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ABSTRACT

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

Most of the studies on Juvenile delinquent behaviour have
tended to use officially termed delinquents as their respondents.

By using such respondents, these studies have not drawn their

samples from representative portions of the juvenile population.

In order to overcome this, the present study drew its respondents 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 msaeondary school'fe in Nyeri
district of Central Province of Kenya. The schooi*s were themselves
selected randomly to include three for boys and three for girls.

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

in delinquent behaviour. The basic tools for data collection were a
self-administered questiwinaire completed by the respondents, and
unstructured questions for the headteachers avid staff, and available
data.

The major findings of the study were that adolescents in secondary
schools do engage in juvenile delinquent behaviour, and that the
family environments whicl} these children come from, as measured by
family size, family stability, level of education attained by
the parents, the socio-ecoi omic status of the family, the frequency

of visits by abseut parents, end the religious commitment of the



family, predispose these children towards juvenile delinquent

behaviour.

As anticipated in the three theoretical appreaches which formed the
framework for this study, the process of socialization is crucial
to the formation of proper and socially adjusted personalities.
Inadequate socialization was found to be a major reason why these
children engaged in delinquent behaviour. Those children who had
engaged in a high lev”l of delinquent behaviour came from large
families, from families in which the parents had attained a low
level of education, from low socio-economic status families, from
families in which parents rarely visited their children, and from
families which had a low level of religious commitment.

It was concluded that a relationship does e..):lii.t between these
family environments and the delinquent behaviour of the children.
This relationship has two major implications towards juvenile
delinquency prevention efforts. These are:

(1) That there is a need to look at delinquent behavi our from a wider
perspective than is presently the case. This wider perspective
should include offering guidance and counselling to the fami,ly

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

the fact that nost children engage in delinquent behaviour due to
inadequate socialization. Yet, at present, treatment is only
offered to the delinquent children.

(2) That the study of delinquency should not confine itself to

dealing with only officially known delinquents. It should draw

samples frem the entire juvenile population. This is in view of

the fact that a lot of delinquency goes undetected.
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CHAPTER 1
INTRCDUCTiai

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

Studies dealing with this phenomenon have been carried out in Kenya,
(liuga, 1972; Mutetj, J.K., 1983). However, these studies have had
a certain unifozmity in that they have dealt with known or what is teimed
as official delinquents. By this, we mean, that the respondents used in
these studies were children who are already institutionalized and,
therefor”officially recognized as delinquents.

The present study is unique in that it did not deal with officially
recognized delinquents. Instead, it drew its respondents from a section
of the Kenyan juvenile population without regard to their known delinqu-
ency. In this respect, we saw it as necessary to first outline the manner
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 Juvenile Offenders in Kenya

In present day States, Maintenance of Law and Order in Society
falls under the jurisdiction of that individual State's Police Force.
In tils case, Kenya is no exception. Therefore, juvenile offenders, as
individuals who breach our societyls law and order, fall under the

jurisdiction of the police.



However, as this maybe, problems still arise due to the fact
that the police are not evenly distributed in terms of numbers through-

jut the country. There are more police in urban areas than there

are in the rural areas.

In urban areas, the task of apprehending juvenile offenders is
easily done by the police, who then take these offenders to the
juvenile Court. In the rural areas, the task .is not so easy since the
police are few in numbers. The task of apprehension is, therefore,
subject to the society's feeling that a juvenile is a menace to the
people by repeatedly engaging in anti-social acts. In this case,
parents and teachers act as the agents of law and order. This is
because they are the one's who are closest to the young people. A
parent who feels that his/her child is becoming unrdly reports that
child to either probation officers, children's officers, or to the
chiefs, who then apprehend the child with the help of the police
and take him to Court pending further investigations. This does not,
however, mean that this kind of apprehension is only restricted to
the rural areas. Even in urban areas, it can take place, and
infact does.

Once the young offender is apprehended, 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 know what sort of sentence should
be passed, in order for the judge to prescribe treatoent. The probation
officer, after studying the home background, of the offender ..t&en
prepares a report which is presented to the judge.

This report leaves open four alternative forms of treatment.

These are:



(i) Probation nay be recommended by the probation officer if
the offence was not very serious and if chances of reform
are seen to exist. The offender is then instructed to

see the probation officer on prescribed days and
at prescribed tines. The probation officer is supposed to
offer counselling and guidance as treatment to the offender,

(ii) For those under 16 years, whose hone background and history
are found not to be premising, cammitaent to an approved
school is recommended. At the approved school, children’s
officers offer guidance and counselling to the children.

At the sane tine, technical and formal 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 \eAlp:;roved school,

(iii) 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 Kenya. These are
Shikusa in Kakamega and Shimo-la-T ew/a in Mombasa. These
borstal institutions fall under the Prisons department,
hence strict discipline is observed as is the case in
prisons.

(iv) An alternative form of treataent is recommended if not any
of the above three. In most instances this alternative
happens to be caning of the offaider, followed by release,
with a promiée of good conduct.

The essence of any of the above mentioned forms of treatment

prescribed lies in the assumption that the young offender will

refrain from committing further juvenile offences. How far these

%



forms of treatment have succeeded is only open to conjecture. At

the same time, the methods used apprehending the offenders leave

no doubt that most offenders ere left unapprehended,

Further, wh*a t*#-iook at the statistics available on apprehended

and convicted juvenile offenders, we note that, while a very large
number of offenders are apprehended very few are convicted in the
juvenile Court. (See Table I) This might be explained by the selective
nature of Court Convictions on the basis of social status and influence

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



TABLE 1: Juveniles apprehended, charged and convicted under

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

1980 1984

Male Female Total Total Uale Female Total Total

Arres- Convi- Arres- Convi-
ted cted ted cted
Murder (including
attempts) 24 2 20 10 10 20
Manslaughter . . . - 2 . 2 _
Rape (including
attempts” 4 1 5 1 13 13 4
Assault 148 43 191 42 191 37 228 50
Other offences
against the person 60 1 71 15 77,. 12 89 20
Robbery add allied
offences 93 3 96 17 106 1 109 12
Breakings 366 18 334 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 KShs 120 21 141 33 173 28 203 26
Other thefts 405 56 461 118 468 48 519 129
Theft from Vehicles 29 29 3 74 74
Theft of Bicycles 20 1 21 8 21 21 2
Theft of produce 40 2 42 2 77 4 81 22
Theft by servant 52 68 120 15 54 73 127 16
Receiving stol en
property 18 1 19 10 R 1 3 3
Other offfences against 66 9 75 18 65 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; Kenya Police Headquarterst 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 high, there were very few convicted for both years
(22.4% and 19.2fo 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 after
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 committed to a borstal insti-
tution. The aim of following any of these three alternatives is to
offer a "cure" for the young offender. In any cavs*e*, careful watch
is kept of the offender by trained officers of the relevant departments.
These officers offer trealment in the form of counselling, guidance
and any other form of assistance deemed necessary.

Before the court can, however, decide on what sentence to pass
on the young offender, a thorough study of the home background of the
offender is carried out by an officer of the Court. The reason for
carrying out this study of the hom”™ground is to provide information
concerning 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. The assumption made here is that by knowing
the homebackground of such a child,necessary 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

that he/she has reformed. There are, therefore, no statistics which
can be used to show failure or success of the whole exercise. At the
time of this survey, we therefore, assumed that there must be children
who, even after their home backgrounds have been studied before treat-
ment is prescribed, will revert to their original behaviour after under-
going the sO-called treatment. The only conclusion open to us is that
the treat nent 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 operations
of the Act. With the existence of these two bodies it would be

expected that at least adequate ways of preventing juvenile delinquency
have been found. But, sadly enough, this is not* the case, as statistics
indicate. In 1968, there were a total of 1898 children arrested under
the juvenile penal code. By 1969, this figure became slightly reduced
since there were only 1?3? juvenile arrests. Ten years later, (1980)

the figure had risen to 1848, while in 1984, it had risen to the
tremendous figure of 2?3? children (*ee Table 1).

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

By a population already termed delinquent, we nean those juveniles

who have



been apprehended and charged in a juvenile Court < Should we
not seek an alternative population, namely a representative
sample of the juvenile population in order to offset the

bias introduced when we use officially termed delinquents
8S our respondents?

It was in response 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 a section of the juvenile population with-
out regard to their known delinquency.

The setbacks posed when dealing with institutionalized
juvenile delinquents have been topics of focus by Scholars
such as Cohen, 1955; Hirschi 1969; 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 country. In this regard,
Kenya is no exception, as the Commissioner of Police recently
pointed out. (Njiinu B.K., 1986:4). The main reason advanced
ae to 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 differences are
involved. Young offenders from high socio-economic status
families never reach the courts due to the influence which
such families have qver the forces of Social control in society.

A8 an observation, The National Foundation For Educational
Research in England and Wales in 1965 recommended that "deli-
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.*
%

(Slough, B;1965 :134)



However, the defects and shortcomings of official data had
already been recognized by Cohen (1955), when he suggested that
"in order to overcome the defects, we must start not with known
delinquents but with representative samples of the juvenile
population drawn without regard to their known delinquent his-
tories" = (Cohen;1955:170)

The views and observations made by such scholars led us to
design a survey to deal with adolescents in schools. We 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. Furthermore the majority of adolescents in
Kenya (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 elsewise.

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 delinquent when conducting delirfluency related
research. The first gquestion was expected to be answered in the
implications resulting from our data.

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

9



be prescribed.

By relating the family environments of the adolescents
to their delinquent behaviour, this survey limited itself to
tryriyto seek a relationship if there was any. However we cannot
pretend to offer the causes of delinquency as such a task would be
enormous. In this light then, the problem of this study was
stated as follows:

"lIs there any relationship between family environment*and

the level of juvenile delinquency among school-children?

Definition of major concepts

In this survey, tire major concepts which need to be
defined in order to suit our purposes are two. These are:
"family environments" and, "juvenile delinquency"

The concept of family was defined by Murdock*(1949:4—11)
as "a social group characterized by comon residence, economic
cooperation and reproduction. It includes adults of both sexes,
at least two of whom maintain a socially approved sexual relationship,
and one or more children, own 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 emphasises
cannon residence, which we know does not necessarily have to be
there today since same parents or one of the parents may not reside
at hone fulltime, yet he or she still constitutes part of the
family, In the second place, the definition underlines the
presence of "adults of both sexes sharing a socially approved
sexual relationship.” But we in Kenya have cone to observe homes

which have only one parent, especially where the mother never

married.

%
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Yet she still has children obtained from sexual relationships
which have not been socially approved - assuming that by

social approval Murdock meant being recognised as man and wife or
uniting in marriage. In essence, Murdock's definition
constitutes what we may refer to as the nuclear family made

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

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

not of tiie two spouses nor legally adopted, but living within
that family as if they belonged to it - especially those of
relatives.

Consequently, lluydock'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 encopass
almost all that we understand to be constituted by that term.

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

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

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

child and with his school,



parental satisfaction witli the child rearing practices, and
kinds of friends preferred for their children."”

Although their study was not on delinquency, their
family environments helped a lot in the postulation of the
family environments 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) Family size

(2) Stability of the family

(3) Level of education of the parent(s)

(A) Occupation of parents

(5) Residence of the parent(s)

(6) Religious commitment of family. A

The second major concept of this survey is jmrenile
delinquency. Various people have offered numerous definitions
of this concept. However, generally speaking, when adolescents
(aged between 7 and 17 years) engage in or display antisocial or
wayward behaviour, they are said to engage in juvenile delinquency,
and are referred to as juvenile delinquents or juvenile
offenders in the legal realm.

The Oluecks (1962;4) define juvenile delinquents as "children
between 7 and 17 years of age who .commit repeated acts of a land
which when carried out by persons beyond the statutory juvenile
court Qfe of 16 are pumishable as crimes. This definition is
of course in line witr; the legal definition of a juvenile
delinquent under British law. Suprisingly enough,it is not so
far removed from the definition given in Kenya of a juvenile

delinquent. Under laws of Kenya " juvenile delinquent is a child

12



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

act which when corraltted by persons beyond this statutory juvenile
court age would be punishable as a crime, or as an act injurious to
otlier individuals or the public, that is, the state or government.

(liuga, 1972: 141),Basically, there is no difference betvTeen the above
two definitions except in the age limits set for the definition of a
juvenile. This is not suprising since societies set their own age
limits for that kind of definition. However, the observation that
can be made here is that both definitions stem frcm the legal 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 punishment of the person cccraitting them by the larger
society or by the institution within which those-acts are committed.
In this case, juvenile delinquent acts include* destruction of
property, violence against both persons and property, stealing,
sioking, handling and consuming alcohol, running away from school, and
other variously related acts.

By defining delinquency in tins way, we were able to go beyond
the legal definition and nmake it easier 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 Chiin (i960: 4) that "delinquent acts are distinguished
from other deviant acts by the fact that they result or are likely to
result in the initiation of official proceedings by agents of
criminal justice" . At the same time, we kept in mind the reason why

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

% 13



Consequently, our definition nmay be seen as constituting deviant
acts wliLch if brought before a legal officer would or may constitute
delinquent acts. Furthermore, the method used in obtaining our

data propelled u» to use the above definition of juvenile delinquency

without overlooking its assumptions.

Justification for the study

The major purpose of the Study is to provide us with data which
nay help in offering quidelines for juvenile delinquency prevention
efforts in Kenya. This study was motivated by the fact that very
little research has been carried out in Kenya on the very important
subject of juvenile delinquency. Much of thetavailable literature
on the subject has been written for and about other countries. Yet,
as we blow, each country has its owmn peculiaritiesiin terns of culture
and other social phenomena. In view of this, this study nay uncover
facts which have not been uncovered in the existing literature, and
may, therefore add to, or build *n the limited knowledge about the
subject of juvenile delinquency.

At the same time much of research done on delinquency, has been
carried out using the already institutionalized children as subjects.
These children have already been officially recognized as juvenile
delinquents. Yet, such subjects are not representative of the
juvenile population. This study was, therefore designed to use a
Sample dram from the Kenyan juvenile population in ITyeri district
of Central Province, §e|ected without regard to their known

i
delinquencies. This does not mean that our sample will be wholly
representative of the Kenyan juvenile population. In order to, at

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

mwould require much more tine and funds, which are limited.

%
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nevertheless, it is our belief that data gathered from the present
sample will be of vital use to those interested in tile prevention cf
juvenile delinquency and even to school disciplinarians.

Purth r, at the tine of this survey, it was observed that statistic
gained from official sources show that the majority of the institu-
tionalized children cone from lift Valley, ITyanza and Central Provinces.,
(I-uga, 1972)

Consequently, we cannot overlook the fact that Kenya is a
developing country. As the 1970, United nations Congress on the
Prevention of Crime and treafcent 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 certain areas, its people and particularly
its younger generation seize the many new opportunities. And in doing
so, a small but progressively increasing number them succumb to
temptations and seek illegal satisfaction through crime". (Clinnard
and Abbot, 1973: 11).

By taking a sample from Central Province, in which ITyeri is a
district, we hope that it will help us to see whether this is one
region in Kenya which is experiencing development. It will also
help us to erase the myth that juvenile offenders are only to be
found in urban slums and their neighbourhoods.

At the same time, this study, which will be carried out in
an area which is experiencing rapid social change and development,
may throw more light on whether rapid social change and development
are related to the level of crime rate in a country. Phis may assist
planners and social-workers in formulating their social and

development policies in future.

% 15



CHAPTER TWO

LITERATURE REVIEW AND THEORETICAL PRAM STORK

General Overview

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

It is the purpose of this chapter to discuss the findings
of some of these researches so as to 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 advanced on
the subject of juvenile delinquency within our own cultural
setting -(namely in Kenya-) and to suggest aJny new ideas which
might be uncovered for further research on the subject.

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

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

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

family in its relation to juvenile delinquency.
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Sutherland and Cressey (1970 : 204) have cited thv«e
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 homes”~and
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
stages of delinquency research.

The second method involves evaluating the influence of the
home by a general study of individual cases. This method,
like the first one, was also used in the pi“oneering stages
of delinquency research. In his study, Healy (1915)> used
this method and estimated that the home was a major factor
in delinquency in 19% of a series of e thousand cases iu
Chicago, and a minor factor in 83.5%. Two hundred and thirty
of his delinquents came from homes having extreme lack of
parental control. This method permits the researcher to
evaluate the meaning which a 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 is a technique
which varies from simple calculation of the comparative

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

as Nye et al (1967); Rentier and Monroe (1961); the GLuecks
(1962); Vaz (1967); Hirschi (1969); and Brown (1984).

By using the three methods cited above, scholars 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 glamilies characte-
rized by one or more of the following family factors or
en vironments.

(i) Other members of the family are criminalistic, immoral

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, oversolici tude, over severity ,
neglect, jealousy, crowded housing conditions, or
interfering relatives.

(v) Racial or religious differences; differences in
conventions, and standards; being in a foster home

or an institutional one.
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(vi) Economic pressures such as poverty, unemployment,
or the family being of low socio-economic status.

The above are what Wootton (1959: 84) has referred to
as "the twelve criminological hypotheses" after 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
interest 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 of non-delinquents. The

\V
matching was done on such variables as age, intelligence,

residence, and other related ones. Data was obtained from
the two samples through interviews carried out over a period
of time. By tests of statistical significance of associations
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-delinquent
sample who made up the control group. They also found
unsuitable supervision by the mother in the homes of 643% of
the delin quents, 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 differ in age, but they differed in other respects.

The parents of delinquents turned out to have made forced

%
19



marriages. They were also more burdened with serious

physical ailments, mental retardation serious emotional
disturbances. This also happened to be the case with the
siblings of the delinquents. The families o the delinquents

were the victims, not only of less stable households, but
of broken homes. The delinquents had substitute parents
to a far greater extent than the ncn-delinquents. Most
of these substitute parents included foster parents,
step mothers and fathers, while the others lived with

relatives.

Even though this study by the Gluecks
was a rather complex one due to the fact that they
were also dealing with wh t they referredltt»' as "traits",
it nevertheless underscored the dominant role of the
family environm-nts in shaping behaviour and personality.
It also formed the basis for the Gluecks later study

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

earlier study (1950)»

In this study, the Gluecks (1962:16) sought to ascertain
which of the traits studied in the earlier study were
conditioned by the family environments o. the respondents
in the sample. The traits in question included such
factors as fear, emgt-onal conflicts, etuhOornne&& and
various others, The social factors (family environments)
under investigation included the crowded home, delinquency
of mother or father, financial uependence o family,

incompatibility of parents, ana other family related factors.
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The data collected in this study was also analysed using
tests of statistiC-1 significance of association between

social factors and traits.

The general findings of this study indic-ted, however,
that the home environments operated 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 that social factors and individual
traits operated jointly to produce delinquency or non-
delinquency. However, the Gluecks further stated that |_|some
0 these traits are of an essentially cons titutional
orientation, and are, therefore, relatively rigid; others
are predominantly the product of sociocultural conditioning
and are, therefore, more plastic and modifiable; s ill
others- thoxse for which evidence exists that thet are
brought about by the considerable influence oh both genetic
endowment and environmental stimulation "( Gluecks, 1962 : 155).

This study by the Gluecks showed that the combined
ef ect of both factors (social or environmen tal) and traits
among the boys in the sample w;,.s most operational in
predisposing the boys toward delinquency. This shows the

influence of social factors and individual trsits in their

relation to juvenile delinquency.

Hir-schi (1969) drew a sample from a population of seven-
teen thousand five hundred students entering eleven junior

and senior public high schools in the United States.
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He stratified this sample by race, sex, school and grade
in order to obtain a total of one hundred and thirty sub-
groups. By using existing school recoris, together with
police records, and a questionaire completed by the students,

data was gathered from this sample.

The findings of this study indicated that children who
were attached to their parents through intimacy were less
likely to have commi»tted delinquent acts. This reinforces
the view that where parents are more concerened with their
children, there is less likelihood that the children will
engage in delinquent behaviour. Hirschi also examined other
factors said tobe related to juvenile delinquency such as
age, size of family, ordinal position of the child in the
family, and the broken horn-. He found a relation to exist
between family size and delinquent behaviour, but found »
very weak relationship where the broken home was concerned.
He concluded that though delinquency research is repeatedly
accused of being on the one han .,atheoreti cal, and on the
other inconclusive and inconsistent, yet the relations in
the present data are very much like those revealed by

previous research. (Hirschi 1969 :243)

This study by Hirschi has merit in that it was more
repre santative, as it used a sample drawn from the juvenile
population selected without regard to their known delinquent
behaviour. Furthermore, it sup orted through its findings,
the results of other earlier studies which dealt with
similar or related variables especially tho e rel ted to

family factors. ,
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In th-ir classic longitudinal study, test and Farrington
(1977), followed the lives of some four hundred males born
between 1951 and 1954 . These boys were chosen as research
subjects in the period 1961 and 1962, and all were attending
six adjacent state primary schools in a working class area
of London. The boys were aged between 8 and 9 years.

The sample selected was fairly representative of the
normal male population of that particular area 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 prTmary school and
later in secondary school. The first repor'jt was compared
with the second, and with juvenile delinquency records of
the boys,obtained up to the boys seventeenth birthdays.
The findings of this study overwhelmingly demonstrated the
extent to which features of behaviour, observable at an
early age, predispose boys to become juvenile delinquents.
This was made possible by the two reports of the boys which
were made during the course of the study.

The study had a lot to commend it, the most important
being that the boys could be observed constantly and the
reports on them filed for further reference. However, the
overwhelming demerits of a longitudinal study cannot also be

overioi ked. Prominent among these are the time and finance

necessary to see it through to the end.
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Muga (1972:142) carried out a study in Kenya with the
major objective of knowing the background of the children
in trouble as related to the environment in which they had
been brought up%l The word "trouble"” as used here means
that the researcher was concer ned with those institution-
alized children. The data was, therefore, gathered by
using police records, records of the juvenile court, and direct
interviews with the delinquent children in remand homes and
approved schools in kenya. The subjects totalled one
thousand one hundred and seventy one. The study showed that
most of the delinquents were between the ages eleven to
fifteen. All were affiliated to some religion. Of the
parents, only five fathers had attained form four level of

,
education. The majority had dropped-out-between standard
two and three, thus only obtaining very Iit'i]le formal
education. The majority of the children studied had both
parents living together ,(an indication of a stable family)

with the minority coming .rom families where the mother

was single or a prostitute.

Of the one thousand, one hundrea and seventy one
parents, six hundred and seventy nineuwere either divorced”
separated or dead, while one hunured and twenty five of the
mothers were prostitutes. The children of such mothers had
therefore no permanent and real fathers. The average

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

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

Even though this study raised some points of importance
especially in uncovering the backgrounds of those children,
one thing stands out clearly. This is the fact that it
actually dealt with a very select sample of the juvenile
population and only those children who had baen adjudged
juvenile delinquents. It is most likely that if one had
studied these children before they were apprehended, charged
and institutionalized, other factors relating to them would
have emerged. At the same time, the reseacher did not bother
to 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, however,
has the merit in that it underscores the importance of family
factors and their relation to delinquency, which we cannot
easily ignore. Furthermore, it is one of the few studies
carried out in Kenya,i and its very inconclusiveness provides
a basis for further research on the subject of delinquency
in Kenya.

The researches of the Gluecks (1950 and 1962); Hirschi
(1969)j 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-
disposing them (the children) towards juvenile delinquent
behaviour. However, it is not only family factors that play
a vital role in predisposing children toward juvenile -
delinquent behaviour. As the study by the Gluecks (1962)
showed, individual traits also ii.teract with family factors to
enhance delinquency.

Although other studies hove been carried out on the
subject of delinquency (Dentler and Monroe, 1961; Vise, 1967),
the one's cited above will suffice for the purposes of this
study since they provide us with an adequate background on
the subject. We will now turn to the task of formulating

an adequate theoretical framework on which to base our study.

1:11 V
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Theoretical Framework

There is no one single theory of crime and delinquency.
Instead, there are numerous theories which have been advanced
in the attempt to explain crime and delinquency. These have
normally fallen under two broad categories. On the one
hand, there are the psychologists who explain crime and
delinquency in terms of the individual. On the other haiid
there are the sociological 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 delinquency in this study, we V\I/vijjli 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 rationale 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
explanations. The hypotheses to be tested in this study
are stated as empirical generalizations and proof of the
relationship between the variables is based on the
statistical level. )

Specifically, the following approaches from different

perspectives are to be used in combination.
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Prom the theory of culture, the basic assumption is that
inadequate socialization tends to lead to inadequate ~
conformity, which in turn leads to delinquency. Culture
theory is based on the transmission of societal norms,

values, roles, goals, etc. The view is that the acquisition
of these aspects of society is inadequate. The agents of
society transaission of these societal aspects, with the (c~f
family playing a major role, do not succeed in this duty
Consequently, delinquents are the result of this inadequate

acquisition of the cultural values of society.

Closely related to the above view is what is referred to as
symbolic interactionism. This approach assumes that delinquent
definitions of situations tend' to be facili{a<ted by the absence

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

others which can be identified with.

Fundam ntal to symbolic interactionism is the relationship
between individual conduct and forms of social organization.
It asks how selves emerge out of social structure and social
situations. The interactio nist assumes "that human beings are
capable of making their own thoughts and activities objects
of analysis; that is, they can routinely, and even habitually
manipulate symbols and orient their own actions towards other
objects "(Denzin. N, 1969:923),

These actions, take ﬁ)art as part of the socialization process.

The very absence of relevant symbols in the course of the
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solializ ation process may tend to facilitate delinquent -

behaviour .

Prom Merton's theory of differential opportunity, delinquent
behaviour is seen as a problem solving response. Merton's
operating premise was that "some unknown but substantial
proportion of deviant behaviour does not represent impulses
of individuals breaking through social controls, out, on the
contrary, represents socially induced dev*VE/cns: _ deviations
which the culture and the social organization conjoin to

produce ."C<*ibbo.2£ Cj 19&2i 1z4)

In his analysis, Merton distinguished between two major
elements of social and cutural structures: the culturally
defined goals human beings are enjoined to pursue f and the
social structure that regulates and controls the acceptable

modes or means for the pursuit of goals and interests.

These goals and the institutionalized norms for achieving
them may vary independently of each other, sometimes leading
to malintegrated states, one extreme being the instance of
excessive stress on goals with little concern for prescribed
means of achieving tiiese goals. In this state, all individuals
in society do not have the same opportunities for realizing
these shared goals. There are those wi.o have access to the
institutionalized means, and those who do not, thus resulting
in differential opportunities.

When individuals in society find that they cannot

achieve the shared goals through 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, delinguency
is the technically most effective procedure for acquiring
desired goals, rather than the legitimate and institutional-
ized means.

Richard A. Cloward has contributed further to Merton's
theory of differential opportunity. 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 in a legitimate or conforming manner.
He, however, points out that aside from having 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 of the
same classes, for achieving success through illegitimate
means or deviance. Cloward, however, basically agrees with

Merton on the general orientations of the perspective.

Specific Family Qivironment*

On the basis of our literature review and theoretical
discussion, we will {dentify 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
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asking who should be included in a particular family. Should
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 spouses, and any e
other children who live within that particular family, for
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 sees to have
considered the average family size in the _rLo\;aI 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 delinquents came from families with an
average size of 4.98, which was higher than the
in England. A similar observation was made by Hirschi,
(1969 . 239), when he stated that "As family size increses
the likelihood of delinquency increases". Hirschi had used
samples drawn from a section of the juvenile population
without regard to their known delinquent behaviour.

In their other study the Gluecks (1950: 220) observe
that "in relation to family size, it is reasonable to
conclude 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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les3 privacy with resulting sexual and emotional

trauma" .

Social interaction and emotional involvement in group
life and activities are more intense in smaller groups
than in large ones. IThe 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 socialisation and better internalization
by the child of what is imparted to it by the parents.

However, though the above observation may be4the case,
we should keep in mind that family size itself alone cannot
cause delinquency. Other factors such as socio-economic
status must also be considered, and further, we should
consider the individual characteristics of the particular

child.

Stability of the Family

The absence of one or both parents is bound to have
far - reaching effects not only on the children, 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 father/mother in socialization
of the children.

The absence of one or both parents may occur as a
result of death, divorce, separation, desertion or when
the mother never marries, thus remaining a single parent,
These various factors may result in what has been termed
as the "broken home" or the single parent family.
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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 absence of either of the above should
consequently r* suit in an unbalanced and an antisocial
personal ity .

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
prolonged absence of a parent from thefhome. This
conclusion by the Gluecks was supported by Wootton,
(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
matrimony." This was in reference to her wide - ranging
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 - report he found no significant differences
among children from broken homes, and unbroken ones.

We may, howeve*r, hasten to point out that even
with the absence of real parents (father and mother),
the presence of a nother/father figure may help to
reduce the impact of isolation on the child, which would

have been experienced had there not been any such figure.



Furthermore, the nature of the parent - chi}d relationship

may matter even more.
Level of education attained by the parents

The level of educational atta inment by the parent
or parents is of utmost 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 offered to the children. The children in 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 Iovw\-/*level of
education also offer very little or no guidance and
supervision to their children. The children are
therefore, left on their own in terms of guidance and
supervision.

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
to emulate their parents. At the same time, such parents
f eel they would want their children to be like them in
many re spects .

McClleland (195 3) came up with what he referred to
as "achivement motivation,M which Rosen, (1961: 74)

said "involves standards of excellence, and such

standards are typically learned from parents who urge
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"the child to compete against these standards
We may look upon a high level of education achieved by the
parents 83 a standard of excellence which the parents urge
the child to compete against. At the same time, the parents
will, presumably, not 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 61.2% had achieved an education

of between standard two and form three (either one or both

parents)." In present - day Kenya, this is a low level of
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

socio-economic status.

Occupation of the Parents

The occupation of the parents is vital in that it
bears heavily on the socio-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 fr(;m the lower occupational levels of

society (ie - lower-socio-economic strata). Occupation is
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most often than not, the direct result of educational attainment, and
is also directly related to income level. The greater the occupational
precariousness, the lower the income the family has to survive 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 delinquent
boys were reared were more inadequate in terms of financial capability
than those in which the non-delinquents grew up. The quality of family
life 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 socio-ecorfomic status of a
family and the delinquency of children has continuéd to be of concern
to scholars an the subject. When Nye et al (19%$7), used a sample
drawn from high school students to test for the relationship between
the two (socio-economic status and delinquency), they concluded that
there were no significant differences in delinquent behaviour of children
frcm different socio-economic strata. Hirschi, (1969) also failed to
uncover any significant differences between children from different
socio-economic strata.

The contradictions found in the above findings point out the need
for further research which may help to clarify the differences. These
differences in findings, may be a result of who scholars on the subject
have used as respondents, and how socio-economic status has been

defined/or measured.

Residence of Parents

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

as is the case in Kenya the father may leave the children with theii
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 IB thB CBnvHntlena]timH for
receiving one's wages), the father is expected to visit the children

at home on a monthly basis. |

A long absence by the father will deprive the children of a father
figure, and consequently, the role he plays in their socialization.
This may create a Void in the socialization process-since a setting
for the parent - child relationship is absent. Also in cases where
the family is a single-parent one, (usually-4the mother), the parent
has to fend for the children, thus leaving them with no real parental
care, except the one provided by substitute parents such as relatives
or grandparents. In such cases, 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 tr}e children were elsewhere. This could have
provided us with some insight into whether residence of parents was
related to delinquency of the children. It nevertheless shows that most
of the parents cane from the rural areas which have been rather neglected

in delinquency related research.
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Religious Commitment of Family

In delinquency related research, religion has enjoyed
the least popularity. The view that deliguent behaviour
may be the result of the decline of religious beliefs or at
least religious observance has had little or no publicity.

Wootton (1959:93) preferred to refer to it simply as
"church attend nee" in reference to how often the
delinquents studied attended church services. Yet, from
what we know of the part playea by religion, we should
expect a lot more concerning its relation to misconduct
(whether juvenile or adult).

In Kenya, religion is imparted’ to children from an

early age to act as a guide to moral conduq.t. It plays a
&/ <
vital role in the socialization of the childjren. It tells

them what one should and should not do. We should there-r
fore, expect a marked difference between those
who do observe religion and those who do not.

In her collection of studies, Wootton (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 and their.response to religion.
Muga (19 72), also found that all Ms sCelinquent children
belonged to or -.ere affiliated 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 all, one can belong to a religion and yet

not observe the beliefs and 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 a religion
and attend church services regularly, which in itself will
be a pointer of the extent to which that family observe* the
beliefs and practices of their religion.

The above discussion on family environments has so far
helped to show that much of the research on delinquency has
been carried out in social-cultural contexts very different
from the Kenyan one. The question that we may ask is whether
the views advanced by these researches would be applicable
to the Kenyan context. We hope that this study will provide
this information. This would be a pace forward in the effort
to prevent juvenile delinquency among the adolescents in

Kenya.

Hypo the se s

Having identified the main family enviroments which form
the core of this study, we now turn to the hypotheses tested
in the study.

Hypothesis 1

The larger the family size, the higher the level of
delinquent behaviour.
Hypo thesis 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 delinquent behaviour.



Hypothesis 4

The lower the socio-economic status of the family, the
higher the level of delinquency.
Hypothesis 5

The less the frequency of visits by .n ahsent parent t o
the children, the higher the level of delinquent behaviour.
Hypo the sis 6

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

Operational Definitions

The following were the operational definitions for the
variables in this stuay.

Family Size /

In this study, tot 1 number of children was obt-ined
by getting the number of broth rs and sisters of the
respondents, and then adding any other children living in
that particular family.

Family size was then m-.de operational by definitions

of small, medium or larre. In determinirgwhether a family
was small, medium or large, we had to find u standard on
which to base this evaluation. The standard which ve found

to be most use ul and appropriate was the average family
size obtained from the respondents who made up our sample.
We could however*, have used the average -amiiy size
for the whole country but this was found to be too general
and too bro d a measure, due to the many variations in
family structure throu hout the country. In using the

average family size calculate from our sample we made the
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assumption that it cou d not have di 1l ered greatly from
the average size of the family for the area under study
(Nyeri).

Family Intact ness

This is one variable which poses problems when it comes
to de ining it operationally. However, in this study, the
operational definitions for this variable were found in
the absence of one or both parents in the family. This
absence of one or both parents in the family could have
been brought about by death of either one or both parents;
by divorce, separation; desertion; or when a mother never
married, thus remaining as a single parept; or when both
parents had abandoned the children. In all }phe above instances
the children would have been le. t with either one parent or
with no parent at all, thus living with a guardian or with
fo ster parents, a prelude to a broken home.

At the same time, the presence of both parents in the
family w.s also taken into account as an indicator of family
intactness. This is in view of the .act that we did not
probe further into oth~r f.mily-life squabbles which take
place daily. We «*r* more interested in a family situation
in which both spouses wereliving together with their children,
in presumably, what can betermed as a stable family, other
thin s being equal. :

Level of education attained by the parents
This variable was made operational by measuring it in

terms of years of schooling completed. This was accomplished

% 41



by dividing these into categories ranging from none to the
highest level attainable. These categories were: no formal
schooling; primary school; secondary school; college education
and university e.ucation. These categories applied to the
father and mother espectively, where both were present,

and to the singl e-parent as the case may have been.

Socio-economic status of the parents

This variable was measured by looking at occupation
ofthe parents. The occupational cateOories comprised*,
peasant farmer or small t- a.er; general worker eg. hotel
maid, cleaner, driver, etc; professional e.g. teacher,
doctor, lawyer etc; and senior administrator e.g. minister
diplomat, permanent secretary, big-busmess owners, big-

«
farmers etc. These categories applied totgttf'e mother jad
father respectively, where both we e preser%t, and to the
single parent as well.

Categorized in this w , the occupation of the parents
ranged from low to high, thus enabling us to determine
under which category the parents fell in terms of socio-
economic status. We thus divider the socio-economic status

measure into three major categories. These are: low, middle

and high socio-economic status.

Frequency of visits by absent parent

This variable was operationalized by looking at the
number of times the absent parent visited the chiluren. ie,
the frequency of visits.

The indicators of this variable were thereiore, found in
such terms as: weekly; monthly, yearly; or rarely. In this
way we were more ibl e to gauge the contact the absent parent

%
had with the children.
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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 religion* We further sought to
know how often the subject attended church(: requency)
and whether the same mode of attendance applied to
other members of the family* For this we used the in-
dicators: never, rarely, quite-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 of delinquency
The delinquency of each particular child in this

study could not have been defined operationally by treat-

ing each single offence separately* This could have
created too many problems. The level of delinqguency was,
therefore, defined operationally in two ways;

(1) By treating delinquency according to type of offence
engaged in. This meant that we summed up the scores
of the respondents for sevensubscales which stood for
type of offence. These sevensubscales were: all types;

t

status and property; status and persons;Astatus only;C\N*Shlz‘
l?y& *-r]xl

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

(ii) By treating delinquency in the form of a scale. In
this way we summed up for all twenty four items of
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the delinquent offences, according to how a respondent had
scored. We then proceeded to place the respondents on
this scale in terms of level of delinquency which included
either none.mild delinquency, or high delinquency*

This second form of treating delinquency was the

one used for major analysis of data.
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CHAPTER THREEE
METHODOLOGY
The Research Area:

For this study, the selected”research area was Nyeri district. This
is because Nyeri is a district which the researcher is familiar 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

research site.

Nyeri district lies in the Central province of Kenya (figure 1). It
has an area of 3,284 square kilometers, and is situated between mount
Kenya to the east and the Aberdare mountain range to the West. It is
bordered by Laikipia districts to the Nortfy Murangavto the south,

and Nyadarua to the West.

Administratively, it is divided into seven divisions. These
are Cthaya, 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

siX sublocations.

The district is situated on elevation which varies from 1600 meters to 3G
meters above sea level. The soils in Nyeri are generally good,
and the climate is of a moderate type. This affords the people the

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

persons. By 1979, this had risen 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 plan: 1984 - 1y88. This
figure is, of course,close to that of the whole country’s population

growth rate of 42 annually.

One major indicator of the socio-economic progress of Nyeri
district is that it lias ho famine relief programme. The people are
relatively well-off especialy in the divisions of othaya, Tetu,
Mathira, and Hukurweini. The rest of the district is rather
marginal, with the exception of the municipality atlirea. The four
divisions of Othaya, Tetu, Mathira and Hukurweini also happen to be
the major one s which have shown rapid strides in socio- economic
developments when indicators such as health, incomes and social
welfare are looked at. These four divisions, forming the southern
third of the district, also are the most densely populated. The
1979 census shows that this region had a total population of 370,427

persons, accounting for 76.1/2 of the districts total population
(Nyeri District Dev't 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 introduce much differences in termsvnumbers
of males and females. It may,however,be the result of a higher male
out-migration. Nevertheless, the sex ratio is an important factor -

for planning of social services and institutions affecting both males
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and females.

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 batqrg of our

research interest. It was our belief that if we included the
marginal divisions <tf Kieni East and Xieni West, more interviening
variables such as poverty, drought and others would have been
introduced. This is because these two divisions experience the worst
type of climate, and.the lowest forms of agriculture. They
also show the least socio economic development. The municipality was
excluded on the basis of it's being too advanced in social amenities

and other factors.
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Research Design

For this study, the sample survey method of research design
was utilized. A sample of the juvenile population was selected
without regard to their known or probable delinquent behaviour.
Cohen (1955:170) made the call for research that would make known
the extent of delinquent behaviour in the population not judged
delinquent. Ke observed that although "it has been argued that it
is difficult to approach a sample of school-children not selected
with reference to their known delinquent histories and elicit from
them full and frank accounts of delinquencies hither to unknown
and unsuspected, but with proper "build - up" and insurance of
anonymity, school children are remarkably willing to speak freely
of their delinquencies".

In Kenya the majority of adolescents who make :Jp the juvenile
population are to be found in primary and secondary schools. These
school children are easily accessible and have been used by various
scholars in the field of delinquency (Nye et al ‘1967;Dentler and
Monroe, 1961; Vaz, 1967; Wise, 1967, Hirschi, 1969; Johnson, i£fD e
For this study, the sample was drawn from secondary schools in four
divisions of Nyeri district, namely Othaya> Tetu, Mathira, and
Mukurweini. Primary school pupils wore exempted from the sample due
to their level of understanding which might have acted as a barrier to
responses, especially when one considers the techniques used in data

collection. *

There are twenty five government maintained secondary schools in

the four divisions of Cthaya, |Jathira, Tetu, and Mukurweini.
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These comprise those for boys and girls respectively. Prom the
twenty five secondary schools for both sexes we selected six nsing a
simple random sampling procedure. Three of these six were for boys

and the other three for girls.

Pram these six randomly 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
difficult for the population we were dealing with. It would also
have made our task more difficult in getting answers from the
respondents due to the fact that they would have had the feeling
that out of a whole school, they were tbe ones s,inglltjad'r out for the
questioning. This would have made them feel as if they are being
victimised and therefore, afraid of reprisals.

Also, intervening 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, (1971s101) point out that "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 selected class as a cluster since it contained a number of
students, the individua; student being our unit of inquiry.

The particular class 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 relied upon among all secondary school
classes. This is because the form one s are fresh from the primary
school into another revered atmosphere of the secondary school and
new authority. In these circumstances, they usually have a tendency
of being truthful in contrast to other classes. At the same time,
foim ones fell within our age definition of a juvenile, and had the
advantage of being the most able academically in answering our
questions.

From each school, only one form one class was selected to foim
the cluster in our sample. To do this, we again used a sample
randcm sampling procedure in schools where there was njore than one
foim one stream, as was normally the case. The reason why only one
class was selected was that we could eliminate the effects of an
extraneous variable such as awareness 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 average of 38 students. In all then, our sample from the six
schools comprised a total of 235 students. This comprised 51.2/a of
all the form ones from the six schools which fell in our sample.
'7e considered this a fair representation of the form one s in these

schools.
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Techniques of data Collection
The Questionnaire
The major technique of data collection which was used exten-
sively in this study was the questionnaire. This questionnaire
was designed in such a manner that it contained separate sections
dealing with questions on the family «<nvirmnments under study on
the one 'land, 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 simple and
straight - forward manner in the English language. It was self-
adminstered for the most part, with the researcher acting as a
guide where problems of comprehension arose. This was, however, a
rare occurence.
The first section of the questionnaire dealt with the family

environments. This section was desired in such a manner that it
conformed with our postulated family mnvixBnmsnts. 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 constructed in the closed-type form. This meant
that the respondents were given varied choices to select their
appropriate answers. Open-ended type of questions were used when
more information 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 Shortj(1958) self-report delinquency measure with additional
items (offenses) derived from Vaz, (1967); Wise (1967); Agnew, (1984)

and Brown (1984).
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The reason why we referred to the delinquent behaviour measure
as a modified version of the one vised by Nye and Short (1958), was
because we did not use all their items, and at the same time, we
added seme of our own. In all other respects, the delinquent
behaviour measures were similar.

Dentjer and Monroe,(1961:733) pointed out that "the advantage
of self-reportsrather than the traditional dichotomy of institutional
versus non-institutional subjects,is that delinquency may be treated
as a variable rather than an attribute. Socio-economic and cultural
biases inherent in official judgements are avoided, as are the effect
of socially defining processes such as arrest, conviction, probation
and incarceration." This was one observation which we used as a
justification for this study, and it has been well expressed in the
preceding chapters. We did not, however, overlook the limitations of
self-report data, as again expressed in the preceding chapters.
(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 include rape, armed robbery and murder.
The reasons behind this mission was due to the nature of our
population and the measuring instrument employed. The domain of
behaviour tapped by the delinquent 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 anmong the youth. At the sane time, the measure used was in con-

formity with our own definition of delinquent behaviour.
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The response categories for questions on delinquency were ell
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 visited, the introduction of the
researcher to the students was done by the headteachers, while in
one cchool it was done by the member of staff who was on duty at
that particular time. The essence of carrying out this exercise was
to establish rapport between the researcher and the students.

The students 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-
operate with the researcher in answering his questions. Then the head-
teacher or member of staff left the researcher with the students to
carry on from there. The researcher then handed out questionnaires to
the students, then gave them five minutes to go through the questions
and correct any mistakes which they encountered in the questionrflire
with the help of researcher.

The students were then instructed by the researcher to answer as
fully and as comprehensively as possible, the questions on the
questionnaire using a pencil. They were, however, told to leave out

K

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 so thst one understood the question asked fully.
This exercise was repeated in all the six schools visited and lasted

for slightly more than fifty minutes in all.
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Unstructured Questioning

Interv iews were carried out with the headmasters and head
mistresses of the schools visited by the researcher. In the first
place, the researcher had to introduce himself and seek permission
from the head teachers to question the students. Then the
researcher asked the headteachers questions concerning the number
of streams in form one, and how man/ students made up a class.
Information on number cf streams was sought in order to help the
researcher 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 teachers and other members of staff who were available
were also interviewed. The questions they were aslzed--'generally
added on the information gained from 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 data. This was date gained especially from police
records of juvenile delinquents, and also from the schools themselves.

The techniques of data collection used in this study proved to be

very fruitful since they provided us <it,h dequrte date.
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Techniques of data analysis

In this section we will outline the techniques used to analyse
the data collected in this study. Since our data was both
qualitative and quantitative at the sane tine, suitable statistical
techniques for gqualitative and quantitative data were employed in

tlie analysis.

Descriptive statistics

Descriptive statistics were used to present and describe the
data collected. In using descriptive statistics 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
measures of central tendency and those of dispersioriw.. Measures of
central tendency and dispersion included the computation of the means or
averages, modes, maximum, minimum and range, together with percentages.
These were used to compare the data collected in this study. No

attempts were made to make any inferences from the statistics.

Inferential statistics

Inferential statistics were also used in the analysis of the data.
These were used in the section dealing with testing of hypotheses.
These kind of statistics are used to make inferences about the total

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

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

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

The Chi - square statistic (X2) was used to test for statistical
independence between the variables. Where statistical independence
exists between variables, then there is no relationship between them.
*

The computation of the X statistic involves calculating the
difference betwen no relationship, called the expected result, and
\

%
the relationship one finds, the observed result. (Prewitt, 1975: 154)

The formula used to compute the X was the following:

X2 n ° .

E
Where E - expected frequenty
0 . observed frequency

To test whether the relationship between an independent variable

and a dependent one was statisticlly significant, we used the X

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
significance of 0.05. This meant that the chances were on’y 5 in 100,
or 5% that a given result would occur. In other words, a level of

significance of 0.05 means that the finding is 957 certain and only

5/6 uncertain. Where the level of significance was beyond 0.05, the

relationship was rejected as being statistically insignificant.
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Problems encountered

In the course of collecting data for this study, various
problems v/ere encountered. Orne of these major problems arose when
it came 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 ITyeri district. Pach division has at least a
minimum of six secondary schools - government aided. These are for
boys and girls, while some are of the mixed type. Cne had to know
which are exclusively for boys and which for girls and those which
comprised both sexes. Most of this information was obtained 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.

After obtaining the secondary schools, and selecting randomly
those which were needed, another problem arose of convincing the head
teachers why their schools were the one s selected. Presumably, they
did not think it a wise tiling to allow their students to be used as
"guinear-pigs" . Infact, in one school, the researcher was told to go
back to the education divisional offices to obtain a written permit
from the education officer. However, the situation was saved by a
staff member who happened to know the. researcher and what he was
engaged in. This staff - member managed to convince the headteacher

t

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 case, the headteachers insisted that if
the researcher could leave them with the questionnaires, the staff could
take them around to the students. In such instances, the researcher
had to be adamant in a cordial manner and 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 pointed 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 answers 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 most 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 trivial ones, the

researcher managed to collect his data.

Limitations of the study

1) This study does not attempt to explain the etiology of delinquent
behaviour. It only seeks to establish the existence or non-
existenceof a relationship between the specilf_ied family environments

and juvenile delinquent behaviour. However, the findings may have

implications for those who might be interested in preventing

juvenile delinquency. 4



(2) 1t is recognizedthat this study did not deal wholly with the entir

juvenile population. For example, dropouts, who do not proceed

to fora one were not represented. However, it was realized that

dropouts at that level are generally very few in number to cause
any far-reaching effects to the findings.

File delinquent offences dealt with in this study do not include
the more serious ones such as violent robbery, rape, and others.
Tills may be a limitation as far as official definitions of
delinquent acts are concerned. However, the delinquent offences
included in this study are ones which, nevertheless constitute
a problem in adolescent misconduct. They also form a basis on

which the causes of delinquent behaviour can be sought.

11
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CHAPTER FOUR

data presentation and discussion

This chapter is devoted', to the presentation of dat*
and discussion of this same data. For the most part, the
chapter focuses on the description of our data according
to the various categories which will be of importance
when we move on to the chapter dealing with testing of

hypothe ses.

The Sample Size

As waB projected in our sampling techniques, we
expected to obtain a total sample size of 200 respondents.
This projected sample size turned out not to have been
too far- etched. This was because, alter collecting our
date, we had a total sample of 235 resporl{dents. These
comprised both males and females. These respondents
were distributed in various ways throughout our family
environments. These family environments included family
size, family stability, 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 varioue types of offences they had engaged in. Such
types of offences included running away from home,
staying aw?y from school without permission, taking things
that do not belong to one, and other related offences.
The respondents were also distributed according to the
level of delinquency of each respective respondent. These
levels of delinquency were tased on each respondent's score
when all the delinquent off-nces were added together.
The levels of delinquency ranged from little or none to
high delinquency.
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Table 2 below shows how the sample was distributed

by sex

Table 2: Distribution of respondents by sex

Sex of Respondent Cases % of Total
U les 119 50.6
Female s 116 49.4
Total (N) 235 100.0

The table shows that there were more males,than females
in the total sample. However, the difference in
numbers was quite minimal. "W therefore, considered
it as insignificant in terms of introducing any biases
to the overall findings. Infact we attributed this f
difference to chance because most of our clusters were
of equal size. The clusters in our sample were student
classes which comprised between 38 and 40 students.
In most cases, students are normally equally distributed
to a class, whether they are males or females. In any
case, the number of males and females in our sample was
more or less equal. This may be due to the fact that
bo; s and girls attend school in the same numbers almost
in every part of present-day Kenya. This is largely &
due to the great emphasis laid on the attainment of
education . In this regard, Nyeri district is no

exception. In terms of age, our respondents ranged
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from 14 to 15 years. This is normally the age at which students enter

secondary school if other things remain constant.

Having broken down our data in terms of sex and age, we now

proceed to present the data in terms of our family environments, and

types of delinquent offenses, and level of delinquents. This
descriptive chapter will form the background against which the
hypotheses will be tested.

Family Size

As our operational definition indicated, we measured this variable

by the number of brothers and sisters a respondent had, then added

these to any other children living with that family. In this way,

we obtained the total 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
families 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 and sisters.

Table 3 shows the distribution of number of respondents 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 minimum was 1. This means that the range

was 11. Of the total res-pondendents, 180 had between 4 and 8 brothers

end sisters, with an average of 5.9 (brothers and sisters) per family.
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The highest number of other children living in a
family (apart from the brothers and sisters) was 8.
This was a rather high figure considering that this
particular family had its own children. By considering
the total number of children living in particular
families, the average numbers of children per family
was 6.6. This was the average which we used to
determine whether a family was small, medium or large.

If a family had 4 children, it was considered

to be small. If one had between 5 and 6 children living
in it, it was considered medium, while one with 7 and more
Ii *
children was considered large. These family sices were
-3

to a large extent determined by the average number of
children calculated for the families in our sample. At

the same time, the family planning campaign in Kenya is
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: Respondents with brothers and sisters; with 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 and Total Total
in the sisters

Families

1 3 1.3 26 41.99
2 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 45 19.3 ; -
7 33 14.2 1 1.6
8 31 13.3 1 1.6
9 14 6.0
J
10 5 2.1 -
11 5 2.1 - -
12 2 0.9 - -
13 - -
14 - }
N/A 2 missing 175 missing
100.0 100.0
Total(N) 235 235

In this study, we considered the average size of the family in

b
Kenya as too general a measure of family size. This is due to the

fact that there are too many variations in the family structure in Kenya.
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These differ'from one community to the other, such that an overall
average size of the family would be misleading.

Hirschi (i960), used the tetal number of children in the family,
as the measure of family size. He did not bother to break them
into either small or large by calculating the average for kis sample.
The measure used by Hirschi show*that there are variations in the
way family size has been measured by researchers. This means
there is no set procedure.

TABLE 4: Respondents Family Size

Family Size No. of Families ic of Total (adjusted”
Smell 83 35.6
Medium 68 29.2
Large 82 35.2
N/A 2 mi ssing

100.0

*

Total (N) 235

Our evaluation of family size shows that there was very
little difference between the number of families which were
small 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 8 children. This means that the majority of them
were clustered around thle mean (average was 6.6). This may also

explain why there were a substantial n mber of medium sized

families.
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Family Stability

As a family environment factor, family stability was measured

by whether a child was living with both parents. If this was
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
i
100.0
Total (N) 235
Practically all the respondents lived in some kind of
family set-up. The majority indicated living with both the
parents. This may be a reflection of the area in which the
study was carried out. Children are not alyidoned and left on

their own in the rural areas without some form of guardianship

being set-up. This may be an extension of the Kikuyu tradition

which viewed children as belonging to, whole Community.

meant that if the parents of a child were not present,

was always someone to look after that child.

68

%

This

there



By having the majority of our respondents living with both
their parents, we in effect had a majority of what we refer to
as "intact" families. These were the one's which had both
parents living together with their children. The remaining 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)j
and Hirschi (1969); referred to as the "broken home". In
such cases, the children lived with a step-mother or father,
with foster parents, or with grand-parents.

The reasons which may lead to the absenee of either
one or both parents are numerous. They include death,
divorce, desertion, separation, abandoning op the children,
or a mother remaining unmarried, while at the same time

o
being a parent. This leads to the single-parent family, in
all the above instances, the result was the broken family
since both parents are not present.

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

Death accounted for 26 of the parents who were absent,
thus being the highest contributor of the absence of the
parents. The majority of those parents who were absent as
a result of death were fathers. These were 25 in number,
while mother® were only 3. The large majority of fathers
being absent due to death may be explained by the shorter
lie expectancy of males as age increases. Derowgraphic 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
adventurous than females in terms of 1life pursuits. This fact

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

older. ,



TABLE 6: Absent parents end reasons for absence

Reasons for

Absence Those Absent
Mother Father Both Total N of Total
Death 1 23 2 26 55.3
Separation 3 8 - 11 23.4
Desertion - 2 - 2 4.3
Divorce - - 1 1 2.1
Never married - 5 - 5 10.6
Abandoned Child - - 1 1 - 2.1
Other - - 1 1. 2.1
Total 4 38 5 47 100.0

Separation accounted for the second greatest number of
absent parents, while regaining single (newer worrying) was the
third largest contributor. Both seperetion and remaining single
may be explained, by the many social changes which ere taking
place in Kenye. While remaining single is a factor which has
to do with females, social chenges have their effects on couples
after marriage. After a certain period, couples realize that
they are incompatiblf as life-partners.

This realization of incompatibility consequently leads to
separation, with divorce occurring as a last result. This may
also explain why some women ont to remain unmarried even after
they become parents. Rather than engage in a union which cannot

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 circumstances never come to know a real father.

Of his 1171 children Muga (1972), found 6?1 of the parents
did not lire together as man and wife with their children. The
majority of them were divorced, with the rest being single-
parents, or with one parent dead. These findings seem to confirm

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

Level of education attained by parent(s)

Education of the parents, as a family ¥edwiropmental factor
is important i4i m*qy respects. In our case, we were interested
in the level of education attained by both, the father and mother
respectively. The level attained by the parent or parents was
bound to have some effects on the children especially in terms
of motivation, supervision, and guidance.

Table 7 shows level of education attained by the parents of

our respondents ranging from none to the highest level.

TABLE 7: Level of education attained by the Father and Uother

Level of education attained Father % Uother %
No formal Schooling 30 14.0 39 16.9
Primary School 63 29.8 110 47 .6
Secondary School 59 27 .4 45 19.5
College education 48 ?2. 3 35 15.2
University education 15 7.0 2 0.9
N/A 20 missing 4 missing
100.0 100.0

N . P35 235
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More fathers bad attained a higher level of adncation than
the Bothers. A total of 122 fathers had attained’* level of
secondary school and above, while only 82 Bothers had attained
this saae level. The majority of the mothers were concentrated
in the priaary school category. These figures are in conforaity

with our own expectations. They nay be explained by the fact that
traditionally, women were viewed as assets. Not in terns of what
level of educa tion they hrd attained, but in terms of how much
dowry they would fetch at marriage.c Consequently, more aen were
sent to schools in the early years while wonen remained at home.
Those who attended school never went beyond the primary school
level. They dropped-out and awaited marriage by the more educated
aen.

With the advent of the harambee secondary schools, and the
recognition that education is a valuable asset, more wonen have
gone beyond the priaary school level. A substantial number have
today attended teacher training colleges and universities, which
institutions were previously dominated by aen. In rural areas
there are nore women teachers in the primary schools than there
are men. The emphasis placed on the acquisition of education in
Kenya todayf is paramount, bales and females are competing for
places in the colleges and the national universities on a par.

Incidentally, only 2 of the Bothers of the respondents in
our sample had attained a univertsity level of education. This
was rather suprising since the parents of our respondents could
not have been so old as not to have realised the importance of
education. On the other hand, they nay not have qualified to s
enter the university and could only attend teacher training and
other professional colleges. The figures for the father's and
mothers' who had attained a college education did not differ very
nuch. This nay be an indicator of the value of education to both

aales and females. ,
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Hag* (1972) found that of his total subjects, 348 of thoir
parents were illiterate, while 717 had achieved an education of
between standard two end fort three. This happened to be the case
with either one or both parents. None of the parents had attained
a level of education beyond secondary school. These figures were
rather dismal in comparison to our own, but the time interval of
14 years elapsed between the t**studies may account for the large
discrepancy in the findings. Furthermore, Uuga only dealt with
the children in the approved schools and remand honmes 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 Jackaon (1961), had
dichotomised the level of education attained by the parents of i-
their subjects into two categories. There were those who had r.
attained college graduate training, and these who had not. This
category (those who had not)were simply referred to as others.
These dichotomies were found to be too bread to be used in
a country like Kenya where the majority have attained no
graduate training. These would definitely fall in the "others"
category.thus making it too large. Our awn measure of education
enabled us to place the parents of our respondents in a wide range
of categories. This facilitated the placement of the parents in
the various levels of education attained than would have been nade

possible by the dichotomy used by Getsels and Jackson.

Occupation of the Paren[ts

Our fourth major family variable had to do with the occupation
of the parent or parents. Under our operational definitions, of
this family variable, we considered first the occupation of the
father, and then that of the mother, where both parents were present.

X
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Farther as a erode measure of socio-economic status we considered

the occupation of the father and mother in combination. We there-

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

under which each parent

Tab)\g#S shows the occupational”~categories

4

fell.

TABLE 8: Occupation of the Father and Mother

Occupation of Parent Father v5 Mother *

Peasant farmer of Small Trader 104 50.2 174 75.7

General Worker 17 8.2 9 3.9

Pro f essional 68 32.9 43 18.7

Senior Administrator 18 8.7 4 1.7

i*

N7ZA 88 missing 5 missing

100,0 100.0
N - R 235 235

From Table 8, we note that the majority of the parents were

concentrated in the peasant farmer/small trader and general worker

categories, with the former baring the larger majority of both'l

parents. This phenomenon may be explained by the fact that the

study was done in a rural area, and therefore, as expected, most

of the people are rural peasants earning a liring from their small

can only produce enough for subsistence with the

1
being sold

farms. Such farms

little surplus in the rural market. Consequently, the

income is quite meagre.

Table 8 also shows that more of the mothers fell in the

peasant farmer category than the fathers. This may be due to the

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

seek wage employment to subsidise the proceeds from peasant farming.
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The general worker category accounted for wary few of the (
parents, while the professional category accounted for quite a
substantial number.

I e

General worker was defined as either hotel maid, cleaner,
driver, etc. and such types ef employment are found more in the
urban areaB. A reasonable explanation why the professional
category had more parents is the prevalence of teachers (who fall
in the professional category) in the rural areas. This is supported
by the fa ct that these people like to be posted in their home
areas.so that they can carry on with other businesses while still
pursuing the teaching profession. The senior administrative
category accounted for very few of the parents. This maij be
explained by the fact that most of the positions falling in this
category are to be found more in the urban areas, than in the rural
areas. Those who fall into this category wusually have the means
to reside with their families in the urban areas and to send their
children to schools in these same areas.

When we treated the occupation of each particular father and
mother of a respondent in combination, we were able to obtain an
index of the socio-economic status of a pajrticulht4 family.

Tabid 9 below shows our findings on this variable.

TABLE 9: Socio-economic status of the Families of our Respondents

Socio-Economic status of the Families No. of Families > of Total
Low 141 61.0
Middle 48 20.8
High 42 18.2
N/ZA 4 missing
100.0
Total (N) 235
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The majority of the families of oar respondents fell in the
lev socio-economic status category. This was as expected since siost
of the parents of oar respondents (both father and mother) wore
peasant farmers or smell traders. The middle and high socio-
economic status categories contributed almost an equal number of
families. This may be explained by the fact thata significant
number of the parents were professionals. This happened to be the
case with mostly the fathers. These helped a lot to rai§£ the
socio-economic status of the family.

Mugs (1972) had found that most of the parents of his
respondents mere peasants. 33.3/6 were employed (meaning they
received salaries, no matter vhst the amount). 10.7” more

prostitutes mho charged a fee for services rendered, while 147

had no occupation at all. Muga's sample cannot be easily categorised
in terms of socio-economic status. The only ones who could be
categorised are the peasants and those who had no occupation. The

employed could have been categorised arbitrarily as being of
middle level status since they wore known to be earning, while the
prostitutes remained uncategorised 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 the sttijly was carried out in

the rural area. However, on closer examination, lit becomes

evident that not all of the parents who come from the rural

area reside there permanently. Some of the parents leave the

rural area and go to the towns in search of employment. In most
cases, it is the father who goes to the urban area while the mother
remains in the rural area with the children. These parents who

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

parents resided with the children, and also in the frequency with r'

which the absent parents visited the children. Table 10 below

shows where end with whoa the children (respondents) resided.

TABLE 10: Where and with whoa the Children resided

With shorn the children resided

Flace
of .
Both Mother Father Relatives N/A Total 9o of

Residence P arents only only Total
Rural 139 65 3 5 - 212 9P.6
Urban 18 3 1 - - 22 9.4
N/ZA - - - 1 1 missing
Total (N) 157 68 4 5 1 235 *
X of Total 67.0 29.0 1.7 2.1 aissing 100.0

Table 10 shows that 90.6~ of the parents of onr respondents

resided with their children in the rural areas, while a minority

of 9.4~ were urban based. The majority af our respondents

resided with both parents in the rural area. Those who resided

with the mother only in the rural area contributed the second

largest majority, while those who were urban based were very

few in number. In ordinary circumstances, if a father is present
or living, society expects bin to visit hid s children in the
rural area. If he is a responsible father, he has this

1
obligation to fulfil.

Mugs (1972), found 58.5” of the parents of his respondents
vere rural based, while 41.5 were urban based. Muga did not,
however, break down the parents in terms of who was rural or
urban based; whether it was the mother, the father, or both

t

parents. In our case the large majority of mothers residing
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This is became it hslpsd as to gauge how oftsn the* children
saw their absent parent, and how often they cane into contact
with him/Zher. This is important in that it is an indicator’
of parent - child relationship or attachment, and consequently
it is vital for socialisation of the child.

4
Religious commitment ofJ ss |l

Religion is important to children as a guide to moral
conduct in the process of socialisation, In this study, we
were interested in knowing, whether members of the respondents
family belonged to the same religion, the frequency ofgchurch
attendance, and whether members of the family attended church

Out of a total of our 235 respondents
99.6/G belonged to the Christian religion, while 0.4~ belonged
to another religion. This was as we expected, because even
though there are so many denominations in Nyeri district, all
of them belong to themChristian faith; This is not to say
that thefce are no other religions in the district. These, are,
however, restricted to the urban
Hinduism.

In his study Muga (1972), found that all of his respondents
were affiliated to some religion. These were, however, distributed
in terms of Christianity, Islam, and traditionalism. . The reason
for this may have been that the subjects in his study had been
drawn from all provinces of Kenya in contrast to our own who came
from one single district.

95.7jf of the parents belonged to the same religion as their
children (respondents), while 94 .8 of other members of the family

(brothers and sisters of our respondents and any other children
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who lived with thorn) belonged to the seme. Only a very small
minority of the parents of oar respondents did not belong to the
same religion as their children. This was also the case with other
members of the family. Again, this was as expected because it is
rare to find a family divided in thras of religious affiliations.
This is because each a division is tantamount to a division of
loyalties. When a child is born, he/she is indoctrinated *nd brought
up in the religion of the parents with such rituals as baptisms
taking place when the children are still young. In later life,
the children may (and sometimes do), break away from the religious
beliefs of their parents to join another religion of their choice
The religious affiliations of our respondents together with
their families is made more explicit when ene looks at hew they
attended church services. 7 7 of the parents attended church
with their children, while only 2336 did not. 76.8~ of the other
members of the family also attended church with our respondents
while again only 23.2”~ did not. These figures reflect the manner
in which members of the same family adhere to religious belief.
Table 12 shows how regularly ourrespondent* attended church. The
majority attended regularly while very few never attended. The
regularity of church attendance could be an indicator of family
cohesion in that the repondents attended regularly with their parents
and ether family members. In rural areas such as the *n» this
study was carried out in, the majority of people attend church

services with an unbrokfn regularity.
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TABLE 12: Fregnoncy of Church Attendance

Frequency ef Attendance Ne. of Respondents % ef Total
Every Sunday 82 34.0
Often 101 43.0
Rarely 46 10.6
Never 6 2.6

100.0
N 235

When we considered the religiout affiliation of the
respondent” together with the affiliations of other family members,
pins the frequency ef attendance, all in combination, we were able
te come np with a crude measure ef the religious commitment of a

particular family - which is shown in Table 13.

TABLE 131 Religious Commitment of Family

Level of Religious Commitment No. of Families i ef Total
Little or none 36 14.0
Some Commitment 56 23.8
High Commitment 146 62.1

100.0
1
N 235
Even though the measure used-to obtain Table 13 rather
crude, it nevertheless affords us an insight into how religiously
committed the families of our respondents were. The majority of
81

%



our respondents (6P.1") appear to hare come from families with
a high regard for religion. However, eren 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 freque”~y with which they
had committed these offences, it was necessary to show each offence
singly. By showing each offence on its own, it will be possible

to also portray how many of the respondents engaged in a particular
offence. The responses of the respondents will also be shown. These

a N

will provide us with a background oh which to bL_JEJ|d on and make it

*
possible to display the level of delinquency of t;he respondents.

J

There were 24 offencses in all. fach 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 by

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

each response category.
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

12

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

TABLE 14: Frequency of Offences Committed by the Respondents

OFFENCES

Disobeyed Parents

Ran avay from home

Truancy

Sent out of class for misbehaviour

suspended or Exp&iled from School

Cheated on any class test

Smoked while in School or a$ home

Drank beer, bought or even tried to

Taken, used or sold drugs

Picked up by Police or put on
Probation

Gone to parties/dances without
permission

Driven a car without a licence

Taken little things not belong to
you

Taken valuable things not belong
to you

Damaged, destroyed private/public
property

Engaged in Trespass

Broken into/tried to, bui]lding>
to steal

Set fires in places they should
not be

Been in a fist-fight
Taken part in gang-fight

Beaten up children done, nothing
to you

Hit your mother or father

Used force or threats to get
something

Concealed weapon on your person
Totals

N -

Newer

95
63
72
211
100
167
170

233

233

87

221

14

148

133

30

227

200
90

219

85

231

127
171

3328

83

RESONSES

Once or
TWi ce

58

62

40

111

19

83

19

49

71

60

61

44

29

83

11

79

39

41

1036

TO THE OFFENCES

Several
Times

33

35

63

36

39

32

13

64

35

22

39

43

28

44

45

16

624

Quite
Often

139
43
69

16

13

17

25

115

112

34

29

29

671

Total

235



Out of the 24 offences shown in table 14, each had been

commited, if not quite often, then at lea”™t once or twice. In '

fact, it was only offences number O and 10 (taken, used or sold

drugs, and being picked up by police or put on probation), which

had not been committed with such frequency as the other offences.

Only 2 of the respondents had once or twice either used, or sold

drugs, while another 2 reported hawing 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 abowe two offences, the

respondents indicated hawing committed the offenceB with a

significant frequency. This was similar to the finding reported by

Nye et al (1967), Vai, (1967); Brown, (1»84).

Ewen though these figures are quite useful, they are not so

meaningful in terms of analysis. In the first place, they would

hawe posed problems of interpretation if each offence was considered

on its own. Presented as they were in table 14, they newertheless

offered us a general overwiew of the frequencey with which 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 results are shown in tables, 15 and 16 for males and females

respectiwely.
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TABLE 15: Frequency of Offences Committed by Males

RESPONSE CATEGORY (Frequency)

Never Once Several Shiite Total

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

OFFENCES or  Times  Often
( Twice
Disobeyed your parents 3 27 18 71
Ran away from home/stayed out all night 45 37 20 17
Stayed away from school without
permission 27 30 33 29
Sent out of class for misbehaving 40 62 12 5
Suspended from (or expelled) school 104 14 - 1
Cheated on any class test 58 41 15 5
Smoked while in school or at home 54 16 32 17
Drank, tried to buy, or bought beer 65 39 12 3
Taken, used or sold drugs 117 - -
Picked up by police or put on probation 117 1 1 -
Gone to parties or dances without
permission 38 35 v 36 10
Driven without a licence 106 7 3 3
Taken little things not belonging to you 4 36 22 57
Taken things of value not belonging
to you 68 41 28 2
Damaged, destroyed public/private p
property 55 35 27 2
Engaged in trespass 13 21 23 62
Brokeninto/tried to), building to steal 113 f.4 2 -
Sat fires in pieces they should not be 91 23 4 1
Been in e fist-fight 27 44 18 30
Taken part in gang-fights 104 11 1 3
Beaten up children done nothing to. you 42 42 19 16
Hit your mother or father 116 2 1 -
Used force or threats to get something 72 20 20 7
Concealed a weapon on youi; person 84 20 11 4
Total 1563 610 338 345

85
%
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10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

?2

23

24

TABLE 16’ Frequency of Offences Committed by Females

OFFENCES

Disobeyed your parents

Ben away from home/stayed out all night

IESP ONCE CATEGORY (

Never

3

50

Stayed away fron school without permissi on 36

Sent out of class for misbehaving
Suspended from (or expelled) school
Cheated on any class test

Smoked while in school or at home
Drank, tried to buy,or bought beer
Taken, used or told drugs

Picked up by police or put on probation

Gone to parties or dances without
permission

Driven a car without a licence
Taken little things not belonging to you
Taken things of value not belonging

to you

Damaged, destroyed public/private
proverty

Engaged in trespass

Broken into/tried to), building to steal
Set fires to places they should not be
Been in a fist-fight

Taken part in gang-fights

Beaten up children done nothing to you
Hit your mother or father

Used force or threats to get something

Concealed a weapon on your person

Totals

86

%

32

107

42

113

105

116

116

49

115

10

80

78

17

114

109

63

114

43

116

51

87

1786

Once
or

Several

Twice Times

31

25

10

49

42

10

24

35

19

26

23

39

37

19

21

426

15

15

30

24

24

28

13

14

12

20

10

25

24

286

Quite

Often

67
26
40

11

15

58

56

11

22

326

Total

116



Tables 15 and 16 show tint with few exceptions, males and
females had committed the various offences with almost equal
frequency, However, official sources indicate that the level
of female delinquency is very low.

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

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

Although the frequencies for engaging in offences differed,
our findings indicated the difference in ratio between males and
females was not as great as official sources seem to indicate.
The males in our sample reported having committed the offences
more often than the females. This may explain why even official
sources show more males than females. Due to their higher

frequency in committing the offences, the males are more prone

to apprehension.

Types or Nature of Offence

The ;kype or nature of offence will be portrayed in terms of

how many of our respondents engaged in what type of offence,.

These will then be shown according to type of offence and

sex of respondent. In this case we will have either status,

prpperty, or persons offences, or a combination of all types
$

of offence, or two of them such as status-property, status-persons,
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Oor persona-property. In ell, we will have 7 different categories

for types of offences the respondents 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 had 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 32.1
Status-Property 47 33.6
Status-Parsons 2 1.4
P ersons-Property 8 5.7
Status 19 13.6
Property 18 12.9
P ersons 1 0.7
N/A 95 missing

100.0

N - 235

Table 17 shows that the majority of our respondents had

engaged in status and property offences. These comprised

33.6” of the respondents. Almost a sihilar percentage of the
respondents hsd engaged in all the types of offences (status,
property and persons). The resson which may account for this

accurrence is that status and property offences are easier to
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engage in, compared to persons offences which accounted for

only 0.77. This is because persons offences are more serious

than either status er property offences.

When we broke down the types of offences in terms of which

sex engaged in what type of offence, the picture became more
clear.
TABLE 18: Type of Offence by Sex of Respondents
Type of Offence SEX OF RESPONDENTS
Male % Female % Total
All Types 30 40 15 23.1 45
Status and Property 22 29.3 25 38.5 47
Status and Persons 1 1.3 1 < 1.5 2
Persons and Property 6 8.0 2" 3.1 8
Status 6 8.0 13 20.0 19
Property 9 12.0 9 13.8 18
P ersons 1 1.3 , - - 1
N/7A 44 missing 51 missin | 95
100.0 100.0
Total 119 116
N - 235
Table 18 shors that the absolute total’ for males was more
than for females but the difference was very small. As expected,
more mnles had engaged in all types of offences than the females.

This is a reflection of the analysis of each offence separately

as shown in tables 15 and 16 in which more males reported engaging

in the offences more frequently than the females.
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However, when we look at status and property offences, 38.6%
of females had engaged in these offences, in comparison to only
29.8% 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 property.
This is made more explicit when one looks at status offences
alone in which there arc more females than males. Also, the
numbers of males and females who had engaged in property offences
are equal. The seriousness of persons offences is underlined by
the very low percentage (1,3%$), and this is for males only,
i
These findings were as expected and support the findings of

Wise (1967) that girls engage in delinquent offences in the same

way as boys with very few exceptions. N

Level of Delinquency

As eur operational definitions indicate, we treated
delinquent behaviour in the form of a scale ranging from none or
little delinquency, to high delinquency. This scale was
constructed by scoring the responses of each respondent using a
score ranging from 0.- 3 for each type of response (from never
to quite often).

The scores of each respondent were then added together and
the respondent plac_ed on the scale according to his/her total

|

score. The usefulness of this scale lies in the fact that it
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 95 40.4
Mild 113 4S.1
High 27 11.5

100.0
Total (N) 235

Teble 19 reveals that the greater majority of our
respondents had, engaged in delinquent behaviqur. This is

indicated by the fact that almost 60% of them had engaged in s." —

either mild or high level delinquency. The 40.4~ of the
respondents who fell in the category of those who had engaged
in little or no delinquency at all had scored very low on our

delinquency 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 adolescents will reveal their delinquent activi-
ties if approached in a tactical manner.

A breakdown of level of delinquency by sex shows how, the ma4
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 delinquency by Sex

'.Sex of Respondent
Level of Delinquency

Male % Female * Total
Little or None 44 37.0 51 44.0 95
Mild 56 47 .1 57 40.1 113
High 19 15.9 8 6.9 27
100.0 100.0
Total 119 116
N - 235

The table shove that more males had engaged in a high level
of delinquency than the females. Overall, more of the males had
engaged in delinquent behaviour than tbe females. At the same
time, more females had engaged in little or no delinquency than
the males. ,

The findings in the table may be explained by the fact that m
males had engaged in the various offences vith a higher frequency
than had the females. Moreover, more of the males had engaged in
more serious offences,AWhich the females had not. The higher IK
the frequency of committing the offences, the higher the level of
delinquency as shown in tables 1s and .16 which deal vith the
offences and the frequency of commiting them by each sex. With
the exception of high level delinquency, there were no significant
differences in the other levels of delinquency between both Bexes.

The above presentation of respondents and how they were
distributed throughout the various categories has so far been

descriptive in nature. This has helped to form a basis on which

to build the succeeding chapter on testing of hypotheses.
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CHAPTER FIVE

THE FAMILY ENVIRONMENTS AND DELIN (JOENCY

ld ibis chapter ve 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 delinquent behaviour. The chi-square (X”) has been
used as a test of independence between the independent and
dependent variables and to test for the level of significance
of the relationship between variables.

2
To compute the X , we used the Formula:

Where O denotes the observed freghen”~cy, and
E, the expected frequency.
To obtain the degrees of freedom (df) for each table,
we used:
df - (C - 1) x (R - 1)
where C denotes the number of columns, and
R, the number of row categories in each table.
The level of significance of association (P) between variables,
2
was obtained by using the X distribution tables.
All the hypotheses in this study were tested at the 0.05
level of significance. In all the tables appearing in this

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

unless otherwise stated.

93

%



Relationship between Family size and Delinquency

Virtually all the atudies carried out on juvenile
delinquency have had something to do with size of the delinquents
family. Hirschi (1969: 239) has observed that ?aize of family
has been and still is an empiricists dream."

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

This study also attempted to see if a relationship existed
between family size and level'of delinquency. The findings are

shown in table 21.
w\/ <

TABLE 21: Family size by Level of Delinquency'

Family Size
Level of

. Small Medium Z -m -Large Total
delinquency
None 43 32 20 95
00 (18.3) (13.6) (8.5) (40.4)
Mil* 33 30 50 113
00 (14.0) (12.8) (21.3) (48.1)
High 9 6 12 27
(« .3a) (2.6) (5.1) (11.5)
Total Valid 85 68 82 235
JO (36.1) (29.0) (34.9) (100.0)
Calculated X2 - 13.88
df - 4



Table X2 13.28
Level of significance m 0.01
HYPOTHESIS 1; The larger the family size, the higher the level
of delinquent behaviour.

Table 21 indicates that the largest, number of 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 delinquents come from
large families is that in such families, there is no atmosphere

111V

conducive for learning through the process of *socialization. Due
to 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. In

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

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

the likelihood of engaging in delinquent acts becomes very high

indeed as children attempt to cope with the reality of the situation
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et hand. This is almost similar to the argument advanced by Hirschi
(1'69 : T40) in his social control theory when he says "that the
likelihood of delinquent behaviour increases as at individual's bond

to society weakens; one critical element of the bond is the attachment
between the parent and the child". The perceived or actual neglect

of the child by the parents mean* that the bond between them has already
began to weaken, thus increasing the chances of the child's engaging

in delinquent behaviour.

When we tested for the association between family 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 exist between family size and level of delinquency.

Studies which have used official delinquents as respondents have
also found a relationship to exist between family size and delinquent
behaviour (Gluecks 1934, and 1950). When self-reports have been used
however, the fi idings on this relationship have been varied. Nye et al
(1967), using a version of the delinquent behaviour measure used in
this study, found a relationship to exist between sizes of families
and delinquent behaviour. His findings were supported by Hirschi (1969)
when he tested for the relationship between size of family and
frequency of commission of delinquent acts. His finding indicated that
children from large families are nore likely than children from small
families to have committed delinquent acts.

Dentler and Monroe (1 '61), failid to find a relationship between
the size of family of their respondents and reported delinquent acts.

The hypotheses tested by Dentler and Mouroe had been derived from the

researches of Nye (1958):
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McCord and McCord (1959), and the Gluecks (i960),. 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 delinquent

behaviour 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 delinquent behaviour per se.

Relationship between family Stability and Delinquency

The "broken home" as a factor related to juvenile
delinquency has enjoyed wide popularity with the belief that
delinquents tend to come from "broken homes" as apposed to
"intact" homes ( Gluecks 1934; Wootton 1959). The intact home
variable in our study has been referred to as stability of the
family. This means that we had what we termed unstable or 1
broken families on the one hand, and the intact or stable
families on the other hand.

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

When we tested for the association between the type of

*

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

in table 22 below.

97



TABLE r 2: Family (Home) type by Level of Delinquency)

Family or Home type

Level of delinquency

Intact Broken Total
None 86 9 95
(Jo (36.6) (3.8 (40.4)
Mild 84 29 113
(JO (35.7) (12.3) (48.1)
High 17 10 27
.(JO (7.2) (4.3) (11.5)
Total Valid 187 48 235
(Jo (79.5) (20.4) (100.0)
Calculated X? - 13.54
df - 2
Table X2 = 10.60
Level of Significance = 0.006

HYPOTHESIS 2: The less the iutactness of the family, the higher
the level of delinquency.

Our findings indicate that most of our respondents came from
intact fami’ies while very few came from broken ones. Further,
more of those who had engaged in a mild level of delinquency canme
from intact families in larger numbers than from broken families.
In fact, there were more respondents who had engaged in delinquency

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

Hirschi (116*. 243) found that "the difference in behaviour

between children fr%n broken homes and unbroken ones did not

justify the great emphasis placed on the broken home factor in
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common-sense explanations of delinquency. There were no dearth

of boys from broken homes in the present sample”.

These findings by Hirschi are consistent with our own as

shown in table 22. This leads us to reject oar hypothesis

about the relationship between the two variables. A major

reason vbich could explain these findings is that in the total

population, there are more intact families than broken ones.

Yet, children from these intact families do engage in delinquent

behaviour. This is no exception as far as the present sample

is concerned. There are more intact families 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 study used the same tool for measuring delinquent

behaviour and found a relationship to exist between home-type

and delinquent behaviour. Dentler and Monroe (1961), found a

level of significance of 0.3 when they tested for the association

between broken homes and theft. Hirschi (1969) also 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 fcound to have its

effects on the children especially where the socialization

process is concerned. To symbolic interactionists, the absence

of a parent, for example the father, deprives the children of a

relevant symbol in the form of a father image and its related

habits. The ensuing result is that this deprivation facilitates

the likelihood of delinquent behaviour since the relevant symbol

is absent to reinforce the learning process of the child.
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This perspective would be applicable in explaining the
delinquent behaviour of children fj?orabroken homes. However,
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 theduty of the

parents alone. It is viewed 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 previously carried out by the nuclear family.
These include the socialisation of the children.

One major reason Thich 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 tbe,type of family
as a dichotomy (intact and broken) while other scholars have
dealt mainly with the relationship between the broken home

and delinquency (Nye 195R; Dentler and Monroe, 1961; Hirschi,

1)609).

Johnson (1986), treated the home type in terms of which
parent was present. He tested for the association between home
ty. e a d se’f-reported delinquent behavior and fa iled to find

a signifiiant re'atiotjship. He however, found that’ home type is
moderately, but significantly related to self-reported official

trouble.

These findings by Johnson led him to observe that "the
typi“a 1 conclusion is thet the quality of the parent-child
relationship (often termed the parent-child attachment) rather
than the intactness of the family, matters most in determining

the actual behavior of the children "(Johnson, 1986:65).
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This implies that we should be more interested iri the parent-
child relationship ratherv than the intactness or stability of
a family i order to determine the behavior of the children.
This is because. intact families do rot necessarily nean that
there is emotional stability for the children especially if the
parents are not getting along. This is exemplified by the fact
that children from inta t families engage in delinquent
behaviour as do those fr mbroken families. The abse ce of
enotio el stability for the children in intact families nmay leBd
to a weaker parent-child attachment. This in turn leads to the
weakeni' g of the bond between the child ard the parent. The
result is that the child does not internalize the values, norms)
roles etc which are imparted to it by the palrier)\ts. This, of
course, means that the child receives inadequate socialization,

which may lead to delinquency.

Relationship between level of education attained

by parents and delinquency

The education attained by the parent or parents of a child
is an important factor, riot only in its relation to the behaviour
of a child but also in its relation to other social phenomena,
such as the occupation of the parents. However, the question of
whether the educational level attained by the parents is related

to delinquency of the children, has remained unconfirmed.
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Muge (1972), found that most of the parents of the
delinquent children studied had attained a low leve’ of
education. Muga did riot, however, indicate whether it was the
Mother or the Father who bed attai ed the low level of
education. He also did not test for a relationship between

his variables.

Tables 23 snd 24 show the ’evel of education attained by the fathers
and mothers of the respondents by level of delinque cy of

the respondents.

Table 23: Fathers education by level of delinquency

Level of Level of education attained by father

delinquency No formal Secondary College Total
Schooling and below and above

None 10 48 33 o1

00 (4.7) (22.3) (15.3) (42.3)
Mild 13 63 25 101

00 (6.0) 29.? (11.6) (46.9)

High 6 12 5 23

it) (2.-0 (5.6) (2.3) (10.7)

Total Valid 29 123 63 215
(Jo ' (12.5) (57.2) (29.2) (iee.o

%
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NOTE: There are 20 missing observations

Calculated Xf - 6.68
df = 4
Table X2 - 5.39

Level ofSignificance * 0.25

TABLE 24: Mother's education by level of delinquency

Level of education attained by Mother

Level of No formal Secondary College Total
delinquency Schooling and below and over
None 14 58 23 95
<40 (6.1) (25.1) (9.9) (41.1)
Mild 19 80 12 11
(so (8.2) (34.6) (5.2) (47.2)
High 6 17 2 25
00 (2.6) (7.4) (0.9) (10.8)
Total Valid 39 155 3 231
(JO (16.9) (67.1) (16.0) (100.0)
Note: There are 4 missing observations
calculated X2 - 8.82
df .4
Table X2 - 7.78
Level of Significance » 0.10

Hypothesis 3: The lover the level of education attained by the
parents, the higher the level of delinquent behaviour.
As both tables 23 and 24 shov, as the level of education

attained by the parents (father and mother) increases, the level
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of delinquency of the children decreases. More of our respondents
whose parents bed attained a level of education of secondary and
below had engaged in a higher level of delinquency. Overall, the
number of children who had engaged in delinquent behaviour bad -
parents who either had had no formal schooling or had had a level
of secondary and below. These findings thus confirm our
hypothesis that as education of the parents increases, the level
of delinquency decreases.

This does not however, confirm that education of parents and
delinquency of the children are related in a significant manner.
In both cases for father and mother respectively, the level of
significance of the relationship was far below the conventional
0.05. We, therefore, concluded U)e therefore, concluded that a
significant relationship does not exist between the education of
the parents and the delinquent behaviour of the children.

Dentler and Monroe (1961) had found a lack of association
between father's education and self-reported delinquency. Their
test for association showed a level of significance of 0.5.

Their measure for level of education attained by the father was
no different from our own since they ranged from college
education through high school graduate, to less than high school
graduate. The near similarity in the measures used for both
education and delinquent behaviouT by Dentler and Monroe and

in our study, maythave contributed to obtaining the same
findings. However, Hirschi (i960: 70) using a different measure
for father's education, obtained the same result. He concluded
that fathers education by self-reported delinquency "suggests

at best A trend in the direction of @ negative relation.”
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Research on delinquency has had little to do vith
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
such os socio economic status of the femily (Dentler and
Monroe, 1961).

Oven though an overall relationship does not seem to
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 behaviour
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
delinquent behaviour than those whose parents have attained a
high 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 a relevant symbol to identify with. Neither
the mother nor the 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 familiarize
themselves with the reality. Due to the absence of relevant
symbols for the children to emulate~the likelihood of engaging in
delinquent behavioulr 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 education may in most cases have

low incomes. This may have a direct effect on the children who
want various amenities of life, yet they cannot acquire them i
since their parents do not have the means. In order to acquire

such items as money and other socially required items, the children
may very likely engage in delinquent behaviour. After all,

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

achieving them is by obtaining them through means which are not

socially accepted, -r

Relationship between occupation of Parents and Delinquency

The occuptation of parents, and more notably, that of the
father has been used often as an indicator of the socio-economic
status of the family. In some instances, father/s education has

/ B
been included to come up with a refined index of socio-economic
status.

In delinquency research, mother's occupation has rarely been
included as a socio-economic status index. Only in few studies
has mother's occupation been used to refine the measure of
socio-economic status of the family.

In this study we *ere interested in both the occupation
of the father and that of the mother. These two were used as
indexes of socio-economic status of the family. This is in view
of the traditional belief that delinquents come from families of
low socio-economic ;tatus. Studies which have used official
delinquents as repondents have found with unvarying consistency
that delinquents come from homes in which incomes are low and
the quality of family life poor (Gluecks, 1950 and 1962;

Muga, 1972).
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Oar findings on father's and Mother's occupations by
level of delinquency of our respondents are whown in tables

25 and 26 respectively, X

TABLE 25: Father's Occupation by level of delinquency

1 Father's Occupation
Level of
Deli Peasant or Prof essional or Total
elinquenc
9 y General work Senior Administrator
None 45 44 89
oo (21.7) (21.3) (43.0)
Mild 61 36 97
00 (29.5) (17 .4) (46.9)
High 15 6 . 81
00 (7.2) (2.9) (10.1)
Total Valid 121 86 207
00 (58.4) (41.5) (100.0)
Note: There are 28 missing observations
Calculated X2 - 4.63
df - 2

Table X2 * 2.77

Level of Significance - 0.25

Table 25 shows that the majority of our respondents who had
i

engaged in high level delinquency had father's who fell in the
peasant farmer or general worker category. These totalled 7.27
of the total. Only 2.9~ of the high delinquency scorers had
fathers who fell in the professional and senior administrator

category of occupation.
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Studies which have used the self-report as the measure
of delinquent behaviour have persistently found no relationship
to exist between father's occupation and delinquent behaviour.
(Nye, 1958; Dentler and Monroe, 1861; Hirschi, 1969). This
was the same finding which we came up”when we tested for the -
association 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 variables.

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 occupation by level of delinquency
*

>

Mother's Occupation
Level of

Deli nquency Peasant or Professional of- Total
General Worker Senior Administrator
None 65 30 95
(Jo (28.3) (13.0) (41.3)
Mild 94 16 110
(Jo (40.9) (6.9) (47.8)
High 22 3 25
(Jo (9.6) (1.3) (10.9)
Total Valid 181 49 230
(Jo (78.8) (21.2) (100.0)
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Note: there ere 5 missing observations

Calculated X2 - 10.26
df - 2
Table X2 - 9.21
Level of Significance * 0.01

As with the relationship between father's occupation and

delinquency, more of our respondents who had engaged in high level

delinquency had mother's who fell in the peasant farmer or
general 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 delinquency had mothers in the professional
and senior administrative category of occupation.

The relationship between mother's occupation and level of
delinquency was found to.be highly significant ,?t the 0.01 level.
Oven though previous studies have not directly tested for this
relationship, testa similar to our ten have been done. Dentler
and Monroe (1961), for example,tested for association between
working mothers and theft by juveniles, and found a level of
significance of 0.9. Most of their respondents were, however
concentrated in the category of mother s who were unemployed.

Hirschi (1909) tested for the association between mother's
employment and self-reported delinquency and came to the conclusion
that the relation between the two was not particularly strong
even when other anticedent variables such as family status,
mother's supervision, and number of siblings were controlled for.
The strength of the association was found to be a correlation
coefficient of 0.4.

When we looked at the occupation of the parents of our

respondents (both-mother and father or as the case may have been),
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we were able to come up with an index of the socio-economic

status of the family. Table 27 shows our findings when the

association between socio-economic status of the family and

level of delinquency was tested.

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

Socio-economic statns of family
Level of

delinquency

Low Middle High Total
None 48 22 25 95
($) (20.8) (9.5) (10.8) (41.1)
Mild 74 23 14 111
($) (32.0) (9.9) (6.1) (48.1)
High 19 3 3. 25
(» (8.2) (1.3) (1.3) (10.8)
Total Valid 141 48 42 231
(JO (61.0) 20.7) (18.2) (100.0)
Note; There are 4 missing observations
Calculated X2 S 10.13
df = 4
Table X2 a 9.49
Level of significance 0.05
Hypothesis 4 ; The lower the socio-economic status of the

parents, the higherlthe level of delinquency.

The findings in table 27 indicate that 8.2% of our

respondents who had engaged in high level delinquency came from

low socio-economic status families, while only 1.3% came from

high status families. Even those children who had engaged in

%
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mild level delinquency were concentrated in the lov socio-economic

status category. The level of significance of the relationship

was quite high since it stood at 0.05. These findings

confirm our hypothesis, thus leading us to accept it.

However, research has shown that the relation between

socio-economic status a d the commission of delinquent acts

is very small (Nye etall967; Dentler and Monroe, 1961;

Reiss and Rhodes, 1961). And yet, official sources indicate

tbat.the juvenile courts and institutions are "overflowing

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

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

methods of apprehension and sentencing of juvenile delinquents

is carried out.

When Dentler and Monroe (IC61) tested for the association

between socio-economic status and delinquency, they found that-

the relation was not a significant one. Even when they devised

a new index to measure socio-economic status by including

father's occupation and education, together with mother's

education, they found that the likelihood of association was

reduced even further to a level of 0.5.

Nye (1951i) found a relationship to exist between socio-

economic status and delinquent behaviour, but the correlation's

were too low.

One major reason which may explain the prevalence of

children from low socio-economic status families being found

in large numbers in juvenile delinquent institution's is the

biased manner of apprehension and sentencing.The entire juvenile

justice system adopts a biased viewpoint toward children from Ilow

socio-economic strata who engage in delinquent behaviour. Children
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from high socio-economic status families hardly ever reach the
juvenile courts since "things are arranged" with the relevant authori
ties for their release. However, children from low socio-

economic strata do not have the means nor the access to the

relevant authorities. They, therefore, are apprehended,charged,

and may in most instances end up being sentenced. This means

that every time official statistics are used, a relation will ;

always be found to exist between socio-economic status and

delinquency. One can interprete this from the Marxist point of
view. The agents of social control in society are seen as
serving the "owner class", that is, the high socio-economic

(

status groups who own and control the means of production.
Delinquency is.therefore, seen as central to capitalistic societies,
and its prevention, only possible through social reorganization
along Maoist-socialist lines.

The findings in our study show that a large number of
delinquent children come from the low socio-economic strata.
This can perhaps be explained from Merton's standpoint about the
existence of differential opportunities for people in society.
Merton identified the cultural and social structures of society.
The cultural structure consists of defined goals, purposes and
interests which ere accepted as legitimate for all members of
society. The social structure, on the other hand, defines, regulates
and controls the acceptable means of achieving these goals
through norms, mores, .and other institutions. Essentially,
therefore, there exists the defined goals, but no emphasis
upon the institutional procedures for achieving these goals.
Such goals include for exam le, success through achievement of

education. Success in this case may be in terms of occupation

%
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and higher monetary gains. |

to achieve these goals

metQg. Therefore, as Merton

procedures is most efficient

value? The technically moat

preferred to institutionally
R. K., 1963: 181). This may
socio-economic strata revert

attempt to secure the success

have the ability

through the

to secure the goals

the -«

ndividuals in society find it hard

legitimate and acceptable

put it, "which of the available

in netting the culturally approved

effective procedure becomes typically

prescribed conduct.” (Merton

explain why people from lower

more to deviant behaviour in the

goals in society. They do not

through the legitimate

means. This may also explain why children from low socio-economic
status families engage more in delinquent behaviour than those
from. high socio-economic status families. To thefwvit may be
ah attempt te Conform to the socially accepted behaviours in
»P «

order to achieve what their parents cannot obtain for them.
Relationship between Residence ef '.parents and delinquency

As is generally the ease, rural people migrate tot the
urban areas to look for paid employment to supplement- the **argre
earnings obtained from the farms. In most instances, it is the

men who migrate,

the children.

to visit their families

such timesoccur
time when most salaries
families

parents visit their

be weekly or monthly, others

The frequency of these
in contri

an important factor

%

while the women are

These absent parents

at certain

at the end of every month since this

are paid.

left behind to look after

are "normally" expected t

times. For most families,

is the

While some Of these absent

on a regular basis which could

rarely or never visit their families.

visits by the absent parent is

buting to the growth and socialisation
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of the children. 1 prolonged absence may result in the lack
of parent-child relationship (attachment), and consequently in
indented socialisation. This is because the absent parent is
not playing his/her role in the secialisation process of the
children. His role as a father and source of authority is
quickly eroded due to his prolonged absence.

Our sample shoved that 67.9% of our respondents vere
residing with both their parents, 15.3” had no parents, while
17.4/6 vere residing with one parent. This means that the
other parent had migrated. It vas this 17.4)6 of absent parents

whomve tested our hypothesis on.

— fv*

TABLE 28: Frequency of visits by 1*

Frequency of visita

Level of

deli A month More than a Total
elthquency and Less Month and above

None 6 2 8
00 (14.6) (4.9) (19.5)
Mild 19 8 27
(JO (46.3) (19.5) (65.8)
High 1 5 6
(JO (2.4) (12.2) (14.6)
Total Valid 26 15 41
(JO (63.7) (36.6) (100.0)

Calculated X2 - 6.63, df - 2

Table X8 - 5.99

Level of significance - 0,05
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Hypothesis 5: The lower the frequency of visits by an absent
parent, the higher the level of delinquent behaviour.

As table 26 shows, the number of absent parents who visited
their families was quite small. Even then, it provided us with
some insight into the relationship between frequency of visits
by an absent parent and level of delinquency.

Those children whose parents visited them within a duration
of a month or less had engaged in large numbers in mild level
delinquency. Only 2.4% of those whose parents visited them with
the same frequency!a month and less*) had engaged in high level
delinquency.

On the other hand, children whose parents visited them
within a period lasting more than a month and above, had engaged
in high level delinquency at the rate of 12.2%. In fact, oply
4.9~ of the children whose parents visited them with the same
frequency (more than a month and above) were non delinquents.

Been though these percentages of absent parents are quite
small due to the overall numbers of absent parents, the findings
shown in table 28 lead us to accept our hypothesis.

Furthermore, the level of significance of the relationship
was highly significant at the 0.05 level. We, therefore, conclude
that a significant relationship does exist between frequency of
visits by an abseut parent and level of delinquency.

The findings shown in table 28 and the equally significant
finding of the relationship lends credence to our observation that

prolonged absence of the parent creates a void in the socialization

process of the children. The lack of a suitable setting for the
creation of a parent - child relationship may contribute to the
likelihood of the child developing antisocial tendencies. This is

because the absent parent does not play his/her role in the child's
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socialization. This may be especially so in cases where the father

newer visits the children, or in cases where the family is a single

parent one. In this case, the mother has to leave the children with

substitute parents. In either of the above cases, there exists the

chances of inadequate socialisation, which nay lead the children

to develop antisocial tendencies.

From the point of view of symbolic intera”~ionisa, there is an

absence of relevant symbols. In the case of a father who never visital
his children, thp image of the father as a symbol is lacking foi the
children to give meaning to it. Since symbolic interactionism

suggests that socialization is never ending, such relevant images
as the father or mother become vital to the children. Their very
absence raises the likelihood of delinquency of the children who have
to create their own symbols and interprets them in r%heir own way.
Relationship between the religious commitment of the
and delinquency.
. t

The existing literature shows thatjpeli“gion has had little to do
with delinquency, whether in theory or in empirical research.
Scholars in the field of delinquency have been more interested in only
whether the subjects in their samples were affiliated to a religious
denomination, and if so, how often they attended church services
(Wootton, 1959; Dentler and Monroe, 1961; Mugs, 1972).

In order to test our hypothesis on religion in *his study, we

went further than only inquiring into the religious affiliations of

/
our respondents. This is because almost everj” claims to be affiliated OPC
Tt
to one or the other religious denomination. This was no exception
as far as the respondents in our sample were concerned. All belonged

to the Christian religion. We, therefore, went further and inquired into
the frequency of church attendence with other family members. This is

the index which we used to gauge the level of religious commitment

of the families, of the' respondents in our sample. In doing this,
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A4 *

we were guided by the belief that the family is larger than the
individual, and consequently more influential on individual action.

Vootton (1059), had found that the Majority of the
delinquents in her collection of studiaa were non-church attenders,
while those in the control group were regular church attenders,
Muga (1972), also found that all of the delinquent children
studied were affiliated to some religion. It could have been
the case that even though the children in Muga'a study were
affiliated to some religion, they did not attend church services,
nor did the other members of their families. Religion is imparted
to children as a form of moral guidance in the socialisation
process. Ve should, therefore, expect to find differences in
behaviour between those children who come from families which are
deeply committed to religion, and those who are not.

Tables 29 and 30 show our findings when we tested for the

relationship between religious,commitment and delinquency.

TABLE 29: Frequency of Respondents Church attendance by

Level of Delinquency

Frequency of Church attendance
Level of

. Rarely drrWyer* Often drery h; r sTotal !

delinquency WP- o * *

None 12 43 40 95
oo (5.1) (18.3) (17.0) (40.4)
Mild 24 50 39 113
00 . (10.2) (21.3) (16.6) (48.1)
High 16 8 3 27
00 (6.8) (3.4) (1.3) (11.5)
Total Valid 52 101 82 235
00 (22.1) (43.0) (34.9) (100.0)

Calculated X2 - 27.65, df - 4, Table X2 h 14.86

Level of Significance « 0.005
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As table

scorers was among those who

services.

was to be found the

This

lihood of engaging

shows that as

29 shows the

largest

largest

rarely or

Among those who attended quite

the frequency of attendance

in delinquent behaviour

contribution

of high delinquency

never attended church

often and every time,

increases,

decreases.

cov.tribution of none delinquents.

the like-

fact,

the relationship between frequency of church attendance and

delinquency was

This led us to

between

The relationship between

and level of delinquency

TABLE 30:

conclude

Religious

Level of

delinquency

None

00

Mild

00

High
(O

Total Valid

(*)

found to be highly

Little or
None

(1.3)

16

(6.8)

14
(6.0)

33

(14.1)

Calculated X2

df

Table X2

Level of Significance

is shown

that a significant

religious

Religious

Some

Commitment

21
(8.9)

28

(11.)

(2.9)

56

(23.7)

118

church attendance and delinquency.

in table 30.

relationship

significant at the 0.005 level.

exists

commitment of the fady

commitment of family by level of delinquency

commitment of family

High

Commi tment

71

(30.2)

69

(29.4)

(2.6)

146

(62.2)

19.22

14.86

0.005

Total

45

(40.4)

113

(48.1)

27

(11.5)

235

(100.0)



Hypothesis 6: The less the religious commitment of the family,
the higher the level of delinguency.

Tab” 30 shows that of the total number
scorers, 6/t came from families of little or do religious commit-
ment, while only 2.8Jt came from families of a high religious
commitment. On the other hand, only 1.3~ of the none delinquents
came from the families with little or no religious commitment,
while 30.2/( of the none delinquents came from families with a
high religious commitment.

The level of significance of the relationship between
religious commitment and level of delinquency was very high.
(0.005). The percentages shown in table 30 and the equally high
level of significance, of the relationship lead us to conclude
that a significant relationship exists between the two variables.

These findings support our hypothesis and lead us to accept it.

a
Religion in Kenya, as is generally the case, is imparted to
children from a very early age. These children are taught to

avoid everything and every action that is not viewed as acceptable
in the eyes of God.

These would include acts such as truancy, stealing, fighting
and various others.

These same acts are all included and considered as juvenile
delinquent offences in this study. By teaching children to follow
the doctrines of their religion, and by practising these doctrines
themselves so that the children may emulate them.the parents are in
actuality putting the socialisation process into force. In this
case, the theory of culture becomes very applicable in interpret-

ing the findings on this hypothesis. Since religion in Kenya is
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imparted to children from an early age, in the process of impart-

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

ere in effect transmitted to the children. In this regard, the
children who fail to internalise the teachings imparted through
religious teaching, may fail to become adequately socialized.

They »re ,therefore,not fjlly integrated in society and this may
easily lead to delinquent behaviour tendencies.
In the proceeding chapter, we have so far tested the relation-

ship between the various independent variables and dependent ones,

using the chi-square test. The findings discussed in this chapter
will be presented in summary form in the next chapter in which we
will also present our conclusions based on these findings.

}*

v
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CHAPTER SIX
CONCLUSION
Summary of the Findings
In this study, the relationship between certain specified
family environments and delinquent behaviour was tested. These
specified family environments were:
(1) Family sise
(2) Family stability
(3) Level of education attained by the parents
(4) Occupation of the parents
(5) Residence of the parents
(6) Religious commitment of the family.
Delinquent behaviour was measured using a modified version of
the Nye (1958) delinquent behaviour scale. Thera were in all, 24
delinquent behaviour items. These had the same responses ranging
from never committed the act, to having committed the act quite
often. These were scored O to 3 on the scale.
Six .hypotheses were formulated in this study, and tested using

the chi-square test for independence and for significance of

association. The level of significance of the relationship

between the variables was measured at the 0.05 level. That is; at
the 95jf confidence level. Out of these six hypotheses, five were
accepted while one was rejected. The rejected one was hypothesis

2 which concerned famlily stability.

Out of the six hypotheses tested, five of them were found
to contain relationships which were significant at or above the
0.05 level of significance. Hypothesis 3, which concerned the
level of education attained by the parents, though accepted on the
basis of percentages, was found to contain a relationship which

%

was not significant.



To interpret® the findings, three theoretical approaches
were used. These were not confined to any one of the findings.
They were employed on the basis of their adequancy in interpreting
the findings such that one, two or more would be used to interprete
one hypothesis.*™These three theoretical approaches were, however,
found to be closely related to the process of socialization which

is central to interpretations of delinquent behaviour.

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 questionnaire which was in the form ofa self report, and
was completed by the respondents themselves.

(2) The sample selected also differed significantjly 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
to 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 delinquency. The methods
used to do this have been varying from one researcher to the other.
Some have used official delinquents (those who have come into
contact with the institutions of juvenile delinquency prevention
such as the police, juvenile courts, approved schools and remand

homes), while others have used samples drawn from the juvenile

population without regard to their known or unknown delinquent

behaviours.
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The findings from these studies have been also varying depending
mostly on the type of respandents used. Schalars who have used
official delinquents as their res ondents have invariably found a
relationship to exist between the social factors and delinquent
beha viour. (The Gluecks, 1934, 1950, 1962; Healy 1915; Wootton,
1959; and Huga, 1972). These studies have found that more delinquents
come from large families, from broken fa milies, from families in
which the parents ha ve a low education, and also from low socio-
economic strata. When tested for significance, the relationships have
been found to be significant.

On the other hand, those who ba ve used samples drawn from the
juvenile population without regard to their known delinquencies have
failed to find an overall relationship to exist between various family
environmentsdelinquent behaviour (Nye, 1958; Johnson, 1986). Some
family factors such as family siae have been found to be significantly
related to delinquent behaviour, while others such as the broken home
have uncovered no relationship. However, in most instances, the

numbers of delinquent children fr-m the various family environments are

more than ;;on-del inquents. These are the same findings which were
uncovered by thi9 study. We failed to find an overall relationship
between all the family enviranments and the delinquent behaviour of the

respondents.

Out of the six hypotheses which were tested in this study five
were found to contain significant rela tionship to exist between the
independent variables and the dependent ones. Tests of statistical
significance showed that the relationship s between family sise and

de’inquent behaviour, between socio-economic status and delinquent

behaviour, between frequency of visits by absent parents and delinquent

beha viour, between type
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of fa.lily and delinquent behavi ur, ad also between the religious
coramitment of the family and de inquent behaviour, were all signi-
ficant at or be”~v the 0.05 level of significance. This shows that,
even thou.h the re atioushin between the level of education attained
by the parents was ->ot fo md to be significant, a relationship still
does exist between certain family factors and delinquent behaviour.

In every instance, there were more children who reported deli-
ng ent behaviour who camre from large families, from families in which
the parents have attained a low level of education, from 1laov socio-
economic stat s families, from families in which the absent parents
rarely visit their children,* d from families with little or no
religious commitment. The rejection of the hypothesis which dealt
with ty e of family contradicts the firm belief that more delinquents
come from broken homes than from intact ones. This™“meantthat, in order
to understand this relationship, one sh mid look further than oujy the
type of family into the parent-child relationships which may have more
expl «..atory power.

Overall, the findi gs of this study are an indioat on that there
are nore adolesce ts who engage in delinquent behaviour than is ge eral-
ly portrayed in official statistics. This would seem to confirm the
observation that the entire Juve ile Justice system operates on a
selective basis. In this way, so many adolescents who engage in deli-
nquent behavi :r are left un-apprehended. Consequently, this needs sone
attention in order to attempt to remove the selective na ture of

apprehension and sentencing by the agents of juvenile justice.
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By uncovering a relationship to exist between the various
family envirome ts and the fieli queat beliav our of the children
from these families and by the attempt to explain the findings
using the three theoretical a proaches, namely, the theory of
c, ture, symbolic it teracteonism and Merton's differential
0 nortunity pers ective, this at dy has underscored the view
that in most cases where adolescents engage tn delinquent be-
haviour, it is the result of inadequate socialization. The
family, as the immediate age t of socialization, has in this in-
stance failed to perform a most vital duty. It has failed to
transmit the social values to the children so that they become
‘normal' and functioning members of society. Coasequently, in the
efforts nade to nreve t juvenile de!inqueucy, the f mily should
nle y a ce tval role. This is in view of the fact that it plays
the most important part ,in /noulding the behaviour of the children
during the process of socialization.

This study, by uncovering the existence of adolescents who
e gage in delinquent behaviour and who reside in the rural areas,
has he'red to show that juvenile delinquency is not restricted to
the urban areas alone. The existence of juve ile delinquency in
the rural areas ma y he a reflection of social changes whi h are
taking lace in Kenya. This may also he an indication that as a
country experiences social and economic changes in terms of develop
ment, its ’evel of crime-rate”™ r<se proportionately.

The findings and -the conclusions nede in this study have two
Dia.or irj&licat ons which nmay contribute towards, the efforts be-

ing nmade to orevent juvenile deHnquency in Kenya.

1?5
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Impli cati ons for delinquency prevention effortB

This study has mcovered two major implications which nay be
used tow- rds the efforts to -revent adolescents ~ engaging in {i's
delinquent behaviour.
(1) ihat juvenile de/inquency needs to be looked at from a wider
perspective, than has been normally the case. This is to say that
in order to seek to understand why a adolescent becomes deli-
nquent or eig8ge.f in delinquent behaviour, one should not only
study the individual adolescent. One should go further end study
the family of origin of the adolescent. This wi!l provide a
general background on why the adolescent reverts to delinquent
behaviour.

Further, in offering "treatment"” to the juve ile de'inquents
the treatment should not be restricted to the adolescent alone.
It should be extended to the fa mily of the delinquent child, and
especia ly to the parents. This is in view of the fact that the
family acts as the first agent of socialization. Delinquent
behaviour is related to inadequate socialization. In order to, at
least, prevent children from reverting to delinq uent behaviour,
comprehensive family life ed cation should be offered to families
in the form of g id* nee and counselling. This is in view of the
fact observed by Gottfredson ( 1986:. 06) that "delinquency prevent-
ion programs have not been implemented in ways that alio* a careful

assesment of the ns nner in which they are carried out or allow one

to make strong references about their effects.”
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A family based prevention urogram would all w room for
evaluation of their success or failure. In later stages such
a program can then be extended to the school - setting to in-
volve both the students and the teachers, together with other
menmbers of the conmunity since they are also important agents
of socialization.
(2) That the study of de’inquency should not confine itself
to dealing with officia’ly termed de’inquents. Sarnies should
be dr wn from the entire juvenile 10 ulation, a nd from juve-
nile delinquent institutions. Data can theu be obtained from
the two samp/es i,. order to k ow the home experiences of the two
samples. As the present study has demonstra "ted, adolescents
are ready to report on their hitherto unknown delinquent
tendencies. Comparisons of the information gained from the two
samples nma y prove useful towards the search for causes of deli-
nquency, and consequently towards its prevention.
Further Research

One of the major shortcomings in delinquency related research
is that it is usually short-term. In a develo >ing country like
Kenya, long-term oriented research becomes very necessary. Longi-
tudi a 1 research should be desi* ed and carried out in various
arts of the country. Such research should deal with children born
at specific periods, (birth cohorts® who should be selected as the
research subjects. These should be followed with reorts on their
behaviour being trken at certain specified times using questionnaires
end interview schedules. These should be administered to the research
subjects, and others to the parents of these subjects. Data should
also be ol*ta ned from school records, a nd from po’ice and court records.
Such an approach may he a step towards uncovering what are the major
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causes of de i: quency which have so far remained obscure. This
would he si Par to the study carried out by West end Farrington
(1977) which involved the school, the pa rents, the police and
the coirts. The study was carried out over a period of 20 years.
At the sa ne time a fund should be set aside dealing with
this kind of research. This is because, the funding needed for
this type of longitudinal research is quite enormous. However,
in the face of the changing times, this should not be so difficult

since it will have its res Its in the future.
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L /n t/W t-y- /VO/Irno”
2)ef>ortj*ient of S gc*olLogy i
. i
Questionnaire number _ flle.sponde.n't -sex- *

Thie i8 part of .a study intended to find ways to make life bette*

for young people in this area. As such, ao that we can offer you
adequate guidance, we need to know a few things about you; Specifically”®
we need to know sonething about your family, your experience* and problems
if any. The questions below are meant for you to answer so that we can
learn the above things about you.

No one in this School will know how you answer your questions. That is
why you are not required to give in your name on the questionnaire# The
number at the top of this questionnaire is intended to help us know how,
many you are. Please answer the questions frankly, even;if you think
there are people who might disagree with you. Try and answer all the
guestions. If you do not understand any of the question™ you are free

to ask or enquire.

SECTION A
1. Most children have brothers and sisitere in their family.

( (i) How many brothers and sisters do you have?

(10 How many of them live with you at home?

(iii) Are there other children apart from your brothers and -SASQrr-
teho live with you at home? Yes, No.
(iv) If Yes, how may are they?

2. Most children live with both their parents.

(i) Do you live with both your parents? Yes No
(ii) If you do hot live with both of then, who do you live with?
~(a) )dother , (b) Father, (c) Relatives (di OtKer,

(iii) If you live with your moth* r what has happened to you father?
(a) death, (b)sepflration (c) divorce (d) de”~tion or (e) never
married.

(iv) If you live with your father, what has happened to your mother?
(a) death, (b) separation, (c) divorce, (d) desertion.

(v) If you do not live with any one of your parents, what has
happened to them? (a) death, (b) divorced (c) left you (d)Ofo*'.
3. Below are educational levels which a person may have attained.
(a) No formal Schooling
(b) Primary School
(c) Secondary School
(d) College education
(e) University education
(i) Which of the above has your father reached?

(ii) Which of the above has your mather reached?

4# The following are occupational classes which mapy of us in Kenya
belong.
(a) P easant farmer of' snail trader
(b) General worker eg. hotel waiter, cleaner, driver

(c) Professional eg. doctor, lawyer, teacher



(2)

(d) Senior administrator eg* Minister, d£>lomat, permanent secretary,
big-business owners and big farmers.

(i) which of the above does your father fall under?

(ii) which of them does your mother belong to?

5. Today most children live with their parents either in the rural
or urban areas. However, some parents, and especially the father
live in the urban area.

(i) Dd you live with both your parents in
(a) the rural area or (b) urban area

(ii) If you do not live with them together in the same place,
who do you stay with?

(a) Mother (b) Father

(iii) If you stay with mother, where do you stay?
(a) rural area (b) urban area

(iv) If you stay with father, where?
(a) rural area (b) urban area

(v) If you stay with relatives, indicate where also
(a) rural area (b) wurban area «

(vi) How often does the parent who you do not s.tay with vist you?
(a) Once a week

(b) Once a month

(c) Once a year
(d) Rarely
6. Most people belong to this or the other religion.

(i) Which religion do you belong to?
(a) Christianity Xb) Islam (c) Traditional (d) other'
(e) None
(ii) Do your parents belong to the sane religion as you? Yes No.
(iii) Do your brothers and sisters also belong to the sane religion
as you? Yes, No.
(iv) How often do you attend Church (Mosque) services?
(a) Never, (b) Rarely (c) quite often (d) every time.
(v) Do your parents attend Church services with you (if they
are of the same religion as you are? Yes, No.
(vi) Do other members of the /amily attend with you? Yes, No.

%
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SECTION B

For this section, you are required to indicate the choice which

applie

s to you from the ones given in the boxes, (just as you

answer multiple choice questions)* Indicate the letter beside the

questi

1. Before
one or

(i)
(i)
((iii)

(iv)

(vii)
A8 we
approv

(1)
(ii)

(iii)
(iv)
(V)
(vi)

Young

on after choosing your answer from those in the box*
they have finished secondary school, most people have done
all the following. Have you ever)
Disobeyed your parents
Ran away from home or stayed out all night without your
parents permission
Stayed away from school without alegitimatc excuse or
permission from your teachers

Sent out of any class for

misbehaving (use A, Never

Been suspended or expelled these B+ Once or twice
Choices )i

from school ’ _ C. sSevernlL

Cheated on any class t«st D

Smoked while in school or
even at hone

Drank beer or even bought oktried to buy it

Taken or used drugs (eg* Bhang) or even sold them

Been pick up by the police or put dm police probation
Gone to parties or dances where others would drink beer
without permission

Driven a Car without a licence

grow up, we usually commit va.~zo,\~ottences which are not
ed off by other people in r/' Have you ever;

Taken little things (worth less than Shs*5) that did not
belong to you

Taken things of some value (between Sbs.20 and over) that
did not belong to y o u

Damaged or destroyed public or private property on purpose

Gone on to someone else's

property without permission (use ' A. Never

Brokjtos into or tried to break these IB* Onee or twice
and enter a building with choices Ce -S'cv-eroL ti
intention to steel j de GLuiia- O

Set fires in woods, building, or other
places where they should not be

people engage in various activities which we all know are not

sanctioned by people in society. Have you ever)

$een in,a fist-fight )
Taken part in gang-fights
Beaten up children who had donenothing to you
Hit your mother oT father
Used force or threats to
get money oY something else

~use these jA. Never

Choic es) IBe Oneo or twice
from somebody j Ce -Severe*L ton-es-
Concealed a weapon on your person C D* o1

1j

THANK YOU FOR YOUR COOPERATION



