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INTRODUCTION

Family serves as a primary institution and sways greater influence on the development
of a child. In a broaden way, family is not a separate group; it exists within a social and
cultural milieu with wide range of social, political, religious, racial characteristics that
equally effects and plays their part in building children’s personality. In every society child
learns throughout his development from family especially parents have a very important role.
Children having good relationship with parents are observed to be more emotionally secure,
confident and having healthy social interaction. On the contrary, children of neglectful
parents face negative consequences including stress, lack of confidence, disruptive behaviour,
and lack of social skills etc. Therefore, socialization of children is crucial phenomenon in
this regard. It is a lifelong process for a child of becoming member of social world through
learning different moral attitudes and behaviours from his parents that are aligned with the

social norms (Calhoun, Light & Keller, 1997).

Transition from childhood to adolescence is a very critical time for a human being.
Children with unresolved behavioural and emotional issues strongly influence their
personality in adolescence. As the adolescence phase is an intermediary period of maturity
from childhood to adulthood with evident biological and emotional changes. These changes
sometimes bring conflict between parent- adolescent relationships. Disobedience and trialling
is very ordinary during adolescence. Youngsters usually analyse their limits put on them by
their parents and other authority entities in school or at home. On the other hand, some of
them frequently take part in bungling activities that has negative influence on their personal,
social, academic, and family functioning. Because of these problems they give great distress

to both the family and society (Shoemaker, 2000).
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Quality of parent-adolescent relationships is very important throughout the
development of children. This quality of relationship can be characterized as the collection of
thoughts and feelings that has been corresponded from parents towards their children all

through their relationship (Darling & Steinberg, 1993).

Researchers indicated that adolescent delinquents are categorised into two onsets:
early onset and late onset. In the early onset child usually shows the symptoms of
delinquency and possess aggressive and violent tendencies. It is evident more in boys.
Usually ‘Attention Disorders’ exemplify by number of symptoms prominently impulsiveness
and ‘Oppositional and Defiant behaviour describe by aggressive and law breaking acts are

related with early onset of adolescent delinquents. The source factors that may includes

ineffective social skills, bad company of peers, family conflicts and low socioeconomic status

are often related with the cause of delinquency in early age. Whereas the late onset
delinquents are characterized by those adolescents who remained involved in delinquent acts
during their teenage years but rarely continue this behaviour afterwards. The leading factor is
indicated to be the peer influence and permissive parenting. On the other hand, late onset
refers to those unlawful symptoms that arise in childhood, which effect both boys and girls
but they respect to societal norms, have peer pressure, family conflicts, will be less inclined
to commit delinquent acts, not likely break laws as an adult (Steinberg, 1996). These early
onset delinquents have conflicts within family and adjustment difficulties with school

situations (McCord, 1991).

Therefore, it is apparent that family is an important groundwork of human culture.
Children who lives in conflicting environment and faces rejection from their parents are more

likely to become delinquent (Wright & Wright, 1994).
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Juvenile Delinquency

The construct “Juvenile Delinquency” has been studied widely and researchers are
still doing work in order to understand what makes an adolescent to plunge in crime world.
Some researchers consider juvenile delinquency as the execution of anything (such as:
alcohol use, drug abuse, robbery, murder, physiéal and sexual abuse) that diverge an

adolescent from following the norms of his social system (Wichstrom & Pederson, 1993).

Delinquency is a most important problem in many societies as it leads sufferers,
perpetrators, and society to stress and destruction at a larger extent. Delinquency includes a
variety of norm-breaking behaviours for which adolescents are illegitimately responsible;
drug use, violent acts against other persons and carrying weapon are some example of

delinquency (Marte, 2008).

Some researchers has been agreed to the fact that children’s socialization ultimately
influenced by his family background. It is family that endow child with basic skills and other
social and behavioural abilities that foster him to adapt to social relationships effectively.
Likewise, family environment also contributes in the character building of children and rag
environment engenders aggression and violence where parent themselves are involved in
antisocial activities and it consequently leads to drug use and other delinquent behaviours

(Dahlberg, 1998). Many studies indicated different perspectives in this regard.

Juvenile justice perspective. According to this perspective, “antisocial behaviour”,
“delinquency”, and “criminality” are considered to be same terms. Delinquency refers to an
act that breaks the rules of social system many of which go unreported by police (Connor,

2004).
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Legal perspective. Legally delinquency refers to an involvement of a minor in
illegitimate means under the age of 18 (Siegal, Welsh & Sena, 2003). From this perspective
delinquent behaviour has two dimensions: “status” offences which includes truancy, running
away, alcohol use, curfew violations and other is “delinquency” offences which incorporates
destruction of property, weapon possession, purchase and sale of drugs (Federal Bureau of

Investigation, Washington, 1999).

Parents Perspective. Parents may believe delinquent behaviour as defiance,
combating with siblings, destroying or damaging property, robbery or threatening parents

with violence.

Educational Perspective. Sometimes school authorities may observe delinquency as
that disturbs the class room by violating the school rules that menace the security of teachers

and other students.

Psychoanalytical Perspective. According to this perspective delinquency is the
deficiency of super-ego (Robin & Printz, 1997). In other words it can be explained as
delinquent fails to integrate societal rules and feel blissful in violating the moral values. In
these individuals super ego is weedy that make him unaware of right and wrong and

eventually results in developing antisocial behaviour.

Mental Health Perspective. According to mental health professionals delinquency is
a wide umbrella which covers range of troublesome behaviours like aggression towards

others, smash up of property, theft, truancy and other violations (Lutz & Riera, 1999).
Delinquent Behaviour

Delinquency is separate from crime in a way that a crime is an act that breaks the

society’s written laws refers as criminal code whereas delinquency refers to those acts that
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are deviant to cultural laws or standards. Delinquency can also be explained as an
individual’s state of social and personal dysfunction as a result of continuous exposure to bad
experiences. These incidents contribute in originating behavioural and emotional issues

which in turn lessen the personal and social control (Kratcoski & Kratcoski, 1996).

Delinquent behaviour is also be defined as “behaviour committed by a minor (under
the age of 18), that violates the penal code of the governing jurisdiction in which the act is

committed” (Bartollas, 2000, p. 174). Violence is also a one type of delinquent behaviour. It

is defined as behaviour that purposely pressurizes or actually causes physical harm.

Environment of an individual is extreme important besides his own characteristics in the
context of delinquency. Therefore, delinquency is considered as intense behaviour that

remains in conflict with lawful practice (Reiss & Roth, 1993).

It is generally believed that problematic behaviours can be identified by the two years
of age. Resistant behaviour towards parents and angry acts with other children is considered
to be a normal part of child development (Loeber & Hay, 1997). Clash with authority figures,
inflexibility and disobedience with parents, omitting classes in school, escaping from home
are all the ways of breaking the laws of society. The covert person acts by means of lying,
property damage (it includes vandalism and fire-setting) burglary etc. While overt person acts
by means of bullying others, gang fighting, attacking others with weapon and sexual assault

(Sommers & Baskin, 1992).

Since childhood an individual undergoes various psychological and behavioural
alterations. The most suitable way to foresee future delinquency in children is come out to be
his aggressive behaviour (Tremblay & LeMarquand, 2001); the age ranges of 6 to 13
continuous presence of aggressive behaviour strongly dominate delinquency characteristics

among males later on. More researches indicated that early inception of violent behaviour or
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aggression leads to more chronic delinquency (Tolan & Thomas, 1995). It is mentioned in
Diagnostic and Statistical Manual of Mental Disorders-IV that if child is diagnosed either
with conduct disorder or oppositional defiant disorder his probability of developing antisocial
behaviour increases (American Psychiatric Association, 2000). Conduct disorders (CD) are
moderately related with delinquency due to its similar symptoms like indulgence in drug
business and frequent involvement in antisocial activities in short time span. Oppositional
defiant disorder (ODD) is associated with delinquency because sufferer of ODD has
disturbance in his interpersonal relationships and is actively involved in argumentation and
his attitude is rebellious towards family and peers. In a study similar findings were estimated
that low concentration or impulsivity, and hyperactivity leads to future delinquent behaviour

(Hawkins, et al., 1998).

It is commonly assumed that delinquent behaviour occurs in boys usually in a
sequential manner from least to most serious problems. There are different developmental
pathways through which an individual progress during life course including: conflict with
authority figures like defiance attitude and running away from home, covert actions like
lying, stealing, and overt actions like aggression and violent behaviour. In more simple words
delinquency is an act in correspondence with age and situation that is prohibited by law. In
cultural context the word ‘delinquency’ sums up all the circumstances describing the

behaviour in opposition to given cultural laws (Shield & Clark, 1995).

Theories of Delinquency

Social Disorganization Theories. According to this theory all delinquent adolescents
obeys the deviate values of the society in which they are living. Areas of low delinquency
rates are well-known by the consistency and compliance of traditional values and attitudes.

While the areas where the crime is in high ratio are labelled with social disorganization.
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Healthy brought up of child depends greatly on the parenting skills. Effective parents
are the role model and provide guidance through all thick and thin to their children. Bad
parents have cold relationship with their children and they remain unsuccessful in presenting
themselves as a positive motivator hence increases the chances of inducing negative attitudes
in children. It is commonly observed that these ineffective parents are engaged in negative

deeds that ultimately increase the risk of children to deviate.

Parental Drug Use. Family factors remained important in inculcating delinquent
behaviour among adolescents. One of the most leading factors is parental drug use.
According to the differential association theory adolescent’s learning pattern depends on the
regularity, strength, priority and the extent of his social belongings (Sutherland, Cressey, &
Luckenbill, 1992). Within this social and interactive context teenager learns about the
favourable and unfavourable acts like drug use through the reinforcement and inhibition
policies adapted by his parents and peers. Teenagers when receives positive reinforcement
from their close ones most probably they adapt drug using. Though the peer influence also
contributes at large but family being the primary social institution have significant impact
over the individual. In families where parents or elder siblings use alcohol and other drugs

their children most likely starts using drugs (Wills, Mariani, & Filer, 1996).

According to Akers and Seller (2004) every individual possess natural tendency of
deviance and if they are not control by parents they acts defiantly in the long run.
Adolescents are emotionally and physically close to their parents and if parents abstains them
from drug use they feel obligatory and show obedience. On the contrary, if the parent-
adolescent relationship is not strong it will result in social deviance of the child. Sometimes
parental monitoring is quiet more influential in the regard of adolescent drug use. When the

parents closely monitor adolescents feels to acts in a pro-social manner in order show
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compliance to his parent’s expectation. But when the monitoring of parents is weak
adolescents feel independent and develops his own life priorities that are mostly negative

ones and likely to act defiantly (Vitaro, Brendgen, & Tremblay, 2000).

Parental Criminality. This factor also contributes in delinquency of adolescents.
This aspect is allied with delinquency in various manners. First is at physical level in which
parental criminality can be transmitted through genetic linkage. A child learns different
behaviours and attitudes from their parents through modelling. When parental violence leads
to arrest and offensive nature becomes more prominent in front of their children. Research
findings showed that adolescents having criminal fathers are more likely found to be involved
in violence acts as compared to those adolescents with non-criminal fathers (Baker &
Mednick, 1984). Some other findings \.;vere found that boys of arrested parents have more
likelihood of committing crimes than those boys. Higher frequency of delinquent behaviour

was found in those adolescents who were familiar with adult criminals (Maguin et al., 1995).

Parental Education. While analyzing family factors contributing in delinquency,
parental education observed to be very important in this regard. Parents with low education,
having less involvement, and are apparent to be submissive in the monitoring, nurturing, and
education of their children. As a result the children do not give respect to their parents and
probability to join delinquent activities increases. It is generally observed that less educated
parents are more aggressive and thus they provide their children an aggressive environment
and these less educated parents with inadequate knowledge and exposure cannot relate the
unfavourable effects of drugs with different medical ailments than that of educated parents

(Christie, 1999).

Family Size. Large family size is a large number of children in a family, as it’s a

major factor behind delinquent behaviour of adolescents. The reasons is that when in a family
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Researchers found that delinquent behaviour is highest among middle born as a result
of low parental attention and communication directing the child to get attention of their part
in his peer group. In this manner, these children adopt delinquency as a way of gaining
attention. Beside middle born the last born was also be found at a serious edge of adopting
deviant ways because he is pampered and has less responsibilities as of his older siblings

(Tygart, 1991; Sulloway, 1996).

Delinquent Siblings. There is no doubt that siblings significantly take part in the
socialization as they are not just only the members of family but also be the good friends of
their younger siblings. While living in a family system one is aware about the activities and
behaviours of their older siblings and their role is very much influential specifically for their
siblings of same gender (Rowe & Gulley, 1992). Adolescents with delinquent older siblings
are more probably learn and participate in deviant activities (Slomkowski, Rende, Conger,
Simons, & Conger, 2001). Younger siblings having subsequent delinquent older sibling get
influenced by them though they are not directly aware of delinquent culture. In this manner
younger sibling develops belief that as per of the negative life sets of older ones their chances

to be successful are diminished.

It is believed that this influence greatly depends upon the extent of positive or
negative relationship between the siblings and mostly those siblings copy or follows the older
sibling to whom they have positive relationship (Akers, 2000). Similarly a research found
older siblings as an influential figure for younger siblings and adolescents who have

delinquent older siblings are more likely to adopt delinquent behaviour (Widmer, 1997).

Single Parenting. The nature of family composition often linked with delinquency.
The children belongs to single parent family structure are expected to exhibit different

emotional and behavioural problems including delinquency as compared to two parents
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family system. Adolescents who have single parent feels free to engage in delinquent
behaviour. Therefore, it is often claimed that broken homes causes delinquency. Many

rescarches linked family transitions to drug use and delinquency (Jensen, 2003; Sturt, 2008).

The term broken home refers to a family composition that is busted by divorce,
separation, or the death of spouse. For the present research this term not only concentrates on
the nature of the relationships of the adolescents families but also considering broken homes
due to conflicting environment, single parenting and communication gap of parents and
adolescents. The busting up of a family as a result of divorce or separation can poorly affects

the children as compared to the busting up by the death of one of parents (Wilson, 1991).

In a community where there are high rates of divorce here the chance of single-parent
houses along with deprived neighbours increases. Now, the community lacks to work out all
official and unofficial standards to meet fully. The reason behind this is that single parent
families face problems for holding particular measures in controlling their children from
engaging in delinquency. These measures are labelled as schools, libraries, recreational
activities etc. A single parent has not enough finance to facilitate their children with these
institutions. The responsibility of being single-parent is not only to keep an eye on their child
but also to observe the other children in the neighbourhood, school and community (Barnes,
Joseph, Hoffman, & John, 2006). But fail to fulfil this demand along with the insufficiency
results in grater chances for an adolescent to perpetrate delinquent behaviour. In their study,
these researchers came to know that single-parent families in the neighbourhood are
positively correlated with high risk of involvement in delinquency even an adolescent

belongs to a unified family system (Knoester & Haynie, 2005).

The researchers found that delinquency rates are higher among those adolescents who

live with single fathers. The reason is insufficient parental involvement in child’s activities.
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Absence of close parent child relationship and lack of supervision is the most leading factors
that manipulate delinquency. However, evidence cannot be found regarding which parent,
father or mother associated with increased delinquency among adolescents (Demuth &

Brown, 2004).

It was found in a longitudinal research that adolescents exhibits more delinquent
behaviour who resides in single parent families as compared to the adolescents who lives in
intact families. Further it was concluded that frequency of delinquency is same in broken

families and those intact families who have conflicting environment (Farrington, 2000).

Peer Influences. The influence of peers becomes more intensive at the age of
adolescence. Peers are significant because they are role model and source of reinforcement.
Adolescents are most likely concentrate on their habits, nature and activities and readily
adopt and mimic them (Edelman, 1995). At this stage of development peers share their
common interests, emotions and other important aspects of their personal and social life with
each other. During this critical stage of adolescents peer association may be dangerous. Here,
if adolescent encounters with violent peers their likelihood of developing same behaviour
may increases. Due to the intense pressure of peers and their encouragement teenagers
indulvge themselves in such behaviours over which they later get apologetic. These apologetic
acts may incorporate from a slight offence to more serious deviant activities like surplus
involvement in sexual trialling along with antisocial harassment on spectators (Larson, 1994,

Marcus, 1996).

It is also usually assumed that those adolescents who have rejecting parents are more
apt to seck help from their peers. A research found similar findings while investigating
psychological health and well being in relation with satisfaction from parents and peers.

Researchers found that adolescents feel psychological satisfaction from parents whereas well
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nature of behaviour among parental-adolescent relationship and delinquency. Researchers
stated that this insupportable experience of children may drive him from home and hence
hinders him to be a part of incorporated group. It was also identified that parents of
delinquents have less harmony as compared to parents of non-delinquents (Schotle, 1992;

Barber & Buehler, 1996).

From birth parents starts to shape the behaviour of their children according to the
norms of the society. They are the role model for their children. It is generally assumed that
child’s psyche formation and other behaviours expand during first five years of his/her life
(Trojanowicz & Morash, 1992). A study on modelling explored that child apt to follow those

parents who appreciate and support them (Simons, Whitbeck, Conger, & Conger 1991).

Parental acceptance and support are the gesture.s of affection, praising and
encouragement that elicit their love and value for their children and build self control in them
(Barnes, Hoffman, & Welte, 2006). This self-control withholds the child to deviate. If
parental attitude is negative then their children will more likely to generalized it in the same
way. Therefore parental rejection or harsh punishment develops weak emotional bonding
between child and his parents (Crosswhite & Kerpelman, 2008) and increases the likelihood
of delinquent behaviour. Stress in families is identified to be very important in mounting
delinquent behaviour. Hostility, hatred, bickering are the causes of stress in intact families

(Esbensen, Huizinga, & Merand, 1999).

In a survey psychological and behavioural functioning, perceptions of parenting
stress, perceptions of parent’s parenting, and use of community services was investigated
among 302 African American adolescent females and mothers. The survey results revealed

that those females who reported to be detached from their mothers are more likely to exhibit
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Main Study Results
Table 4

Mean, Standard Deviation and Reliability Coefficient of Self Reported Delinquency Scale
(SRDS), Informant Reported Delinquency Scale (IRDS) (N=85), Self Reported Delinquency
Scale-Female Version (SRDS-F), Informant Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version
(IRDS-F), Parental Acceptance-Rejection Questionnaire (Father, Mother Version)(N=170)

Scales N M SD No. of ltems  Alpha Coefficient
SRDS 85 8.19 9.26 27 .86

IRDS 85 32.66 26.18 27 .96
SRDS-F 85 4.15 6.27 28 .82
IRDS-F 85 ©30.86 22.14 28 .93
PARQ-Father 170 60.18 17.86 24 .89
Version

PARQ-Mother 170 55.31 15.99 24 90
Version

Sélf Reported Delinquency Scale (SRDS), Informant Reported Delinquency Scale (IRDS), Self Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version
(SRDS-F), Informant Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version (IRDS-F) Parental Acceptance-Rejection Questionnaire (PARQ).

Table 4 shows Alpha Coefficient of the SRDS and IRDS for boys are .86 and .96. The
reliability of SRDS-F and IRDS-F for girls is .82 and .93 respectively. Whereas, the

reliability of PARQ (father version) is .89 and PARQ (mother version) is .90. The results

indicates overall good reliability of all measures.
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Table 5
Correlation Matrix of Scoreg of PARQ (Father & Mother version), SRDS (Self Reported
Delinquency Scale), and IRDS (Informant Reported Delinquency Scale) of boys (N=85).

PARQ PARQ

Scales ( Father version) (mother version) SRDS IRDS
PARQ '
(Father version) - 77" - 38" 65"
PARQ
(mother version) - 45" 70"

SRDS - AT
IRDS -

** p<.01 (Self Reported Delinquency Scale (SRDS), Informant Reported Delinquency Scale (IRDS), Parental Acceptance-
Rejection Questionnaire (PARQ).

It is observed from the table 5 that fhere exists strong correlation between PARQ
Father and PARQ Mother (¥= .77, p< .01), PARQ Father and SRDS (r= .38, p<.01), PARQ
Father and IRDS (r= .65, p< .01), PARQ Mother and SRDS (= .45, p<.01), PARQ Mother
and IRDS (#=.70, p< .01), SRDS and IRDS (r= .42, p<.0I).

—m——— —
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Table 6

Correlation Matrix of Scores of PARQ (Father & Mother version), SRDS-F (Self Reported
Delinquency Scale-Female Version), and IRDS-F (Informant Reported Delinquency Scale-
Female Version) of girls (N=85).

PARQ( Father PARQ (mother

Scales version) version) SRDS-Female  IRDS-Female
PARQ
( Father version) - a7 86" 64"
PARQ
(mother version) - 76" 517
SRDS-Female - 80"
IRDS-Female -

** p<.01 (Self Reported Delinquency Scale female version (SRDS-F), Informant Reported Delinquency Scale female version
(IRDS-F), Parental Acceptance-Rejection Questionnaire (PARQ).

It is observed from the table 6 that there exists strong correlation between PARQ
Father and PARQ Mother (r= .77, p< .01), PARQ Father and SRDS-F (r= .86, p< .01),
PARQ Father and IRDS-F (r= .64, p< .01), PARQ Mother and SRDS-F (r= .76, p< .01),
PARQ Mother and IRDS-F (r= .51, p<.01), SRDS-F and IRDS-F (r=.80, p<.01).
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Table 7

Mean, Standard Deviation and t value of scores of Mother Acceptance-Rejection groups on

SRDS (Self Reported Delinquency Scale), for boys, (N=835).

N P

95% CI

Mother n M S.D t p LL UL Cohen’s d

Acceptance 39 3.57 6.37
SRDS 5.92 .00 13.46 6.69 1.26
Rejection 46 13.64 9.23

-"

Self Reported Delinquency Scale (SRDS)

Results in the table 8 show that the two gfoups differ significantly on SRDS (= 5.92,
df= 83, p < .01). The findings depicts that boys who perceive more mother rejection (M=
13.64, SD= 9.23) have high tendency of delinquent behaviour as compared to those boys who
perceive more mother acceptance (M= 3.57, SD= 6.37) on SRDS.
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Table 8

Mean, Standard Deviation and t value of scores of Mother Acceptancé—Rejection groups on

SRDS-F (Self Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version) for girls (N=85).

95% CI
Mother n M S.D t p LL UL  Cohen’sd
Acceptance 46 1.59 292
SRDS-F 3.72 .00 7.26 2.20 0.83

Rejection 36 6.33 7.47

Self Reported Delinguency Scale- female version (SRDS-F)

Results in the table 8 show that the two groups differ significantly on SRDS-F (=
3.72, df= 80, p<.01). The results depicts that girls who perceive more mother rejection (M=
6.33, SD= 7.47) have high tendency of delinquent behaviour as compared to those girls who
perceive more mother acceptance (M= 1.59, SD= 2.92) on SRDS-F.
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Table 9

Mean, Standard Deviation and t value of scores of Father Acceptance-Rejection groups on

SRDS (Self Reported Delinquency Scale) for boys (N=85).

2} 95% CI
&
Father n M S.D t p LL UL  Cohen’sd
: Acceplance 33 122 2.16
; SRDS 6.54 .00 14.2 7.58 1.62
| Rejection 35 1212 9.24
f Self Reported Delinquency Scale (SRD:S')
! Table 9 show that the two groups differ significantly on SRDS (= 6.54, df= 66,
| p<.01). The results indicates that boys who perceive more father rejection (M=12.12, SD=
} 9.24) have high tendency of delinquent behaviour as compared to those boys who perceive
more father acceptance (M=1.22, SD= 2.16) on SRDS.
|
-
;A
|
|
|
|
|
)
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Table 10

Mean, Standard Deviation and t value of scores of Father Acceptance-Rejection groups on,

SRDS-F (Self Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version), for girls (N=85).

A

95% CI
Father N M S.D t p LL UL Cohen’s d
Acceptance 37 1.39 2.04
SRDS-F 393 .00 795 260 0.96

Rejection 41 6.67 7.49

Self Reported Delinguency Scale- female version (SRDS-F)

Results in the table 10 indicates significant differences of two groups on SRDS-F (=
3.93, df= 71, p<.01). The table shows that girls who perceive more father rejection (M=6.67,
SD= 7.49) have high tendency of delinquent behaviour than girls who perceive more father
acceptance (M=1.39, SD= 2.04) on SRDS-F.
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Table 11

Mean differences, Standard Deviation, t value and Cohen’s d of boys and girls on dimensions !

of Father Acceptance-Rejection on PARQ (N=170).

Boys girls

(n=68) (n=74) 95% CI

PARQ M SD M SD t p LL UL Cohen’sd

Father
Acceptance-  63.00 18.41 61.15 16.78  3.07 75 630 4.61 0.04

rejection

p=n.s, df=140

The results of the table 11 illustrates no significant difference among the perception of
boys as compared to girls on the PARQ father acceptance-rejection (+= 3.07, df= 140, p= n.s).
The results indicate that boys and girls equally perceive their father to be less warming,
aggressive and rejecting. However, the boys mean is slightly higher that indicates that they

perceive their father to be more rejecting than girls.
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Table 12

Mean differences, Standard Deviation, t value and Cohen’s d of boys and girls on dimensions

of Mother Acceptance-Rejection on PARQ (N=170).

boys girls

(n=85) (n=82) 95% CI
PARQ M SD M SD t p LL UL Cohen’sd
Mother 56.81 1533 5442 16.65 97 33 246  7.23 0.14
Acceptance-
rejection
p=n.s, df=165

Table 12 show no significant difference among the perception of boys as compared to
girls on the PARQ mother acceptance-rejection (= .97, df= 165, p= n.s). Both genders
equally perceive their mother to be less warming, aggressive and rejecting. However, the
boys mean is slightly higher that indicates that they perceive their mother to be more

rejecting than girls.
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Table 13

Mean, Standard Deviation and t value of scores of both parents and Single parent groups on
SRDS (Self Reported Delinquency Scale), IRDS (Informant Reported Delinquency Scale) for

boys (N=85).

95 % Cl

Groups n M SD t )4 LL UL  Cohen’s

Both Parents 68 5.44 6.78
SRDS g28 00 2071 1269 2.33

Single Parents 17 22.14 7.49

Both Parents 68 26.63 24.19
IRDS 5.56 .00 4965 23.50 2.01

Single Parents 17 63.21 8.55

p<.05, df=83 Self Reported Delinquency Scale (SRDS) Informant Reported Delinquency Scale (IRDS)

Results in the table 13 indicate that both groups of males differ significantly on SRDS
(t=8.28, df= 83, p<.0I) and IRDS (+=5.56, df= 83, p<.01). The table shows that boys who
belong to single parent families have high tendency of delinquent behaviour (M= 22.14, SD
= 7.49; M=63.21, SD= 8.55) as compared to those who belongs to both parent (M= 5.44,
SD=6.78; M= 26.63, SD = 24.19).
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Table 14

Mean, Standard Deviation and t value of scores of both parents and siﬁgle parent groups on
SRDS-F (Self Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version), and IRDS-F (Informant
Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version) for girls (N=85).

95 % Cl

n M SD t )4 LL UL  Cohen’s
d

Both Parents 71 3.40 5.12
SRDS-F 0.61 .04 222 4.19 0.16

Single Parents 14 4.38 6.61

Both Parents 71 24.17 9.61
IRDS-F 5.93 .00 37.9 18,90 1.76

Single Parents 14 52.60 20.66

p<.0{, df=83 (SRDS-F} Self” Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version, (IRDS-F )(informant Reported Delinquency Scale-Female
Version)

Results in the table 14 depicts that both groups of females differ significantly on
SRDS-F (t=0.61, df= 83, p<.05) and IRDS-F (t=5.93, df= 83, p<.01). The table illustrates
that girls who belong to single parent families have high tendency of delinquent behaviour
(M= 4.38, SD =6.61; M=52.60, SD= 20.66) as compared to those who belongs to both
parent families (M=3.40, SD = 5.12; M= 24.17, SD = 20.66).
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Table 15

68

One way Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) for first born, middle born and last born groups of
boys on SRDS (Self Reported Delinquency Scale), IRDS (Informant Reported Delinquency

Scale for boys (N=85).

Source of variation SS daf MS F P
SRDS Between Groups 459.792 2 229.89 6.61 .00
Within Groups 2851.220 82 34.77
Total 3311.012 84
IRDS Between Groups 16486.991 2 8243.49 27.07 .00
Within Groups 24965.315 82 304.45
Total 41452.306 84

Note. df= Degree of freedom, SS= Sum of Squares; MS= Mean square. p= Level of Significance

The table 15 shows that boys of these three different birth orders differs significantly
on SRDS scores F (2, 82) = 6.61, p< .01, and on IRDS scores F (2, 82) = 27.07, p<.01. These

results indicate that the tendency of delinquent behaviour is different among first born,

middle born and last born boys. The findings of post hoc analysis also support these results.
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Table 16

One way Analysis of Variance (ANOVA) for first born, middle born and last born groups on
SRDS-F (Self Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version), and IRDS-F (Informant
Reported Delinquency Scale-Female Version) for girls(N=85).

Source of variation SS df MS F P
SRDSF  Between Groups 2833.352 2 1416.67 26.524 .00
Within Groups 4379.636 82 53.41
Total 7212.988 84
IRDS-F Between Groups 33385.130 2 16692.56 56.552 .00
Within Groups 24203.976 82 295.170
Total 57589.106 84  57589.106

Note: df= Degree of freedom; §S= Sum of Squares; MS= Mean square. p= Level of Significance

Table 16 shows that girls belonging to different birth orders have significant
difference on the scores of SRDS-F F (2, 82) = 26.524, p<.01 and on IRDS-F scores F (2, 82)
= 56.552, p<.01. This result indicates tendency of delinquent behaviour varies among first

born, middle born and last born. The post hoc analysis also showed same results.
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DISCUSSION

The present study was aimed at exploring the relationship between pe?ceived parental
acceptance-rejection and delinquent behaviour among adolescents of slum areas. The result
analysis showed strong relationship (Table 5 and Table 6). When a child born his first social
interaction develops with parents therefore family environment plays a significant role in
establishing harmony and sense of affiliation with new born. It is generally believed that the
base of parent-child relationship; the way it is being carried out identifies their social abilities
and attitudes further in life in different settings. In this reverence, ample of researchers has
been agreed to the fact that behavioural issues and maladjustment in children is fostered by
negative family environment and poor relationship of parents with their children. Major
characteristics of family raised to be the presence of frequent and unresolved conflicts and
negative communication or lack of communication with parents enhance the likelihood of
developing socially inappropriate behaviours in other social contexts as well. (Cummings,

Goeke-Morey & Papp, 2003; Dekovic, Wissink, & Mejier, 2004).

In the present study, it was hypothesized that adolescents tend to show more
delinquent behaviour who perceives rejection from parents. Result analysis showed
significant presence of delinquent behaviour among rejected adolescents (Table 7 and 8).
Parental rejection can be defined as the aggression of parents including hitting, shouting,

abusing, humiliating and giving the gestures of dislike and disapproval to their children most

of the time. A child starts to perceive his parents rejecting when he comes across their cold

and aggressive reactions. These perceived rejected parents do not give quality time to
children and use to apply strict discipline at home. They do not respond timely to the
psychological, emotional and physical needs of their children that ultimately reflect their

negligence from children.
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Results of study also show that boys and girls perceiving their father being rejected
have high tendency of delinquency (Table 9 and 10). A research was done on the
identification of relationship between parental acceptance-rejection and juvenile delinquency
scores of criminal and non-criminal adolescents. The study results revealed that there is a
positive relation between delinquency and perceived parental acceptance-rejection. Further it
was found that parents (father) of criminals are judged to be more aggressive and neglecting
and rejection in contrast of non-criminals (Rafail & Haque, 1999). Likewise, consistent
relationship was found between poor family interactions and delinquent behaviours. It was
analyzed that in these families parents use to present themselves as a poor role model and
apply ineffectual discipline in home that leads to higher delinquent behaviour in their

children (Sankey & Huon, 1999).

Childhood maltreatment like physical, sexual and neglect can put adverse effects in
the long run. In a, research exercise of poor family management that includes poor
supervision and incoherent and aggressive discipline was analyzed to be the greater

predictors of future delinquency and substance use (Capaldi & Patterson, 1996).

Further, current study results also indicated lower tendency of delinquent behaviour in
those adolescents who perceives more parental acceptance (Table 7 and ). Parental
acceptance is the parental love, warmth and affection that they express by hugging, kissing,
and praising to the child. When the parents provide support, motivation and attend the
emotional and physical needs of the child. All these signs leads child to perceive them as

accepting parents.

Its natural need of a child to be appreciated, loved, and encouraged by his parents. A
strong parent child bonding can be developed when parents gives quality time according to

the requirement of the child. It helps in initiating a good sense of understanding that helps in

L
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building trust between parents and child. A good home environments possess all these
ingredients where an informal environment facilitates child to live in relax atmosphere with
mental ease. In this mode, child likes to spend time with parents that further help in
strengthen their internal communication. In this way, they share their personal things with
parents in a more comfortable manner like best friends. When parents are loving, caring and
show acceptance towards child it enables parents in inculcating sense of conformity and
obedience with strong personality and good decision power in the child. As a result of this
strong emotional bonding, a child show compliance to the parents and restrict himself from
all those activities that are prohibited by his parent side. Thus, good association of parents
and child endorses healthy development of child by promoting good peer relationship which

in turn lessens the chances to deviate (Reitz, Dekovic, Meijer & Engles, 2006).

Many researches are in line with the findings of this study. While studying the parents
and adolescent association findings suggested that negative parent-adolescent relationship is
strongly related to externalizing behaviour problems. Further results of this study indicated
that those adolescents who experiences negative or poor relationship with their parents are
less expected to internalize and follow the parental moral values and norms. On the other
hand, it was found that adolescent who have positive and warm relationship with parents are
more apt to share their feelings, thinking and daily routine activities with them hence reduces

the chances to become delinquent (Dekovic, 1999; Kerr & Stattin, 2000).

In an identical context, positive relationship with family, parental consistent and
productive discipline style and parental monitoring was found to be negatively correlated
with delinquent peers and other problematic behaviours like delinquency (Fergusson &
Horwood, 1999). Alike, findings of a longitudinal study also revealed weak association

between parental attachment and subsequent delinquent behaviours (Aseltine, 1995).
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Further, in the present study it was hypothesized that boys tend to exhibit more
delinquent behaviour than girls but the résult findings showed that boys and girls of slum
areas both have significant tendency of delinquent behaviour (Table 7 and 8). Both genders
perceive their parents to be rejected as a result of which they exhibit delinquency in more or
less equal manner (Table 9 and 10). It was also observed during data collection that boys are
tend to involve more in violence related delinquency, gambling, and have increased
encounter to police. Whereas, girls are found to be more aggressive and have tendency to do
less threatening crimes like theft, lying, cheating and drug use. In our Pakistani society it is
generally observed that girls are raised under close supervision while boys are less monitored.
By nature boys are bqld, active, and confident and have more social exposure whereas girls
are more family-oriented (Gecas & Seff, 1990). Therefore, both boys and girls have different

risk factors behind their delinquent behaviour.

A case study was done on the social background and the patterns of juvenile
delinquents of Lesotho. The research results indicated that boys are more prone to
delinquency, and they mostly belong to single parent families. Results showed that these
juvenile delinquents have increased prevalence in the deprived urban areas as compared to
rural areas and they are more likely involve in robbery (Obioha & Nthabi, 2011).

Another reason is that parents usually socialize their daughters and sons in different
ways by utilizing gender specific practices (Hoeve, 2008) like boys are expose with harsh
discipline and less adult supervision, while girls are more apt to receive maternal warmth and
affection. It results in developing higher level of social control and family-focused nature in

girls while boys develop deviant attitudes (Zahn-Waxler & Polanichka, 2004).

A Study explained various causes of youth delinquency in the light of six domains

including: socioeconomic domain, parenting domain, school domain, peer domain, moral
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with lack of basic necessities where the people live under poor and disadvantage conditions.
Another reality marked here with the large family size. As previously in the introduction it
has been explained in detail that size of the family in addition with ordinal position of

adolescent impacts largely on his social, emotional and behavioural development.

First born child is usually labelled with the children who received undivided attention,
care and love of parents in the family. This further leads to develop a sense of seniority and
independence in the child. He is expected to be the role model of his father thus has authority
to make decisions by his own. When the other child born in the family the attention, care and
love of first child dividends and it cause distress to him. At this point, this distress in addition
with parental carelessness and lack of monitoring compel him to become rebellious. He starts
flattering his part of parental affection and appreciation in his peers group that escort him to
join deviant ways. Once, the first born turn into delinquent behaviour this increases the
probability in younger siblings to become delinquent. Beside, incoherent parenting another
factor related to the first born delinquent is to be the offspring of teenage mother. In this
context, young mothers are not educated enough, faces economic stressors that results in
ineffective parenting consequently leads the child to antisocial behaviour (Coley & Chase-

Lansdale, 1998).

Earlier studies are also evident in this regard. Like, a research was conducted and its
results indicated that due to close supervision of parents first borns are less delinquent than
middle borns. Further, when the sib-ship size and the parental supervision were controlled,
the analysis of covariance revealed no significant effects of ordinal position on serious
crimes. Researchers concluded that differential parental control plays significant role in
inducing delinquent behaviour whereas, ordinal position is slightly related (Begue & Roche,

2004).
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In addition, other researchers are aligned with different coﬁclusions. Argys, Daniel,
Susan and Benjama (2006) found evidence that middle borns and lastborns have greater
likelihood to use substances and participate in risky behaviours. While investigating the
causes of adolescent’s involvement in antisocial behaviour in relationship with maternal age
at first birth; researchers found that off springs born first to teenage mothers are at increased
risk of developing delinquent behaviours (Coyne, Langstrom, Rickert, Lichtenstein

& Onoftio, 2013).

Conclusion

The above discussion of results leads to conclude that adolescents of slums who
perceive parental rejection are more apt to develop the tendency of delinquent behaviour than
those adolescents who perceive parental acceptance. Further findings suggest that the
adolescents with single parents are also in circumference of delinquency. These single
parents fail to provide guidance and lack of proper supervision about the activities of their
children in disadvantage neighbourhood hence increases their chances to deviate. In addition
to that, result depict that first and middle born boys, while the girls of all ordinal positions are
prone to delinquent behaviour. Findings also imply that boys and girls both possess tendency
of delinquent behaviour. Alike, both genders equally perceive their parents to be less warm,
unaffectionate and aggressive. Negative community environment along with parental

negligence, hostility allows boys and girls to be indulged in delinquent activities.

Limitations
Following are the limitations of the study:
1. The study sample was restricted to Islamabad only, which limits the researcher to

make generalization about the whole population of urban slums.
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2. The sample size of the present research was not large enough therefore the findings
cannot be generalize nationwide.

3. The present study only directed to take sample from slum areas and ignored the
population of other socio-economic classes which hinder to provide comparison of the

adolescent delinquent tendency from different socio-economic classes.

Suggestions
Following are the suggestions:
1. A representative large sample is needed to generalize the findings.

2. A comparative sample of rural boys and girls should also be considered.
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Informant-Reported Delinquency Scale
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