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Abstract 

The present study entitled peer group responsible for juvenile
delinquency was conducted with special reference to District Peshawar
Jail. A sample size of 240 respondents were selected through purposive
sampling procedure by the criteria designed by Sekran (2003), who had
stated that, a sample size between 50 to 500 can give appropriate results.
For collection of primary data, interview schedule was used in the study
area.The phenomenal aspect of the study were determined by carrying
out  the  percentage  and  frequencies  .  Dependent  variable  (Juvenile
delinquency)  and independent variable (peer group) were measured by
using  Chi-square  test.  The  study  disclosed  about  the  perception  of
respondents  when  they  asked  about,  do  you  have  any  friends  circle
surrounding you. The association with juvenile delinquency was found
as  significant  (P  <  0.05).   Similarly,  the  study  displayed  about  the
perception of respondents when they offered a next  question that,  do
most of the time you spend with your friends. A significant (P < 0.05)
association  was  detected  with  juvenile  delinquency. In  addition,  the
study further revealed about the perception of respondents when they
were  hit  by  another  question  that,  does  your  friends  use  drug  i.e.
cigarettes, snuff, hash or wine etc. As a result, a significant (P < 0.05)
connection was recorded with juvenile delinquency. In the same way,
the  study manifested  about  the  perception  of  respondents  when  they
interrogated that,  have your any close friend ever been to jail.  In the
same token,  a  significant  (P < 0.05)  relationship was examined with
juvenile delinquency. Likewise, the study pointed out the perception of
respondents when they investigated further that,  how do you think of
your friends, are they good to you. As usual, a significant (P < 0.05)
bond was observed with juvenile delinquency.
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Introduction

Crime is a learned behavior. Peer group socialization plays an
important role in the formation of personality. It is commonly popular
that  a  person  is  known  by  his  company  he  keeps.  Children  are
commonly  imitating  those  people  who  are  close  to  them.  They  are
spending maximum time with their colleagues and friends in schools or
out-side schools which play an important role in their socialization as
indicated  by  (Hoge  and  Andrewa,1994)  Delinquency  is  a  type  of
abnormality.  When  a  course  of  conventional  social  life  swerver  an
individual,  his  manner  of  action  is  called  delinquency.Juvenile
delinquency refers to an action performed by a juvenile under a specific
age determined by a legislature and is dangerious to society . The age
range specified by a juvenile varies for each state. A very huge amount
of  the  delinquent  children  come  from  deprived  homes.Professional
scholrs of juvenile delinquency acknowledeged to a certain extent that
the majority of delinquents come from lower income class. They join a
gang  and commit  crimes  as  member  of  them.  According  to  a  study
conducted  by  Shankar  83%  of  these  children  belonged  to  deprived
families. Still, it cannot be generally applied to all the children of the
poor families to become delinquents. Parents of the poor families are
compelled by poverty to stayout of their homes for an extended duration
of time to earn their  daily breed.  Their  children may intentionally or
unintentionally link their hands with gangsters because of  lack of proper
care  and  supervision  and  such  children  become  delinquents.  This
frequently  happens  in  areas  where  poor  working  class  people  live
(Shankar,  2006).  Sometimes,  crime  becomes  a  major  problem  as  it
totally rejects the normative structure and Law of some societies. There
are many factors responsible for delinquency amongst juveniles such as
poverty,  Parental  separation  at  early  stages,  bad  company  and  un-
employment. Children who belong to poor families are more prone to
criminal  activities  (Aoulakh,1999).It  is  commonly  observed  that
children who belonged to broken families or facing a lot of problems are
more  likely  expected  as  disobedience  of  adults,  lack  of  interest  in
school,  and development of aggressive attitude towards others.  These
children are  also expected to  have such behaviors  as  teacher  refusal,
indulge in bad company and use drugs in their daily life. It ultimately
results  in  failure  in  examination  which  in  turn  lead  to  negative  and
aggressive attitude as delinquent behavior (Robert,2002). Glueck (1950)
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concluded from his study that 70% of the juvenile delinquent had at least
one parent’s  criminal  record.  He further  stated that  alcohol  addiction
crime or dishonesty was noticed in 69% of the families of delinquent
and only 54% were found in the control  group. He also stated about
broken family that such type of family was the main cause for criminal
behavior.Both boys and girls criminals below the age of 16 years are
Juvenile delinquents and they are usually incurable or routinely defiant
persons. Actions of delinquency may include (1) use of bad-mannered
languages,  (2)  visiting  gambling  centers,   (3)  spending  time  futilely
beyond limits, (4) wandering about rail-roads, streets, market places, (5)
Leaving homes without the permission of parents, (6) habitual truancy
uncontrollable for parents, (7) stealing  (8) shop lifting, (9) committing
sexual  offences,etc.  Juveniles  may  do  such  activities  individually  or
through gang (Shankar, 2006). Some researches have highlighted that
strict  and rigorous supervision of children are more likely to indulge
them in criminal activities. Dysfunctional family system is responsible
for  internal  conflicts,  lack  of  parental  control;  short  term  internal
linkages which in the long run leads to juvenile delinquency. Children
with poor families  who have few chances  for employment and more
chances by society to ignore them. The ethnic minority and migrants
such as displaced people and nomadic in some parts of the world are
facing a lot of problems(Wasserman and Seracini,2001).Cultural conflict
is responsible for crimes as emphasizes by( Nettler, 1974). According to
him, the values and standards of the middle class led to creation of law
and it is logical that those who redefine their value classification against
law are commenly arrested and get involved in un-acceptabel actions.
For  example  prostitutuion,  gambling,drug-addiction  and  other  sub-
culturelinked  crimes  that  resulted  in  criminal  arrest.  Economic  and
ecological  factors  are  the  common  social  conditions  that  leads  to
criminal behaviors as explained by social structure theory.

Methods and Materials

The universe for this research study was designated as Central
Jail Peshawar. A sample size of 240 respondents had been taken from
the universe by the criteria designed by Sekran (2003). Moreover, a well
thought out interview schedule was used as a tool for the collection of
data through purposive sampling procedure. Percentage distribution of
the information was used to analyse the collected data. Chi-square test
was  used  to  find  out  independent  and  dependent  variables  based  on
significant  level,  while  Gamma for  direction  and  strength  of   which
fallow a Chi-square distribution with (r – 1) (c – 1) degree of freedom
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Where 

 (c2) = Chi-square for two categorical vasriables

oij =  the  observed  frequencies  in  the  cross-classified
category at ith row and jth column

eij =  the  expected  frequency  for  the  same  category,
assuming no association between variables under investigation 

out the validity and reliability of questionnaire

Table-1 Frequency distribution and percentage of the respondents 
on the basis of peer group.

Statement
Yes No

Don’t
know

Total

Do you have any friends circle 
surrounding you?

205 (85.4) 24 (10.0) 11 (4.6) 240(100)

Do most of the time you spend 
with your friends?

203 (84.6) 37 (15.4) 240(100)

Does your friends use drug i.e. 
cigarettes, snuff, hash or wine 
etc.?

105 (43.8) 73 (30.4) 62 (25.8) 240(100)

Have your any close friend ever 
been to jail?

26 (10.8) 141 (58.8) 73 (30.4) 240(100)

How do you think of your 
friends, are they good to you?

131 (54.6) 109 (45.4) 240(100)

Note: Number  in  table  represent  frequencies  and  number  in  parenthesis  represent
percentage of respondents.

Perception  of  respondents  regarding  peer  groups  and  juvenile
delinquency:

Peer groups influences social life of individuals, and when peer
groups  as  pre-mature  physically  and  as  well  mentally  than  it  often
jeopardize  individual  life  and  drag  him/her  to  hell.  The  table  4.14
displays, that out of 240 (100%) of the respondents, 205 (85.4%) of the
respondents had friends circle surrounding them, while 24 (10.0%) of
the  respondents  had  no  such  friends  circle,  and  11  (4.6%)  of  the
respondents  had  no  any  such  idea.There  is  a  consistent  relationship
between a delinquent performance and involvement in a delinquent peer
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group as established by a number of studies.The presence of anti-social
peer is a predictor variable for delinquency for adolescence between the
ages 12-14  as observed by Lipsey and Derzon, (1998).  Furthermore,
203 (84.6%) of the respondents had spent their most of the time with
friends, while 37 (15.4%) of the respondents did not spend their most of
the time with friends. Conversely, Elliot (1994) observed that afterwards
violence results from spending time with peer who condemn delinquent
conduct. So, the approval of delinquent performance is very important
and  this  relation  is  clarified  when  youngsters  have  little  bit
communication  with  their  parent  (Steinberg,  1987).  Moreover,  105
(43.8%) of the respondents had claimed that their friends had used drug
i.e.  cigarettes,  snuff,  hash  or  wine  etc.,  while  73  (30.4%)  of  the
respondents  had  denied  that  statement,  and  62  (25.8%)  of  the
respondents didn’t know about this fact. 

According  to  McCord  and  colleagues  (2001),  anti-social
performance by adolescent is related to a number of factors including
approval of delinquent conduct by peers, delinquent behavior of peer,
loyality or close attachment to peer, peer pressure for a deviance and
time spent  with  peers.  Similarly,  26  (10.8%)  of  the  respondents  had
declared  that  they  had  a  close  friend  been  to  jail  before,  while  141
(58.8%) of the respondents responses were in negative, and 73 (30.4%)
of  the  respondents  had  no  idea.  As  concluded  by  (McDavid  and
McCandles, 1962), Social learning theory is likewise a most important
theory that pointed towards that criminal conduct is learned through on
your doorstep relationships with others,  it  declares that  kids are born
good but learned to be bad,

 An adolescent is more likely to grow up achieving his or her
aims if he or she is brought up in a clear community having a strong
moral values and having optimistic role models inside the community or
at home. In contrary, if a child is brought up in poverty and a deprived
community where he or she has to face violence ,drugs and gangs every
day,  it  is  mostly  likely  that  this  child  will  grow  up  commiting
delinquencies. In addition, 131 (54.6%) of the respondents had thought
of  their  friends  as  their  good  friends,  while  109  (45.4%)  of  the
respondents had thought of their friends as they were not good to them.
In the course of teenage years, there is a tremendously great stress on
appreciation of peers as an incentive owing to youths ‘increased self-
consciousness.  There  may  be  evolutionary  profits  to  an  amplified
tendency for  adventuresome in youth-without  risk-taking,  adolescents
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would not have the enthusiasm or confidence compulsory to make the
alteration in society from childhood to adulthood (Miller. et al, 1997). 

Table-2:  Chi-square  test  between  Peer  group  and  juvenile
delinquency

Peer Groups Juvenile Delinquency Statistics
Yes No Don’t

know
Total P value

Do you have any 
friends circle 
surrounding you?

Yes 139(57.9) 49(20.4) 17(7.1) 205(85.4) X2=112.084
(0.000)No 0 7(2.9) 17(7.1) 24(10.0)

Don’t
Know

0 0 11(4.6) 11(4.6)

Do most of the time 
you spend with your
friends?

Yes 139(57.9) 47(19.6) 17(7.1) 203(84.6) X2=100.955
(0.000)No 0 9(3.8) 28(11.7) 37(15.4)

Does your friends 
use drug i.e. 
cigarettes, snuff, 
hash or wine etc.?

Yes 66(27.5) 22(9.2) 17(7.1) 105(43.8) X2=139.456
(0.000)No 73(30.4) 0 0 73(30.4)

Don’t
Know

0 34(14.2) 28(11.7) 62(25.8)

Have your any close
friend ever been to 
jail?

Yes 6(2.5) 3(1.3) 17(7.1) 26(10.8) X2=144.399
(0.000)No 122(50.8) 19(7.9) 0 141(58.8)

Don’t
Know

11(4.6) 34(14.2) 28(11.7) 73(30.4)

How do you think of
your friends, are 
they good to you?

Yes 92(38.3) 22(9.2) 17(7.1) 131(54.6) X2=17.963
(0.000)No 47(19.6) 34(14.2) 28(11.7) 109(45.4)

Note:  Number  in  table  represent  frequencies  and  number  in  parenthesis  represent
percentage of respondents. 

A man is known by the company he keeps, this is an old proverb
well-authentic and well-proved ought to followed by maximum cultures
and civilizations. The word ‘company’ when accompany with teen-agers
and adolescence period in which usually a child mature physically but
immature  psychologically  give  birth  to  many  dangers  such  as,  car
accidents,  unlawful  sexual  affairs,  use  of  liquor  and  drugs  at  public
places,  gangs,  school  dropouts,  robbery,  car lifting and even murders
etc.  These  are  all  the  outcome  of  wrong  peer  groups  in  which  peer
pressure is  found a leading role player.  The table 2 demonstrates the
relationship  of  peer  groups  with  juvenile  delinquency.  The  study
disclosed about the perception of respondents when they asked about, do
you  have  any  friends  circle  surrounding  you.  The  association  with
juvenile  delinquency was  found as  significant  (P  <  0.05).  Numerous
studies have established a consistent relationship among involvement in
a delinquent peer group and delinquent performance. Lipsey and Derzon
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(1998)  observed that  for  adolescence ages  12  –  14,  a  vital  predictor
variable for delinquency is the existence of antisocial peers.  Similarly,
the  study  displayed  about  the  perception  of  respondents  when  they
offered a next question that, do most of the time you spend with your
friends.  As  a  significant  (P  <  0.05)  association  was  detected  with
juvenile  delinquency.  Conversely,  Elliot  (1994)  stated  that  spending
time  with  peers  who  condemn  of  delinquent  conduct  may  curb
afterwards  violence.  The  influence  of  peers  and  their  approval  of
delinquent performance are important, and this connection is magnified
when youth have slight  communication with their  parents  (Steinberg,
1987).  In addition,  the study further revealed about  the perception of
respondents  when  they  were  hit  by  another  question  that,  does  your
friends use drug i.e. cigarettes, snuff, hash or wine etc. As a result, a
significant  (P  <  0.05)  connection  was  recorded  with  juvenile
delinquency. According to McCord and colleagues (2001:80), “Factors
such as peer delinquent behaviour, peer approval of delinquent conduct,
attachment or loyalty to peers, time spent with peers, and peer pressure
for  deviance  have  all  been  related  with  adolescent  antisocial
performance”. In  the  same  way,  the  study  manifested  about  the
perception of respondents when they interrogated that,  have your any
close friend ever been to jail. In the same token, a significant (P < 0.05)
relationship was examined with juvenile delinquency As concluded by
(McDavid and McCandles, 1962), Social learning theory is likewise a
most  important  theory  that  pointed  towards  that  criminal  conduct  is
learned through on your doorstep relationships with others, it declares
that kids are born good but learned to be bad, If an adolescent is raised
up in a clean community that has strong moralities and if that youngster
has optimistic role models at home and inside the community, he or she
is  more  likely  to  grow up  attaining  his  or  her  aims.  Opposing  that
situation, when you have a kid rising up in a deprived locality where he
or she is  enclosed by drugs,  gangs and violence each day,  it  is  very
probable that this kid will breed up committing delinquencies. Likewise,
the  study  pointed  out  the  perception  of  respondents  when  they
investigated further that, how do you think of your friends, are they good
to  you.  As  usual,  a  significant  (P  <  0.05)  bond  was  observed  with
juvenile  delinquency.  In  the  course  of  teenage  years,  there  is  a
tremendously great stress on appreciation of peers as an incentive owing
to  youths  ‘increased  self-consciousness.  There  may  be  evolutionary
profits  to  an  amplified  tendency for  adventuresome in  youth-without
risk-taking, adolescents would not  have the enthusiasm or confidence
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compulsory  to  make  the  alteration  in  society  from  childhood  to
adulthood (Miller. et al, 1997).

Conclusions and Suggestion
It is induced from inferences that peer group socialization play

an important role in the life of a child.  Children spent maximum time
out-side  their  homes  in  the  shape  of  peer  group.  Children  are  also
learning unique  experiences  in  such groups  which  in  turn leading to
deviant behavior among children. The deviant behavior of these children
are not only dangerous for family but for the whole society in the long
run. These Children become habitual of using cigarette, snuff, Wine in
such groups which ultimately leading them to jail. Proper socialization
and strict  supervision are the responsibility of the family  as well  as
government to save the flowers of the present for future was suggested
as a policy recommendation. 
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