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TLe INTRODUCTION

Public Views cn Crime

Although studies of crime snd delimquency have long been the
interest of policy makers and social scientists in Western societies,
Hong Kong did not show much intérest iz this social issue until the
crime rate soared in recent years. Ever since the Hong Kong Governmen
launched the Fight-Crime Campaign in 1673, there has been considerable
speculation on the ceuses of crime. Tt is very interesting to find a
variety of controversiel views expressed. Covernment officials working

. . 1 . 2 . .
in the Police Force™ and Prisons Depariment” tend to belisve irrecrvonsibis

~ pairenthood is the major cause of crime and delinquency, vhile proainent
citizens such ss Mre. Elsie Elliott3 and Mre. A. dzo Sales consider
"poor living conditiens', "inadequate provision of educationsl
facilities'" and ‘'corruption" the root causes of crime. On Merch. 1974,
group discussions invelving prisonerc from the 1% pensl ins+ifuiloas
in Hong Keng were held to discuss the sacial causes of cerimee Thess
gr~"ps saw Mienss tional HMass Hedia', “crowded liviu wg conditionsa",
"poverty', "broken homes", Veorruplien®, "influence cof gangs''y and

- . i 5
L]

"drig dependcnce' as the causes of crime and violence

A-position paper on crime and viole nce, published irn Nevember
1973, by the Hung Kong Coungil of Social Service ard th2 Hong Kong
Sccial Workers® Assceiation” attemptud (¢ ascervain the couses of crims:
by anelysing the Hong Kong society in terms of its economic,; cultural
and political systems. The paper strecses that "eriminals are mede nocé
born', It begins by sayiag that young persons lcarn to disc epard law
and social convention through their experiences in the family, scheol
end community. It goes oa to say that as a borrowed p place cn borrowed
time, Hong Koug has its unique characteristics im its social, political
and economic systems. The result of which is to place high value on
accumulation of wealth. Under such influences, people will concentrate
on the quick amassing of wealth without giving any thought to the means

employed. By so doing, corruption is likely to develop in &ll sectors



of the society. The causes of crime, it is suggested, are therefore
imbedded in this social system 'which worships money and rejects both

Confucian and Christian values, cecoccsoco'o

In essence, the paper adopts the systems theory approach in
locking at the sources of social deterioration snd suggests that
unhealthy moral values, social disintegration of the family resulting
from rapid social cheange, inadequacies of the present education systenm,
the crowded living conditions, the lack of overall social policy plan-
ning, "“eorruption in public life', fthe lack of social security'’y and
Ythe mockery of justice® are all factors contrinuiing to the increasing

incidence of crime and delinguencye

Tocal Studies on Crime and Delinguency

However sound the foregoing view—points may be;, there have
ot been any sollid empiricel findings to support them. It is alsc
rather unforrvunate taat very few studies on crime have been done iw
Hong Kong. The eavliest one we can cite is an exploratory study on

juvenile derinquesncy in Hong Komg by Mr. Chang Weah Po’ and his studeu'is

o

o
in 1966, Dy comparing twe groups; one being younpg offenders and the
the ¢

othery studeits in schools, they wished to explore sauses of
gelinguencye The ssmnles in both the offenders' and nop-offzpndevs®
groups were guite substantial. The number of case records studied

in the former group was 774; snd they were drcwen from the probation
homes acd the approvcd schools of the Social Wellfare Department zad
inetitutions of the Priscanst Department. There were, alitcgether,
600 stundents in the non-offenders' group, who were drawn from well-
known government and subsidized secondary scheools, as well as from
those who joiumed club activities at the Tai Heng Tung Community
Centre and the Summer Camps organized by the Social Welfare Department.
The design of the study followed closely the methodology adopted by
Shelton and Eleaner Glueck in 19508e Findings of this study were
guite useful and the view that crime resulted from or was csused by
many~factors was substantiated, However, the author warned that
there might be quite a number of methodological short-comings in thatl

study. The most obvious cnes were: (1) The specific group of students



did neot match the offenders in many wayse. Thus; one could noi
explain why a large population of youngsters with similar family
background, living in the same environment, receiving the same
level of education and having the same cccupations as those of the
offenders did not commit crime; (2) there were great differences in
sges between the offenders and the students; on the average the
offenderst group was 4 years older than the students’ group. Some
inherent variables connected with age aight have been overlooked in
the study:; and (3) as the information regarding the offenders was
provided by ccse-recourds only, the sutjectivity of the recorders
might bias the information obtained. For these reasons, the reli-
ability of the findirngs of that study 13 in guestion despite it

being & valusble study on delinquernscy itself.

In the late sixties, the sccial background of the jurcaile
delincuenrts vecame the focus of resesrch, A pilot stundy of the
social backercund of juvenile delinguents who were copvicted and

. . . " 9 o .4
placed in probation hcmes was .done im 1969-717, YA Study of Juvenilie

£

Crime ir Hougp Koug" was done in 1973 by the Research Sul~Committce,

b
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ledghtourhood Advisory Council™ ¢y and in the same yesl a suvrvey
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ithe genersl background of discharged priscners uncer the age of
was done by *the ILong Kong Discharged Poisoner's Ald Soﬁietyle I wa
ever, none of them delineated the major fsciors centributing to the
incidence of juvenile delinguency in Hoag Kong. The Government,
being very much concerned with the rising crime rate in Hoang Kong,
set up a sub.commitiee on sccial causes of crime in March 1973 to
identify the root causes of crime and to recomnmend ways of reducing
them., While surveying the relevant statistics and locel rasearcu un
crime and receiving opinions from the public, the sub-committes felt
that a large scale research project would be most useful in studying
the contributing factors of crime. The Socisal Kesearch Centre of the
Chinese University of Hong Kong, therefore, was commissioned in early
December 1973 to conduct a study of the social causes of violent
crimes committed by juvenile offenders in Hong Kong. JIn this report,
we shall present some of the major findings of that study and shall

elso make various recommendations.



Theoretical Perspectives on Delinguency

The literature on theories of delinquent behaviour is ex-
tensive, complex, and diversified. In general; earlier theories
were largely biloclogicselly and/or psychelogically oriemnted. Delin-
quent behaviour was explained essentially in terms of biclogical
characterisﬁicsla (eogey a long lower jaw, flattenad nose, sparse
beard, and low sensitivity to pain) or psychoclogical-motivational
trait313 L8ofo, mental defectiveness snd feeble-mindedness). In
recent years, however, there has emerged an increasing concern with
the brozdor envircmment, that is, the sccial and culiural forces.
Consequently, in the correctional field, the emphosis has gradually
shifted from the ireatment of individuals to the preventive and
cammuni?ywd@ve cpr.annt approaches in tazslling the problem of deline
queucyl4s This sociel-cultural perspecitive oa deliuquency, however,
is in itself quite diversifiedo The following is a skeizh of some of
the dominant sodial=cultural itheories of delinquent behavior.

The anowie theory, as vepresented by the work of Robert Ko

=

. 1 . . , . . 4 . iy
¥erton 29 contends that delinquent behavior is =& result of & situaiion

attuinment of weslth and power) but the opportunities for achieving
these goals are not equel to alle Thus, if an iundividual has assimi=
lated the cultural emphasis on success but has failed to find legal
means s7or achieving success, he may resort to iliegitimate meanse. Iu
other words, he becomes a delinquent. A major defect in this theory
is that 1t does not explain the fact that many people, who grow up in
the same aversive living enviromments as those of the delinguents, <o
net turn to crime, whereas some who grow up with & full range of

opporiunity d0.

The delinquent subculture or differential asscclation theory,
as represented by the work of Edwin H. Sutherlandlé, assumes that
criminal behaviouris learned through interactican with other persons
who have intimate persomal ties with each other. That is, Mwhen

persons become criminal, they do so because of contacts with criminal



patterns and because of isolation from antl-criminal patterns.!
Furthernore, "lawful behavicur developed in early childhood may
persist throughout life, and also, delinquent behavior developed

in early childhood may persist throughout life." 1In this sense,

the socialization process with the family, the friends, and the
neighbourhood environment are important factors that may contribute
to delinquent behavicur. According to this theory, we may say thal
the crime rate in one area is higher than the other because delin-
quent subcultures in that area are more prevaleut than the other,
and that there will be more delinquents, therefore, in the slum
ares because there is a strong delihquent subcul ture there.

Al though the theory of differential association is weak in the

sense that 1+ does not explain why individuals have the associsztious
they have, it points out the importance of luterpewsonal contacts in
thes community, espacially the influence of triad societies and

delingvent gangss

In an attempt to integrate the anomie ard the differential

.

scociation thecrles, Richsrd Cloward erd Lloyd Ohlinl7 formulate a
esis of differontial copportunity. It is hypethesized that
delinquenicy is a resuli® of the systems of ferces governing the
accessiblilicy to culturslly approved goals by legitimate and
illegitiwate means. Eech individual occupies a positior in both
the legitimste and illegitimate opportunity structures. Iimitations
of the accessilility tc culturel goals by legitimate means are ile
principal sources of pressure toward delinquent acis, while the
availahility of illegitimate means to attain cultural goals ic ihe
principal determinant of the resulting delinguent adaptation. If
neither legitimate nor illegitimate opportunities are availablz,
there will be no delinguent behaviour. It is slso asserted that the
delinquent subculture represents a specialized form of adapitation to
the discrepancy between the culturally prescribed goals and accepted
means. It provides illegsl -avenues to the success-goals which can
not be attained by legal means. According to this hypothesis, there-
fore, an individual who is demied the legal means to achieve success-
goals may not commit delinquent acté,‘unless bhe can get access to the
elinquent opportunity structures or subcultures, such as those pro~

-vided by the triad society and drug ring in Hong Kong.

\J1



Another major theoretical effort i1s the control theorys
which assumes that delinquency is a result of the breaking dowa or
the weakening of the individual's bond to society. Albert J. Reiss
Jr.18s for instance, defines delingquency as the "behaviour consequent
to the failure of personal and sogial controls te produce behaviour
in conformity wi*h the norms of the social system to which legel
penalties are atfached". He regarded fcontrol' as being composed
of two components, personal control end socisgl control. Personal
control, as defined by him, is 'the ability of the individual to
refrain from meeting needs in ways which conflict with the norms
and rules of the sommunity". Social control, on the other hand.
is "the ability of social groups or insfitutions to meke norms or

rules effective.

Similar *+2 the control theory is the zontainment theory put
Fforward by Walter C. Reckleszz ’, Perscial ccntrel, he says, is
tipner containmen:! which consists Ymainly of self ccuponents such
as self-control, good self-concept, ego strength. well developed
swperego high frusiration tolerance. higl resistance to diversions,
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stitute satiafactions, tensiou-reducing rationalizatlons, mud so onte
In short, it is %he personslity of the individual. By gocial convrol
he mesus "outer containment? which is '"the structure ovuffer in the
person's immediate social world which is able te hold him within
bounds", These elemcnts in inner snd outer containment szre the

regulators of ncrmative behaviour.

Folo NyeaO summarizes tue conirol lacters into four types:
(a) direct control which comes from discipliie, rostrictions, punishe-
mentz: (b) internalized control which is the inner control of con~
science; (¢) indirect countrol which is exerted by not wanting to hurt
or go against the wishes of parents or other individuals with whon
the perscn identifies, and (d) the availability of alternative weans

to goals.



Theoretical Framework and General Hypothesis

The above review of literature shows that there exists a
diversification of theoretical approaches to the probleén of delin-
quent behaviour. The question arises: what is the approach we sre
going to take in the present study of juvenile offenders in Hong
Kong?

We do not deny that some biological and/or psychological
factors may be imporiant determinantc of delinguency. In the
present study. however, we shall emphosize soclal-environmental,
rather than individual bic-psycholeogical, foctors in delinquent
behaviour., It ic our fundamentsl assumpiion that an individusl's
al.titudes and behaviour are moldsd by the social environment in which
he lives, Rather than being an exception, delinguency iz a tvpe ol
behavior which is inevitably affected;, not only by the bio-psycho-
logical components of an individual, but also by the sarrounding

soulal eand cultural Tarces,

that The

P.

Anotiier assumptlon undevlying the preseat study
occurrence ol delinquent acts mey be dve to multiple factarse. A
number of soceial forces may, in coe wey or another, contyibute to
the occurrence of delinquency. The term “cause' in the prasent
study is thus used in a broad serse. Any factor which may lucrcass
the prohability of the occurrence of delinquent behaviour is con-

sidered a cunustc.

Because of our belief in the multiple causation model of
delinguency, the present study will adopt a similiar approaci as
that of Glueck and Glueckal, that is to shoct out in many directions
in order to explore and reveal as many possible causes of crime as
possible. Nevertheless, a general theoretical guldeline is still
needed for the purpose of identifying and organizing the social causes

Among the theoretical perspectives presented sbove we shall

mainly, but not exclusively, use the social control approach. It is

not only congruent with our emphasis on social factors, but also =o



broad and comprehensive that we can consider a number of social
varisbles. As we have mentioned, the Ffundamental postulate of
this epproach is that whean an individual’s bond to society is

weak or broken, he is likely to be a delinquent.

As & meajor propomnent of the control perspective, Travis
Hirschi22 suggested four elements of the bond to conventional
society; they are (1) attachment to others, (2) comumitment to
social velues and norms, (3) involvement in socisal activities, and
(4) belief in the moral validity of social codes. He has also
empirically demonztrated how each of these elements is sssociated
with delinquent behaviour. Using these four elemcits ~f social
bond, we would iile to propose the icllowing general hypothesis

cnd use it as a general guideline in identifying and organizing

s

he preseunt study:

o+

the gocial variables in
Vhether or aot an individusl commits delicouent acts woulsd

n
depend on the extent to which he is gltached %o conventional
nare

)l

U

others (2.ge, parents, scnonl, and peers), c
conventional iines of action (e.ge., educational snd cccupr~
tional aspilrations), involved in socisl activities (e.ges

recrestioesl and leisure sotivities), and nolding a be

in the wmoral velidity of rules (e.g., laws, police f

individual responsibility. and sense ~f belonging).

In the rfollowing chapters, we shall ovtlire the research
procedures, and then exsmine how the various elements of socizl bond

are related to juvenile delinquency in Hong fong.
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The Universe of the Stugy

It is commonly recognized that the difficulties and
confusion in determining the causes of crimes emd delinguency
originete in the extremely embiguous use of the concept itself,
Without an rwareness of precisely what is mesnt by crime or
delinquency. o delineation of cause is possiblela The
implicatlon herc is that research into the ceuses of crims op
delinguency will be affected by the defigificn chogen. Eoeause
of the importance of this definitional problem, we now bturi 1o

a discussiocn of it.

6Qmplicated, A good esccount of both the common and legeal

: of the torn ‘orime® mey ke found in the remark of Lourd
Likin - '"The domain of criminsl jurisprudence con only be
ascertained by erxamining what acts at eny particular period

are declareu by the state o he-orimes, snd the only cemmon
nature they willi be found te possess is that they are prohibited
. by thelstate and that those whe commif themn are punibhcé"ao
Althaugh soms criminolegists have sought to widen the definition

of crime v =ns to include types of socially deviant bebaviour
k

which are unct punishzable as offences in the courts but which are
regarded as sociclogically significantjo Others have classified

crime in three ways: legalistic, individualistic, evd social .
yet, in its most general gense crime ig well-recognized as an
act prohibited by law upon pain of punishment, and an offence

against the criminal law.
Aunother similar term which is often ussd loosely o
describe what are sometimes called offences is delinguency. This

“term is even more confusing because it is so overladen with legal,



nermative and moral implications that there is a wealth of adhoc
definitionsBG As J.5. Himes states, '"dts core reference in sociszl
science seems to be soclak acts of juveniles that are demsrcated
and evaluated as devieant or auntisccial by relevant legal or social

5

nbrms; and that ave ususlly, though not elways socially learnt6“a

In Hong Kong, the legislation makes ne use of the tern
"juvenile delinguency''; any persom, under the age of 16 years, who
has committed a crime is classified as a Juvenile offender, For

legislative purposes, the Government defines persons under 14 yvears

of age as children, end those who have reached the age cof 14 but ave

under the age of 16 as young persons7@ Young ofic
other hand, are defined as persons over Lh and under 21 years o

8EQ .

In thic stuly, for prectical reasons, we have tried to uss
the legal definitica te delineate the universe ox our study while

still recognizing the broader theoretical and sceial corientations

involved,

L familiar legalistic classiticaticn of crimes is in terms
3

the effence as indicatsd by the kind of

2
)
4]

of the sericusnsecs

(%2

sentence la2id down in relation to it (e.ge., felunies verses

misdemeancrs). 1his, however, is not very useful aund is ambiguous
becausie 1t iz dAlifircult to make clear-cut distivctions between

major types of offences.

bnecther common way to classify the criminal act is in terms
¢f a legal categery- Thus,y criminals are referred tv as murderers,
burglars, and rapists etc. This method of classifying criminals
‘also svffers from a number of disadvantagesge Nevertheless, as
Clinard and Quinney state, 'the proaédure is desirable because
official data concerned with criminal histories exist in terms of
legal nomenclature and because the criminal code contalns specific,
operational definitions of criminal behaviour"loo Thus, for the
purpocses of the present study, the‘definition of crime and its

detailed classification is compiled in terms of legal category

which is mainly hased on the classification of the Hong Kong

Judiciary and the Hong Kong Police Depariment.

12
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Classification of Violent Crimes

Rape
Murder and Menslaughter
Attcupted Murder

Serious Aszauli

1. Wounding - Section 17 (genersl)

2. YWounding -~ Section 17 (en Police Officay on duty)
3. Wounding = Sectiocn 17 (on Police Officer off duly)
L, Throwing Corresive FlLild -~ Becilon 29

5e ther Feloniovg Assavlts

€. Wounding ~ Sectien 19  (gensral)
(on Police O

A

~J
ES

ficer on duly)

5

f

Wowiding = Section 19

Younding - Section 10O {on Polive Dfiicer off dutv)

ASo e o}
°

©

Causing Actual. Bodily Form - Section 32 (general
b

L

[
(=]
®

~ Sestics 33

Causing Actual Bedily Fa
ieer on duty)

{on Police 0ffi

11, CauuLng Actuel Bedily Herm - Section 39
{on Police Officer off anty)

12. Assaults, resists. or obstructs police iu
Kal iyl
af anty

12. Other Serious Assanlis  (misdemesnoura)
. drnapplng
Rebbery with Firesrms

Other Robbaries

1. Using force or put in fear
2. Armed with other weapons of offonce
3« Assault with intent to rob

Criminsl Damage to Preperty

1. Arson

2. Destroying or damaging property other than by Avrsia

3. Destroying or damaging property with inteni to
endanger 1life

L, Thireats to destroy or damage properiy

5. Possession ¢of joplemenic to demiroy o
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Control of thg

Ls this preject is essentially a studéy on the causa
factors of delinquency, it calls forth the selection of youths who
are delinquents or criminals, or part of the prison populstion. In
order to meke comparisoas with this group of young offenders; youths
who showed ne such signs of dslinguency also becawe subjects of our
inquiry. By comparing these two groups we mey invesbtigate why sonme

youths became delinquent and why some 4id not.

view of the resesrch objective, sud afuer considering
the elemeutes of practicality, the comparison nethcsd was used to
collect zad analyse the date in this otudy. Sheldon and Eleamnor
Glueck iwn their famous study > also used Yhe sszite method to sbudy
the cavsal cfficacy of a numbar of fscteors generslly accepteld as

erimincegenic. By applying this method,; twe samples - an experimentad
g [ 2 : 5

& presumead

factor, which in this otugy is the criminal offepce, should be
introliuced into tus experinontal szmple but withheld from the conirol
samp1613° Apart from this hssic factor, various cvther factors must
be held constant 2 o prerequisite to the coiiparisca of the two

a
Gifferent samples. Tn other words. these twe groups must be drawn
in such a way thatv thsy will be as unes o}
regard to some najor factors potentially aifecting the resulits. In
this wey, any significant dlffercnces in other varisbles between the
two groups may be atiributed to the occurrence ané noo-cccurrence of

criminasl behaviour accarded to the two groups.

In deciding which factors are to be controlled in selecting
the control group. we counsidered the following three factors as

importent varisbles:

1. Houszing tynpe

Zince the residents! living standard, income, socio=-
economic status, level of educatieon and life style in

genersl varies from one type of housing to another,
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in addition to the variation of acconmodation ghandard,
it is important to control this factor in order to
permit us to find out why it is that even in the same
living environmeni, some youth do not commit legally

prohibited scise.

Because age; as a matter of common sense, indicabes
the polnt a perscn has reached im the process of
biclogical maturation and development, age-profiles
are an easy -way of mapping certain kinds of devisated
behaviourlge The control of the zge factor will help
ug to fird out the problez of misbohaviours among

d¢ifferent age groups.

Numerous sociologicsal studics

have found inat

.

significautly ou a wide divessity of

measures. One of the observations abbut femsles s

that they are less cften found guilty of brasking ths
.

laws of society. Brven wahcu they do commit crimes, the

feminine offences are mainly prostituilor

D

o
The aveileble data shew thalt they seldosm sommlit violent

$5

rimes

C

Therefore, in th

]

a ¢
elinguency, this fagtor snsuld be controlles.

5

gelecting and Matching Offenders and Noneuffendsirs

.

Az mecticned in the previous section, ir this stwdy, ns

to use the matched-som leldesi n Lo coupeare aand contrast the socio-
g k

economic chavacteristies of young offenders and non-offendars.

) .
20,3 Offenders sSample

The sample of offenders was composed of 2ll male and Ffemals

s
adolescents between the ame of 232 1to 20 who had been convicted fox



crime of violence and had been aduitisd to zu dnstitution opsrated
ial Welfare Department or Prisons Department, or entered

i
obation order, during the period of Hawch, 1973 %

i o)
197h, Since records of offenders are kept by the Prisons Deparitment

vng offenders who were serving seniten

bltogether, 525 young offendsrs were inc cluded in our 1i

ot

s
from which e ssmple of 500 cases was randounly selscted (Sse Table

if=2). The remaining 23 caces were reserved as & sub-sample to

replace those non-sampled Caseés.

Table Il = 2

Originmsl senple of viclent crime effenders
Male Feunale Total
S¥D Records 283 12 295
Prigongs Dept. Resords 00 5 205
L&3 17 500
By ey, 197k, when the intervi earried cut, some of
the offenders ware no longer in prisons or uader prebation. These
iropouts were ot properly part of the population sawpled, since the
population at issue was the inmates of probation institutes or prisons
or youngsters on probation dv"mqg the shovo-menticoed period. Thueg,

after replacements, 479 offenders weére finelly included in the study

and they constituted the offenders’ group.

2.4.2 Nen-offenders sample

The sample of non-offeuders, which was designed to provide
a direct comparison with the offenders saumple, and sometimes reierved
to in this repcrt as the control sample, was drawn from the household
listing obtained through the 1573 Hong Kong Household Bxpenditure

Survey .
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A Btratified random semple was drawn by using sge, sex snd

3

houwsing type as.criterje.for stratification,(e.g., a 12 vear old
u

living at CGovernment Low Cost Housing, or a 13 vear old girl
& =) garpra
living in private tenemeut)o As this control sample vwas desic 2ue
5] p S
te be comparable to that of the offenders sample, 1t was ing
to apply & single sample fractiocn to every stratum. That means the
ple

semple we drew for the comtrol group is a probsbility sam

by dliferent sempling fractions. It weuld require tedious stabisitisal
© v . . 16
welghtings if one were to make estimaties on population parameters

t
For this study, che in on obteined from the control group is
-~

ti
used cnly for comparison with the offenders’ groupy estimution of

jus)

popiilation cherecteristics is neither essential wmor jmporient. Thus

no attewpt iz made in this report te meake such estimaticos,

The Censuvs sod Statistics Deparitment carried out the HAousehold
Ew-\’v a4 sur Surirey = 318753 4t wes & Samvie sury and - o I
ponditure Survey in 19935 it wasz & sample survey and the sample

g (l.ee, Hong Rong Island,

cr‘
%3.
s
L
€2
o3
m
o]
[
josy
2

}
&3]
=
<
=
i)

covered &ll the urb

Kowloon, New Koewloozn aznd Tsuen W"n}a I* was the assisbance of thiz
Devgectment that a

Lltopether, thepe

vhe offenders® group, the required sample uvnits for every stratum mere
selected revdonmly for dinclunsion in the contrel cample™ o As non-
responsive cases wers sixpechedswe prepared, besides the originel

sampile af 500 pone-offenders, a supplemsntesy sazmple of 100 youngsters,
A
%

zlso rancomiy drawn, Lo replace

4} n)
@
i
é
o)

—
®
m
e
3
[
]
th
i
L)
[
(]

crder o ¢btain the ve

0f the reguired 500 non~cffenders in the originzl sample,
complets data was evenbuglly obtained oz 4CIL, after using the 100
replacement casesz. The souvces of atirition in the original semple

end replacement sub-sszmple are shown in Table II-3.
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Resul: of the interviess

Source of Atirition lst Stage 2nd Stage All

Refusals 25 5.0% 9 9.0% 34 5.7%
Absentees (Net-at<home) 36 7.2% 10 10.0% ke 7 7%
Chaenge of =zddress 23 h.6% 6  6.0% 29 4,89
Completed Interviews e 83.2% 75 75.0% Lol 81.8%
Semple 500 100.0% 100 100.0% 600 300.0%

Gf the seversl reasons for non-response to the interviews shown
in Teble II-3, aboentees (note=ai-home) is the maiu one. Both refusals

and change ¢f address alsc form pari of the noa-respouse samples T

i
succesaful rate for the first stage interviews (853.2%) was beilter than

D
P
gl
\n
o
2
R
p—
o

the secound stag Howevery on the whole, the response rate
(
N

81.8%) is considercd satisfactoryo

In oxder *¢ mzet the resesarch cbjectives, it wes decided to
collect date by the method of personal interviews supplemented by the
cheeking of priscn and pechation roecords and files. By eaploying

nethod, we nay ensure s higher response rate

Since information was nssied from both youug offenders and
non=cffenders, two survey field-work operationz were organized. The
first was idrecied te young offenders, and the sscond to nonwcifenders.
Moreover, *mo separate but compsrable interview schedules were preparsd
to obtain information from the offender sample and the nom-cffendsy

samples The respective schedvles are set out in Appendix A. In brief,

the questions were set under the following main heedings:

1)  Basic personal characteristics
2) Family situation
3) Living end neighborhood environment

4)  Educationsl background and -school adjusiment
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5)  Attachment to peers
6) Leisure activities and exposure to mass media
7) Work experience

8)  Soecial attitudes and beliefs

Lo}
o
g
<
1]
o
=
[0
B
[
3
I
(&)
ke
o
¥
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@
i
o
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Varieus types of research designs have been applied in the
studies of crime end delinquency; all of *them have their advantages
end disadventages in terms of the methcdologicel implications. In
spite of its many edvantsages, the present research design alsc has
i'i;s;‘ll_:i..mi\r‘;a’c::icm&3 for exsmples as the survey schedules of this study
are structuraily set to obltein the meximsl information from both
effenders snd non-offendersy, ths interviewer is not allowed to alier

the form and the timing of the inguwiries; at the same time, the

respondents are not encouraged to "tzlk" foc much about the topics
being studicd. Thus, under such circusmstsucesz, the informabtion
obtained is geaved more to guantitative analysis rather then to
qualitative undsrstanding. However, we were forktunate to obtain ire
consent of a Iew vespondents who were willing to let us do taps-

recorded in Jdeptn dnterviews. These intsrviews served as supplemsntary
regsearch material for our studies sud bence helped us to cvercome soma

of the limitstions of our reseavch design.

The Field Starf and Field Operation

The field-workers of this study were professional social
workers and social work students of the Chinese University of Hoag

Kong; a total of A0 interviewers were engeged in carryiung ou

?‘f <
=
2
ot
1

actual field work., Jhe majority of the interviewers, especi

those for the experimental group, possessed professional knowledge

and experience in interviewing delinguents.

The fieldwork was divided into twe stages. In the first
stages, young offenders in the various institutions (See Appendix B)

were interviewed by a team of experienced social workers., Ju order
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to check the internal validity of the answers given by the respondents,
the field staff also had acceses to the background information of each
offender; such as fathers® occupation, triad membership and previous
offences. Such information was collected from the officizl records

so that a2 cross=check could be mades

The second stage of fieldwork commernced in the last week of
July, 1974. Interview-appointment letters were sent to the sample
of non-offenderss. Moot of the interviews ware carried out at the
espondent’s residsnce in *the absence of other family members. The
rest were completed i corridors, in pleygrouvads, or as preavranged,

in Community Centres.

Dats Processing
8N

411 interview schedules cecepted werce exemined by editers
stationed in the Sccial Research Ceuntres Yhe schedules were checked
for compieteness aacd record consistency. After verification, all
schednles vere cofesds Although most of the answers iu the schedules
were precoded; we still transferred &ll the cecdes of .eaczh szhedule on

code sheetes This process of ceding providsa ancther chence for

checking, and facilitated key-punching.

Key-punching was carried out by the Soeisl Research Centre.

The tabulstion and siatistical calculationz of data were dnae atl

ﬂ_
&:1*

tre Computer Service Contre of the Chinese University of Hong Xeage

Data Analysigs and Chi-Squave Test

Percentage tables will be used to present the effects of social
variables on delinjuency. In addition, chi~square tests will 2liso be
used to evaluate the stabtistical significsnce of inter-sample differences.
We arbitrarily consider that statistically significsunt differences exist
between offenders and non-offenders when the probability is equal to or

less than 0.0Ll.
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Also, in o nunber of tables, multiple respons from multiplsa-

choice type questions (for example, respondents were asked to name two

favourite television progfammes) have been combined, so that the total
nuxher of responseés are much greater than the sample size. In such
tables,; stetistically significant diffsrences should be ireated with

cauticn, since the numbers of 'cases" are artificlally inflatede.

Profile of Respcrndents

Before we analyse the swrvey findings, 1%t is important that
we have an iiea wbout the profile of our respondents who supplied

informetion for ocur study.

Tables Il-f te [T=6 show that there were, in fach, no
aignificant differences between the sex, age and housing typs
stributiocns of the two ssmples. This reflecte that the sauples

o
vlly matcheda

U"
HD

wera sucge

2@‘301 .é,.?z;

4 shows, there were caly a vcelatively smell number
of givis (%.80% in of fenders somple and 4.5% in non=offenders samplc)

in eack of vhe samples. The metching Leotween the givls ln the offendors
and non-olfeaders was satisfectory. However, we camnnot plsce very pgresd
faith in the statistical analvsis of the girls® data as the samples are
teo small. Thus, most of the dnterpretative anelysis is a@plicab,a enly
to mele edclessents and statistical %esis have in general not been

applied for inter-~sex comparisons

Teble II = L

Sex distribution of resvondents
Qffenders Non-offenders
No. % No. %

[

Hale Lal, 96, 469 85.5
Female 18 3 22 ko5

e = e e T e

Total Lwg  100,0 491 100,0

0

o




2:.9.2 Age

The sge distribution of cffenders and non-coffenders is
presented in Table II-5,

Statistics reveal that more than 50% of the sample in both
groups are below the age of 16 years. The average age for the iwo
samples are more or less the same (16.2 years aud 16,1 years). On

£

the whole, the matching of age was satisfs

Table IT =5

Ares distribution of respondents

dpe Offenders Neon~aflenders
Ho s % Ko %
i2 11 2o3 23 b
12 53 69 Ak 609
ik 52 1049 70 4.2
15 97 2063 77 2257
1€ 8h 175 78 155
17 €8 Lhe2 65 1308
8§ 58 121 59 ol
19 50 106k L7 $.6
2Q 26 Seh 25 5.1
Total 479 100.0 Lol  100.0

Mean = L0.2 years Mezn = 16.1
©

Medien = 16,6 years Msdian = 16

2:¢9.3 Housing tvne

Regarding the type of housing in which the respondents were
living, either at the time of this study or before they were admitted
to the correction institutions, the finel result of the matching is
presented in Teble II-6. In this aspect, the samples achieved were
comparable, although the use of housing type as a matching criterion
is not as successful as the previous two factors (i.e., sex and age)e.

It must be noted that the "others!" included those living in places
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such as boals; lorrvies, and street corner where it is A4l fficult to
find the respondents for inglusion in the non-offender sample.

Table II = 6

Type of housing

Offenders 1
Ho. % No. %
R/E 169 353 199 Lo.

5
G.L.C.H 36 75 L3 8.8
1 5

ra

HAL/HS 3 2e7 22 by

Private Housing 206 47,0 204 bi.s
Sguntter Avea 2% b8 21 k.3
Others 32 Go7 2 0ok

first corviction is Zound to be 15,45 years. iove than helf

the offenders Tiwst sppesved in court when they were under 16 vears of
sge (see Table IT=7). fThe average nuuber of offences up o the iime we
selested them for dnclusion im the siudy is 1.5 (ses Teble II.8),

Age Noo %
£ = il 11 2e
12 16
i3 Lk
1z 67
15 106
16 9z
17 61
18 Lo
19 %2
2Q 10

e
N Oy Co M2 N e B O W
° ¢ o ° ° o e o
=~ N3 YD W Y

[=]

Total 479 100.0



Table

Humh

11 = &

ey of offsnces

Offenders
HC’G
348

/
%

72a7

Tweo 7L ll‘é‘a8
Thrae 3k 7ol
Four 12 25
Five 9 169
Six _7) Oe6
Seven 1 0e2
Eicht 1 0.2
Tatal b9 100.0
Meen = 1499
¥ith rogard ho the types of offence the
commitied most recently, vobbery vanked highest
vounding=asassult (Zl.5%)e Teble LI=G showa the
offentes committed by the delinguents sampled.
Teble II = 9
The most recent offence commi
Offenders
Noe %
Repe 2 0.k
Hurder (Manslaughuer) 7 1.5
Woundiag 102 2103

Robbery

Robbery with firssrms
Criminal damage to
property

Total

74e5
1.7

0,6

N
AR
~J

<o

W

comr s

k79

100.0

h=3

éolirguents had
(74.50), followed by

difrerent types of

From the sbove anslysis, there can be no doubt of the

persistency of the violent criminsgl behaviours of the offenders’®

sanples
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Hong Kong

Detention

Statioctics
discussion of

This list has been compiled with the help of the Census
Please see Apvendiz C Ffor = more a a
25 ol viclent vrime

2k and Mlesnor Glueck, Uars

Sheldon Gluse
Cembridge : Harvard University PW& By

of this method, see B.S. Phillips,
{fecMillan, 1971, pp. 103-12k.
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See Paul Barket ed., A Sociological Portrasit, Penguin Books, Ltd.
England, 1972, ’

Commissioner of Prisons, Annual Departmental Report, 1973-1974,
Government Printer, Hong Konge.

For detall of this sampling technigue please see L. Kis
Sampling, London : Jobn Wiley & Som, 1965.

As a small number of young coffenders were found to be living in
squatisr areas, aad the 1973 Hougphslﬁ Egﬁemditmwa Survey did not
inciude domestic households sress, a cube-
sample of squaiter ares




W
(=3
-

However, fram a so cial-psychdiogiceal o int of view, a i

I1I. FAMIL ONTROL AND CRIME

l—»“‘

Introduction
The family has long been recognized as the cradle of personality
development. Being one of the major soclalizing ageats, the fenily
transwits the contemporary societal values which the child then inter-
alizes. Thus, perents play a significent role in shaping the behavioura
patterns of the child throughout childhood ond adolescence. JIndividuel

behaviour, at least in part, is the result of parental control and

supsrvision. Juvenile criminal eor deviant behaviour ic often considere
to result from insufficient or insvoprapriate vorentrl supervisicn and
control. Lt should here be made clear that the term "control' implice
not only the negative dsterrent forces but alsdo the positive infiunence
through faullial educati

behavioure.

In this chapter, we shall discuss several Tamily conditiens
which may afiect the adeouacy of perental supervieicn and control and
wnt acls.

may hence fecilitate the occurrence of deling

oe
cnditions to be discussad are grovped into thrée broad categoriesi
£

(1) parental integrity, (2) perent-child releticsships, and (3) sociale

N

economic weall-being.

L8,

Perental Integrity

The wmount ard quality of supervision and control over youths
would depend upun parental integrity, i.eo the extent to which both
pervents are living and are working together for common goalss A

family with parentel integrity would be move likely than a femily

Y]

without parental integrity to appropriateély supervise its youthful

members. As a result, the higher the degree of family integrity, the

. , . . 1
less likely would be the cccurrsnce of juvenile delinguency .

"~

& broken home is a femily without parental integrity. Usually,

.

the sbsence of one of the naturel parents, be it ceused by death,

en holtes

desertion, diverce or separation, will constitute a bro

L o -
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in porental intepgrity if the existing parsnts are rarely living together
or usuvally in conflict with one another. In the following enalysis,
1

therefore, the degree of parental intezrity will be represented by
(

three indicators: (1) is it a broken home? (2) are parents living
together repularly? and {(3) how harsonicus is the relaticnship hetween
parents?
Table ITT - 1
Offenders Non~cffenders
Nos % Hoe %
Parents living 356 T3 Ly 91.0
together
roken home 123% 25,7 Ly 9.0
Total Lo 1000 491 1000
o
X% = Ly.sh P 007
Tarle STI1 coming From
broken hores was sig 0 the non-offenders coming
Trom such homes. &b £5675) of cifenders as compired

from brolen

~om broken hones

wivral psrent plus a stepeperent. does not uarantes th
s s 3 [e)

of the bome unless they live together resularly ovd harmanlously.

Table Til-2 shows that the regularity of parents liviug together was
wore common in the families of the non-offenders. Thaere ware ten rar

2 fenders revortin

A sharrver con

» parents was disharmonicus or just

fair. Bearing in mind that these data represent orly subjective reports
of respondents they nevertheless suggest significant diffcerences between

ihe Lvo proup
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Table IIT - 2

Perents living together remularly

Offenders Nonwoffenders
No. o O« %

Yes L7 85.1 L34 oL, 7
Ho 60 14,9 24 5.3

S AR AT P S g

Total 403 100.0 Lss 100,0

% = 22.36 P <{.001

Offenders Nou=of fender
No« % No. %
Harmonious 226 507 7k 726
Tajr 197 26.2 117 24.9
Pisharmonious 102 231 42 2.0
Total Lo 10060 e 1000

92.67

integrity, it is safe to conclude that

O.l»‘u SIMONLORS

Zavourable

,,
6]
i3
(o)
b

cavironentz.  Broken hons

conducive to juvepnils o

henzelves, the melior causes of parental dishuraony

problens, irresponsikility of the fathers, personality
incomeatibility of parents, and issues related o the supervision of
children; these problems wers rarely revorted by the non-oifendsy

These issues will be elaborated in the following sections.

Parent-child Pelationship

ated unit, parental

attachment of

For the family to functien =s

5
}-
o
@
mn
®
0
)
@
=
ot
il
[
}._l
l_.I N
9]
o
jnyg
o

integrity is required; but
children to other family members, especially their parents. Should
there be tensions between parents and children, it would be r»ather
difficult for parents to exert proper supervision and contiol. Ir

this section, we shall present some findings to show how the respondents
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(i.€c, the juvenile offenders snd non-offenders under study) felt about

. )

their relationships with other family members ; particularly their pavsents.

Table ITT - &4

Number of chiléren in family
Offenders Nep~of fenders

Ho., No., o

Less than b 80 16.7 76 15,5
b to 5 180 37.6 212 43 >
6 to 7 146 70.5 157 21,0
3

of the two groups on similiar

families of both groups wos guite similar.  In ohlier word
was significent difference Petween the family sizsz nf

offenders; the follawing snalysis of

I %
&

attritmted to the differsnce in terws of th: nushor of

y

milies of offenders and won-offenders because it iz the qu

relaticonship that cownts.

3e5:1 The bond

(ic2ey diking or

focus on *he emotional

disliking) relationshiyp between parents

1d their children.

Tatle ITY - &

Family mémhers who Ziled

FPnnqorc
No, e Mo 4

Every one liked me 81 17.6 257 S4,0
Parents 233 50,5 146 30.7
S$ibling and velatives 115 25.0 58 12.2

No one liked ma %2 6.9 15 2.1

B e — S AT e

Total k61 100.0 b7 200.0

X7 = 136,33k P < ,001
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Though subjective, the responses in ftable IIT-5 revealed the

respondents' impression of the fxmllj menbers who hed probably the

best relationship with him. Tt was found that about one half of the

n

non~offenders (54.0%) revorted that every member of the family liked
him, but this responsc came from only one cut of six offenders (17,6 650 3
and that more offenders (50.5%, 24.9%) then non-offenders (30.7%, 12.2%
sere best liked either by psrents or by siblings/relatives, but not

by both categories of family members. Hence, the non-offenders generally

consistent relationshin

C‘.,

perceived that they had a more favourable =znd

with their family members thsn had the offenders.

Table III-€ looks et the same picturs from the opposite side.

—

4 qugrter (25.6)) of the offenders admitted that thev were hated or

disliked by their femily members, as compared with cily 2 smell iraction
(5.4%) of the nom-offenders. #pain, the data suggect that the offenders

hzd muzl less favourable relationships with their family members.

Talle Tl - 6

cre who cisliked respondent mogt

Ofienders Nopn--offenders
Neo % RGP i
Every on ¢ disliled me = C.7 3 0.4
Farents 6h 14,9 3 CeH
Sikling end relatives 51 e 20 L.2
No one disliked me Hh3 7h.h %) gl 5
Tectal LéA 100.0 Leasy 100
X2 = 83.29 ¥ L0071

Table JIT - 7

Parentsl “elationship and the percentage of

sliked by fenily members

8]
fus
i~h
J0]
)
(ol
@
=
w
N
¥
]
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o
1
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1y
Y
2
i
5]
477
=
9!
r—z
al

Parental rzlationshiv
Harmonious Yair or dishsrmonious
Offenders 15.9%  (220) 33.3%  (213)
Non-offenders 2.5 (3%2) 2.1 (124)



It seems that the parent-child relationship would be condifl

by the relationship between perents.
children would he more likely to feel
Table IIT-? confirms this hypothesis

they are loved

bionea

In e femily with parvental integrity,

and taken care of.

In both the offenders and the

non-offenders sezmples, respondents in fomilies with hermonious parental
relationships were less likely fo feel disliked by fomily members than
vwere those in families with fair or dishsrmonicus parental relationships.
It should be remembered that in section 3.2, the disharmoniocus
relationship between parents was found to be a factor contributing

to delinquency. Since the par

relationship with other family members, does

entzl relationship aiso

affects a child's

it mean that the previcusly

confirmed associabticn between delinquency and a youth's being disliked
vy other family mewmbers is in fact spuricus? Tn other wordsﬁ the
essocletion micht be due to the possibility that both the independent
variable (disliked by other femily members) and the dependent varisble
(delix quency) are related to a third verieble (disnarmonious varantal
ruldn'uusnlh) However, data in Teble TIL.7 showa thet the =ssoclabion
is not spuricus. Mere cffende ers (15.9%, 32.%%) then nonesifenders
CEQE%, 1219 were iisliked by faﬂil“ menbers amorg both the fzmilies
with and without hermoniscus parentsl relgtionshipe Hence, ragmndl
of ionglip with other
G ba&:ing upon the fendepcy o deld
n be summarized and diagramued belows
Being disliked by

Tamily members

—

-

!DishFC?QulC“”

parental
relationship

Perentwchil

3:3.2

4 communication

An essentizl condition of meaintaoining
Tuoble I1T-8 and I1I-9 @i

relationsbip is intime=te communication.
the intimacy

}[ Delinqguency

5}

(53

smooth parent~child

sclose

and extent of parent-child commmmicaticn.



Offenders Nen-offenders
o o Ho. g4

Practically anvthing 8% 19.5 228 51
Bpecific toplcs 161 379 146 3
ion or 181 h2.6 £9 15,5

conversation offenders had with

-3
o
L
-
5
fte
2]
o
O
S
Q
+ ks
(D
=
T
=
o
O

thelr fathers wae significsntly different from that between the none
e} t is emezing to lesrn thet almost half
(L4o.650) of ihe offenders hod no commumiecaiion with their fathers, ox
wherever they talked, they quarrelled. In the cacse of the non-offenders,
only one out of =ix hzd that expericrce (15.5%). Furthermore, among

the offenders vho commdceted with +i post of their conves

ations were confined e sypecific topics such as hezith, smizewent,

fewily afisireo, school, or money af

vere much nore then offencers

G0 fathers.

Table JIIL - 9

o
T

Content of Mother-child

Offenders

.N Oe Cé‘ I‘: Dy 9:;
Praetically anything 101 27567 z

.

Specific toplics 180 be.? 1

NOAA

No conversation or 145 340 22 1.0
only guzrrelliing

Total Lpg 100,0 L3 100.0

X2 = 110,47 P < L0071

Non~offenders communicated morg freely thau offenders with

the

(J

eir mothers as well. Totle LII-9 shows thalt a third of the offenders

(3L.0%) had no conversation or only guarrelled with their mothers,
viiile about one~tenth {(11.05) of the non-offenders had this protlem.

It is also striking that proportionally more non-offenders (54.%0



W

than of fenders (233?%) tended to communicate with their mothers on

practically anything

Lo

Teble IIT - 10

Percentage of resnondents who would consullb

their pavents when encountering veriouns problems

Offenders Non=offenders
Illness 63.35  (h77) 82.9%  (L490)
Uncertainty about Lo, o (L76) 65.1%  (490)
scheoling or present
occurvation
Short of money e7.bg  (h76) 85.7%  (L8a
(48

Encounter other 26.9%  (476) L6, 8%
difficulties

Nok orly aid the non-offenders comunicate more freely with

Lo nonsulh, or ask for

RB 4] \'ij L ,3.3:‘6.":1":5 t ]L\. foEere oo ] SC Liore 1N ;1
e H J
AR LTS gty

el e

_their pevents vh

: they

”\_O 15

cffendrrs were more reluc L then non-offenders to appiocach

chely perents end ask for belp whew they were fucing provloms direcily
related to their well-bzing, such as those of illnesz, educabilonal

.

or occupational choice, end Tinanci

between the Two groups in resvect
tieuslly signiflicert (P .001). These findings reinforce th
obvservation that th- relationships of offenders with their parents

ere less sstisfactnry thon those of the non-offernders.

[« O, e ey S -
Ze3.3 Bupervicici: who & how

major functions of the fawmily as a social wnit

“"U
rs to internalize contemporary sozial norize. This
the parents’ interpretation cf the relevent social
rouga the enforcement of these Lorms by wmeansg of

\
Y

on of parsntal love and materdizl or non-materiazl

sunishment (eoge with-holding of parvental love and
isfaction). Pavents are erpected to play their role in this respest.
Otherwise, their children will suffer in one way or enother, and will

subzequently become delinguent,



Person mainly responsible for supervision

Offenders Non=ofFenders
NO -« % No . %

Father 122 26.5 100 20,7

Mother 247 53.6 287 59.5

Father and mother 21 L,6 60 12,4
1

Grsndfather or 14 3,0 9 o5
grandmother
Brother or sister Lo 10,6 o6 5.

Respondent bimcelf 8 1.7 2 Ok

R A S5 A AR AR SR PRV

Tatal LA 100.0 Lgo 10C.C

!’ 2
D)
I
[
o
=
o
=
e
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e
I
2
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Table LII-11 shows that hoth offeuder
vere supervised masinly by their mothers. HNen-olfenders woere mere
likely then offenders to be supervised by nothers {5>65%

-~ by both pewents (15,49 ve. QQO%J, Cn the other heud, sffenders

were more likely tnan non-orfenders to bz supervised mainly by fathers
N ory . . o A oL oLt
(2G5 vse 20.7%) or by siblings (10.6% vs. 5.040 . These stataistics

£
rvised by wothers. It hence appears that lack of suvervision

e
oy mothers would ke conducive to delinguent schsg,

EN e oot i Sve e

The alcve obssrvatior abouvt the iuporiszmce of mothers in

e
supervising cniléy en is reinforced by the deta in Teble IIL-lz. It
ig feunad that tne offenders and the non=ofrenders wevre signiiicantly
different in Leris cf the proportions of mcthers working ouieide the
home. Slightly more than hsalf of the offenders (51.1%) bhad working
1

mothers, while z majority of the mothers of noa-offenders (70.64) were

not workinge. VWorking mothers vere thereforeg more lilkelw than non-

working mothers to uave delinuguent children.

Teble IIT - 12

Worlkiine mothers

Offenders Nen—-offenders
No. % o. %
Working 22h 51,1 141 29kt

Not working 21k 8.9 320 - 70,6
Total Iz T100.0 TR A00.0

17 = h5,%0 Py o001



Tahle IIT = 13

gpthers' usval method of supervision

Offenders Hon-offznders
No. % No. o
Guidance, zdvice and 277 6261 sak G7.8

setting a good example
Spanking, scolding 118 26.5 10
Indifferent or 51 11k Ls 9,

inconsistent

(%o
N
o
o

N

B it e iR

Total Lhe 100.0 L8 100.0
X5 = 3.30 P = N.G,

Since mothers play an important role in supecrviging their

children, it would be mezningful to leok first at their methods of

supervizicn. Table 111+13 shous the similarilty in netiods of super~-

-~

vision used by mothers of both groups. 435 reperted by the resvondents,

most of their mothers (62,17 and 67.8%) supervisnd their children by

providing guidance Sonrovimately
PUUVLRLILE glegllee 2PNT0XLMAT LY

FIRURN

¢ 0% the movthers uzed punigl

"y e -
o quarter (28.5% aud 2 such as

spanking or scoldinz. Ore-tenth (11.14° and 9.490 of the mothers were

not concerned or were zpethetic shout their children's behaviour,
+

including some who cuployed a vaviety of ctrategies ir sty

In shurt,

significently between tie offeader znd the non-offender groups.

Table LIT = 14

Fathers? usuel) wuszthod of suncrvision

Offenders Nop~cffenders
Noe % Noe %
Guidance, advice an- 229 51.6 211 £7.6
setting a guod example
Spanking, scolding 145 32.6 0. 17.b
Indifferent or incon- 70 158 69 15,0
sistent e

Total hlily 100,0 L60 100,0

%2 - 30,96 P <,001



The I1T-14 shows that the methods used by fathers differed

4

two grovps. Fewer fethers of the offendors

P_
(¢

significantly beltween

(51.6%) ‘than those of the non-offenders (£€7.6%) used guidance, advice

@

and example~setting as & means to supervise their children. But, more

cffenders (32.5%) than non-offenders (17.4%) were scolded or spanked

It appesrs that

g

personal enc gevient, by fathers

It is not uvncommon in a Chinese family for the mother to plg

a major vole in supervising her children, npor s it too strange to find

UU

the Tather being more stern end hershe. Although, as the data have

revealed the wethods used by mothers msy not be relsted to delinquency,

the metholds employed by falhe fects upen
PAET J it

childrents behaviour. The use ¢f ratker then

-
& o
4 ¥

pusitive advice, by the father dees rot seem to be an effective wag

wd preventing the occurrvence of uandesirable

1
oW

in conveying mural idsas

‘O‘

act to their perents’ suvervisicn and contrcl? Table
SIT-1S and 11716 revenl some of their attitudes towsrd parsatal control.

Table I1T-15 shovs that the difference in response to the

opinicen that children sheuvld inform their psreats before going

a (h() _,;-\

— ~ . o o e T e oo .
was significant. Less offend &Y _thon non-offenders

er
considered it necesssry to inform their parents when going outb.




A
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Table TIT -~

1
HShould Chl]ofeq inform their parents when they zo out?!”

Offenders Hon-offencders
Ne. % No. %

Lpree 369 78.0 Lz 91.6
ree 104 22.0 Lo 8.4

SRR [SUn.

Total 477, 100.0 L7 100.0

D
X" = 34,16 P <,001

nears

parenis
Terents very cften PRt 6865  (Los)
do not understand
their offspring
Pzrents do not give (455) %7.9%  (459)
enoush freedom to
theiv offspring
s s, I L=

cnts - often sa.0%  (456) 51.4%  (453)

stv*boru =nd lack
2. . o H

Most of vhat porents S2.6% (W60} 50.9¢  (446)
teach Is right

However, T»Lle III-16 shows thuat the two groups did not

iffer sigrificsntly ss regerds to their opinions on other statenents.
About the same proportion of offenders and non-offenders felt

children should pay. filirl piety to their psrents, and that most of

whzt parents teach is right. MNonctheless, there were consistently,

though elightly, wore offenders than non-cffenders agrecing with the
statements that parents very often do not understand their offsoring,

and are often stubbcrn 2nd lack understs

The above dota suggmest that offenders were more lilely thon

r5_to have nerative =ttitudes towsrd parental control.
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7,75 Tdentifiection with Perents
For the c¢hildren to sttach to thelr parents, it uvsually

takes more than just parentsl love. They have to be proud of their

ot -

s, and wsnt to model after them in one way or the other,

Positive modeling by the children is more sffective in shaping their

o
)

havicur than one way "tezching" and “controlling.!

s . - !
Little or mone 187 ook 147 A
Total L&3 1005 Leg 100.0

Tables ITI-17 =nd I1T-18 show that there were slicht bul

h

significent diflerences between the cifendirs =and non-offenders in

5

s which the respondents considered

o

the smount of goed parental sspoc

Y ~.

worth learning. About half of the respondents of the two groups reporited

=

that some pood aspects of their parents weirs worth lesyning. Nevers-

theless, consistently more non-offenders than offenders reported that

plenty or some wspects of their fathers and mothers were

On the contrery, more offenders than non-offenders expresse

d
» little or even no good aspect in their fathers emd mothers

e

there was

1")



which they considered worth lesrning. These data hence suggest that

o

offenders were less likely than mon-offenders to identify with their

3.6 The demend for pocket money

o A

One dimension of perent-child relationship is the supply

ES
L

and demand of pockel money. Since three quarters (76.2%) of the wiolent

crimes commitied by the offenders sampled

o

‘_H
ot

his study were robbery

which is closely related with money, it would be more than neces 5581y

to esxamine how offenders and non-offenders differ in terms of the
sourece and the use of money.

4

Toble TII-19 presents a completely Tferent plcture regerding
the source of pocket money between offenders and non-cf{enders. While
pocket money for thie non=off: rovided hy thzir

(20 o .
(20.020), = mzjority

~._.J
“.!-
p
T
I3t
=~
e
5

that their pocket wouey was srppl
them (6.9%) relied on stealing snd robbary

Kooy .

Table I = 79

e jor a2ous

AL L&

Tetal Lo 100.0 4oo 100.0

259,74 P <001

<
1



Table III - 20

MMeving enouch pocket-money in the pest three wvears?!
Offenders Nen=offenders,
No. % Mo, %
Yes 3k2 YA L=z3 68,4
No 137 28,6 57 1.6

Total 479 100.0 450 1000

™

43.56 < L0071

Table IIT —~ 2%

"Ehen vou were short of money, what did
{

Offenders Hon -offendsrs
/ \ o/
No. el Mo, Sa

or 5% 284 25 6.2
voney

Ly 3l 1y 25.9

o

Borrow it or earn i

Stesl cr rob 8 27 C 0,0
Reduce cxyenses O 2.0 15 27,6
Total 178 100,0 5l 1C0,0

2

in Table ITI-70, obout one out of ten {11.64) nci-

experience of being shori oi pocket money in bhe
hree years, but a greater proportion (28.60) of the offendere
uch zn experience., The difference was statisticzlly a1

When they wero short of money, wiat would thev do? Table ITT1T-27 shows

that holf of the non-offenders (46.%5) vould approach their parentco

.1»

cr siblings, w¢hile a lesser proportion of the offencers (38.4%) daid
il

the same, Offenders (3%4,1%) were more Jikely than non=of

f4ae

te borrow or earn the roney themselves. Morc than a quar

n

of the offenders who were short of money admitted that they s

(\)
(‘1’
0
=
o e~
Y
N
o
‘»
S
[P

robbed to get the money they needed. HNot even one of the offenders
who were short of money had ever considered to reduce ewpenses, while

e
& quarter (27.8%) of the non-offenders had such = consideration.



erences in the source of supply aud menagement of
ignificant between the cffenders and non-~offenderss

offenders vere more likely to fece the

2] shortage. Th

wnts, 2nd were

support ting throuszh

home 1ife

AN
o
[N
a
=3

3
I:"r
Q
=h

and compared several aspe the psrent-

5

child relationship between the offenderc and non-ofienders under study.

Generally speokipg, the previous analysis suggest thet the psrent-

offenders exprossed ca

. Go ) - T e = cen e iy ~ et K s . [ P L. -
s third (5£ouﬂj of the offenisrs had ths same feelirg. In Tast, &

qusrter (26.757) of
she non=offencers

likelv than w

Teble T - 22

en the wholz., do vou congider vouyr famils zehory?h
Cffenders
Ho, o3
Satisfzotory 162 738
Fair 190 9.7
Unsatisfactory 127 26.5 18 %7

Total Log 100.0 591 100.0

by
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3ok

childran

Hence,

heyr soclal=

environment

ns ot 2 at Aore R e R
median monchly dncome of 1,670 =nd $1,57C, resvectively.

embera)

=
G

{}}_; 18 C\} LIRS
o ol o ) T
Sad S 137 27,0

R ot R T 8 I - L TS e e S

Total Lo 100.,0 423 100.0

LECL izt

Eowerer, the fact that

zrms of housing types and fawmi

ré o other

sgesgion of commcdities




Table ITT - 24

Score of Commodities Fossession?

Offenders Hon-offenders

No. 4 No. %

Less than 8 vpoints 100 20,9 54 11.0
nts 199 b1.5 187 281

More than 17 points . 180 37,6 250 5049

n e s o ks N e ey o S

Total 479 1000 Lo 100.0

N
1
o
"
L
U
N

F <001

The score is composed by adding up the
selghted velue of the commodities possessed.

N

Table ITI-24 shows that theve wa

i

5 o significent Glffersnc

o

e
between offenders and non-offenders in respect to the commodities (e,

T i &
radio, rice covker, reiripevater, telephone, television set, gramophone,
ey T U D, O A il FU - . T R U, e NS S . . N
cape recordsy, vashing machine; alr-ccnditioner, sutomobile, and emal)

Table  III - 25

2l Level

s

Non~offend
Noe % Ho. oA

Mo schooling coxr 146 43,1 117 29:6
self tausht

Primary Tl k2.5 180 L5
Secondary 29 11.5 83 21,
9

Post-secondary 10 2

Total 379 100.0 395 100.0



Mother's Zducational Leve]
Off ‘l’“d(“\cé Non=of- ergers
No. % No. A
Ho schooling or 25 8.5 237 5he8
self~taught

Frimary 85 25.6 150 355

Secondary 20 5ok 7 8;7

c.‘)
Mo
[}
-«
§ %}
=
Y
o
@]

Post-seconds

Total 571 100.0 425 10,0

It cen now be concluded that after contrnliing the varisble

N JERIE W . - e P . T T S E
Cae o the Leasons cvould ba that pearental &
ey e s I T s F I R RN v ] P — G T
control were less effective in these deprivad i=wilics.
o

Perents ave charged with a mzjor respensibility for supervising

A7
oud controlling thne conduct of their children. Unless the cuilldren
ave clozely and properly supervised, they mey tend to deviate from
the conventiomal h

& murher of Jond

Generally spealing, offenders were wore likely than non-

k
ffenders to come from fawilies (1) without parental integrity, (2)
3

ith a relatively

Firstly, offenders were more likely to come from less wrable

ﬂ‘
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LI POTEnts wWere more

)

Ie

reported nok living together regularly and were more likely to be



I 5

Saecondly, offenders generslly hed a less favourable snd consistent
relat O1qlif with their family members then had the non-oifenders, They

ommuni.cal

consul

More methers of the offenders wver

While mothers of both groups cmployed similar methods in
supervising their children, fathers of offenders were mors likely to

use physiczl punighment, rather thsn personsl guidsncs. Conseauently,

offenders were more likely than non-offendesrs te have n

were this sore 1lilely %o

<

to receive pocksl money

be self-supporting throug

re less likely then noa-ofienders to be generally sstlsf

thedr fzmily life

Thirdly, ithough the
S non-offenters were guite
poorer iu waterial possessicn than those of non-oifendsrs. Also,
verents of non-offenders were generally

of offenders. Thus, poorer household environments snd less educated

parents vere more likely to have delinguent childrene
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v, LIVING AND NEIGHBOUZEANOD ENVIRONMENT

Introduction

It has often been assumed that a poor living enviromment is the
bresding ground for juvenile delinguents. Youngsters living in an

overcrowded home where disharmonious relationships among family members

prevailed would feel very reluctant to stay at home. Whan the bfvﬁgsters
loitered in the streels, uncontrolled by the family and the cal

system, they were suhjected to all kinds of negative influences that
exigt in the community. If the neighbourhood enviromment was conducive

to a delinguent subculture; this would render the youngsters vuprotected

t=

roi the many criminal activities that happensd arcund them,

In tiods chapter. we shall discuss the living and neighbourhood
enviromment as reportad by the respondents, and to analyse whether iy

sspect of the living conditions is coaducive to the development of a

iy

delinquent, Firstly, the neighbourhood envicomment es perosived by

'ﬂ

non-offenders will be analysed. Secondly, the living habite of the

cffenders and ncun-offenders will be compared. TFinslly, the conditions

of the 1ivirg envivomment, and the degree of sahisfaction by the respone

s

i ghbourhcod Enviromment

they liveds The most frequent responses were that there were
ety

Sinre wh have matched as much as possible, the housing types
of the non-oifenders with thuse of the offenders, the nature of the
neighbourhood environtent might be reflested from the opinions gathered
from the non=offenderse It is hoped trar the subjective feelings of
owr younger generafion cn their neighbourhood environment might proviide
us with some insight inte the neibrs of the enviromient where tha off

were brought upe

An overwhelming majority (93.0%) of the non~offenders cluimed

that there were criminals of one itype or another in the districts where

neighbourhood ‘members of triad soci 22.0%), 'teddy-boyst  (27.0%)
: 3 J J
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end 'drug addicts' (26.0%). Though the proporticn presented might

erate the situation becsuse these were subjective responses of the
youngsters, the fact that the non-offenders, at so young an age, could
epprehend the existence of these deviants sround them is rather alarming,

nd 15 suggestive of the complexities of the neighbourhood environment

)

in which they lived. Az %o the nature to crimes which occurred in

their neighbourhcod, table IV-1 gives a more detailed description,

Table TV = 1

Type of crime which occurred in the neishbourhcod

:
s perceived by sen-offznders®

Resporses by

non--0ffenders

Noo 9%

Robheries, burgleries 775 Lok
Theft 173 20.8
Tllegal gembling o5 1108
Gaog fight 75 9.2
Durg cddiction 55 7.8
Misdemeanour by teddy Loys 57 6.9
Irdecant assavlt, rape 8 160
Very 7ev offsnces cecur 17 21
Tetal 629 100,0

* Bach rezpondent may check two ansverse

Rebvberies, burglaries and theft constituted more than 60.0% of
the crimes mentioned by the non~offenders. These offences were mostly

committed against lhe person or his propsrty.

Moreover, most of non-offenders often live in fear, as more than
70:0% of them admitited that they were afraid that the criminals in
their district might give them trouble. A number of them also reported that
their family or their neighbours had already been disturbed by these

people. Table IV-2 shows that about 31.4% of the non-offenders' family



n

[R3

R
D

had been disturbed by the criminals, while about 50.7% of the vespondents
¢laimed that their neighbours were sometimes or frequently disturbed by

such people.

Table IV - 2

Fewily or nsichbours of nop-nffenders that were
reported to have bgen disturbed by crimipals

Fauily Neighbau ]
Noo ¢ No. 9
Erequently 2 0okt 13 2.6
Sometimes or cccasionslly 152 370 236 48,1
Never 335 6&.2 223 b5k
No answer 2 0okt 19 3.9

Total ko1 - 100.0 491 1006 0

In a neigilouchood environment where al lesst three oul of *ten

households could mot lead a peaceful fomily 7 1ife ¢f their own, the

-

veness of a ‘eriminsl

[N

sericusness and extens atmosphiere’ could not be

doubteds Tt is very fortunate that the nou-offenders had not been lured

-2

te join the eriminal circle. The encompassing control of the families
over them in veriors ways (see chapter IIT) might be = major factor in
redueing the impact of such environmental compiexities., The importance
ef this familial factor iw further supportcd by the following disscussion

on the living habits and living envircmmsnt of the offenders.

Living Habit

As has been pointed out in Chapter- IT, we have made attempis
to match the

sing type of the two groups of respondents. Hovever,
there were some offenders (G.7%) who lived in street corner,; boats, ar
lorries, and it was not possible to find enough non-offenders to match
theme On the whole, the proportion of respondents living in governmeant
low cost housing, in resettlement estatés and in private Housing wers

quite similar in the two groups. When housing type, the vardiable that



was often found to be highly correlated with criminal activities, was
controlled, the effect of other factors might become mere distinguishable
Thus, when comparisons are mazde between offenders end non-offenders in
this section, the group of youngsters who claimed no permanent dwelling
place is discarded from anslysis. Tun this way, the housing type of the

P

two groups are satisfaclorily wmatched.
(&) Y

Since femilial control has been established to be an important
factor in reoucing the proneness towards delinquency, it is not too
suprising to find that the offenders had a greater tendency to live

away from homee

Table IV = 3

Whether living with family

Cifenders Nop-of fenders
of M ol
NO@ 7o No. 70
Yes 355 79. ' hg2 98.6
I‘IC‘ 9? 20‘:6 7 1 G bl
Total lhs 100, 0 89 10060
z
YT = Q055 P QCi
Tanhlzs ITVo?% shaows that one out of fiv: offerders werg not 1iving

with hig family as contrasted with lous

A

in the non-offenders®

proupe Awong those oifenders who lived away from home; two thirds of
them had moved out foir more thau one year befure thoy were caught for
the offence committed. Their reascas Tor moving out ars presented In

Table IVl



Table TV - k4

Msin Reason for moving away from Home

Offendars

Noo %

Quarrelled with family members 21 26.5
Unwilling to bBe restricted by 20 47571
fomnily members
Like to be iree and live alone 18 154
Inadequate space at home L 3o lt
Dissatisfied with living 3 2.6
environment
Inharmonious relationship 2 1.7
with neighboirs
Envivonment w00 heterogenous 3 205
Trouble with triazd society 3 2.6
members neariy
Too far frou working place 22 18,8
Others 11 2,3%

Total 147 1000

It is quite obvious that the disrvption of sffectionate familial

f=9
ot

or

wes the major drivings force that dnduced the offendeis to

move out, Thus, about- 60.0% of these offenders moved cut because they
quarralled with, or felt restricted by other family members (see the
first three items in tsble IV-4)., Also, cne out of five moved out
becauvse their home was too far from their working places.e In this way,
a conseguence of their early employument was a weakening of the bond
betvween them and their families.

Mot only were there more offenders living away from their families,

o
but alsc their dwelling places avpeared ta be more unstable than the non-

b} - [
offenders, Table IV=5 shows that one out of four of the offenders had
had the experience of moving house during the past year, oni of which
more than & third had moved house more than once. It is also distiressing

to note that there weve still fen offenders who remarked that they had



no fixed abode, even though those cases living in temporary dwellings

had been eliminated from analysis.

Table IV =5

Number of times moved house past year

Offenders Non~offenders
Noo % Noe %
Not even once 248 77,9 495 9701
Once 54 12.5 12 25
Two to three times 25 5.6 1 0e2
Four times or more 8 : 1.8 1 C.2
No fixed abode 10 2~2 o] 0.0
Total Lk 1000 489 1000
2 . o
17 = 78.73 P L 001

Moreover, more offenders than von=cffenders admitted that ther

shown in Table

they scuimetimes ox often atayed overnight in temporary dwellings as conpared
te less than D5.0% of the non-offzunders who gave cuch responses. On the
other hand, wost (93.6%) of the non=offenderz, &as compared with only hel”

of tlie offenders; had never stayed away from home.

Toble IV = 6

Stayed overnight in temporary dwellings

Offenders Non=offenders

Neos % No, %
Often or very often 35 7.8 0 0.0
Sometimes 103 23,0 14 2.9

Rerely 75 16.8 v 25
Newver 23l 52,4 L58 9%.6

Total Ll 100.0 489 100,0
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Trom the dava presented, il is evident that more offenders

tended to drift from one dwelling place to another. Living away from
femily, many of them had no stable residence. They were the roctless
groupy and they had no security over their own livelihood, nor sny sense
of belonging to the community. Likewise, they tended to shift from one

1

job to another and often became unemployed in between jobs (see Chapter 6).
In this manner, they had to cling to their friends, and spend their

leisvre with their peers (see Chapter 8). It is thus easy for them to

cultivate undesirable habits, and to internalize the values upheld by
the delinguent groups. Hence, the living hebits of the youngsters is
a gignificant intervening variable in the process whereby they became
delinguentze The floating character of their living places deserves far

more attention by the policy mekerse

One possivle rzeson for the offendsrs 1o move oub was the

dissatisfacticn with the pocr housing conditions. A srowded home,; or =

ciers:

shabby house, is very uncomfortable to live in, and

Q

more vnwilling to stay at home. Having meny households sharing ore flzat

]
!—;
n
[9}
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emong neighbours, aud

Since we have matched the iypes of housing bestween the two groups,

N

oviromsent should ‘e .ather similar., However, when
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housing type is seperately analysed, still some differences exisio

Number of households in residence with Tamily (Tu Private Housing)
Offender Hon~ocf{fenders
Noa % Noe %
One 91 52,0 133 65.2
Two to three L8 27.b 55 270
More than four 36 20.6 16 7.6

Total 175 1000 20k 100,0

X5 = 13,91 F <0001



A11 of the respondents living in resettlement estates and
government low cost housing had only one household in the premises, as

would be expected. However, for those rescondents living in wrivate

4 '

housing, the offenders' families mere often shared the residence with

other familie Table ITVe? shows that one=-fifth of them even had four

(‘u

or more than four households living in the same flat. Most probably,

these were residents of old tenement floors, and it is not too difficulg

n

to envisage the crowdedness and poor living conditicns of such premises.

Takle IV = 8

Number of perscns in residence (In Private Housing)

Cfienders Hon=of fenders

N, 9% No. %

1. 6 . 10 22.9 92 3555
7 = 10 7 b1, &6 Lz.2
More thay -1 63 25,0 b5 22.5
Total 175 100.0 204 10C0

Table TV~ & ghows that fov the reoponderts who lived ia private

housing, the offenders shared the premises with more other persons than

the nenemoffenders, As for ths other housiug types, there was no difference

betwesn ths two groups in terws of the number of persons in residence.

s -

T

Hence, the crowdzdness of private housing

e conducive to delinouency.

Loke2 Satisfaction with living enviromment

Since it is exzpected that people living in different housing typse
perceived thelr neighbourhood environment differently, the type of
ousing respoudents lived in was separeted when analysing the degrse of
i I pond 1 d hs ted wi 1y g the degrse of

atisfaction with the living enviromment. The data are presented in

S5h
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The totals in the table shows thet on the whéle there was not
Fal

much difference in the vroporiion of offenders and non~offenders who

were setisfied with the internal living environment, such as 'quietude’,

‘space inside the house', end 'ventilation'. However, as regards ic the
externagl surr¢undings of the 3esideA@e the offenders were; quite sure

f the non-~effenders,

house, There were alsc

proportionally more offenders (MLo2%) then non-cffenders (30.8%) who
were sstisfied with public recreationsl faciiities. These differences
in opinion were highly significant (P < .001).

A poszible interpretation was that the non-offenders were more

restvicted by their parents in playing or to meeting friends cutsids

their home, or they often felt that their surrovndirgs were too full of

persous copducting illegal sctiv

a5 evidenced in their repcert that they often meet their friends snd play

with them in football-grounds snd playgrounds (see Chavter 7).

FOVEernar st Low-cos ]

Sy

favourable, These difference

MOt -

he most striking observation occurs in ﬁh:’squatter area category,

where there was unanimous dissatisfsction ameng the non-gffenders towards
adequacy of space outside the house and public recreational Ffacilitiese

It seewms that these youngsters, themselves alresdy the very deprived group

scecially and econmomically, were the most neglected group with regards to

Q0

participation irn covmunity welfare, Social discontent and potential

delinguency might one day evelve from such & groupe



L5

Beeides, for those ysungsters living in resettlem
their dissatisfaction regarding overcrowdeduess, both ins
the residence, &s well as noisiness and poor ventilation
was indicated by their responses to items in these aspect

uch en environment, and elso being discontented with the

]
3

ent estatas,
ide and ouiside

of the premises,

S5e  Living in

provision of

adequate public recreational facilities, the youngsters would very likely
s ¥ & ¥ Vi

becowe frustrsted and dissatisfied. If the bonds between

families and schools were weakened, they wight tend to ch

frustrations through illegitimate means,

Swmmary

It is rather zlarming that tbe youngsters (the no

hbourhood tha

them and

arns] thei:

=

A}

n=affenders)

Lt is so true

hurglaries, thefts and geng fig
nood, =nd thet guite a few of their ginbours or even th
n disturbed by or nalea

The olfenders ware mere 1likely than the non-offer

caway Irom home or to have ne stable dwelling place. The

negative influences that exist in their surroundings.

The over-crovd of some of the pris

lso found to be possible breeding grownds of

of such housiug conditions or re-lscation f residents 1ivi

spaces should be a majcr concern of the authorities as =
the development of potential delinguents.

‘ 2

The offendsrs were more satisfied thsn the non-of
the space cutside the nouse and the provision of public T
facilities. In ovr opinions, however, this may indicate
felt more free and safe %t¢ roam in the streets or engages
in playgrounds.

On the whole,; the living environment might be tre
tent intervening varisble in the linking up of family con

ducational control, with peer group asscciation, and lai

ghts were cummon activities in their neizhiour-

nders to i

Wa

drifting natura 2f

fenders towards
ecreational
that the offenders

3

in activities

ated as an Lmpole
ditions, and

sure activities.
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V.  SCROOLING AS A CONTROL FACTOR

brosd sense is to provide cnnors

s

Education in

)

nity for

u
people to live a fuller life which subsequently will improve tle.

quedity of community living. It is to a large extent throueh the

.

educational system that societal values and noras are franam

;o the younger generation. Apart from providing children with

essentiel knowledge and skills to earn their living when they grow

vpy education should be responsible, in part, for character
To learn, to creats and %o achieve ave also Tundamental psychel
a persocito When &
normally expected to be in
kours in cehool as in bis

agent for the cbilde. s It dis also.a systew whereby the childia

is controlied, Tt will Le worthwhile +t5 fi-d cut whethor *hos.,

5G
A

In Hdong Kong free primary educailon wos introduced in Say
-
ERetya i L 3 am Y - 2 “ - 5 3 iagr
19717 Chi.dren who reached school age vedlore thig time, hows

wight or might not go to school. The schonling
ana non-offenders are thererore to be con 1pe.

Lo find out the relationship

three aspests to be Jdiscussed arc (1) The learning chavastericsti

Motivation for learning and (3) The school droo-out pat

Learning Cliaracteristics

How much the youths could internalize the so
values through schiooling could be reflected in the degrea
educetional aspiration, a person who is neld within the bond of

educational system would mosgt Likely obtain more satisfaction

class., In Tabl

attainment between offenders and non-offenders is observed.

:—4«'
L normat

e V-1, a significant difference in tzrms of educa?

s
(]
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Offenders Nou-offenders
Noo % No. 7

e 58 12.2 2

hre
imary four to Primary six 256 54,0 136

o

Below Primary t}
Pri

o
o~ o
o

o =

Form one to Form two 11k 2hol 5 30.5
Form three to Form four 29 8.2 120 24 U
Form Tive or above 7 1.5 83 16,9

Total Lok 100.0 Loy 1000

or

The cless posidtion oi the offenders were also in conirast with

¢

the non~offenders as shown in Teble Vo2,

Table Vo 2

Sohool narior:

‘Qnaq‘f’fur, doy

A
o o S o

Ho, %4 No. %

Eelnw average cxr 2lmosy =Q ey o q e

_ L0 s 2e 7 [ae I S Y )

the lowest )

Lbout average 228 A4S, 266 804
Above gverage or near

& - ok ;\)8 _Lq 6 J -1 Q f,h Q

the top ° e coes

Total Lol 100,0 Ly 100,0

On the whole, the dats suggest mors offenders (66.2%) than

non-offenders (28,2%) had attended primary school oaly, but Coxsiderably
higher percentages of the non-offenders (71.8%), compared with the
offenders (31.8%); had studied up to Form five level. lHore non-
offenders (84.5¢) fendes 556 7% i :

about average and above average in class positions. AL1

2]
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npresglon thal those who remain longer in schood
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Offenders Hol fifenders
Noo % Hos e

)
no
IS
N
U
o
~J
N
o
n
o
no

Complete primary school

s

Complete secondary school
or matriculated

}.A
\
2%
£
o.
=
E..)
O
N
=
Ut
o
noy

4

Post secondary or university

(&)Y
(@)
f
o
O
n
{_J
na
-
W
)
[€xY

=
N
-3
t
o
o
&
D

Total 335 100,0

(= = 147,75 P < o001

Table V-4 reveals a drema*tic centrast of such selfi~expeciatione,

- ]

Kore thanr one third (35.7%) of ithe oifsnders us compared to one

,.

- . - 2l da a7 2 - .
rmately one sixth (1¥.9%) of the cifenders had such eupectations.

¥hen Taebles V-3 wad Vel compared, it ds interesting to

L £ ie ) L e " . - v oy A - oy At B
thet for the orfencers® groun, parents’ expectation ic

One's self-inags is usuaily enhanced by self-ful fillwent ond

s
favourable reflection from otherse. School performance and the relation-

HERS S SYRY S TP ~ vy A oo Al < - o N g ] 3
Baip witn teachers gund gschoolmates afleuts the child's selfl-image and

Table V-5 shows the general atiitude of teachers as recalled
by respondents. While both offenders and non-offenders (66,45 : 63,9%)

-

similerly recalled that their teschers were kiné and amiable, more

H/) a.
wers authoritaprisn, irrational or cold. Intersstingly enough more nonw-
offenders (21.4%) than offenders thought their teachers were ordinsry
or stricte.



Kind and amishle 296 6 b B0 £75.5

Luthoritarian, irretional - , X
or cold i 106 23,8 59 1h.7
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HMoreover, there were slightly wore

the non-nffendsrs then by the offenders (Table V~5).

i3

Non-ofrendo

4 7

104 # Noe
(XN - 0
None l}‘“.f. ZQ o?‘ 2060
A " - o o
One or two 215 Lg 0 4l 8

7 %y .y 5 FAA - - ——

Hore than tures 130 2736 e 55,0
st e S e

¥hen we compeare the offenders’ and no

o
schoclmates we find that the latlte

[Sh

- s o ‘ol P Iy A
than the offenders (Table V7).
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apparent thatb

Y - . 3 “ » ” L 3\ *
sehools in tae offenderd grouvp (15.6%) than ixn the nen-cof

group (3.2%). As the need for peor group ansoclation is gzreat in
aiolencance, isolaticn would develop an uniavoursble of
) i | i Dz Turther support i

irntimate

None-o

v L vy, e g ey
sunodliisates were

of
7

Proficient in "Hung Fu"

n arts

e

Talented

¥ Figures i otul number of r
whe provi the 4toms,

e



less assccisted with those who had high school performsnce, who wers
t to teschers, and who paid filial plety to parents. dowever,

they were more likely vo prefer those who were hrave and willine to

venture out end who were profilcient in "Kung Fu''s It was evident
the offenders were the more active type who faveured sdventnre smd

As Mr. J. Caler, the Coamissioner Azoin

outy the wacle education system was just a ‘winner
won wers those who made the examinations. "It

Systen 1s gee

anvironmenta,

in avademic

i
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Moreover, b fenders and non-offenders who aduitted that

O
they were not the study type slsc tended to admit that they did not

J oL

e

do too well in examinations. Tsble V-10 shows seli evaluation o

e

school performance and thelr admittance of being not the type th

©

did well in schoole.

Percentage of offenders snd non-offenders whoss
self evaluati D G in c¢lass and who

considered Lhemseives not the study type
Below average Average Above averaose
Offenders 80.0% (155) 52.6% (219) 6.5% (8&)
Non-offenders 53¢7% (67, 2L 1% (273) ¢8;as 116)

Though the data dld not point ont the direction of the ascoois.
tiong it io likely that each factor reinforces the other. Hence, cne's
self-image may acccunt for onse's beh-viocur,
To ~onclude this secticrn, motivatior for learnivg could cer-

tainly be alfected Ly the parents’ ien of educational achieve-

ment of their vhild, the self-expectation of school performance of tie
child himself ang other affectionsl aspects in scheol. Tables V=3 and

V-l chowed more parents of ncn-offenders (L3.5%) thar offenders (27.1%)
expected their children to study in post secondary school. Likewise

more non-offenders (h9.6%) than offenders (17.9%) expected themselves

to study in post secondary schorl.

A child will be less motivated to learn if he has a low self
esleen as a result of his recultant poou reiationship with schoolmates,
and repeated failures in examinations in school. More offenders, as
suggested by the foregoing presentations, were unfortunately reported
to be in the situation just described. It zeems, therefore, tha
youths who are less motivated to study will have a greater chance to

become delinguent.
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Eerly Schoel Diop-oul

Early school dropeout 1s usually considerved as s Tacthor

contributing to delinguent behaviour because, assuming thatl the

.

cialising system, the controlling bond

]
n
o

I

schiool is a positis

between the school and the ¢hild will become weakened, The nuihar

of drop-outs among offeunders and the resasons for dropping ocus of
school are weorily of exploration.

3 t o
offenders 16h.

S = da1e ’ aZ 3 3 2 S - o 3= i -, ny
one sixth (l?olkﬁ had given up schocling but wuas v inloyec,
Altogetll 81..8¢ fenders were out of school, while loss then a

<
©
=
<+
<D
2]
r\({)

] 7\ NS . o - . . Lo
24.0%) of the non-offenders were in this categorv.

nf pes spondaonts

r‘“i'ﬁrﬂ "l’\"\r

g

g 1. - -

nven up schooling bug

%« V£l IP 5¢C - ALng Duyg 82 1.1 15 2.0

15 wmemnploy=a - -

Full e o. pavi tim

Ak L ue ~ Rave olie a .~
s L8.2 373 760

e s e s T

Total rls 100.0 Loy 1080

Looking back at Table V-, we discover that nine ou% of tan
of the offenders (90.3%) received education at Form 2 level or below.
Thus, it is cbvious that the school drop-out rate is bigh smong
offenders as very few of then hod complated secondary education.
There is also a distinguisheble demarcation ot Frimary 6 as being

the peak of édropping out of school. This phenomenon is nod Loo sur-
into secondary sciaools i3 Keen
st sccondary school places for all the
1ldren sitting for the Secondary School Botrance Examination

izht not be able to affcerd

to have their childven ztadv in costly privets mecondary schnolss
3 sty pri £ Fecondar
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However, when the reasons for dropping out sclh are
examined, 1t is very interesting to find that only a very small
proportion (23.9%) of the offenders reported financial difficuliies

e study. HFost of them

5 O

vortionally lesa non-offenders than offenders lof
~ . - . ’ n
of scademic motivation (H41L.6¢ ¢ 72.7%)., Since th

tion of these two groups of youngsters were guits
Chapter III), it is natural %o find thzt *he brop
to distontinue study for finsncial difficulties i
two gronpe. HMorcover, since the nroportions were
(23087 and 31.0%), we may consider that financial

Table V

of raesp

Teble V o 12
Main roasons out of school

no motivation to

ing out

s for dropp

those given by the
non-~offenders thsan

0.3%), aud

school

certion of rosvondents
s gsinmilar betwesn the
relatively smoll
problem Zs not lie
~12 shows the distri-
cndents,

LTI,
Cffendsrs
HrLEODSLS

o

,..J

!_.J

el

o

N

Total

<

A

\'s)
AN
-

N

Non-orferdang

v /-
ifOz f:x.?
15 1559

n

7
¢

o
\
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lack

chief peason for dropping out o

how the respondents looked at thelr school 1ife experiesnce

Very enjoyable 160 3367 197 Lo.t
Ordinary 120 2% .2 186 37,9
-0 - [s} -
128 29.0 35} 173

£rg - !
Lh.l he?
Tatel Lyg 109.0 fon 100.0

>
¥o o= 57.71 P <l 001

favourahly
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Livcady working 31.0 &h 7 103 20.9

Pornoup schooly but
i, nemploryad

i1 atterding school 81 16,9 258 7209

while study 6 1.3 15 Lo

fotal hog 100,.0 Las, 1000

¥= = 728,57 P <. ,001

The tszble alsce p

the two grovps in terams

~ ’ - o e s ~ s " . ",,
offenders (76.0%) were school boys and girls, waile for most of fha

B

~ n O ol e . - - 22
offendere (21.8%) were no longer studying.

No less striking

young offenders Legan worl at o very

those whe hed werkiug

they were less than 1

The above data reflect the exisvence of child labour in our

sociely although compulscry primary edvcation and child labour laws
introduced in Hong Kong.
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Apart from the above mentioned contributing facter for early

employment of young offenders, ths parentel expectation of the child's
educational level also ix fiuc Ged the child's employment pattern. The

crogsewtabulation of age at first employment and parent's expectation

Fad . P .o - g : . L - . N . .
of education level in Table VIe4 shows significant differernce betwoen

znd those whose parents sexpected lzss education achisvement of then.
Apparently, the children whose parents exnected less asademic achiove-

i
ment from them went out to work esrlier
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f o o P I o )
4dge at firs Primary Secondary Post- i
euployment schiool school secandary o Lol
! Y ~/ - 24 -
Ne.o G N0e % oo G Noo f&’

13 (z2.4)  ao00  (hh,o)

4+
N

o
Ul
[a]

=
0O
. A

,.\
na
N
o
(s
I
=
N P I~
o
N
o
it
R N
o
(8.9}
0
-2
N2
Q2
ol
N
[
3 ~d
o
55
)

1% or uader s

\,

;..,1
o
o
0
:_J
~2
8%
D
o
M
Tt
£
-
[
[}
Q
~

it or shove 4

N
SN
o
-3
p—g
!
O

Toteld 52 {(100.0) =5 {(100,0) 20% (L00,0)

P
h
O
@]
-
[
e
s o
FJ
(2

¥ s 22,02 P 001
In connection with the fact that parcoats’ £
educationsl level of their ¢
e s o RN s e ae y - N -
wne coonomic situsticn of the fawily was also related to gariy 2lrpLoy-
mente Offenders whose fathers earned very little went out to womnk

earl

J‘J.

er. It is reasonsble that poorer families would expect thelr
children to leave school and to go to work at an early age in order %o

supplement the family dncome. Table VI-5 may well speaks to this fscte

1
hildren was a factor in prompting smployment
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Not only were there differences between the two groups with
sgards to the locations of getdving to know their intimate fr

i
Tenders and non-offenders went to obvicusly different

T e N &
=L 80 g of

Q

A al e PR~ %
te friendgs®

R e i et R R

Non-gffenders

L=ty

Layground, park, bezch 3ho b5.0 223 b2 b
1

hemng

Youth centre 10 13 20 .8

i
N

ohal 55 1000 526 1000

¥oBach responkdent could give two aunswers to this

PR P P,
hey were

and sccial activiiies for the zoutha.
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Sk

Assuming that reciprocal influences will take place beiween
friends, éspecially between intimate friends, it is certain that
intimate friends of the offenders who worked in the musie hall and
gambling stall, who were chivalrous in character, and who were
daring and proficient in "Kung Fu", would be highly influential on
‘the offenders who were, in .turn, likely to confirm to these reference
groups or significant others.

The influence of intimzie friends over the offenders wss

o
1da
=

reinforcec by the fact that their friends were easily accessibl

their neighbourhood and playground, and that they usually enter

themselves in 2 plsyground or in gembling stall, dance hell s44d

billiard room.

Trind Trvoclvement

Much has been said and writien on the connection of tfiaé

.
societies™ with criminal activities. Triads are blamed by the publiic
or their ssrrifying acts,; such as armed rcbberies, gang bfawls,
infiltration into schocls, intimidation of giris and iavolvement in

extortion rackets. As shown in .Table VII-S, must offenders (73.1)

had irtimare friends being members of trizd soclety as compared %o a

small proportion (21.2%) of the nonw-offenders who admitied that some

\
/
of their iniimate friends were triad members. No less interesting is

r
that akout half of the offendars (5207%} had many intimate friends in
triad societies, while only a very few non-offenders (2.8%) had inti.
mate friends in triads, It is worth exploring further the proporticu
oi respendents who were triad members, the channels through which *hey
became associated with the triad members, and the nature of the influ-

ence the trizd members had on them.
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-Table VITI - 8

Intimate friends being member of triad society

Offenders Non-offenders
N Noo % No. %
Many ' 222 - 5267 13 2,8
SOme : 86 200‘!’ : 86 18 o}'*'
Very few ‘ 16 3.8 102 21.8
Not even one ' 97 22,0 266 57,0
Total 421 100,0 Y 100.0
5 .
X = 325073 P < oOOl

Table VII-9 shows that amongst 479 offenders, 181 (37.8%)

+ admitted that they were members of the triad societies while only oue
‘.of the non-offenders claimed he wac a triad member. As the number of
1ytriad memiers ih‘the»nonfoffenders group is négligible, the folleowing

¢iscussion will be confined to the offenders' grour.

Table VIl - ¢

Zespondents as members of triad society

Offenders Non—offenders
Noo % " Nos %
Yes 181 37,8 1 0.2
No , 298 62,2 490 99,8
Total : 499 100.0 Loy 100,0
X% = 224.69 P < 001

The offenders' main reasons for joining the triad societies
is shown in Table VII-10,
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Table  VII - 10

Main reason for joining the triad society

Offenders

7 No. %

Find friends to spend leisure hours 3h 18.8
Get some protection 87 48 .0
Being forced to join 6 olt
Because intimate friends also joined 19 10.5
Mod -and heroic | 5 2.8
Curious, for fun 20 11,0
Others 10 5.5
Total . 181 100.0

It is duite obvious that the major reason for the offenders to
join the triad society is to get some protection (48,0%), to spend free
hours {18.5%), and to follow the footsteps of thneir intimate Ifricnds
(10:5%) . The channels [or them to join tne triad societies were wany.
‘Most of them joined through introduction by frizads (48.1%) or by his

own Ffree will (323.1%). Further details are shown in Table VII-1l,

Table VII - 11

Chennel in joining triasd society

- Offenders

Noe %
By self 60 33,2
Directed by family members - 2 1.1
_Ihtroduced by friends ‘ 87 L& .1
Introduced by schoolmates ' 16 8.8
Irtroduced by heighbours 6 3.3
Being threatened to join 6 2.3
Introduced by colleagues in factory 2 1.1
Others 2 1.1

Total 181 100.0



It is also useful to find out where the offenders first met
their triad acquaintance. - Table VII-12 shows that quite a large
number of them had their first contact with the triads in their
neighbourhood (31.0%) and playground (23.2%), while the rest were
in school (8.8%), party (5.5%), herbal tea shop or coffee house
(6,7%), illegal gambling stall, opium divan or billiard room (8.8%),
A few reported that they had their first contact in youth centre,

probétion home, training centre, prison and others (16.0%).

Table VIT -~ 12

Places where offenders had their
first contact with triad society

Offenders

Noo A %

School 16 8.8
Neighbourhood 56 31,0
Playground : b2 2302
Party 10 5¢5
Herb=l tea wshop or coffee house 12 6.7
Tllegal gambling stall, opium . .
- L f_— . . . .].6 8 el

divan, billiard room

Youth centie, probation home, o _
~ prison and nthers : 29 16.0
Total - ‘ 181 100,0

In what kinds of activities were members of triad society
frequently involved? Table VII-13 shows that most activities of the
triads were not law abiding ones, as réported by the foenders under

study.



Table VII - 13

Common activities participated in by triad members

Offenders
Noo %
Gzng fight ' 56 30.9
Robbery and collecting protection fees 21 11.6
rOpium.diVag, billiard room, .illegal Ll 2,3
gambling stall
Party, bar, music hall 30 16.6
Picnic, outdoor activities, cinema.
: : O
tea house and others 19 10.5
No answer 11 6.1
Total S 181 100.0

R

The most frequent activities were gang fight (30.9%4), and
visiting opijum divan, billiard room ana illegsl gambling stall (24.3%),
These triad activities might contribute to delinguent behaviour of the

youngsterso

When asked if they wanted to leave the triad society if they
could have a choice, only 98 (54.1%) out of 181 triad member offe.iers
said they would like to leave the triads. about half of them mein-
tained that they would like to remain s triad members or could not
make up their mind. Apparently triad activities were still atﬁraetivo

to them and thus many of them still wished to remsin as triad membevs,

Many respondents, though themselves not triad members, had hod
connection with triad societies in one way or snother. The character~
istics of these youngsters must not be ignored. Table VII.1l4 shows
that a considerable number of youngsters (S51.4%) in the offenders
group and a small percentage (16.1%) in the non-offenders group had
some connection with triads though they had not actually joined the
triad society. Hereafter, we will call this group of young people as

"triad associates',
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‘Table VII - 14

Having connection with members of triad society

Offenders Non-offenders
Noe. - 9% No., %
YeS 21?6 51 ,;,L} 79 16 ol
No 52 10.8 k11 83,7
Not applicavle
(Triad members) 181 37.8 1 0.2
Total L9 100,0 491 100.0
X° = 542.13 p < 001

Amoag the offenders, the triad associates were in many ways
similar to the triad members. They became acquainted with members ot
triad SOCiety in their néighbourhood and playground, and parﬁici?ated
in ‘the sane kinds of activitices as the triad members. (See Tables
VII-15 to VII-17).,

Table VII - 15

Places where first contact is made by triazd
ates wi

rsscociate tn members of triad society
Offenders Non-offenders
Noo % No, %
School - 37 15.0 42 53,1
Neighbourhood 78 21,7 15 19.0
Playground 56 22.8 7 8.9
Party ' 5 2.0 0 0.0
Soft drink shep 9 3.7 2 2.5
Illegal gambling stall, |
opium divan, billiard room 10 'h°1 0 O°Q
"Youth centre, probation‘ B v
home, prison and others oL 30,7 13 165
Total ' 246 100.0 79 1000
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Among the offenders, both the triad members and triad asso-
& —_— U Dy i

ciates made more use of the neighbourhood (31.0% : 31.7%) and the
playground (23.2% : 22.,8%) as their first contaét places with triad
elements (see Tables VIIa12>and VII-15), although a slightly higher
percentage of the triad associates than triad members (15.0% : 8.8%
had their first contact with triad elements in school. Among the

non-offenders, most of the triad associates (53.1%) had their first

contact with triad elements in schoocl.

Table VII - 16

Triad asscciastes: How did the first connection tske pl

Ofﬁgnders Non~offenders
Noa % No. %
i Tlgames in tl ' E :
Playing ballgame¢s in the 51 20.7 15 19.0
playground »
Brawis, quarrels : 11 L.5 3 3.8
Tntroduced by family 2 0.8 1 1.3
Introduced by schoolmates 25 10.2 11 13,9
Tutroduced by friends 70 28.5 12 152
Iutroduced by neighbours 15 6ol > 3.8
Curious, frv fun 7 2.8 0 0,0
Others 65 26 .k 3h k3.0
Total , 245 100.0 79 100,0
X = 11.76 P = N.S,

Again, comparing the triad mcmbters with the triad associates
within the offenders group with regards to how for first contact with
triad elements came about (see Tables VII-10 and VII-16), similaritiss

could be found. Friends were the major channel for assocciating with

triads. Contact through friends had the highest percentage among all
other reasons as to hcw they came into contact with the triad members.
Cne point worth mentﬂonan is that playing bsll games in the playground
was the S9COHQ major channel (20.7%) in making triad contacts. The
playground was also an important channel for the triad associates in
the non-offenders group. 4bout (15.0%) made their first contact with

triads in the playg ound.
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Table VII - 17

Most common -activities participated

E)

in by the triad associsates

Of fenders Non-offenders
Noo. % No. %
Gang fight ' L7 19.1 2k 3004
g .
Robbery and collecting -
protection fees 50 1202 4 Dol
Opium divan, billiard room, - 6.3
illegal gambling stall ' 19 77 > -
Party, bar, music hLall 36 146 b4 5¢1
Picnic, outdoor activities, - S 5.5
cinemaz, tea house and others 56 22.8 < -
No answer ' 58 23%.6 Lo 50,6
Total 246 100,0 . 7% 100,0
XE

= 39023 F < .001

Teble VIil-17 shows an 1nterest1ug comparison between cffenders
and non-offenders who were triad associates. A higher pnrcer%a@e et
non-offenders (30.4%) than offenders (19.1%) participated in gan
fight. Viclent acts, such as robbery and uollectlnﬂ protecrvop
were undertaken more often by the offenders (12.2%) than non-ofie
(5.1%). It is also rather unusual to find that more offender (32;8%)
gave enjoying picnic and outdoor activities as triad activiiies than
the nen-offenders (2.5%) did. However, we have found that more nor-

roffeuderh (50.6%) than offenders (23.6%) were evd51ve, and not res-
_pon81ve to the question as to what they participated most in the triad
act1v1t1es. The non~offenders were more cautious in answering this
question; possibly because they did not want to be caught for illegal
behaviour. Thus, it is very probable that there might have been some

_violenf or illegsl activities not reported by the non-offenders.
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From the above analysis, a coherent pattern of thé association
of offenders with peers and involvement with triads emerged. Many
intimate friends of the offenders were triad members (Table VII-8),
while nine out of ten of the offenders (89.2%) were triad members or
had been in €ontact with triads. Quite a substantial proportiocm (77.%%)
of the offenders joined the triad society in order to associate with a
group to get protection, to spend leisure hours and to associate with
their'iﬁtimate friends. About half (48.1%) of the offenders were introe
duced té triad members by their friends. Moreover, the places where
they came into contact with triad scciety, e.g., playground, neighboiir-
hood, etc., were also places frequently visited by the offenders zni
_ their friends (see Table VII=7). Thus, attachment to peers and invoive
ment with triads for the offenders are two faces of the same coin.
Judging from the frequent illegal activities participated in by triad

members, it is not wiusual to find that many of the offenderst intimatc

friends also committed offencess

Teble VII-18 may be used as a counter creck of whether triad

involvemen® will induce offensive behaviours

Table  VII - 18

Intimate friends who committed offences

Offenders

Nco 90

A1l of them ‘ 29 6.2
A majority of them 80 18,5
Some of them 114 26.3
‘Very few of them : 31 7.2
Nct even one . 181 4y .8
Total g Lz 100,0

Table VII-18 shows that except for 41.8% of the offenders who
reported that none of their intimate friends had committed any offence,
more than half (61.0%) of them admitted that either some or all of

tiheir intimate friends had an official criminal record.
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A major theoreticél COntroveﬁsy in the theories of juvenile
delinquency regarding the attachment to peers is whether the adoles-
cent is alrezdy a potential delinguent when he'ﬁoins the gang or.
undesirable peers or becomes a delinquent only after the associationo

The answer obtained from this study is suggested in Table VII-19.

Table Vil - 19

"Had vou already known ¥our intimate friends
when vou committed the first offence?"

Offenders

Noo %
Yes 421 88,0
No 37 7.8
Not sure 20 L,2
Total L8 100,0

The data show that nine out of ten coffernders had already knowm
their intimzte {riends before they committed the first offence. Con=
tinuous assoclation after their "officisl induction' inteo the criminal
circle would, cf course, increase the tendency and opportunity for
criminal offence. However, it was also very likely that their intimate

.

friends, vwho were mostly triad members (see Table VII-8) or convicse

jol

criminals (see Table VII-18), would facilitate the transaction from
potential delinquent to official criminal, if not from normal adolus-

cent to social deviant.

Summary

| O ncn Mt et

Most adolescents have a need for social acceptance, recognition
and status, but it seems, according to our data, that more non-offenders

thought friends were important to them. Similarly the non-offenders had

-more intimate friends than the offenders. However, the number of intis

mate friends one has does not indicate the nature of the influence of

peers, It is the characteristics of the intimate friends that mattef

most,
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In regard tﬁ.fhe personality traits of their intimate friends
whom the offenders and non-offenders admired most, our findings suggest
that the offenders'#aluéd those who were more chivalrous, daring snd
proficient in "Kung Fu", while the non-offenders respected those who

~were intelligent and hard working.

The places where offenders and non-offenders made their
acquaintances were quite different. While thevmajéfity of the non-
6ffenders repbftéd to have met their friends in school, about half of
the offenéers indicated that they had acquainted their friéﬁdS'in thelir
neighbourhood or playgrounds Both offenders and non-offenders suggesied
that they enjoyed playing ballgames'invthe'playground and going to the
park.or bezch with their friends, but the offenders alsc spent their
leisure hours with their friends in gambling stall,; dance hsll and
billiard room,

- Trilad involvement reported by the respondents is quite alaiwitig .

Al

More intirate friends of offenders than ihe non-offenders were revuritoed
to be triad members, More than half of the offenders aduitted that they
had many intimate friends in *he triad societiss but very few of ihe
vﬁon-offenders reported in the same manrer. Moreofer, among offenders,
abouv two-fifth admitted that they were triad members thenselves; about
ore-half r-ported that they were triad associates, that is, having
cennections with triad societies. On the other hand,‘a much smallar
proporticn of non-oifenders (less than one-fifth) reported to have
connectivn with triads and only one said that he belonged to = trind

societye.

The channels by which the youngsters became triad members and
triad associates were mainly introduction by friends and playing in the

neighbourhood or playground.

One significant point worth mentioning is that most of the
offenders seemed to have already known their intimate friends who were

mostly in conquer with the law before they committed the first offence.
As the social bond of attachment to peers is important to the
youngsters, their behavioural pattern is subjected very much to the

influence of these significant others (see Chapter I). When scme
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youngsters (the offenders) tended to associate with friends who are
less educated, more chivalrous and daring in character, more drawn
to criminal influence such as triad society, they will be more likely

to be involved in criminal acts and become delinguents themselves,
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FOOTNOTE

Triad societies hereby referred are those criminal gangs which
were formed to maintain criminal monopolies and racketss Since
these societies deserve a separate study of its own, there is
no attempt to discuss this subject here. For those who are
interested in the structure of these societies, please read:

1) Superintendent Norman Temple, S.C.M.P., March 1 & 21, 1975,
2) Morgan, W. "Triad Socleties in Hong Kong'", H.K. Govt. Presc,

1960, .
3) Wah @ T EAEY in The Undergrad, H.K.U. Student Union

Paper, July 1, 1974,
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VIII. FREE TIME ACTIVITIES AND EXPOSURE TO MASS MEDIA

Introduction

In a highly competitive society where the division of labour
end the mechanization of its process provide little opportunity. for
the expression of the needs and interest of a 'whole' person, free
time is important to him for maintaining his physical and mental
health. For young porsons, in particular, free time allows them
opportunity to develop thelr interests and needs appropriate to their
stage of maturation 1f thelr free time is used constructively. On the
other hend, ill use nf free time such es involved in drugs, gambling
or fighting will produce haruful effects on the individual's body and

mind.

The rise in delinquency and criume among the young has led the
public to ralse guesticns of how youug people spend their free time.
It is often assumed that some free time activities and some programme
appeared on the mass media are undesirable influence on the young,
Deduced from this rationale, most people think undesirable fres activie
ties and mass media are contributory factors of crime and delirnquency.

s a inere assumption unless 1t

B

Would this assumption be a valid one rem

is proven by facts,

As this study deals with the fantors contributing to delin-
quency, it is our concern to examine the extent of the influence of
free time activities and mass media cn voungsters. In so dcing, we
shall look into the aspects of: (1) where the youngsters under study
spent their free time, (2) freguency in engagement in various items

of free time activities, and (3) exposure to mass media.

Places for Free Time Activities

8.2.1 Youth centres

Community and youth centres, either run by the Social Welfare
Department or by voluntary agencies, have been established in every
district in Hong Kong and Kowloon for many years to cater for the

recreational activities of youngsters living in the vicinity,
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Tahle VIII=1 shows thalt sbout three guarters of the respondents
(offenders or non-offenders) indicated that they knew about the exist-

ence of children and youth centres in the district.

Table VIIT - 1

Knowledee of youth centres

Offenders Non~offenders
No. % NG %
Yes 345 7260 386 78.6
No 131 2? oZ) 103 21.0
Total L6 100,0 48g 1000
2 ) . os
X = 5,474 Not significant

In regerd to how they learned about the centres, some of the
youngsters reported that they obteined such information from schoclmates,
neighbours, family members, advertisemeats in newspapers, posters and
television but a large number of thew (36,7% of offenders, L0,1% ¢ tha
non-offenders) learned shout the centres by passing by %the centres in

their neighbourhood.

4, Use of vouth centres

However high the percentage of youngsters under study who kueu
about the activities offered in the youth or social centres, the Ire-
quency of their participation in these activities had been rather low,
Table VIII-~2 shows that there is no significant difference between
offenders and non-offenders in joining the centre activities, It is
noted that only one-third of the offenders as well as non-offenders

sometimes or often Jjoined the activities.
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Table VIII = 2

Ever joined sctivities at youth cenires

Offendars Hon=offenders
Noo % No. %
Never or rarely 314 65.5 334 63,0
Sometimes or often 165 34,5 157 32,0
Total ‘ k79 100.0 kg1 100.0
2 - - . o N
X7 = Q.07 Not significant

A Turther analysis indicates that for these participants, the
most popular activities at youth centres were ball games, followed by
other group activities énd summer programmes. Another point worth
noting is that not many intimate frisnds were met at youth centres.
Only less than one-third of those who sometimes or often took part in
youth centres reported that they had met some or many intimate friends

there.

It should also be noted that a striking number, as many as two-
third of the youngsters reported that they rarely or never joined zchi-
vities at 7outh centres. When the reasons of their not participating
in these ventres were explured; there appeared to be quite different
respouses vetween offenders and non-offenders. For the offenders, tio
most dimportent reason was "lack of interest" (39.5%), followed by 'mout
knowing its existence'" (24o4%) and '"no time" (17.9%). For the non-
offenders, the most important reason was '"no time" (25.8%), follcecwad
by "lack of interest" (22.4%) and "not knowing its existence™ (18.5%)
as shown in Table VIII=3,
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Table VIII = 3

Main reason for not Jjoining activities at youth centres

Offenders Non-offenders
NOO % NOo %
Didn't know its existence 71 2h ok 60 18 .6
Not interested 115 39.5 72 220k
Parents did not permit 6 2.1 36 1le2
No time 52 17.9 83 2548
Worried about complicated L 1.4 27 8.k
environment ° °
No friends wanted to join 9 3.1 16 5.0
Others 34 11l.7 28 8.7
Total 291 100.0 322 100,0
2 -
X = 57.54 P <. 001

One possible interpretation of these data is that the exiazting
youth services have falled te meet the needs or interests of the young
peopie in Hong Kong. Another interpretation may be that the centre
programmes are not adequately publicized as seen in the percentage of
respondents who indicated that they did not know of the existense of
the centres. The "no time'" reason given, particularly by the non=-
offenders, could well represent a condemnation c¢f the demands of an
out moded educational system rather than of the centres. 1In chapter 5
we have discusscd how the examination system in our primary and second-
ary schools hindered the normal learning development of the young. As
most of the norn-offenders were still in schools, there should be no
surprise to find that they would have '"mo time' for recreational acti-
vities because they were forever busy in preparing for their examinations

in schools,

From the table; we also observe that proportionally many more
non-offenders than offenders did not join the recreational activities
in youth centres because their 'parents did not permit them" (11.2% :

2.1%) or they "worried about the complicated environment" inside the
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the centre (B.4% : 1.4%). Whether they are vight or wrong,

some negative perceptions about the youth centre prevent ihe youngsLer,
especially the non-offenders from participsting in the activitiesig

On the other haud, a much greater proportion of offenders were Ynot
interested" in the recreationsl programmes, This suggests the
possibility of the need for more adventurcus programming related bo
the findines of chapter 5 that offenders admired those classmabes
whose charasteristics were reported to be '"brave and willing %o ven%ure

out", and "proficient in 'Kung Fu'" (see Table V-8).

411 the forgoing discussion suggests that a thorough evaluailien
and re-orientation of the existing youth services are needed in order
that they become more able to meet the needs and interests of the youth,
become more accessible to themy and more acceptable to the public as
well, It also suggests that the role of non-school learning and growhth

needs requives the attention of the educzational authorities.

8.2.2 'Kung Tu' club (or assogiaticu)

Our study indicated that the youth under study also participated
youth cerives
by

in sctivities in types of organization different from the
run by government or voluntzary welfare agencies. One cf tihe most populax
places the youngsters liked to go was %“he 'Kung Fu' clubs. Table VITI-&
shows that e higher percentage of offenders (77.5%) as compared with nom-

offenders (45.2%) joined the 'Kuung Fu' associations at those *Kung ru’

clubs.
Table VIII - 4
Private organizaticn participation
Offenders Non-offenders
Noo % NOa C“/;,
"Kung Fu' association : 93 775 19 L5.2
Other organization (e.go,
boy scout, church organiza- 27 22.5 23 54,8
tions, and trade unions)
Total 120 100,0 hp 100.0

o
X° = 15,17 p < ,001L
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The data again support the findings in the previous chapters
that offenders in general appeared to be more adventurous and they

expressed more preference to the adventurous types of activitiese.

In Table VII=? of chapter 7, there were also indications that
more offenders then ndn-offenders preferred using playground, billiard
room, gambling stall, or dance and music hall to meet or to entertain

thelir friends.

On the whole,; both offenders and non-offenders did not show

much interest in activities organized by the youth centres.

More offenders and non~offenders joined the 'Kung Fu' clubs
or assoclations. And more offenders preferred to use places such zs
playground, billiard room, gambling stall and so forth to meet and to
entertein thelr friends.

From the information gathered thus far, the offenders appeared
to be wmore versatile than the non-offenders in social activities.

Having more opporfunities to be exposed to various conditions, the

offenders mey have more chancec to be entangled in delinguent acts.

It is also interesting to note that 22.5% of offenders belonged to
Bey Scouts and similar organizations, this appears to question the
approprriateness of such groups in either treating or preventiug

Juvenile delinguency.

Free Time Activities

In this study, we listed eleven types of free time activities
znd asked our respondent to provide information on the frequency they
participated in each type of activities. The data are summarized in

the following tables.

Table VIII-5 shows no difference exists between the offenders
and the non-offenders in the two of the total three items which can be
classified as leisure activities (i.e., hiking, camping and swimming,
social dance and listening to pop music), However, on the item social
dance, more offenders than non-offenders reported to have participate

in this type of activities, The possible interpretation may be that
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soclal dancing reguires opposite sex patterns. As the offenders were
reported to be more versatile in their social skills, they might feel
more at ease with opposite sex friends than do the non-offenders.

They, therefore, tended to participate more in social dance.

Table VIIT « 5

Percentage of lelisure activities participation*

Offenders Non=offenders Difference z
Nos % No. % %
Hiking, cauping, . alb o
ewimming L5y 9k, 0 458 ak,0 0 .5,
Listening to pop music 368 78.0 359 73,0 5 V.S,
Social dance 286 6000 135 38,0 22 < £ 000

* Percentuges for offenders and non-cffenders are based on totals af
Lp? and 490 respectively.

Table VIII-6 shows that a much higher proportion of the offenders
then the ncu~cfienders expressed an act.ve participation in the rest of
the eight categories of activitles, they are, in ihe order ni nerceatasge

difference:

a) Hanging around in soft drink shop,
b) Gang fights,; brawls,

¢) Smoking,

d) Gambling,

e} Drinking,

f) Going to music hall, prostitutes,
g) Watching pornographic films. and
h) Taking drugs.
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Table VIII - 6

Percentaged free time activities participation®

Offenders Non~offepnders Difference P
No. % No. % %

I;i‘?iizfiz?zﬁgpin 3.0 86,0 236 18.0 68 < 001
Gang fights, brawls 314 66,0 3 7.0 59 < ,00"
Smoking 312 65.0 L5 9.0 56 < Q0L
Gambling 331 700 157 22.0 38 ~. s 001
Drinking 245 5160 133 27,0 24 < o Q0L
Going to music ball, 155 5.0 b 1.0 21 < 4001
prostitutes

Watehing pernographic gy 44 4 6 1.0 16 < 5001,
Iilms '
Taking drugs 76 16.0 0 0,0 16 T e 00L

Percentages for offenders snd non-offenders are based on totals of
477 and 490 respectively.

In our eoclety, most of the listed items (except gang fights
and taking. drugs) are oonsidered common activities for adnlts. However,
if youths pick these items as their free time activities, they will be
frowned upca as undesirable youungsters. In view of the overall pre=
ference of the offenders for these types of free time activities, it

appears the offenders are more socially mature and are therefore moxe

likely than non-offenders to be caught in *the double standards of our

societal values,

Respondents also had provided information on the age at which
they began to participate in the types of activities listed. Table
VIII~?7 shows that no significant difference existed between the two

groups in respect to the median gge.
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Hedia aze ot which respondents began
tynes of Iree time asctivities

Offenders  Non-offenders Age Differsnce
Hagging arcund ip soft 14,0 13.6 0ol
drink shop
Gambling 13.9 14,3 w0k
Gang fighte 1h.3 10.6 3
Smoking 14,6 15.1 3o 5
Drinking 1he3 1445 =0u?
Visiting music hall 16,2 19,0 -3
Taking drugs 15.8 Not applicable No applicebls
Watching pornographic films 1546 17.3 wl o7

Most youngsters developed their interest in these 'adulil!
activities before they were sixteen vears old. From the rzsulit shown
here; the youth in Hong Kong has stepped inte their adulihood whilu
they were in theil early teense

.

To conclude this section on free time activities, no signiricsnt

o3

difference betwesn offenders and uwon-offenders in regard to
participaticn in leisure time uctivities except to the iitem of the
social dancz. Explonation for this finding could be that the olfenders
night feel nore at ease with opposite sex friends,so they tended to

participate more in this leisure activity.

As regards to free time activiiies, the offenders expressed
more prelerence to the 'adult' aotivities listed in Table VIIIw5H

(except the items of gang fights and taking drugs).

Responses of both offenders and non-offenders indicated that
they began their participation in 'aduli® activities in their eavly

teense.

The observations listed above suggest that youth in Hong Kong
have begun their adulthood at about sixteen years of ageo Due

to the double standards set in our society regarding adult and youih
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behaviour, the offenders under study seemed more likely than the nen-
offenders to be caught in the conflicting values of our soclety. Belng
confused by these values, they were more often caught by the law and

became delinquentse.

Fxposure to Mass Media

bven though the problem of delinquency existed long before
comic bocks or movies, radioc, and television became widely popular,
there is %oday a great deal of concern about the effects of these

media on behaviours.

Ovei the years society has been nighly critical of the alleged
effects of different forms of mass communication on the development of
youngsters. However, no direct cause-effect relationship has ever been

established.

Comic books, television, radio. newspapers and magazines have
all heen considered to be sources of informatiun that provide negative
influences on the behavicur of adolesccnts. Thus, mass medis are often
bals

regarded as one of the contributing fan to delinquency. Howevar,

tors
no systematic studies have been made with regaird to the effects of any

form of the mass media on the development of criminal behaviours

Geuerally, lowever, most people tend to overestimate the inpert-
ance of mass media as a major factor in delinquency. Many studies show
that while it is possible that overt physical violent behaviour of a
delinquent 1ype may result from reading comic hooks or watching specific
television broadcasts, such behaviours are likely to occur only in cases

. . . . 2
where there is already a develoned pattern of deviant behaviour™,

8ehel  Newspapers, comic books and magazines

Reading interest has beed analysed between offenders and non-
offenders in an attempt to find out what kind of magazines and whatl
topics in the newspapers interest youngsters most,

Ao Newspapers

With regard to resding newspapers, both offenders and non-

offenders were guite freguent readers. In Table VIII-8, the frequency




117

of newspaper reading is set oute It can be seen that both groups

read newspapers with similar frequency. Most of them read ETeTYCAY «

Table VIII - &

Frequency in reading newspaners

Offenders Non=offenders
Noo ) % Nos %
Everyday 312 65,3 3h 7061 .
Every few days 92 19.2 95 19.3
Not regularly or never 7k 15,5 52 10.6
Total 478 100.0Q Loy, 100.0
2 . P
X = 5,27 Not significant

In response to the question of the newspaper column they pure=

ferred, Table VIII-Y shows that the offenders were moure likely than

non-offenders to be interested in local news, antertsinment, fiction

and novel, while non-offenders preferred world news, sports; ediltovial,

and education.

Table  VIII - ¢

The column in newspapers liked most

Offenderc Non~offendsrs
Noe % Noo %
Local news 254 58.2 162 3563
Entertainment, fiction s
and novel 108 24,3 107 2%.3
World news 26 6.0 75 16.%
Sports Lz 9.9 98 21 ok
Editorial; education 1
column or features > Lol 17 37
Total L35 100.0 459 100,0

X2 = 71,57 P < 4001
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hs the offenders had received less schooling than the non-
offenders as indicated in chapter 5, the above data seen to suggest
that offenders tended to read newspaper column written in easy language
dealing with themes that were relatively easy for them to know and in

which they found it relatively easy to identity with the hero or herocine.

B. Comic books and magazines

Comic boocks have often been considered to have negative effects
on the developmen®t of adolescent behaviour, the recent study on "Vio
lence and sex in Children Comic Book® ( ’2\43‘%3 6/,’%7?/@@’7% )7 hss
presented some findings, but there has been little research evidence

to support this point of views
However, we have found ou®, ia this study, that offenderg ars

heavier comic book consvmers than non-cffenders, as shown in Table
VIII~10.

Table VIITZ - 1C

Percentaze of respondent often reading
the following types of waosszines®

Cffenders  Non-offenders Difference 2
No. % Mo, % %
Cowmic books 3_,7)3 ?lm(’ 195 39 0.7 31 09 < <00L
Mini, "Play Boy'", Ll | .
the 80's obe. 213 tHto 5 85 15.1 290 < .00L
"Kung Fu" megazines 242 5065 140 28,5 22,0 < 00
Magazines ou movies 312 65,1 3]k 64.0 1ol N.8,

Play Boy could be classified as first ciass modern literature,
criticism and comment. It is put together with Mini and the 80's
mainly because of some articles on sex anéd nude photographs.

When respondents were asked about the frequency of reading the
"violence and sex" or Y"erime and horror" comic books, such as "Little
Bargirl" and "Little Hooligans", seven~tenth of the offenders as com-
pared with four-tenth of non-offenders claimed that they often resd

this type of comic books.



The data in the teble also show that a significant diifference

exiats between offenders and nop-cffenders in types of magezines they

LA

read., The offenders generally read magazines on Sex and violence

(Loee, Mini, Play Boy, the 80's and "Kung Tu") more often than non~

offenders. But, referring to the frequency of movie magazine reading,

there is no dlfference between the two groups of both offenders and

pory

non-offenders. They were in general fond of reading news zboutbt murics

and movie starse

f\
—p

On the whole, both offenders and neon-offenders are Ifregul

readers of newspapers., But, the offenders show more interest in

those columns of locel news or entertainment while the mon-offondess

indicate their interest in columns of world news, sports and edilorin
There is no difference between offenders and non=offandsrs i
regard to the frequency of reading movie wmagazines, bul & sigoilisontly

higher percentage of offendera than non-sffenders repeorted thazir i=nis

3

in reading comic books, and magazines on ses and violencz. Thu Cata

suggest marked differences in reading tuste beiveen oiffendens and .

offenders

8.4,2 Radio znd television

In the present study, we found that television has becoms ~ore
popular than radio among the young people. A great majority of ihe

offenders (81.1%) and of the non~offendcrs (89.6%) reported that i

alweys watched television, while less than half of the offenders (37,7

and the non-~offenders (44.6%) often listened to ralio. Neverthelese,

many young people still listen to radio, probably because they can

et
m
5
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u.

listen to transistor radio sets almost any wherc while tel
ing is still restricted to the home.

With regard to television programme preferences, Table VIililiZ

once again shows that the offenders tended to prefer "entertaiument!

programmes (i.e., dance, music, "Kung Tu“, drama, detectives snd spics)
over “educational" or "serious"' programmes such as current affalwzs, gquiz,
and philosophic broadcasts, while the non-offenders were more likely fhan

the offenders to prefer the "serious™ or "educational' onegs



Table VIIT - 11

Television nrograunes preference®

Offenders Noneoffenders
Nos % NOo %
Current affairs 20 o2 58 9,7
Quiz 26 5.5 75 13,2
Spor‘ts I‘5’6 908 8? 1405
Stories of philosophic, - o . o
or satirical nature 25 1l.2 108 16,0
Dance, music 153 32.5 96 16.0
BRung Fu® 30 6ok 25 b2
Drama 62 13%3.2 54 9,0
Detectives, spies 81 17.2 92 1504
Totel 471, 100,0 599 100G
r2 7Sl ) -
X~ = 77.2% P < LC0L

* Each respondent could give two responses to this gquestion.

As 1o the question of what kind of radic programres did they
enjoy mest, the data from Table VIII-12 show no significant af fference
between the two groups of respondents.

Table VIII - 12

The radio programmes enjoved mest

Offenders Hon~offenders
Noe % Koo %
Current affairs 9 7.0 16 14,7
Youth time 20 15.5 23 21.0
Popular music or songs L9 38,0 43 39.5
Drama broadcast Il 39,5 27 24,8
Total 129 100,0 109 100,0

X° = 8,323 p

NoSo

it
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In short,; compared to the non=offenders, the offenders ware
more likely to be interested in entertainment programmes bhut less

likely to enjoy educational programmes of radic and televigione
8o.4o3  Movies

Movie attendance is still a major interest of young people in
Hong Kong though more and more movies are being labelled as "Not Suit-
able for Children." The negative effects of movies on young audience
have been widely proclaimed, but there has been little research +o
support or refute such claimse Table VIII~13 shows that many of the

young offenders preferred and enjoyed "Kung Fu!" films most, while the

non-offenders were nore interested in films on wars, detectlves, mpies
and adventures. This observation is reconfirmed by the data in Fable
VITI-1h about the nature of the two fiims most liked by the respondenis.
However, there is hardly any measuremeat to verify the degrues of desw
tructiveness between "Kung Fu'' movie and movie ou war. Interpretatica
could be that both wonwoffenders and offenders preferred movic of

destructive themes,
Jlable VIII - 13

Kind of film liked most

Offenders Hon-offenders
NC‘Q % Nc‘o %
Classics, love, music - _—
and dance o4 1Z2.6 50 1067
"Kung Fa" 265 57,0 110 23,6
Comedy 32 6.9 61 13.1
Wars, police and robbers, o
detectives, adventures 88 1009 20z W3
Philosophical, scientific 16 3.4 iz 9,2
Total Les 100.0 L6y 100.0



Table VIII - 14

The two films

liked most

"Kung IFu't

Wars, detectives, spies,
adventures

Classics, love, music
and dance

Comedy

Philosophical, scientifie

Total

Offenders Non=offenders
Noo % No, %
L2 S5k 193 27 oLt
1h2 18,8 268 38.0
106 14,0 10L 1he3
69 9.1 107 15.2
26 3.4 35 501
755 100,0 205 100,0

2 L.
X" = 126,37 P <001

In connection with the uestion of what two films they liked

ncsty a question on what type of heroes they admired was asked to Zind

out how much influence the heroes on msss-media had on the youngsters,

Table VIII~L5 shows that when the offenders liked "Eung Fu” f5lw star,

the non-offenders admired athletic ster and political or historical

figures as they preferred films on wass violence (i.eo05 wars, poiice

and robbers).

Table VIiIT - 15

Type of heroes adored

Political or historical figures
Athletic star
"Kung Fu" film star

Musician, singer, film stary
ToVo. star

Friends and teachers

Total

Oifenders Non-offenders
NOo % NOe %
.18 L:'o}'f‘ 53 17 03’
89 2l.5 139 b5k

218 5206 57 18.6
64 15.5 L 1hok
25 6.0 13 L3

Lih 100.0 306 100,0

X% = 116,38 P < ,001
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Nowadays in Hong Kong, mass mediaz that glorifies crime, vio-
lence and sex in lurid pictures and morbid details have their greatest
saleho Such publicity not only draws the attention of the adolescents
to various aspects of crime commitment, violence, and sex, bui also
furnished them with rationalizations for any later deviant behaviour
committed by theme From mass media, the adolescents learn also of +the
inconsistent moral values of adults, of sexual misconduct, of business
dishonesty. of bribery, and of political corruption. They alsc get
the idea that any crime is alright if one can get away with it; ond

that adult observation of laws is only relative at best.

The definite preference of the offenders for “riclence snd sowx!

magazine and comic books, gnd “"Kung Fu" films is one of the more strik’os

B 1i

z
findings of this study as compared to the non-offendsrs’ preference
ware and sporis. It may heve zsn implication that delinguency iz related’
to this type of media consumption. But it fails to explain the diifer-
ence in outcome from a taste for individusl violence acz sompared to oa

taste for mass violence.

Sumpary

The menner in which a youngster spends uis free hours becomss
a growing concern as more and more varieties of recreatinunsl and fiima
killing' acvivities are being made available tc the youngsters NOWILLy Ta
Is there a different pattern of free time activities between the
offenders and non-offenders? Are those who are more inclined to indudge
in one type of activities more likely to ccomit delinquent acts? These
are the guestions which this chapter attempts to illuminate, Throa
aspects of free time activities engaged by respondents have been zna yseds
They are: 1) places for free time activities; 2) frequency in engarsment
in various items of free time activities; and 3) extent of exposure *a

and preference of mass media programmes and topics.

Participation in activities organized or provided by youth
centres was found to be low for both offenders and non-offenderc. With
regard to the reasons for non-psrticipation, the data suggest that more
offenders were not interested in such activities, while more nonw

offenders were not alicwed by parents to join for fear of the complicatsd

environment. It appears that the youth centres need a re=gtructuring of

)



124

their programmes in such a wgy that the activities would cater more
to the interest of the more tadventurous' group while responsible
mansgement would convince parents, youngsters, and scheool authorities

alike of the safety in, and the benefits for jJoining such activities,

The interest of offenders in fKung Fu' assoclations was quite
obvious. Unfortunately, the present study fails tec dig deep enough
into this problem to allow the unraveling of the motivation behind
acquiring ‘Kung Fu' skills; or of the actual activities of such asso-
ciations, so as to assess the relation if any of such organized agciie

vities with delinguent behaviours

L pattern of free time sctivities can be identifisd among the-
offenders; who were more likely than non~offenders to engege in gambling,
fighting, caoking, <dancing, drinking. visiting prostitutes and music
halls, watching pornographic filmes and taking drugso

The offenders' selective expcsure to a variety of mass media
reinforce this pattern of subeculiure. When reading newspapers, itney
preferred the excitement - imbedded local news and +the entertaining
fictions and stories. The non-offenders. on the other hand, read rore
on the more serious news, sporits news, editorisls, features and educea-

ticn columns,

Corresronding to their own iniverest in 'Kung Fu’ assoclations,
and in free time activities tinted by sex and violence, the offenders
were more often than non-offenders to read 'Kung Fu' magazines,; comic
bocks, and 'pornocgraphic' magazines. The majority of them also liked
tKung Fu® film most; and admired 'Kupg #u' film stars. Skills in
fighting and boxing appeared to be a much desired value aspired by the

offenders.

Television viewing and radio listening appeared to occupy velco-
tively less of the offenders' time when compared with that of the non-
offenders'. Also, the offenders tended to prefer 'entertaimment! pro-
grammes over ‘'educational' or 'more serious' programmes. The ftime

killing'! function of mass media was more apparent for the offenders.



In conclusion; two different sets of patterns of frec Lime

activities engagement were distinguishable. One, the more advrenturous,

was identifiable among the offenders; the other, the more educational,

seems to be the type more preferred by non-offenders. However, becausze

of the limitation of this study as a one-shot exploration of saciszl

variables on delinguency, the relation of crime commltment with tvpe
of free time activities and preferrence in exposure to vardous szvachs
of mass media cannot be confirmed, though it is quite suggestivs il

al Cngo
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IX, PERSONAL AND SOCIAL ATTITUDE

Introduction

Attitude is a person's manner of acting, feeling or thinking
that shows his disposition, opinion or belief., Attitudes include both
the affective; or feeling component of liking or disliking, and ths
cognitive, or belief componento. The attitude which an individusl
holds towerds a cerfain object is usually linked with the value sy stom.
One's attitude or belief may be developed through interacting with his
family members in his family, studying in schools, working in an organ-

izationy or assoclating himself with his peers,

Attitudes are functional in three aspects: (1) to adjust to the
external environment so as to maximize rewards or to minimigze the penal-

4

7 (2) to defend himself through withdrawal from and denisl of the

o

)]

realities which confront him; and (3) to agcquire standaxrds or frames

of reference for understanding his world.

In this connection and also with the assunmpition that delincvént
acts would likely be occurred when one is less commitied to a belief in
the moral vailidity of rules, we now attempt to explore the relatiouship
between delinquency and the intensity oi the conventional bsliefs which
the youngsters have incorporated., We shall look into theixr beliefs aad
attitudes towards: (1) law and justice, (2) some moral. conduct, (3) work,
(%) time-percpective, and (5) qualdty of life in his comumunity.

Attitudes towards Law and Justice in Honp Koag

" Do many of the young people believe that the law in Hong Kcng
is fair? It is rather amazing to find out from Tadble IX-1 that the
majority of both offenders (71.7%) and non-offenders (80.6%) disagreed
with the statement, '"the law in Hong Kong is fair." As such a negative
view is widely held among the youth, it would not be a surprise to sece
that an increasing number of youngsters do not conform to laws. Whether
or not the law in Hong Kong is fair in itself, what the people perceive

would have a significance influence on their behaviour.
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Relatively speaking, somewhat more offenders (28.3%) than
)

0

nen~offenders (19.4%) agreed that the law in Hong Kong is fair. The
possible interpretation of this may be that since the offenders wers
3till bound by law, as being prisoners or probaticners at the time of
this study, they inclined to accept the fairness of the legal procedures
in Hong Kong in order to minimize any additional penszlties which might
be inflicted upon them. On the part of the non-offenders, they may

feel free to express their opinion as they were under no such restrice
tions. Furthermore, the offenders had actually experienced the assumed

fairness of the law whereas the non=offenders had not.

Table IX = 1

"The law in Yonge Kong is faip"

Qffenders Nor-offeunders
Voo % Noo %
Agree 128 23.3 88 19.4
Disagree 324 71,7 360 80,6
Total 452 100.0 L5 10,0
o)
X = 9,96 p < 0L

However, on the opinion about policemen in Hong Kong, more non.

offenders (19.7%) thought favourably about volice than ofienders (7,1%)

25 shown in Table IX=2, This difference is based on direct experiences
of offenders compared with less experience ol non~osffenders.

Table IX = 2

"Most of the policemen in Hong Kong are decent fellowa"

Offenders Hon~offendors
Moo % No, %
hgree 32 761 90 19.7
Disagree k19 92,9 366 80.3
Total k51 100,0 456 100.0
e,

X" = 31,13 P < 001



Those who have experience in working with offenders will not
find this response a surprise because once the offenders had bheen put
under probation or in approved schools or in any institutions of +he
prison's department, they were no longer in contact with the police,
They usually denied their delinguent acts by complaining that the
crime committed was just being framed up by the police. For the
experience they had with the policemen. they had much hostility
towards the police snd also Ly holding this attitude justified theiw

delinquent acts,

It should be noted that in spite of the significant differense

mostly not in favour of the policemen in Hong Kong. The imagzs of the
police force as the law enforcement body is rather low.

s

In short, attitudes of wost of the offenders as well a8 noh=
k]

offenders under study were unfavoursble towards the legal systems in

Hong Kong, iuncluding both the law and the police force. Cffenders

were relatively more negative about the police force,

while non-
PEAA

offsnders were more skeptical

is)

£ the law in Eong Kong.

Attitudes towards some Moral Conduct

Attitudes of the offenders and non-offenders towsrds some moral
conduct is reflected by the proportion of endorsement to several stats.
ments with vegard to the manner in which one should work towszrds one's

goal.

Table IX-3% shows how the youngsters considered the means thev
should employ to attain their goal. More offenders (31.9%) than the
non-offenders (16,9%) felt that one should be reckless in order to

get what he wanted.



Table I¥ = 3

"One should be reckless in order to achieve one's goallt

Offenders

NDO %
Agree 149 31,9
Disagree 318 68,1
Total Lgo 100,0
Xﬁi = 28090

Similarly, Table IX.l4 shows more offe
offenders (12.7%) responded positively to the
way in this world, one must be guileful®

Table I¥ = 4

To muke one's way in this world, one must

Non-offenders
Ho. %
81 16.9

398 83,1

4og 100.0

P < ,00L

nders (40.3%) than non

opindon "to make one's

Qffenders

Nose %

Agrec 187 0.3
Disagrce 277 5947
Total Lel 100,0
T

Non~offenders
Hoo %
ok 19,7

382 80,7

476 100,0

P < ,001
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From the data shown, it seems more likely that the offendcrs

would not take a conventional line of agtion for what they would do to

get ahead.

Table IX=5 also shows that more offen

dere (38,3%) than non-

offenders (26.7%) agreed to the statement, "When one is taking a

course of action, one needs not care whether

others agree or not',
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"When one is G, ono
needs not car yr noth
Offenders Hon-offenders
Hoo % Noo %
Agree 179 38,3 128 267
Disagree 288 61,7 352 733
Total 67 100,0 L&o 100,0
2 -
™ = 314,70 P <001
Thie agein shows the offenders would be less concerned with
conventional opinjon in regard to the course of action they are going
te teake, or in other words, they would be less commitied to ihe cone
ventional values than the non-offenders.
Along this line it is also found in Table IN-6 that morve

offenders (50.8%) than non=offenders (4l .

lie cnce or ten times mede nc difference,

the

than the nou-c

offenderst

thought that telling a
that

o promise vweould likely be weaker

3%)
Thig ngalu reflects
moral committment to

ffenders®,

Table X -6

There is no difference in telling a lie onge or ten times
Offenders Non-offenders
NOe % N\)o ‘/)!‘
Agree 269 56.8 195 4,3
Disagree 205 Lz o2 277 5847
Total hol 100,0 Lo 100,0
2
L7 = 22,55 P o001
To conclude this section, fhe attitudes of the nffenders fowards
gome moral conduct renertod reflect their inclinabtion to take unconyen—
tional or illesitimats feal attainment. They would
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aiso be less committed to conventionazl social norms. They believed

in that, in order te zc

(s o Nois

hisve one's gonl, one must be reckless gnd

fule  Thevy did not care aheut stherfs apRroval or dimapproval

when they would lile to take a course of sction. They also aid not
feel puilty to fell liss,

itudes towards VWork

(‘)
e
P
o)

Whether one believe attaining desirable goale (gaining
%

money and status) by legitimate means could s gein be reflected through

[\s.

his attitudes towards worko Table IX-7 shows that mors offenders
(7ho1%) than non-offenders (63.5%) believed that “ea rning a great
fortune does not require real lkunowledgeo' This reflected that the
offenders were move likely than n offenders to take chances to get
head rather than to work diligﬁntly for his objectives. One wonders

which group is more reality oriented.

Tabl e IX - 7

"Earaning a grest fortune does not require real krnowl edee!

Offenders Honmoifenders

Noe % Noo %
Agres 335 Pihel 282 63,5
Disagree 127 Z5.9 162 3665

Total 452 1060,0 LLL 10G.0

11,741 P £ 00

[l

Similax‘lvs Table IY-8 shows that si gnificantly wmore offenders
(44.3%) than non-offenders (33.9%) thought that by working steadily on

a Job they would never get ahsad,
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Table ¥ - 8

Te work steadily on a job one will never get shead

Offenders Non~offenders
Noo % Nos %
Agree 198 L% 149 %3,9
Disagree 2hg 55,7 250 6,1
Total Ll 100.0 439 100,0
2 -
¥ = 9,966 P < 0L

Again; as to the opinion that "one needs fto work hard in orden
to get ahend some day,'" less offenders (72,3%) tuan non-olfendars
(79.9%) responded positively %o this view =s shown in Table I%=9,

Table IX » 9

"One ngeds to work herd in crder to gsi alcad somsday!

Offenders Non~offenders
Noo g ' Mo %
Agree 226 72.3 358 799
Digagren 125 277 90 201
Totzd L5y 100.0 448 100,0
%% = 7,18k P < 0L

The above-reported data about sttitudes towards work suggest

that offenders are wore likelv to prefer getling abead by taking chences

rather than by working hard, They neither believed in the value orf

using real knowledse for getting their feortune ner thought of worklng
steadily on a job to get zhead,

Time-Perspective

Most writings on delinquency suggest that delinqguents would
more likely adopt lower class vslue, and to be present-oriented rather

than future-ocriented. Tables I¥-10 and IX-11] show that more cffendersy
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happen two years later. Furthermore, about one-half of the offenders

o
28

(B1%) and one-fourth of the non=offenders

@

8%), 6id not look one

yeary ahead,

Noe %I No & %
Agree 290 62.1 215 45,0
Disagree 177 5709 267% 25:0
Total Y 100.0 Lm8 100.0
) ] .
DAL N P P <. ,00L

Table X - 11

"It is at present too cerly to concern
1

Oifenders Non-offenders
Noo C/“(ﬁ Nece ?1:;
Agree 236 DY 1328 28.8
Disagree 227 L9, 0 3L2 7102
TQtal 463 lOOoO 1‘{80 lOOoO
X% = 48,63 P< ,001

The zbove data support the argument that offenders would be
inclined to be more present-oriented. They would consider planning
for their future one year ashead still too early for them. Mos%t pro-
bably, to these young people, immediate gratification would be more

important than deferred gratification.
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Attitudes towsrds Life=Ouslity and Id.fe in the Communi ty

It is suggested by the data shown below thay +he offenders
were more frustrated with their present style of living, They would
like to relive their 1life and become another persdn. More offenders
(63.4%) than non-offendsrs (51,1%) would Like to rejuvenate theiy 1ife.
Hence, it eppears that the offenders were less satisfied with their

present style of livingo

Table IX - 12

"Tf you ¢ould rejuvencie 1ife, you
B) . ERE D ALY
would hope %o become snothrr verson't

It is shown in Table IX-13, the way the youngst

quality of life in the community as a whole,

Nos %
287 6E3.b
166 20 .6

HNon-offenders

Noo %
227 5Ll
217 L& ,9

LR T RS TN e B T8

bl 1000

< ool

T

.&
More offenders (64,99)

than non-offenders (55.1%) agreed that mest people in Hong Kenz wope

unreliable, Similarly

non~offenders (70.3%) agreed to the statemen

Kong are selfish.!

Tabhle I¥-14 more o

IX - 13

e

Tfenders (77.6%) than

ty 'most people in Hong

'"Must people in Honpg Kong are unrelishle?

Agree

Disagree

Total

Non-offenders

NOO %
253 55,1
206 biy,9

59 100,0
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Table IX = 14

"Most people in Hong Kong are selfish™

s

Offendcrs Non-offenders
Noe % Noo %
Lhgree 361 7706 326 70.3
Disagree 104 22k 138 29.7
Total L6s 100.0 Lek 100.0
¥* = 6,56 P < L02

Although this table shows just very slight difference, there

k

is higher percentage of offenders who thought negatively about »neopie
in their community. Again, the gquestion of reality orientatio

The foregoing data suggest that the offenders seem to mistrust
£T

others more than the ftenderse. Somewbhat similar sttiitudes of the

offenders were expressed in Takle IX-15.

Table IX -~ 15

"One who dees not settle hatired gentlenant

|23
4
]
o]
<
o

e

Offenders Nop=offenders
Nooe % No. %
Lgree 195 k2.8 112 25.0
Di.sagree 261 5702 324 7540
Totel b6 100.0 448 100.0
2 . -
X7 = 31.79 P < 001

It is suggested from the data that more offenders (42.8%)
then non-offenders (25.0%) thought it was a justified action to set
hatred. It would seem that, according to this cbservation, offenders

would more likely take revenge on someone who has hurt theme This kiné

of action would easily lead to arguments and fights and is conducive to

delinquent actso.



of rules such as ilhe conventionzl laws,
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In Summary, the data on atiituvdes of the youths

more one commits to the conventicoral

conventiona

N “

ers paid less wempect

to policemen then the non-of

When the offendsrs wished to t ahead or to

ge
nd

te go beyond the conve
‘ e L A Ey e~
Ltimats me OB

Vore offenders than non-offendere seemed 1o

[SRERe; [aXoRG JJ,
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o

The offenders tended to take lLess ueed of incividual

The offenders seemed less happy with their present state of

4

The offenders had more hatrsd and mistrust toward cther reople ard

the comuunity as a whole. They would not hesitate

on those who hurt them.
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cause

voung ofier

cur inve that cauvses of
and delinquency are multi-facterizl rather than the result of one

pproach vseid by Glueck snd Glueck (L9502 to

have been amdepizd. Thalt is to shoot cut

as many probable conitributory facteors of
crime as pessible: In sddition, a geneval hypothesis has been put
=1 o 5 i

forth as a guideliﬂ& for this study-

the commitment of delinquent scts depends on the extent
toe which an individuzl is attached %o conventio nal others
(e.ge, parents, school, and peers), commiti to convens
Tional lines of action (esg., educati cccupational
pirations), involved in convention
and holds a beliefl in the moral

&

. sctivities
2 s



In view of the research objective, aund after considering the
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cality, the comparison method is used to collect
and analyse the data in this study. Two samples, the offenders anid
the non-offenders have been drawn in such a way that they would be
o

as nearly alike as possible with regard to some major factors poten-

£
-

tially affcecting the results. We hope by comparing these two groups

we may finc out why some youths become delinguents and others do noba
Data collecticn rely malnly on personal interviews by aid of

two separate but comparasble interview schedules to obtein informatiocn

o

from the offenders and the non«offenderse.

Major Findings
Our findings are grouped under the four areasz stated in our

theoretical frame of reference.

10o4el  Lttochment to others

From the data gethered ou family background and to attachment to
peer of the youngsters, it is found that the offenders were more likely
then non-cifenders to come from broken homes where one parvent died,
belng deseried or divorced., Tne relstionships between their pareats
were also reporied to be lsss favourszble. Significantly more parents
of the offeanders were reported not living together regularlye.

Y

The offenders, in general, had less favourable and consistant
relationship with their family members than had the non-offenderse
They communicated less freely wath their parents and were less inclined

to consult their parents when they were faced with various problems.

While mothers of both groups employed similar methods in suger-
vising their children, more mothers of the offenders were working and
they appeared to provide relatively less supervision for the offenders.
When methods of supervision provided by fathers were compared, we find
that fathers of offenders were more inclined to use physical punish-
ment. Consequent to this method, offenders were more likely than non-

offenders to have negative attitudes %owards parental controls
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eceived by the non-offenders wsas

parents. On the whole, more offenders than noa-offenders

Glisgzatie tory family life.
Lesa fsvoursble peer group assvceilation was alse reporied by
the offenders. In geuneral, the offenders weported fewer intimste

E4:
friends than the non~offenders reported, While more ponecffenders

respected thelir friends for thelr intelligence and hard-working, mord

venturous and daring Gharacterisiics of

What is more alarming 1s tha® more than fifty percent of the
ders admitted whal they had many friends associating with lriis
secieties but it was just less than three percent of the non~oflanders

reportsd the seme association.

It is slsc worihy to ncte that the chennels by which the voung-

gters met their itriad friends were ithrough playing in the nelghbouriocod

and playgrounds or through introductica by friends in

soft drink chops etc.

The two dimensions cof th gonal involvement with
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others discussed may give suggestious that the behavioural pattern of
the young is subjected to the influence of their significant cothers

As some youngsters (offenders). are to come from less favourable home
environment and have recgived tremendous influence frow tue triad

societies, they will mors likely be involved in delinguent actse.

10402 Living and neighbourhood environment

I% has often been assumed that poor living environment is the

breeding ground for juvenile delincuency. In chapter IV, we find that
J b P s

non-cffenders depicted a very unfavourable picture of their neighbour-

o

howd where their districts were sguandered by triad members, 'teddy



boy' and drug addicts. Imcidences of robberLaaﬁ burglariesg thefis

fights were common activitice reporited in their nei ghbourhood.
&

On the other hand, the offenders were more satisfiecd with the
space cuiside their houses and the pravision of publi& recreational
facilities. As we have mentioned before, a substantial number of the
offenders reported Lo have met their triad friends in playgrounds in
their neighbourhomd, they might feel free and safer to rosm in streets

Tab

or engage in asctivities outside their home. (See Chapter IV, Table

L“ ol 9):

On the whole, living environment might be treated as an

.

importent dntervening variable in the 1in king up of femily conditions,

3

and educaticnal control, with peer group sssociation and free tine

10.4e3 Educational and occuvational aspirations

It is essumed that societal values and norms will be transe
mitted to the younger generation throusgh the edusational systems It
is slso assumed that the more one is inspired *to educationzl success,
the more he will internglize the conventional values to acquire his
goals through legitimate means. Thus schooling pattern and emplovient
situation of the youngsters wesre explcrsd. Data on schooling show that
having parents who placed less vslue on edun ration, the offenders them-
selves seemed less motivated to study and they had had lsss favourable
relatiwnships with cchoolmates, performed rather poorly in ¢lass, had
lower self-images and gained little satisfacticn from school lifes 4=
& result of this, a much higher rate of school drop-out was found GNMORE
offenders (90.3% at Form 2 level) than non-offenders (58.7% at the same

class level).

There has been little indication of financial difficulties being
the reason for their discontinuation of study. About 72.7% of the offend-,
ers attributed "unable to cateh up", "having no motivation to study', or

"being expelled from school® as reasons for dropping out of school,
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fRung Fut™ whiles the non-offenders a
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them &.d not etsy long in thelr jobo.

The ressons Torx cvhanging jobs wers mostly negative. MNost ressons row

ported were dus to the unsatlsiactary working conditions.

In brief, obv ¢ss inegpired to bo
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educational and cecupationzl success.

v L
I3

Mol Involvement din convent

~

The c¢ata suggest that boith offenders and non-offenders were not
interested in activities offered to thew by the youth centres, When

the coffenders indicated no interest in joining the youth csntres; the

cf

non-offenders reported having '‘ne time' o» not

parents to Jjoin as their reason for not participating in

asctivities,

The interest of offenders in 'Kung Fu! associations was quite
g 4
obyious but motivetion for joining such associstions had not been

explored.

A pattern of free time activities can be identifi srong tue

offenders; who were mere likely than non-offenders to engage in

-~

gambling, fighting, smoking, dancing, visiting prostitutes and music

hells, watceling parncgraphic filws and taking drugse
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YKung Fut oand thely vreference

wers more often than none-

cemic books, and pornegraphic

4

liked Rung Tu? Ffilms sad

adnired 'Hung Fu?

Television viewing and lictening %o radio seemed %o cuoupy

than that of the hﬂﬁwCliCPv,

proegramnes ove

the ¢ Lmﬂul%J are cxploved, the dat

ta also show that the offenders were more present-oriented

4
than the nonw-offenders and they seemed less happy with their prosent

v
state of 1life. They zlso expressed more hatred and mistruzt toward
ther people znd the community as a whole. They sald that they would

o
he reedy to tske reveunge on those who hurt them.

Conclusion

Qur assumption that the causes of crime and delinguency are
mulii-factorial is confirmed in this siudy. From the data gathered,
we observe that one factor alone does not contribute to delinquent

4

acts. For example, more offenders than non-offenders were to coue
from broken homes, but we cannot establish the direct cause-effect
relationship between crime and brolen home. Qther factors must inter-
vene between a broken home and crime to increase the prebability of

occurence of a delinguent acit. Sometimes the sams set of events usy
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of sovial bhond we use to examing ths

soite contrdbutory factors and or:

uch a case whether or noet wne cormite

groups alsu s valuss, the

has with his the nmore ely
Gelinguent as in the s f triad invelvement. But in the case ol
FTamily bond of weaker bond between offendars

and thelr fanm veoi'e reporbted te come from famiisas

ithout parental integrity; with unfavourable parent-child relatioaships

and vwith a relatively low degree of scoio-economic status. ¢t we have
havdly any dnlormation regarding the parents atvtitudes towards the tone-
ventionszl rules of conducte ALL we can assume is that mest families

would be law sblding, so the wesker the family control over the young.

the more likely thev are to become delinquento However, zs we have
mentioned before family condition, “the most, could just be considered
a long term factor %o the cause of crims.

Triad dnvolvement, on the other hand, could well be considered

{rlbvcjng to delin q;ent zcts. As dndicatsd
n

nection with memnbers of
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in our data, cuid
triad society and 181 were members of the triad soc ciefy leaving only
5G4

o
52 offenders un thed by triadse As 1t is also reported that gang
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ights is cne of the common achivities awvong the triad sociebles and
ght

idered ag wnlawful act, involvemsnt in trisds

s

vere comritted. (Ssze Chenter VII and data book).

Qur educatiengl systen, eccerding to the dats gatbhered, seous
! (4 v < %

to have pruvdused mome negative effect on the youngsiters, Most of the

offenders repurted that they dropped ocut of scheol because th

e
fe dull and uwninteresting, or becgsuss they vwere unable Lo

i
!..J -
[

school 1

catoeh up angd had no motivation to study. As most of the offenders avd

a ~

part of the non-offsaders Jdrepped out from school at prlumary six level,
£
LN

EN

the youngste

. )

it iz quite obvious thet the dropping out of school of
may he closely comnected with our school system as well zs the examina~

tion systew. The "direct! promctio

("t

n gyatem that we have discusssd in
ear

Chapter V may discourage the youngsters'! motivevion in 1

Seaondzry Ssheool Entrance Examinztion end the lack of places in scocudary

schools may affect the dropping ovt of school of the youngster

s T
the youngsters sre out of school, they will be exposed to vayi

ences by which they may have more oprportunity to bs involved
ing and/or dslinguent acts,

fecording to our data, more cffenders than non-offenders wers

2

school drop-oute. Often they mzny be secking more exciting experiecices
than schecl provideszs. Beiug poorly equipped with knowledge and skill,
they werc liksly to tazke up early employment, receiving low economisg
reward and working under poor conditvions. Being frustrated by the
employment situation, they tended te drift from job to job or remsined
idle. Under such circumstance,; they would be more likely to encounter
the triad elsments who they would view as daring and exciting and thus
become delinguents. This observation is further supported by the data
shown in Appendix Dy Table 2 end 3+ In these tables there shows that
the earlier the offenders went out to work, the earlier they became in
contact with the triad elements. A&nd also the more Jobs the youngesters

held,; the more chances he had connection with members of friad society
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hat poor living environment is

L
und for juvenile deiinquents. Liviang enviroomen

breeding grou Ju is 'tr
as an important intervening vardeble in the linking up of .

and thus sucountered their triad fiiends and later became involved .
triads thomselves. The over-crowdednsss of some of the private hous=ing

vprerises would likely be a long teym factor %o the cause of crimes As
ed, the voungsiers particvlerly working
youth (i.e., the offenders) would more likely venture ount to cxpose
themszeives vo a vardety of infiuence. Our data indicate that more
offenders ~ho took up early employment®t tended te live awsy from homa

and to some extent this suppocts our conclusion.

1,

Centrary to the expectation of the public that the assumed
relation of crime commitiment with type cf free time activities and
preference in exposure to various aspects of mass media is not cou-
firmed by this study. Here the focus has been on a number of variables
assumed to be associated with crime and delinquency. 4n in depth
longitudinal study of any one of these could provide fruitful research
over the next five or ften years. Such a study on free time activities
and mass media could well be given first consideration. Sponsorshin

from responsible commercial media could hopefully be soliciteds
P Y

However, two different sets of patterns of free time activities
engagement is found distinguishable between offenders and non-offenderss
More offenders than non-offenders indicated their interest in adult
types of free time activities such as gambling, fighting, smoking,
dancing, drinking, visiting prostitutes and music halls, watching
g

t
pornographic films snd taking drugs.
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ous and stord

U T o £
Also, the ol were

like to view movies on war

pon-offenders showed their disrespsct to policemen and had more hatred
and mistrust towards other people and as a whole. More

offenders than non-offenders preferred to tzke chances to attain their

perscnal gool rether than by working hard and they were meore reality
cricnted and less happy with thelr pressnt situaticn than the non-

However, the relation between soclal attitudes and

has not been confirmed as we have not boen able to examine the process
of delinquency with this present research design. Further, as lndicated

in Appendix D, whether or not one who holds the 'unconventional soeial
* would commit a delinguent act depends on the situation ow
opportunity precedent to this act because most delinquent acts wers

ol

committed without premititatione.

Thus even though the urge ¢ use illegitimate means to attain
personal goals is strong, there should be opportunity for one to subli-
mate this urge to legitimate courses of action. &lternatively it could
dessolve into mere wishful thinking. The theory of deling
by Richard Cloward end Lloyd Ohlin in chapter one supports

tionoe






ZI. RECOMMENDATIONS

Having identified a number of factors as possible contributors to
¢rime, we would like to recommend the following preventive measures aiming

at esch factor we have discussed.

11.1 Family Services

11.1.1 As family condition may become one of the long term causzaiive
factors of delinquenuy, we suggest that apart from providing remedial
services to needy families, the family service agencies should conzider

the provision of kunowledge on family life education to parents so thsail

they may better understand the needs of their children. Also by so

3

doing, parents may scquire more xnowledge and skill in supervising

their children.

The weans dy which such kzowledge is provided may go thirough
different channels. The agencies concerned wmay work jointly with the
Mutual Aid Committee of each residential block fo launch the family

s,

life education programme or they may use their existing egency facilitie

w

to provide such programme.

It is slsoc impertant that the Founger generations whe will becoue
parents be informed on the essential and changing significance of the
femily in modern society. The "family in a changing world" could well

be intrcduced as a compulsory subject in secondary school curriculas

1le.l.2 To ensure that children under 12 would be well taken care of,
it is recommended that more nurseries and rlay centres be ectablished
in industrial districts to provide temporary care for children of

working mothers.

11l.2 Living environment

As the over-crowdedness of some of the private housing premises
are likely breeding grounds of delinquency, re-structuring of such
housing conditions or re-location of residents living in crowded spaces

is recommended as a measure to minimize the development of potential
P P

delinquents.
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As the ineffective school system is also identified as & long
term contributory factor to delinquency; the following meazsures arc
recommended.
1le3.1 It is recommended that the 'direct' promotion scheme in primary
school be abolishede In its place, a better evaluative system on

pupils’® performance be set upe

Every effort must be made to minimize school drep-cuts. ALl
students who zchieve satisfactory grades should have the right to
proceed with their education. Thus students would be meeting standards

racher than simply competing with classmates.

1l.3.2 A mechanism of ¢loser chiccking of primary school drop—outs is
also recommended. It is hoped that through this mechanism school drop-
outs could bz channelled into vecational and technical education so that
the young may be betier equipped to find jobs at fair wages and be in

rightful place in sotietys

11.3.3 To prevent behavioural pwoblems of children from further

developing, school social work is recommended as an integral part in

the school system to early identify the problem as well as taking early
remedial action.

1L.3.4 To balauce work and play, the children and youth agencies arc
suggested to work jointly with the school authorities to provide extra
curricular activities for school children te broaden their learning as

well as to develop their potentials in all aspects.

11 .5 Youth Vork

Youth work has been emphssized as one important measure in the
prevention of crimes However, noting that both offenders aid non-
offenders had not made much use of the existing youth services, we

would like to recommend & thorough evaluation and re-orientation of the

exigting youth services. We would also like to recommend that an overall

Jouth policy be formulated by the government sc¢ that governmental
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depariments and veluntary agencies concerzed could be guided towards
better co-ordinetion and co-operation in providing servvices for youth
in Hong Kong. In ceonnection with this recommendation, an advisory
commitiee on youth services is suggested to be appointed by the
government. This advisory commitiee is responsible for recommending
the youth policy and assessing youth scrvices programue offered by

both the government and veluntary sectors.

1le4el  Out=reach youth vrogramme for both the pre~delinguent and the

delinquent youths is recommended as an alternative service to youth
centres. However, careful consideration and planning are suggested
before the implementetion of this new scheme on a large scale. In
addition it seems essential that one or more of the voluntary agencies
initiate a programme or programmas specifically designed to cerve ths
needs and interests of the adventurous, non=conforming delinguent and
pre-delinquent youth. Those parents who are concerncd abouk bad
influences on their childrven at yonth and compunity centres (and we
have clearly identified their existence) should fingd the needs of
their children wet in more traditional programmes. At least some if
zot all of our agencies should identify the deviant as well as the
Gisadventaged as their tsrget populatiou.

11.4.2 As playgrounds were reported to be frequently used by youths,
more constructive use of this facilitiec should be concidered by the
youth work agencies for providing servines %o youths., Skilled leader-
ship as differcntiated from mere monitoring seems an essential first

step.

Control of Triade

As it is found that triad involvement is one of the immediate
contributory factors of crime, we suggest the law enforcement agency

take more active action to comtrol sll these undesirable gangs.

Research

As the one shot exploration of contributory fzctors of crime

and delinquency of this present study has revealed its limitations, an



in-depth longitudinal study of a limited number of varishles is
recommended. A study on free time activities and mass media could

be given first consideration,
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I. PERSOEAL BACE
1. Fresgnt age
& Dete of birtl
B Sex
b
5.
Kong) At what apge did you come ho
6o
T
&, Length of residence in Hong Kong
IT.

mother qeceased) Do you have a step-mother or



2.

Do

6o

7

8.
9

10.

1l.

12.

13.

14,

A2

What is your parents' (or step/foster-parents') present
marital relationship?

2a. (If parents were divorced or separated) How old were
you then?

Are your parents living together regularly at present?

What is your father's educational standing?

ka. What is your mother's educational standing?

What is your father's religious affiliation?

5a. What is your motherts religious affiliation?

What are your father's present occupation and position?

Sa. What are your mother's present occupation and position?

¥hat is the approximate monthly income of your father?

7a. What is the approximate monthly income of your mother?
How many ecoaomically active persons are there in your family?

What is the total monthly income of all the members living
together in your family?

Do you have the following items in your home?

Radio Television set Air-conditioner
Rice Cooker Gramophone Automobile
Refrigerator Tape recorder "Servant!
Talevhone Washing machine

N.B. The possession of individual items was not coded.
The number of item possession and the score of
commodities possession were coded directly.

Who is mainly responsible for the overall expenses of your
family such as rent, food, electricity?

How many brothers and sisters do you have, including yourseif?
(including those living and not living with your family)
12a. What is your cordinal position?

What is your impression of your sibling relationship since
childhood?

Do you feel your parents have favouritism towards one or two
of your siblings since your childhood?

lha. (If parents play favouritism) Who is your parents'
favourite?

1kb. (If you are not their favourite) Have you ever felt
unhappy with your parents' favouritism?



3%, do you
whe
1. Whom WGulﬂ nost or ask he
eucounter of problens?
A)  Vhen you arc whether or noi
B} When you are whethar or not
further your s change your tra
¢)  VWhen you ars sho oney
o) When you encounter difficulities
17. Car you recall whe in your fa
for supervising the children
16,  W¥het has been your Ffatherfs u
vouy childhood?

;28 bean your mothor

& 3
since your ¢hildhood?

When you chat with your father, what is usual
ocf conversation?

1=t
O
[3

19a. When you chat with your umother, what
topic of gonversabtion?
20 lly epraking, do you consider your parentst relationsuip
s harmoniocus (or ssiisfactury)?

21 ¢ Sinee childbood, have you ever been
vecanse your parents guarrel, though yau

22« Lo you feel that your father has any good aspects worth learn
22a. (If yes) What are these aspects?

22%« Do you feel that your motlher Las any good aspects worith
learning?

22¢. (If yes) What are these aspecits?

2%e In the past three years, what had been the major resource of
your pocket-money?

2k, Generally speaking, had you enough pocket momey in the past
bhree years?
2

2ka. If you had not enough wmonsy, what had you dome Lo get ittt

25, On the whole, do you consider your family 1life satisfactory?
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26, The following are a 1ist of statements concerning parent-
child relationship., Please express your opinion and state
whether you agree or disagree with each of them.

a) Children should inform their parents when they go out

B) Children should pay filial piety to their parents

C) Most of what parents teach is right

D) Parents very often do not understand their offsprings

E) Parents do not render enough freedom to their offsprings
F) Parents are often stubborn and lack of understanding

27 Coming to crimes, have any of your family members been convicted
by the court for committing an cffence?
27a. (If yec) Who are they? What kind of offence have they
committed? How o0ld were you then?
28, According to your knowledge, how many members of your family
have ever joined the triad society?
28a. Who are they?

IIT. LIVING AND NEIGHBOURHOOD ENVIRONMENT

1. Before ccning here, which district did you live in?
26 Before coming here, which type of housing did you cccupy?

3. Before coming here, were you living with your family?

3a. (If not) When did you move vut aznd cease living with
your family?

3b., How c¢ld were you when you nmuved out?

3c. Whom did you live with when you were not living with
your family?

3d. ‘Which district did vou reside in when you were living
with your family?

3e. And what type of housing was it?

3f. What was the main reason for your moving cut?
b, How many times had yon moved house in the past year?

S5e In the past year, how often did you stay overnight in
temporary residential dwellings (e.g., apartment houses,
hotels etc.)?

6. When you were living with your family, how many tenants were
there aliogether in your house (or in the same flat)?

7o When you were living with your family, how many persons were
there altogether living in the same house (or same flat)?
(including other tenants)



Here you satiafied or diss
in your living envirocams
family?
4)  Quiet
B) Space inside the house
C) Open space cutside the house
DYy Trensportation
Ey Ventilation
) Heighkarhoad
G} Public

When you wer

yoeuth centres

L]

1ibe (Ii yes) Dig 70
in the centres

1lee (If no) What was
centres’ zeiiv

Apart from these youth cen
private orgenizations? (ecg., Chinese boxing schools,
asscciationsy clubs, etc.)

12a. (If yes) What type of orgrnization was it

TIONAL BACKGROUND AND SCHOOLING

Before you came here, (or befors you commiited this offence),
were you attending school or had you slready been workis

&
la., (If attending school) Which class were yon attending?

1be  (If working already) What was the highest class you
attained?

leo  (If working slready) Wha
o

X was the main reason for your
dropping out from school?

£ 6

How many schools have you attended altogether?

<,

o

ﬁbcﬂ-

talte the school which you last attends d, what was your

u
cadenic position in your class?
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5.

Ve

8.

10,

11,

1z.

13.

A6

Do you know what level of education your parents expect
you to attain?

All along, what level of education have you expected yourself
to attain? '

The following are a list of statements concerning schoolinge
Please express your own opinion and state whether you agree
or disagree with these points of view,

A) Most of what we learn in school are useless

B) For me, studying is a very difficult job

C) It is most important to have enough education if
one wants to get ahead in Hong Kong

D) Actually, I am not the type that will do well
academically

Can you recall the general attitudes of those teachers who

‘have taught you? What were their attitudes?

Did you have one or more teachers whom you had special liking?

8a. (If yes) How many such teachers approximately?

8b. (If yes) What was the main reason for your special liking
for them?

On the other hand, did you have one or more teachers whom you

disliked most?

9a. (If yes) How many such teachers approximately?

9b. (If yes) What was the main reason for your dislike?

Ever since you entered schocl; have you received any prize?

10a. (If yes) What prize did yov receive?

Have you ever been punished in the school? What type of
punishment was it?

How many of your schoolmates could be regarded as your
intimate friends?

Ever since you entered school, have you discussed the following
issues with your intimate schcoolmates?

A) Schoolwork and school affairs

B) Your family life

C) Amusement and leisure activities
D) Issues concerning male and female
E) Sexual knowledge



1. a0t be your
ro thers many
who were also your school
personal charscier-
4,) Good academic achiecvements
B) Good conduct
C)  Willing to gffer help and have rectitude
D) With leadership
) bedient to teaclers.
F)  Pay filizl plety fo parents
G) Brave and willing to venture
i) Proficient in "huﬁg Fut
L) Talented in arts
1hbe  Tn what grade did you get to know most of thems
lhes Were most of them vour heighbours?
15 Where did you meet your intimatc scheoolmates mostly?
16. According to your kuowledge, are they still ttending schaol?
b 3 )
17, According to yeur kuovledge, usve many of your inticate
friends ever joined the Lriad genciety?
18. Ever since you entered school, have vou ever participated in
o v - -
ny of the follewing activities?
A)  Music, singing
B) pa3n+1ag
C)  Hiking, camping
D) Photography
E)  Chess
F) Ball games, track and field events, swimwing
G Writing
H)  Pleying musical instrumenis
19. On tue whole, how would you feel about your school life
experience?
Vo ATTACHMENT TO PEBRS
1. Before coming here, (or befors committing this offencs), how
3 k]
many persons could be regarded as your intimate friends?
e Where did you get to know your intimate friends
20 Where would you and your intimate friends go mostly for

entertainment to spead leisure hours?

e Do wany of your intimste friends join the triad s
Te Among your intimate friends, do many of them have
commitited cffences?

oclety?

also
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10.

11,

12,

13,

48

Had you already known your intimate friends when you
committed the first offence? (If it is the first offence,
then ask 'when you committed this offence')

6a. (If not) At which offence did you come to know them?
6b. (If not) Where did you get to know them?

Please state the occupation and level of education of three
of your most intimate friends.

What do you feel are the characteristics of these intimate
friends which deserve your respect most?

All along, do your parents like your asscciation with your

intimate friends?

9a. (If parents dislike the association) Have your parents
forbidden your association with them?

Whea you go out from here, will you associate with them again?

10a. (If it depends) What are the conditions?

Do you think it would be difficult to make friend with other

people?

lla. (If difficult) What is the main reason for the difficulby?
Do you think friends are important to you?

On the other hand, among your acquaintznce, is there anyone
whom you want to flee from, or even never to meet again?
13a. (If yes) Who are they?

13b. (If yes) What is the main reascn?

VI, CRIMINAL AND TRIAD SOCIETY RECORD

1.

2e

3.

What offence have you committed whith brought you here? And
what is the period of sentence? (or what is the period of
probation?)

Did you commit this offence by yourself, or were you working
with a clique?

2a. (If working with a clique) How many members are there
in the c¢lique?

2be (If working with a clique) Have they been arrested?

Have you ever committed any offence before this one?

3a. (If yes) What offence have you committed? What was the
sentence? How many accomplices did you have?

What do you feel that drove you to commit these crimes?



5e Before you set out for the crime, did you have any pre-
meditation?

6. Do you feel that the sentence fcf this offence is fair?
6a., (If unfair) Why is it unfair? t '
6b. What type of sentence scared you most?

7. Have you joined the triad society through fofmal enrolment
ceremony?. .
72+ (If yes) How long have you joined the triad society?
7bo Which district does your triad 5001ety belong to°
7¢ce What is its neme?

7d. What has been the highest posltlon held =1nce 30u
’ entered the society?

7e. Where did you have first connection with members of the
triad society? .

7f. Through which channel did you.first join the triad society?

78, ,Personally spaaklng,.what is your main reason for Jjoining
: the triad soc1ety° ‘

7he How many members are there in the triad society vyou
~ belong to?

7i. Do youwish to leave the triad scciety?
7kes Do you think that they will let you leave?

(If resp0ﬂden+ has been formally enro¢1ed into the trlaa sceiletyr,
there is nc need to ask question No. 8)

8. Perhaps you haven't formally enrolled into the triad societv,
but have you had any comnection wiih members of the triad
=oc1ety?

8a. (If yes) How long has the connection been?
8b. Which district of the triads are you connected with?
8c. What'is the name of the triad society?

8d. Where did you have the first contact with the members of
: triad society?

8e., Why .did the first connection take place?

8f. What is the size of the trlad society which you have
connection with?

8g. What is the most common activities of the triad society
which you have connection with?

8h. Will you formally join the  triad society in the future? -
8i. (If not) Why not? -
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VII. LEISURE ACTIVITIES AND EXPOSURE TO MASS MEDIA

1.

2,

e

be

S5e
6o

1ll.

12,

13,

140

I will state a list of activities, please tell me whether you
have taken part in these activities. If you have, how 0ld were
you when this began? How frequent and with whom did you part-
icipate in each activity?

A) Hanging around in soft drink shops or in cafe
B) Smoking

c) Taking drugs

D) Social dance

E) Drinking

F)  Gambling

G) Listening to pop music

H)  Hiking, camping, swimming, ballgames etc,
I) Gang fights, brawls

J)  Watching pornographic films

K) Going to music hall, prostitutes

Are there any activities which you would like to do very much
but have not the chance to try it?

What is the main reason for your inability to carry out these
activities?

Have you any intimate opposite sex friends?
Have you had sexual relationship with ner/him?

Do you often read the following books or magazines?

A)  Teenagers' magazine (e.g., Little Bargirl, Little

Hooligans)
B) Magazines such as Mini, Playbtoys, the 80's etce.
c) 'Kung Fu' magazine or novel

D} Magazines on movies
How c¢ften do you read Chinese newspaper?
Which newspaper do you normally read?
Which column do you like most?
Which kind of films do you like most?

In your memory, which two films did you enjoy most?

Do you have any heroes which you especially like, admire or wor-

ship, such as celebrities, filmstars, soccer stars, or boxers?

12a. (If yes) Please list the names of 2 persons which you like
most, and state why you have the special liking.

Do you often watch T.V.?

13a. (If you do) Which two programs do you enjoy most?

Do you often listen to the radio?

lhka. (If you do) Which two programs do you enjoy most?
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( BYPERIENCE (Only ask those who have

le How old were you when you began your

2o For how long have you heen working Ee
(or before you camﬂi.teu this offens

3e Were you working in the period immediai
commitied this offsnce?
3as (If no) For how long have you been unemployed by the
time you committed this offence?

ho  Please shate, in chronologicsl

have
For how long have you remsined 8150

the salary end the reascns for

5. If you were ngen the oppertunity to chonsze

&
you Llike, which type of job would yveou choose

s

6o The follewing is a list o
¢ t

work and oc

supat:
a) There is no distivction im the socizl status for
th.iferent Jobs.
B) Earning a great forture does not reguirs real
kuowledge
C) Host employers aim to tap more profit, and they
totally disregaervd the welfare of ithe ployees

D) To work steacdily on a job will never

L) It tekes ventura %o get suc

) One only needs teo work hard, and he will get
alead someday

N
Lesn

IX, PERSONAL AND SOGIAL ATTITUDES

Lo Usually everyone has some opiriun about oneself, for smample,
o }' ~

seme people have an optimistic view of 1ife, while mome
pe&SJﬂlﬂLiGs Do you agree or disagree with the :

£) You elways worry about yeu” ownn future
B}  Spending before earning is not a recemnandshle hahavior
Gy If you could rejuvenate; yuu would hope to becoume
anotlhier person
D It is at present too early to concern things
happen in two years later
E) It is at present too early to comcern things

happen one year later
F) Your life is full of varieties

2o Generally speaking, have you ever spent money which you have
nat yet earnea?
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Someone said that there is no future prospect for Hong Kong,
do you agree or disagree with this?

3a. (If agree) Why is there no future prospect?
What is your feeling about Hong Kong?

The following are some statements concerning various view-
points toward man and his affairs. Please indicate whether
you agree or disagree with each of them.

A) Most rich people get rich by operating illegal business

B)  One should be reckless in order to achieve one's goal

C) To maite one's way in this world, one must be guilerful

D) Most of the people in the society are unreliable

E) Most of the people in the socciety are selfish

F) Poor people in Hong Kong are diminishing year by vear

G) When one is taking a course of action, one needs not
care whether others agree or not

H) There is no difference in telling a lie once or ten
times

I) The law in Hong Kong is fair

J) Probation homes are effective in reforming youths

K) Most of the policemen in Hong Keng are decent fellows

L; One will only learn to become worsz, rather than
better; in prison

M) One who does not settle hatred is not a gentleman

N) IT someone has helped me, I will. help him in return
if there is such an opportunity

03} Training centres are effective in reforming youths

P) Detention centres are effective in reforming youths

Mere is the end of the interview;

thank you for your ccoperation.



Appendix A2

Social Causes of Violent Crimes Among Young Offenders

Intervieﬁ Schedule for Non-offenders' Group

Introduction:

I am an undergraduate of the Chinese University of Hong Kong,
We are conducting a social research on the youths in Hong Kong, the
aim of which is to obtain some insight into the youths' 1life and their
attitudes and opinions.

we hope that you would co~operate with us in responding to our
questions. All the information you provide us will be kept strictly
confidential,

I, PERSONAL BACKGROUND INFORMATION

1. Present age

2o Date of birth
S Sex

4o  Marital status

Se Place of birth

5a. (If not born in Hong Kong) At what age did you come to
Hong Kong?

6. Neiive place
7o Religious affiliation .

8. Length of residence in Hong Kong

II, FAMILY SITUATION

1. Are your parents living?

la. (If father deceased) Do you have a step~-Tather or
foster-father?

1b. (If mother deceased) Do you have a step-mether or
foster-mother?

lco (If both parents deceased) How old were you then?
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1k,

21L

What is your parents' (or step/foster-parents') present

marital relationship?

2a. (If parents were divorced or separated) How old were
you then?

Are your parents living together regularly at present?

What is your father's educational standing?

ba. What is your mother's educational standing?

What is your father's religious affiliation?

S5a. What is your mother's religious affiliation?
g

What are your father's present occupation and position?

6a. What are your mother's present occupation and position?

What is the approximate monthly income of your father?

7ac What is the approximate monthly income of your mother?
How many econcmically active persons are there in your family?

What iz the total monthly income of all the members living
together in your family?

Do youw have tke foliowing items in your home?

Radio Television set Air-conditioner
Rice Ccoker Gramophone Auvtomobile
Refrigerator Tape recorder "Servant"
Tolephone Wasbing machine

N.B. The possession of individual items was not coded.
The number of item possession and the score of
commodities possession were coded directly.

Who is mainly responsible for the overall expenses of your
family such as reant, food, electricity?

How many brothers and sisters do you have, including yourself?
(including those living and not living with your family)
12a. What is your ordinal position?

What is your impression of your sibling relationship since
childhood?

Do you feel your parents have favouritism towards one or two
of your siblings since your childhood?

lha. (If parents play favouritism) Who is your parents'
favourite?

14b, (If you are not their favourite) Have you ever felt
unhappy with your parents'! favouritism?



15.

16,

17.

18.

194

20,

21.

224

25,

2k,

25.

A5

Since childhood, who do you feel in your family likes you best?

15a. Since childhood, who do you feel in your family dislikes
you most?

Whom would you like to consult most or ask help from when you

encounter the following types of problems?

A) When you are uncertain whether or not you are sick

B) When you are uncertain whether or not you should
further your study or change your trade

C) When you are short of money

D) When you encounter difficulties

Can you recall who in your family has been mainly responsible
for supervising the children 2ll along?

What has been your father's usual method of supervision sinee

your childhood?

18a. What has been your mother's usual method of supervision
since your childhood?

When you chat with your father, what is usually the main topic

of conversation?

19a. Wren you chat with your mother, what is usually the mzin
topic of conversation?

Genzrally speaking, do you consider your parents' relationship

as harmonious (or satisfactory)?

20a. {If not harmonious) Which do you. consider is the major

cause of the inharmonious relationship of your parents?

Since childhood, have you ever been unwilling to stay at home
because your parents quarrel, though you have the freetime?

Do you feel that your father has any good aspects worth 1earning?
22a. (If yes) What are these aspecis?

22b. Do you feel that your mother has any good aspects worth
learning? :

22c, (If yes) What are these aspects?

In the past three years, what had been the major resource of
your pocket-money?

Generally speaking, had you enough pocket money in the past
three years?

2ba. If you had not enough money, what had you done to get it?

On the whole, do you consider your family life satisfactory?
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The following are a list of statements concerning parent-
¢hild relationship. Please express your opinion and state
whether you agree or disagree with each of them.

A) Children should inform their parents when they go out
B) Children should pay filial piety to their parents

C) Most of what parents teach is right

D) Parents very often do not understand their offsprings

A16

E) Parents do not render enough freedom to their offsprings

F) Parents are often stubborn and lack of understanding

III. LIVING AND NEIGHBOURHOOD ENVIRONMENT

1.
2.

3

Which district do you live in at present?
Which type of housing do you occupy at present?

Are you living with your family?

Za. (If not) When did you move out and cease living with
your family?

3b. How old were you when you moved out?

2ce Whcem did you live with when you were not living with
your family?

3d., Which district did you reside in when you were living
with your family?

3e. And what type of housing was it?

3f. What was the mgin reason for your moving out?

How many times had you moved house in the past year?

residential dwellings (e.g., apartment houses, hotels etc.)®

When you were living with your family, how many tenants were
there altogether in your house (or in the same flat)?

When you were living with your family, how many persons were
there altogether living in the same house (or same flat)?
(including other tenants)

Which family members did you reside with when you were living

with your family?

N.B. The responses to this question were not coded.

Ay

In the past year, how often did you stay overnight in tempora
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9 Here you satisfied or dissatisfied with the following aspectis
in your living environment when you were living with your family?

A) Quietude

B) Space inside the house

C) Open space outside the house
D) Transportation

E)} Ventilation

F) ©Neighborhood

@) Public recreational facilities

10. When you were living at nome, did you know ¢f any children or
youth ceatres operated by government, religious or voluntary
organizations in the vicinity?

10a. (If yes) Where did you first obtain such information?
11. Have you ever joined the activities of those centres since
your childhood?

1la., (If yes) What kind of activities did you ususlly
participate in?

1l1b, (If yes) Did you acquaint most of your intimate
friends in the centres?

1lc. (If no) What was your main reason for not joining
the centres' activities?

12, Apari from these youth centres, have you ever joined othei
private organizations? (2egey Thinese boxing schools,
associations, clubs, etc./

12a. (If ves) What type of ovgcnization was it?

13, From your daily observatioca, ds any of the following typesn
of people exist in your residential district?

1k, Are you afraid that they will gise you trouble or even hurt
you or your family?

15. According to your knowledge, have any of your neighbours
been disturbed by these people?

16. Have you or your family member been disturbed by these people?

17. According to your knowledge, what type of crime occur most
frequently in your neighbourhood?

18. In dealing with the above-mentioned types of people, do you
think the police are effective?
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IV. EDUCATIONAL BACKGROUND AND SCHOOLING

1.

2e

3o

7

8.

9a

10,

Are you studying at school or are you working at preseni?
la. (If attending school) Which class are you attending?

lb. (If working already) What was the highest class you
attained?

lc. (If working already) What was the main reason for your
dropping out from school?

How many schools have you attended altogether?

Just take the school which you last attended, what was your
academic position in your class?

Do you know what level of education your parents expect
you to attain?

All along, what level of education have you expected yourself
to attain?

The following are a list of statements concerning schoolinrg.
Please express your own opinion and state whether you agrez
or disagree¢ with these points of view.

A) Most of what we learn in school are useless

B) For me, studying is a very difficult job

C) It is most important to have enough education if
onc wants to get ausad in Hong Kong

D) Actually, I am not the type that will do well
acsdenically

Can you recall the general attitudes of those teachers who

have taught you? What were their attitudes?

Did you have one or more teachers whom you had special liking?

8a. (1f yes) How many such tcachers approximately?

8b. (If yes) What was the main reason for your special liking
for them?

On thes other hand, did you have one or more teachers whom you

disliked most?

9a. (If yes) Howv many such teachers approximately?

9%, (If yes) What was the mzin reason for your dislike?

Ever since you entered school, have you received any prize?

10a. (If yes) What prize did you receive?
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12,

13,

15.
16,

17.

18,

Have you ever been punished in the school? What type of
punishment was it?

How many of your schoolmates could be regarded as your
intimate friends?

Ever since you entered school, have you discussed the
following issues with your intimate schoolmates?

A) Schoolwork and school affairs

B) Your family life

C) Amusenent and leisure activities
D) Issues concerning mszle and female
‘E) Sexual knowledge

Of course, your intimate friends may not be your schoolmates,
but among your intimate friends, are there many schoolmates?

l4a. Aumong those intimaie frierds who were also your schuol-

wates, do they possess the following personal character-
isties?

A) Good academic achievements

B) Good conduct

C) Willing to offer help and have rectitude

D) With leadership

E) Obedient to teachers

F) Pay filial niety to parents

G) Brave and willing to venture

H) Proficient in "Kung Fu"

I) Talented in arts

14b. In what grade did you get to know most of them?

lhc. Were most of them your neizhbours?
Where did you meet your intimate schoolmates mostliy?
According to your knowledge, are they still attending school?

Ever since you entered school, have you ever participated in
any of the following activities?

A) Music, singing

B) Painting

C) Hiking, camping

D} Photography

E) Chess

F) Ball games, track and field events, swimming
G) VWiriting

H) Playing musical instruments

On the whole, how would you feel about your school l1life
experience?
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It is said that members of triad sccieties often infiltrate

Anto schools for illegal purposes. From what you have observed

in school, do you consider the situatiion serious or not?

19a. (If serious) Do you know their channels of infiltrating
into schools?

V. ATTACHMENT TO PEERS

VI.

1.

2,

30

b

5.

7

At present, how many persons could be regarded as your intimate
friends including those you made in and outside school?

Where did you get %o know your intimate friends mostly?

Where would you and your intimate friends go mostly for
entertainment to spend leisure hours?

Please state the occupation and level of education of thrse of
your most intimate friends,

What do you feel are the characteristics of these intimate
friends which deserve your respect most?

All along, do your pareats like your association with your

intimate friends?

6a. (If parents dislike the association) Have your pareuts
forbidden your association with them?

Do you think friends are important tec you?

LETISURE ACTIVITIES AND EXPOSURE TO MASS MEDIA

1.

I will state a list of activities, please tell me whether you
have taken part in these activitiea. If you have, how old were
you when this began? How frequent and with whom did you part-
lcipate in each activity?

A) Hanging around in soft drink shops or in cafe
B) Smoking

G) Taking drugs

D) Social dance

E) Drinking

F) Gambling

G) Listening to pop music

H) Hiking, camping, swimming, ballgames etc.
I) Gang fights, brawls

J) Watching pornographic films

K) Going to music hall, prostitutes
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S5
6.

7o

8.

9.
10,

1l

13.

ll*'.

VII. WORK

A2

Are there any activities which you would like to do very
much but have not the chance to try it?

What is the main reasoun for your inability to carry out
these activities?
Have you any intimate opposite sex friends?

ka, (If yes) What is the degree of intimacy?
Give the names of two books or magazines which you like most.

Do you often read the following books or magazines?

A) Novels

B) Detective stories :

C) Teenagers' magazine (e.g., Little Bargirl, Little Hooligans)
D} Magazines such as Mini, Playboys, the 80's etc.,

E) 'Kung Fu' magazine or novel

F) Magazine on movies

How often do you read Chinsse newspaper?

Which newspaper do you normally read?

Which column do you like mos%:

Which kind of films do ycu like most?

In your memory, which two films did you enjoy mocsi?

Do you have any heroes which you especially like, admire or

worahip, such as celebrities, filmstars, soccer stars, or
boxers?

12a. (If yes) Please list the names of 2 persons which you
like most, and state why you have the special liking.

Dc you often watch T.V.?

13a. (If you do) Which two programs do you enjoy most?

Do you often listen to the radio?

lha, (If you do) Which two progrems do you enjoy most?

EXPERIENCE (Only ask thHose who have working experience)

1.

2.

How o0ld were you when you began your first employment?

For how long have you been working?
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Please state, in chronological order, the jobs you have done,
For how long have you remained in the job. Plezse also state
the salary end the reascns for changing jobs.

If you were given the opportunity to choose the occupation
you like, which type of job would you choose?

The following is 2 list of opinions peopie may take toward
work and occupation; do you agree or disagree with them?

A) There is no distinction in the social status for
gifferent Jjobs

B) Earning a great fortune does not require real

' knowledge

C) Most employers aim to tap more profit, and they
totally disregard the welfare of the eumployees

D) To work stesdily on a job will never get ahead

E) It takes venture to get success

F) One only needs to work hard, and he will get
ahead socmeday

VIII., PERSONAL AND SOCIAL ATTITUDES

1.

2o

Usually everyone has some opinion about oneself, for examplse,
some people have an optimistic view of life, while some are
pessimistic. Do you agree or disagree with the following
statements?

You always worry about your own Ifwature
bpndlng before earning is not a recommendable behavior

¥ you could rejuvenate, you would hope to become

another person
D) It is at present too early to concern things that wiil

happern in two years later

By It is at present too early to concern things that will
happen one year later

F) Your life is full of varieties

o R vI R
e e Nt

Generally speaking, have you ever spent money which you have
not vet earned?

Someone said that there is no future prospect for Houg Kong,
do you agree or disagree with this?

%a. (If agree) Why is there no future prospect?

What is your feeling about Hong Kong?
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5o The following are some statements concerning various view-
points toward man and his affairs. DPlease indicate whether
you agree or disagree with each of %hem.

A) Most rich people get rich by cperating illegal business

B) One should be reckless in order to achieve one's goal

C) To make one's way in this world, one must be guileful

D) Most of the people in the society are unreliable

E) Most of the people in the society are selfish

F) Poor people in Hong Kong are diminishing year by year

G) When one is taking a course of action, one needs not
care whether others agrece or not

H) There is no difference in telling a lie once or tea
times

I) The law in Hong Kong is fair

J) Probation homes are effective in reforming youths

K) Mest of the policemen in Hong Kong are decent fellows

L) One will only learn to become worse, rather than better,
in prison

M) One who does not settle hatred is not a gentleman

N) 1If someone has helped me, I will help him in return if
there is such an opportunity

0) Training centres are effective in reforming youths

P) Detention centres are sffective in reforming youths

IX. OPINIONS ON CRIME

1. Many people in Hong Kong say. that the problem of juvenile
delinquency is getiing mere and uore serious., Do you think
it is really serious?

2o Generally speaking, what do you think are the major causes
that make young people commit crimes?

3o Do you think tougher sentenczs chould be used cn young
offenders?
3as What type of sentence wouvld you consider most severe?

ke If you had committed an offence, what kind of punishment
would scare you most?

5 It is said that more and more people are joining the triad
society. To your knowledge, do you have any friends who
have joined the triad society?

5a. How many are there approximately?
6o Have any of your intimate friends committed an offence and
convicted by the court?

6a. What was the offence?
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As to your family members, have any of them joined the
triad society?

7a. (If yes) How many such members approximately?

Coming to crimes, have any of your family members been

convicted by the court for committing an offence?

8a. (If yes) Who are they? What kind of offence have they
committed? How old were you then?

Have you joined the triad society through formal enrolment
ceremony?

9a. (If yes) How long have you joined the triad society?
9b. Which district does your triad society belong to?
9¢co What is its name?

9d. What has been the highest position held since you entered
the society?

9e. Where did you get first connection with members of the
triad society?

9fo Through which channel did you first join the trisd sceieby?

98 Personally speaking, what is your main reason for joinihg
the triad society?

9h. .ow many members are there in the triad society you belong
to?

9i. Yhat is the most common activities carried out by the
triad society you belong tu?

9j+ Do you wish to leave the triad society?

9k. Do you think that they will let you leave?

Perhaps you haven't been formzllirs enrolled into the triad soclety,
but have you had any connections with members of the triad soclety?

10a. (If yes) How long has the connection been?
10b, Which district of the triads do you have conneciion with?
10c. What is the name of the soclety?

10d. Wkere did you have the first contact with the members of
triad society?

10e. Why did the first connection take place?

10f. What is the size of the triad society you have connection
with?

10g. What is the most common activities of the triad society
which you have connection with?

10h, Will you formally join the triad society in the future?
10i. (If not) Why not?
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Have you ever been convicted by the court because of having
committed an offence?

lla, (If yes) What was the offence?
1llb. (If yes) What was the sentence?

Here is the end of the interview;

thank you for your cooperation.
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Appendix B

Social Causes of Violent Crime Among Young Offenders
Offenders' Group Interviewing Time Schedule

Date of Interview Prisoners/Inmates/Probaticners to be Interviewed
at Prisons Depariment:

1.5.74 Tong Fuk Detention Centre
2.5.7h Sha Tsui Detention Centre
2.5.74 Chi Ma Wan Prison

6.5.74 Cape Collinson Training Centre
7.5.7h Tai Tam Gap Training Centre
8.5.74 Stanley Prison
17574 Tai Lam Centre For Women

Social Welfare Department:

20.5.74 Western Probation Office
North Kowloon Prcbation Office
Ma Tau Wei Girls' Home
Tsuen Wan Probation Office

21.5.74 Higher Court Probaticn Office
Kwun Tong Probation Office
Begonia Road Boys' Home
Seuth Kowloon Probation Qffice
Fanling Probation 2ifice

22.5.7h Causeway Bay Probation Office
Juvenile Court Probation (Sub) Office
Castle Peak Boys' Home

23.5.74 Causeway Bay Probation Office
Juvenile Court Probation (Sub) Office
San Po Kong Probation Qffice

25,74 Causeway Bay Probation Office
O Pui Shan Boys' Home
San Po Kong Probation Office

27.5.7h San Po Kong Probation Office



I. Rape
(1)

(2)

(3)

II. Murdef

Appendix C

Violent Crime Cptegories

( Cap. 213 Section 21 )

Any person who commits the crime of rape shall be guilty of felony;
Penalty: impriscnment for life.

Any man who induces a married woman to permit him to have carnal
connection with her by personating her husband shall be deemed

guilty of rape.

If upon the trial of any indictment or the hearing of any information
or charge, for rape or for any offence made felony in section 6
(Defilement of girl under 13) the jury or the magistrate, as the

case may be, is satisfied that the defendant is guilty of an offence
vnder secticn 5 (Defilement of girl betwzen 13 and 16), 6, 9 (Procuring
defilement of females) or 10 (Carnal knowledge of female idiot) or

of an indecent assault, but is not satisfied that the defendant is
guilty of the felony charged in ‘such indictment,; information or charse,
or of an attempt to commit the 'same, then and in every such case the
jury or the magistrate, as the case may be, may acquit the defendant
of such felony and find him guilty of an offence as aforesaid, or of
an indecent assault, and there upon such defendant shall be liable to
be punished in the same mamner as if he had been convicted upon as
indicment, information or charge for such offence as aforesaid, or

for an indecent assault.

and Manslsuginter (Cap. 212 Section 2=3, 7-8)

2.
.3.

7e

; 8 2

Any person who is convicted of murder shall suffer death as a felon.

On every conviction for murder the court shall pronounce sentence of
death, and the same may be carried into execuiion, and all otner
proceedings upon such sentence and in respect thereof may be hod and
taken, iu the same manner in all respects as sentence of death might
have been pronounced and carried into execution, and all other
proceedings thereupon and in respect thereof might have beeh had and
taken, before the commencement of this Ordinance, on a conviction for
any other felony for which the prisoner might have been sentenced to
suffer death as a felon.

Any persoi whu is convicted of manslaughter shall be liable to
imprisonment for life and to pay such fine as the court may award.

No punishment or forfeiture shall be incurred by any person who killg
another by misfortune, or in his own defence, or in any other manner
without felony.

III. Attempted Murder ( Cap. 212 Section 10-1k )

10.

e

Any person vho=

a. adminsters to, or causes to be administered to, or to be taken by
any person any poison or other destructive thing; or

b. by any means whatsoever, wounds or causes any grievous bodily harm
to any person,

with intent in any of such cases to commit murder, shall be guilty of

felony, and shall be liable to imprisonment for life.

Any person who, by the explosion of gunpowder or any other explosive
substance, destroys or damages any building with intent to commit
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murder shall be guilty of felony, and shall be liable to impriscament
for life,

Any person who-
a. sets fire to any ship or vessel, or any part therecf, or any part
of the tackle,; apparel, or furniture thereof, or any goods or chatitels
being therein; or
b. casts away or destroys any ship or vessel,
zith intent in any of such cases to commit murder, shall be guiliy of
feleny, and shall be liable te imprisonment for life.

Any person who-

a. attempts to administer to, or atltempts to cause to be administered
to or to be taken by, any person any poison or other destructive
thing; or

b. shoots at any person; or

c. by drawing a trigger or in any other manner, attempts to discharge
any kind of loaded arms at any person; oxr

d. attempts to drown, suffocate, or strangle any person,

with intent in any of such cases to commit murder, shall, whether any

bodily injury is effected or not, be guilty of feldny, and shall be
liable to imprisonment for life.

Any person who, by any means other than those specified in any of the
preceding sections, attempts to commit murder shall be guilty of
felony., and shall be liable to imprisonment for life.

IV. Serioue Assault ( Cap. 212, Section 17, 19=20, 22-23, 29, 36, 39 )

17

19a

20.

Any person who-

a. wnlawfully and maliciously, by any means whatsoever, wounds or
cavses any gricvous beodily harm to any person; or

b, shcols at any person; or

Co by drawing a trigger or in any other manner, attempts to discharge
any kind of loaded arms at any person,

with iniont in any of such cases to maim; disfigure, or disable any

perscn, or to do some other grievous bodily harm to any persocn, or

with intent to resist or prevent the lawful apprehension or detainer

of any person, shall guilty of felony, and shall be liable to

imprisonment for life.

Any person who unlawfully and maliciously wounds or inflicts any
grievous bodily harm upon any other person, either with or without
any weapun or instrument, shall be.guilty of a misdemeanor, znd
shall be liable to imprisonment for three years.

Any person who- :

a. by any means whatsoever, attempts to choke, suffocate, or strangle
any other person; or '

b. by any means calculated to choke, suffocate, or strangle, attempts
to render any other person insensible, unconscious, or incapable
of resistance,

with intent in any of such cases thereby to emable himself or any

other to commit, or with intent in any of such cases thereby to assist

any other person in committing, any indictable offence, shall be
guilty of felony, and shall be liable to imprisonment for life.



22,

23

29.

26.

}90

Any person who unlawfully and waliciously administers to, or causes
to be administered to or taken by, any other person any poison or
other destructive or noxious thing, so as thereby to endanger the
life of such person or so as thereby to inflict upon such person
any grievous bodily harm, shall be guilty of felony, and shall bs
liable to imprisonment for ten years.

Any person who unlawfully and malicicusly administers to, or cause to
be administered to or taken by, any other person any poison or other
destructive or noxious thing, with intent to injure, aggrieve, or
annoy such person, shall be guilty of & misdemeanor, snd shall be
liable to imprisonment for three years.

Any person who unlawfully and mgliciously-
2, causes any gunpowder or other explosive substance to explode; or
b. sends or delivers to, or causes to be taken or received by, any
person any explosive substance or any other dangerous or noxious
thing; or
¢. puts or lays at any place, or casts or throws at or upon or
otherwise applies to any person, any corrosive fluid or any
" destructive or explosive substance,
with intent in any such cases to burn, maim, disfigure, or disable
any person or to do some griewvous bodily harm to any person, shall
whether any bodily injury is effected or not, be guilty of falony,
and shall be liable to imprisonment for life.

Any person who=

8. assaults any person with intent to commit felony; or

b. assaults,; rcsists, or wilfully obstructs any police officer in
the due exascution of his duty or auy person acting in aid of such
officer; or

c. assauvl’ts any person with intent to resist or prevent the lawful
apprehiension or detainer of himself or of any other person for
any offence, shall be guilty of a misdemeanor triable summarily,
and shall be liable to imprisonment for two years.

Any person vho is convicted of an asszault occasioning actual bodily
harm shall be guilty of a misdewmeanor and shall be liable to
imprisonwent for three years.

V. Kidnapping (Cap. 212 Section 42-43 )

Forcible Taking or Detention of Persons

’*2.

L},B.

Any person who, by force or fraud, takes away or detains against
his or her will any man or boy, woman or female child, with inteat
to sell him or her, or to procure a ransom or benefit for his or
her liberation, shall be guilty of felony, and shall be liable to
imprisonrent for fourteen years.

(1) Any person who-

a. unlawfully, by any means, leads or takes away, or decoys or
entices away, or detains any child under the age of fourteen
years, with intent to deprive any parent, guardian, or other
person heving the lawful care or charge of such c¢hild of the
possession of such child, or with intent to steal any article
upon or about the person of such chil, to whomscever such
article may belong; or

b. with any such intent receives or harbours any such child,
knowing the same to have been les, taken, decoyed, enticed
away, or detained as in this section before mentioned,
shall be guilty of felony, and shall be liable to imprisonment
for sevsn years:



Provided that np person who has tvona fide claimed any right to
the possession of such child, or is the mother or has bona Tide
claimed o be the father of an illegitinate child, shall be
lisble te prosecuted by viriue herecf on account of the getting
possession of such ¢hild or taking such child out of the possessicn
of any person having the lawiul charge thereof.

For the purposes of this section, the adoptive parent of a chilad

under ths sge of fourteen years, and the employer of & chilg

under the age of fourteen years, shall be deemed to have had the

lawiul care or charge of such childs

Provided that -

a« nothing in this subsection shall be construed as affecting any
rights vested in or conferred on the Director of Sosisl Welfare
by or under the Protection of Women and Juveniles Ordinance;
and

b. nothing in this subsection shall be construed as conferring upon
any adoptive parent or employer any right of retaining possession,
custody or control of any child as against the child's parent or
guardiang or as agzinst the child.

VI Robbery with Firearms

VII Other Robberies { Cap. 210 Section 10 )

10. (1)

(2)

A person commits robbery if he steals, and immediately before or
at the time of doing so, and in oprder to do so, he uses force on
any person or puts or seeks to put any person in fear of being
then and there subjected to force.

Any person who commits robbery, or an assault with intent to rob,
shall be guilly of an offence and shall be liable on conviction
upon indictment to imprisonment for life.

VIIY Criminal Damage io Property ( Cap. 200 Sactions 60-64 )

60. Destroying or damaging property

(1)

(2)

(2

A perscn whe without lawful excuza degtroys or damages any preperty
belenging to another intending tc destroy or damage any such
property or being reckless as to¢ whether any such property would
be destroyed or damaged shall be guilty of an offence.
A person who without lawful excuse destroys or damages any property,
vhether belonging to himself or arother-
a. intending to destroy or damege any property or being reckless
aes to whether any property would be destroved or damaged; and
b. intending by the destruction or damage to endanger the 1ife
of another or being reckless as to whether the life of another
would be thereby endahgered, shall be guilty of an offence.
An offence committed under this section by destreying or damaging
property by fire shall be charged as arson. -

61. Threats to destroy or damage properiy
(1) A person who without lawful excuse makes to another a threat,

intending that other would fear it would be carried out y—

&. to destroy or damage any property belonging to that or a
third person; or

be to destroy or damage his own property in a way which he knews
is likely to endanger the life of that other or a third person,

shall be guilty of an offence.



62,

63»

cL.

Possessing anything with intent to destroy or damage property
(1) A person who has anything in his custody or under his contrel
intending without lawful excuse to use it or cause or permii
another to use it = ,
a. to destroy or damage any property belonging to some other
person; or
b. to destroy or damage his own or user's property in a way which
he knows is likely to endanger the life of some other person,
shall be guilty of an offence.

Punishment of offznces

(1) A person guiliy of arson under section 60 or of an offence under
section 6C.2 (whether arson or not) shall be liable on conviction
upon indictment to imprisonment for life.

(2) A person guilty of any other offence under this Part shall be lisble

on convictior upon indictment to imprisonment for ten years.

Without lawful excuse
(1) This section applies to any offence under section 60.1 and any
offence under section 61 or 62 other than one involving a threa:
by the persou changed to destroy or damage property in a way
which he knows is likely to endanger the life of another or
involving an intent by the person charged to use or cause or
permit the use of something in his custody or under his control
so to destroy or damage propsriy.
{2) & person charged with zn offence to which this section appiies
s.all, whether or not he would bLe treated for the purposes of
this part as having a lawful excuses apart from this subsection
be treated for those purposes ac having a lawful excuse =
a. if 2t the time of the act or acvts alleged to constitute the
offence he believed that the person or persons whom he believed
to be entitled to consent to the destruction of or damage to
the rroperiy in question had su consented, or would have so
consented teo it if he or they ned known of the destruction or
oamage and its circumstances; or

b. 1f he destroyed or damaged or threatened to destroy or damage
tiie property in question or in the case of a charge of an
offence under section 62, intended tc use or cause or permit
tie use of something to destroy or damage it, in order to
nrotect property belonging to himself or another or a right o
interest in property which was or which he believed to he

vested in himself or ancther,; and at the time of the act or scts

alleged to constitutes the offence he believed-
1) that the property, right or intersst was in immediate need
of protection; and

2) that the means of protection adopted or proposed to be adopied

were or would be reasonable having regard to all the circum-
stances.

(3) For the purposes of this section, it is immaterial whether z belief

is Justified or mot if it is honsstly held.

(4) For the purposes of subsection 2, a right or interest in property
includes any right or privilege in or over land, whether crested
by grant, licence or otherwise.

(5) This section shall not be construed as casting doubt on any defense

. recognized by law as a defence to criminsl charges.



Appendix

Supplementary Tables

T

Some dats gathered for this study have not been analysed

because they are intended for other study purposes.

presented here

the main report..

Table

D-1

Degree of vpre-planning in committing crime

With premeditation

With premeditation sometimes

Seldom any premeditation

Hever any premeditation

No enswer given

Total

Table

D -

Age began first employment and age

Offenders
NO ° %
37 77
50 10. 4
%2 67

356 7hob

L 0.8

k79 10060

began the connection with triad societies

The tables

are used to further support the evidences shown in

Offendérs
Age began first
employment

Age Before 13 14 - 15 After 16 Totel
began
connection
with triad
Before 13 kb (47.8%4) 34 (36.6%) 3 (11.1%) 81 (38.2%)
14 - 15 31 (33.7%) 36 (38.7%) 7 (25.9%) 74 (34.9%)
After 16 17 (18.5%) 23 (2L.7%) 17 (63,0%) 57 (26 ,9%)

Total 92 (100.0%) 93 (100,0%) 27 (100.0%) | 212 (100,0%)

X% = 24,18

o))




Table D

-3

Number of jobs held in total and having

connection with member of triad society

QOf fenders

D2

Number of jobs

in total
Having One or
connection . 2 -3 More than 4 Total
41 no job
with member
of triad society
Yes 66  (71.7%) 92 (86.0%) 38 (88.9%) 2LE  (Bp69%)
No 26 (28.3%) 15 (14.,0%) 11 (11.1%) 52 (17.4%)
Total 92 (100.0%) 107 (100.0%) 99 (100.0%) | 293 {(1G0,0%)
2 .
X = 11,100 p < ,0L






