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CHAPTER I

STATEMENT A~D PRESENTATION OF PROBLEM

There has been growing realization that the school
1s quite as responsible for formation as for ini'ormation.
The child is individual, the school social --between
these there will always be, stress, maladjustment, and
delinquency. Yet'these conflicts will tend to disappear
as the teacher less and less interests herself in what
the child did, and more and more in why he did it. l

It is l~gical to believe that if for every child­

in our public school system a suitable plan of education

were available to the individual much juvenile delinquency

would be prevented. It is with this thought in mind that

the following is quoted from the Children's Charter as

presented by the White House Conference on Child Health

and Protection for 1930.

For every child an educati.on which, through the
discovery and development of his individual abilities,
prepares him for life; and through training and vo­
cational guidance prepares him for a living which will
yield him the maximum of satisfaction.

For every child who is in conflict with society
the right to be dealt with intelligently as society's
charge, not society's outcast; with the home, the school,
the church, the courts and the institution when needed,
shaped to return him whenever possible to the normal
stream of life.

For every rural child as satisfactory schooling and
health services as for the city child, and an extension
to the rural families of social, recreatiorial,and
cultural facilities. 2

lWhite House Conference, 1930 Section IV, The Sociallz
Handicapped-=-- Delinquency (New York: Century Company,
1932) .p'. 347. "', .

2Ibid. pp. 45-47.
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The Purpose of this Study. This study aims to show,

first, a comparison of the amount of juvenile delinquency

within certain counties of the state of Indiana having un-

graded school systems with certain counties having graded

school systems, second, to make a comparative study of the

educational and juvenile delinquency costs of these same

counties, and third, to apply these comparisons to the state

as a whole. The calendar year, of 1936 is used for the ue­

linquency items and the school year of 1936-37 is used for

the educational items.

The Method of Procedure and Scope of Study. This

study was developed by selecting eight counties having

ungraded school systems and ten counties having graded

school systems as the basis for procedure. A four phase

arrangement for comparative purposes is used. First the

ungraded school enrollment and total school enrollment for

the counties are presented. These are analyzed as to per-

centages for the same. Secondly, data are presented con-

cerning the amount of juvenile delinquency within these

SW:)1.~ ,.counties, by numbers and percentages. The amount of
,.," -I.. .','

juvenil~ delinquency was determined by the number of juve­

n±,le<p;r;'Qbation cases, the number of juveniles placed wi thin

:.:~I'l:+n~titu:tipn,and the number or juvenile court cB;~es having

.,'b.~~n, .. !iisppseq, .o.f,by law. Next is preseIltedthe cost of
:,'.' 1 ;', '. ":' :"""', -j. " "
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education for these same counties on a per capita basis and

finally the cost of delinquency also on a per capita basis

for the school enrollment. A rank order arrangement based.

on percentages is used throughout this study for comparative

purposes. T4is study includes 3,594 of Indiana's 3,703

(96.38 per cent) ungraded pupils within the pUblic schools

and is based upon the current educational expenditure for

the state. It is restricted to those cities and counti.es

having 348,778 pupils enrol'led, or 50.4 per cent of the

state's total enrollment for the school year of 1936-37.

The juvenile delinquency cases and costs were secured from

a study of the juvenile probation records for the calendar

year of 1936, the juvenile. court records for 1936, . and the

sta.te institutional records for the fiscal year of 1936-37.

The school systems from which data were collected

were of two types, namely, those systems caring for the
" '

atypical child by an ungraded system and those having only

the graded system. For convenience and for later compar­

ison, the s()hool systems are grouped under two headings,

ungraded systems and graded systems.. The county school

~nrollment for .. the ungraded pupils wa.s governed by the city

enrollment for ungr~dedpupilsbecausethe rural districts

and sJIlal~~r.,qities: and towns did not provide for an ungra.ded

system of education. After Table VI, page 16, is presented,

no further'mention is'made of the city enrOllment, but· only



certain set nianldr. The school program is quite flexible

for them and attempts are quite positively made to aid in

the adjustment of the children. They may be thought of as

" a typical,' children.

A "delinquent child"3 within the state of Indiana is

!

I

4

of the county enrollment and other forms of county action.

The Source of Data. The data for this study in the
~..;.;.;;.;.~--

main were collected from the annual reports of theinstitu-

tions concerned, namely, the report of the State Superinten­

dent of Public Instruction, the report of the State Probation

Division, the report of the Indiana Judicial Council, the

annual reports of the various state institutions for juve-

nile delinquents, and the Indiana,Yearbook. This study is

neither one hundred per cent accurate nor complete for the

state as a whole, owing to the fact that not all atypical

children were cared for in schools having an ungraded system

and because much,delinquency was not reported to the law

enforcement agencies.

Explanation of Terms~. By "ungraded pupils lf

reference is made to those children found in the public

schools in mo certain grade and who are cared for in no

any boy under the full'age of sixteen years and"any girl

3Indiana sta~tlte, Acts "of 1917 p. 341; Bllrns, 8ec.9-2803.



intoxicating liquors are sold; or

7. Knowingly patronizes, visits or enters any public

6. Patronizes, visits or enters any room Where

11. Uses vile, obscene, vulgar, profane, or indecent

engine without lawful authority; or

5

or immoral persons; or

pool-room or bucket shop; or

8. Wanders about the streets of any city in the night .

time without being on lawful business or occupation; or

9. Wanders about in any railroad yard or upon rail-

4. Is growing up in crime or idleness; or

5. Knowingly visits or patronizes any policy shop

or place where any gaming device is or shall be operated; or

1. Violates a state law or city ordinance; or

2. Is incorrigible; or

3. Knowingly associates with thieves or other vicious

under the full age of eighteen years who:

road tracks; or

10. Jumps upon any moving train or enters any car or

language; or

12. Smokes cigarettes; or

13. Loiters about any school building or school yard; or

"14. Is guilty of indecent or immoral conduct.

Bur~~tates,"A'child is to be technically regarded as a
"~'), :delinquent'whenhe becomes or ough-tto'become the subject of

! o'fficiJal" actfoJi'.:The pre-delinQuent are those who
I,.
~

~
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stand out or differ from their group because of certain
undesirable habits, personality traits or behavior, in
the home, school, or community; whose conduct interferes
or is likely to interfere with the individual or groups
fullest development and usefulness socially, education­
ally or hygienically; and whose behavior may result in
more serious handicaps of one sort or another in later
life."4

Need for this Study. A. General Statement about

Costs of Delinquency. The costs of juvenile delinquency
are-mainly the unmeasured sorrow it involves, and its
threat to the present and future security of society
and the security and development of the individual
delinquent. To attempt to measure it in terms of dollars
and cents is, perhaps, both futile and trivial. Never­
theless, public authorities, charged with responsibility
for taxation and appropriation of funds, may view pro­
posals .for measures looldmg towards its prevention with
more enthusiasn if they realize its actual cost to the
taxpayer. No one .knows how many millions of dollars
are spent annually by the police, courts, and institu­
tions in dealing with delinquent children•. The 1930
budget of the New York City Children's Court, approxi­
rnat~ly 55 per cent of whose workconcel"ns delinquents,
is $552,175.00. Expenditures for the Chicago Juvenile
'Court and for operation of the detention home were
estimated as being over five hundred thousand dollars
for 1930. One. third or niore of the children cared for
in the detention home were delinquents. The total
annual cost of operation of 150 institutions for juve­
nile delinquents as reported in the United States
Biennial'Survey of Education, 1926-28, is approxi­
mately $22,303,966.00. The total investment in lands,
bUildings and equipment of 151 institutions for juvenile
delinquents included in a survey made in 1920-21 by the,
Russell Sage Foundation under the direction of Hastings
H. Hart, was placedat~~56,9ll,223.00.5

4cyri l Burt, The Yl§2~ Delinquent (~ew York:
D.'Apple~on ,and Company, ), p. 15.

5' ,
, .....Frede,rickP. Cabot, The Delinquent Child.White

House Conference on Child 'Health and Protection (New York:
Centtfry Company,1932-) ,p. 229.
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So many factors enter into the cost of juvenile de-

linquency, ranging all the way from cost of incarceration

to intangible losses to the cormnuni ty , that one mus t draw

the line somewhere, and it is extremely difficult to know

at what point to stop including costs. Some of the costs of

delinquency are:

1. Cost of operating institutions

2. Cost of supervision on release from institutions

3. Cost of supervision of those on probation that

are not committed to an institution

4. Cost of maintaining a police force

5. Cost of maintaining Juvenile Courts

6. Value 01' stolen property to the victim

7. Va"il.ue of property destroyed in the commission of

the· offense

8. Intangible losses to the community

B. Extent of Delinquency. Some idea of the extent

of juvenile delinquency also reveals something as to the

cost of such. A study of the Juvenile Court Statistics,

pUblished annually by the United States Department of

~abor, Children's Bureau, reveals these statistics. 6

, ~;, "', 1

., ..6Ch:i.ldren's Bureau, U. S. l;>epartment of Labor:
Juvenile Court Statistics ,and ,Juvenile Court Offenders;
1934~~,Publicationnumber 235, (Washington# United
S:t.ate.s .. Government Printing Office, 1937), Table E, p.5.

!, "
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TABLE I

NUI~ER OF COURT CASES IN THE UNITED STATES AND
PERCENTAGE THAT ARE JUVENILE CASE:::>

Year Courts Total of Juvenile Per cent of
reporting all cases delinquency all cases

1927 43 49,562 30,363 65.3
1928 65 65,600 38,883 59.2
1929 96 75,610 46,312 61.2
1930. 92 82,963 53,757 64.8
1931 169 100,669 59,880 58.3
1932 267 108,417 65,274 60.2
1933 284 107,764 68,039 63.1
1934 334 107,790 66,651 61.8

Another table from the same report shows these

statistics for five counties of Indiana. 7 The table gives

the delinquency rates per 10,000 boys and girls of juvenile

cou~t age dealt with by courts that served areas with

100,000 or more population.

TABLE II

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY RATES PER 10,000 JUVENILE-COURT AGE
DEALT WITH BY COURTS D{ FIIVE COUNTIES OF' INDIANA

County 1927 1928 1929 1930 1931 1932 1933 1934

Allen :..,\,~ 114
\ ·Lake 208 285 94 171 123 87 92 118
r Marion 263 256 272 . 223 167 211 209 239

Vanderburg 94 83 79 158
s.t. Joseph 195

1 7Ibid • Table, G, p. 8.~',
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The !indings of the Ecological ~urvey or Crime and

velinquency in Bloomington, Indiana, 1925 to 1~35,show

the rate per 100 juvenile population within the city to

be 4.8. 8

It is estimated that approximately one child in every

one hundred of juvenile population and of juvenile court age

comes be1'ore the court as a dellnquent in tht: course of a

year. Only a very small proportion of the school children

who present problems of personality and behavior comes

before the court. 9 Many cases are handled by other sources

and never are round on the court records.

C. Costs of the Administration of Justice. The

costs of handling delinquency now and in the future is a

staggering amount. The Report ££ the Cost of Crime, 1931)

presents these amounts for the cost of administering crimi­

nal justice in the city of Rochester, New York, as shown

in Table III, page ten. 10

8Report of the Ecological ~urvey of Crime and
Delinquency in BIoomington, Indiana, 1925 to 193.5 Of. Y.A.
study, Indiana University, 1937).

9Children's Bureau, u. ~.Department of Labor:
Facts about Juvenile Delinquency; its Prevention and Treat­
ment Publication number 215, (washington: United states
Government Printing Office, 1932) p. 4.

10National. Commission on Law Enforcement and Obser­
vance: Report on the Cost of Crime (Washington: United
States ~overnment Pr+nting Office, 1931), p. 600.

", '
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," 4 22
.Jl> •

$50.42
9.8'7 .

$60.29

1.4
2.5
1.2

11.0

79.5
4.4

Per capita

100.0

Per cent of total

Taxes

$16,380,688.38
~_2.9_'7J966.4'7

$19,588,654.85

$1,102,000.14
61,531.33 '

18,691.32
35,306.10

. 17,195.24
treatment 151,074.09

$1,385,799.22

Total

TABLE III

PROPORTION OF CRBUNAL Aim OTHER EXPENDITURES
IN ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

COST OF ADMINISTRATION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

Cost of administration
of'criminal: jus tic'e ' ~~ 1,385,799.22

City', 1929 bUdget
County (City's share)

Total

From the same report the follOWing amounts for

criminal and other expenditures may be compared. 11

Cost of police'
Prosecution
Courts

City
County
Children's

Penal and Corrective
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D. Cost of Educating the Handicapped. The cost of

educating the handicapped is far greater than the per cap­

ita cost of educating those not handicapped. According to

the White House Conference Report of ~, the costs vary

both for the type of handicap and from place to place.

For the education of the following types of handicapped

children, the costs vary thus: blind $120 to $590, vitali­

ty $100 to' $305, deaf $204 to ,$517, mental $83 to $454,­

crippled $187 to $593, delinquent $162 to $741. 12

Public School's Association~~ Delinquent. The

school is intimately concerned with the problem of delin­

quency because a great share of delinquents are school

children. The major portion of non~attendance and truancy

is; ~o~itted by atypical children. In every school there

ar~ pupils whose behavior is erraticly abnormal. Some

have developed undesirable habits and have failed to ~ake
,..... . .. ~

proper adjustments in the regular pUblic schools. Others

do not measure up to capacity or do not possess ability

equal to the tasks imposed upon them. Society owes certain
: .. -, i ' ',' .

,obligations to these pUJ?ils if they are to be saved.
J. '; i:~' ~ -'~: ..

Their pro~lems shoul;d be, diagnosed and remedial treatment

and vocational guidance given. Any program for preventing

" :- : ,~.

~;~g':::.~~':~J'.;,: :12ijhii't'e House' Conference. 1930 Sect ibn III, Special
Classes '('New; 'York: Century Compan~932). p. 239.
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delinquency must first discover the basic factors which

drive toward delinquency. An examination of the causes of

delinquency involves an examination of conditions in the

life of the delinquent and an effort to discover any char­

acteristics which differentiate him from other children.

'Experienced penologists and authorities agree that

practically all confirmed criminals began their career in

childhood or early youth. Gluck and Gluck, in their study

of 500 criminals, assert, "one cannot over emphasize after

a perusal of the life histor~es of these cases, as the

impression is frequently gained, that a different career

would have resulted had there been a more intelligent ap­

preciation of the problem in the past."13 They found that

10.1 per cent of the group of 500 cases had already come

into conflict with the social authorities of school or

police at the age of ten or less, 27 per cent at 14 or less,

and 77.2 per cent at 16 or less. The average age of kno,~

conflict with social 8.uthorittes was 14.8 years. They

further state, "It is probable that the actual number of

early conflicts with sooial authorities is considerably

ls,!,ger, and the ages much lower than the figures indioate."14

, Groves asserts, "Indeed ,,,,'e find that our adult

, '

/" '. . ,13ShedO,on'Gluok ,and El~anor T. Gluck, 500 Criminal
Car,e.ers (N'ew 'Yorlc: A. A. Kn'off ,'1930). . p .14"3":-

l~'oc'. cit~ , ,



\ .~

I~

/

'.

13

criminal is usually one who has graduated from the state of

delinquency and who was unsatisfactorily handled when his

maladjustments first brought him into social difficulty.1I15

A. Median Age of the Delinquent. Three previous

surveys list the age of fourteen as the critical age for

juveniles. Healy and Bronner,16 in a study of 2,114 cases

to appear for the first time in the Chicago Juvenile Court,

found the median age to be fourteen. Shaw and Myers, 17

in the Illinois Crime Survey of 9,234 delinquents, found

the median age to be fourteen. Forster,18 in his study of

1,000 cases in the Edison School, Ohio, also found the

median age to be fourteen.

15 . .. .
E. R. Groves, Social Problems and Education.

(New York: Longmans, Green and Company,-r925). p. 38.

l6William Healy and Agusta P. Bronner, Delinquents
and Criminals: Their Making and Unmaking (New York:
Macmillan Company, 1928). pp:-92-93.

17 ..
Clifford R. Shaw and Earl D. Myers, The Juvenile

Delinquent, Illinois Crime Survey. (Chicago:--University
of Chicago Press, 1929). p. 665.

18
, Harry L. Forster, A Study of 1,000 cases of

Delinquent Boys, of the Edison SchoOI, of ClevelanG;
Ohio .(;unpubnsnedlVI~S'e6rs thesis, Indiana State Teachers
UOI'Iege, Terre Haute, Indiana, 1937). p •. 23.

\r'



CHAPTER II

PRESENTATION OF DATA

ured from the raw data.

Table V, page 15, contains informa-School Year of 1936-37.

I. Data Concerning Public School Enrollment for the

colurmns headed as per cent or percentage columns were fig-

cial information concerning the public school enrollment and

the juvenile delinquent population of the state of Indiana,

1936-37. These data were taken from the annual reports of

tionconcerning the school enrollment of eighteen counties

In this chapter is presented statistical and finan-

the various institutions and departments concerned. The

and twenty cities. The upper tier of counties and cities

was· selected because of their larger school enrollments and

because each had an ungraded system caring for ungraded

pupils. The lower tier of counties and cities was selected

because they wer~ next largest in enrollment and did not

provide for an ungraded system. Brazil and Rockville were

selected because of their proximity to the investigator.

The ungraded systems contained 3,594 of the 3,703 (9.6.38

per cent) ungraded pupils of the state. The various school

sy'iftiems studied contained 348,778 pupilS, or 50.4 per cent

of the state's total enrollment. Data were compiled from

the Annual Report of the State Superintendent of Public
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TABLE V

THE .NUMBER OF UNGR.l\.DED PUPILS AND THE TOTAL ENROLLMENT
FOR TliE SPECIFIED COUNTIES, 1936-37

UNGRADED SYSTEMS
County City Number Total County

ungraded enrollment
Marion Indianapolis 1,486 77,629
Lake Gary 391 54,220
Lake Hammond 172 54,220
Lake East Chicago 242 54,220
Allen Fort Wayne 379 25,567
St. Joseph South Bend 196 31,330
Vanderburg Evansville 393 21,373
Wayne Richmond 239 11,314
Monroe Bloomington 75 9,309
Clay Brazil 21 5,803

Total 3,594 236,545
All others 109 454,736

Grand total 3,703 691,281

GRADED SYSTEMS

Vigo Terre Haute None 19,698
Delaware Muncie n 16,078
Madison Anderson 11 17,512
How~rd, Kokomo 11 10,4.98
Grant Marion n 10,366
T~ppecanoe Lafayette 11 9,366
Knox Vincennes " 10,218
Henry . New C.astle. n 7,780
Cass Logansport 11 6,733
Parke Rockville " 4,014

Total 112,233
All others 579,048

Grand total 691,281
·t

;
,.'
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TABLE VI

THE PERCENTAGE OF SPECIFIED URBju~ ENROLL~~TT AND TOTAL
COUNTY ENROLLMEl.\fT THAT IS UNGRADED

UNGRADED SYSTEIvIS
County City Per cent Per cent

of urban of c~~thenro Iment enro me t

Ma.rion Indianapolis 2.31 1.91
J;,ake Gary 1.77 1.48
Lake Hammond 1.19 1.48
Lake East Chicago 2.32 1.48
Allen Fort Wayne 2.01 1.48
St. Joseph South Bend 1.08 .62
Vanderburg Evansville 2.24 1.83
Wayne Richmond 3.44 2.11 .
Monroe Bloomington 1.61 .80
Cl l3.Y Brazil .98 .36

,Average 2.01 1.52
Others' average .05 .02

State's average .93 .53
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A COMPARATIVE RANK ORDER OJ:<' COUl-JTY ENROLLMBNTS Al~l) PERCl!:l\J'flWE
OF ENROLU\,;ENTS UNGRADED FOR EACH GROUP OF COUNTIES AND FOR

THE COl':IBINED GROUP OF SPECIFIED COUWfIES

2
4.5
4.5
7
3
1
6
8

2
4.5
4.5
7
3
1
6
8

none,
"
"
"
"
fI

fI

II

fI

rr

none
"II
"II
"
"
"
"
"

Rank order based on the
percentage the ungraded
enrollment is of total

.\~, { ... : ,.;. ~

1
2
4
3
5
6
7
8

1
2
4
3
5
9

14
17

6
8
7

10
11
13
12
15 .
16
18,

1
3
2
4
5
7
6
8
9

10

.' (' " ..: ;:' ., ~.' ....

Rank order based
on enrollment

"",.
" i ;, ,,' '.'~ ..;_ _ '

Marion
La.ke
Allen
St. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay
Vigo
Delaware'
Madis,on
Howard
Grant
Tippecanoe
Knox
Henry
Cass
Parke '"

,,'., '''1

'. '. '~:'.J .l i

County

Vigo
Delaware
Madison
Howard
Grant
Tippecanoe
Knox
Henry
CaBs
Parke

Marion
.Lake
Allen
st. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay
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columns balance.

Table VI, page 16, depicts the percentages of the

urban and county enrollments that were ungraded. The aver­

age for the urban enrollment found to be ungraded was 2.01

per cent for the ten cities having ungraded systems and .93

per cent for the state's urban enrollment. The average for

the eight counties was 1.52 per cent of their total county

enrollment as compared to .53 per cent for the state as a

whole. This table shows only the ungraded systems. Per­

centages were not obtainable for systems having no ungraded

pupils.

Table VII, page 17, presents the comparative rank

order of 'the counties by enrollment and. by the percentage

the ungraded enrollment is of the total county enrollment.

The:' coUnties are ranked within their own group and also

for~the entire group of eighteen counties. A study of this

table reveals that Marion county ranks first in number of

enrollment and second in the p'er cent of the enrollment

that was ungraded. The graded systems could not rank in

colum two because theynad no ungraded pupils.

. ...... ;J;~~O~IlI. McMurray.Annua~ Rliort or~ State
superintends:Q.t.2!'Pub1ic,Instruotion ',. -ort 'Wayne: ]'ort
WiiynePrini;ingCompali7, 1937). ,Tables I, XVI, and XVIII.
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II. Data Concerning Juvenile }2elinquency for the

Year 01'~•. Table VIII, page 20,.shows the number of

juvenile delinquents that were placed on probation from the

various counties and from the state as a whole. 20 From

these numbers (a total of 1288 for .the state) the percent­

age of the county school enrollments that were delinquent

were figured. Vigo county, having no ungraded system,

raru{s first in the number of probationers, with .50 per-

cent of its school enrollment on probation. The average

for the ungraded systems of .27 per cent is .01 per cent

greater than the average of .26 per cent for the graded

systems. It is .09 per cent greater than the average for

the state. Factors other tha~ the school systems evidently

enter into the situation here presented. Some of these

counties, are rather large and have a well organized pro-

bation department. This study included 73.16 per c'ent of

the total juvenile probationers within the state. This

per cent was obtained b-:l adding the totals of the two

systems, respectively, 50.44 per cent and 22.72 per cent.

Table IX, page 21, shows the, number of juvenile

d~linquents that were placed within an institution for the

yearofl~36.2l Of the total of' 424 for the state, the
"

20I~ez M. Scholl, Indiana Probation Handbook (Fort
Wayne: Fort Wayne Printing Company, 1937). pp.43-44 Table A.

21Second Annual Report of the Judicial Council of
Indiana (1?ort Wayne: Fort Wayne Print~ng Company, lS37').
pp. 76-78. Table I.
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TABLE VIII

TOTAL NUMBER OF dUVENILE DELINOvUENTS PLACED ON PROBATION,
1936, WITH THE PERCENTAGE OF COUNTY SCHOOL ENROLUiIENT .AND

THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL NmlffiER OF STATE'S PROBATIONERS
EACH COUNTY REPRESENTS, BY SPECIFIED COUNTIES AND

, TOTAL FOR STATE

UNGRADED SYSTE.MS
County Number Percent of Per cent of

from countrschool state's juvenile
county enrolment probationers

Marion 282 ' .36 21.89
Lake 80 .14 6.21
Allen 104 .40 8.07
St. Joseph 77 .24 5.97
Vanderburg 66 .30 5.12
Wayne 30 .26 2.33
Monroe 11 .11 .85
Clay 0 .00 .00

Total (or average) 650' (.27) 50.44
All others (or ave.) 638' (.14) 49.56

Grand total (or ave.) 1288 ( .18) 100.00 '

GRADED SYSTEMS
Vigo 99 .50 7.68
Delaware 55 .34 ' 4.27
Madison 26 .14 2.01'
H:ov'7ard 21 ' ,', .20 1.63
Grant 50 .48 3.88
Tippecanoe 32 .34 2.48
Knox 0 .00 .00
Henry 6 .07 .46
Cass 0 .00 .00
Parke 4 .09 .31

Total (or average) 293 (.26) 22.72
411, others (or ave. ) 995 (.17) 77.28

~. Grand total' (or ave~ ). 1288 "( .18) 100.00

> t

,. _. ,~.',,,. ,,--"~. '.. ' •• < .-'." "'.-,,"_.• ,".' '.,

,- .~.'.,-" •.. -. - . .......... , ''"'; ." ."..- ... ".~. ' ..



TABLE IX

Total (or average) 150 (.06) 36.76
All others (or ave.~)~2~0~8~ ~(~.0~4~)~ ~0~3~.~24~ ___

Grand total (or ave.) 424 (.00) 100.00

6.36'
4.71
5.06
3.54
1.18

.47

.95

.47
1.65

.47

18.16
8.02

.94
2.12
2.82
2.82
1.41

.47

.10

.06

.01

.03

.05

.10
0.'06
.03

Per cent of Percyntof
county school state s institu-
enrollment tional enrollment

77
34

4
9

12
12
'0

2

GRADED SYSTEMS
27 .13
20 .12
24 .13
15 .14

5 .04
2 .02
4 .04
2 : .02
7 .10
2 .05

UNGRADED'SYSTEt~S

Number
from
county

Total (or average) 108 (.09) 25.46
All others ,(or s,ve.) --=:3.:::.1~6.;..' ~(.:..;:.:05:::..!..) --=7-:4;.:,•.::;.5..::;4 _

Grand t~tal (o~ ave. )424 ( .00) 100.00

TOTAL NIJ.MBER OF JUVENILE DELIN().UENTS PLACED WITHIN AN
INSTITUTION, 1936, WITH THE PERCENTAGE OJ!' COUNTY

SCHOOL ENROLl&lliNT AND THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTI\L
Nm~ER OF STATES INSTITUTIONAL EI~OLL-

MBNT EACH" COUNTY REPRESENTS, BY SPECI-
FlED COUNTIES AND TOTAL FOR THE

STATE

i,'

vigo
Delaware
Madison,
Howard'
Grant
Tippecanoe
K:no~,"

Henry
Cass
Parke

County

. Marion
Lake
Allen
St. Joseph
Variderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Cla.y'



TOTAL NUMBER OF' JUVENILE COUW[1 CASES DISPOSED OR', 1936, WITH
Tlili PERCEH'l'AGE OF COU:NTY SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND Tl-lli

PERCEWl'AGE OF' TOTAL 1'fUMBER QIi' DISPOSED Oli' COURT
CASES EACH COUNTY REPRESENTS, BY SPECIE'IED

COUNTIES AND TOTAL FOR STATE

Marion 2389 3.08 32.96
Lake 1072 1.98 14.79
Allen 407 1.59 5.61
st. Joseph 332 1.0(-) 4.58
Vanderburg 372 1.27 5.13
Wayne 46 .41 ' .63
Monroe 13 .14 .18
Clay 10 .17 .14-----
Total (or average.) 4641 (1.96) 64.03
All Others (or ave.) 2607 ( _.57 ) 35.97

Grand total (or ave.) 7248 (1.05) 100.00
.... _. I

GRADED ::>Y::>'llEJ\1:::>

Vigo, 244 1.23 3.36
Delaware 28 .17 .38
Ma.dison 83 .47 1.14
Howard 60 .57 .83
Grant·" 145 1.40 2.00
Tippecanoe 22 .23 .30
Knox 44 .43 .60
Hen.ry ~2 1~19 1.27
Cass 9 .13 .12
Pa:t:'ke 13 .32 .18

,< Tot~l-{or avera~e) 740 ( .66) 10.21
Othe:rs (or ave. 6508 (1.12) 89.79..

Grand total (or'ave.) 7248 (1.05) 100.00

'i "

" .,

/;,""':',~<-','> ' "

....,_ ... ......-,.,.....
,'.,~._ .• ,.,.. ~ •. '•• ,v,' ""

Per cent of
state's juvenile
court cases

UNGRADED ,SYSTm:ll:)
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TABLE X

Number -per c"ent of
from county school
county enrollment

County



1
5
4
3
2
6
9
8

10
r;

Combined
percent­
age rank

2
5
7.5

11
6

, 10
13.5
18

1
9
7.5
4
3

12
16
15
17
13.5

2
9
5,
4
1
8
6
3

10
7

1
2
3
8
5

12
17
15.5

6
15.5 '
10

9
4

14
11

7
18
13

Percentage
rank dis­
posed of
court cases

1.5
3.5
8
6.5
5
1.5
3.5
6.5

2.5
4
2.5
1
7.5
9.5
7.5
9.5
5 _
6

6
8.5

18
14.5
10.5

6
8.5

,14.5
2.5
4
2.5
1

12.5
16.5

, ,12.5
16.5

6
10.5

.. ,'.,

1
3.5
6
5
2
3.5
9.5
8
9.5
7

4
11.5

3
9
7
8,

13
17

1
5.5

11.5
10

2
5.5

:"17:'
:!-15

17
14

Percentage Percentage
rank placed raru{ placed
on probation within-an

institution

Marion
Lake
Allen
St. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay
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county

TABLE XI

PERCENTAGE RANK ORDER O~' COUNTY SCHOOL El':ROLLMENTS" FOR Tlill
CATEGORIES OF DELIN~UENCY F'OR EACH GROUP~ OF' COUNTIES .AND

FOR THE COMBINED GROUP OF SPECIFIED COUNTIES

Marion
Lake
Allen
st. Jos,eph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay
Vigo
Delawa;r-e
Madison
Howard ,_, t '

Grant' --
Tippecanoe
Knox-" -- -,,"
Henry
Cass
Parke

Vigo
Delaware
Madison
Howard
Grant
Tippecanoe
Knox
Henry
Cass
Parke' -



ungraded systems furnished 156. This number made an aver-

age of .06 per cent of the county school enrollment that

was placed within an institution as compared to .09 per

cent for the graded systems. Likewise, the average for the

state was .06 per cent. This study included 62.22 per cent

of the total number placed within an institution for the

year of 1936. By adding the totals for the two systems,

respectively, 36.76 per cent and 25.46 per cent, the above

per cent was obtained.

Table X, page 22, indicates the number of juvenile

court cases disposed of for the year of 1936. In inter­

preting this table containing 7,248 court cases, one should

know that at the beginning of the year there were 3,968

cases pending and that during the year there were 6,.768

qases filed. At the close of the year of 1936 there were

~3,72l cases pending. 22 Marion County led in the number of

court cases, having 2,389. Marion County also led in the

per cent of the school enrollment having cases, with 3.08

per cent. The average for the ungraded systems was 1.96

per cent of the school enrollment as compared to 1.05 per

cent for the entire state and .66 per cent for the graded
. ;

This study included 74.24 p~r cent of the state's
. ", -;"

Juvenile. court cases.
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Table XI, page 23, is in reality one of the most

significant of all the tables thus far presented. The two

types of systems are ranked within their o~n group and also

are ranked for the entire group of eighteen counties. This

rank is based on the percentages of the school enrollments

that were delinquent for each of the three types of juvenile

delinquency. In the last column is the combined percentage

rank for all three types of juvenile delinquency. Vigo'

County ranks first in this column, followed by Marion County

in second place. Last place goes to Clay County, with the

least percentage of the school enrollment delinquent.

Table XII, page 26, makes a comparison of the ranked

percenteges of ungraded enrollments with the ranked percent­

ages of delinquent enrollments. The counties are ranked with-

in their own group 8.nd also for the entire group of eighteen

counties. The arrangement is brought forth from TableV!I,

page I?, the percentage rank the lmgraded enrollment is of the

total enrollment, and Table XI, page 23, the percentage rank

the delinquent enrollment is of the total enrollment. .
A coefficient of correlation by the Rank-Differences

Method based on Table XII, page 26, for the percentage ~ank­

ing of the ungraded systems in the two situations is .54.

No correlation was calculated for the graded systems because

they did not rank in percentages of ungraded enrollment.



A COMPARATIVE RANK ORDER OF ~lHE PJ!;RCENTAGE::> Oli' Ul\lGRAlJEl)
ENROLLMENTS AND THE PERCENTAGES OF DELINQU~NT

ENROLU~ENTS FOR EACH GROUP OF COUNTIES AND
FOR THE COMBINED GROl'P OF

SPECIFIED COUN'rIES

TABL~ XII

Ranks bas-ad on per­
cent of county en­
rollment that· is
delinquent

group Combined
ranks ranks

1 2
2 5
4 7.5
6 11
3 6
5 10
7 13.5
8 18

1 1
5 9
4 7.5
3 4
2 3
6 12
9 16
8 15

10 17
7 13.5

2
4.5
4.5
7
3
1
6
8

none
""
II

"
II

"
II

"
"

Ranks based on per
cent of county en­
rollment that is
ungraded

Vigo
Delaware
Ma.dison
Howard
Grant
Tippecanoe
Knox
Henry
Cass
Parke

county

Marion
Lake
Allen
St. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay

'.
1,
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Part III presents the educational costsYEAR Oli' 1936-37.

'23 :.~.. ' ,',
Floyd I. McMurray, Annual ReEort of the State

Superintendent of Public Instruction (FortWayne: Fort
Wayne .Printing Company, 1937). Page 8, Table X.

combined column, reveals first rank in per capita cost of

capita cost of education was, f1gured on the basis of the

school enrollment in order to compare favorably with the

for the public schools of Indiana. Statistics were not

sufficiently available to enable one to find the exact cost

of the ungraded phase of the schools of Indiana. Therefore,

to make a comparative study the investigator secured the

total educational cost for the respective counties from a

compilation of data found in t~e Annual Report of the State

Superintendent of Public Instruction for 1936-37. From

this he proceeded to make a per capita comparison. The per

III. DATA CONCERNING EDUCATIONAL COSTS B'ORTH~ SCHOOL

two previousl~ presented phases of this study.

Table XIII, page 28, indicates that the total'cur-

,rent, expenditures for educat:il.onin Indiana was ~P47 ,024,882.19.23

The state per capita cost based upon the total school en-

rollment was found to be~68.01. A stUdy of Table XIII, the

public school education was held by Tippecanoe County, being

:$80.45. Second and third places went to Vigo County and

Lake County, respectively. Grant County had the lowest per
,i I <~; . ; .

capita cost'of $51~82 which was considerably below 'the state
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TABLE XIII

TEE TOTAL CURRENT EXPENDITURES FOR EDUCATION WITHIN THE
SPECIFIED COUNTIES, THE PEH CAPITA COST TO TIm COUNTIES,

Ju~ THE PER CAPITA HAliK ORDER, 1936-37

UNGRADED SYSTEMS

County Total cost Per capita Per capita
to county. cost to county rank order

Grouped Combined
Marion $6,015,200.19 $77.48 2 4
Lake 4,310,508.67 79.50 1 3
Allen 1,895,042.78 74.12 3 6
st. Joseph 2,237,554.24 71.41 5 8
Vanderburg 1,553,299.73 72.67 4' 7
Wayne 769,654.36 68.02 6 10
Monroe 487,431.72 52.36 8 17
Clay 346,733.64' 59.75 7 13

Total (average) $17,615,425.31 ($74.89)
All others (ave.) '29,409,456.88 (. 64.67)

Grand total (tt) $47,024,882.19 ($68.01)

GRADED SYSTEMS
.

Vigo $1,574,507.81 $79.93 2 2
Delaware 1,015,327.81 63.27 5 11
Madison 1,052,126.38 60.08 6 12
Howard 609,617.14 58.07 7 1'4
Grant 537,252.64 51.82 8 18
Tippecanoe 753,564.99 80.45 1 1
Knox 580,712.25 56.83 9 15
Henry 441,811.93 56.76 10 16
Cass 495,482.21 74.60 3 5
Pa.rke 282,137.79 70.29 4 9 .

Total (average) $ 7,342,540.95 ($65.42)
All others (ave.) 39,682,341.24 ( 68.53)

Grand total (n) $47,024,882.19 ($68.01)
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TABL~ XIV

A COMPARATIVE RANK ORDER ():B~ TID.: PEHCENTAGEt) OFUNGRAD.l:!:lJ
ENROLLMENT, lJELINQUEN11 ENRO~LMJj,'NT, AND PER CAPITA C08'11

UF EDUCA'rION FOR THE SPl!:CIFIED COUNTIES
(COMBINED ARRANGEMENT)

County Percentage rank Percentage rank Per capita
of ungraded of delinquent rank order
enrolment ',".... enrollment for educational

costs

Marion 2 2 4
Lake 4.5 5 3
Allen 4.5 7.5 6
st. Joseph 7 11 8
Vanderburg 3 6 7
Wayne 1 10 10
Monroe 6 13.5 17
Clay 8 18 13
Vigo none 1 2
Delaware II 9 11
~iadison " 7.5 12
Howard tI 4 14
Grant II 3 18
Tippecanoe II 12 1
Knox " 16 15
Henry II 15 16
Cass II 17 5
Parke 'II 13.5 9
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average. The range in the per capita cost was $29.63. The

counties are ranked within their own group under the column

headed "groupedu and also for the entire group of eighteen

counties under the column headed "combined tl
•

Table XIV, page 29, presents a comparative arrange­

ment of the previously presented phases of the study.

Following is the list •

. Percentage ranI;: order of, county school enrollment

that is ungraded

Percentage rank order of county school enrollment

tba t is delinquent

Per capita rank order based on county school enroll-

ment for education

IV. DATA CONCERlHNG JUVENILE DELINQUENCY COSTS

FOR TEE TEAR OF 1936. The juvenile delinquency costs

were compiled from three sources, namely, cost of proba-

tional care, cost of institutional care, and cost of' dis­

posed of court cases. These items were considered only to

the extent of the current cases for the year of 1936.

The average per capita cost for each of the three phases

of delinquency was obtained and it served as a basis for

the -comPiia.ti~o:n,_Of:data. The number of cases. of delin­

quency iteds 'used in this study ~va:s obtained from the

Second Annual:;:Report'> of the; Jhdicia'l Council' of Indiana
: c' ''f'?~;:'''-- .. , - - .

and 'from 'the Indiana Probation Haridbook.
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Table XV, page 32, shows the Rctual cost for each

item of delinquency and the total for all three phases to

each county and to the state as a whole. Probation cases

were figured on the per capita cost for the state of ~2.02.24

Institutional care was figured on the per capita cost of

$391.31, the average of the Boys' School and Girls' School.

Court costs were figured on the per capita cost for the

'specific county as set fortb in the Second Annual Report

of the Judicial Council of Indiana. 25
.,.~........-

Table XVI, page 33, shows the per capita costs of

the categories of delinquency for the specified counties

and for the state. The various per capita costs were 'ob-

tained by dividing the county cost for each item by the

county school enrollment. The quotients for the different

oolumns were not all carried out to the same degree of

aocuracy; therefore, in the total for each county a slight

'error is found. Merion County had the highest total per

capita cost of $1.45. Tippecanoe County had the lowest of

$0.15. The average for the state was $0.58. The aver~ge

for the ungraded systems was $0.92 as compared to ~0.59 .

for the graded systems •

.. -... '" 24Inez M. Scholl, Indiana Probation Handbook
(Fort Wayne: Fort Wayne Printing Company, 1937). p. 42.

25Second Annual Re~ort of the Judicial Council of
Indiana (Fort Wayne: FortWayne-Printing Company, 1937)7
p! 105.
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rrABLE XV·

T.tlE CURRENT EXPENDITURES FOR THE DELINQUENCY ITEMS OF
PROBATION, IN~TITUTIONAL CARE, COURT COSTS, AND THE

TOTAL FOR THE SPECIFIED COUNTIES, 1936

Ul~GRADED SYST].'lI/IS
County Probation Institutional Court Total county

costs costs costs costs

Marion $569.64 ~p30,130.87 $82,133.82 ~~112 , 834.33
Lake 161.60 13,304.54 34,196.80 47,662.94
Allen 210.08 1,565.24 12,551.88 14,327.20
st. Joseph 155.54 3,521.,79 12,642.56 16,319.89
Vanderburg 133.32 4,,695.72 10,,918.20 15,,747.24
Wayne 60.60 4,695.72 2,,356.58 7,112.90
Monroe 22.22 2,347~86 400.27 2,,770.35
Clay 0.00 782.62 335.60 1-! 11_8_!-.22

Total $1313.00 $61,044.36 $155,,535.71 $217,893.07
All others 1288.76 .l:.Q.4 l 871. <?oS _--?.C2..L241.73 18_6 , 401. 5'7

Grand total ~p2601.76 $165,,915.44 $235,,777.44 $404,,294.64

GRADED SYSTEMS

Vigo. $199.98 $10,565.37 $8,008.02 $18,763.37
Delaware 111.10 7,826.20 716.80 8,,654.10
Madison, 52.52 9,,391.44 1,902.36 11,,346.32
Howard 42.42 5,869.65 1,750.00 7,662.07
Grant 51.00 1,956.55 5,,694.15 7,701.70
Tippecanoe 64.64 782.62 626.56 1,473.82
Knox 0.00 1,565.24 2,,924.88 3,,590.12
Henry 12.12 782.62 1,985.36 2,780.10
Cass 0.00 2,739.1? 426.51 3,,165.68
Parke 8.08 782.62 285.48 1,076.18 .
Total $541.86 $42,261.48 $23,420.12 .$69,223.46
All others 2059.90 123-!653.96 212,357.32 338,,071.18

"

Grand ,total $2601.76 $165,,916.44 $235,,777.44 $404,,294.64

,
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TABU XVI

T~ P~R CAPITA COSTS OF THE CATEGORIES OF DELINQUENCY
FOR TIm SPECIFIED COUNTIES, 1936

UNGRADED SYSTmfl~

county Probation Institutional Court Total per
care costs capita cost

Marion $.0073 ~~. 401 ~p1.06 $1.45
Lake .0029 .245 .63 .88
Allen .0082 .061 .49 .56
~t. Joseph .0049 .112 .40 .52 .
Vanderburg .0067 .219 ' .49 .73
Wayne .0053 .409 .21 .63
Monroe .0023 .252 .04 .30
Clay .0000 .134 .05 .19

Average $.0055 $.258 ell, 65 $.92ijiJ •

Others' ave. .0028 •236 .17 .41

state's ave. $.0037 $.240 $.34 $.58

GRADED SY~T~M~

Vigo. $.0101 ~ji.536 $.40 $.95
Delaware .0007 .486 .04 .53
Madison .0029 ~536 .11 .65
Boward .0040 .559 .17 .73
Grant· .0049 .118 .55 .74
Tippecanoe .0069 .083 .06 .15
Knox .0000 .153 .20 .35
Henry .0015 .101 .25 .36
Cass . .0000 .407 .06 .47
Parke .0020 .194 .07 .27

Average $.0048 ~.376 ~~.21 ~.59
Others' ave. .0035 .213 .37 .58

State's ave. $.0037 ~p.240 $.34 $.58
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~~R CAPITA RANK ORDER OF COUNTI~S FOR T~ CATEGORIES
Oli' D!!:LINQUENCY J 1936

Ranks for
total per
capita cost

TABL~ ·XVII
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UNGRADED SYST~M~

Ranks for Ranks for Ranlcs for
Probation Institutional court costs

care

,', ",

County

grouped combined
I\1.arion 3 7 1 1 1
Lake 10.5 9 2 2 3
Allen 2 18 4.5 5 $
St. Joseph 7.5 15 6.5 6 11
Vanderburg 5 10 4.5 3 5.5
Wayne 6 5 9 4 8
Monroe 12 8 17.5 7 15
Clay 17 13 16 8 17

GRA1JI:!:D' SY:::';TEM~

Vigo 1 2.5 6.5 1 2
Dels,'ware 15 4 17.5 5 10.' 12:M~dison 10.5 2.5 4 7
Howard 9 1 11 3 5.5
Grant 7.5 14 3 2 4
T~ppecanoe 4 17,·· 14.5 10 18
Knox 17 12 10 8 14
Henry 14 16 8 7 13
Cass 17 6 14.5 6 12
Parke 13 11 13 9 16



A COMPARATIVE RANK ORDER OF THE PER CAPITA CO~TS OF
EDUCATION AIW THE PER CAPITA COSTS OF DELINQUENCY

FuR EACH GROUP .OF COUN'l'IES AnD POR IrIIE COMBINED
GROUP OF SPECIFIED COUNTIES

35
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Table XVII, page 34, shows the per capita raru{ order

for the categories 01' delinquency, as obtained i'rom a study

or Table XVI, page 33. The raru{ing for the total per capita

COst shows for each group and for the combined groups.

Table XVIII, page 35, compares the raru{ing of the

total per capita cost of education with the total per capita

cost of delinquency for each group of counties and for the

entire group. Tippecanoe County has a positive correlation,

in each group, owing to the fact that it pays the most ror

education and the least !'or delinquency, on a per capita

basis. Grant County has a rather high correlation, ranking

eighteenth in per capita cost of education and fourth in

per capita cost of delinquency. for the combined ranking.

The coel'ficient or correlation by the Rank-Differences

Method based on Table XVIII, page 35, for the per capita

cost ranks of the ungraded systems is .85. The coefficient

of' correlation f'or the graded sys tems for the per capita

'cost ranks is -.1. The coefficient of correlation for the

systems combined is .33.



SUblli~RY AND CONCLUSION~

TABLE XIX

34.21
16.23

Percentage of-total
state enrollment

96.38
none

Percentage of total.
ungraded enrollment

The average percentages of urban enrollments and

PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL UNGRADED EHROLLMEN'1' AND TOTAL STATE
ENROLLMENT FOR TIm UNGRADED AND GRADED SYSTh1IIS

"'

total county enrollments that are ungraded for the' ungraded

systems is shown by Table XX, page .38.

presented in tabular formation. F'ollowing is a comparison

of the percentages of ungraded enrollments and total

cGunty enrollments for the two ~ypes of systems.

In a recapitulation of the findings of Chapter'I!.,

Presentation of Data, the basic information may best be

Ungraded systems
Graded systems



TABLE XX

TABLE XXI

with the state in Table XXI.

1.96
.66

1.05

------ -===:::::::;:==
Ave. percentage
having disposed
of court cases

1.52
.53

--------,---

Average percentage
of total count'JT
enrollment ungraded

.06

.09

.06

Ave. percentage
placed within
an institution

2.01
.93

Average percentage
of urban enroll­
ment ungraded

Ave. percentage
placed on
probation

The average percentage of the enrollments that were

The percentage of the state's juvenile delinquents

AVERAGE PERCENTAGES OF URBAN AND TOTAL COUN~7 ENROLL~mNTS

UNGRADED, FOR THE UNGRADED SYSTm~S AND FOR THE STATE
0]' INDIANA

AV,ERAGE PERCENTAGE OF ENROLLl\m:WrS THAT ARE DELINQUENT, FOR
THE UNGHADED SYSTEMS, GRADED SYSTEMS, AND FOR INDIANA

furnished by the two systems are shown in Table XXII, page 39.

delinquent are shOVln for the two systems and are compared

Ungraded systems
State

Ungradedsystems .27
Graded'systems .26
:state .18



TABLE XXIII

39

is summarized in Table LXIII.

64.03
10.21

$.92
.• 59

.58

Per- capita ·cos t
of delinquency

Percentage ai'
state's disposed
of court cases

36.76
25.46

._._--_._._--~------

Percentage
of state's
institutional
committments

Per capita cost
of education

$74.89
65.42
68.01

:Percentage
of' s ta te' s
juvenile
probationers

The average per capita cost of education and of de-

TABLE XXII

PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL JUVENILE DELINQUKNCY FOUND IN 'l'HE
UnGRADED AND GRADEDSYSTm:IS , RESPECTIVELY, FOR THE

CATEGORIES OF DELINQUENCY

linquency for the two systems and a comparison with the state

AVERAGE PER CAPITA COST OF EDUCATION AND DELINQUENCY· FOR THE
UNGRADED SYS'l'EMS, GRADED SYSTE,'MS AND STATE O:B" INDIANA

Ungraded systems
Graded systems
State

Ungraded systems. 50.44
Graded systems 22.72
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The correlations as obtained are presented as follows:

cost of delinquencythe average per capita
the ungraded systems
the graded systems
the systems combined •

and
for
for
for

1. The correlation of the ungraded enrollment and

the delinquent enrollment for the ungraded systems is .54.

(See Table XII, page 26, for ranking.) No correlation was

calculated for the graded systems.

2. The correlations of the average per capita cost of

For a final ranking arrangement in the four phases

.. of this study Table XXIV, page 41, is presented as a re­

capitulation of all other ranking tables.

education
.85

. are: -.1
• 33

1 .

:.. ' .

'";'"., .. -,
1."~ 'J

_ ~__~, .c ~.,._ _ _ .._. •

-.......~ - -.'", .._"~.~" .. ', .. ,, ,.... ,~ ,.,.'~ .... ,......
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1
2
5
6
3
4
7
8

1
5
4
3
2

10
8
7
6
9

1
3
9

11
5.5
8

15
J.7

2
10

7
5.5
4

18
14
13
12
16

Ranks for
per yapita
cost of
delinquency

2
1
3
5
4
6
8
7

2
5
6
7
8
1
9

10
3
4

4
3
6
8
7

10
17
13
,2
11
12
14
18

1
15
16

5
9

Ranks for
per capita
cost of
education

1
5
4
3
2
6
9
8

10
7

2
5
7.5

11
6

10
13.5
18

1
9
7.5,
4
3

12
16
15
17
13.5

,Ranks for'
percentage
of delinquent
enrollment

--------,---

2
4.5
4.5
7
3
1,
6
8

It

"

n

none
"
"
"
"
"

2
4.5
4.5

'7
3
J.
6
8

,none
, " ','.

"
"
"
"fI
fI

"
"

Ranks for
percentage
01' ungraded
enrollment

County

RECAPITULATION FOR RANKING IN PERCENTAG~ OF UNGP~DED

ENROLLtffiNT, PERCENTAGE OF DELINQUENT ENROLLMENT, PER
CAPITA COST 01" EDUCATION, PER CAPITA COS'l'

OF DELINQUENCY

Marion
Lake
Allen
St. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay

TABLE XXIV

Vigo
De1a'ware
Madison
Howard
Grant·
Tippecanoe
Knox
Henry
Cass
Parke

Marion­
Lake
Allen
~t. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne'
Monroe
Clay
Vigt:;> "
Delaware
Madison, '
Howard
Grant
Tippecanoe
Knox
Henry
Cass
Parke

----------------------------,--



Conclusions. From the recapitulation of the find­

ings of this study and in accord W;ith the purpose of this

studY, two basic facts stand out.

1. The ungraded systems have a greater percentage

of their school enrollment recorded as delinquent than do

either the graded systems or the state as a whole. The

total percentage of the school enrollment recorded as

delinquent for the ungraded sy~tems is 2.29 per cent as­

compared to 1.01 per cent. for the graded systems and 1.29

per cent for the state.

2. The ungraded systems.pay a higher per capita

cost for both education and juvenile delinquency than do

either. the graded systems or the state as a whole. The

per capita cost of education for each division is, $74.89

for.the ungraded systems, $65.42 for the graded systems, and

$68.01 for the state. The per capita cost of delinquency

for each division is, $.92 for the ungraded systems, $.59

for the graded systems, and $.58 for the state.

From the basic fac4P and from the correlations of the per

capita cost of education and the per capita cost of delinqulflncy

for each type of system, .85 for the ungraded systems and -.1.

for the graded systems, one may readily see that where the

higher per capita costs of education are maintained, also ~

higher per capita costs of juvenil·e delinquency are sustained.
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However, one must concede that, generally, the higher per

capita costs of education are maintained in densely popu­

lated systems which are likely to have more delinquency

than rural systems, and also in those systems which are

likely to have a more efficient system for apprehending

juvenile delinquents. The ungraded schools, with their

higher costs, probably were established to care for the

atypical children. If the edu~ational rates were lowered

for the atypical children, it is probable that the de­

linquency rates might of necessity be increased. There­

fore, one may infer that the ungraded system may be the

less expensive, both from the standpoint of the delinquent

children and for those who pay for the costs of delinquency.
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