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CHAPTER I
STATEMENT AnD PRESENTATION OF PROBLEM

There has been growing realization that the school
is quite as responsible for formation as for information.
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.1

It is logical to believe that if for every child
in our public school system a suitable plan of education
were avallable to the individual much juvenile delinquency
would be prevented. It is Withvthis,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 1950.

For every child an educatnon which, through the
discovery and development of his ind1v1dual 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 socilety's oubcast; 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 1life.

‘ For every rural child as satlsfactory schooling and
health services as for the city child, and an extension

© to the rural families of social, recreational,.and
cultural facilities.®

Boihimx Th e T w4 o s

%f “ lynite House Conference, 1930 Sectlon IV, The Socially

| Handica e == Dellnq;ency (New York. Century Company,
1 19327 . D547, '

21bid. 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-
gfaded school systemé with certain counties having graded
school systems, second, to make a compérative study of the
educational and juvenile delinduency costs of these same
counties, and third, to apply these comparlisons to the state
as a whole. The calendar year. of 1936 is used for the de-
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 basils for procedure. A'four phaée
arrangement for comparative purposés is used. Fifst the
ungraded school enrollment and total school enroilmént 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

§amg.pounties, by numbers and percentages. The amount of
Jjuvenile delinquency was determined by the mumber of juve-

Vnilécpquation cases, the number of juveniles placed witinin

VM Db M e, e Mg s

an institution, and the number of juvenile court cases having

1bggn%§i§ppgqg,of_by law. Next is presented the cost of
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education for these game counties on & 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 percentagés is uséd throughout this study for comparative
purposes. This study includes 5,594 of Indiana's 3,703
(96,38 per cent) ungraded pupils within the publie schools
and is based upon the current educetional exPenditﬁre for
the state. It is restrioted'tp those cities and counties
having 348,778 puplls enrolled, or 50.4 per cent of the
stete's total enrollment for the school year of'1956-57.
The‘juvenile delinguency cases and costs were secured from
a study of the juvenile probation records for the celendar
year of 1936, the juveﬁile,cogrt records for 1956;'and the
state institutionel records for the fisecal year of 1936-37.
The school systems from which date were collected
were of two typés,.namely, those systems caring for the
atypieailchild by an ungraded system and those having only
the graded system. ZIFor convenience and for later compar-
ison, the school systems are grouped under two headings,
ungraded systems and graded systems. The county school
enrollment for.the ungraded pupils wes governed by the city
enrollment fqr_ungrgded,pupils,begause_the.rurai districts
anq gmal;gypqities;gnd_powns‘didvnot,provide,for an ungraded
system of education. After Table‘VI, page 16, is presented,

no fﬁrtﬁér*mentionwisvmade of the city enrollment, but-only
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of the county enrollment and dther forms of county action.

The Source of Data. The data for this study in the

main were collected from the annual reports of the institu-

tions concerned, namely, the report of the State Superinten-

dent of Public Instruction, the repbrt_of’therstate Probation

Division, the repoft of the Indiana Judicial Council, the
annual reporfs of the‘various staﬁe institﬁtions for juvee
nile delinquenté, and the‘Indiéng,Yearbook. This study is
neither‘one hundred per cent accurate nor complete for the
state-aé a whole,‘owing to the fact that not all aﬁypical
children were cared forMin schools having an ungraded system
and becausebmuch'delinquénby was not reported to the law

enforcement agencies.

Explanation of Terms Used. By "ungraded pupils"

reference is made to those children found in the public
schools in mo certain grade and who are cared for in no
certain set mermsr. The school program is guite flexible
for them and attempts are quite positively made to aid in
the adjustment of the children. They may be thought of as
atypical children.

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

any boy under the full age of sixteen years and“any girl

.. ®Indiana Statute, Acts of 1917 p. 541; Burns, Sec.9-2803.

i
|
{
|
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under the full age of eighteen years who:
l..Violates a state law or city ordinance; or
2. Is incorrigible; or
3 Knowinglyvassociates with thieves or ofhervvicious
or immoral persons; or
4, Is growing up in erime or idleness; or
5, Knowingly visits or patronizes any policy shop
or place where any gaming device is or shall be operated; or
6. Patronizes, visits or enters any room where
intoxicating liguors are sold; or
7. Knowingly patronizes, visits or enters any public
pool-room or bucket shop; or
8. Wanders about the streets of any city in the night
time without being on lawful business or oécupation; or
9, VWanders about in any railroad yard or upon rail-
road tracks; or |
10, Jumps upon any moving train or enters any‘car or
engine without léwful authority; or
11, Uses vile, obscene, vulgar, profane, or indecﬁﬁt
language; or ‘ '
12. Smokes cigarettes; or
13. Loiters about any school building of school yard; or

14, Is guilty of indecent or immoral conduct.

, e Burt"States,t"A‘child is to be technically regerded as a
“71‘gelinquent ‘when he becomes or ought to become the subject of
vt offieial-actions . The pre-delinquent are those who




s

e Tt

y

6

stand out or differ from their group because of certaln
undesirable habits, personality traits or behavior, in
the home, school, or communility; whose conduct interferes
or 1s likely to interfere with the individual or groups
fullest development and usefulness socially, education-
ally or hygienically; and whose behavior may result in
mOre.?Zrious handicaps of one sort or another in later
life."

Need for this Study. A; General Statement about

Costs of Delinquency. . The costs of juvenile delinquency

are mainly the ummeasured sorrow it involves, and its
threat to the present and fubture 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 lookimg 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 delindquent children. The 1930
budget of the New York City Children's Court, approxi-
mately 55 per cent of whose work concerns dellnquents,
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 nmore 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
Blennial Survey of Education, 1926-28, is approxi-
mately $22,303,966.00. The total 1nvestment in lands,
bulldlngs 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 placed .at $56,911,223.00.°

4Cyril Burt, The Y oun% Delinquenu (New York:
D, Appleton and Company, ) p.

L 5FrederickP Cabot, The Dellnquent Child. White
House Conference on Child" Health and Protection (New Ybrk.
Century Company, 1952), 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 community, that one must draw

the line somewhere, and it is extremely difficult to know

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

delinguency are:
1, Cost of operating institutions
2. Cost of supervision on release from institutibns

5. 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 of stolen property to thg victin

7. Value of property destroyed in thé comnission 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, ,
?ublished annually by the United States Department of

Labor, Children's Bureau, reveals these statistics.®

fj:’ffgchildren's Bureau, U. S. Department of Labor:
Juvenile Court Statistics and Juvenile Court Offenders;

1954-35, Publication number 235, (Washington} United
SﬁafeaﬂGovernmentrPrinting Office, 1937), Table E, p.5.




TABLE I

NUMBER OF COURT CASES IN THE UNITED STATES AND
'~ PERCENTAGE THAT ARE JUVENILE CASES

P P o S e

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 61l.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 68,039 635.1
1934 334 107,790 66,651 6L.8

Another taﬁle from the same report shows these
statistics for five counties of Indiana.’ The table glves
the delindquency rates per 10,000 boys and girls of juvenile
court age dealt with by courts that served areas with ‘

100,000 or more population.
TABLE IIX

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY RATES PER 10,000 JUVENILE-COURT AGEL
DEALT WITH BY COURTS IN FIVE COUNTIES OF INDIANA

1930 1931 1932 1933 1934

County 1927 1928 1929
Allen o o N . 114
Lake ° 208 285 94 171 123 87 92 118
Merion * 263 256 272 223 167 211 209 239
Vanderburg . 94 83 79 158

| SR . 195

8t. Joseph

"Ibid. Table G, p. 8.
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The tindings of the Ecblogical Survey oi Crime and

Delingquency in Bloomington, lndiana, 1925 to 1935, show
the rate per 100 juvenile population within the city to
be 4.8.3

| It is estimated that approximétely one child in every
one hundred oi juvenile populafion and of juvenile court agé
comes betrore the court as a delinquent in the course of.a
year. Only a very small proportion of the school children
who présent problems of personality and behavior comes

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

and never are found 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 on 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 Survey of Crime and
Delinguency in Bloomington, Indiasna, 1925 to 1985 (N.Y.A.
Study, Indiana University, 1937).

!gchildren's Bureau, U. 5. Department ot Labor:
Facts about Juvenile Delinguency; its Prevention and Treat-
ment Publication number 215, (Washington: United States
Government Printing Office, 1932) p. 4.

o : 10National.00mmission on Law Enforcement and Obser-
vance: Report on the Cost of Crime (Washington: United

States Govermnment Printing OffIce, 1931), p. 600.
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TABLE III

COST OF ADMINISTRATION OF CRIMINAL JUSTICE IN
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

Per cent of total

Cost of police $1,102,000.14 79.5
Prosecution 61,531.33 - 4.4

Courts
City S 18,691.32 1.4
County ’ © 35,306,10 : 2.5
Children's . 17,195.24 1.2
Penal and Corrective treatment 151,074.09 11.0
Total $1,385,799.22 100.0

From the same report the following amounts for

criminal and other expenditures may be compared.ll

TABLE IV

' PROPORTION OF CRIMINAL AND OTHER EXPBVDITURES
IN ROCHESTER NEW YORK L

Taxes Per capita
City, 1929 budget - $16,380,688.38 $50.42
County (Clty's share) 3,207,966.47 9.87 '
;  Total $19,588,654.85 $60.29
: Cost of administration ) , o .
. - of criminal' justice % 1,386,799.22 % 4.22

o es LA e e 8 e
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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 handicepped. According to

the White House Conference Report of 1930, 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 $1oo_to’ $305, deaf $204 to $517, mental $83 to $454,
erippled $187 to $593, delinquent $162 to $741,12

Publiec School's As5001at10n With the Dellnquent. The

school is intimately concerned with the problem of delln-
quency beceuse a great share of delinquents are school
children. The major portion of non-attendance and truancy
lsfoommitted by atypicel children. - In every school phere
arejpupils whose behavior is erreticly‘abnormal. Some
pevewdevelopeq undesirable habits and have failed to make_
proper adjusﬁments in the regular publicvschools. Others
do not measure up to capac1ty or do not possess abillty
equal to the tasks 1mposed upon them. Society owes certain
obllgatlons to these puplls if they are to be saved. .
Thelr problems should be, dlagnosed and:mmedial treatment

and vocational guidance given. Any program for preventing

B I

SRS 12wn1te flouse Confersence, 1950 Section III Speclal

B

Classes (New YorE entury Company, 1932). D. 239,
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delinguency must first discover the basic factors which
drive toward delinquency. An examination of.the causes of
delinduency involves an examination of conditions in the
life of the delinquent and an effort to discover any chare
acteristics which differentiate him from other children.

- 'Experienced penologists and authorities agree that
practically all confirmed‘criminais 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 histories 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."l3 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,
éﬁd 77.27pér cént at 16 or less. The average age okanown
confliet with sOcial‘aﬁthorities was 14.8 years. Jlhey
further state, "It is probable that the actual number of
eéfly confiidts with social authorities is considerably
larger and the ages much 1ower than the figures 1nd1cate nl4

Groves asserts, "Indeed we flnd that our adult

+

' LOSheldon Gluck and Eleanor T, Gluck 500 Crimlnal

Caréefs (New York: A. A Knoff 1930) 145.
14Loc. clt. ’
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criminal is usually one who hés graduated from the state of
delinquency and who was unsatisfactorily handled when his

maladjustments first brought him into social difficulty."Ld

A, Median Age of the Delinquent. Three previous

surveys list the age of fourteen as the critical age for

16

Juveniles. Healy and Bronner, in a study of 2,114 céses

to appear for the first time in the Chicago Juvenile Court,
found the median age to be foufteen. Shaw and Myers, 17
in the Illinois Crime Survey of 9,234 delinguents, 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.

- 155, g, Groves, Social Problems and Education.
(New York: Longmans, Green and Company, 1925). D. 38.
16, ... |
6W1111am Healy and Agusta P, Bronner, Delinquents
and Criminals: Their Making and Unmeking (New York:
Macmlllan Company, 1928). pp. 92-93,

' 17Clifford R. Shaw and Earl D. Myers, The Juvenile
Delinguent, Illinois Crime Survey. (Chicago: University
of Chicago Press, 1929). p. 665. , .

18
e Harry_L.,Fopsten,fé;Study of 1,000 cases of
Delinguent Boys, of thé EdiSon School, of Cleveland,

‘UBRTo (unpubIlished MaSters Thesis, Indiand@ State Teachers
ToITege, Terre Haute, Indiana, 1937). p. 23,
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CHAPTER IT
PRESENTATION OF DATA

In this chépter is presented statistical and finan-
cial information concerning the public sqhool enrollment'ahd
the juvenile delinquent popﬁlation of the state of Indiana,
1936-37. These data were taken from the annual reports of
the wvarious institufions and departments concerned. Thg
columns headed és per cent or ﬁercentage columns were fig-

ured from the raw data.

I. Data Concerning Public School Enrollment for the

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

tion concerning the school enrollment of eighteen counties
and twenty cities. The upper tier of counties and cities
was. selected because of their larger school ehrollments and

because edch had an ungraded system caring for ungraded

'pupils. The lower tier of counties and cities was selected

because they were next largest in enrollment and did not

.provide for an ungraded system. Brazil and Rockville were
.selected because of their proximity to the 1nvestigator.
:The ungraded systems contained 3,594 of the 3 705 (06438
‘per. cent) ungraded pupils of the state. The various school

‘8¥stems 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




TABLE V

THE NUMBER OF UNGRADED PUPTLS AND THE TOTAL, ENROLIMENT
FOR THE 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 o 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 I : 3,594 236,545
All others ‘ 109 454,736

Grand total o . 3,703 691,281

GRADED SYSTEMS

Vigo Terre Haute Non 19,698
Delaware Muncie S 16,078
Madison Anderson " 17,512
Howard. ... . Kokomo " 10,498
Grant Merion o 10,366
Tippecanoe Lafayette " 9,366
Knox ‘ Vincennes " 10,218
Henry . . - New Castle. N "o , 7,780
Cass Logansport " 6,733
Parke Rockville " 4,014

Total 112,233
All others 579,048

Grand total ) 691,281
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THE PERCENTAGE OF SPECIFI¥D URBAN ENROLLMENT AND TOTAL
COUNTY ENROLLMENT THAT IS UNGRADED

UNGRADED SYSTEMS N

County city Per cent Per cent
~ of urban of ¢ Entg

enrollment enrollmeht
Marion Indianapolis 2.31 1.91
Lake Gary 1.77 1.48
Leake Hemmond 1,19 1.48
Lake East Chicago 2432 1.48
Allen Fort Wayne 2.0L1 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
Clay Brazil .98 .36
Average 2.01 1.52
Others' average « 05 .02
State's average 93 53
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TABLE VII
A COMPARATIVE RANK ORDER O COUNTY ENROLLMENTS AND PERCENTAGE.

OF ENROLLNENTS UNGRADED FOR EACH GROUFP OF COUNTIES AND FOR
THE COMBINED GROUP OF SPECIFIED COUNTIES

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

[
!
i
1
I
|
|
|
|
.-
|
|
!

Marion

Lake

Allen

St. Joseph

Vanderburg
. Wayne

Monroe

Clay

Vigo

- Delaware
Madison
Howard
Grant
Tippecanoe
Knox
Henry
Cass
Parke

s e
[V &)
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Marion
Lake
Allen
St. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay
Vigo
Delaware
Madison _ : o ,
Howard : 10 1"
‘ Grant ‘ i oo
+ Tippecanoce 13 ! ‘ 1"
: Knox ‘ ‘ 12 o o n
Henry " 15 S - "
Cass 16 ]
Parke... ..... . 18 _ R

O HW-Ii >
. L]
o1 O

=

none
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Instruction, 19%6-37.19 A grend total of'691,281 pupil

enrollment was used instead of 692,057 pupil enrollment as
given in the report.  This chenge was made so as to make all
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
perkcent for the stete'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 mnly the ungraded systems. Per-
centages were not obtainable for systems having no ungraded
pupils. |

- Tgble 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
‘eﬁrOllment and second in the per cent of the enrollment
that was ungraded. The graded systems could not rank in

colum two because they had no ungraded pupils.

JR S

*?ﬁloyd:l.thMﬁrraj, Annual Regort of the State
" S . by 8 i ) ort v——

Superintendentﬂgngublic;InStrucfion,, Wayne:. ‘Fort
Wayne Printing Company, 1937). - Tables I, XVI, and XVIII,
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II. bata Concerning Juvenile Delinguency for the

Year of 1936. Table VIII, page 20, shows the number of

Juvenlle dellnquents that were placed on probation from the
various counties and from the state as a Whole.2O From
‘these numbers (a total of 1288 for the state) the percent-
age of the county school enrollments that were delinquent
were flvured. Vigo. county, ‘having no ungraded system,
ranks first in the number of probationers, with .50 per-
cent of its school enrollmenﬁ on probation. The average
fbr the ungraded systems of .27 per.cent is .01l per cent
greater than the average of .26 pefHCent'for the gféded
systems. It ié .09 pef cent greater than the avérage‘for”
the state. Factors other than 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 75.16 per cent of

-the total juvenile probationers within the state. This

per cent was obtained by adding the totals of the two
(systems, respectively, 50.44 per cent and 22.72 per cent.
o Table IX, page 21, shows the number of juvenile .
‘delinquents that were placed within an 1nst1tution for the

year of 1936.21 Of the total of 424 for the state, the

ZOInez M. Scholl Indlana Probatlon Handbook (Fort

Wayne: Fort Wayne Prlntlng Company, 1937). pp.45-44 Table A,

, 2lsecond Annual Report of the Judicial Council of
Indiana (Fort Wayne: Fort Wayne Printing Company, 19377.
Pp. 76-78. Table I.
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TABLE VIIT

TOTAL NUMBER OF JUVENILE DELINQUENTS PLACED ON PROBATION,
1936, WITH THE PERCENTAGE OF COUNTY SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND
THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL NUMBER OF STATE'S PROBATIONERS
EACH COUNTY REPRESENTS, BY SPECIFIED COUNTIES AND
TOTAL FOR STATE

UNGRADED SYSTEMS

Tounty Number FPer cent or P8T cent o1l
from county school state's juvenile

‘ , county enrollment probationers
Merion 282 e 36 21.89

Lake 80 . . 14 6.21

Allen : 104 . «40 8.07

Ste. Joseph 77 24 5.97
Vanderburg 66 « 30 5412

Wayne 30 26 2433
Monroe 11 11 .85

Clay 0 .00 .00

Total (or average) 650 . . (.27) . 50.44

A1l others (or ave.) 638 (o14) 49,56

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

L o GRADED. SYSTEMS .
Vigo ’ 29 W50 7.68

Delaware - : 85 o34 . 4,27
Madison 26 14 2.0

Howard 21 420 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 . . (.28) 22,72
A1l others (or ave.)__ 995 (.17) 77.28

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

e




TABLE IX

TOTAL NUMBER OF JUVENILE DELIN2UENTS PLACED VITHIN AN
INSTITUTION, 1936, WITH THE PERCENTAGE OF COUNTY
SCHOOL ENROLLMENT AND THE PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL
NUMBER OF STATES INSTITUTIONAL ENROLL=-
MENT EACH COUNTY REPRESENTS, BY SPECI-

FIED COUNTIES AND TOTAL FOR THE
STATE

UNGRADED ' SYSTEMS
b Per cent or '
County g?ﬁmér county school %%gtg?gtiggtitu-
- county enrollment tional enrollment

Lake 34 .06 8.02
Allen 4 .01 .94
St. Joseph 9 .03 2.12
Vanderburg 12 .05 2.82
Wayne ' 12 .10 2.82
Monroe "6 .+ 06 1.41
Clay - 2 - «03 47

Total (or average) 156 (.086) 36.76
All others (or ave.) 268" (,04) 83,24

Grand total (or ave.) 424 (.06) 100,00

GRADED SYSTEMS

Vigo , 27 13
Delaware 20 «12
Madison- 24 «13
Howard - 15 .14
Grant .04
Tippecanoe .02 47
Henry : .02 47
Cass ' .10 1.65
Parke ' .05 . 47

Total (or eaverage) 108 (.09) 25,46
AlY others (or sve.) _316. (05) 74,54

Gfﬁndltétal‘(df'ave.) 424 (.06) 100.00

N LA R
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TOTAL NUMBER OF JUVENILE COURT CASES DISPOSED OF
THE PERCENTAGE OF COUNTY oCHOOb ENROLILMENT AND TML
PERCENTAGE OF TOTAL WUMBER OF DISrOSHL OF COURT
CASES EACH COUNTY REPRESENTS, BY SPECIFIED

TABLE X

COUNTIES AND TOTAL IFOR STATE

UNGRADED SYSTEMS

1936,

"292

WITH

County Number Per cent of Per cent of
. from -county school statel!s juvenile
‘ county enrollment court cases

Marion - 2389 - 3.08 32.96
Lake ‘ 1072 1.98 14,79
Allen 407 1.59 5.61

St. Joseph 332 1.06 4,58
Vanderburg 372 1.27 5.13
Wayne v 46 41 L .63
Monroe ’ 13 .14 .18
Clay 10 o 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

GRADED SYSTENS

Vigo - - 244 1.23 3.36
Delaware , 28 o 17 «38
Madison ‘ 83 <417 1.14
Howard ‘ 60 « 57 «83
Grant' - - ' 145 1.40 2.00
Tippecanoe . 22 .23 <30
Knox - 44 043 .60
Henry 8 92 1.19 l.27
Cass o 9 13 .12
Parke B ' 13 052 . 18
Total (or avera re ) 740 ( .66) 10.21
Others (or ave. 6508 (1.12) 89.79
Grand total (or ave.) 7248 (L.08) * 100,00




TABLE X1

PERCENTAGE RANK ORDER Of COUNTY SCHOOL INMROLIMENTS FOR Thi
CATEGORIES OF DELINJUENCY FOR EACH GROUF: OF COUNTIES AND
FOR THE COMBINED GROUP OF SPECIFIED COUNTIES

County Percentage Percentage FPercentage Combined
rank placed rank placed rank dis- percent-
on probation within an . posed of age rank

institution court cases

Marion
Lake
Allen

St. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Cley.

Vigo
Delaware
Madison
Howard
Grant
Tippecanoe
Knox
Henry

Cass
Parke '

.
ot

=

1.5
3.5
8
6.5
)
1.5
565
6.5
2.5
4
2.5
1
745
9.5
75
9.5
5
6

Marion
Lake

Allen

St. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay

Vigo
Delaware.
Madison
Howard , .- ..
Grant =
Tippecanoc
Knox —
Henry
Cass
Parke

)
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ungraded systems furnished 156. This number made an ever-
age of .06 per cent of the county school enrollment thet
wes placed within an institution as coﬁpared 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 edding 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. 1In inter-

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

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

cases pending and that durlng the year there were 6,768

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

:WB 721 cases pendlng.22 Marlon County led 1n the number of

court cases, having 2,389. Marion Gounty also 1ed in the

- per cent of the school enrollment having cases, with 3.08

per cent. The average for the ungraded systems was l.96

per cent of the school enrollment as compared to 1 05 per

cent for the entlre state and 66 per cent for the graded

‘ syetems. Thls study 1ncluded 74, 84 per cent of the state'e

»ngenile.eeurt cases.

'22Tbid. p. 102
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Table XI, pege 23, is in reality one of the most
significant of all the tables thus far presented. The two
types of systems arerranked within their own 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
léast percentage of the school enrollment delinguent,

Teble XII, page 26, makes a comparison of the ranked
péfcentages of ungraded enrollments with the renked percent-
ageé of delinguent enrollments. The counties are ranked with-
in their ovmn group and also for the entife group of eighteen
gouﬁtiés. The arrahgement is brought forth from TableZVII,
page 17, the percentage rank the ungraded enrollment is of the
totel enrollment, and Table XI, pege 23, the percentage rank
phévdelinquent enrollment is of the total enrollment.

A coefficient of correlation by the Rank-Differences
Method based on Table XII, page 26, for the percentege rank-
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.
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TABLE XII | » |
A COMPARATIVE RANK ORDER OF THE PERCENTAGES Or UNGRADED

ENROLLMENTS AND THE PERCENTAGES OF DELINQUENT
ENROLLMENTS FOR EACH GROUP OF COUNTIES AND

FOR THE COMBINED GROUP OF
SPECIFIED COUNTIES

County Ranks based on per Ranks based on per-

cent of county en- cent of county en-

rollment that is rollment that is

ungraded delinquent

group Combined
ranks ranks

Marion 2 1 2
Lake 4.5 2 5
Allen 4.5 4 7.5
St. Joseph 7 6 11
Vanderburg 3 S 6
Wayne 1 5 10
Monroe 6 7 13.5 ‘
Clay 8 8 18 '}
Vigo - none 1 L
Delaware " 5 9
Madison ' " 4 7.5
Howard " 3 4
Grant m 2 3
Tippecanoe " 6 12
Knox " 9 16
Henry " 8 15
Cass ‘ " 10 17
Parke | " 7 13.5
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III. DATA CONCERNING EDUCATIONAL COSTS FOR THE SCHOOL

YEAR OF 1936-37. Part III presents the educational costs

Tfor the public schools of Indiana. Statistics were not
sufficiently available to enable one to find the exact cost
~ of the ungraded phase of the sChodls'of Indiana. Therefore,
to:make a comparative study the investigator secured the
total educational cost for the respective counties from e

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

* Superintendent of Public Instruction for 1936-37. From

this he proceeded to make sa per capita comparison. The per
- capita cost of education was figured on the basis of the
”school enrollment in order to compare favorably with the
two prev1ously presented phages of this study.
Table XIII, page 28, indlcates that the total cur-

. rent expenditures for eduoatlon 1n Indiana was 47,024,882, 19 25

"The state per capita cost based upon the total sohool en=-
grollment was found to be $68.01., A study«of Table XIII, the
combined column, reveals ilrst,rank in’per capita cost of
dpuplic school education was held by Tippecanoe County, being
j$80.45. Second and thlrd places went to Vigo County and '

_Lake County, respectively. Grant County had the lowest per

capita cost of $51 82 Whlch wWas cons1derably below the state

LA v

= , R ,

Floyd I. McMurray, Annual Report of the State
Superintendent: of Public Instruction (Fort W Wayne: Fort
‘Wayne FPrinting Comoany, 1937). Page 8, Table X.




TABLE XITII

THE TOTAL CURRENT EXPENDITURES FOR EDUCATION WITHIN THE
SPECIFIED COUNTIES, THE PER CAPITA COST TO THE COUNTIES,
AND THE PER CAPITA RANK ORDER, 1936-37

UNGRADED SYSTEMS

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

' Grouped Combined
Marion $6,015,200,19 $77.48 4
Lake 4,310,508,67 79.50 .3
Allen - 1,895,042.76 74.12 6
Ste. Joseph .~ 2,237,554.24 71.41 8
Vanderburg 1,553,299.73 72467 ' 7
Wayne ‘ 769,654.36 68.02 ' ' 10
Monroe 487,431.72 02436 17
Clay 346,733.64° 59,75 _ 13

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

Grand totel (")  $47,024,882.19  ($68.01)

GRADED SYSTEMS

Vigo $1,574,507.81 ~ #79.93
Deleware 1,015,327.81 © = 63.27
Madison 1,052,126.38 60.08
Howard 609,617.14 58,07
Grant 537,252,064 51.82
Tippecsanoe 753,564.99 80.45
Knox 580,712.25 56.83
Henry 441,811.93 56.76
Cass : 495,482.21 74.60
Parke , 282,137,.,79 70.29

=
HPROOHHODIROIN

Totel (average) $ 7,342,540.,95 ($65.42)
All others (ave.) 39,682,341.24 ( 68.53)

Grend total (") $47,024,882.19 ($68,01)




TABLE XIV

A COMPARATIVE RANK ORDER OF THE PERCENTAGES OF UNGRADED
ENROLIMENT, LDELINQUENT ENROLLMENT, AND PER CAPITA COST
OF EDUCATION FOR THE SPECIFIED COUNTIES
(COMBINED ARRANGEMENT)

Percentage rank Percentage Tenk Per capita

of ungraded of delinguent rank order

enrollment . enrollment for educational
costs '

Marion
Lake

Allen

St. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay

Vigo
Delawaf’e S
Madison
Howard
Grant
Tippecanoe
Knox

Henry

Cass

Parke
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average. The range in the per'capita cost was $292.63. The
counties are ranked within their own group under the column
headed "grouped" and also for the entire group of eighteen
counties under the colunm headed "combined".

Table XIV, page 29, presents a comparative arrange-
ment of the previously presented phases of the study.
Following is the list.

Percentage rank order of, county school enrollment
that i1s ungraded

Percentage rank order of county school enrollment

that is delinquent

Per capita rank order based on county school enroll-

-ment for education

IV. DATA CONCERNTING JUVENILE DELINGQUENCY COSTS

FOR THE YEAR OF 1956. The juvenile delinquency costs

were complled from three sources, namely, cost of proba-
tional care, cost of 1nstitut10nal care, and cost of dls-
posed of court cases. These 1tems were cons*dered 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 dellnquency was obtained and it served as a basis for
the“compiiétioh of data.. The number of cases of delin-
quency 1tems used in this study was obtained from the

Second Annual Report of the Jud101al Council: of: Indiana

el

an& from ‘the Indiana Probation Handbook.
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Table XV, page 32,‘shows the actual cost for each

item‘of delinguency 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 i-;;‘12.02.24
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

" gpecific county as set forth 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 delinguency 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
ocolumns were not all carfied out to the same degree of

accuracy; therefore, in the total for each county & slight

‘error is found. Marion County had the highest total per

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

$0.15. The averége for the state was $0.58. The average

for the ungraded systems was $0.92 as compared to $0459

' for the graded systems.

24167 M. Schdll, Indiana Probation Handbook
(Fort Wayne: TFort Wayne Printing Company, 1937). p. 42.

25gecond Annual Report of the Judicial Council of

Indiana (Fort‘W*yne- Tort Wayne Printing Company, 193777
P. IGE.




TABLE XV

THE CURRENT EXPENDITURES FOR THE DELINQUENCY ITEMS OF
PROBATION, INSTITUTIONAL CARE, COURT COSTS, AND THE
TOTAL FOR THE SPECIFIED COUNTIES, 1936

UNGRADED SYSTEMS
Institutional Court
costs costs

~ Probation
" costs

County Total county

costs

Marion
Lake

Allen

St. Joseph
Vanderburg
Wayne
Monroe
Clay

Total
All others

Grand total

$569 .64
161.60
210.08
155.54
133,32

60,60
22,22
0.00

$30,130.87
13,304 .54
1,565.24
5,521.79
4,695.72
4,695.72
2,347 .86
782.62

$82,133.82
34,196.80
12,551.88
12,642.56
10,918.20
2,356.58
400,27
335460

$112,834 .33
47,662.94
14,327.20
16,319.89
15,747 .24

7,112.90
2,770.35
1,118,22

$1313.00

1288.76

$61,044 .36
104,871.08

$155,535,71
80,241.73

$217,893.07
186,401.57

$2601,.76

$165,915.44

$235,777 .44

$404,294.64

GRADED- SYSTEMS

Vigo.
Delaware
Madison.
Howard.
Grant
Tippecanoe
Knox
Henry

Cass

Parke

Total
AllL oppers

Grand total

$199.98
111.10
52.52
42.42
51.00
64.64
0.00
12.12
0.00
8.08

$10,565.37
7,826.20
9,391.44
5,869 .65
1,956.55
782.62
1,565.24
782,62
2,759 .17
782,62

$8,008,02
716.80
1,902.36
1,750.00
5,694.15
626,56
2,924,88
1,985.36
426.51
285,48

$18,763 .37
8,654.10
11,346,32
7,662.,07
7,701.70
1,473.82
3,590.12
2,780.10
3,165.68
1,076.18

$541.86
2059.90

$42,261.48

123 ,655.96

 $23,420,12
212,357,352

$66,223,46
338,071.18

$2601.76 $165,915.44 $235,777.44

$404,294 .64




TABLE XVI

THe PER CAPITA COSTS OF TdE CATEGORIES OF DELINQUENCY

FOR THE SPECIFIED COUNTIES, 1936

UNGRADED SYSTENMS

County Probation Institutional Court Total per
_ care _ costs capita cost
Marion $.0073 %.401 $1.06 $1.45
Lake . 0029 245 .63 .
Allen . 0082 .061 49 56
Vanderburg . 0067 219" «49 73
Wayne .0053 .409 .21 .63
Monroe . 0023 .252 .04 « 20
Clay . 0000 134 .05 19
Average $.0055 . $.258 $.65 $.92
Others' ave. . 0028 236 o 17 41
State's ave. $.0037 $.240 $.34 $.58
GRADED SYSTEMS

Vigo. $.0101 " $.536 $40 $.95
Delaware . 0007 486 «04 «53
Madison .0029 +536 .11 «65
Howard . 0040 «559 17 73
Grant 0049 .118 «55 .74
Tippecanoe 0069 .083 «06 «15
Enox . 0000 «153 «20 35
Henry .0015 .101 25 «36
Cass . 0000 « 407 .06 47
Parke .0020 .194 .07 .27
Average $.0048 $e376 $e21 59
Others' ave. . 0035 213 37 .58
State's ave., §$.0037 $.240 He34 $.58
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TABLE XVII

ELR CAPITA RANK ORDER OF COUNTIES FOR THE CATEGORIES
OF DBLINQUENCY, 1936

UNGRADED SYSTRMS

County Ranks for Ranks for Ranks for Ranks for
. Probation Institutional court costs total per
care . capita cost

grouped combined

Marion 3 7 1 1 -1
Lake - 10.5 9 2 2 3
Allen 2 18 4,5 5 9
St. Joseph 7.5 15 6.5 6 11
Vanderburg 5 10 4,5 ) 5.5
Wayne 6 5] 9 4 8
Monroe 12 8 17.5 7 15
Clay 17 13 16 8 17
GRADED SYSTEMS
Vigo ’ 1 2.5 6.5 1 2
Delaware 15 4 17.5 5 10
Madlson 10.5 2.5 : 12 4 7
Howard 9 1 11 3 5.5
Grant 7.5 14 3 2 4
Tippecanoce 4 17 14,5 10 18
Knox. 17 12 4 10 8 14
Henry. 14 16 8 7 13
Cass 17 6 14.5 6 12
Parke 13 11 13 9 - 16
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% | TABLE XVIII

A COMPARATIVE RANK ORDER OF THE PR CAPITA COSTS OF
. EDUCATION AND THE PER CAPITA COSTS OF DELINGUENCY
1 FOR EACH GROUP OF COUNTIES AND FOR THE COMBINED

1 ' GROUP OF SPECIFIED COUNTIES

County Ranks for ‘ Ranks for
Educational costs Delinquency costs
i | Marion 2 1
! Lake 1 2
Allen 3 5
St. Joseph ) 6
Vanderburg - 4 3
Wayne 6 4
Monroe 8 7
Clay 7 8
Vigo 2 1
Delaware 5 5
Madison 6 4
Howard 7 3
Grant 8 2
Tippecanoe 1 10
Knox 9 8
Henry 10 v
Cass 3 8
Parke 4 9
Marion 4 1
Lake 3 3
Allen 6 9
St. Joseph 8 11
Vanderburg 7 5e¢5
Wayne 10 8
Monroe 17 15
Clay 13 17
Vigo 2 2
Delaware 11 10
Madison 12 7
Howard 14 5¢5
Grant 18 4
' 5 Tippecanoe ' 1 : 18
: Knox 15 . 14
. Henry 16 13
Cass 5 12

Parke ke 16
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Table XVII, page 34, shows the per capita rank order
for the categories of delinguency, as obtained frrom a study
or Table XVI, page 335. The ranking for the total per capita
cost shows for each group and for the combined groups.

Table XVILL, page 35, compares the ranking of the
total per capita cost of education with the total per capita
cost of delinguency for each group of counties and for the
entire group. Tippecanoe Cqunty has a positive correlation,
in each group, owing to the fact that it pays the most tor
education and the least tor 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 delinquehéylfor the combined ranking.

The coetficient ot correlation by the Rank-Differences
Method based on TableiXVIII, page 35, for the per capita
cost ranks of the ungraded systems is .85. The coefficient
oi correlation for the graded systems for the per capita

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

systems combined is .33.




CHAPTER III

SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

In a recapitulétion of the findings of Chapter II,
Presentation of Data, the basic information may best be
presented in tabular formétion.' Following is a comparison
of the percentageé of ungraded enrollments and total

county enrollments for the two types of systems.

TABLE XIX

PERCENTAGES OF TOTAL UNGRADED ENROLLMENT AND TOTAL STATE
ENROLLMENT FOR THE UNGRADED AND GRADED SYSTEMS

Percentage of total = Percentage of total
ungraded enrollment state enrollment
Ungraded systems 06438 34.21
Graded systems none - 16.23

The average percentages of urban enrollments and
tétéivcounty enrollments that are ungraded for the  ungraded

systems is shown by Table XX, page 38.

A
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i TABLE XX

AVERAGE PERCENTAGES OF URBAN AND TOTAL COUNTY ENROLLMENTS
UNGRADED, FOR THE UNGRADED SYSTEMS AND FOR THE STATE
: OF INDIANA

Average percentage Average percentage

of urban enroll- of total county
nent ungraded enrollment ungraded
Ungraded systems - 2.01 | 1.52
State «93 .53

The average percentage of the enrollments that were
delinquent are shown for the two systems and are compared

with the stete in Table XXI.

TABLE XXI

AHEﬁAGE PERCENTAGE OF ENROLLMENTS THAT ARE DELINQUENT, FOR
THE UNGRADED SYSTEMS, GRADED SYSTEMS, AND FOR INDIANA

Ave. percentage Ave. percentage Ave. percentage

placed on placed within having disposed
probation an institution of court cases
Ungraded’Systems .27 : .06 1.96
Graded systems «26 : «09 +66

1.05

The percentage of the state's juvenile delinquents

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




TABLE XXTT

PEKRCENTAGE OF TOTAL JUVENILE DELINQUENCY FOUND IN THE
UHGRADED AND GRADED SYSTEMS, RESPECTIVELY, FOR THE
CATEGORIES OF DELINQUENCY

kerdentage Percentage Percentage of
of state's of state's state'!'s disposed

; Juvenile institutional of court cases
1 _ - probationers cormittments : :

Ungraded systems 50.44 96.76 64,03
Graded systems 22.72 25.46 10.21

The average per capita cost of education and of de-
linquency for the two systems and a comparison with the state
is summarized in Table XXIII.

TABLE XXITX1

AVERAGE PER CAPITA COST OF EDUCATION AND DELINQUENCY FOR THE
UNGRADED SYSTEMS, GRADED SYSTEMS AND STATE OF INDIANA

Per capita cost Per capita cost
of education of delinquency
Ungreded systems $74.89 $e92
Graded systems - 65.42 " 59 '

State 68.01 .58
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The correlations as obtained are presented as follows:
1. The correlation of the ungraded enrollment and
the delinguent enrollment for the ungraded systems is .54.
(See Teble XII, page 26, for ranking.) No correlation was
calculated for the graded systems.

2., The correlations of thé average per capita cost of
education and the average per capité cost of delinguency
.85 for the ungraded systems

-are: =.1 for the graded systems
: .33 for the systems combined.

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.
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TABLE XXIV

RECAPITULATION FOR RANKING IN PERCENTAGE O UNGRADID
ENROLLIMENT, PERCENTAGE OF DELINQUENT ENROLLMENT, PER
CAPITA COST OF EDUCATION, PWR CAFITA COST
OF DELINQUENCY

County Ranks for - - Ranks for Ranks for Ranks for

percentage percentage per capita per capita

of ungraded. of delinguent cost of cost of

enrollment  enrollment education delinguency
Marion 2 1 2 1
Lake 4.5 2 1 2
Allen 4,5 4 3 5
St. Joseph 7 6 5 6
Vanderburg 3 3 4 3
Wayne 1 5 6 4
Monroe 6 7 8 7
Clay 8 8 7 8
Vigo '~ none -1 2 1
Delaware " 5 5 5
Madison o 4 6 4
Howard " 3 7 3
Grant. " 2 8 2
Tippecanoe B 6 1 10
Knox - B 9 . 9 8
Henry " 8 10 7
Cass e 10 '3 6
Parke " 7 4 )
Marion- 2 2 4 1
Lake 4,5 5 3 3
Allen 4,8 . 7.5 6 °]
sSt. Joseph 7 ' ‘ 11 8 11
Vanderburg 3 : 6 7 5.5
Wayne 1 10 10 8
Monroe . 6 _ 13.5 c 17 15
Clay 8 18 13 37
Vigo .. = .none ‘ .2 2
Delaware " 11 10
Madison, .. " .. .5 12 7T
Howard " 14 5.5
Grant " 18 4

Tippecanoe "

Henry "

1
9
17
4
3
.12
Knox - " 16 15 14
15 :
Cass : " 17
13
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Conclusions. From the récépitulation of the find-

ings of this study and in accord with the purpose of this
study, two basic facts stand ouf.

l. The ungraded systems have a greater percentage
of their school enrollment recorded as delinguent 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 systemns is 2.29 per cent as
compared to 1,01 per cent for the greded systems and 1.29
per cent for the state.

2. The ungresded systems pay a higher per capita
cost for both education and juvenile delincuency than do
either the greded systems or the~state as & 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 facts and from the correlations of the per
capita cost of education and the per cepita cost of delingquency

for each type of system, .35 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 juvenile delinguency 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 delinguency
than rural systemns, ahd also in those systems which are
likely to have a more efficient system for apprehending
juvenile delinquents. The ungréded schools, with their
higher costs, probably were established to care for the
atypical children. If the educational rates were lowered
for the atypicel 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 delinguent

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