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L PARENTS -AND SIBLINGS

~ Apart from the characteristics peculiar to the
child himself, parents and siblings being the
esséntial combdﬁentsiof the family are influencing
the chil_d*é personality development. The child is born
helpless inltﬁe~erld. He has to depénd on parents
for every kind of basic necessities. He, through
direct or inderect teaching, begins slowly to adjust
himself with the outer world, His first dependence
is upon the mother, the source of food, warmth and
security. The mother may be.said to represent to
the infant the satisfaction of his natural drives (3).
On the other hand, the father is a symbol 6f
discipline. The child learns the disciplinéry
attitude from his father. Father means an economic
and other kind of social security against the
‘outer world and mother means the security of

love and éffeqfion. Parents! attitude towards

£



182

‘himself and other childreniin the family,. their
attitude towards each other, thelr addictions,
occupationéfetc. are éonstantly~affépting the ~
development ofﬂ%he life of the child. As he grows
older in age, he accepts prejudices and preferences,
like and dislikes, inferests'and attiéudes primarily
| of the parents and siblings rather than of others.
First he accepts without ?Qasqn.whateyer he sees or
observes in his parents or siblings and after
acceptance, he tries to rationalise if irrational.
. From the siblings he learns eithér the lessons of
éo-bperaﬁidn or jealousy by pla&ing'and workiﬁg‘
togéther;>The child mechanically acéepts the
standards of conduct exemplified 5y'his pareﬁts or
‘siblings. He begins his life with standards set by
.fhem. He exércises verf 1ittle'reasoﬁ but learns more
_ by imiﬁation. He always thinks or acts in terms of
standards accepted and followed by them, The child
embibes the ideals of life as well as the attitudes
~ o:_pfejudices towards the authority, the outside
' wofld, the marriage, and towards a number of other
'social problemsy as he lives in the family and in the
social environmenﬁ, If'a ‘child receivés'normal affe=-
ptiﬁﬁ from-his parent_beiﬁaé é‘good.start (4).
Sometimes parenté own inbonsiétency in Eheir own bhe-~

_haviour confuses . the child. Parental neglect



may have mény reasons but~it§ conécicusness.to the
"child hurts his sense of seéurity of love and
affection and that may develop hostilities towards
them and neurotic s&mptoms in him, whiéh may provide
the feitiie grounﬂ for delinquency.or antisocial

behaviour to grow.

The.child's‘fondnéss for his mother is linked
with love and for his father it is linked with
respect and awe (4), ?rof. Merrill Mand A.(30)€
. recognises the importance of parental role when he

SayS=

“Ihere’are two chief aspects df‘parental role that
profoundly influence thé structure of the child's
- personality. As his main source of affection and care,
the parents are‘a‘source_of security; as the disciplinary
agents; they are.a source of frustration 1ﬁ%€heir
lnzerference with the free expression of his impulses.
This "contradletory function® of the parents produces
the ambivalent attltudes which the Freudion
Psydholdgists_have done éo much to clarify, attitudes

which produce confllcts between 1ncompat1bles since

a child both loves and hates his parean“
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Chlld 1s the Jo¢nt expressmon of both the parents,
Both the parents are’ p%ylnﬂ thelr own'role. Yet the
fleld of 1nfluen01ng the chlld 15 totally different
for bo»h the parents. Father acts as ‘a disciplinary
agent in child's llfe. From father Chlld learns
respect for authori?y.vpxesence of father is an
economical and a social security-fof the family. By
the death of father the whole famlly, 1f mother lacks
in the abilitj to cope up w1th the situatlons, becomes
‘.llke a shlp, ulthout a pllot to gulde, and dashes upon
the rock of confu81on and obscurity. But in many cases
as father passed mich of his time outside the home,
his absence is never,feltdorllf felt can bg faced by

the mother like the father.

_ From blrth onwards the child depends upon his own
. mother for food and affection. Loss of mOuher is a
dangerous olow to the family than any thlng else.
Prof. Doty Madelemne Z.(lz) recognlsing the paramount

lmportance of mother Saysm

e ,"Nlnety tlmes out of a: hundred the best influence
in a chlld's 1ife is his mother. He: confldes in her, he
goes to her ‘for adviee and for uhe touch ofwher hand

when i1l or‘hurt.‘Wheniségt awéy'hg has the hand of man



against him and normother to help".

Further H

W ™ No institution can withstand
the iL mothers®, :

N

Further it is emphasized that s

" o norish the heart of a child
and make it blossom like a flower, is
womer:: 's secret",

The importance of the, role of a mother is highly
emphasised in the Study of the Neglected Child and his
Family (45) with the f0170v1ng words-

"In 1ooking at these problem
families there emerges one dominating
feature~ the capacity of the mother.

It i8 she who stands oult pre-eminantly
as the person who gives the !'temper' to
the household. It is her calibre which
matters., A feckless or a drumken father
influences the economic situation of the
family, and detracts from the emotional
securléy of the child, since for full
development he need a fatner and

mother whom he can respect and trust
Yet it is remarked again and again

that the father's deficiency is not

the determining factor. Frequently a
family can survive inspite of a week

or vicious father; but it is rare

that it can survive with an incapable
mother, for it is she who is the

coping stone of the structure",
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; When the»mother aies;“there,are’a‘number of
rlnstances in Wthh ohe father remarrles, whlle
' there are very few cases of mothers hav1ng remarrled,
In Indla women are less prone to remarrlage than men.
. When elther parent remarrles a number of problems
‘crop up for the ch;ldren. It is Wlsdom of mother which
is entirely responsiole for the happlness_or unhappi~

ness in the family.

Slbllng relatlonsh;p 1s also an‘lmportant
,’factor in chlld's llfe. slbllngs are not. genevally te
sole factor in produclnw dellnquency, but it is

a contrlbatlng one, the orlglnal source belng
parental belatlonshlp. When the Chlld has: step

31b11ngs the miseries .for hlm 1ncrease, undes:.ra.blo

‘: rivalries between them take the Worst forn of.

continuous confllcts, and stralns and frustratlons
'coupled Wlth;parental neglect or sometimes even
~indirect éﬁpfo#sl desﬁfoy”%hefigeeithy pefsonality
growth of'tﬁeAchild,,It'should be borne in mind
‘here‘thatlsibling':elétionship is oot all important;
it is mainly ‘the lack of‘paregcsl healthy relation-
ship or-adequate‘goidaﬁce{ difections:and control
that accounts for'inédequate felstionshiﬁ between
s1b11nvs. Thus, dellnquency at the most can be traced

more - frultfully first to the nature of the parents
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: rather than‘éiﬁliﬁgéi e shbuld better examine
,‘parents befoxe the 51b11ngs, w1th.respect %o a number'
of thelr aspects such as educatlon, “their occupatlons,

' parental mutlal relatlons, thelr attltudes to
',chlldren, thelr adulcatlons and thexr reco ds of
crimlnallty or 1mmora11ty and the like, The sectlons
that follow prov1ae An- flgures 1nformat10n on all

these aspects of both the groups.



PARENT'S. MUTUAL RELATIONSHIP

‘It has been accepted by many that parents play
a major role in the type of érowth of their children,
- either through thei} treatment ‘of and relatlons
with the children or even through ‘their own
mutual relatlons between the father -and the mother,
all of Wthh are reflected on the clean slate of the
growing child. The role of pare t's mutual relatlon~
:Shlp 1s.d1scussed Juetabelow'and the centribution
of pavental attitudes towards children is brough out
in the next~eecfioﬁe. Augebﬁities on delinguency are
in generai‘agreemenﬁ”tﬁaﬁndiecopd and disharmony
" between the parents is a ponent cause in producing
antisocial behavioﬁr. It is found highly associated
Wifh delinquency. Iﬁ'viéw~of thie, information was
callected from-childreé ge to how fhey peroe;ved

the nature between their father and mother.

188
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The obtalnea Qata after being subgected to a
. statlstlcal test for studylng dlfferences are
presented in Table To. 3( It can be observed
;rqm‘thls tab;e that,51gn1f1cantly‘higher number
(55.5 %) of delinquent chiidren's parenfs had poor
mutual relationship, meaning that there was breach
of confidence or thét<gpe,6futhe other parént had
deserted the family §£ they‘wefe separated occasiona--
1ly ending in divbrce,{ér were highl&fneglecting
~egch other, Next, a few had fair ( 16. O %) mutual
relatlonshlp as determlned by 1ncompat1blllty,
occa31onally serious quarrelllng gnd indifference
"~ to each other; while hardly few (10.0 %) had good
mutual rﬂlatlonshlp meanlng that they were compatible,
having no undue quarrelling and that they were
taking 1ntermst 1n each other. In contrast to this,
~in case of nonwdellnquent group, significantly a
‘greater ﬁugber.of,parehts (42.0 %) showed good mutual
relétionship;'fewihaé ééir (34.0‘%) and very few
had poor (11.3 %) muf@él relationship. Wherever
- pareﬁt's mutﬁal’:elaﬁibhshi? in both the groups
"~Was ﬁb%'dete;mined or ‘traced due to death or
insufficient date, iﬁ_és expressed as unknown. In
this regafd,,aléo, uﬁfgaceable éaséé'ampunting to



TABLE ©NO,3!

Parents Hutual Relationship
ar Delinquent Non-delinquent
I\To. Description ~=—==- o
* » No. %age No. %age

1. Ggood 15 10.0 63 42,0
2. Fair 24 16,0 51 34.0
3.  Poor 53 35.3. 17 1143
4.  U. K. 58 38,7 19 - 12.7

fotal ’150 .400.0 150 100.0

2
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almost unfévgurable”ggtuél felations were observed to
a higher\extent (58'77%)«in éase of’delinquent éroup
than in case of non-dellnquent group. (12.7 %). All
these dlfferences are statlstlcally 51gn1flcant

" implying that mutual unhealthy relatlonshlo is an

-important aocompanlment 6f dellnouenoy.

- Parents are the maln plllars of. the entlre
’famlly life,. so uhelr mutual ‘relationship is more
31gn1¢1cantly a- contrlbutory faotor. Then their
healthy_mutual relgtlonshlp‘;s wanting, no one
accepts the,responéibilit&:of'the qhildreh.'onfthe'
‘contrary,»they are uséd asAmeans ta'serve their
purpose aﬂalnst each other. Healy and Bronner (7.)
found clashes between father and mother to be an
importnant accompanlment of dellnquency. While

: piiots are wRangling aﬂqut thé‘éoppse, thé ship
| drifts on tb;disasfér.?Thé discord between the -
parents im more oI . less canstant durlng the de¥elop~-
:mental period and causes 1mmense dlsaster for the .
chlld From: such 51tuat10ns result fear and
1nsecur1ty.,Parental conf11ct dlsturbs the child's
emotional llfe and create a sense of neglect and
unwantedness. It tends to suppress the development
of charaoter as it should grow1n llne Wlth 8001ally

” accented Dr1n01ples and norms. Dlsturbed relatloshlp
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affects the child'?ffeelingwéf being loved and wanted,
it accentuétes énd ingreases’fhe frustrafing and
~dlsap001nt1nm exoerlences and tends t0 comglcate
- the normal achlevement of satlsﬁﬁctory 1nuentlflcatlon
-with elther parent and ‘the acqulsltlon of -adult
emotlonal maturlty. Jherever there 1s Conllle between
parents, a cglldvcanppt ;dentlfy With either, without

1osing_the'ap§rOVal of:the other (BQ).

- In such cases sometlmes a chzld is also tempted
" bo extract unde81raole advantage of flaLtﬂrlng either
parent or maklng show of loyalty to each parent or
often the child is used as a spy by each over the
‘(other.,Anyway, the child demonstrates unqe51rable
‘ practices and,grejudiégs.zgpafrels between parents
may not mean simply that the children are physically
neglécted byt they undoubtedly tend to make children
eithev‘timia or distof%$d in parsonality and disturbed
in thelr behaviour. DlVlded lqyalty is always a
perplexlng and damaglng factor in chlld's life (46).
Even Dr. Marfatia (29)‘notes i :
Dlsharmony between the parents causing
frequent quarrels. is one of the Common causes
. of juvenile delinguency. The need for security
which is the one of the most fundamental
requirements of the.;child.can only be satisfied
if the 'child :feels that both his parents love
" him, If quarrels arise frequently between the

parents, the child may be led to take the side
of one parent and start hating the other. Such
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'a state of’ affairs is bound to lead to
“.obstacles in-the smooth developuent of. the
- Child's pnrsonallty . .

‘Z~Prof. Sheldon and Hleanor Glueck (39) also found
s1gn1f1cant relatloﬁshlp between congugal velatlons
of parents an& dellnquency. Collectlng flgures on
congugal relatlons of parents of dellnquent children,
they found56 89 hav1ng good 52 O % falr and 31,2 %:
"having. poor mutual relatlons 1n comparlson to parents
'of non—dellquent chll@ren, among Whom, 65.3" ﬁ had
,good 19.8 A had- falr and only 14 9 A had poor

con;ugal relatlons.-

In short the mature of mutual relatlons‘between

the father ana the mother has an 1mportant sag in

o

.mcumﬁlng the growth of the chlla.'



ATTITUDE OF FATHER AND MOTHER TOWARDS THE CHIID

i‘\

. Besides the mutual relatlons of parents,
dlSulnCtlon in attltudes of parents towards one child
and other chlla:en in’ the family or beyyer the

-perception of sqch‘disfinctivelparental atbtitudes

by, the children has~aisé_been observed to be a
highly significant faé%br'ih determining the child's
" behaviour. It is thé general statement of truth
agreed by almost all the workers’ in the field,

such as Professors Shgldon and Bleanor glueck (39)
Mullins Glaud A (31),.ﬁéuﬁeyér Martin H.(39),
UKYéraéeus~(24)‘aﬁd others thaf'tﬁe pa}enﬁal attitudes
towards one child andcﬁtﬁér children in the family
play- a grnater role in. the development of healthy
"personallty adgustment In the present investigation

the author during the interview with each child

194
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enlisted on the basisAof'his{resoonsee'the atéitudes
of parents as percelv 'd by the chlld towards hlm.
These attltudes of the, father as well as the' mother
 are cla351f1ed and tabulated as shown in Table No.>q
- and 35 towards the chlld under study and in
e“Taole Nos. 5"4 and _5:‘towards other children in

_the family. Data in all uhese tables when subgected to
ChlSquare test revealed that dellngueacy was significa-

ntly a35001ated Wlth the attltudes of father and
mother towards the chlld and other chlldren 1n the

- family. ‘;

N

Teble No. 32 -shows 'bb.at a mgher mumber of

:fathers among the dellnquent group had regectmﬁe
attltuae towards the chlld (16 O % compared to

10. 66 %) e Reaectlon in* +hls case: meant actively avoi_
‘ ding the Chlld from the home end home enaoymunt,
"ffeéueht oesee'of scolding aed‘punishing him either
;ﬁhjsieaily or menﬁaliy;‘On the oﬁher hand-\a‘%ast
'maaorlty of fathers of ‘the non—dellquenu group had

. Warm attltude (46 6 ¢ comoared to 10,6 %) indicated by
'relatlonshlo of lobe and affectlon between themn,
“Almost eaual number of ;auhers in both‘groups had the
»attltude of 1nd1f¢erence (Del 55 5 A ‘and Non-Del.

- 347 % ) ' Tndlfference here ﬁeant absénce’ of

’ relatlonshlp of love or, hatred affectlon or reaec-

'ﬁion between them, Tare cases of strlfe,beuween thenm,
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TABLE NO,3»%

Father's Attitude Towards - the Child

O o S s WS T o D Y M SR KD VR SR e W T T SIS i S AN WSS LA SO e R R i SO TR S W, T P i S ool B B 08 W S T

ﬁg‘ Description —————emm e
¢ No. %age No. %age
1. Warm 16 10.7 70 46.7

2. Indifferent 53 35.% 52 4.7

3. Rejection 24 16,0 16 . 10.6
4, U. K. 57 38,0, 12 8.0
motal 150 100.0 150  100.0
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and absence of active avomdance of the child from

- the home in both the groups = dellnquent and non-
dellnquent. There were. 38 o % cases among the
l;dellnquent group and 8, 0 % cases _among the non-deli=
~quant group, Where the father s attltude towaras

?he child could not be recorded due to gither
absence of father in the family or theﬂrefusallof
the child to-exyreSSjKin which case the inclination
seemed more llkely agalnst the father. Anyhow, these
.adlfference in attltudes of aoceptance or reaectlon

were 51gn1flcanu statlstlcally uoo.

Next from the Téblé’No; .33 it is 6bservéd that
26. 7 % mothers among the - delinquent group had
‘attltude of reaectlon, 19 9 % had attltude o? indi-
‘-ffervnce, 10.0 % had-warm attltude towards the
child,  and in 50 0 % of cases 1t was not determined
or was doubtful. In conﬁ:ast, 72. ) % mothers of the
Lnon-délinqueﬁx époup.héé.ﬁ;rm,attitu&e;’16.?'%.had
attitude of ihdifferené",‘é 0 % had &ttitude of
'Zregeotlon and onl{IS 3% .cases. it was# not possible
to determine. These. flgﬁres too were sngnlzlvahtly
dlfferent 1n both groups. Moreover, it ‘should be’
agaln ngted from compgplson of table 3&_ and 33
that mother's warm abtitude for pon-deliquent group

and her rejective attitude for deliguent group were
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TABLE NO.2%3

Motherts Abtitude Towards the Child

iy V- " - W7 - — - iy WD 2o 0. S s s SV s D RS Yo Y Sl S S B - ———

ar o Delinguent Non=-delinguent

No. Descriptlon ~——mem e e e e e
) . : No. %age No.  %age

1. Warm 15 10.0 108 72.0

2. Indifferent 20 13.3 25  16.7

3. Rejection =~ 40 - 26.7 9 6.0
4, TUe Ko 75 50.0 8 ‘ 5.3
Total 150 100,0 150 100.0
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‘higher than the same for the father, .suggesting

grester role of the mother's impact.

Next, just as the attitudes of fathers and
motherS"towards the part‘iculér child xrender study, have
a@ﬁ’importan% say inicp11@'s deliquency, the
parentél atfitudes‘tp%ards’ofher children, as

~perc§@%§ by the child render study play an equally
important role in his g%owth. Thus their distinctly
partial attitude towrdsfqthér children in the family
ma#gs the-perégivinggchild'more conscious of.his own
lower position and'leséer importnace iﬁ the family.

‘Or the rejectiﬁe attitade'of,parents towards children
inqluding‘himself“asnperciévéd by the child
aggravateé his feeiiﬁé 6f insecurity in case of his
perception of harshnesé,towafdslall; or the percentipn
of warm aftitudes,tO‘zdther creatés.a éense of sécurit&

in the perceiver. To gather: all such information,

parental atbtitudes towards other children also were
collected by asking gheﬂchild during - interasview how
he perceived parents*iﬁ relation to othef children.
These data are presen%e@ in Table Nos. 3y and 35
forf fathers and mothers respectively. It is
observed that more than one and one half in ten

(16.7 %) fathers among the delinquent group were
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TABIE NO.3Y

Fatherts Abtibude Towards the Other children
in the Family

- Ty T g S W S i, Y PP P Vi oy St B W W s S s gt SV W D S S e . WSS . aomg S P G ot et S T N W R S

%g‘ Description —————w—mmm e ————————————
* No.  Shake No. %age
1e Warn 25 16.7 58 38.7

2 Indifferent 38 2543 64 42,7

3 Rejection 20 1%.3 15 10.b
4‘0 Ue Ko 67 44‘-7 ‘ 15 ) 806
Tobal 150 100.0 150 100,0
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perceived by the chila Bs havinv‘warm attitude towards
the other chlldren in the Lamlly, about two and one
half in ten (25 3 %) as hav1ng attltude of 1nd1ffere~
nce, more than one" and one -fourth in ten (13.3 %) as
hav1ng reaectlve attltude and on more than four in ten
(44 7 %) cases 1t Was not determlned becuase of
elther abs nce of father in the family or the refusal
of thé child to expresses or the child being the only
child in the famiiy{:Ih contrast, more than three

and one half in ben. (38.7 %) fathers of the non-
aellquent group were percelved as hav1ng warm atultude

- towards. thgéther cnlldren in the family, more than

“four in ten (42.6 %) as having abtitude of 1nd1fference

one in ten (10. OA) hav1ng attltuae of rejection

and. in less than .fne’ in ten (8.6 w) cases it

was not possible to ﬁfé@e, Qhése éifferencesrbetween
':’two_grpups'were also significant.

Y
Al

Siﬁilérly in-case of ﬁqthers,aﬁong~the délinquent
group$§ it was also observed (Table'No. RY“) thét more
: than two in ten. (25 5 %) were percelved by the child
;as hav1ng warm attltude towards the other chlldren
in the family, more than one in‘ten‘(45.-§ %) Thaving
_abtitude of indiffernde, m§;e*thapuone.half'in b
(6.7 %) havingAattitude of fejection énd in more than

five in ten (56.7 %) cases it was-not determined.
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’TABLE HO. 3¢

lk.vr
mobher's Attluude Towards uhe Ohlldren

1n the Famlly

- -~ — o — - - ——.--g-— v

ar Dellnquent Non-delinguent
_ NO. Description ————=m—memmem e

. S o 23 — — s o et o b

1. Werm - 35 25,3 - 101 67.3
2. Indifferemt 20 . 43.3  30°  20.0

5. Rejection 10 6.7 9 6.0

4, U. K. 85 56,7 10 6.77
Tobal 150  100,0 150 100,0




PENR.

ATTITUDES TowHRDS OTHER CHILDREN
IN THE FAMiry (MoTHERS).

— NON-DEL.

67-3

56 - -1
24 | é,

{e - } - .

& — “‘I l_.r“ e T

O . -’ ’ F ;

: * SR-No . 3 4
F1G. 3.
-— DEL.




| 203

‘In case of mothers of. non-dellnquent group, more than
“81x in ten (67 5 %) mothers were percelved hav1ng
warm attltude towards theﬁther chlldren in the family,
two in ten (20. 0 %) hav1ng attltude of” 1nd1fference,
‘about one half in ten (6 O %) having reaectlve attitude
‘&and in other one hal¢ in ten (6.7 %) " cases it was not
‘dotevmlned. Perceptlon of Warmer attltudes to other
‘seemed to glve them more securlty and this was the

case w1th non—dellquent aroup, higher- percantage of
~dellnquent group onservea reaectlve attltude towards
flothers and thls seemed to create 1n ‘them a sense of
"-1n€g%ity. All this comnarlsons show 81gn111cant
*dl;iepences betwegn dellnquent end nonfdgllqgent

groups.”

R

Furtherm be81des comparlson of dellnquent and

o non—dellnquent groups, even 1n the dellnquent group

,alone, the comparlson OL parental autltuaes towards the
chlld under study and towards other chlldren woukd
 y1e1d Lrultlul data. It would be expected that

:perhabs greater number of parents of the dellnquent
Groups mlght be show1ng favourable attltude towards
othar chmldren than the number of parents shW01ng
favourablefabtltuae towards the'chlld under study

and 51m11ar1y greator number of parenﬁs mlvht be

show1ng regectlve attltude towards the chlld under
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‘study than the number of parents showing rejective
éftitude towards oéh?p,éhildren; andvsuch situation
o migﬂtvgiQe rise to 3éal§usy'etc. and”consequehtly
end in delinquént}behaﬁiou?.“For such comparison,

_ the same date are rgbrganised in Table Nos. 2¢ and 33
for‘fathafs'and mothers.,On applyiﬁQQChi-souare test,
,thedxfierences between attltudes towards the child
'and tovarés other chllaren 1n case - of fathers of the
dellquenu group were noﬁ found sxgnlfloant. However,
' thls expectatlon of partlallty turns out to. be true
in case of mobhers as sean from results in Table No.
which aire 81gnlflcant.'¢n case of ;athers, attitude
‘towards the Chlld and oUher chlldren in the famlly
was bereelved to be almost the same. As the types of
attltudes Were more or less ‘the same, uhere was less
scope for Jealousy and 1n3ust1ce resultlng from the
father s warm attltudes, but there was more scope for
added Teellngs of fe;r and 1nsecurlty resulting

fDDm regectlve attltudes of the father. tovards one-
self as well as towards other chlldren. However, in
'case of mothers, the attltudes were percelvod

warmed or dlstlnctly partlal with respect to bther
children (EB.B‘A‘agalnst 10 %) and reaectlve with

. the cﬁild under study (é6.7 % agalnst 6.7.%) .



TABLE NO. %6

Attitude of Pathers of
Towards the Delinguent
ren in the

the Delinguent Group
Child and other Child-

Family

U S . A - T T3 U Dot W S S o S . S S T S O S Tl S O S S e T e S WA S0t S e e e S T S P sy 20

ar The Child Other Children
No‘ Descripbion = ————memmm e —————————
* No. %age No. %age
1.  Warm 16 0.7 25 1647
2, Indifferent 53  35.3 38  25.3
2 Rejection a4 16.0 20 13.5
q‘o U-A I{O 57 58'0 ' 67 M‘?
Total 150 100,0° "150 © 100,0
X% - $ex p Solo

2035



TABIE NO. 37

Abttitude of Mother of the Delinguent Group
Powards the Delinguent Child and other
Children in .the Family

——— - T — -

The (Child Other children

ST.

o Description —=——- ——
’ No. %age No. %age
1. Warm 15 10,0 ° 35 23.3

2., Indifferent 20 13.3 20 13.3

e Rejection 40 26.7 10 ‘ .7

b UK 75 50.0 85  56.7

Total 150 100,0 150  100.0

X% = L6624 P <0
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Here it seems that there was more scope for undue
aealou81es, strlfes and confllct In such cases 1t
'1s bound to end in dellnqeunt behavmour. Mother's
dlfferenctlal attltude of treatment of one chilad
_and other ohildren_;n'fam;;g has far :eachlng{influence
over his behévdou;;<beerEe:of the child passes’
alor}g Witl_i‘ other oh.ildrei;v‘niofre “bime at hoime,} with
.mother rather then With,fathef. It:cfeates~a sense of
unwantedness and negiect’in him.-It isolates him
'from the famlly. In such’ 51tuat10ns he flnds self-
satisfadtion and gratlflcatloq by taklng recourse to

dellnquent behavmour., :‘

' "‘Anyway, it is observea from all these tables

- that fathe;s as ‘well as mothers of the dellnquent

group had adopted more dlscrlmlnatlng attluude towards
uhe chxld and also towards other children 1n the family
in comparlson to that adopted by parenbs 01 the non-
dellnquent ohlldren and espe01ally mothers of delln~

E quent group were more dlscrlmlnatlng between one child
and otheruohildreo. Tois‘yype of pollcy a@opteo in
the-femily by.the‘yafén£8»§fée§§s a senseIof neglect,
avoioaece,eoq-inseouriﬁy_io'ﬁbe child. He-coﬁsﬁently
féels that ﬁe ié’uowenfedfegd unloved,by the parents.
And'he:uitimately cultibafesjﬁosfilities towards the

parentS‘andethe dislike forﬁhome'aﬁa,frequently tries
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to remain away from home‘érd,praeﬁiCes truancy.
Durirg trﬁancj‘he come}ig cprfaét with childreén of
such'sﬁrata of society:ée:thag Where crimes thrive. By
.negiecting ﬁﬁe childi‘parehte are neglecting their
most plous duty. The,ﬁarert!s omission of instilling
into the ch;id‘the‘fundamentai -principles of life
is the chief. ceuee'of'deiinquency.aﬁd'crime in later
years as also revealed in the llfe storles of the prison
1mmates (19). Parent's failure to express tnelr love
for chlldren creates~compllcated problem. It is from
these unloved and reaected chlldren that crimes recelw
thelr lareest number of recrulte. Neglected and
w1thout toucn of human affectlon in their llves,
it is but natural that they become &a menace to
the‘soelety (19). Neglecrils not the~outcome of one
’feotor;'buf ef3é=ﬁﬁﬁger df‘interactina factors, each
aggravatlng th other, and it is the comblbaulon of
" these fators, whxch leds to regectlon, degectlon and
,dellpquepcy.AIt ;s apparent that there are certain
cemmon‘defecte,‘iﬁ part env1ronmental and in part
inherent in the character of the paren’cs, which can
‘be’ detectedn, no doubt in, dlfrerent ﬁegrees in the
maaorlty cases (46). Professor Kravacus (24) in case

. of Chlld confllct 31tuatlon in famlly, the lack of
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rapport . usually magifested itself in several forms -
neglect, nagging, dislike and other conflicts likely
to be present concurrently. Dr. J.C. Marfatia (29)4
recognises the importance ofﬂparent-éhild relation

ship when he says :=

4

"Bhe most fundamental emotional needs of the

child can be sabtisfied only if the parent-

child relationship is healthy. Just as vibtamins
are gbsolutely necessary for healthy and normal
" physical development and growth, so also for
the development and growth of a healthy and well
1ntegrated personality the fundamental emotional
needs of the child must be satisfied. HNon-
satisfaction of these needs leads to emotional
mal adaustement ano behav1our problems in
chlldren'. s

The Saﬁé is put by Professor Neumeyer Martin (32)e

in his lines :-

. \

“The warm relationship between a child and his
parents is of great 81gn1flcance in developing
a wholesome set of idelas and in satisfying the
wish Sor response. Love is essential for a child.
If he is not loved. and feels that he is not
wanted, or. if the emotional identification
with. the parents is disrupted, the erﬁlng child
may seéek substutygte sat;sfactlons in companion=-
8hip or he may pass through. a period of grave
insecurity, frustration and resentment, even
“hatred, It is in this type of situation that a
child may turn to gang associations and other
undesirable types of companlon?shlps'.

GenerallyAa‘small child has.a yearning‘orjhunger
for lb&é, which is partly due to his/her senSe of

weakness and dependence. If he/she finds no satisfaction
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for this hunger, he/she may retreat inﬁo his/her

own little world and retain the impression of the
‘callousness and enmity to the other wérld for the
restiqf his%her»iife.lA lack of love in the earliest
months and yéars may‘éven,resuit in a failure to
achieve sublimation of the normal instincts of aggre—
ssion and desire for power. uometlmes parental- attltw@e
of carelessness and consequent lack of securlty in tle

' children havqbrobably been maln cause of the dellnquency
and sometimes are the cause of the fallure of

- atbempts to cure (31). Once-rejected always

regected. Parents never thlnh of attendlng, caring and

Craviry”

caring” child. Professcrs Sheldon and Eleanor Glueck
(39)esayp - ' '

"As regards affectional relations between
the parents and boys, on which so mgch of the
development of péersonality and character depends
the delinquents were much more the victims of
the indifféernce or actual hostility of their
fathers and mothers, and were, in turn, less
attached to their parents. Not .only did they
derive less- affections. from their mothers and
fathers, but they were also regarded with less

warmshe by their bpothers and sisters. This.

: graater emotional deprlvatlon is further reflected
in a greater feeling on the part of the dellnquen
boys that their parents were not concerned. aboub
their welfare. Whether as.a result of this d@r of
‘other elements in the family life, the delinguens
did not identufy themselves with or seek to
emulate their fathers nearly as musch as did
the non~de11nquents. .
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In‘short,jpapenfal aft;tudes’not 6nl§‘toﬁards*i

" the child alone bﬁt\éVéh the attitudes towards the
6ther:c§ildren in thé”family,‘whether they be
discriminating or be of equal rejéétiong heve

far reaqhing?effect ih'%he dévelopmenﬁ of adjgstment

or growth of personaiity pf the‘grdwing,dhiid.-



EDUCATION OF THE PARENTS

Lack of educatlon in parents has also 1mportant
bearlng on treatment of chlldren and hence on
produ01ng dellnquency, if" it does. Lack of ‘education
on the pant of the parents results in lack of
insight in chlld's basic needs’ and necessities.
.Illlterate panents often fallmto understand the
chlld's nature and the 1mportance of the chlldhood
In viéw of this, in th%bresent 1nVest;gatlon the
author inquired also. intb thepevel of eeueaﬁion on
part of parents in both tne groups. This information
“has been summarlzed in Table Nos. 35’end A%f for
l.father and mother respectlvely. The 1eve1 of
educatlon as glven in. @able Nons. :3Y:and37 Was
found 81gn1flcanuly related,to the presence of
.'aellnquency,’l e, the lower the level of educatlon,

the more . is the’ 1n01dence of dellnquency.“
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it can be observed from the Table Wo. 3%
s 66.7 % fathers among thé delinguent group
were found illiteréte, 4.7 % were found having
primary edﬁcation, 7.3 % were found having secondary
education, and only 2,0 % were found having higher edu-
cation, while 9.3 % cases informatioﬁ was not
traceable. With respect to non-delinquent group,
18.7 % fathers were found illiterate, 37.3 % were
found ha&ing primary education, 36.7 5 were found
having secondary educabtion and 7.35. % were found

having higher education. The differences in these

figures regarding education of fathers were significant.

- gimilarly, it can also be observed from the
Table. No. D9 that 66.7 % mothers among the delin-
quent group were found illiterate, 12.0 % were found
having primary education and not a single mother
of the delinquent group was having secondary or
higher education, and in 21.3 % of cases, the exact
educational level of the mothers could not be
determined. Frém date, available during the interview
the investigabor is led to bthink that in almwst
all these undebéémined cases mothers were found
illiterate. Only a few had primary education. In”

contrast, 35.3 % of the mothers among the non-

delinguent were found illiterate, 60.0 % were found



TABLE NO, ¥

Education (Father)

S A B G4 G S R PR SN D G G S N A T AN G e P SO e She Y Y T R Bew P XD MRS ATR BrW WA WA R S S e B B e

Sr. o b Delinquent HNon-delinguent

ESCYLIPTLOI W mm s S S et S e e 0 s ey e e

No. P No.. Zage No. %age
1. Illiterate 100  66.7 28  18.7
2. Primary - 22 14.7 56 . 37.3
3. Secondary 11 7.3 55  36.7
4, Higher 3 2.0 11 7.3
5. Un Ko 14: 9.3 - -
Total 150 100.0 150  100.0
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, ' TABLE NO.3§
Education (Motler)

O N WEL e e She St T R SrR BER Ww SN R GMA By PR S Sm GEe Gma R G S W I WES 6CF WKE SRp K4 SRe SUB 3 B SLW SN GW S8 T4 WS e OKA A5 SCH

No. %age No. %age
1. 'Illiterate 100 ' 66.7 53  35.3. 1
2., Primary - . 18  12.0 90 60.0
3. Secondary - - - . '-7 ‘ 4.7
4, 'Higher ' - - o= - L -
5. No 32 21.3 - -
Total 150 . -100.0 150 100.0 ’
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havzng prlmary eaucatlon, and remalnlng 4 7 p were
'“found hav1ng secondary educatlon. These figures too

‘were statlstlcally 51gn1flcant.f:

"1During;th§ imtérview fhe_inﬁésﬁigatof found
that higher ngmbef of fathers améng the.deiinquent
group’ who had education had hardly completed their
eduoaﬁidh, whether iﬁgwés primary or seodndafy or
higher, while ﬁéry few hﬁmbéfzof fathe?s among the
~non~dellquent group who had education had hardly
»left it uncompleted, whether lt was nrlmary, seconuany
» or higher. But, hlgher number 6f mothers ol both the
grbups in . domanfiéon’tb'fathérs of both the groups
who had. educatlon had left thelr educatlon 1ncompleto
: whether 1t was prlmary or secondary. However, it is
-no use dllatlng on thls_comparlson between mothers ari
' fathers in as much as even the general figures of
women educatlon are too low., The only 51gn1flcant
~p01nt observed -in Table Nos and Table No. - is
- that hlgher number of fathers and mothers among the
dellnquent group Were found 1111terate in comparlson
to fathers gnd mOuherS among the non—dellnquentx »
group. (Deliquent‘group>: 1111terat° fathers 66.7 %,
mothe:éfé6.7 5 vs<Non=de11nquent group : 1111terate

fathers 18.7 %, mothers 35:3 % ).
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Lack of education in. relatlon to crime is a

~problem of dlspute. Charles Ceasare Lombros is of

the oplnlon that lack of educatlon favours crims
-only upto a certain p01nt, after Wthh 1t'$ influence
is the,éther wieys éometimes_mbre educated are

more cunniﬁg and Efiminal. However, lack of education
oftsh determlnes the type or nature of the crime
indulged in. Crimes by 1111terate are-of savage
. type, Whl;e chimes by eaucated are o:-cunnlng
~typé-(é5). But whatever ‘may bé, lack 6fAeducation

on the part of parents defmnltely plays. a role
: in traﬂsmlttlnp 1ts unde51rhb1e efféct on chlldren
and consequently enabllng children to learn anti-
soclal deeds or behav1our pattern stamped as Jjuvenile
dellnquency. Thls aspect w111 be further dlSCuSSed in

the later sectlon on :Crlmlnallty and 1nmora11ty .

LacL of educatlon on the part of mother is rather
more 1mpornmnt in producmng maladaustment in the
-child than the lack of ‘dducation on the part of
" the fathers, because the child from the birth
_deneﬁds more on moﬁhéf ﬁhan dn:father; The mother -
exerclses greater 1nfluence over: the Chlld in the
»'beglnnlng or in the Lormatlve stage. The facher
enters late in thevplcture,~that 1s, afte: the

. child reaches a-certain level of development.
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Lack of education on the part of mothers means lack
of insight 1nto the chlld's nature and basic emotlonal
needs of the?chlld. As Professors Teeters Negley XK. a
‘and Reinemann John optb;ﬁ(%)&jséy -
Juvenlle maladaustment and to some

degree delingunecy, may be found in homes

not usually Aabeled' broken rather they

should be referred to as homes in which

there is lack of 1n61ght into the emotional
needs of the chlld .

Sometimes lack of}eguéation neans deficiency
in montherly qualities,{Unééucated parents generally
‘fail to recognise the pafamount importance of
| childhood, and the basic nece891t1es of the child-
hood, and sometlme even they fall to view the
situations broadly and‘ln a proper @erceptlve,
Consequently, maladjustment'occurs in the child's
personality due to lack of parental educatiéh

coupled with other factors in the family.
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.LACK OF HEALTHFUL LIVING

Besides the lack of child inderstanding, the
immediate outcome’ 6;(:' lack o}.péfental ‘education
is the lack of healthful 1i€ing on part of both
parents themselves and of cﬁildren. Uneducated
parents generally get 1oﬁ;;éﬁunerative employments
which foster greater oppof%unities for illegel
temptations.‘sﬁch parents‘éannpt withstand those temp-
- tations, yield themselves touthem, and provide
bad examples‘to their children. They do not
encouragé children's education, nor instill virtues
necessary fér theiirhealthy development. They cannot
handle properly their children in the family. They
follow preferential policy. They take to any course,
for controlling the'children;in the family, that
yields easy and Quick obediance and submission on

the part of children. Thus, children due to lack
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of insight in the consgquénceg of their acts
immediately react to their drives and ultimately in
some cases they deéire crooked or illegal meané to
satisfy their basic needs ofiimpulses; Parents in-
directly and unconsciously provide anlincentiveuto

their children for antisocial conduct.

Not only is their mental health is thus ab
stgke; but even physiéally their living is unhygienic
due ﬁo‘laok of oducatidnqﬁf lack of knowledge of
hygenic practlces. To substantlate this, a survey
. was made of the prevalent dlseases among the -
parents of both groups. Table Nos, 4o and 4/ give
~ these data. More than Oné’anafone half.in ten (16.7 %)
fathers among the Qelinquentigroup_we:e found suffering
" from T,B. ( éuberculosis);' t&o fathers of deiin quent
children were found épffering”canger;:more»than—one
v _half "in ten (6.0 % ) were found suffering from
madness; and mofe thanfdhe inten (1143 %) were found.
suffering from any other dlS“&SDS like paraly51s,
rhemumatlsm, skin dlseases etc. Tn case of fathers
of non~del1nquent chlldren, more than one half
- in ten (6.0% ) fathers were found suxferlpg from T,.B.;
~none was found among the Whole group suffering from
cancer or madness~ 1= ss than one half in ten (4.0%)

were found sufferlnb from any other dlseases.
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TABLE NO,

Disease (Father) 4o

o Descripbion ———mmeecm e
: No. Y%age No. %age
1. T. B. 25 16.7 10 6.7
2. Cancer 2 1.2 - -
3. Madness 9 6.0 - -
4. Any other 17 M3 6 4.0
5. XNo 97 64,7 134 89.%

Total 150  100.0 150 100,0

2 P< I3 O/ -

.7L/
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Disease - (Mother) k)

;;. - -- ) Délinq;ent -Non-:c_i—e.igur;‘c;;;;; ,

No. Description R i e e

_____ -— No. _rase NO.“L-?fge~;%{

1.  T. B. 24 16.0 v 4,7

2.  Cancer ' 2 13 4 o

3. lNadness 7 4 |1¢ 0.7

4, Hysteria 10 6.7 . 4 2.6

5. oy other 17 M3 - 4 2.6

6. No 90 a60.5 | 133 88.7
To%al-— 159“k;;o.o 150 ”4bo:;“—
% = 33 o\‘g p< o/
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Among the mothers of both thélgroaps, it ‘was
_observed théﬁ_higher humber'df_mothers of delin-
quent childreﬁ were found sufferihg fiom‘T,B}x
f(16.0 % vs.‘4.7 %) cégcer‘61<5 % vs. 0.7 '4);5
madness (4.7 vs. 0. 7:%)' hyéterié (. 6'7 Vs:2.6 %)
and other dlsbases (11 5 % . vs. 2.6 %) 1n comparlson
t0 the 1n01dence same dlseases amonO mothers of
non—dellncuent group. It can further be observed the
d;:;exences were not merely between papents of

- delinquent and:nbn%deli@queﬁt group, fuﬁ-glsb»that
in both the grﬁups-higﬁer ﬁumbqr,oﬁvmothe;s'were
sufferingyfrOm diseases’ih'éomparison toﬁnﬁmbef of

the fabhers of both the groups. (Mothers ¢ Delin-

- quent; group - 40.0 %; Non~dellnquent group - 11 5 Yo
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fathers—:~ Dellnqaent groun - 55 3 %, Fon—dellnquont

Group - 10.7 %) Thus observatlon agaln poans that
mothers! share is greate?Lbhan that of father in
indirec%ly gccoﬁnting'fbr the delinquency of the

child.

o It mey be ?emarkéd:thét4§ﬁ?ing the sickness, the

parents become. weak aﬁd*irriﬁative.'They cannot
properly look after thelr children. They lose
inhibitory, Chatrol They de01de upon’ any course for

controlling their ch}ldren. Mpreover, father s”'



sickness means economic loss and mothérfs sickness
means loss of home duties. Thée normal life of

the family is threatenéd. AS fhey are ‘absorbed in
their own worries sbout their health. they cannot
exercigse proper céntrol over them. Soﬁetimes,
sicknesses like, T.B. énd madness geparabe the
either parent from the child because of compulsory
hospitalisation or~inétitutiona1isatién. All such
ébnsequences threaten in one way .or the'other the
feeling of éecufity as wéii.as'supervision and
guidance, necessary forﬂadequéfe gfowth of children.
Such a state of affairs incfea§es in tﬁrn the

likelihood of the incidence of juvenile delinguency.
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OCCUPATIONS OF THE FATHER AND THE MOTHER

It is often noted that the nature of the work
' or employment of fathers or mothers have some
beaylng on the behav;our pattern and personallty
“growth of the ehiidren. Directly or indirectly
-'it'exercisesjinfluehce over children in the
' familf. (Child;en develop aftiﬁudes on the basis
of parental'expefiences towards occupations. In
;'v1ew of thls ‘the attempt was made to study the
"types of occupations of parents of both the groups.
This 1nformat10n is summarlzed in Table Nos. lyz‘
and }1+3 for fathers and mothers respectlvely.
It was revealed that hlgher number of parents of
dellnquent group were engaged in occupatzons that
are unwholesome low remuneratlve and 1nvolv1ng
more physical hazards than the number of the'

L parents of the non-delinquenu group.‘

|The'detailed anaiysis of eccupations is very

| instructive. From the Table No.4% it is.’
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Occupation (Father)

o o ———— " —— ——

ol S S — . " o o~ - " o e

Delinqdeqt Non~-delinguent

§g' Description _~ o _
No.  %age No. %age
1. Labourer o4 46.0 11 7e3
2, Private or . B
Government 1M1 P N VA 38,0
Services :
3. Personal ' ~
- Lebour 5. 16.6 ‘9 6.0
4, Independent
Business - - 50 20.0
5.. yendor 13 8.7 4 2.7
6. - Factorj
. Worker 1Q 6.7 . 8 - 5.3
7. One's own - | '

’ shop 4 2.7 13 . 8.7
8. Any other 4,0 8 ‘ 5.3
9. mil 57 38.0 .10 6.7
"~ motal - 150 100.0 150 . 100,0

x° = ¥&7o p <2/
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observed that 16.0 %lfatherslamong the delinguent
group wefe employed‘as labourérs; 7.3 % were found
employed in go&ernment or'privateilower services,
such as peons, sweepers, watermen, etp.; 16.6 %
were found engaged in seasonal labour, e.g. working
in the field or building constructions or places
for repairs on daily wages, or for menial work in
marriage or dinner parties on daily wages; none
was found doing business; 8.7 % were fTound to be
vendors; 6.7 % were found having ﬁheir'own small
shops, say of paﬁ-bidi, shoe-store or repair,
unmbrella fepéir, hotels of low standards etc.;
4,0 % were found not employéd in any specific
kind of Qork.;VMost-pf them were foun@ working

as meséenéers;_fétéhing watef, cleanihg,the

. vessels, driving cart and hand lorries, etc.; and
38.0 % were found unemployed in any pemunerative
work. In contrast to this, 7.3 ¢ fathers of the
noﬁédelinquent group wére‘found to be lahourers;
38.0 %_were found employed in private and govern-
ment services such as ﬁeons, clerks, teachers,
gumastas, ete.; 6.0 % were found engaged in
seasonal labours like working in the.field or

building constructions on daily wages, or working
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_on such oéégéidﬁéjas @arriageadr dinner party on
daily wagéé{ ZQ.Q,%”ﬁere foﬁnd in busineés of
cloth; tailoring, carpenters, jari goods, ete.s

2.7 %jﬁeré*féugd‘véndors; SQéL% were found emﬁloyed
in the factory; 8.7 % were»found having their own
shops, e. g. hotel tallorlng, shoe-making, grocery,,
ete.; 5.3 V were found d01ng any .other work like
salesmanshlp, mllkman, cmmmission agent, etc.; and

6.7 % were found unemployed.

* From Table To. 'ng , it is observed that
7.3 % of mothers among the dellnquent group were
found- labourers 4.7 Z were found employed in
- services like. peons, waterwomen, sweepers, etc.,
4. .0 % were found to be in seasonal labour llke
working on.the fieldz‘building constructions on
daily wéggs;‘goqlies{in‘thewbazaar, or railway.
stations,vé?c, (thaf_is,.éhefe‘was no fixed
spécific'typeiof labour); 18.0 % were found
éngaggd in,domestic‘WOrké‘like,fétphing,Water,
Ataking careloflinfants3 cookingy cleaniné véssels
" and 6th§r'type of hcuéehold wérks; éfé};'é oH -
were found as vendors near the schools, colleges,
bazaar, etc., Q. % % were found engaged in remunera-

. tive work at homes 8 0. % were found not doing any



 TABLE NO.43 .

o Occupation':(mother)

ST
No.
1.
2.
3.

——

Delinguent Non-delinguent

v,

—- " ——

Description =—--
: NOQ

Labourer 11

Service ‘ 7

Seasonal

Labour )

Démesfic

Work 27

Vendor .6

Home Industry 1

%age No. %age
7'3 200
4,7 - 23
4.0 3 2.0

- 18.0 - 7 4,7
4,0 1 0.7
0.7 16 = 10.6

8.0 3 2.0

53.3 112 M7

—o- — o — S — —

Any other 12

No oubside

work bub

Housewife - .80
!

Total 150

— -

X2 = L,(_Io({ “~ ‘

100.0 150 100,0

pxXra)
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Specific kinds“of vork;-and55é.3‘7twefe housewibves.
Against these flgures, 2. O % mothers of the non-
’dellnquent group were found working as labourers;
3.3 % were found 1n;serv1ces llke’nurs;ng, ' ‘
‘teaching, peooework -eto.;‘z .0 % were found engaged
in seasonal’labour" 4.7 7 weré found engaged in
domestic work 0.7 % were found as vendors; 10.6 %
were found engaged ln remuneratlve work at home,
like stltching clothes, caps, and exercise note
books, jarl worhs, embr01dery, ete.; 2 0% were
:found engaged in any other work and 74.7 A were

fcund to be.houeewives.

Fathers,of the dellnquenu chlldren were found
to be employed in unwholesome work work requiring

_more physical labour, work gIVlng low remuneratlon,

‘_"the surroundings bﬁ the work being such that offer

1-ev3.1 temptatlons to the workers, working of -more
opportunitles for curruptvons and mal-practlces,
»rohlle fatners of the non-dellnquenu group were
~Qmostly engaged in thelr oun bu51ness, servxng 1n’
government or private serv1ces, and nossessmng
. their own shops. Professors Sheldon and Eleanor

_ “Glueck (39) wrlte :
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R E Thus in respect to occupatlonal
© . skill, theé fathers of ‘the: delinquents
"make a poorer showing than those of the
non~-delinquents, although the difference
between the-two . is not as striking as in
. other respects".. :
It can be observed from the Table No.  that
less than. half the number - (46.7 %) of the mothers
" among the dellnquent group were found: worﬁlng,

i and those who were wor klng uere mostly found
“'worklng out81de the, home whlle very few mothers
(25.3 f) among the non-delinquenu group were found

juorking, end among these, 10.6 7 were engaged in
remuneratlve WOrk at home. The analy31s shows also
’ an’ 1nteresting dlfference between the two groups

. :ln the nature of work., Among the delinquent group,
: only one-third of uhe total number "of. worklng
mothers vere found engaged 1n domestic works.. The .
mothers among the dellnquent uere ennaged in, suoh

-work Whlch naturally offer temptatlons for corra-

: ptlons and undesirable activitles. Most ‘of them

vwere WOrklng out31de the home, so they could not
1ook after thelr chlldren nroperly, while few

mothers of - the non—dellnquent»group were employed

and those who were employed were worklng at hone,

so that they were in a positlon “to. look,after their
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children and at the same time they were able to

_earn.

' Fﬁptﬁer,sit wgs'learntlthat_mothers who were
working outside the home as 1abourefé,gseésonal
labourers; @rAin thbﬁfactory,were workiné with-
self—degradafion.“Even in domestie work elsewhere
théy were in constant danger of having a poééibi-

- lity of their moralrdownfall. Professor Sheldon
~and Eleanor Glueck (39) also found that more
motbers qf the dellnquegt group than those of the
,nén-delinquenﬁ worked‘oﬁtside the héme‘(47 0'7 vs.
33,0 %) ; this mean& that more of the ¢hildren in -
the famllies of the- delinquents were deprlved of
maternal superv151on. That employment of mothers
Wlll contlnue and 1ncrease is hardly debatable
‘ what is debatable 1s the effect of employment on
‘ their chlldren, thelr communlty partlclpatlon, -
their_own personal adjustmen§'and,their relation~
ship to‘théir husbands. She has less time t; help
and to gﬁpérviée her children. Losswof‘direct
¢anﬁrbl.appea?34iﬁeﬁitable.E;F:om such loss ofﬂ
o dirécéxconﬁﬁqli onéfﬁo@ld‘gnticibaﬁe:mbre‘frequently

delinguent behaviour.
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Professor Neumeyer Martin i, (32)Jsays :

e The>employments‘of mothers have
been regarded to be a problem. It is
difficult to generalize with reference
to the positive and negative effects
of such employments. In many instances,
the added income makes it possible for

" the families to live better and to -
provide more adeguately the material
necessities of their children. On the
other hand, when mothers are away from
their homes, especially where.there are
young children, the members of the

family do not receive adequate care and -

superv1sion" ) .

When mothers are on work, the neglected and
unsunerv:.sed children of the economically ,
insecured are likely to be subJeCu to the undesirable
”1nf1uences cau31ng a number of 3001a1 mlsfeets.

" Some escape the nOulce, whlle come _to the
attention of.law enforcement agen01es and become

eventuallyithe inmates of correctional 1nstitut;ons.

Besides the types of occupatlons, or services,
it was also studied whetner the parents were -
steadily and regularly attendlng thelr services
or were—hev1ng occasional breaks and;absences
» i.es werehnnsteady;: From Tabie No. 4‘/ it is
observed that more than one and one-half in ten
(16 0 %) fathers among the dellnquent group were

found steedyAin their servxces,.more than four
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TABLE NO. 4t

Steadiness in Service (Father) |

- o ene ¢ g e et S v

3eiingueﬁt‘ Non~delinquent

Yo Descripbion ————memmm e RN
° No. %age No. . %age
1. Steady 24 16.0 109 .. 72.7
2. Unsteady 69 46,0 21 4.0
3. ©Not working 57  38.0 20 . 13.3
Total 150  100.0 150 100.0
2 | .
X“ = ¥Y-70 PL o/
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and one-half in ten,(és.gf%sfwereifound enSﬁeedy
i.e. seiving pot regu;erly;,and:mefe thaﬁ fhree

. and one~half~in‘ten (38.0/%)‘eere foﬁne unempleyed;
In'coetrasf t0 these"figufe55 more than seven in
“ten (7227 %) fathers of the non—delinquent group
 were found regular in thelr employment- more than
one in ten’ (14.0 %) were occasionally serV1ng,,
that is, they uere unsteady and irregular in thelr
" work; and more than one in ten (13.3 %) were found
unemployed. In case pf mothers, feom Table Ne.l4S'
it~is_foued that more than"one in ten (13.3 %)
mothers of deélinjuent group were regular in their
wqu; more than three?ip ten (33.3 %)(ﬁere
irregular in their werk; and more than five in ten
(53.4 %j'were:feuhdfnoéyworking outside;—i e.ltheyl
milght be hodsewiees. Among the non-dellnquent
group, one:infﬁen (10.0 %) mothers ‘were found ‘
regelar in tﬁeir work- more’ than one and one-half
_1n ten (15.3 7) were. irregular in their work and
_emcre than seven in ten (74.7 %) were found to be

jkhousewxves.
| In short, it is clear that larger number of
“ fathers of delinquent group were unemployed- and

‘more number -of- motners of dellnquent group. were
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TABLE NO. 45

Steadiness in gService ( Mother )

IR

—— - — —— s ey

Delinguent Nonrdelinquent

gﬁ’ Description - ——— ———— -

g NO. Y%hage No. %age’
1.  gteady 20  13.3 15 10.0
2. Unsteady 50 33.3 23 15.3
3, Hot working 80 53.4 112 ou,7
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found - worklng outside. So aiso, the'ﬁature of
_employments on the part of fathers and mothersl

. among the dellnquent ‘children in comparlson td
that of the non—delinquent group was such that
employments were offering more possibillties for
corruptiop., Moreover, a‘greater number of parents
.ofidelinqﬁeef‘grduﬁ_wefe unsteedyfang irreéularf‘

' inltheir wérk,'bfteh shifting from work 'to work

. and often hav1ng breaks or absences durlng thelr
‘serv1ce.' It is p0551ble that children of such

parents are more likely to turn out dellnquents.‘



Y : ADDICTIONS AND VICES

L

H

| Addictions and yices’éf the parents are often
‘ i responsible for causing maladjustment in the normal
development of the child's personality. Children
generally imitate their father or mother in all
activities and often in the crooked restricted
?bﬁhaviour.“mhe author*ﬁaﬁﬂéde‘a.survey of the ..
addltctlons and V1ces of - the parents and tried to

deduce their relatlon to dellnquency among children.

Most of the‘fétﬁérs.pf“bdth the groups-
delinguent and ngnrdélinwﬁent - were found‘sméking;
smoking was baken td‘be‘a hormal sddiction among
the fathers, though 1t Was not normally found
among the mothers of both tbe groups. In Indla 1t
is generally observed.by evéryoﬁe thet higher

number of men ariﬂsmoking in comparison to women.

238
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For mothers, smoking has been considered here as a

vice,

From Table No.X{ it is ‘observed that more than

three in ten (34.7 %)'fathers‘Sf the delinquent

grou§ were found addicted to gambling; about two and
one -half in tenﬁ?5.5 %) were found addicted to
drinking, and fou£ in bén(éo..7 % ) were found not
haying any addiction‘whgtsoever; while one in ten
(10.0%) fathers among the.non—delinquent‘group were
found gambling; less than-one half in ten (4.0 %)
- Wwere found drinking; and more than eight and one half
in ten (85.0—% ) were fouﬁd ﬁaving no addictions

whabsoever., All these Eifferences were significant.

From Table No. 47 it is found that more than one
and oné half in ten (1?.31%) mothers among the delin=-
quent group were foundtsmokiné; more than one in ten
. (12.0 %) were found gambling; mofe than one in ten
(12. 0%) were found drihking; end more than five
and one half in ten (58. 7 %) were found without
addiction. In contrast to thfs, more than one half
in ten (3.3 %) motheré"of the non-delinguent group
were found smoking; only one (0.7 %) was found
gambling and only onei(Q.? %) was fbun@ drinking

wine; and nine and onme half in ten (95.3. %) were



TABIE TNO.M&

Addictions and Vices (Father)

sr Delinguent Non~delinquent
Nb. DESCTiption =memmmm e ————— e e e

T — - - S " - . o W~ - - ——

e rr D S W o Sty s 10y

1.  Gaumbling 52 34.7 15 10.0

2. Drinking 38 . 25.3 6 4,0

3. Mo 60 40,0 129  86.0
T;tal ~—-;;;-~~;;;‘O 150-_ 100.0 )

— —-—— > " 1o— s - e — - - — - - L T,
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TABLE NO, 4y

Addictions and Vices (Mother)

. o Ny A7 Y~ — - - ———, - N - ot D Ea MO L i W s WO s S W Gy B D . W S o SO IO Aol St S s sl

SP.  posepiption -Delinguent Non~delinguent
- Ho. No. %age No.  %age
1. Smoking 26 17.3 5 33
2. Gambling 18 12.0 1 0.7
3. Drinking 18 12.0 1 0.7
Tobal 150 © 100.0 150  100.0

¥ - fuxn P <-o0]
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found having no addictions whatsoever. These are adso

statistically significéﬁt‘differences;

Iﬁ was alsolfouna‘dufing investigation that
addi¢tions were more'én@ higpiy persistent in case
of fathers and mothers of delinquent children in
‘compafison to those among the parents of non-~delin-
quent children. So alsé; the fathers of delinguent
group were also pursubng theiraaddictions with more
intensity in comparison to moﬁhers of the same
group. It wés also f;una that more fathers in both
the groups were addictea to one or other addiction:
in comparison to mothers 6f'bothithe groups..
(Fathefs : De@inquent-Grouﬁ - 60.0 % Non~delin=-
gquent Group - 14.8 %. Mothers : Delinquent Group
41,3 %; Non-delinquent Group 4.7 %). Higher number
. of fathers among the delinquent group were found
gambling (34.7 % vs. 10.0 %), and drinking (25.3 %
vs. 4.0 %) in comparison to those of the non-
deligquent group. This is also true of mothers in
/both the groups. Higher number of mothérs snong the
delinquent group‘were found gambling (12.0 % vs.
0.7 %), drinking (12.‘0' %:W}s. 0.7 %), and smoking
(17.% % vs. 3.3 %).
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Gambling and drinking are the most dangerous o
addictions of all. It ﬁegenerébes the éharacter

of the individual. Once addicted the individual does
~éverything to maintain them. And for mainteining them
he has to incure heavy debt. Ittis said that they drink
to forget their miseries and gamble o earn a lot:gasily
and quickly. Pedple gahble:becéﬁse gambling offers the
"most powerful temptatlon to earn a lot money very
easily. In the hope of becomlng rlch they go on
gambling and ultimately they ruin their family
including the life of their children. '

When children, who déﬁénd upon their parents,'
find them addicted to such vices, they consciously
or unconsciously follow the same course thinking it LT
be desirable..Behaviouf isﬁﬁore.caught rather consciously

Amitated.

-Gambling and drinking undermine peace, tax
family finance, and evefybody in the vicinity
thinks ill of the femily. Drinking lowers the
' standrds of morality and disciéline. It is generally
said that people use to drink +o run away from the
Hazards of ®eal life. But it gives little rellef
and on the contrary 1t makes the exlstlng trouble

more aangerous and unbearable. The well—known
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. N . - N C
Italian criminologist Ceasare Lombrosso (25) notes :-

"Alchohol, after it has once driven its
unhappy victim into this evil path holds
him fask there, since after a drunkard -
is once made the noblest sentiments become

" paralysed and soundest brian deceased

Furtner t=

" "Alchohol aggravates certain conditions.
The progeny of the alchoholic are blind,
“paralytic, impoftent,. Bven if they begin
life with wealth, they must necessarily

become poor; if they"are poor they are
incgpable of worklng .

He further explains :="-

"alchohol thé&n is a cause of -crime; just
" because many commlqe crimes in order to
obtain drink; further, men sometimes seek
in drink the courage necessary to commit,
crime or an excuseé for their misdeeds;
again,because it is by the aid of drink
that young men are. drawn into wime; and
because the drinkshop .is the place for o
the meeting of accompllces where they .nes
not only plan their crimes but also
squande their gains. Some.are drinking to
forget dishonour -and seperation from
family and try to run away from reality."

Generally the boys 1m1tate the examples of the
individuals with whom they come in to contact. They
drink% smoke because ethe?rdo so. The craving for
drink op‘smoking doesjﬁetlcome‘untilythe hebits

have been formed. Even in the study made in 1946~47
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on 'The Neglected Child and His family' by Wbmen's
group on public Welfare.(ﬁﬁ)? It is reported ;-

"In short, it was considered more 1i ely that
a man drank to escape from squalling, grity child ren ,
a slatternly wife, and an unkgﬂpt home; than
that he neglected or ill-breated his children
because he drank,

Children are more sdécé?tible to the iﬁfluence
of the behaviour of their paremts. Alchoholism of the
mothers has the worst effecf on the children than
the father. Professor William Healy (20) expresses

the same views and sgys :=-

"Phe influence of the alchogolic parents
on the home conditions that produce delinquency:
is one of the plainest facts observed in the
study of criminalisatics. Alcholism of the
mother had the worst effect than the father.

Purther :-

"A child of an alchoholic parent is prone

to be confmonted 'in the home by any of the
following : poverty, lack of parental control,
cruelty, immorality and-obscenfty, sex
immorality amounting sometimes to rape and
incest, flamiliarity with social disorder and
crlme.... what might be thought to be minor
conditions resulting from:alchoholism, are
quarreling and home irritation and the use of
such language as many . drlnklng men 1ndulge in..

In short with an excésgive'use of stumulants there

is every possibility for irritability, disobedience and

family friction. These in turn induce antisocial reactilon.
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Gambling and drlnklng sreate such home atmosphere
that everyone suspects every klnd of vices in 11;.
And such places are not healthful conditions for the
development of thld!s perslo:‘nallty..

A
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CRIMINALITY AND IMMORALITY OF PARENTS

It 1s expected that criminal tendencies and

- immoral behaviour of-parents have an enduring effect
of the growing children who through conseious or

. unconscioué suggestibn or.;m;tétion are more likely
to develop déviate character. Professors D.H.Stott(41),
Hannah Ként-Schoff(iQ), William Norwood East(13) and
other workers in the’field have found very
outstanding eriminal and i@morél eplsodes in the
fathers and mothers of the delinquent group. In

the preseﬁt'investigation.phe author too .
observad significant relationship beﬁween'
delinquency of children and criminality and
immorality record ofxtheir parents. Any cases of
conviction on some‘sort of éhargeé such as stealing,
robbe:y, murder or any crime for which they were
sentenced, were traced out from the records avallable

or interviews and these were considered as criminality
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' recof&s.’Similarly,'cases of socially unapprcved
sexual relations or similarly immoral practices 1like
cheating,faithlessness ete. were treated as immoralilty
records. Such records in case of both the father and
the mother of both groups of children were surveyed

as shown in the table nos. H‘K and L(‘,‘ for fathers
and mothers respectively. All thcsa.differences
betﬁeen delinquent and nondeliquent groups were

significé.ht.

‘ Table no. 4¥ shows that in case two-third

w fathers of the celinquent grOup (66.7 %) neither ~

criminality nor 1mmorality record could be found or

better traced- 10.0 % fathers of the delinquent group
Ao et

had record criminality, ‘9.3 % had immorality record

meaning extension ‘of marital rights to tha individuals

- other than the married,14.o % had both criminality

as wéll as 1mﬁorality records. In contrast to this;

non was found having both criminality as well as immo—

-rality record or even only crimlnality record in the

non-delinquent group; 4 % had only immorality record

,and 96 % had no record known.h

Fron Table no. 7 1t ‘bacomes evident that 9.3 %
mothers of the-dclinéuept group had criminality record.



- o an

L

' TABLE

NO. H%

Criminality and Immorality (Father)

.
o v v —

ar - Delinguent Non-delinguent
No. Description -
: No. %age No. %age
/I 3 Crilllinality 45 10.0 - haad
2. Immorality 14 9.3 6 4,0
3. Criminality
and 21 14,0 - -
Immerality
4, No 100 66.7 144 96.0
Total 150 100.0 150 100.0
X2=33'76 P<rol
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TABLE NO. k§

Criminality and Immorality (Mother)

ar. Delinguent Non~dellnquent
No. Description =——=—- —— ’ ——
* No.  %age No. . - %agel
1. . Criminality 14 9.3 - -
2, TImmorality 13 8.7 2 1,3
3 Criminality - o ,
oo and 15 10.0 - -
Immorality :
4, . No - 108 72.0 148 98.7
Total - 150 100,0 150 100.,0
= LYy 9% p< vl
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8.7 % ﬁad iﬁmorality recgrd{,lo.o‘% had eriminality
' as weil as immorality record and’in 72.0 % of‘qases
" no such record was found or better t?aced. in‘non~

‘ delinquent. group, no mother was fognd having both
eriminality as weli as immorality recéfd.or even -
only c:iﬁinal career, but pﬁlylin‘l.s_%'qf,cases
immOrélity'fecord was found éxiéting, thus in 98.7‘%
‘~cases of mothers nelther criminality nor immorality

record was found.

In both the groups compéfatively highér number
of" fathers had such record in comparison to mothers.
(Fathers @ Delinquent < 33.3 % Non-delinquent-
4.0 % 3 Mothers : Delinguent - 28.0 %; Nopm - '
© delinduent - 1,3 #). That may be due to the fact that
mostly women are less exposed ﬁo crime inducing

situations..

" When fathers and mothers supply:ihsténces'df
suchﬂantisqc;ai_behéviour,ichilaren eaéily take to
séch courses. Parqﬁts"occupaﬁions, ﬁfeferenqes and
prejudices, and conduct standards are easily adopted
by‘their ch@ldren. Professors Hannah Kent-Schoff(19)

- rep&rted in ‘the book 'Thguwaywor@ Chiid' tha? more than
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haif dﬂ the juvenilé:delinqdenﬁs were steaiing. Honesty
" does not gaﬁe without constnuctivevpareﬁtal teaching
Aand éﬁmparativeli véry:fewiparents realise this. Thus,
if parents themselves are having criminal and
immorality fecord at‘their credit, how can they enforce
upon their éhildren»not to adOpf such behaviour ? Somse
parents in another study (40) were fogﬁd in the
’bééinnihg encouraging their children for some sort of
eriminal behaviour or neglecting some pretty theft. In
such cases children stértvtheir criminal behaviour
because of the accepted approval of ﬁheir own father or
mother. The rbdtsof demoralisation are in the potentialities
of the parents. Children usually do not practice what
-‘their parents preach, but what they usually flnd others
,praetlsing. Prafessors Sheldon and El.eanor Glueck (39)9'
also oObserved similar findings in thelr study of five
hundred delinquents and non-delinquents ¢
"Delinqueney and crime also
gtfggEEZg%sgar more among the parents of the
Professor William Norwood East (13)"who studiea

adolescent criminals says. :
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P

Criminal and immoral persons .
have certain features in common. Both .
exemplify the negation of self-control
and  character formation. In both, conduct
1s detrimental to their own welfare and
to that of the communlity in which they
1ive and both receive the general
~ disapproval of society. Moreover,since
- indulgence increases, desire and hablt
weaken the will, bhoth are stranger to
© wise living; further immorality and
- eriminality in the parents and others
in the same home may dlrectly or
indirectly induce ecriminal behaviour
in other members of the family".

Thus, whatever children find in their parents
they directly imitate. Such behavmour or the parents..
spoils the home atmosphere and their own marltal life. -
~And such home has the worst effect on the devdloping
‘ and critical period of child's 1ife. In certain

iciroumstances, parents follow such actions, because.
of", sane higher good or because they are forced to -
deﬁend them openly, But all these undermine the soclal
_ and moral development of the child. Dr.J.C. Marfatia(29)e
is also holding the same view when he says:

. Wparents often set a bad example - ‘
by. following 1o00se social and moral standards. -
Black marketting may be openly defended in
the presence of the child. Remarks such as,

‘one has perforce to resort to black -
marketing or else how can the business go

on ?', . are detrimental to the child’
s soclal and moral development',



In short, parents' clrcumstantial ‘criminal’ or
'immoral behaviour if noticed by their chlldren
‘is adOpted by them naturally without understandlng

S AfS Thus,‘criminallty or 1mmorality in the parents

is highly relateﬁ to the Qgpe of the growth

observed in.children. -



. SIBLINGS
THEIR RELATIONSHIPS AND OTHEB GGNDITIONS

Y

. Next to parents, sibllngs are the essentlal
compone_nts of thle fa,qlily. Siblings are not the
main determinants of behaV1our in all cases. But
coupled wlth other factors available in the home,
the siblings relationship aggravates the st tuations
and consequently influences the. development of
personality of the chxld. The author in- the present
1nvest1get10n etudles elso the nature‘af.sibling
reletionship:and its bearing on~delinquency of the
: chlldren 1n the family. Children were asked durlng
intervlew how they perceived the other sibling in the
family, whether they had warm, 1nd1fferent or hOStile
attltude to the siblings‘or vice-versa how they thought,
sibling vere viewing them. The types of attitudes or |

inclinations of elther side are‘summariéed in Table No,

‘From this Table nO.;vit is dbserved that more than
oha half in ten (6.7 % ) chlldren of the delinquent group



TABLE NO. SO

Sibling Relationship

Sr.  Nature of Delinquent Non-delinguent

No. Relati?nship o, %age No. %age
1. Warm 10 6.7 60 40.0
2. Indifferent 66 44,0 71 47.3
3.  Hostile 44 - 29,3 16 10.7
4, o possibilityao . 20.0 3 2.0

Total 150 100.0 150 100,0
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were found haV1ng warm relationship with their siblings,
.i.e. relationship characterised by love and affection

A Without undue conflict or riValry among thems more

‘1Athan four in ten (44.0 7) were found indifferent to

one anotber,\i.e. absence of proper ties of love and

affection or occasional strife among them- slightly

1ess than three in ten (29 3 %) were found having

| ‘hostilities with one another, mainfested by presence |
of undue rnvalry and constant quarrelling among them'

. two in ten (20.0 7) ‘cases . of children were found to be
the ohly children in the family -and in which case there .
was no possibility of ‘such sibling relationship. In
case -of non-delinquent children, four in ten (40.0%)
were found havino warm relationship among the siblings'

" more than four in: one half in ten (47.3 %), were £ ound

A= being indifferent t0wards their siblings about only one

“in ¢ ten (10.7 2y were found at hostilities with their
siblings and in 2.0 7 cases, children were found having

: no siblings. These differences between delinquent and

‘ .non-delinquent groups with respect to 31bling relation—

~=~ship were statistically signiflcant' 1.0 more
delinquents were hOstile ano more delinquents: ‘weTe warm,
even if other possibilities were ignored..During the

interview of the children it was foand in both the
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grouﬁs that moet of the children ware hostile'towards
thelr'step-ohildren; Thay regretted that they werTe
put at dlsadvantage by their step-parent.

there were step-31b11nvs, naturally fathers or mothers

Where

were found to follow discriminating policy in the
) treatment of their offsprines. Even in some families
‘ among natural sons, fathers or mothers were found

adOpting discriminatlng policy in he treatment of

their children, that is, they openly favoured some

and~ﬁad.prejudice against others.

Such type of differentlal treatment glVen to

I‘their children by father and- mother creates the
- sensa of unwantedness,leeglect, and insecurity among
children. They begin to realise the‘loﬁness of their
position, place ano imbortance in the family. They
consciously or. unconsciously deVeIOp hostilities
towards the parents, sibling or. sibllngs who have
‘caused their own neglect or who are highly favoured

in the home life. Of ten, a child develops neurotic

symptoms and tries to seek substitute satisfactions
The child developing dlsgust

in antisocial behaviour.
During truancy

against the home life becOmes truant..

period, he wanders homéless inlthe-streets, bazaar,
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railway statiohs or public places, where he
comes, in contact with ass0ciates of such |
strata of society where criminality gets the
most favourable soil to grOW. During this |
period, he develops many undesirable habits.
Ultimately he is forced to get amoney to maintain

himself any how and consequently falls a prey to

delinquent practices.

Sibling relationship is, it may be said, a

\ contributory factor, accelerating delinquency

if not the sole cause of it.

' Diseased Conditions :

_among the Sib;ings ih

' In addition, other conditions - bodily or

mental diseases - associated with 31blings were '
ialso side by side examined. Inﬁormation regarding
“the diseases prevalent among the SIblings and the
number of siblings victimised in both. the groups
. WeTe alse obtainedr Frem table no.S”/it is
observad that 8.0 7 siblings of the delinquentx‘
group were f ound suffering from Tuberculosis (T. B. ),
2.7 % were fOund suffering from medness, 2.0 %Iwere
found suffering frqm~hysteria; in 10.0 % cases -
information could eééﬁbe‘dbtaiped; and 77.3 % were

. found not suffefing‘fram any such disease; while



TABLE NO, $

' Disease

- Delinquent Non-delinguent
Mo, Description ——m—m—mm— e
NO. No. %age No. %age
1. 7. B. 12 8.0 2 1.3
2e Madness 4 2.7 3 2.0
S Hysteria 3 2.0 - -
4,  U. K 15 10,0 - -
5. Mo 116 . 77.3 45 96.7

motal 150 © 100.0 150  100.0

X° = S%-SD PC
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1.3 % siblings. of non-dellnquent group were found

suffering from T. B., .0 % were found suffering

from madness, none was found suffering from hysterla

and 96.7 % were found having no disease whatsoever.

Further, from table mo. §2 it will be
observed that 8.0 7 children in the delinquent
group had only one sibling suffering from disease,

¢

4.7 % had two such- siblings- in 10.0 ‘% cases the
information could not be»collected‘ and 77.3 % had
no such siblings- while 2.7 % chlldren in the none
delinquent group had only one sibling sufferinv from
disease; 0.6 % had two sueh siblings and 96.7 % had

- no such diseased 51bling or siblings..

B It is a univeraal truth that if one is unhappy
in the family, the whole family is unhappy. When a
child is suffering from any sudh disease, he gets
preference in almost all the matters in the family.

Naturally, this attitude puts. other children at
‘disadvantage in the family. ' I the beginning this
‘has perhaps no perceptible influences on. other children
in the family, ‘but in the 1ong run its 1nf1uences on '

the behaviour of other children become marked. Not



TABLE NO, '

Humber of Suffering Siblings in Family

——— " — - — " o] - fodd o % Sl e A K iy o O s iy P U SO S S A, W S s o W A S o SO el S YO S Gl S s W W

sr Delinquent‘ Non-delvinquent
No. DesSCription ———mmm e ———————
* No. %age No. Y%age
1.  Only one 12 8.0 4 2.7
2.  only two 7 4.9 1 0.6
3. U. K. 15 10,0 - -
4. Yo M6 77.3 W5 . 96.7
Total 150  100.0 150  100.0
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only does the partiality to the suffering child
cause later on 3ealousy among others, but even

the child who is suffering from disease becomes
"irritative and of uns%abie‘temper and this brings
him into clashe§~with other‘children,inithe family.
In some cases such children become cunning in
satisfying their wants. In other words, not merely
the jealouse relationships grpwing among normal ei
siblings but also the unwholesome relationship
"~muté1y devélpping‘in case of diséased siblings are
all.contributing to brlfacilitating the growth of
delinquent behaviours éiréctly(or indirectly.

Criminality in the sibling :

'Finally like the criminality records of parents,
information on siblinésirecords has also been gathered.
It was observed Ey tﬁe‘auﬁhoflin tﬁe present inﬁesti-
gation that higher rate or eriminatity of his
subglings was significantly to be a53001ated with

‘delinquency of the child.(‘Delinquent behaviour in
the éiblings,works in the same way as parents’ |
behaviour has an influence upon the children's

‘growth, there being only a difference in degreé of

intensity.



- no cr1minal sibling or siblings.
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. From .tabl‘e no. . (3 1t 1s observed ‘that

, hinher number of delinquent children werefbun&
” having crlminal siblings in eomparlsion to non=

delinquent children-(34.7 % vg, 8.0 4). And

';similarly hlgher number of chlldren among the

_ non-gelinquent group were found’ baving no o
_delinquent sibllnd or 31b11nvs in cumparlsian ta

.delinquent children (92.0 % vs. 65 3.2

_ ' It is further observed (table no.{é ) that
‘24.7 % children of the delinquent group % had

only one criminal sibllng, 10.0 % had two such
siblingss". in 10.0 % cases information cauld not .

,be traced' and 55 3 % had either no sibllng or..
In cuntrast,

non—delinquent group had
0.7 % had two sudh

7.3 % children of the -

only one criminal sibling,
sibllngs, ‘and. 92.0 % had no such sibling or

. siblings. In‘short, crlminal or delinquent behaviour

,?in the siblings was found in more cases “of dellnquent

. »group in comparlson to non-del1nquent group. And ‘
Anumber of crlminal or delinguent 51b11ngs was also

. more’ in the case of delinquant group than with the

‘non-dellnquent group.



TABLE NO, $3

Criminality in Siblings . |

— -, - s o —

Delinqugnt Non~delinguent

sSr.

No. Description .- - - ‘
i} F .’ %age No. *%fff,
1. Yes = 52 34,7 12 8.0
2. W i 98  65.3 138 " 92,0
o fl:o;a‘l - '15;“ 100.0 150 100.00
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TABLE NO. §Y

Number of Criminal Siblings in Family

-

Delinguent Non-delinguent

ggi Description —w——=——- - -
_ _~“-—___No.- _%age No. %agf_
1. oOnly one .‘57 24,7 M 743
2 Only two 15 10,0 - 1 Of7
3. U. K 15 10.0 - -
4. No - 83 55.3 138 - 92,0

Total 150 100.0 150  100.0
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Criminétity:;n{siﬁling'coupled with other
factors in the home influences the development
of child's ﬁerso@élity; Like the impetus of
parents' behaviour, thé subtle force of siblings!
behaviour 15 bound. tdapave the path on whikh the

child treads. Professor Norwood East (13) has

also obserVed in his study that crimlnality and
~immorality in other members of the family may

' directly or indirectly induce criminal behaviour

in other members of the famlly. "In brief, it is

all the-more likely.that like a spazeading epidemic

or a contageous disease;  criminality or immorality

in one begets the same'in ‘the other, victimising w
whoever comes in contact and thus it spreads -

itself, enlarging its circle, the influence On those

‘that are nearest is severest.



