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of which f i ve are t r iba ls and the rest non- t r iba ls . It is found that 

most of the t r iba l convicts charged wi th minor cr imes, belong to 

the joint family type. Among the non-tr ibal convicts, the majori ty 

( i . e . , 83.33%) belong to the single unit type of family and only one 

to the joint fami ly . 

From the above findings it is found that the persons, 

belonging to the joint family system, are more prone to commit 

crimes than those belonging to either the nuclear or the single unit 

type of fami l ies. When t r iba l and non t r iba l convicts are cosidered 

separately, it is found that the majori ty of the t r iba l convicts 

belong to the joint type of fami ly , whereas in case of the non-

t r iba l convicts, a high percentage is found in both the nuclear and 

single types of fami ly . 

In the subsequent chapter, the precip i tat ing causes behind 

^ c h type of crime w i l l be dealt w i t h . 



CHAPTER - VI 

PRECIPITATING CAUSES OF CRIME 

The question why a man commits a cr ime, has always 

been a matter of interest and grave concern. However, i t is not 

easy to provide any specif ic answer to such a question since 

each type of crime occurs under the influence of some specif ic 

situations and circumstances and due to various reasons. 

With this end in view it is fe l t that it is of v i ta l 

importance to know and understand the reasons behind dif ferent 

types of cr ime, that are being committed in a place l ike 

Shil iong, which has been h is to r ica l l y known to be very peaceful 

place. 

In the course of the present study it is seen that 

various types of crime have been committed by the people; both 

trrbals and non t r i b a l s . Four major crimes v i z . , murder, rape, 

theft and arson have been selected in order to f ind out the specif ic 

reason/reasons for such acts of cr ime. 

Murder : 

Murder may be referred to the offences, affecting the 

human body intentionally or unitentional l y . Out of the 123 male 

convicts, (two female convicts have been excluded) 30 i . e . , 

24.39% have committed murder. 

The analysis shows four speci f ic reasons that may be 

ascertained for murder. These are as follows : 
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( i) Strain Relation : 20.00% of the murder cases have been 

committed due to strain relation ei ther between 

relatives or between colleauges or f r iends. The 

reasons, underlying strain relation wi th re la t ives, 

pertains to the matters, such as, problem over 

proper ty , household affairs and jeolousy, etc. while 

strain relation between colleauges or fr iends is mostly 

due to professional r i v a l r y . 

( i i ) Influence of alcohol : In about 20.00% cases, murder 

was committed under the influence of a lcohol , i t appears 

to be a momentary lapse on the part of the convict . 

( i i i ) Sex Rivalry : Nearly 10.00% of the murder cases have 

occured due to sex r i va l r y or due to i l l i c i t sex 

re lat ion. 

( i v ) Self defence : In 7.00% of a l l murder cases, i t was 

found that the offender got involved in order to 

protect himself . 

(v) Revenge : In about 10.00%, i t is found that the offender 

in order to sett le old scores have committed murder. 

In a considerable number of cases, the convicts have 

blunt ly refused to disclose any reason for the i r 

involvement in murder . A few persons have suggested 

that they have been wrongly accused, s t i l l a few more 

convicts have admitted that they were accomplice to 

the cr ime. 
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Theft : 

Among the 123 male respondents, 57 persons ( i . e . , 

46.34%) have been convicted on charges of the f t . Incidentally 

theft registers the highest form of crime in Shi l long. 

From the present set of data, i t is found that there 

are three specif ic causes behind theft cases. They are as 

follows : 

( i ) Poverty : In adequate means to maintain his family and/ 

or himself prompted the convict to commit the f t . It 

has been observed that financial strain due to 

unemployment or underemployment is the motivating 

factor behind most of the theft cases (33.33%). 

( i i ) Influence of friends : It has been observed that a 

considerable number of the convicts (25.42%) have 

committed theft under bad influence of the i r f r iends. 

( i i i ) Influence of alcohol : In 15.25% cases the convicts 

admitted that they committed such cr ime, when they 

were under influence of a lcohol . 

Rape : 

There is a so l i tary case of rape, and it has been 

committed by a t r iba l convict . He has categorical ly denied the 

charge. Thus on the basis of a single case i t is not possible to 

at tr ibute any reason to such act of a cr ime. 
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Arson : 

Arson is an unlawful act of setting something on f i r e . 

In the present study two main reasons are found for such an act 

of cr ime. These are as fo l lows. 

( i ) Influence of alcohol and companions : In about 50.00% 

of the cases, the convicts have committed arson under 

influence of a lcohol , coupled wi th provocation from 

the i r f r iends . 

( i i ) Momentary Lapse :ln other 50.00% of the cases, the 

convicts have committed arson due to momentary lapses. 

It occured mainly when the person involved was in a 

f i t of temper and a few wanted to sett le some scores 

in the heat of the moment. 

As mentioned ear l ier in the present s tudy, there are 

two female convicts. One has been convicted for the sale of i l l i c i t 

l iquor and drugs and the other for immoral t ra f f i ck ing . In both 

cases they have admitted that in order to make both ends meet 

they do practise such cr imes. It appears therefore that i t is 

poverty which had prompted them to act in such a way. 

From the above discussion i t appears that irrespective 

of the nature of crime the prime reasons are poverty and bad 

companionship. When a person is unable to secure any gainful 

employment and remains unemployed, there is a greater 

opportunity for the person to get himself involved in the gang 

of some antisocial elements, and such bad companionship 

eventually may lead him to commit cr imes. 



CHAPTER - V l l 

DISCUSSION 

Al l human beings are born in one society or the other, and 

each society is governed by certain rules and norms. In order to 

satisfy one's need for subsistance, shel ter , companionship, sexual 

ac t i v i t y , e tc . , one has developed certain ideas, attitudes and habits 

(Jonhson, 1973). One has certain obligations to observe the ru les, 

sanctions and norms approved by one's own society. However, i t is 

common to a l l societies that some men sometime fa l l outside the 

patterns of the accepted conduct. The moot question arises then, 

why a person breaks the sanctioned rules and norms. Consequently, 

a sense of curiousity develops, and man tr ies to f ind out the 

answers to such behaviours and acts. Those behaviours and/or acts, 

which deviate from the 'permit ted conduct ' , are labelled as crimes 

(Bertrant, 1957). 

Johnson (1973) is of the opinion that one may call a 

part icular act as a cr ime, when the act violates the exist ing rule 

of the society, but a l l such acts cannot be technical ly referred to 

as cr ime. Tappan (1960) has reviewed al l the various definatlons 

and views on crime and c r imina l . 

The Classicist explanation of crime and punishment were 

developed in the second half of the eighteenth century wi th the 

publication of Becaria's book, "Crime and Punishment" (1764), which 

is directed more against the arb i t rary system of justice and the 

inhuman code of punishment, which used to prevai l in the eighteenth 
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cen tu r y . 

Lombroso (1836 - 1909), F e r r i (1856 - 1928) and Garafalo 

(1852 - 1934) are the major p o s i t i v i s t s , who dea l t w i t h the 

biogenic or h e r e d i t a r y aspects of c r i m i n a l b e h a v i o u r . The impetus 

fo r s t ress ing h e r e d i t y as an impor tant fac to r fo r a l l c r im ina l 

behav iours have come f rom a book e n t i t l e d "The Jukes " , w r i t t e n by 

Dugdale (1877) . 

Goring has po in ted out tha t the re is no 

p a r t i c u l a r charac te r to d i f f e r e n t i a t e between the pr isoners and 

normal persons . His f ind ings are made a v a i l a b l e in h is book , 

e n t i t l e d "The Engl ish Conv ic ts " (1913) . Hooton in h is book "Cr ime 

and The Man" (1939) and Sheldon in h is books "Var ie t i es of 

Del iquent Youth" (1949) and "Phys ique and Del inquency" (1956) have 

t r i e d to co r re l a te cr imes and o ther an t i soc ia l behav iours w i t h some 

f i l i ys i ca l c h a r a c t e r i s t i c s . Goddard (1923) has suggested that the 

feebleminded persons are more prone to commit cr imes s ince they 

are not endowed w i t h su f f i c i en t i n te l l i gence . Healy (1926) has 

suggested tha t de l inquency occurs due to major emotional 

d i s t u rbances . 

One of the o ldes t and most popu la r exp lana t i ons , advanced 

fo r c r ime causat ion , is the d e p l o r a b l e economic cond i t ion of man. 

Fornasar i (1894) , Bonger (1926) and Bur t (1938) have contended tha t 

the c r im ina l s belong to the economical ly poorer sect ion of the 

s o c i e t y . 

The soc io log ica l exp lanat ion fo r c r ime s ta r t s w i t h the 
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assumption that cr iminal behaviour is learnt. This is the basis of 

the theory of "d i f ferent ia l association", put forward by Sutherland 

in his book "Principles of Criminology" (1947). Cloward and Ohiin 

(1960), in the i r book "Delinquency and Opportuni ty" , have stressed 

the importance of opportunities for learning cr ime. Merton (1949), in 

his theory "social structure^' has pointed out the fact that deviant 

behaviour is the result of a "s t ra in" between cu l tura l ly prescribed 

goals and the social s t ructure. 

It appears, therefore, that crime is always situation 

specif ic and for any crime committed there could be more than one 

reason. In order to understand the nature of cr ime, being committed 

in a place l ike Shi l long, an exploratory study has been undertaken 

wi th a view to understanding demographic and socio-economic 

backgrounds of the convicts. 

In the present study i t is observed that the majori ty of 

the convicts belong to the middle age group i .e . 25-15 years. There 

is a so l i tary study on "Crime Perspective in North-East India" by 

Dutta Ray et a l . , (1986). They h^ave observed that a majori ty of the 

convicts in this region, belong to the younger age group. Thus the 

present findings also not agree wi th those of Dutta Ray et a l . , 

(1986). Adwani (1978) has found in Jaipur that higher incidences of 

crime occur among the people in the younger age group. Kerawalla 

(1959) has observed, taking into consideration a l l police records 

from dif ferent states, that there is a higher concentration of crimes 

in the early years of adulthood. The other studies, made by 

Fishman (1934), Clemmer (1958), Morris (1965), Sutherland and 
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Cressey (1978), have also shown that the incidences of crime is 

higher in the younger age group. 

It may be noted that the present findings does not 

corroborate the observations, made by the other wr i ters that crimes 

are mostly committed by the people in the lower age group. 

On the basis of the present f indings, i t may be suggested 

that the occurence of higher incidence of crimes in the middle age 

group may be due to the fol lowing reasons : 

In the age group 25-45 years people are generally expected 

to earn thei r l i ve l ihood . Thus fa i lure on the part of such as 

individual to secure a job and fur ther to secure a gainful 

employment may creat feelings of f rus t ra t ion, which may tr igger 

antisocial behaviour, i t is also found that in this age group, 

opportunities are more that a person may f ind professional r i v a l r y , 

resulting in criminal behaviour. 

In the present study various types of crime have largely 

been committed by the males (123 out of 125 convic ts) . The present 

analysis, pertaining to the relat ionship between sex and crimes, 

lends support to the findings of higher rate of male convicts, as 

observed by Schafer (1948), Pollak (1950), Sutherland and Cressey 

(1978), Adwani (1978). 

A so l i tary s tudy, made by Dutta Ray et a l . , (1986) in 

North East India, taking into account both Assam and Meghalaya, has 

shown that in both Assam and Meghalaya crime is almost exclusively 

a male a f fa i r . So the present study thoroughly corroborates wi th 
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that of Dutta Ray et a l . 

In Assam and Meghalaya the frequency of female convicts 

are 1.09% and 2.50% respect ively (Dutta Ray et a l . , 1986). In the 

present study there are only 2 cases of cr imes, committed by 

women. One is a Khasi woman and another a Nepali woman. The low 

rate of female convicts is true for a l l age groups. It may perhaps 

be due to the fact that the males are by nature more aggressive 

than the females (Stern, 1968). 

It may be pointed out here that Sutherland and Cressey 

(1978) are of the opinion that in the societ ies, where the women 

have a good deal of freedom, the crime rate among the women tends 

to be higher. However, this observation does not hold t rue, when 

the social situation in Meqhalaya is taken into consideration. Among 

the tr ibes of Meghalaya women enjoy greater social and economic 

fceedom than the i r male counterparts. 

In the present study i t is found that the unmarried people 

have committed more crimes (53.66%) than the married ones (31.71%) 

and separated/divorced persons (14.63%). Dutta Ray et a l . , (1986) 

have reported that the married people commit more crimes than the 

unmarried ones. Sheldon and Glueck (1930) and Gi l l in (1937) have 

observed that the crime rate is more among the divorced and/or 

separate persons than that among the married or unmarried persons. 

The present f inding does not support any of the ear l ier 

observations. So i t may be suggested that crime has l i t t l e or 

nothing to do wi th marital status of a person, rather crime is 

committed more due to some specif ic situation in which a person is 
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involved and it depends on the nature of the crime committed by 

the person. 

The present study shows that both the t r iba ls and the non 

t r iba is are involved in committing cr imes, and the nature of crimes 

is by and large s im i la r . The only exception is a single case of 

rape, which has been committed by a ' t r ibal convict . 

The three indigenous tr ibes of Meghalaya i . e . , the Caro 

Jaintia and Khasi are involved only in 39.83% of the total number of 

cases. The s t r i k ing feature is that in spi te of the fact that 

Meghalaya is essentially a t r i ba l state (nearly 80.00% of the total 

population are t r i b a l ) , i t is found that the non-tr ibals commit more 

cr imes. One probable reason, for such a s i tuat ion, is that the 

t r iba ls in Meghalaya are more t rad i t ion bound than the non t r i b a l s , 

who are basical ly the migrants. Another point is that they ( i . e . , 

the non-tr ibals) often suffer from a sense of insecurity and feel that 

they are being discriminated against in t ry ing to secure employment 

for themselves and thereby they are involved in more aggressive 

crimes. It may be recalled (Table 7) that the non t r iba ls have 

committed proport ionately more murder and theft than the i r t r iba l 

counterparts. However, in case of murder the difference in 

proportion is s igni f icant ly higher in the non t r i b a l s , though the 

difference is insignificant in case of the f t . Dutta Ray et a l . , (1986) 

have observed that there are 47.50% of the convicts, who are 

i l l i te ra te in Meghalaya and 61.52% in Assam. The signif icant point 

here is that the bulk of the convicts are i l l i t e ra te i rrespect ive of 

the i r ethnic a f f i l i a t i on . They have suggested that the reason for 
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less number of i l l i t e ra te t r iba l convicts ( i . e . , 17.50%), as against 

52.50% l i terates, is due to the nature of the t r i b a l s , who are bound 

by the i r t rad i t ions . The present f inding again does not corroborate 

wi th the observations, made by Dutta Ray et a l . , (1986). 

Al ternately, it may we suggested that economic handship due to the 

nature of employment (a good percentage of the convicts are casual 

workers which means a lot of uncertainty in jobs and no security 

for future) may produce more convicts among the i l l i te ra te people. 

Kerawalla (1959) has observed that less than 30.00% of the 

total convicts are i l l i t e ra te . The present f inding does not lend 

support to one made by Kerawalla. On the contrary, i t may be 

suggested that the incidence of crimes is inversely proportional to 

the level of education. 

Gibbs and Start (1974) are of the opinion that one's 

position in the economic structure determines the opportunit ies, 

fac i l i t ies and the requisi te sk i l l s for speci l ized cr ime. According to 

La in and Turner (1968) these people, who belong to the lowest 

occupational status, commit murders more than those, belonging to 

the higher occupational status. Chambliss (1969) has observed that 

the people in the working class and the members of the economically 

upper class are equally gui l ty of some offences, though the people 

in the working class are more l i ke ly to be arrested and convicted. 

Adwani (1978) has found the higher crime rate among the cul t ivators 

and the lowest among the t raders . 

In the present study i t has been observed that the 

majori ty of the convicts (68.30%) are the casual workers, s l i gh t l y 
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more than 13.00% are monthly earness and 13.00% cu l t i va tors . It is 

fur ther observed that less than 5.00% among the convicts are the 

t raders . In th is connection i t may be noted that Dutta Ray et a l . , 

(1986) have made a s imi lar observation on the occupation of the 

convicts in Meghalaya. The higher rate of crime among the people in 

lower occupational status may pr imar ly be due to the effect of 

financial pressure fe l t by the individuals in t ry ing to make both 

ends meet and also due to job dissat isfact ion. 

In the present study i t is noticed that 86.21% of al l 

convicts belong to the low income group (the t r i ba l convict - 92.00% 

and the non t r i ba l - 81.36%). Thus i t is seen that the present study 

lends support to the ear l ier findings of Garofalo (1914), Bonger 

(1916) and Lewis (1961), who have studied relat ionship between 

crime and economic condition and have mentioned that a large number 

of offenders belong to the low income group since they are gr ipped 

wi th feelings of f rustrat ion and a sense of depr iva t ion. But th is 

view has not been supported by many others, such as Adwani 

(1978). Adwani observes that most of the offenders (51.10%) belong 

to the middle income group. The present study shows that 68.30% of 

a l l convicts are the casual workers i . e . , they have no regular job, 

nor are they gainful ly employed. It may be inferred that poor 

economic condition is the main reason, which leads a person, 

whether t r i ba l or non t r i b a l , to commit a cr ime. In this connection 

one may recall what West (1967) has sa id . He has observed that 

due to a feeling of inab i l i t y to maintain family wi th l imi ted income, 

a number of crimes are committed for economic reasons. So the 

present findings do not corroborate wi th the observations made by 
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Adwani (1978). 

The studies, made by Adwani (1978) and Dutta Ray et a ! . , 

(1986), show that a higher percentage of offenders have come from 

rural areas. Caldwell (1956) in his study has observed that the 

crime rate is always higher in urban areas, except in case of 

murder and rape, which are normally higher in rural areas. The 

present f inding is quite s imi lar to Caldwells ' observation. So far 

the t r i ba l convicts are concerned the present f inding lends support 

to the observation mode by Dutta Ray et a l . , (1986) that the 

majori ty of the convicts generally come from the rural areas. But so 

far the non t r i ba l convicts are concerned, the present f inding in no 

way lends support to the observation made by Dutta Ray et a l . , 

(1986). It may be said that w i th the present set of data i t is 

real ly very d i f f i cu l t to ascertain the contention made by Dutta Ray 

et a l . 

In the present study i t is found that nearly 58.54% of the 

convicts have admitted that the i r parents had hard ly administered 

any sort of discipl ine on them during the i r ch i ldhood, whi le 26.83% 

are of the opinion that the i r parents were very severe in imposing 

d isc ip l ine on them. It is understood that family always play an 

important role in instrumenting control on its members. Where proper 

d isc ip l ine is lacking, there is a strong poss ib i l i t y that persons, 

belonging to such a fami ly , w i l l go ast ray. Thus, i t may be said 

that fa i lure on the part of the parents to administer proper 

d isc ip l ine on the i r chi ldren may lead a majori ty of the individuals 

to adopt some kind of abberant behaviour. Unfortunately, no 
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comparable data are avai lable from other populations. So it is 

d i f f i cu l t to draw any inference. 

Dutta Ray et a l . , (1986) have stated, "a criminal 

personality develops in the society in general and in the family in 

par t icu lar . Moreover, condition in the family may lead a person to 

cr imes". Adwani (1978) has observed a majori ty of the prisoners 

belong to the joint family system, whi le Dutta Ray et a l . , (1986) 

have found only UO.00% of the convicts in Meghalaya and 26.18% in 

Assam belong to the joint fami ly t ype . According to then in t r i ba l 

population of Meghalaya, a joint family is only a temporary phase 

and most of the families are nuclear, but in Assam joint family is a 

persist ing inst i tu t ion. In the Present study i t is found that Ul.16% 

of the convicts belong to the joint family system, whi le 30.89% and 

27.64% belong to the nuclear and single unit family systems 

respect ive ly . Of the non t r iba ls convicts in Shi l long, i t is found 

that they are by and large equally d is t r ibu ted in three categories 

of family i . e . , nuclear, joint and single uni t . The reason for th is 

may be due to the fact that the non t r iba ls are mostly migrant and 

hard ly have the opportunity to maintain the joint family system. 

However, from the present findings i t is not rea l ly possible to draw 

any conclussion about which type of family is much more responsible 

for criminal behaviour of the ind iv iduals , though the present 

findings come very close to the observations, made by Dutta Ray et 

a l . , (1986). 

In f ine , i t may be pointed out that crime appears to be 

almost exchusively a male af fair in Shi l long. However, i t is also a 
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universal t r u t h . 

Though Meghalaya is a t r i ba l dominated state i t is found 

that the non t r iba ls commit proport ionately more crimes in 

comparison to the t r i b a l s . It may be due to the fact that the non 

tr ibals feel more economic insecurity. However, i rrespect ive of ethnic 

affil iatJon,two most glaring reasons for committing crimes are poverty 

and lack of education. The various demographic and social factors 

l ike types of fami ly , lack of proper d isc ip l ine , e tc . , may also be 

responsible for an ind iv idua l 's abberant behaviours. However, i t is 

quite d i f f i c a l t to at t r ibute any single reason to a part icular type of 

cr ime, because criminal behaviour is the outcome of certain specif ic 

situations and circumstances in which one is invo lved. Thus, It is 

not one's personality alone, but the immediately socio-demographic 

s i tuat ion, in which one l i ves , may to a great extent be responsible 

for one's deviant behaviour. 

It is a humble beginning of an intensive study, which 

we propose to carry out in future. 



CHAPTER - V I I I 

SUMMARY 

1. The present study on the convicts of Shillong deals wi th 

both demographic and social factors. It has been carr ied 

out in the d i s t r i c t central j a i l , in Shi l long, in two phases 

i . e . , the f i r s t phase was carr ied out in the month of 

October, 1991 and the second, in the begining of January, 

1992. 

2. The exist ing I iterature or crimes and criminal behaviour have 

been reviewed b r i e f l y as far as possible. 

3. A l l prison records on crimes in Meghalaya for the period 

between 1972 and September 1991 have been looked into. 

4. No part icular s tat is t ica l sampling has been followed to 

collect the present set of data. A complete enumeration 

of the convicts in the ja i l has been done. The relevant 

information/data on demographic and social aspects and 

crime h is tory have been collected through a prepared 

schedule. 

5. The present study show that a major i ty of the convicts 

belong to the middle age group i . e . , between 25-45 years. 

6. There are 125 convicts out of which two are females. It 

shows, therefore, that crime is exclusively a male 

dominated a f fa i r . 
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7. Among the convicts, the major i ty of them are unmarried. 

8. It is found that the non t r iba ls have committed 

proport ionately more crimes than the i r t r i ba l counterparts. 

However, the frequency of habitual offenders is more among 

the t r i ba l convicts. 

9. Various types of crimes committed by both t r i ba l and non-

t r i ba l convicts have been compared. It is found that the non-

t r iba l convicts committed signi f icant ly more murder than 

the t r iba l convicts. It is also true that the non-tr ibal 

convicts have committed more theft than the t r iba l 

convicts, though there is no signif icant difference in 

proport ion. 

10. In a place l ike Shil long, rape is a very rare phenomenon. 

In the present study, there is a so l i tary case of rape, 

committed by a middle aged t r i ba l convict . 

11 . It is found that most of the convicts (both t r i ba l and non-

t r iba l ) are i l l i te ra te and only a few around 4.00%, have 

passed matriculation or above. It is seen that there is an 

inverse relat ionship between the level of education and 

cr ime. 

12. Most of the convicts, both t r i ba l and non-tr ibal are casual 

workers. Hence they belong to the low income group. 

13. A majori ty of the t r i ba l convicts belong to the rural area, 

whereas, thei r non-tr ibal counterparts are equally 
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dis t r ibuted in r u ra l , urban, rural-urban set t ing. However, 

i t is d i f f i cu l t to ascertain whether or not such ecological 

background has anything to do wi th cr ime. 

14. Both the t r i ba l and non-tr ibal convicts in majori ty shows 

that they hardly received proper tr ianing and disc ip l ine 

from the i r parents, during the time of the i r upbringing. 

15. A major i ty of the t r i ba l convicts belong to the joint family 

system, whereas a good number of the non-tr ibal convicts 

belong ei ther to the nuclear or single unit fami ly . 

16. A few of the precipi tat ing causes behind al l such acts of 

crime has been pointed out. The three most important 

reasons are pover ty , influence of alcohol and bad 

companions. 

It may be suggested here that , besides those three 

factors' certain specif ic demographic and social factors should be 

looked into, in order to understand why a person is compelled to 

commit a cr ime. 

This is a very prel iminary study. With this study we 

hope to make a fur ther study in the near future. 
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A P P E N D I X 



STRICTLY CONFIDENTIAL 

DEPARTMENT OF ANTHROPOLOGY 

NORTH-EASTERN HILL UNIVERSITY 

SHILLONG 

"THE CONVICTS OF SHILLONG (MEGHALAYA) ; A 

SOCIO-DEMOGRAPHIC STUDY 

PRISON RECORD Date 

1 • Name 

2. Ja i l Reg is t ra t ion 

3. Age 1 . Sex Male/Female 

5. F a t h e r ' s Name 

6. Community 

7. Date of admiss ion in Ja i l 

8 . Case References 

9. T r y i n g Court 

10. Permanent Address 

n . Nature of the c r ime 

12. Pr ison term 

Inves t iga to r 



A. PERSONAL BACKGROUND : 

1 . 

2 . 

4 . 

5. 

6. 

7. 

8 . 

10, 

n 

12, 

Name 

Age 

Code No. 

Place of B i r t h 

Rel ig ion 

C a s t e / T r i b e / S u b - T r i b e 

Place of res idence 

Educat ional Qua l i f i ca t i on 

( i i ) 

( i ) 

( i i ) 

( i i i ) 

Any t r a i n i ng in othier f i e l d s 
( s p e c i f y ) 

Occupation 

Durat ion 

Income week l y / f o r t n i g i i t l y / m o n t h l y 

M a r r i e d / S i n g l e / D i v o r c e d ( i f d i v o r c e d ) 
s ta te the reason w h y ) 

Age at marr iage 

Residence of the respondent ' s 
f am i l y at present 

i ) Place ind ica te the fo l l ow ing about your f am i l y of o r i e n t a ­
t ion : 

Name Re la t ion -
Sh ip 

Age Sex Educat ional 
q u a l i f i c a ­
t i on 

Occupa­
t ion 

Income 



( 2 ) 

( i i ) S ib l i ng pos i t i on 

13. What are your hab i t s : ( i ) 

( i i ) 

14. What are your hobb ies : ( i ) 

( i i ) 

15. Do you have your own 
house or s tay ing in a 
rented liouse ? 

B. PARENTS BACKGROUND 

1 . F a t h e r ' s Name 2 . Age 

3. Rel ig ion U. Community 

5. Educational Qua l i f i ca t ion 

6. Profession 

7. Income m o n t h l y / f o r t n i g h t l y / w e e k l y , 

8 . Any o ther t r a i n i n g / s k i l l s 
( s p e c i f y ) 

9 . ( i ) Occupation is Regular H (Please t i c k ) 

I r r egu la r H 

( i i ) His income is su f f i c i en t in running the home ? 

(a) to some extent n 

(b ) to a great ex tent [ ] 

(c) he never cont r ibu tes F] 



( 3 ) 

10. (a) How would you rate his habits ? 

( i ) Gambling : Occasionally/often/always/never 

( i i ) Drinking : Occasionally/often/always/never 

( i i i ) Debts : Occasionally/almost always 

( i v ) Any other habits you would l ike 
to mention about 

(b) How do you feel about this ? 

(c) Crime h i s to ry , i f any 
(specify) 

1 . Mother's Name 2. Age 

2. Religion 4. ( i ) Community 

( i i ) Tr ibe/Caste/Sub-Tribe 

5. - Educational Qualif ication 

5. Profession 

7. Income weekly / for tn ight ly /month ly , 

8. ( i ) Occupation is Regular [ ] (Please t ick) 

Irregular H 

( i i ) Her income is suff icient in running the home ? 

(a) to some extent [ ] 

(b) to a great extent [ ] 

(c) she never contributes n 



( 4 ) 

How would you describe your 
parents relat ionship ? 

Father 's relat ionship w i th 

( i ) You 

( i i ) Brothers 

{ i l l ) Sisters 

( i v ) Mother 

(v) Others in the family 

Mother's relat ionship wi th : 

( i ) You 

( i i ) Brothers 

( i i i ) Sisters 

( i v ) Father 

(v) Others in the family 

t . Your relat ionship wi th your 

( i ) Father 

( i i ) Mother 

( i i i ) Brothers 

( i v ) Sisters 

(v) Others In the family 

5. (a) To whom are you attached most-

(b) Why ? 

6. Were you happy as a ch i l d ? 

7. Did your parents give you enough attention 
during your chi ldhood 1 

( i ) A lot and always [ ] 



( 5 ) 

( i i ) Sometimes [ ] 

( i i i ) Hardly [ ] 

( in case of those who had working mothers) 

8. As a c h i l d , how d id you feel when 
your mother was out for work ? 

9. Was i t necessary for her to earn a l iv ing ? 

10. When your parents were out to work, 
w i th whom were you left w i th ? 

11. Were you happy wi th such arrangement(s)? Yes/No 
If not, why ? 

12. Were you always obedient to your parents ? Yes/No 
If no, why ? 

13. What punishment were you given when you were 

( i ) Indifferent 

( i i ) Naughty 

( i i i ) Very naughty 

14. Were you af ra id of your father ? Yes/No 
If yes, why ? 

15. Were you af ra id of your mother ? Yes/No 
If yes, why ? 

16. Did your parents allow you to take 
decision on your own ? Yes/No 



( 6 ) 

17. I f Yes, what were the occasions 
you used to take your own decis ions? 

(a) I f no, who genera l l y used to 
impose decis ions on you? 

(b) How d i d you react on such 
imposi t ions ? 

18. I f your pa ren t s ' company, how d i d 
you use to feel ? 

( i ) happy 

( i i ) r e laxed 

( i i i ) uncomfor table 

( i v ) no comments 

19. Age at a t tending school 

20 . Age at leav ing school 

21 .- Reason(s) fo r leaving school 

22. D id you enjoy going to school? 
(Reasons fo r your answer) Yes/No 

23. Did you at tend classes r e g u l a r l y ? Yes/No 
I f no, why? 

24. Did your parents encourage you to : 

( i ) at tend school r e g u l a r l y Yes/No 

( i i ) pe r fo rm we l l in school Yes/No 

25. Who usua l ly used to h e l p you w i t h your home assignments ? 

26. Was moral i ns t ruc t i on a p a r t of your school cu r r i cu lum ? 



{ 7 ) 

27. What topics/themes were covered through moral instructions ? 

28. Moral instruction was : 

( i ) interesting 

( i i ) boring 

) i i i ) hardly I gave any attention 

( i v ) no comments 

29. Do you have many fr iends ? Yes/No 

30. If yes, please te l l me about the i r educational status, 
occupations, approximate income, etc. 

31 . Do you think that your friends l iked you ? Yes/No 

32." Please give reasons why d id they l ike you 

33. Please give reasons why they d id not l ike you 

34. Do you generally get carr ied away wi th your friends 
ideas/suggestions 

( i ) always 

{ i i) often 

( i i i ) occasionally 

( i v ) rarely 

(v) never 



( 8 ) 

35. Do your parents/Does your w i f e /husband app rove 
of your hav ing such f r i ends ? Yes/No 

Why 

36. Were you happy w i t h your academic achievements ? 

37. Were you happy w i t h your j o b / w o r k ? Yes/No 

38. I f not , why ? 

39. Did you have a regu lar job ? Yes/No 

40. I f no t , why ? 

4 1 . Was your income good enough fo r running the home ? Yes/No 

42. I f no t , what o ther ways you t r i e d to obta in more money ? 

43. Were you ever unemployed ? Yes/No 

44. I f y e s , f o r what length of t ime ? 

45. How d i d you u t i l i s e your t ime when you were w i thou t 
any employment ? 

46. How d i d you mainta in you rse l f and /o r your f a m i l y when you 
were out of employment ? 



( 9 ) 

C. RESPONDENT'S FAMILY BACKGROUND 

47. Year of mar r iage 

U8. Age of w i f e /husband 

49. Academic q u a l i f i c a t i o n of the spouse 

50. Number of c h i l d r e n 

51 . Please s ta te t h e i r 

Age Sex Mar i t a l Educat ional Profess ion Income 
Status 

1 . 

2 . 

3 . 

4 . 

5. > 

52. Is i t your f i r s t marr iage ? Yes/No 

53. i f no, please t e l l about your p rev ious mar r i age {s ) 
(age at mar r i age , age of spouse, number of c h i l d r e n , e t c . ) 

54. What happend w i t h your p rev ious spouse ? 

55. (a) Please t e l l me about your p rev ious spouse 's occupat ion 



( 10 ) 

55. (b) Educational Qualification 

(c) Any other sk i l l s 

(d) Income 

56. ( i ) How would you describe your relat ionship w i th your 
spouse/spouses ? 

( i i ) With your chi ldren 

0 . CRIME 

1 . Nature of the crime committed according to the informant 

2. Is this your f i r s t imprisonment ? Yes/No 

3. If not, altogether how many times had you been imprisoned 
so far ? 

1 . What were the crimes committed previously by you ? 

5. What made you continue doing that ? 

6. For how many years have you been in and out of ja i l ? 

(a) Year Period 

(b) Year Period 

(c) Year Period 

(d) Year Period 



( n ) 

7. How do you feel now, tha t you have been caught or 
impr isoned ? 

8. How many of your were in the p a r t y when the offence was 
commit ted ? 

9. Were your companions also apprechened ? 

I f no t , why do y u r t h i n k / s a y so ? 

10. Do your feel t ha t you have been be t rayed ? Yes/NO 

I f y e s , w h y , by whom, and how ? 

1 1 . Were you caught red -handed ? Yes/No 

12. I f no, a f te r how many days/months of your commi t t ing the 
c r ime were you a r res ted ? 

13. When were you g iven the war ran t of a r r e s t ? 

l U . Were you g iven at any po in t of t ime the chance to 
exp l a i n / deny the offence ? 

15. Did you t r y to p lead your innocence ? Yes/No 

I f y e s , how ? ^ 

I f no, why ? 



( 12 ) 

16. Do you think you were at fault ? Yes/No 

17. I f yes, at times do you pause to ask yourself the reasons 
why and what compelled/motivated you to commit such 
offence ? 

18. What (honestly) do you think are the reasons that motivated/ 
compelled you to act in th is manner ? 

19. Do you regret/ feel gui l ty for what you have done ? 

20. What were your in i t ia l reaction/feeling whi le being ( i ) 
arrested amd ( i i ) in ja i l ? 

21 . How d id you feel when you saw other fellow prisoners ? 

22. Describe the inmates behaviour towards you ( i ) i n i t i a l l y 

( i i) now 

23. Do you talk/discuss wi th your close inmates regarding the cause 
for your imprisonment, etc. ? 



( 13 ) 

24. What follows after this ? 

25. Who is your close f r iend among your jailmates ? 

26. Why do you say so 

27. How would you describe your relat ionship wi th the warders/ 
ja i l authorit ies ? 

28. Do you always obey/carry out the i r orders ? 

29. If not, what kind of punishments do you receive ? 

30._ Do you think the degree of punishment is just i f ied? Yes/No 

31 . If not, why 

32. What d id you feel after receiving the punishment ? 

33. How d id you parents react/feel about your imprisonment ? 

34. (a) i f marr ied, how d id your wife feel /react to your imprison­
ment ? 



{ 11 ) 

34 (b) How d i d your c h i l d r e n f e e l / r e a c t to your imprisonment? 

35. How often do your f a m i l y members v i s i t you ? 

Parents 

Wife 

C h i l d r e n 

35. What do you b r i n g when they v i s i t you ? 

37. Are you a l lowed to accept them ? 

38. Have they t r i e d to b a i l you out ? Yes/No 

39._ I f no t , why ? 

40. I f y e s , how ? 

41 . How do you behave when they meet you ? 

42. Do your f r i ends v i s i t you ? 

43. Do you not ice any change in t h e i r a t t i t ude towards you ? 
Yes/No 



( 15 ) 

44. I f y e s , in what way do you t h i n k / o b s e r v e t h e i r change in 
a t t i t ude /manner , e t c . ? 

15. How do you feel when they v i s i t you ? 

Father 

Mother 

Wife 

C h i l d r e n 

Fr iends 

16, Do you eager ly awai t to see them ? Yes/No 

47. (a) I f y e s , how often would you l i k e to see them ? 

(b) I f no, why not ? 

48. What would you l i k e to do when you are re leased ? 

49, Wi l l you be ab le to go back home to your p a r e n t s / f a m i l y ? 
Yes/No 

50. I f not , why ? 



( 16 ) 

5 1 . Do you t h i n k tha t they w i l l accept you ? 

52. Do you t h i n k you stand a chance of get t ing an employment when 
re leased ? (reasons) 

53. I f you are unable to get employment , have you g iven a thought 
what you are going to do ? 

5 1 . What are your impressions of law and j us t i ce ? 

55. What cou ld be the reasons tha t some people get i nvo l ved in 
» commit t ing offences ? 

56. Do you t h i n k you w i l l be ab le to lead a normal l i f e when freed? 
Yes/No 

57. (a) I f y e s , how 

(b ) I f no t , why not ? 



( 17 ) 

58 How far do you t h i n k you w i l l be ab le to mould your l i f e in 
a s o c i a l l y acceptable pa t te rn ? 

59. What ways/methods are you going to ad jus t t o /adop t in o rder 
to ach ieve t h i s ? 

60. Please t e l l me how d i d you ac tua l l y commit the c r ime last ? 

61 . Who/what p rovoked you to do t h i s ? 

62. Who taught you the a r t of commit t ing t h i s p a r t i c u l a r cr ime? 

63. Where d i d you e x a c t l y commit t h i s c r ime ? 

Gt. Who were the people tha t h e l p e d / p a r t i c i p a t e d in t h i s cr ime? 
(Te l l about t h e i r e thn ic compos i t i on , age, s e x . mar i t a l s t a tus , 
e t c . ) 

65. What d i d you gain by commit t ing t h i s c r ime ? 

(a) in terms of money 

(b) in terms of any o ther th ings 



( 18 ) 

66. How d i d you p lan t h i s c r ime ? 

67. Can you suggest how the l i v i n g cond i t i on in the ja i l cao.be 
Improved ? Yes/No 

68. (a) I f y e s , please g i ve your suggestions 

(b) i f no, why not ? 

69. Are you repentant fo r commit t ing cr imes ? Yes/No 

70 (a) I f y e s , how ? 

(b ) I f no, why not ? 

7 1 . Te l l me s p e c i f i c a l l y what had gone wrong in your f a m i l y tha t 
inf luenced you to commit such cr imes ? 

http://jailcao.be
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Observer's comments 

tMs> t»f-4i'S.§ fry 

Date : Investigator 


