


[bookmark: _Hlk208750500][bookmark: _Hlk208746235]Measurement of Predictors (Parental, Peer, and Social Media Influences) of Youth Involvement in Money Rituals in Delta State, Nigeria


ABSTRACT
This study investigated the relationship between parental influence, social media influence, peer group influence, and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. Four research questions and hypotheses guided the study. The study adopted a correlational research design. A random sample of 1066 youths from Delta State was selected. The data were collected through the administration of a structured questionnaire. A coefficient of 0.852 for the money rituals rating scale, 0.811 for the parental rating scale, 0.744 for the social media rating scale, and 0.838 for the peer group influence rating scale. The data were analysed using Pearson correlation, coefficient of determination, and regression statistics. Findings revealed significant positive relationships between parental influence and youth involvement in money ritual, social media influence and youth involvement in money ritual, and peer group influence and youth involvement in money ritual. There was a joint relationship among parental influence, social media influence, peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The study recommended increased parental involvement, government regulation of harmful internet content, peer mentorship programs, moral education in schools, and community sensitisation programs as ways to manage the soaring cases of money rituals among the youth.
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Introduction
In recent years, youths’ involvement in money rituals has emerged as one of the most disturbing social problems in Nigeria. Despite being the most vibrant segment of the population and the hope for national development, a growing number of young people are engaging in rituals killings and related practices in their quest for quick wealth. Reports from different states in Nigeria have revealed a sharp increase in cases where young people kidnap, maim, and kill others for rituals purposes, believing such acts can secure supernatural blessings of wealth, fame, protection, or power (Isiaka & Nasirudeen, 2018). The desperation for material success without hard work, coupled with the get-rich-quick mentality, has lured many youths into rituals practices, a development that is both morally repugnant and socially destabilising. The persistence of this problem indicates that deeper social and psychological factors may be at play.
The need for this study stems from the fact that money rituals among youths has reached alarming proportions, raising moral, religious, legal, and security concerns. According to Nigeria Watch and WANEP’s National Early Warning System (NEWS), more than 168 lives were lost in 80 ritual-related incidents across 20 states in Nigeria between 2020 and 2021 (Daily Trust, 2021). This confirms rituals killing as a nationwide menace that threatens public safety. Despite efforts by security agencies and public campaigns, the vice persists. Thus, understanding the underlying influences that drive youths toward rituals activities has become urgent for scholars, policymakers, parents, and society at large.
[bookmark: _Hlk208955803][bookmark: _Hlk208955816]Empirical evidence further highlights the multidimensional nature of the problem. Isiaka and Nasirudeen (2018) describe rituals killings as driven by selfish goals such as the pursuit of wealth, political power, or longevity. Aghawenu (2020) reported a surge in ritual-related deaths, causing widespread fear among Nigerians. Similarly, Olowu (2020) observed that modern money rituals have deviated from traditional religious practices to criminal homicides for financial gain. Research has linked the problem to several social forces: poor parental supervision (Adebayo & Ige, 2020), unhealthy peer pressure (Soluade, et al., 2024), and the influence of social media, which often glamorizes internet fraud and rituals practices through the popularization of “Yahoo Yahoo” and “Yahoo Plus” cultures (Okonkwo & Nwankwo, 2020). These studies underscore the multiple risk factors associated with youth involvement in rituals killings.
However, a review of available literature reveals gaps that warrant further investigation. First, most studies have examined rituals killings generally, without isolating the interactive effects of parental influence, social media exposure, and peer group pressure on youth involvement in money ritual. Second, while parental neglect and peer influence have been separately studied in relation to delinquency, few empirical studies have integrated these factors within the specific context of rituals killings. Third, although social media has been recognised as a platform that normalises deviant practices among youths, there is limited empirical evidence on how it interacts with family and peer influences to shape involvement in money ritual. These gaps show that there is still insufficient understanding of how these three socialising agents combine to influence the disturbing trend among Nigerian youths, particularly in local contexts such as Delta State.
[bookmark: _Hlk208955904]To provide a theoretical anchor, this study adopts Social Learning Theory (Bandura, 1977). The theory posits that human behaviour is learned through observation, imitation, and reinforcement. Youths exposed to parents who fail to model moral values, peers who glamorise deviant lifestyles, and social media content that celebrates fraudulent and rituals practices may learn and internalise such behaviours. Reinforcement occurs when such deviant behaviours are associated with visible material rewards, such as wealth and social recognition. Social Learning Theory, therefore, provides a useful framework for explaining why youths might adopt rituals killings as a strategy for achieving societal approval and material success, despite the grave moral and legal implications.
[bookmark: _Toc208918055]Research Questions 
The following research questions were answered in this study:
1. What is the relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State?
2. What is the relationship between social media influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State?
3. What is the relationship between peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State?
4. What is the relationship among parental, social media, and peer group influences and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State?
[bookmark: _Toc208918057]Hypotheses
The following hypotheses were tested in the study:
1. There is no significant relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State.
2. There is no significant relationship between social media influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State.
3. There is no significant relationship between peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State.
4. There is no significant relationship among parental, social media, and peer group influences and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State.
[bookmark: _Hlk208751441]Methods
This study employed a correlational research design. The population of the study is made up of 3,626,585 youths in Delta State. The study employed multi-stage proportionate stratified cluster sampling to draw a representative sample of 1,066 youths from the 25 Local Government Areas (LGAs) of Delta State. At the first stage, the state was stratified by LGA so that each of the 25 LGAs is treated as a primary stratum. Using the most recent available estimates of the youth population for each LGA, the total youth population for the state were computed and a proportionate allocation applied to ensure representativeness. At the second stage, each LGA’s allotted sample was distributed across clusters (such as communities) selected within the LGA. Clusters were selected randomly. A total of five communities were selected per LGA. Within each selected cluster, households were sampled using systematic sampling based on a quick household listing. A total of 12 youths were selected per cluster. 
A questionnaire was used to collect data for this study. The questionnaire was divided into two sections: Section A contains demographic information about the respondents, such as their gender and location, and Section B contains a total of 60 Likert-type items measuring parental influence, peer influence, social media usage and involvement in money ritual. The four-point scale of SA (4), A (3), D (2), SD (1) was used. The instrument was validated by experts in Guidance and Counselling, Delta State University, Abraka, Nigeria. The questionnaire was constructed and made available to the experts, who examined its relevance and suitability for the study. The judgment of the experts was used as a baseline for the face and content validity of the instrument. To establish the reliability of the instrument, a pilot study was conducted on 100 youths in Edo State, which is outside the study area. The Cronbach Alpha approach was employed to ascertain the internal consistency of the items in the questionnaire. A coefficient of 0.852 for the money rituals rating scale, 0.811 for the parental rating scale, 0.744 for the social media rating scale, and 0.838 for the peer group influence rating scale.
[bookmark: _Hlk208564243]The researchers administered the questionnaire to the youths with the assistance of 10 research assistants, who were recruited and trained for the study. The researchers and the research assistants visited the neighbourhood to give the youths the instruments. The goal of the study was to present to each individual who gave informed consent before completing the questionnaire. To avoid loss, copies of the questionnaire were obtained immediately. The data were analysed using descriptive and inferential statistics. To answer the research questions, the coefficient of determination was used. Linear and multiple regression were used to test the null hypothesis at the 0.05 level of significance. The Statistical Package for Social Sciences (SPSS) version 26 was used for the analysis.
[bookmark: _Toc208918078]Results
Research Question 1: What is the relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State?
Table 1: Correlation and coefficient of determination of the relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
	Variable
	n
	r
	r2
	r2%
	Decision

	Parental Influence
	
100
	
0.51
	
0.26
	
26.00
	
Positive Relationship

	Money ritual
	
	
	
	
	


Table 1 shows a Pearson’s coefficient of determination, which was used to examine the relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The result shows an R-value of 0.51 and an R²-value of 0.26. The result revealed a positive relationship between the two variables. Parental Influence contributed 26% to the variability in youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State.
Research Question 2: What is the relationship between social media influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State?
Table 2: Correlation and coefficient of determination of the relationship between social media influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
	Variable
	n
	r
	r2
	r2%
	Decision

	Social Media Influence
	
100
	
0.49
	
0.24
	
24.00
	
Positive Relationship

	Money Ritual
	
	
	
	
	


Table 2 shows a Pearson’s coefficient of determination, which was used to examine the relationship between social media influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The result shows an R-value of 0.49 and an R²-value of 0.24. The result revealed a positive relationship between the two variables. Social media Influence contributed 24% to the variability in youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State.
Research Question 3: What is the relationship between peer group influence and Youth Involvement in money rituals in Delta State?
Table 3: Correlation and coefficient of determination of the relationship between peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
	Variable
	n
	r
	r2
	r2%
	Decision

	Peer Group Influence
	
100
	
0.60
	
0.36
	
36.00
	
Positive Relationship

	Money Ritual
	
	
	
	
	


Table 3 shows a Pearson’s coefficient of determination, which was used to examine the relationship between Peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The result shows an R-value of 0.60 and an R²-value of 0.36. The result revealed a positive relationship between the two variables. Peer group Influence contributed 36% to the variability in youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State.
Research Question 4: What is the relationship among parental, social media, and peer group influences and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State?
Table 4: Multiple Correlation and coefficient of determination of the relationship between peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
	Variable
	n
	R
	R2
	R2%
	Decision

	Parental Influence
	

100
	

0.73
	

0.53
	

53.00
	

Positive Relationship

	Social Media Influence
	
	
	
	
	

	Peer Group Influence
	
	
	
	
	

	Money Ritual
	
	
	
	
	


Table 4 shows a Pearson’s coefficient of determination, which was used to examine the relationship among parental, social media, and peer group influences on involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The result shows an R-value of 0.73 and an R2-value of 0.53. The result revealed a positive relationship between the three variables. Parental, social media, and peer group influences contributed 53% to the variability in youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State.
Hypothesis 1: There is no significant relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
Table 5: Regression analysis of the relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
	Model
	Sum of Squares
	df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig

	Regression
	753.245
	1
	753.245
	34.632

	.000b


	Residual
	2131.505
	98
	21.750
	
	

	Total
	2884.750
	99
	
	
	

	Variables in Equation

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficient
	Standardised Coefficient
	t
	Sig

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	Constant
	39.684
	3.150
	
-.511
	12.597
	.000

	Parental Influence
	-.536
	.091
	
	-5.885
	.000

	α = 0.05, R = 0.51, R-Square = 0.26`
a. Dependent Variable: Youth Involvement in Money Ritual
b. Predictors (Constant): Parental Influence


[bookmark: _Hlk176289348]Table 5 shows a regression analysis of the relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The result shows that F(1, 99) = 34.632, p<0.05 level of significance. The null hypothesis is therefore rejected. This implies that there is a significant relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The R2 value of 0.26 showed that 26% of the variance in youth involvement in money rituals was accounted for by parental influence. The unstandardized coefficient (B) for predicting youth involvement in money rituals from parental influence is -0.536; the standardised coefficient (β) is -0.511, t = -5.885. Parental influence is significant at an alpha level of 0.05.
Hypothesis 2: There is no significant relationship between social media influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
Table 6: Regression analysis of the relationship between social media influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
	Model
	Sum of Squares
	df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig

	Regression
	672.768
	1
	672.768
	29.896

	.000b


	Residual
	2182.843
	97
	22.504
	
	

	Total
	2855.611
	98
	
	
	

	

Variables in Equation

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficient
	Standardised Coefficient
	t
	Sig

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	Constant
	4.179
	3.176
	
.485
	1.316
	.191

	Social Media Influence
	.509
	.093
	
	5.468
	.000

	α = 0.05, R = 0.49, R-Square = 0.24
a. Dependent Variable: Youth Involvement in Money Ritual
b. Predictors (Constant): Social Media Influence


Table 6 shows a regression analysis of the relationship between social media influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The result shows that F(1, 97) = 29.896, p<0.05 level of significance. The null hypothesis is therefore rejected. This implies that there is a significant relationship between social media influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The R2 value of 0.24 showed that 24% of the variance in youth involvement in money rituals was accounted for by social media influence. The unstandardized coefficient (B) for predicting youth involvement in money rituals from social media influence is 0.509; the standardised coefficient (β) is 0.485, t = 5.468. Social media influence is significant at an alpha level of 0.05.
Hypothesis 3: There is no significant relationship between peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
Table 7: Regression analysis of the relationship between peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
	Model
	Sum of Squares
	df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig

	Regression
	1037.709
	1
	1037.709
	55.059

	.000b


	Residual
	1847.041
	98
	18.847
	
	

	Total
	2884.750
	99
	
	
	

	Variables in Equation

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficient
	Standardised Coefficient
	t
	Sig

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	Constant
	8.583
	1.774
	
.600
	4.837
	.000

	Peer Group Influence
	.507
	.068
	
	7.420
	.000

	α = 0.05, R = 0.60, R-Square = 0.36
a. Dependent Variable: Youth Involvement in Money Ritual
b. Predictors (Constant): Peer Group Influence



Table 7 shows a regression analysis of the relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The result shows that F(1, 98) = 55.059, p<0.05 level of significance. The null hypothesis is therefore rejected. This implies that there is a significant relationship between peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The R2 value of 0.36 showed that 36% of the variance in youth involvement in money rituals was accounted for by peer group influence. The unstandardized coefficient (B) for predicting youth involvement in money rituals from peer group influence is 0.507; the standardised coefficient (β) is 0.600, t = 7.420. Peer group influence is significant at an alpha level of 0.05.
Hypothesis 4: There is no significant relationship among parental, social media, and peer group influences and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
Table 8: Regression analysis of the relationship among parental, social media, and peer group influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State
	Model
	Sum of Squares
	df
	Mean Square
	F
	Sig

	Regression
	1521.119
	3
	507.040
	36.095

	.000b


	Residual
	1334.492
	95
	14.047
	
	

	Total
	2855.611
	98
	
	
	

	Variables in Equation

	Model
	Unstandardized Coefficient
	Standardised Coefficient
	t
	Sig

	
	B
	Std. Error
	Beta
	
	

	(Constant)
	15.178
	4.222
	
-.331
.282
.378
	3.595
	.001

	Parental Influence
	-.347
	.079
	
	-4.418
	.000

	Social Media Influence
	.296
	.080
	
	3.714
	.000

	Peer Group Influence
	.320
	.067
	
	4.746
	.000

	α = 0.05, R = 0.73, R-Square = 0.53
a. Dependent Variable: Youth Involvement in Money Ritual
b. Predictors (Constant): Parental Influence, Social Media Influence, Peer 
                                       Group Influence


Table 8 shows a regression analysis of the relationship among parental, social media, and peer group influences on involvement in money rituals in Delta State. The result shows that F(3, 95) = 36.095, p<0.05 level of significance. The null hypothesis is therefore rejected. The R2 value of 0.53 showed that 53% of the variance in youth involvement in money rituals was accounted for by group influences. The unstandardized coefficient (B) for predicting youth involvement in money rituals from parental influence is -0.347, from social media influence is 0.296, and from peer group influence is 0.320.  The standardised coefficient for predicting youth involvement in money rituals from parental influence is -0.331, t = -4.418, from social media influence is 0.282, t = 3.714, and from peer group influence is 0.378, t = 4.746. Parental influence, social media influence and peer group influence are significant at an alpha level of 0.005.
[bookmark: _Toc208918079]Discussions
The first major finding of the study revealed that there was a significant positive relationship between parental influence and youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State, with parental influence accounting for 26% of the variance. This suggests that inadequate parental guidance, weak supervision, and insufficient moral direction substantially increase the likelihood that youths will engage in ritualistic practices. The result lends support to the argument of Adebayo (2018), who maintained that parental neglect and inconsistent disciplinary practices are central drivers of deviant behaviour among young people. Similarly, Okorie and Onah (2019) highlighted that sustained parental involvement is a critical protective factor, reducing the propensity of youths to engage in antisocial conduct. Taken together, these findings underscore the importance of effective parenting as a socialising force in curbing youth deviance.
The second finding established that social media influence had a significant positive relationship with youth involvement in money rituals, explaining 24% of the variance. This outcome underscores the powerful role of digital platforms in shaping youth behaviour, where repeated exposure to ritual-related content can normalise such practices and make them appear attractive or even aspirational. This result is consistent with Adekeye (2019), who observed that social media promotes deviant lifestyles by glorifying materialism, prosperity-at-all-costs, and ritualistic practices. In a related study, Uche and Eze (2021) demonstrated that social media has become one of the most prominent sources of behavioural modelling for Nigerian youths, with damaging consequences when harmful content is consumed uncritically. Ibrahim (2020) further emphasised that in the absence of strong parental or institutional control, youths are more susceptible to adopting risky lifestyles propagated online. The present finding, therefore, confirms that social media is not only a communication tool but also a powerful socialising agent capable of reshaping values, aspirations, and behaviour.
[bookmark: _Hlk208956022][bookmark: _Hlk208956036]The third finding revealed that peer group influence was the strongest predictor of youth involvement in money rituals, accounting for 36% of the variance. This indicates that peer pressure exerts a more pronounced effect on youth behaviour than either parental or social media influence. In practical terms, this means that peer encouragement, coercion, or modelling plays a central role in motivating youths to adopt ritualistic practices. This finding aligns with Ajayi’s (2017) argument that peer pressure is a primary determinant of delinquent behaviour among adolescents. Salihu et al. (2019) similarly explained that the need for peer acceptance often overrides individual moral codes, compelling young people to participate in deviant practices, including ritualism. The result also resonates with the assumptions of social learning theory, which posits that behaviour is acquired through observation and imitation of peers. In line with this, Ukaegbu et al. (2025) demonstrated that Nigerian youths are highly prone to replicate prevailing trends within their peer networks, even when such trends conflict with broader societal values. The present study, therefore, reinforces the centrality of peer groups as the most influential agent in youth behavioural development.
[bookmark: _Hlk208956060][bookmark: _Hlk208956074]The fourth finding established that parental, social media, and peer group influences jointly had a significant positive relationship with youth involvement in money rituals, collectively explaining 53% of the variance. This demonstrates that these three agents of socialisation do not operate in isolation but interactively shape youth behaviour. The analysis suggests that while peer influence exerts the strongest direct effect, social media reinforces these peer dynamics, and parental influence functions as either a risk factor or a protective buffer depending on the quality of parenting provided. This conclusion corroborates the finding of Adegboyega (2019), which revealed that youth behaviour emerges from the interplay of multiple socialising forces rather than a single determinant. Similarly, Mezie-Okoye (2022) emphasised that family, peers, and media are increasingly interwoven in contemporary society, making it imperative that interventions addressing youth deviance adopt a holistic, multi-level approach. Interestingly, although parental influence alone was positively correlated with rituals involvement, in the combined model, it functioned as a negative predictor. This indicates that effective parental monitoring and guidance can mitigate the adverse effects of peer and media pressures. Uche and Eze (2021) also found that strong parental involvement buffers the influence of peers and social media, highlighting the enduring protective capacity of the family as a moderating force.
[bookmark: _Toc208918082]Conclusion and Recommendations
The study concluded that youth participation in money rituals is significantly shaped by peer, family, and media-related factors. Among these, peer influence emerged as the strongest determinant, underscoring the centrality of social learning processes and the compelling role of conformity pressures in shaping youth behaviour. Social media was also found to be a critical reinforcing agent, as its unregulated content frequently glamorises ritualistic practices and normalises deviant lifestyles. Parental influence, on the other hand, revealed a dual effect: insufficient parental control and weak moral guidance heightened the risk of involvement in rituals activities, while effective monitoring and consistent discipline served as protective mechanisms. Collectively, the combined influence of these three socialising forces highlights the urgent need for a multi-dimensional and collaborative approach to addressing youth involvement in money rituals in Delta State and similar contexts. In light of these findings, the following recommendations are advanced:
1. Parents should intensify vigilance, open communication, and moral guidance in order to reduce the likelihood of children’s involvement in ritualistic practices.
2. The government should address the structural drivers of youth vulnerability, particularly unemployment, while also enacting and enforcing policies to regulate harmful digital content.
3. Schools should enhance the integration of moral and civic education into curricula while also strengthening counselling units to detect and mitigate peer-related pressures.
4. Effective prevention requires cooperation among families, schools, government, and community institutions.
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