégories
for types of offences the respondenis could have engaged in.

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

TABLE 17: Types of Offences Engaged in

'

Type of Offence Engaged in No., of Respondents | ¥ of Total
All types 45 ' 2.1
Status-Property 47 33.8
Status-Persons 2 1.4
Persons-Property 8 8.7
Status 19 13,6
Property 18 12,9
Persons 1 0.7
N/A 95 missing

100,0

Ne 235

Table 17 shows that the majority of our respondents had
engaged in status and property offences., These comprised
32.8% of the respondents. Almoat & similar percentage ef the
respondents had engaged in all the types of offences (atatua,
property and poraons). The resson which may account for this

eccurrence is that status and property offences are easier to



engage in, compared to persons offences which accounted for
ouly 0,7%, This is because persens offences are more serious
than either status ar properiy offences,

Vhen we broke down the types of offences in terms of which
sex engsged in what type of offence, the picture became more

clear,

TABLE 18: Type of Offence by = Sex of Respondents .

Type of Offence SEX OF BE?PONDENTS

Male % | Female] % |[Total

All Types 30 | 40 15 23,1| 45
Status and Properiy 4] £9.3 25 38,6 47
Statas and Persons 1 1.3 1 1.5 e
Persons snd Property ] 8,0 2 3.1 8
Status 6 8.0] 13 20,0 19
Property o 12,0 9 13.8| 18
Persons 1 | L8} - - 1
N/A 44 |missing| 51 |missinf 95
100,0 100,0
Total 119 116
N = ' 235

Table 18 shows that the absolute total: for males was more
than for females but the difference wes very emall, 4s expected,
ﬁore msles had engaged in all types of offences than the females.
This is & reflection of the analysis of each offence sepsrately

as shown 1

in the offences more frequently then the females,

n tebles 16 and 16 in which more males reported engaging



However, when we look at etatus and property offences, 38.5%
of females had engaged in these offences, in comparison to only
290.3% males. This finding may be explained by the fact that,
even though females do not engage in the more serious offences,
as do males, they nevertheless engage in the less serious ones,
and especially offences which deal with status and proper;y.
This is made more explicit when one looks at astatns offences
alone. in which there are more females ithan males. Also, the
pumbers of males and females who had engaged in prorerty offences
are equal. The seriousness of persons offences is underlined by
the very low percentage (1.3%), and this is for males only.
These findings were as expected and support the findings of
Wise (1967) that girls engage in delinguent offences in the same

way as boys with very few exceptions.

Level of Pelinquen

As our operstional definitions indicate, we treated
delinguent bebaviour in the form of a scale ranging from none or
l1ittle delinquency, to high delinquency. This scale was
constinctéd by scoring the responses of each respondent using a
score ranging-!ron 0.~ 3 for each type of response (from never
0 quite often).

The scores of each respondent were then added together and
the respondent placed om the scale according to his/her total
score., The uaeful;ess of this scale lies in the fact that kt
shows in a summary manner how our respondents had engaged in
delinquent behaviour. The scale was used because we would not
have been able to treat each offence separately for each

respondent.
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TABLE 19: Respondents by Level of delinquency

Level of Delinquency | No., of Respondents % of Tatal
Little or None 25 40.4
Mila 113 48.1
High 27 11.5

100.0
Total (N) 235

Table 19 reveals that the greater majority of our
respondents had, engaged in delinquent behaviqur. This is
indicated by the fact that almoat 60% of them had engaged in =i ...
either mild or high level delinguency. The 40.4% of the
respondents who fell in the category of those who had engaged
jo little or no delinguency at all had scored very low on our
delingquency scale,

The figures in the table also help to prove our assumption
correct in that there are those adolescents in the secondary
schools who engage in delinquent behaviour but remain unapprehended.
It also shows that adoleschknts will reveal their delinguent activi-
ties if approached in & tdctical manner.

A breakdown of level of delinguency by sex shows how, the med
males and females were distributed according to level of

delinquency. The results are shown in table 20 below.
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TABLE ©20: Level of delinguency by Sex

iSex of Respondent
Level of Delinquency
Male % Female % Total
Little or None 44 37.0 51 44.0 1.3
Mild (.. 47.1 87 49.1 113
High 19 156.9 8 6.9 27
1100,0 100,0
| Fntafuiiui
Total 119 116
Nm= 236

The table shows that more males had engaged in a high level
of delinguericy then the famales. Overall, more of the males had
engaged in delinquent behaviour than the femalea, At the same
time, more females had engaged in little or no delinguency than
the males.

The findings in the table may be explained by the fact that m
males: had engagéd in the variouse offences with a higher frequency
then had the gfemales. Mereover, more of the males had engaged in
more serious offeneeay~'hich the females had not. The higher G}
the frequency of committing the offences, the higher the level of
delinguency 88 ghown in tables 15 and 16 which dédal with the
offences and the freguency of commiting them by each sex. With
tion of high level delinquency, there were no 'significant

the excep
differences in the other levele of delinqnoucf belween both sexes,
The above presentation of respondents and how they were
distributed throughout the various categories has so fer been
descriptive in nature. This has helped +to form a basis on which

to build the succeeding chapter on testing of hypotheses.



CHAPTER FIVE

THE FAMYILY ENVIRONMENTS AND DELIN QUENCY

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
variable is delinguent behaviour. The chi-square (x2) has bheen

used as a test of independence between the independent and

dependent variables and to test for the level of esignificance

of the relationship between variablees.

To compute the 12 , we used the Formula:

xa = (fzf_:_fﬂn
E

Where O denotes the observed frequency, and

E, the expected frequency.
To obtain the degrees of freedom (df) for esch table,
we used:
it = (c-1)zx(r-1)
where C denotes the number of columns, and
R, the number of row categories in each table.

The level of eignificance of association (P) between variables,

was obtained by using the XE distribution tables.
A1l the hypotheses in this study were tested at the 0,08

level of significance. In all the tables appearing in this -

chapter, the total number of respondents was 235 (N = 235),

unless otherwise stated.
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Relationship between Family size and Delingnency

Virtoally all the studies carried ont on juvenile
delinquency have had something to do with size of the delinguents
family. Hirschi (1960: 239) has observed that Paige of famjly
has been and still is an empiriciets dream."

Studies which have used official delinquents as respondents
have consistently found that delinquents come frpm large familjag,
The Gluecks (1934 and 1950) found that most of their delinquent °
boys came from families slightly larger than the average size of the
family in England.

Thie study also attempted to see if & relationship existed

between family sisze and level of delinquercy. The findings are

shown in table 21.

TABLE 21: Family sizge by lLevel of Delinguency

Family Sise 4%

Level of -
| delinqueney | Small  %f: “He@ium I .. .large Total
None 43 a2 20 o5

(%) (18.3) (13.6) (8.5) (40.4)
Mijd 33 30 50 113

(2) (14.0) (12.8) (e1.3) (48.1)
High ? 6 12 27

(%) (3.8) (2.6) (5.1) (11.8)
e vent | Gen | o) | (34.0) 56,160

Celculated X° « 13.88
¢ = 4



Table X° = 13,28
Level of significance = 0,01
HYPOTHESIS 1: The larger the femily size, the higher the level
of delinquent behaviour.

Table 21 indicates that the largest: nuimber 6f high level
delinquency scorers came from large families. This is also the
case with those children who had engaged in mild delinquency.

On the other hand, the largest number of none delinquents came from
small families, while very few of the none delinquents came from
the large families. The findings shown in the table seem to
support our hypothesis, thus leading us to accept it.

One major reason given for why more delinguents come from
large families is that in such families, there is no atmosphere
conducive for learning through the process of socialigation. Due
40 the large number of children, there exists a lot of competition
for parental attention among the many children. In the process
some of the children may feel a sense of parental neglect. 1In
this neglect, may infact be actual rather than perceived.

some cases,

The result may be & lack of interaction within the family unit.

Some of the children end up not being . - properly integvated
to become 'normal’ functioning members of society., The acquisition
of societal roles, norms, values and mores is inaedequate, thus
leading some of the children to become delinquents, since the
parents have not been able to perform their duty as agentis of
socialization. In this way, the basie assumption of the theory of
cul ture (that adequate socialization through acquisition of societal
norms, values, roles etc) is greatly undermined. In this regard,

the likelibood of engaging in delinquent acts becomes very bigh

jndeed as children attempt to cope with the reality of the situation



at hand, This is almost similar to the argument advanced by Hirschi
(1:69 : ~40) iun bis social control theory when he says "that the
likelihvod of delinquent bebaviour increases as an individual's bond

to society weake:s; oune critical element of tbe boi:d is the attachment
between the parent and the child". The perceived or actual neglect

of the ehild by the parents means that the bond between them has alreagdy
began to weaken, thus increasing the chances of the child's engaging

in delinquent behaviour.

When we tested for the associstion between fawily size and level
of delinquency of the respondent in our sample, we found the level of
significance of associatton (P) to be very high. It was far above
the accepted one of 0.05, since it meant a 99% level of confidence

of the association., We, therefore, concluded that a relationship

does exisi between family size and level of delinqueney.

Studies which have nsed official delinquents as respondentis have
also found & relationship to exist between family size and delinquent
beheviour ( Gluecrks 1934, and 1950). When self-reports have been used

however, the fiidings on this relationship have been varied. Nye et al

(1067), using & version of the delinguent behaviour measure used in

this study, found & relationship to exist between siges of families

and delinquent behaviour. His findings were supported by Hirschi (1069)

when he tested for the relationship between size of family and
frequency of commission of delinquent acts, His finding indicated that

children from large femilies are more 1ikely than children from small
families to have committed delingquent acts,

Dentler and Monroe (1°61), failed to fi-d a relationship between
the sizge of family of their respondents and reported delinquent acts.
The hypotheses tested by Dentler and Monroe had been derived from the
resesrches of Nye (1958);
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McCord and McCord (1959), end the Gluecks (1950),. All these
studies had found a relationship to exist between family size and
delinquent behaviour. Consequently, we consider our own finding
as regards the relationship between family size and delinguent
hehaviour to be consistent with the findings of other researchers.
This is without regard to whether the studies were concerned with

the level of delinquency or with delinguent behaviour per se.

Relationship between family Stability and Delinguency

The "broken home"™ as a factor related to juvenile
delinguency has enjoyed wide popularity with the belief that
delinquents tend to come from "broken homes" as apposed to
"intact” homes ( Glnecks 1934; Wootton 1959)., The intact home
variable in our study has been feferred to as stability of the
family. This means that we had what we termed unstable or °
broken families on the one hand, and the intact or stable
families on the .other hand,.

As discussed previously, the factors which lead to unatable
or broken families are death, divorce, separation, desertion,
or cases where the mother never marries, whereby the family
remains as a single perent family. The effects of death, 'djvorce
separation, or desertion are that the children from such families
are left with either a single-parent, with foster parents, a siep
mother or father, or with no sort of gnardian at all.

When we tested for the association between the type of

family (home) and level of delinguency, the findings are as shown

in table 22 below,
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TABLE ~2: Femily (Home) type by Level of Del;nguencx)

Family or Home type
Level of delingquency
Intact Broken Total
None 86 9 05
(%) (36.86) (3.8 (40.4)
Mild 84 29 113
(%) (35.7) (12.3) | (a8.1)
High 17 10 27
(%) (7.2) (4.3) | (11.8)
Total Valid 187 48 035
(%) (79.8) (20.4) | (100.0)
Calculated X° = 13.54
df = 2
Table x2 = 10.60
Level of Significance = 0.006
AYPUTHESIS 2: The less the intectness of the family, the higher

the level of delinguency.

Our findings indicate that most of our respendenta came from
intact fami'ies while very few came from broken ones. Further,
more of those who had engaged in a mild level of delingquency came
fyom intact families in larger oumbers than from breken families,

In fact, there were more resnondents who had engaged in delinguency

gyom intact homes than (those who came) from broken Homes.

Hirschi (176+: 243) found that “the difference in bebaviour
between children from broken homes and unbroken ones did not

juaiify the great emphasis placed on the broken home factor in
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common-senseé explanations of delinguency. There were no dearth
of boys from broken homes in the present samrle”,

These findiogs by Hirachi are consistent with our own as
shown in table 22, This leads us to reject our hypothesis
about the relationship beiween the two variables. A major
reagon vhich could explain these findinge is that in the total
population, there are more intact families than hroken ones.
Yet, children from these intact families do engage in delinqueng
bebaviour. This is no exception as far as the present sample
is concerned. There are more iutact femilies than there are
broken ones.

Self report studies have found little or no overall relation-
ship between the broken home and delinquent behaviour., The
present stody used the same tool for messuring delingquent
behaviour and found a relationship to exist between home-type
and delinquent behaviour. Dentler snd Monroe (1961), found a
level of significance of 0.3 when they tested for the association
beiween broken homes and theft, Hirschi (1969) aleo failed to
find an overall relationship between the two variables, He,
however, maintained that there is a relationship between the broken
home and delinquency, only that the relation is very weak.

The absence of one parent is certainly bound to have its

effects on the children especially where the socialization

process is concerned, To symbolic interactionists, the absence
of & parent, for example the father, deprives the children of a
relevant symbol in the form of a father image and ite related
habits. The ensning result is that this deprivation facilitates

the like'ihood of delinguent behaviour since the relevant symbol

is shsent to reinforce the learning process of the child.



This perspective weuld be applicable in explaining the
delinquent behaviour of children fyombroken homes, However,
the findings in this study do not seem to support the
interactionist view, This may be explained by the fact that the
socialigation process in the rural areas is not tho&uty of the
parents alone, It is viewed as the responsibility of the
community, and aspecially so, in cases where there are extended
femilies, If a nuclear family breaks up, the extended family takes
up the duties previously carried out by the nuclear family,
These include the socialimation of the children.

One major reason vhich may explain the findinge in thia
study ( the very high level of significance of the relationship
between type of family and delinquency),is that we did not deal -
with one type of femily alone, We itreated the type of family
as a dichotomy (intact and broken) while other scholare have
dealt mainly with the relationship between the broken home
and delinquency {Nye 1958; Dentler and Monroe, 1961; Hirschi,
1789),

Johnson (1986), treated the home type in terms of which
parent was present, He tested for %he association between home
ty e a d se’ f-reported delinquent bebavior and fa iled to find
a significant re‘ationship, He however, found that home type is

moderstely, but significantly releted to self-reported official

trouble,.

These findings by Johnsono led him to ohgserve that "the
typire 1 covclusion is thst the quality of the parent-child
relationslip (often termed the parent—child attachment) rather
than the intactness of the family, matters most in determining

the actual behavior of the children "(Johnson, 1386:85),
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This perspective wonld be applicable in explaining the
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the findings in this study do not seem to support the
interactionist view, This may be explained by the fact that the
socialization process in the rural areas is not thq&uty of the
parents slone, It is vieved as the responsibility of the
community, and aspecially so, in cases where there are extended
families. If a nuclear family breaks up, the extended family takes
up the duties previousiy carried out by the nuclear family.
These include the socialization of the children.

One major reason vhich may explain the findings in this
study (the very high level of significance of the relationship
between type of family and delinquency),is that we did not deal
with one type of family alone. We treated the type of family
as 8 dichotomy (intact and brokon) while other scholars have
dealt mainly with the relationship between ithe broken home
and delinquency (Nye 1988; Dentler and Monroe, 1961; Hirachi,
1769),

Jobnson (1986), treated the home type in terms of which
parent vas present, He tested for the association between home
ty e a d se’ f-reported delinquent behavior and fa iled to find
a significant re’ationship, He however, found thet home type is

modersiely, but significantly related to self-reported official

trouble,

These findings by Johnaon led bim to ohserve that "the
typira 1 conclusion is thet the quality of ihe parent-child
reletionsfiip (often termed the parent-child attachment) rather
than the intactoess of the family, matters most in determining

the actual behavior of the children "( Johuson, 1386:65),
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This implies that we should be more interested in the parent-
child relationship rather. thanm. the intsctness or stability of
a femily i c¢rder to derermine the behavior of the children.
This is because. intact families do rot necessarily mean that
there is emotional stability for the children especially if the
pare:ts are not getting alorg. This is exemplified by the fact
that childrer. from inte~t fe-ilies engege in delinquent
behaviour 88 do thuse fr'm broken families, The abse.:ce of
epotic al stability for ilbe children in intact families may lead
to & weaker parent-child attachment. This in turn leads to the
weekenir g of the bond between the child end the parent. The
result is that the child does not internalize the values, norms,
roles etc which are imparted to it by the parents. This, of
course, means that the child receives inadequate socialization,

which may lead to delinquemcy.

Relationship between level of education attained

by parents ard delinquency

The educetion atteined vy the par-nt or parents of e child
is ar. imsortant fector, not ooly in its relation to the behaviour
of & child. but also in its relation to otbher social phenomena,
such as the occupation of the pareuts. Bowever, the question of
whether the educational level attained by the parents is relsted

to delirquency of the children, has remsiuned unconfirmed,

101



Muge (1972), found that most of the pare.ts of the
delinque:t childre:. studied had sttaired a low feve! of
educatirn, Muge did not, however, indicate whether it was the
Mother or the Father whe hed attai .ed the low level of

educati.i., He a'sc did not test for a relationship between

his wveriables.

Tables 22 and 24 show the Tevel of educativi. attained by the fathersl

and mothers of ihe respondents by level of delinqueiicy of

the resnondents.

Teble 23: Fathers education by level of delinquency

Level of level of education attained by fathex
delinquency No formal | Secondary College Total
Schooling ! and below and above
None 10 48 33 91
(%) (4.7) (22.3) (15.3) (42.3)
Mild 13 63 25 101
(%) (6.0) 29, 2 (11.8) (46.9)
High - 6 12 8 24
(%) (2.9) (s.8) (2.8) (10.7)
Total Valid 29 123 63 215
(%) " (12.8) (57.2) (29.2) (106,0
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NOTE: There are 20 missinyg observations
Calculated X° = 6.68

af o 4
Table 2 - 5.39

Level of Significance = 0,285

TABLE 24: Mother's educétion by level of delinguency

Level of education attained by Mother
Level of No formal Secondary College Total
delinquency Schooling and below and over
None 14 58 23 o8
(%) (6.1) (25.1) (9.9) (41.1)
Mild 19 80 12 111
(%) (8.2) (34.6) (5.2) (a7.2)
High 6 17 2 25
(%) (2.6) (7.4) (0.9) (10.8)
Total Valid 39 15686 39 231
(%) (16.9) (87.1) (16.0) (100.0)
Note: There are 4 missing observations
calculated XE = 8,82
af - 4
Table x® - 7.78
Level of Significence = 0,10

Hypothesis 3: The lower the level of education attained by the

parents, the higher the level of delinguent behaviour.
As both tables 23 apd 24 show, as the level of education

attaiped by the parents (father and mother) increases, the level
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of delinguency of the children decreases. More of our respondents'
whose parents bad attasined a level of education of secondary and
below had enseged in 8 higher level of delingquency. Overall, the
number of children who had engaged in delinguent behaviour had *
parents who either had had no formal schooling or had had a level
of secondary snd below. These findings thus confirm our
bypothesis that as education of the parents increases, the level

of delinguency decreases,

This doos not however, confirm that education of parenis and
delinquency of the children are related in 8 significant manner.
In both cases for father and mother respectively, the level of
8ignificance of the relationship was far belew the convemtional
0.05. We, therefore, concluded We therefore, concluded that a
significant relationship does not exist hetween the education af

the parents and the delinguent behaviour af the children.

Dentler and Monroe (1961) had found a lack of association
between father's education and self-reported delinguency. Their

test for association ghowed a level of significance of 0.5,

Their measure for level of education attained by the father was

pno different from our own since they ranged from college

education through high gchool graduate, to less than high achool

graduate, The near gimilarity in the measures used for both

education and delinquent behaviour by Dentler and Monroe and

in our study, may have contributed to obtaining the same

findings. However, Hirschi (1969: 70) using a different measure

for fatber's education, obtained the same result. He con:'unded

that fethers education by self-reported delinquency "sugi:sts

at best & trend in the direction of a negative relation."
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Research on delinquency has had little to do with
mother's education especially as a factor related to the
delinquency of the children, Where mother's education has been
mentioned, it has been used as an index of some other variable
guch a8 socio-economic status of the femily (Dentler and
Monroe, 1961).

Oven though an overall relationship does not seem %o
exist between the level of education attained by the parents
and delinquent behaviour of the children, this does not diminish
the importance of the education of the parents and the bhehaviour
of the children. The findings in this study, and the confirmation
of the hypothesis bear this fact. Children whose parents have
attained a low level of education seem to engage more in ¢
delinguent behaviour than those whose parents have attained a
bigh level of education,

Children whose parents have attained a low level of education
receive no motivation at all, This is especially so since the
children lack & relevant symbol to identify with. Neither
the mother nor th; father act as relevant identification symbols
for the children, This absence of motivation to the children,
may consequently lead to the absence of any guidance, In such
circumstances, the children are left on their own to familiarise
themselves with the reality. Due to the absence of relevant
symbols for the children to emulate,the likelihood of engaging in
delinquent behaviour becomes very high.

On another level, Merton's theory of differential
opportunity may be used to explain why children of parents of low
education engage in delinquent behaviour more. Since education

in our society is directly related to occupation, and consequently
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income level, parents with low educastion may in moat cases have

lov incomes., This msy have a direct effect on the children who
want verious amenities of life, yet they cannot acquire them :
since their parents do not have the means, In order to acquire
guch items as money and other socially required items, the children
may very likely engage in delinquent behaviour. Aft{er all,

their parents are unable to provide them with such items which
societal members value. The simplest and cheapesi way of

achieving them is by obtaining them through means which are not

gsocially accepted.

Relationship beiween occupation of Parents and Delinquency

The occuptation of parents, and more qptably, that of the
gather has been used ofien es an indicator of the socio-economic
gtatus of the family, In some instances, fatherfa education has

been included to come up with a refined index of soecio-economic

status. ;

i

In delinguency research, mother's occupation has rarely been
included a8 & gsocio—economic status index. Only in few studies
has mother's occupation been used to refine the messure of
socio—economic status of the family.

In this study we were interested in both the occupatien
of the father and that of the mother. These two were used as
indexes of socio-economic status of the femily. This is in view
of the treditional belief that delinquents come from families of
loy socio-economic status, Studies which bave used official
delinquents as repondents have found with unvarying consistency
that delinquents come from homes in which incomes are lew and |
the quality of family life poor (Gluecks, 1950 and 1062;

Muga, 1972),
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Our findings on father's and Mother's eccupations by
level of delingquency of our respondentis are shown in tables

o5 and 26 respectively.

TABLE ¢25: Pather's Occupation by level of delinguency

Father's Occupation
Level of
. Peasant or Prof essional or Total
Delinquency General work Senior Adminstrator
None 45 : 44 89
(%) (21.7) (21.3) (43.0)
Mild 8l 36 87
(%) (290.5) (17.4) (46.9)
High 156 6 8l
(%) (7.2) (2.9) (10.1)
Total Valid 121 86 207
(%) (68.4) (41.8) (100.0)
Note: There are 28 miesing observations
(_:alcnlated x' - 4,53
df - P

Table x® . 2.77

Level of Sigunificance = 0,88

Table 25 shows that the majority of o;r respondents who had
engaged in high level delinquency had father's who !ali in th,
peasant farmer  or general worker category. These totalled 7.2%
of the total. Only 2.9% of the high delinquency scorers had
fothers whée £9ll in the professionse]l aamd senior adminis traker

category of occupation,
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Studies which have used the self-report as the measure
of delinguent bebaviour have persistently found no relationship
to exist between father's occupation and delinquent behaviour.
(Nye, 195%; Dentler and Monroe, 1961; 'Hirsohi, 1969)., Thie
was the same finding which we came up,when we tested for the Qieﬁ
agsociation between the two variables, The level of significance

of the relationship between father's occupation and delinquency

was too low. This led us to conclude the absence of a significant

relationship between the two veriables.

However, when the relationship between mothers occupation

and level of delinquency was tested, the finding was a significant
one, as table 26 shows,

TABLE 26: Mother's occ ation by level of delingue

Mother's Occupation
Level of
D P t P : |
elinquency G:;:::1 ::rker S::::::i:;;;hzg.torTotll
None 85 30 95
(5) (28.3) (13-0) (41.3)l
Mild 94 16 110
(%) (40.9) (6.9) (47.8)
Hi gh 90 3 25
(% (9.6) (1.3) (10.9)|
Total Valid 181 49 230
($) (78.8) (e1.2) (100,0)
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Note: +there are 8 missing observations
2

Calculated X @ 10,26
af = ]
Tabl x®
able - 0.21
Level of Significance = 0,01

As with the relationship between father's occupation and
delinguency, more of our respondents who hed engaged in high levgl
delinquency had mother's who fell in the peasant farmer or

gweral worker category of occupation. These totalled 9.6% of the

total of our respondents. Only 1.3% of our respondents who had

engaged in high level delinguency had mothers in the professional

and senior admimsirative category of occupation,

The relationship between mother's occupation and level of

delinquency waa found to be highly pignificant at the 0.01 level.

Bven though previous stadies have not directly tested for this

relationship, tests similar to our ¢wn heve been done. Dentler

and Monzoe (1961), for exiimple, tested for association between

working mothers and theft by juveniles, and found & level of

signiticance of 0.9. Most of their respondents were, however

concentrated in the category of mother s who were unemployed.

Hirschi (IOﬁD} tested for the association between mother's

employment and self-reported delingquency and came to the conclusion,,
between the two was not particularly strong

that the relation

when other enticedent variebles such as family status,

even
snd pumber of $iblings were controlled for.

rvi sion,

mother's eupe :
asgsocietion wase found to be a correlation

The strength of the

coefficient of 0.4.
When we looked at the occupation of the parents of our

(bothtnother and father or as the case may have been),

respondents

109



we were sble to come

status of the family.

up with an index of the socio-economic

Table 27 shows our findings when the

aggociation between gsoci

o-economic status of the family and

level of delinquency was tested.

TABLE 27: Socio-economic status of family by level of delinguency

Level of Socio-ecopomic status of femily
i Low Middle High Total
None i 48 29 o5 o5
(55) (20-8) (9.5) (10.8) (41.1)
Mild T4 23 14 111
(%) (32.0) (9.9) (6.1) (48.1)
High 10 3 3 25
(%) (8.2) (1.9) (1.3) (10.8)
Total Valid 141 48 ) (:: 3 (:2; »
20,7 . .
(%) (61.0)
Note; There 8re 4 missing observations
g ,13
calculated X = 10,1
af = 4
2 - 9.49
Table X
- 0,006
Level of gignificance b
Hvpothesi . The lower the soeio-economic gtatus ©
vpothegig 4°
parents, the hi gher tbe level of delingquencye
’ 2% of our
spdings in table 97 indicate that 8.2%
The fin ni gh 1evel delingquency came from
dents who bad engaged ir
responte” lies, while oolY 1.3% ceme from
fami ey,
low socio-economic gtatusd _— oaeged fn

high stetus gemilies.

Even %

hese Children v

- 110




mild level delinquency were concentrated in the low socio-economi

- mic
status category. The level of significance of the relationship
wos quite high since it stood at 0,05, These findings

confirm our hypothesis, tbus leading us to accept it

However, research bas shown that the relation between
socio-economic status a.d the commission of delinquent actis
;s very small (Nye ebdd 1967; Dentle_n and Monroe, 1961;
Reiss and Rhodes, 1961). And get, official sources indicate

that.the juvenile courts and institutions are noverflowing

with the socio-economic dregs of society" (Hirschi, 1969:66)

This may be a reflection of the biased menner in which the

metbods of apprehension and sentencing of juvenile delinquentsa

is carried out.

When Dentler anid Monroe (1061) tested for the association

beitween socio-economic status and delinquency, they found that

was not a significant one. Even when they devised

the rTelatiom
cio—economic status by ineluding

a new index {0 measure 80

pation and education, togetber with motber's

t the likelibood of assoc

father's occu
jation was

edacation, they found tha

reduced even gurther to & level of 0.5.

Nye (1358) found a

relationship 4o exist between socio-

but the correlation'l

and delinquent bebavionr,

economic status

were too low.
prevalence of

h may explain the

ma jor reason whic
atus families being found

One

children from 10¥ ancioaucunnuic gt

pers in Juvﬂﬂil
rehenaion an
jased viewpein

ge in delinquent b

e delinquent inatitntion's is the

in large nuo
The entire juvenile

biased manner of aPP 4 eentencibBs
em adopis & b 4 toward children from low

rata who engé

justice syst
ehaviour. Children

iocio-economic st
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fr-m high socio-economic status femilies hardly ever reach t+h
e

juveni i i
J pile courts since "things are arranged" with the relevant authori
ori--

ties for their release. However, children from low soci
cio-

economic strata do not have the means nor the access to th
0 e

relevant anthorities. They, therefore, are apprehended,cha d
b rged,

and may in most ipstences end up being sentenced, This
. means

that every time official statistics are used, a relation wi
o will ¢ .

8 1]

deli ;
elinquency, One can interprete this from the Margist point of
- : n 0 .

view. The agents of gocial control in society are seen as

gerving the "owner class", that is, the high socio~economic

statns groups who own and control the means of production
Delinquency is,therefore, seen as central to capitalistic societi
es,

and its prevenvivi, only possible shrough social reorganization

-gocialist lines.

along Margist
dy show that a lerge number of

The findings in our s8tu
dren come from the lovw

ined from Merton's standp

socio-economic strata,

delinquent ehil
oint about the

This cen perhap# be expls
ferential opportunit
ral and gocial struc

jes for people in society.

existence of dif
tures of society.

Merton identified the cultu
purposes and

g defined goals,

ructure consists ©
e for all members of

pted a8 legitimat
on the other hand,

The cultural st

interests which are acce
defines, regulates

cial gtructure,

society, The 89
| l¢hi9ving.thésahgoals

ble means. of
institntions.
but ne emphasis

rols the accepte
and other

and cont
Essentially,

through norms, WOTeés:
there exists the defined goals,
g these goals,

therefore,
nal proeednres for achievin
ement of

upon the institutb
g8 through achiev

gucce

Such i
goals 1
terms of occupation

education, Succe®



the *

and bigher monetary gaine. Individuals in society find it hard
X r

to achieve these goals through the legitimate and acceptable

wesns. Therefore, as Merton put it, "which of the availabl
e

procedures is most efficient in metting the culturally app d
rove

value? The technically most effective procedure becomes iypicall
cally

preferred to institutionally prescribed conduct.” (Merto
O o
R, K., 1968: 189). This mey explein why people from lower

socio-economic strata revert more to deviant behaviour in th
e

sttempt to secure the success goals in society. They do not

have the ability to secure the goals through the legitimate

means. This mey alse explain why children from low socic-economi
c

status families engage more ijn delinguent behaviour than those

economic status families, To them, it may be

from high socio-

tonfqrn to the aoei.lly sccepted behaviours in

an attempt té

order to achieve what their parents cannot obtain for. themn,
sparents and delin eng

Relationshi between Residen

aral people mi grate to the
pl ement: dha Ri@rgre

it is the

Ag is generslly the case, r

k for peid empleyment tosup

urban areas to 100
In most instances,

gse obtained from the farme.

ghile the womeD are

earnin
left behind to look after

men who migrate,

These &8

bsent parents are "pormally” expected .

the children.
eir femilies at ce

ptain times. For most families,

y month gince this is the

to visit th

guch timesoccur at the end of @ver

n most galaries 8

re paid. While some of these absent

time whe
basis which could

regular

ip families on a
y Dever visit their families.

parents yisit thel
thers rarely ©
e visits bY the 8b
g to the growth snd socialigation

y or monthly, ©
gent parent is

be weekl

in contributin

an 1mportant factor -
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of the children, A prolonged absence may result in the lack
of parent-child relationship (ettachment), and consequently inm
indented socialisation. This is because the abseut parent is

pot playing his/her rele in the socialisation process of the

children. His role as 8 father and source of authority is

quickly eroded due to his prolonged absence,
Our sample shoved that 67.2% of onr respondents were

residing with both:their parents, 15,3% had no parents, while

17.4% were residing with one parent, This means that the

other parent had migrated, It was this 17.4% of sbsent parents

whomwe tested our hypothesis on.

gABLE 28: Frequepcy of visits DY tavel of delinjuens:
Frequenscy of fisits
Level of
. A month More than & Total
delinquency and Less Month and above
None 6 ) 8
(%) (14.6) (4.9) (19.5)
Mild 19 8 27
(%) (46.9) (19.8) (685.8)
- S
5 6
High 1
(5‘; (2.4) (12.2) (14.6)
__.__._._-_____,_.——""_'_——._.—-—'——
16 41
Total Valid 26 (4oL
(%) (63.?) (386.6) 100,0)
I
Calculated x2 = 6,63, d4f =
2
T.blb x E 5.99
Level of .1gnificance = 0,08
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Hypoth :
epis B5: The lower the frequency of visits by an absent
parent, the higher the level of delinquent behaviour

A -
s table 26 shows, the number of absent parents who visited
e

their families was quite small, BEven then, it provided
ns with

some insiy i .
insight into the relationship between frequency of visit
8

by an absent parent and level of delipquency
Those children whose parents visited them witbin a durati
on

of a month or less bed engaged in large numbers in mild level
e

deli
elinguency. Only 2.4% of those whose parents visited them with
w

the same frequgngy(a month and lenso bad engaged in. high level

delinquency.

On the other hand, children whose parenis visited them.

within 8 period lasting more than a month and above, bad engaged

at the rate ef 12.2%, In fact, oply

in high level delingquency
4.9% of the children whose parents visited them with the same

and above) were non delingquents.

frequency (more than & month

centages of quite

absent parents are

Bven though these per
the findings

e to the overall numbers of &
as to accept our hypothe
ificance of the relati

therefore, conclude

bsent parenis,

small du
sis.

shown in table 28 lead
the level of sign
t at the 0.05 level.
p does exist beiwee

onship

Furthermore,
We,

wes highly significen
n frequency of

that a significant relationsbi
nt perent and leve
n teble 28 and tb

s credenc® to our
s void in the socialigzation

visits by an abse 1 of delinquency:
e equally gignificant

The findings shov¥h i
observation that

1ationsbipP lend

parent createsd
ack of 8 sui tabl

finding of the re
Prolonged absence® of the

Process of the children- The 1 e setting for the
child relotionship may contribute

to the

1 tendencies. This is

e in the child's

creation of & parent -

e child developing antisoci®

likelihood of tb
gnt does not play his/her rol

bﬁcauge the sbsent POr
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sociali i
ization. This may be especislly so in ceses where the f
ather

never visits the children i
, or in caeses where the fami!
y is a single

parent one, In this cese, th
. e mother has to leave th
¢ children with

subst
itute parents. In either of the above ceses, there exist
’ existe the

From th i f 1
m e point of view of symbolic interé;iOniam there i
’ is an

absence of relevant 8
ymbels. In the case of
a father who neve
r visits-

bis children, the ima
ge of the father as a s
ymbol is lackin
g fof the

children to give meaning to it, Since symbolic interactioni
onism

suggests that gocialization is never ending, such relevant i
mages

as the father or mother become vital to the children Thei
. ir very

absence raises the likelihood of delinguency of the children wh
who have

to create their own symbols pnd interprete them in their own
way,

Belatiggshiﬂ botwsgn the !gligigﬂg commi tment of the fanllx
and delinguency. )

The existing lite
whether in th

rature shows that;nl!ﬁion hes had little to do

eory or in empirical research,

with delinquency,
d of delinguency have heen more interested in only

Scholars in the fiel
mples were affilisted to a8 religioun
(

ubjects in their 88
go, hovw often they
190613 Muge, 1978).

whether the B
attended church services

denomination, end if

1959 Dentler apd Monroé,

(Wootton,
hesis oD religion in this study, we

test our hypot

In order 1©
o the religious affiliations of

inquiriﬂg int
use almost everj
This was no exception

r than only
claims to be affiliated@MQ

went furthe

our respondents.
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e other reli

ation.

e concerned. All belonged

to one or th
8s far as the respondeuts in our gample Wwer
went further and inguired into

i.n roligionc

arch atten

therefore,
ther family members.

eligious commitment

to the christ
Thie is

the freguency ©of cb
In doing this,

the index whic
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we were guided by the belieéf that the family is larger than the

individual, and consequently more influential orn individusl action
Wootton (19059), had found that the majority of the

delinquents in her collection of studies were non=church attenders
?

while those in the control group were regulay church attenders,
Muga (1978), also found that all of the deli;quent children
atudied were affiliated to some religion, It couvld have been

the case that even though the children in Muga's study were
affiliated to some religion, they did not attend chorch services,
nor did the other members of their families, Religion is imparted
of moral guidence in the socialization

t0o children a8 & form

process, We shonld, therefore, expect to find differences in

pehaviour between those children who come from familieas which are

deeply cogmitie
. 99 and 30 sbow our findings when we tested for the

d to religion, and those who are not.

Tebles

relationsbip between religious, coumitment and ‘delinguency.

TAPLE 29: !!.Su,ncx of Respondents Church attendance by
Lsrel of Delinguency

ot Frequency of Church attendance
Level o - - o
delinguency. Elrnlr'i*ﬁﬂii"fwﬂl*hi -f:}Jﬁh&mﬂﬂhﬁﬁﬁ?*@!&gﬁﬁtaf
) 12 - 43 40 113
:";"‘ (s.1) | (18.3) (17.0) | (40.4)
= 94 50 a9 113
) (10.2) (e1.8) | (16.8) | (48.1)
High _',._F—;;—F- ° Y 5
(%; (6.8) (3.4) (1.3) (11.8)
B L
e l.é_.ﬂ 52 101 8g 2356
otal Vali (22.1) (43.9) (34.9) (100,0)
(%) e LSS
— af = 4 Table 12 5 14.868

2 , 85
c.lcnlated x - 21 6b,

1 of Significance - 0,005

Leve
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As table 29 shows the largest contribution of high delinguency

scorers was among these who rarely or neverattended church

services, Among those who attended quite often and every time,

wae o be found the largest contribution of none delinguents.

This shows that as the frequency of attendance increases, the like-

libood of engaging in delinquent behaviour decreases. in fact
| ]

the relationship between frequency of church attendance and

delinquency wés found to be highly significant at the 0.00% level

This led us to conclude thati a significant relationship exists

between church attendance end delinquency.

The relationship between religious commitment of the faﬁly

and level of delinquency is shown in table 80.

TABLE 30: Religious commitment of family hy level of delinquenc

Level of Religious commitment of family
delingquency Little or Some High Total
None Commi tment Commi tment
None 3 21 71 a5
(%) (1.3) (8.9) (s0.2) (40.4)
Mild 16 28 69 113
(%) (6.8) (11.) (20.4) (48.1)
High 14 4 6 27
(%) (6.0) (2.9) (2.8) (11.5)
Totel Velid 33 2 140 285
(%) (14.1) (23.7) (e2.2) (100,96)
e ——
Calculated z* = 19.22
as - 4
Table x® -  14.86
ance - 0.008

Level of signific
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Bypot
othesis 6: The less the religious commitment of the fami
-_—-__T____—- , e family.
the higher the level of delinguency, ’
Table: 30 shows that of
the total number
of high delingpe
ncy

score
rs, 6% ceme from families of little or no religio
us commit-

ment, while only 2,6% came fro
¢ m families of & high
religious

commitment, ©n the other bar
, only 1.3% of the n
one delinquents

came from the families with little or no roligidus mmi ¢
co ment,

whil
jle 30.2% of the mone delinguents came from families with
; : w a

bigh religious commitment,

The level of significence of the relationship betw
een

religious commitment and level
of delinguenc
'3 y was very high

(0.008), The percenta
ges shown in table 30 and
the equall
y high

level of significsnee -
that & significant relationship sxists between the two i
variablea,

of the relationsbhip lead ns to conclude

These findinge ausport our bypothesia and lead us to a
ccept it,

Religion in Konya, a8 is generilly the case, is impart
’ arted to

children from a very eerly ege., These children are teughi
u to

avoid everything and every actioo thet is not vi
t viewed an a
cceptable

in the eyes of God,
These would jnelnde sctis such as trusancy, stealing, fi
ht
and various others, ' eheine

These Bame acts are all ineluded and
considered as jav
enile

delinguent offences in this study., By teaching children to £
o fellow

g of their religion,
o children mey emalate them,the parents are i
re 1in

the doctrine and by prectising these doctri

’ nes
themselves 80 that th
tting the goclalis

cul ture becomes Very

actuality pu ation process into force; In tbi
8

the theory of lppliclblo in interpret

case,
dings on this hypothesia. Since religion in x.nya ia

ing the fin
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imparted to children from an early age, in the process of impart-.

ing religion to children, cultural values, pnorus, mores and goals

are in effect transmitted to the children, In this regard, the

children who fail to internalise the teachings imparted tbrough

religious teaching, may fail to become adequately socialized,

They .re,therofore,not fully integrated in society and this may

easily lead to delinguent behaviour tendencies.

In the preceeding chapter, we have so far tested the relation-

ship between the various independent variables and dependeni ones,

using the chi-square test, The findings discussed in this chapter

will be presented in sammary form in the next chapter in which we

will also present our conclusions based on these findings,

epg AT TATROB!
TR ASE .
jg-]-:r“_ ]1}'|L_f{.‘.’{1
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(AAPTER__SIX

CONCLUSION

Summary of the Findings
In this study, the relationship between certain specified
e

femily environments and delinguent beébaviour was tested, Th
. Theae

specified feamily environments were:

(1) Family sise
(2) Femily stability
(3) Level of education sttained by the parents

(4) Occupation of the parents

(5) Residence of the parents
(6) Religious commitment of the family.

Delinguent beheviour was measured using a modified versi
r8ion of

the Nye (1958) delinqpent behaviour scale. Thefp were in e, &
c Yy 24

delinquent behaviour jtems. These had the same feaponaes i
ranging

mmitted the act, to having committed the act quite

red 0 t0o 3 on the scéle.

fyom never co

often, These were 8co

Six .hypetheses were formulate
4+ for indepandence and for significance of

d in this study, &nd tested using

the chi-square tes

significance of the relationship

sssociation. The level of

een the variables was measure
Out of these six hypothests, five were

- d at the 0,056 level, That is,at
»

the 95% confidence level,

rejected. The rejected one was hypothesis

accepted while one waa

¢ which concerned fomily stability.

potheses tested, five of them were found

Out of the eix by
were significant at or abowe the

elationahips which

40 contein T
Hypothesi

ficance, s 3, which concerned the

d by the parents,
o contain & relationship which

0.05 level of signi
though accepted on the

ducation attaine

level of ¢
wes found t

besis of percent!EOBp

was not significlni.

R -3 W



To interprete the findings, three theoretical approaches

were used. These were not confined %o any one of the findings

They were employed on the basis of their adequaney in interpreting
the findings such that one, two or more would be used to interprete

one hypotbesis, These three theoretical approeches were, however
’

found to be closely related to the process of socialization which

is ceutral +to interpretatiomns of delinquent bebaviour.

Conclusion

This study was exceptional in that it was the first of its

kind to be carried out in Kenya. By this, we allude to the

methodology used in this study; that is:

(1) The questionmire which was in the form ofa self report, and
was completed by the respondents themselves,

(2) The sample selected also differed significantly in that it

did not focus on convicted or apprehended : juvenile
delinquents.
However, other studies concerning juvenile delinquency have

been carried out: for example, Muga, 1972.

The data gathered in the course of the present study was found

4o be useful both on the side of theory and also on the empirical

side.

Various researchers have tested for the relationship between

different social factors and juvenile delinqueucy. The methods
ying from one researcher to the other

used to do this have heed var
cial delinquents (those who have come into

Some have. used of fi
ns of juvenile delinguency prevention

the institutio

contact with
apnroved schools and remand

juvenile courts,

such es the police:
ged samples drawn from the juvenile

le others have ¥

homes), whi
regard to their k

pown or unknown delinguent

Population without

behaviours.
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The findings from these studi
ies bave been 8lso v
arying dependin
g

mostly on the type af res
pendents used s
5 chalars who ha
ve used

officiol delinquents as their
res .ondents have invaria
bly found s

relationship to exist between the soci
ocial factors and deli
inquent

beha viour. (The Gluecks, 1934, 1950, 1962; Healy 1915; Woott
7 Wooston,

1959 ; and Mugs, 1972). These studi
. udies bhave found tha
+ more delin
quente

come from large families, from broken fa milies, from famili
ilies in

which the perents ba ve a low edu i
cation, and also
from low Bocio-

economic etrata, When tested for significance, the relationshi h
ips have

been found to be pignificant,

Op t:e other hand, those who ha ve used samples drawn f
rom the

juvenile pepulation without regard to their known delinquenci
cies have

fafled to find an overall relatiomshi i
p to exist between vari
rious family

anvirnnmnntsa“d delinguent behaviour (Nye, 1958; Johnson 1986 )
’ « Some

family fectors guch as family 8isme have been
found to be si :
gunificantly

related to delinquent bebaviour, while others such as the brok
h roken home

have uncovered no relationsbip. However, in most instances, th
8, e

ren frvm the various family environmentas
‘ ‘are

numbers of delinquent child

more than .,on-delinquente. These are the same findimgs which
were
f

uncovered by this study. We gailed to find an overall relati h
onship

all the familyﬂnvlronmantsﬂnd the delinguent behavio
ur of the

between

respondeuts.

Out of the six hypotheses which were tested in this study fi
ive

gnificant rela tionship to exist beiween th
e

were found to contain si

bles and the dependent ones, Tests of statistical

jindepeandent varia
ghowed that

between goci

the relationship 8 between family sisze and
n

significance
o-econonic gstatus and delinquent

de'inquent behavioury

ite by absent parents and delinquent

bebaviour, between frequency of vis

beha viour, betweer type
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of fe::'ly aud de inquent hehavi. ur, a:.d also beilween the religious
commitme.t of the family a.ud de iaquent behaviour, were all signi=~
ficasi #t ur be'ow the 0,08 level of sigtificance, This shows that
even thou b the re atir.shi» betveen the level of education attaine;
hy the parents was "ot fo.:d to be significant, & relationship still

dnes exist between certain family factors and deli:quent behavi
luvur,

—

In every instzuce, there were more cbildren who reported deli
i=-

nq eut hebaviour who came from large femilies, from fami’ies in which
e

the pare:ts have aitaired a low level of education, from low soci
[« B2

ecooric stat:s fami'ies, from fami'ies i which the ahsent pare:-t
) 118

rerely visit tiueir children,a.d from families with little or no

relizi04s co.mitment, ‘The rejection of the hypothesis which dealt

with ty e of family contradicts the firm belief that more deliuguents
bomes tha: frem intaot ones. This meang that, in urder

come from brolken
ove sh-uld look further than only the

to ':derstand this relations!ip,

type of family into the papent-child relationships which may have more

exnla. atory power.
Overa'l, the findi ge of this siLudy are &n indicat on that there

ve in delinquent behaviour thou is ge eral-

ars more adolesce ts who engé

ed in official statistics, This would seem to confirm the

ly portrey
Juve ile Jnstice system orerates on a8

servat.on that the entire

In this way, so many adole
Consequently, this needs some

ob
scents who eugage in deli-

gelective basis,

nquend behavi ur are left un-apprehended.
r to attemnt %o remove the selective na ture of

atte tiou in orde

aPPrebB“sion and sentei.cing by the agents of juvenile Jjustice,
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By uocovering @ relatio. shin to exist between the various

family envirépe"ts and the ce’i quent tehav +ir of the children

¢rom these famifies and by uhe atiempt to exnlain the fiudings

a18in. the three theoretical s nroaches, namely, the theory of

c: ture, sy ho'i¢ irteractronism, 2ud Merton's differeatial

o ortunity ners ective, this st-dy has underscored the view

that i. most cases ~where adolesceits engfge @ delinquent hew~

havieur, it is the res.'t of inadegnate socialization, The

fanily, @as the imaiediate age t of socialization, has i this in-

stance fai'ed to perform a most vital duty., It has feiled to

tra.smit the gocial velues to the children so that they bhecome

'‘normal' and §-.ctio:i~g menbers of society. Consequeutly, in the

efforts made to nreve % javenile de'inguency, the £ mily should

e y & ce. t181 role. This is in view of the fact thrt it plays

the most jmportent part.in wyoulding the behaviour of the children

during the process of socialiration.

This study, by uncovering the ex:stence of adolescents who

e.gage in de'i.quent pehaviour and who reside iu the rural areas,

ov thnt juvenile delinguency is not restricted to

bas he':ed t0 sh

the nrlan areas alone, The existeuce of juve ile delinquency inm

y he & refiection of social changes whi h are

the rural areas ma

taki.g lace in Kenya, This may s1s0 be ou incication s R &
cunut}y exPeriences social aud econromic (hanges in terms of develop-
ment, its 1evel of crime-rateh?fse rrovortionately, {;Jaq
The findinge and the con lueions made in this study bave two
0ne ,0r impljcat ous which may co . tritute trwards, the efforts be~
elinquency in Kenya.

ing made to arevent juvenile d
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Inplications for deli..guency prevention efforts

This study hes uicovered two major imlications whiech mey be

used vow. rds the efforts to reveni adol'escents , ebngaging in (=r="

deli.quet hehav our,

(1) ibst juvenile delinguency needs to be looked at from a wider
.erspeciive, than has been .oimelly the case, This is to say that

in order to seek to understs.d why a. edolesceat hecomes deli-

sqnent or eigage$ in delinquent hehaviour, one sb.-1d ot only

gtudy the i divid:sl adolescent, OUse sh>ild go further and study

the feamily of orinin of the adolescent. This will provide a

general backgrauad on why the zdolescent reveris to delinquent

Irebhaviour,

Further, in offering ntreatment” to the juve.ile de'inquents

the treatment should not be restricted to the asdolesceni alone,

I+ should bLe extended to the fa mily of the delinquent cbild, &nd

es~ecia ly to the parenis, This is in view oi ihe feet that the

family a~ts a8 the first agent of tocialisation., Delinguent
helinwiour i8 related to insdequete socialization, In order to, at
children from reverting to de'!ing uvent behaviour,

least, prevent
on should be offered to families

ensive family 1ife ed:cati
nce and counselliig.

:,08) that “delinguency prevent-

compreh
This is ifxview of the

in the form of gz id®
d by Gottfredson (198

fact observe
I implemented in ways tha

t allow & careful

ot hee

ion nrorre¢ms have
y are corried out or allow one

assesment of the 08 nper in which the
1 n
10 make stroit refere.ces ahout thelr effects.
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A family "ased .reve: tion urogram would a'! w room for
evaluatvion of their success or failre, In later stages such

a proyrsm can then be e-texded to the school -~ setiing to in-

volve both the students end the teachers, together with other

members of the comm ity si.ce thev :re 8lso imdortant ape-is

of socializetion,
(2) That the stndy of de!inquency gho.uld not confine itself
to deaslin: =ith officia’ly termed de'inguents. Sam-.les should

he dr wi.. [rom the e.tire juvenile -0 ulation, a nd from juve-~

nile delinguent institutions, Data can then be obtaioed from

the two sampjes i. order to k. ow the home experiences of ihe two

samples. is the present study hes demonstra ted, adolescents

are ready to re vort on their hitherto unkuown detinquent

te:dencies, Comparisons of the information gained from the two

samnjes méa y prove useful towards the search for causes of deli-

iquency, and consequently towards its prevention,

-

Further Regearch

One of the major shortcomings in delinquency related research

is that it is usua]ly'short-term, In & develoring co :itry like

Kenya, longi-term orie ted research Lecomes very necessary, Lougi-
tudi -a 1 research should be desi; ed and carried out in various

Such research ashould deal with children born

-arts of the country.

at specific periods, (virth cobrrts) who should be selecied as the
research suhjectS. These gh uld be followed with renorts on theirp
bebayiour Leiug trken at certain gpecified times usin, question-aires
chedules. These sho1d Dbe adninistered to the research

and interview 8
o the pére:

d others t ts of these subjects, Date should
&l o

subjects,
rds, 8 nd from po'ice &nd court record;

also be ohte ned f

Such an a;proech m&Y be &
127
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ctuses of de i .quency which heve so far remained nhscure. This
woild ke si i'er to ithe stady carried o:.1 by West and Farrington
(1977) which i:volved the school, the pa rents, the wolice and

the co .rts. The study was carried out over & period of 20 years.

At tbe sa me time & fund sh ' 1d be set aside deali:ug with

this ki.d of research., This is becsuse, the funding needed for
thie tyve of lougitudinel research is quite enormous, However,

in the face of the changing times, this sho.uld not be so difficult

Biiice it will have its res lts in the future,
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!"_ [~ XN~ B R s —
o -bclbﬂrt‘:ﬂﬂn% ?f Sﬂm;ﬁﬁy‘i

B&s;lpwm’:.nt Sex .'l :

Questionnaire number

Thie is part of . @ study intended to fina | .
) waye to make 1§
:g:qgg:ng people in this area. 48 such, so that we ocan ofr:: ;::ia’
2 n..detgut:ance, we need to know a fev thinge about yow; Specifieall
it e ow sonething about your family, your experiencas and proble o
Y« The questions below are meant for you to answer so that we cag‘ j

learn the abave things about you.
i

No one 1n this School will know how
8 you answer your questi

zggbyou are not required to give in your name on thg queaziggnggiz 1;h
e er at the top of tnis questionnaire is intended to help us kno; ho:
e Y You are. Please answer the questionse frenkly, even: if you thi

ere are people who might disagree with you. Try and answer al e
questions. If you do not understand any of the gqueastionsg you == Eae
to ask or enguire. =

SECTION A

l, Most ohildren have brothers and sisiters in their family.
( (1) How many brothers and sisters & you have? p

(141) How many of them live with you at home?
(11i) Are there other children apart from your brothers and svslinr

YQB' NO .

ftho live with you at home?
(1v) If Yes, how ndy are they?
2, Most children live with both their parents.

(1) Do you live with both your parents? Yea No

(i1) If you do hot live with both of them, who da you live with?
(c) Relatives G Other,

,(a) Mother (v) Pather,
(111) ff you live with your mother what has happened to you £ather?
(a) death, (b)separation (c) aivorce (@) desdtion or (e) never

married.
what has bappendd to your motheyrp |

(1v) If you live with your father,
(¢) aivorce, (@) deswsrtion.

(a) death, (b) separation,
If you d not live with any one of your parents, what hase
(v) divorced (o) left you &)Orher,

happened to them? (a) death,.
educationsl levels which a person may have attained.

(v)

3, Below are
(a) No formal Schooling

(b) Primary Schbool
(¢) Seccondary School
(a) College education
iversit gducation
(e) 5 t reached?

e above has your father
ther reached?

s whiolk mapy of us in Kenya

(1) Which of th
(11) Which of the apove has your mé

e« The following are occupational classe

belonge. )
{a) P easant farmer og small tFader
ho tel walter,

(v) Genersl worker ege
' v\ me~voanional eges doctore

oleaner, driver

lawyer’ tOROher
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(2)

(a) Senior administretor eg. linister, dplomet, permanent secretary 1
¥

big-business owners and blg farmers.
(1) whioh of the above does your father fall under?

which of them does your mother belongz to?

most children live with their parents either in the rural
some parents, and especially the father

(11)

or urban areas. However,
14ve in the urban area.
!

(1) 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 sam 1
who do you stay with? = = daallss

{(a) Mother (v) Pather
(1i1) If you stay with mother, where do you stay?
(a) rural area (b) urban area
(iv) If you stay with father, where?
(¢) rural area (b) urban area
(v) If you stay with relatives, iadicate where alwe

(a) rural area (b) urben arca
How often does the parent who you do not stay with vist you?

(41)

(vi)
(e) Once & week
(L) Once a month
o) Onse & yoor
6. Most paopélde) lgoéngg to this or the other religion.
~ion do you belong to?

(1) Which relig
tianity Lb) Islam (¢) Traditional (d4) other’

(a) Chris
(e) None
(11) Do your parents belong %0 the mame religion as you? Yes No.
(111) Do your brothers and sisters also belong to the sane religion

ag you? Yes, No.
(iv) How often do you attend Church (Mosque) services?

(a) Never; (b) Rerely (¢) quite often (d) every time.
hurch services with you (1if
(v) Do your parents attend © you (1£ they

of the same religion ns you are? Yes, No.

- the.!%mily attend with you? Yes, No.

(vi) Do other members of



(3)

SECTION B
For
applfzzstsection, you are reguired to indioate the choice whioh
= s o you from the ones given in the boxes, (just as you
queazi multiple choice questions). Indicate the letter beside the
on after choosing your answer from those in the box.
1. Befors they have finished seccndary sohool,
one or all the following, Have you evers
(1) Disobeyed your parents

most people have done

(ii) Ran away from home or stayed ou

parents permission

+ all nizht without your
((414) Stayed away fronm school without a

permission from your teachers
f

legitimate excuse or
(iv) Sent out of any olasc for

c
Z
f -
<
-
: -
: =!
misbehaving (use | As Never <
(v) Beon suspended oT cxpelled t2:§e ! B. Once or twice =
from school ¢ 1‘99)! c. Several times \ T
(vi) Cheated on any ciass test __  ___ : . Quite Oftan .-Er
(vii) Smoked while in school or -
even at home
(vi1i) Drank beer or even bought er tr
(iv) Taken or used dru

ied to buy it
ge (ege Bhang
(v) Been pick up Dby the

(vi) Gone to partl

) or even sold them

police or put &n police probation
es or dances
without permission

|
where others would drink beer
(vii) Driven & 08r without a licence
2, A8 we grow up
approved off

[
; We usually commit ¥ 0, offences which are not
by other people 1in ﬁiéfii?'
(1) Taken little things

Have you evers
(worth less than Shs.5) that did not
belong to you .

(11) Taken things of some value (between Shs.20 and over) that
aid not belong to you

(111) Demaged oT destroyed public or privete property on purpose
(iv) Gone on to someone else's :

property without permission (uee | As Never

(v) Brokams into or tried to break these
and enter & puilding with
intention t
(¥1)

o steal
get fires in

Be Once or twice
choices Ce Several times
__E— de Quunle C#&mn
woods, building, oT other :
places where they should not be
3, Young people engage in various activities which we all know are not
ganctigned by people in society. Have you evers
(1) Peen in,a fiat-fight
(1) Taken part in gang-fights
{111; peaten up ©

Jorenothing 10 you
(1v) Hit your mother oYy fether p—
(v) Used force or threats to
get money oY something elae
froo gomebody
(vi) Concealed & Wwe&

hildren whoe had

(use these |A4» Never
choices) ip, Onco or twloce
R 0. Several Hires
pon on your person D. Quite
THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION
 ———s
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