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This research project was designed to ascertain the social

wel-fare services used and social problems occurring in the families of

chil-dren fornally charged by the Juvenile Court of lnlinnipeg.

The study was based on data with regard to a sample of L29

faniilies of juvenile delinquents formally charged at the Juvenile Court

which was obtained from Juvenlle Court files. i¡terviews with Juvenile

Court workers, other agency registrations and Confidential Exchange

't .i ^+.i * ^-f IÐ u-LII6ù .

The findj¡rgs revealed that a nrajor proportion (gt.S percent)

of the famil-ies i¡ the sample group were using one or more social

agencies in addition to Juvenile Court. Ä large proportion of the

fanil-ies in the sample group manifested the social- problems of

dependency, indigent disabiÌity and disordered behaviour.

It was found that a large munber of farailies known to a

social agency prior to contact r¡iith Juvenil-e Court were knor¡¡n to Child

Guidance Clinic. This showed that a childrs problems are like1y to

become evident initialJ-y in the school setting.

The findines showed that while there rüas a trend toward a

greater nrunber of charges at Juveni-le Court j-f a fanrily was knoun to

several agencies before Juvenile Court, the correlation was not high

enough to be of real significance.
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Often juvenile delinquency is trmore than a fornral breach of

conventions; it is indicative of an acute breakdor,m in the normal
l_functions of fanr-iIy l-ife.rr current l-lterature reveals a growj_ng

comntunity and professional- concern about this pr"oblem. The rrbreakdownrr

in functioning is frequently seen in other social- problems as well as

juveniÌe erime. This raises several questions. Are the social welfare

services provided for the families of juvenile delinquents adequate?

-'tre the services offered by the juvenile court being dupì-icated by other

soci-al agencies? rs there a snp,l-l ì:roportion of fandl_ies lmown to

Juvenj-le Court of l,'Iinnipeg who use a major proportion of social wel-fare

services in this city?

Ì:e this study, carried out by six students in their Mrastersr

year at the University of Mrani-toba School of Social l'r/ork, it was hoped

to deterrni¡e what proportion of fand-Iies of children known to the

Juvenile Court of lnlinnipeg are or have been receivi-ng other agency

serv-ices and what social problems do occur in these famil-ies. Our study

is rel-ated to the over--al} focus of the problem being studied. by other

students in their }rtastersr year at the University of Manitoba School-

of sociar lfork; namery, what is the distributi-on of social welfare

CHÀPTER T

INTRODUCTIOI\

I-Harry lvi. Shulman, rrThe Fanrily and Juvenile Delinquencyn,
quoted in shel-don Grueck, The proble¡n of Delinque (noston: Houghton
tr{ifflin Co,, 1959) p. fZB.
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services for fanil-ies knor¡un to a l,{i¡rnipeg social agency, and what a¡e

the types of social- problems n'e,nifested by families using these services?

The general focus of this study then was on the distri-bution of social-

wel-fare services for famili-es known to an agency in iiinnipeg and on what

types of social problems occurred in these families.

Industrial-ization with its concomrnitant changes i¡r social-

stratification and socj-al mobility has brought about an íncrease in the

social problem of juvenile delinquency. rt j-s a forn of deviant

behaviour which is said to characterize an urban industrlal society.

llith industrialization it became impossible to maintai¡ the

extended kinship group of the traditionat fanrily. Increased mobility

and stratification brought with them the nuclear famiry--pa.rents and

dependent children. The traditional family functions r¡rere economj-c,

educational, and protective. Industrial-ization has meant that the

state, school and j¡dustry have taken over many aspects of these

functi-ons.

Emancipation of youth has become essential in or:r sociely.

After the intimate association of years among the few members of the

innreùiate family, youth rrmoves out on his own generalJ-y with a sharp

break in family and other kinship ties.tr2 Rebelliousness, conforrn-ity

to peer group standards while rejecting adult standards, can be seen

a
r¡.!.

Social l,rlelfare
'IrrliÌensky and

f¡¡{\Neïr IorK: 'I'ne
C.N. Lebeaux,
Russell Sage

Industrial Society and
Foundation, f958) p. 75,
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as the means of moving from this exLreme d.ependency to the emancipation

expected of youth. Fanrily confli-cts arise over a childrs choice of

occupa.tion, over changes in sexual standards; rapid.ity of social change

means that there is a confl-ict between generations; authorities differ
on ideas about child-rearing and confuse pa.rents. The result of this
is that the chil-dren have difficulty in accept-ng parental authority.
rn summation, industrjal-ization and urbanj_zati_on have praced a great

deal of stress on the nuclear fam-iJ-y. Family breakdown has been a

resul-t of this stress and has become a major social probrem.

Ûur group was j-nterested in the area of juvenile deli:rquency

due to contact rnrith Juvenile court from a variety of agency settings.

¡\s social workers we knew the psychologi-caÌ, emotional-, and social-

importance of the family. rt is in the inti¡ate fami]y group that, the

child forms relationships which have a great bearing on his relation-
ships with people outside the fanrily group. He l_earns the basic cur-
tural values, attitudes, standard.s of behaviour in the farniÌy. rn an

ideal- fanr-ily the parents are interdependent and maintain their roles
as parents to the chíldren, and as husband. and wife to each other.

The parents must have had their own needs satisfied to an exbent that
they are able to give enough to meet the need.s of the children in a

consistent ûE.nner.

Sociologically the attributes of the famil¡, include soci-a1

interaction, common cul-ture, viewing onesel-f as being a member of the

fani-ily group, and perfornring onets rol-es in relationship to one another.

ln our society fanLilies usually perform the fr¡rrctions of reproduction,



provision of physical and emotional care for fanrily members, and

socializati-on of the children.

It is in a consistenl, secure emotional chmate that the

child is abl-e to meet the den'nnds of the various stages of psycho-

sexual- development. However, when there is a breakdown in family

functioning there is a likelihood that heatthy personality functioning

of all of the members of the family wil-l be impaired.

There has been some research done on family-centered projects
-

in St, Paul.- This brought to our attention the fact that juvenile

crime t/,Jas an i-mportant soci-al- probJ-em in the rrmulti-probl-emrr famil-i-es

studied. This research further focused our concern on the fact that

juvenile delinquency rrras an i¡dlcation of poor family adjustment.

Tha¡arn¡a +hô +'ocus of our studw l^râs ôn f,he rìistribution of social+r]v¡v¡v¿v, vvqg v¿ v4 ÐuqqJ yvoÐ vtf utlg q¿È

welfare services and the types of social problems with reference to

the fandlies of those children known to Juvenile Court of idinnipeg.

fncluded in our study were families of active cases of

juvenj-le delinquents in fhe month of September, 1J62. The fandlies

consldered consisted of a unit with either or both parents and one or

more chil-dren under the age of 18 years. We did not consi-der children

under 18 who had no family or i.¡ho had been transferred. from Juverr-i1e

Court to adul-t court. ille al-so did not i¡clude children whose offences

were such as to be handled informally in Juvenile Court. The following

+.

,Thi-s is detailed in Chapter II where sources are eiven.



2.

agencies were refeïred to in determining other agency services used by

the f¡mi l rr nf l--he irrrrani'ì o rìo'l i nnrran* . n-i +r' ^f'v¡¡v ¿@¡¡4!J v! u¡¿v t,¡qvvrrr¿u qç!{¿¡y*v¿¡v. vruJ -. }triffnipeg PUbliC Ïr/elfafg

Department, Province of i'fanitoba Department of l,,elfare, Childrenrs Aid

society of wiruripeg, Juvenile and Family court, Fanrily Bureau of

Greater f iinnipeg, Child Guidance Cl-i¡ic of Greater -'t¡rir¡niFeg, Out Patient

Ðepa.rtments at the I'lir¡eipeg General, childrents and st. Boniface

Hospitals. Socia] problems under di-scussion were linrited to those with

which an agency was set up to deal.

The scope of this study imposed lindtations which included

the following: we used the casel-oads from hiinnipeg Juvenil-e Court for

onJ-y one month, and one monthrs caseload. may not necessarj_ly be typical

of al-I monthsr caseloads. The list of agencies mentioned in the previ-ous

paragraph was not erdraustive. Fami-lies ¡nay have been known to other

agencies which were not considered. Because of a lack of time. we were

unable to consider all of the social- agencies jn the City of Winnipeg.

Therefore we chose those social agencies considered to be the major

family agencies.

As a resul-t of our experiences as social- workers and the

knowledge from sources such as those already mentioned, we believed

that juvenile delinquency wou-l-d be only one symptom of breakdov¡n in
f¡mi'l¡¡ frr¡nti nni-a ¡-¡l {l^¡{ ^+L^¿@¡rrrJ aurrur/-L\ri.lrrr8 an(r unaü or,ner s¡mtptoms would be ¡lr.esent. This

l-ed us to the hypothesis that a greater proportion of the farn-ilies of

children knoi¡n to Juvenile Court of lntinnipeg are knov¡n or have been

knolvn to one or more other social- agenci-es and iranifest problems of

dependency, indigent disability and disordered behavi-our other than

the juvenile crjme exhibited. by the child on our sample.



Byrrgreater proportiontr we meant over one hatf of the families.

By rrdependency, indigent disability and. dj-sordered behaviourrt

meant the f olIoli-ins:

l-. Dependency: is the problem facing families who will be iuj-thout

the basic necessities of l-ife unless the community makes some

provi-sions for them. Dependency is defined. in rel-ation to the

problems of unemplo¡,rment and financial dependencv. The asencies

set up to deal with the particular types of problelns consicLered

for this study are city of I'vinnipeg public 1.:elfare Department

and Provj-nce of l',tanitoba Department of l,rrelfare.

2. rrdigent Disabil-ity: Fanr-il-ies wj-thin th-is cfass are those who

are unable to meet med.lcal or treatment costs. rt is defined

in rel-ation to the problems of illness, both physical and

mental-. The agencies set up to deal with this are the General_

Hospital, chlldrenrs Hospital, and st. Boniface Hospital out

Pati-ent s I Depa.rtmen-r,s .

.3. Disordered Behaviour: By d.isordered behavÍour we mean behaviour

which contravenes the standards of society; for example

severe marital problems and n'el-functioning in a school situation.

sometimes this behavi-our is refrected by forr:ar- judgment of

society--that is, records of crime, delinquency, chr-ild neglect

and other types of belraviour in respect to which society takes

official action. The agencles set up to deal with this are the

children's Aid society of l,linnipeg, the chird Guidance cl-inic of

Greater i,rliruripeg, the Fanily Bureau of Greafer I,iiinnipeg, and the

Juvenile and Farnily Court.
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Several questions arose out of this hypothesis. ;\re there

families who are knoun to Juvenile Court of üinnipeg who have other

social problems but are not known to other agencies? Ittrat percentage

of fanil-ies are using the major proportj-on of socia] welfare services

in the conu'nunity? rs there a duplication of social- werfare services

provided to the fami-lies of juveni-Ie delinquents? I,'fhat proportion of

fandlÍes manifest only one category of the above-mentioned social-

problems and what proportion rnanifest more than one category (of

social problems)?

It was feft that there rey have been a pattern of agency

services pri-or to contact i^rith the Juvenile Court of I,'linnipeg. It was

only possible to consider whether there was contact with one agency

before contact with Juvenil-e Court and the CÌrild Guj-dance Clinic of

Greater I',linnipeg was sel-ected. ff a child has conflicts with the law,

it would seem li-kely that he would show behaviour problems elsewhere

at an earl-ier time. Thus it was fel-t that the first place behaviour

probJ-ems would be manifested outside the home would be in the school-

situation. ft lvas al-so felt that recidivism ïras more coÍlrnon among

the children of fandl-ies usi-ng many of the social- v¡elfare services

avail-able in the community. Out of this the fol-lowing sub-hypotheses

emerged:

1. A large number of the fanrllies known to an agency prior to

contact with the Juvenile Court were known to Child Guidance

Cl-inic. By tra large numberrr we meant 33-t/l percent. Our

practical experience suggested that this would be a significant

nrunber.
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2. The greater the number of agencíes contacLed prior to contact

with Juvenile Court, the more likely is repeated contact of the

chil-d with Juvenile Court. By rrrepeated contactrr we meant that

the child has appeared repeatedly before a judge on formal

charges "

For the purposes of our study it was assumed that if a family

were known to a social agency it had a social problem of the t¡pe with

whj-ch the agency was set uir to deal. l,rie further assumed that tne

Juvenile Court workers woul-d have knowledge of other soci-al problems

in the families.

Our study design i-nvolved the selection of a sample of cases

known to l{irmipeg Juveni-le Court, the recordi-ng of certai-n facts from

the files, interviews with alr of the Juvenile court workers. and

checking of family names against other agency lists. We also checked.

fandly names against the Confidentiaf Exchange listing,

The workers at Juvenile Courù were interviewed for the

purpose of obtaining addit,ional information regarding the social

problems of the fanrilies from their respective caseloads.

I'le were aurare that our method was limited.. r\ l-indtation was

that we were usi¡g only lists of cases from other agencies. Thus we

knew only the general area in which the problem of the fandly occurred..

l¡le did not knov¡ the specific problems uhich the fanrities showed at these

agencies. Interv-iews with famifies might have given us more accurate

data but lack of time prevented us from conducting such interviews.
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The socj-al problems were cl-assified according to the three

major areas: dependency, indigent disability, and disordered behaviour,

and in accordance with the definitions on page ó. These problems were

incJi ee.t,efl bv reqi cf nc*'i n¡c c* oneial ep.eneies ¡.nd defiVed frOm intef-

views with Juvenil-e Court workers. The primary source of data concerning

agency registrations was the Confidential- Excha;rge.- fn order to deter-

mi ne soei a.l â.Érencv repi st,rat,i ons . f+^ø n^^^-L,^- ?l - 'l q6O - rre ei rCUlated¡r4¡¡v vvvrur sóv¡ruJ r uórourourvlru Glvça iJçwçllluçI )Lt LTwvt vrç u¿I

a list of the names of families from our sample to each of the agencies

wrder consi-deration. One agency was unabl-e to provide the infornratj-on

requested due to reasons of confidentiality. The faniilies i¡ our

se.mnle were n'lassi fierJ e.ecorrìins. to t,he n¡mhers nf on-nnrr oanr.ì nggq+r¿õ vv ¿ u vr q6vrr vJ

used in addit,ion to the Juvenile Court. Statistical methods were

amn]nrraÄ +^ rrâ+ôrmij]e whether there l{as a correl-ation betl¡reen the

number of repeated contacts with Juvenile Court and the number of

other" A.senev ss¡rrí noq rrqorl ilia did nOt COnSider the tOtal n¡mbef Ofvfv

contacts with each agency. 1¡Íe considered the total number of agencies

rrcarl i¡la nnn^c-ed the nffmbef 6f cnnirl nrnh'lams Of the famili_eS Withv! u vvs ¿ lJ¡ vvlvjrtu

the nunber of agency services used.

l'ie hoped that our study would add to knor'ùedge of the problems

occuruing in, and services used by, the families of those chil-dren who

appear before the Juvenile Court.

Before dealing with method in detail, background literature

wil]. be revi-ewed.

I+The Confidential Exchange was operated by the City of tr{innipeg
hrblic Welfare Department. Families using social agency services vüere
registered at Confidential Exchange by each socÍal agency.with the excep-
tion of the Child Guidance Clinic of Greater Winnipeg. Following the
closing of Confidential Bcchange December 30, l-960 the only registrations
continued were those of the City of l{innipeg Publ-ic 1,'Ielfare Department.



fn recent years there appears to have been an increase in
juvenile deli-nquency in both Canada and the United States. Accordins

to Shulnu.n, the increase in'bhe United States has been evi-denced in the

juvenile courtrs intake and by the seriousness of crímes comnritted..

This trend, he states, has outdistanced. by far the increase in the

nnnrrltf i nn nf a1-'i1,l-^* -*^ .-^,,*" I-,rildren and youth.

There is consi-derabl-e evidence that the fanúries of most

urban delinquents have a variety of probrems, and conversely_. that

these f¡mi I i es sìrrc ni qe f n r di cn¡n^nn*ì n-o*^ -,,-t-,^ - ^F .t^'1 -i-^.urrçÐe rolr-r.l.rçÞ grvv rauv uv * *-LSpfOportiOnate numbef Of delinqUentS.¿

consequently, the nejor emphasis of our study hras on the famil_ies of

juvenile delinquents.

In our perusal of the l-iterature, we found no prevlous studies

with our parti-cular focus. Therefore we centered orir readins Ì,rithjx two

main areas. Firstly, we considered the family in present-day soci_ety

and its i-mportance in the rife of chil-dren and youth, Also, Ïre con-

si-dered those studies of juvenile delinquency which descri-bed fanril-ies

from which the delinquent came.

rt is generally recognized that the fandl-y fulfitls four

nrajor functions: t'(1) the means to propa.gation, sustenance and sr:rvival;

(e) naUit-training t (Ð interpersonal association; ano (4) transrnlssion

CHAPTER IT

BÂCI(GROUND A\]D C['Iü,R STUD]ES

-ì

Harry Ì.i. Shulnu.n, Juvenile Deli¡quency in Àmerlca4 ggcietv
(Àiew York: Harper and Brotherffi

2ro¿g. , P. 397.
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^f ñr'l+"--1 *^++^-*^ ^-r --^f..^^ 
?vr uurul.r.i.dr- pë"uùerns and values.rl- As discussed in chapler I, indus-

trialization has resulted in the two generation nuclear family consi-sting

of pa.rents and children" ifany writers agree that the period of transi-

tion to an urban industrial societ¡¡ has resulted in significant changes

in each of the above-mentioned functions. This has rtrevolutionized the

status of childhood and has created problems in chil-d rearing that are

now being reflected in the partial breakdown of social control- over

chifdhood and in the growbh of juvenile derinquency.il* Thus, juvani-le

delinquency appears as a by-product of the difficutties facing the

fami I v in orrr nr.esent dn¡¡ er¡or -ch¡noino qnniof.rrv vr -v¿rq¿¿õ!¿r¿i v vv!v uJ .

In l,ierrillrs study, it is stated that the fanrily plays an

important rol-e in the chitdrs socialization by being the source of

affection and care, which is a source of security for the child.

However, by being a source of discipline the famity nay frustrate the

expression of the childrs impulses and thus prod.uce ambival-ence and
Ê

often confusion in the child./

Flùþet and others agree thai, the chitd ilin adopting his

attitude towards the members of his famity circle, is at lhe sanp time

deterndning to a large erbent some of the principal aspects of his
L

rel-ations to his f ellow men in Aenera].tt"

(/Ìtíaud ;I. i"rerrill, Probl_ems of Chi_ld Deli¡quency (New york:
Houghton i-iifflin Compa.ny, Lg47) pp. LZ2-L|Z,

ô, 
^d.r,, Fluge}, The Psychoanalybic Study o.f the Fanrily (London:

The Hogarth press r,ia., rg5Ðã ¿.

?-..

atnìñ



L2.

iritmer, Shulman, Glueck, Powers, i\iclver and nany others agree

that frequently antisocial behaviour begins in the stresses and strains

of the pa.rent-child rel-ationships. Juvenile delinquency seems to be an

indication of poor fanrily adjustment and rrconfl-ict with the law represents

a painfuÌ s¡,.rnptom of family disorganizalion.tt( I'Crime and delinquency go

hand in hand with our disorganized famj-l-ies and ii is from this deep

dwell-spring of deprivation that the niultiplicity of social il-ls flow.rr"

The St. Paul, or Fani-ily Centered Project was the most important

st.lldw nnnsll'lt,crl fo¡ ôìrr nrrrnôses- thc st.rrdrlr^rås llnrìc¡f.:l¿cn l¡'rr oi ahf.yur.ÀJvvvu. I¡1v uuuuJ vvao qIIu9¡ Ue^çÁ¡ UJ Vr6¡¡u

roanaia< in Çl Þrrr'l l,innaenfc ¿¡çl WaS diVided intn t,hree nh¡seS:vvcu urvruvu rrluv ut¡trvç lJ¡Iqoç

(l ) nlannins a.nd slilclv nh¿se fr.om I9t,7 t,o'1 Q5/,: l2) .Jo-.'l.st.r¡t-ion nhpseI vv 1//+9 \{/

from l-954 Lo L959; and (3) impfementation phase from 1959 Lo 1963"

Thi s ni nnocr-ino côôner.a.t,irre nommrrnif.¡¡ affnn* f.^ imnror¡e t.he fllnct,i oninøvvr.u16 vvvyvrsurvv vv¡rurrB¡ruJ çr¡vl u uv lltp¡ vv9 ullç IUIL ____-__-o

of mlllf.i-nr.nhl cm f¡milìos onor^r nrrt. nf *.ha Frmilr¡ TInif Ro¡n¡t Q*rrÄr¡e¡r4rrjr vrÈu rrvPvr u uuquJ

undertaken in it. Paul by Community Research Associates and community

âoonnioc Tha cf,11¡ly Ìüâ.s â.n ,ancorrnf.ìno nf nrnlrl êmS and SefViCeS i-n thes vvvu¡r vlr¿i vr ìJf vv!u

areas of economic need, sociaÌ nraladjustment, ill health and recreation,

and involved over one hundred agencies. The most striJ<ing finding was

LhaL tt6f6 of St. Paul recipi-ent,s of social welfare services used. about

half of the services avaj-Iable, and were characterized by a multiplicity
ô

of nrohlcms ll' tr'rnm f.hc findinoq nf tlro n'lcnnin^ ¡-.1 -*".1-r -1.1 ôô ii r.'nar r v¡rr urle r f,rrq!16Ð vr urrs ylcrlrlll16 ctlu Ð þuuJ PlroÐç ¡ IU w@ù

decided to set up an experimental program to r,vork with a group of

rWil-Iian Hoffnen, rrOffenders Have Fanrilies
Troubl-e, ed. L.L. Geismar ánd Beverlv ¿rvres. Fanrilv
(St. Paul, I'ünnesota, 1958) p. 3.

ô̂-.'"Ibid.. p. 2.

for l'iultj--Problem Fanilies, .rlesearch Department, Community Chest and
Council-s of the Greater Vancouver Àrea (Vancouver, L962) p. 77.

TJoseph C. Iagey and Beverly Ayres, Community Treatment

Toorr, Famil-ies in
ñan*a¡od Þ-aian*vv¡¡ vva vu r r v.Jv v u

Proerams
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^-^l-1 ^- +r^*-: r i ^p'ouren rarLrr-r-es in an effort to devel-op or better identify fanrily_

centered treatrnenf concepts. The criteria for selection of fami]-les

v'ras: tt(l) at least one parent j:r the home and at least one chil-d under

l8 in rclear and present dangerr either through derinquency or neglect;
(z) a problem in either the health or econornic area.,,f0 Afl families had

probrems in social functioning, and it was found. that there1{as a high

incj-dence of delinquency i¡ these families and ilin IOO faniilies, 97

children from 47 families were known to the probation office.,,fr comntonv v¡r¡y u vr¿

speaks of 150 cases stucli-ed where 50% of the fathers ìd.ere out of the

home; l+3% had one or both parents lrrith a history of one or more d.ivorces;

l+5.3% of the chilciren were born out of wedrock; 22% where official
neglect petitions were filed.; 2S% of the fathers and 26% of the mothers

were characterized by chronic physical- diseases or handicaps; in nearly

33% or the famiries, one or more chil-dren were affl_icted by chroníc
'lô

di-sease " 
llt'

rn an associated study by Ayres and Geismar of a sampre of
one hundred St. PauI project fami-lies, one or more i¡stances of behaviour

disorders were found in every fanrlly studied. Included j¡ this cat,egory

were problen drinking in 50 fam-ilies, prorniscuity ín 25 families, and

other types of socia]-ly delinquent behaviour not adirrrJic¡f,crl ;n 35

ra,milie s.13

sented to
ør^a nhod

ìn¿UThi A

ll
--Rerr'l ¡ h lf nm^* ^-v v¡rrlJ u vr¿ ,the Children's Aid

L962) p. 6.
ìô-L<rbid.

13;-^-
¡IVI ¿!8I1,

The Fandly Centered Project, a paper pre-
Society of l,,iirrnipeg Arrreual tvieeti¡g (lrrimeo-

ôn ni* -t
vY. V. ¿.
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In one of Gl-ueckrs studies where 500 delinquent boys were

compared with a sinrilar nurnber of non-delinquents, it was found that jn

fanrilies of juvenile deJ-inquents, there is a frequency of serious

diseases; mental defectiveness or lnental dullness are frequent problems;

ernotional disturbances are often present; alcoholism is frequent; delin-
quent pa.rents or siblings are coillmonj famil-ies are i¡clined to live from

d¡rr t n rÌ¡¡¡" cn^ f.þppp rro nnnl-r-ì emS Of fOfCed nafri¡.geS ^ finAnnes - hr oken--r./ s¿v lJf vurç¡lrÐ vf, lvtuçu lll4trlcóvú, IITIoIIUçÐ9 WMgll

homes lrnemn'ì nr¡ment. j esoz,t.i nn naol pn*. , ..1 +-r,r* ^--f4rlvlLçù, L{rlvllrpruyl _- **nCy.

ivlany other studi-es, including Breckinridge and :\bbottrs study

of the Ðelinquent and the Homerl5 and the New york city youth Board

study, identi-fy similar problems of social maladjustment evidenced j¡

the fanrllies of juveni-le delinquents.

Álthough our study did not explore the environmental- factors,
'hre were aware of the fact that rrthe pa.rents are (onry) one of a con-

stellation of interplaying factors that give rise to deJ-i-nquency. rrro

During a chil-d's earÌy years, the dayto day example of his parents is
the strongest influence in shaping his personality and behaviour.

iidverse factors in a childrs early home lífe, such as parental conflict,

fl-+Sheldon and Eleanor Gl-ueck, Delinquents in the lrraking; Paths
toPrevention(ir]ewYork:|lar,ncr^nnclÊroJ.'hcr.s-''q_

a)Sophinsbe Breckenridge and Edith .\bbott, The Deli¡quent
Child and the Home (i{ew York: Russell Sage Foundation, ï}fÐ"

lóH"]-"r1 T, - lrli t.mcr. P¡ z,ent, s ¡ nd llcl i nnrrennv . Rcnnn*. nf ¿
conference, u.s.""Ëi.*i;;;' "ffi'td"i;;;:' 

"'
( Cfiitorents Bureau publicati_on, tg5ij, p, 7.



t)"
negl-ect or rlistreatment, feelings of bei-ng unloved an¿ unwanted c¿n

innol him i-*^ ¡^l;h^..^*+ r.-^L^-i 
1n

!u.[;Ë-L rr-Lrll -LrttJu delinquent behaviour.r/ However, a poor home environment

i^¡hich predisposes a youngster to delinquency, can be offset by outside
rBinfluences and personal relationships which encourage right cond.uct.

0n the olher hand, trm-isbehavior, like any other kind of behavi-or. comes

about through ì;he general processes of socialization regardless of
personal traits or characteristi-cs. Any individual under the proper

configuration of circumstances and. assocj-ations can become a criminal"
â d¡rro rÁrìi a.| es q¡q6 suu¿v,, - cì.runk, a deli-nquent, or what have vou.,,f9

Through our experience as social- workersr'we weïe aware of the

fact that sonre fa¡nilies do use many agency services. Gl_ueckrs study,

already referred to, reveal-ed that ilthe exbent to which the parents of

the del-inquents were unabfe to ful-fill their fanrity obJ-igations without

outside help is further refl-ected in the fact that the averaee number

of soci-al welfare agencies that had to step in to serve the farnilies of
tho dal i nnrronf e 'vr¡v uçurrYqvlluù l-n one way or another was twelve, a figure almost double

that of the mean nurnber of agencies serving the fanúl-ies of pon-delinquents.20

17u.s. children's
Delinquency, L96O, p. 4.

f8r¡i¿.

f9Ì**in Deutseher.- rrsôme Relevant
Juvenile Delinquenãi, i-õu!åír*i"prorc trv"*tion of America , L96O) p. 3%-

2oclueck, op. cit ., Þ. )+5,

Bureau publication ii380: Â Look aù Juvenile

Directions for Research in
York: Fanrily Service Associa-
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TheSt.Faulprojectfurtherrevealed-thatasmal]-groupof

families in a comrnwtity absorbed. a large proportion of all health and

wel-fare services available. "6% of the worst-off fanllies in the

coinmunity were receiving 5Oi'å of the services of lOB agencies'"21 These

fami-Iies were registered with 8.8 agencies'

Healy and Bronner, in a study of L3? farnilies of deli-ncluents

ancl non-delinquents j:r the same fanilies, forurd that in 38f of the cases,

fanrilies were helped by 5 or more socj-al tg"""i""'22

The duplicati-on of services offered. to juvenile offenders

and their fanrllies is suggested as sti}l another factor i-n the nrultiple

use of services. Perhaps our present organization of services may rnean

*h¡*.: frmil\r mâv ha.ve to utilize a number of services'bo help with its
uI&u a re¡ru!.J¡ ¡rÞJ

related problems. Fisher, Konopka, and others speak of duplication of

)?
services.t) Konopka states that rrma¡1y of our social agencies are

effective and manage to help chil-dren and' ;rou¡g people with a compricated

growing-up process" Yet, their efforts are separatecl, at times dupli-
al

cated. at ti¡nes contradictory and exceedingty confusing and frustrating.tt'a

2li,irrion Robi-'.,son, rrThe Quiet Revolutionrr, reprinted from

Canadj_an l,Ielfare (IXXVIII, iuty f5-August L5, L962).

22wi1ti.* Healy and i\ugusta Bron-ner" New Ligb!_on Dglinquency
and Its Treatment (New Haven:Yale Universit)r Press, Li)Ô) p" )>'

23Bernard C. Fisher , I'Juvenile Cou.b : Purpose, 
. 
Prorn-ise and

problemsrr, Social Service ììevíev¡, XXXfV, t{o. t (rørch f960) pp. 75-82.

24ci""l-a Konopka, Co-ordination of Service9 aq a l'ie?nP 9{
ilelinquency Plevent¿igp,"--ll" cademy of Political
ffi cccxilr (i'iarcti 1959) p. 33.
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h addition, the I'lational Conference on Juvenil-e ilelinquency speaks of the

need for co-ordination of juvenile delincluency servicus.t)

From our reading on juvenire delinquency, i_t became apparent

that n'nny writers agree that school r^¡as one of fhe best places to dis-
cover problem chil-dren whose behaviour may signal danger uh"ud.26

Truancy seems to be a cotnmon forerunner of delinquency ancl the school- is
the first pJ-ace outside the family where the childrs problern rÊy become

tññâFôh+ 27 v-¡qlJP¿rvrru. Âr'dvaceusr research projects on juvenile delinquency and the

school, show that the j¡cidence of truancy is higher for d-el-inquents than

for non-delinquents. 28

rrSchool maladjustment, ranging from misbehavior for the purllose

of attracting attention, to truancy and vandalism, is a fregrent precursor

.n"y.29 i)owersr30 l,itrur and irrorris3l

0.C., rg54) Re

27f,:.1¡. Stullkin, rrschools and Del-inquency Probl-emn, The problem
91' Delinquency, ed. Sheldon and Bleanor Glueck (Boston: Houghton t,iifflin
Company, f95g) p. 154"

õd

,__ 'fg: C. Kravaceus, Juvenil-e Delinguency and the School
(Yonkers-on-Hudson: Iruorld Book Company, 1940) pp. f4L_145.

29sh"1don and El-eanor Gìueek- ïTnr¡¡¡ali.ng Juven-ile Delinquency, v¿¡¡svvrr

(Boston: Harvard University press , L95O).

308" Po*"rs and I'1. i,litmer, An llxperiment in the Prevention of
{uyenile lelinquelcy, The Cam¡riaee
Col-umbia Universi_ty pr.ess, fg57)W

31N. i'iot"is, The fl4bitqq1 Crindnal (London School of Economics
and Pol-itical- Scier."").-

1tr.-/National Conference on Juvenile

¿oU.S. Childrerirs l3ureau rrubl-ication, oÞ" cit., pp. 3L12.

nn¡f h ?OP' J / '

uel.r_nquency t. =
\ r;fa snt_ngton r
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âoFêê *hc* *Ìrara js p.reât v,âliflitv in observing the diStUfbanges inv +v õ¡vqv r¡À vvuvr v4¡ó

children at school-. Accordìng to Powers and i,litmerr32 
"chool 

attendance

and academic progress are the most important indi-cators of the chil-dts

disturbance, for the school child nrust conform to certain norms approved

by society. r. potential offender will most probably come i:i confl-ict

with such norlTts and manifest hj-s asocial behaviour. One study of 3l+7

consecutive cases of a juvenile court showed that two-thirds had been
??

school conduct problems, truants, and disliked school-.--

lJe also felt the more soci-al- welfare services used" and social

problems rranifested by these fanrilies, the more l-ikely is repeated

contact of the delinquent, youlh with the juvenile courts. Cavan agrees

that trthe families of juvenile delinquents often have problems of

ner¡l eet. nnnr.' irìcnf.i fi nrt.'inn lrrnl¿an hampq fin¡nni¡l danondannr¡q u4v¡¡ , v r v¡\vIf ¡tvtltv u, I IIIaI¡vtrs¿ qç}J9¡¡UgtI VJ .

The more of these factors that are present, the more li_kely is

recidivism./+ Other researcherd aNtention has nainly been directed

towards the exbent of recidivi-sm as centered around characteristics

slleh ¡s r.ånê scr¿ ¡nd pf.hnin n.i o;n 35

Prevention of Delinquencyrr, The Pqoblem
Jtrleanor Glueck: oÞ. rf!.

?)
'-Por,rers and rJitmer, op" cit.
33ne nîol Î-ìrrnn¡^nrr llrv llÇ¡hnn]!q¡¡u rvsJ v\ 

^, 
vvrrvv¿

Treatment
p" r25.

?/,.,, ^,/+'luth Shonle Cavan, Juvenil-e Deli¡quency--Develolrment,
ì /-r . - ^/^\Uontrol (.Dhi-LadeJ-phia: J.B. Lippincott and Company, L962)

35sh.rtrun, op. cit. ¡ p. Bl"

Counselors Contril:ute to the
nf Ìlo-l i nnlo¡^r' ed. ShefdOn andv4 vv!- -¡f Y qvrrv,y 

,
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Although there have been no previous studies, to our knowledge,

,..i+L ^.,- *4-+i^.,'ls¡ fnnrre r,ra f^1¡1d it VafUable in f,his cha.nÌ,er tO dfaWWIUI¡ vql IÆI UIvuIqI IvvUÐ , wV r UUIU J-U V4-LL{d,UIci rtt urlfù vlrG /uça

upon several- related studies, making sÞecial- reference to the St. ?aul

rrnnion* ll-]r,aa1. lS StUdieS and_ the writinss of vâ.1.iOUS aUthOfS. Therv¿r¡É u vr

stresses and strains of our nodern industrial society have resulted j¡

incz.e¡scrì nressrrFêq rrn^n fho nrroløer f.qmjlrr en, h¡rre roqrr'lf.ed in qnmev¿rv ¿l*u¿vsl Is¡Àu¿J q¡tu llsvv f,9uu¿ugqJ I¡t uvlttv

families, in disorgani-zation end breakdorvn nanifcstecì in a y¡.:iety of

social problems. Our area of concern in this study has been on the

nnnhìo-a nf +hô fâ.milies of t,hc irr¡ronila da1-innrronlg and the SOCj_a]la¡¡u¿{vu Jqvvfl¿Jv qvr¿r.rYu\

hrelfare services they use, as was focused upon by the revi-ew of the

literatwe.



tr'rie secured data about fanrilies of chitclren r'¡hose cåses were

active at Juvenire court of t,linnipeg in the month of ieptember, L)62.

This data was obtained from four sources--Juvenil-e Court fites, inter-

views with Juvenile Court workers, other agency listings, and Confidential

Jìrrnh:noa Rooì ef r¿fions. .\ schedul e 1,,iâs comnl et,ed r^ri f.h rcsnenf. to theuu¿v uvqu vv¡¡ly¿uuçq 
^IU¡¡ 

¡gÐ}Jçvu I

fanúl-ies of each child in the sample. The schedule consisted of tr¡¡o

rnain pa.rts. fn the first section, concerning iclentifying information,

we read parts of Juvenil-e Court files and checked the fanrily names with

other agency ristings, and confidentiar øxchange Registrations. This

part included ten questions. The second seclion of the schedule con-

sisted of data obtained from interviews r¡ith Juvenile Court workers.

Thi-s section was compri-sed of three questions.

The schedu-l-e was first drafted and tested in November and

December, L962. It was tested on a sample of six cases at the Juvenile

Court. 1'!-e interviewed three Juvenile Court lvorkers concernlns two cases

on each of their caseloads. l,rre then read specified secti-ons of these

six files and checked the fanrily names against listings at other

agencies and confidential Exchange. lifter testing the schedule, we

exa¡nined and analyzed the col-l-ected data, and mad.e minor changes in the

schedul-e. These changes consisted of elinrinat,ing unnecessary questions,

and reformulati-on of others to ensure objectivity of the responses.

Äppendix A contai¡s the schedule in its fi-nal form.

CHAPTER IT]

iì.'rBTH0D
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From the Juvenile Court face sheets, lve deternined the fanrily

nâme- ¡drì'r.oss bifthdate Of the illvenile offende¡ r.¡rent.sr nâmr, JrrrJnq.aLe o.Le .r ^.*.^.3s,

nÌarital status of pa,rents and siblings of the juvenile cielinquent. Date

of first charge laid and tota.l number of charges laid at Juvenlle Court

l¡Iere recorded from Juvenile Court charge sheets. The primary source of

data for other agency regist::atj-ons was the Confidential lìxchange. The

name of each fanrily in the sample r/vas checked with the records there and

if an agency (or agencies) were registered this was recorded.. hIe al-so

recorded whether the regi-stration preceded or followed the date of the

first contact with Juvenil-e Court. In order to determine social agency

contacts after the closing of Confidential- Exchange on December J1,

1960, we circul-ated a list of the names of fanúlies from oi:r sample to

each of the agencies under consideration. One agency h'as ünab1e to

provide the infornB,tion requested due to reasons of confidentiality.
l',tÏe recorded the familyrs address because the fanril-y had to be lirring

hrithirr the boundaries of the Ci'by of i,Iinnipeg in order to be considered

in the sample group. The Christian names of the pa.rents'hrere necessary

j-n order to check the families with other agency registrations. lurarital

status was considered in order to deterndne in¡hether there Ì^rere one or

niore parents in the home. i(nowl-edge of the date of first charge laid at

Juveni-l-e Court r\ras necessary to determine rr¡hether contact with other

agencies preceded or follov¡ed the date of first charge against the
;.gu.venr-re. The total number of charges laid at Juvenile courf ilas

considered in order to determine the relationship betv¡een prior agency

contacts of the famj-ly and the number of subsequent charges l-aid agailst

the juvenile.
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rt was necessary to obtain the names of the del-i¡quent rs

siblings because two social agencies (ttre Chitd Guidance Clinic of Greater

i'iinnipeg and Childrenrs Hospital of lúinnipeg) registered the chifd.ren

ln¡n¡rìinn *^ *l-'ouLiul'Lr-Lr¿B L,u urrel-f ol,in names and not according to parental names.

i'iie recorded date of first contact with Child Guidance Clinic

in order to deternrine whether there was a patte:n of agency services

prior to first contact with Juvenile Court, lnie recorded contacts i,rith

other agencies in order to deternlne distributlon of services prior to
atrd folfowì:rg Juvenil-e Court contact" If a fanrily were known to the

City of I'riiruripeg i)ublic I,/el-fare Departrnent, (henceforth referred to as

the City Department) or the Province of Ìuianitoba, Depa.rùment of IrrteÌfare,

(henceforth refered to as the Provincial- Department), i-t was considered

to have a problem of dependency. lf a family was known to Out-pati-ents

Depa.rtments of I'Jinnipeg General, childrenrs or st. Boniface Hospj_tals,

it had a probl-em of indlgent disability. rf a family was lceor,m to

Juvenile and Farnily court (henceforth referred to as Family court),

Fanri-ly Bureau of Greafer Winnipeg, Children's Aj-d Society of lr,.riruripeg,

or Child Guidance Cl-inic of GreaNer r,linnipeg, it had a problem of dis-

ordered behaviour. l¡e incfuded the question concerning socj-al- problems

known and not knovm in order to assirnilate data frcm both parts of the

schedule.

lrre constructed our interviewing schedure to further our

knowledge of the social problems of the famil-ies of juvenile offenders

as obtained from the Juvenil_e Court worker.
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The questions were divided i¡to the three najor categori-es

of social problems--dependency, indigent disabÍlity, and disordered

behaviour.

l-le had a standardized method of introducing ou.r questionnaire

to the workers. Each worker was told before the questioning began that

we ïrere interested in determining social probJ-ems in the entire family

unit not soJ-ely in rel-ation to the juvenile delinquent. They were also

told that there were three possibl-e responses to the questions. rrysstr,

nnon and ildonrt known.

The broad social- problem area of dependency is related to the

specific problem of unemplo¡nnent and financial dependency. ft was

defined as the inability of a family to meet the costs of the basic

necessities of life. The question, I'fs the breadwinner employed?rt, was

asked of the worker to ascertain whether there was a problem of unemploy-

ment in the family. If the response to t,his c¿uestJ-on was negative, then

the further questi-on, ttrs the breadw-inner in receipt of unemployment

fnsurance?tr, was asked to ascertain whether there was fj¡ancial-

dependency"

Indigent disability was the problem area rel_ated to the

snecifin nr.ohlc-.S Of ment,al- And nhwsir-al illncss Th^jñôh+ ¡lìootri'lifr¡yr vvrv¡rrÐ vr r¡rv¡r(,q¿ orlu p¡rJ Ð_LUGr _LIJjtÇ ùÐ. Ij.lL¿_LBvIt t/ t-t¿Þd,U_LII r,r.y

was defined as the inability of a fanrily to meet medical or treatment

costs. I,',.ie asked the worker if he was aì,care of any mental irlness in
lhe fanLily. rn order to ensure objectivity of his response, we fi-rst
named the four broad psychiatric classes of mental illness, nameJ-y:

psychosis, neurosis, character disord.er and. mentar deficiency, and
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secondl-y, asked for this diagnosis of mental ill-ness onl-y if made by a

psychiatrist. I,Je asked the worker if he was avrare of any disabling

physical conoition. i'ie asked that this diagnosis be nrade by a medical

doctor, and secondly that in order to be considered disabling, the

illness should limit functioning in the areas of employment, education

and household tasks. If the response to the above questions was j¡r the

affirmative, we asked if they had problems meeti-ng medical costs.

The broad problem area of di-sordered behaviourbras related

t.n t.he snpnifi¡ nrntrlemq nf ¡drll* anjm'Ìnc'li*r¡ irrrranilo dolìnnrrc,, ***-T, Crl_ml_narl_ry, J*, -.,*-- *-*-..1*Jncy'

family breakdown, school problems, chi-ld neglect, narital problems,

problem drinking ¡¡hich contravenes the standards of society and which

are sometimes judged forma1J-y by society. In order to deterni-lne if

therelnlas a problem of adult crimj-nality, we asked consecutively if

either rrq.r.ent. ôì. anl,r sibl inøs were known to the adull court. lde wishedl&¡ v]¡ v v¡ 91¡J 9 ¿v4r¡:õv vY v

to know if the offense was crirninal- behaviour rather than a mi-nor

traffic offense. For the same reason, we asked whether any of the

delinquentts siblings were iceorvn to the Juvenile Court. l',ie a sked if

there wet^e f,tr¡o narents in the ho-o ¡nd 'i f en r^rêrê +.hê1¡ m¡nnio.l to''"¡,"4,9¡¿qr¿9v'

each other. Thi-s was to deternrine whether there vras or had been a

problem of breakdolvn i¡r the fanrily unit. ff there ruere not two

pa.rents in the home, we wanted to la:ow whether thÍs was due to divorce,

separâtion, death, or to the fact that the mother was urunarried. I,'re

felt that this would further our knowledge of the problems r^¡ithi:r the

fanlly.



Knowledge of school problems either academ1c or conduct was

necessary to determjne whether the child uas having behaviour or learning

problems in the school setting. i'ie asked v¡hether in the workerts opinion

there was ancl/or had been parental neglect of children to the degree that

the worker had considered referral to a child protection agency. 1,le asked

thj-s to fi¡d out if there was a problem of neglect of children in the

family. 'lle asked the worker if either parent had mentioned marital

difficul-ties to him and/or to a previous worker or record.ed in the file.

Tn thi s wâ.v- rn¡e tried to discover whether at the nresenl time there,"-,t, ,," lJrvpvr¡

were or had been in the past n'arital difficulty. fie asked if the worker

was aware of problem drinkj:rg of any family member. Before we asked

this question we defined the problem drinker as one who rrindulges to

st:ch a. deqree a.s tO CAUSç COnCe1.n *n hi e frmi'l rr fpi enfl s . or emn'ì ôa/ê?qrr uv ¡¿{e rs¡¡4rJ , r¡ ¿vr¡qu, v¿

and/or the extent of his drinking makes serious i¡.roads upon his budgel.rrl

In Lr,linnipeg the .Alcohol Foundation is set up to deaf r¡¡ith alcohoh-sm and

for this reason, we felt we were able to ask this question of the worker.

We asked the question in order to deÌ;erndne further probÌems i¡ the

faniily.

Our method was limited firstly by fhe fact that the Juvenil-e

Court workers had been employed by that agency for lengths of tjme

varying from approxi-nately three weeks fo two years. There were also

1-'l .fI . i'l-ncocK, "'lne
Persons and Those Referred by
fat' r r^/^\

\liJl_nnapegl. LYô¿).

Frequency of ¡rl-coholism Among Self-Referred
the Courts for Psychiatric Exam-inationrr,
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variations in their training and experience in the field of social work.

These factors meant that their knowl-edse of the fanúlies on their case-

load varied.

lie were also limifed by using a sample draun from only one

monthrs caseload. For example. the families knonm to Juvenile Court i-n

the month of Septenrber, Lj62, may not necessarily be representative of

fand-lies knouin to Juvenil-e Court for a period of one :Ieay.

If in¡e had been able to conduct intervi-ews with families frcrn

our sample, we might have been able to obtain more specific i¡forr¡ation

about the social problems of these fanilies. However, fack of time

prevented us from conducting such interviews.

ïf a family was registered at a particular agency, we assumed

that it had the social- problern with which the agency r^¡as set up to

dea1. If l-ack of ti¡ie had not prevented us from reading the files at

the agencies at which the families were known, rue nright have been able

to obtain fu¡'ther infornnti-on concerning peripheral problems of the

families.

One agency was unable to give us the precise opening date

of their contact with the families known to their agency. Thj-s meant

that in some cases, we knew only generally r¡rhether a family was icror,tn

nrior to oz,fôll^l.rih- Tì*.^--ì'r^ nôllrt, contact,- a.nd i¡ Othef CaSeS Weuv vr rv¿rvvv¿rt5 uqvçI1II9 uvur u vv¿ruçvv I sL.

knew only that a family vras knor^¡n to this agency.

ff workers replied that the breadwinner hras unemployed, we

asked if he was in recej-pt of Unemployment Insurance. This was not

indicative of financial dependency because Unemploynient tr:surance is an
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insurance benefit program to which a person must contribuùe j-n order to

he elioil-r-l e for. benefits.

The complete listing of all cases open at the end of September

1962 was perused and the names of those juveniles who had not been

fornally charged were elirn-i-nated. This broughl the total population for

research purposes Lo 397. Each juvenile among '"he total_ population was

assigned a mrmber and 200 names were selected by a random sampling

method. Once fhis was done, we drew the files representing the sample

population and recorded the available i¡rfornation from the face sheet on

our schedule. At this stage we dj-scarded from the sample of 200 the

nanes of those juveniles residing outside the l-ini-ts of the City of

ülinnipeg, as these fanril-ies were not within the scope of this study.

There were 6l- names falling into this category. ^An additional sj:c

irrrro¡'i'loc r^¡a¡o eliminated because, allhough they rvere listed as formallyJ sr vrtvuõr1 uf rçJ

charged for the month of September, they were not formally charged until

after this date.

Four additional- names were el-ind¡ated because they were wards

of the Chil-drenrs Àid Society and there was no fanrily history availabl-e.

This left us r¿¡ith a total- sample of l.29 fandl-ies for our study.

The problem area of dependency for purposes of classification

ilas recognized by registrations of the fanúlies at City Department and

ProwinnieI iìcr,er tment. I)cnendênev Ìlrâ-s fllrther reeopni q,erf from affir-fvsu r t4 vliv¡ r vvv6rrl¿9q rl vlrt s

¡rra.tive responses to the question posed to Juvenile Court workers whj-ch

atternpted to ascertain whether the brea,dwilner in the fanrily hras un-

employed. The problem area of indigent disability r¡ras deterr,rlned by



registrations of the farúlies at the Out Patient Departments of Chil-drenrs,

st,. Boniface and l,linnipeg General Hospitars. rndigent disability was

further ascertained from questions posed to the worker which elicited
an affirmative response to the questions relating to knowledge of any

mental or physical- il-lness as diagnosecL by a doctor as r¡e11 as the

^1 -i ^*+ t ^ ^L: f i !.crl-ent's aol-rl-tx to ¡a¡' f or treatment costs. The problem area of dis-

ordered behaviour for purposes of cfassification, was determined by

registrations of the fanrilies at, t,he Childrenrs .rlid Society of Winrripeg,

Child Guidance Clinic of Greater Winnipeg, Family Bureau and Farnily

Court. Disordered behaviour was further ascertai¡ed from affirmative

responses to any one of questions one, two, three, seven, eight, nine

and ten under the heading of disordered behaviour i¡ the sched.uJ-e that

was posed to the Juvenile Court worker.

Our data for analysis then consi-sted of informatj-on from

agency records and interviews with Juvenile Court workers. Data for
analysis was classified into four najor areas. First, classification
was in terms of the distribution of agency services used by the

fanrilies of the sample group. secondly, we classified. the proportion

of problems manifested by the fanúl-ies which were those other than the

problem of Juvenile Delinquency. These problems fel_l into the three

nejor probrem areas previously clefined, that of dependency, Írldigenr

disabil-ity, and disordered behaviour. The third classification analyzed.

the nu¡rber of fandl-ies using individual agency services. rn our fi_nal-



29.

classifi-cation, we attempted to deternlne a relationship between the

number of agencies the families used prior to contact with Juvenile

Court and the subsequent charges against the child at Juvenil-e Court.



The first major step in the analysis consísted of tabulating

*.ho rì:f.r neri.'ìnon* ln *.ha nrroq*i nnq nnqad hrr f ha mrin hrrnn*heei q *l''o*urlç q@uc lJçr u¿f¡ç1IU UU UtlU qLlgÐUIwrrÐ PvÐçu uJ ullç lto-!rt rtJPvulrçÐIÐ, ullou

j-s, a greater proporùion of the fanrilies of Nhe children known to

Juvenile Court of l'ïi-nniÞeg are known or have been known to one or more

ofher social agencies and manifest the probl-ems of dependency, indigenl

disability and disordered behav-iour.

The first analysi-s reveals the distribution of agency services

to family members and consisted of classifying the number of faniU-es

with the number of agencies they are, or have beenrknown tc other than

Juvenile Court. -lle were thus able to determine the proportion of

families knol,m to other agencies, ranging from those known to no other

agencies to those fam-ilies known to all seven other agencies. These

findings are shown in Tabl-e I.

TABLE I

CI]APT}iR ]V

Ai.üÀLYSTS OF RNSULTS

Known To

0 other
1 other
2 other
3 other
/, nl- hon

Ã ntlro¡

ó other
7 other

PIìOPORTIOÌ{ OF FAIIILLIS Ki'JOI'Ii\i TO OTffiR ¡,GEII]CÏIS

agencr-e s
¡ oonnioq

agenci-es
.q oonni cq
:oannieq

agenc j-es
: senn'i as
agencie s

rvuofÈ

Itnanr r on n:r

1l
20

t?
L7
2)
L4

7

Per Cent

'la /,

tn -ì

L3 "2
t-l rì
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ït can be noted that l-18 out of l2!, or 9l-.5 percent of the

families in the sample group are or have been knol.in to at least one

other social agency. 0f this total, the fanilies who are or have been

registered r¡¡ith two agencies other than Juvenile Court, appear in the

pree.t,est, .flrÊolten^-. +l^^+ .,' ^ ntr ¡^*;'ì.i ^^ -ent,i no f 9 - L nercent OfóI ecuçou aI sYqçr¡wJ, UllaU JÐ t 4) rA)lLJ-lIçÐ, l glJI çÈçrIUL!16 L/ ê+ ¡JuI v

the sample.

The distribution of the problems nanifested by the fandlies

in the sample are sholrrn in Table 2.,

No. of Other
Problems

TABI,E 2

PROPORTTON OF FAIrIL]ES I..IITH PROBLE]'TS

OTFIER THÀI\T JUVEI\-II,E DELINQUENCY

O nt.hpr nnnlrlamq

I nf.hor nrnlrl omq

2 other problems

? n*.hon nrn}. ] am<
/ v vLrv I l/r vs4v¡¡!v

The above figures are deri-ved from Confidential ltrchange and

social agency records and i¡terviews i^¡ith a Juvenil-e Court urorker

assigned to the particular delinquent member of the family. ft can be

noted that compa,red with the other classes, those which exhibited

problems in all- three other areas, excluding Juvenile Del-inquency, are

the largest. In this class there were 66 fandl-ies, or 5I.2 percent of

Totals

Number of
Famil-ie s

l+

3l+

2q

66

at

<o,)
'ìo /,

LOo%
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the sample which npnÍfested problens indicative of dependency, indigent

disabil-ity and disordered. behaviour combined.

From the data obtained we note that, of the 34- fanrilies in the

ô1-^la *1.o* 1.rorl 6¡lv ônê a.rea. of nrohlem. 32 ha.d nrohlems of disOfdefedùOrlrP-Lç UltG U llqu wll¿J wIIç sl eq va 2 ) * \tqv

behaviour, one each had problems of dependency and indigent disability

tesnent.irrelw- of those families where there were two problems, 21 out

of the 25 inad, problems of disordered behaviour and indigent disability,

the other four families had problems of disorder behaviour and

rìcnendenr:w- There were no fanúlies that combined the problems of

dependency and indigent disability, while all of the families with

two problems exhibited. problems of disordered behaviour as one of the

problems.

The three defined problem areas and the proportion of the

fnmj r.i ^o -¡-; f^ôtinc¡ or harri ns meni f cst.erì nnobl ems in each Of thef @ill-!I-!Ü ù ll¡all.Lf, ç Ð u¿r!õ vr ¡r@f ur e u uvu lJ¡ vv¿v

ârêâq finsf. ¡s indin¡l.erì hw a.senev reEistration t.han ¡s indi eatedqIçøÙ, r¿I ÙV, au Jl¿ulvauvq vJ u6çl¡uJ r v6ruurev¿v¡¡,

from the interv-iews t{rith the Juvenile Court worker, and final-ly as

indicated by a combination of the two, were then cl-assified. Table l,

re.1e 33, shows this distribution and thei-r proportion to the total

sample.

Lie note from agency registrations, worker interviews and thelr

conrbinations that a higher proporti-on of families were prone to

problems of disordered behaviour as compared to problems of indigent

.li ¡ol-,i'l i+r, ¡¡.1 Äcnenjencv ôr nc) nf.hpn nr"nhl cms - 112 fami I ies - of\lIùA\IIJIL/J dIlU UEPçrrugllvJ vr Ilv vul¡eI Pr vvrs¡rre. !+e rq¡¡¡¿+¿vv, v

Ê6-Ê nereenl of t.he s¡mn'le - were nnted f.o her¡e nroblems of disorderedUv ¡ U Psa 99¡l v v¿ U¡¡v uq¡¡ryrv ,

behavi-our based on agency data, 90 families, or 69.8 percent of the
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sampl-e i¡rere noted to have problems of disordered behaviour as ascertained

from worker intervi-ews, v'¡hile llp fami-Iies, or 92.2 percent of the

sample had problems of disordered behaviour as shoun by the combination

of a.rrenev repi stration and lvorker interview.

TJ\BLE 3

DISTRIBUTION 0F PROBLEI'.iS BY FAÌ'iILIBS

Problem

Dependency

Tndi qon*.

LII ùé U ¿-L-L t/J

Disordered
behaviour

No Probl-em

I Resistra
i lTo. of
Families

ton
Per
Cent

-)lSeven of these famil-ies r¡rere receiving Unemployment benefits.

t""*'r"
i treterview

The hígh proportion of fanrilies with problems of disordered

behaviour might be attributed to the fact that there were more agencies

identified urith this probl-em area and more questions asked Juvenile

Court workers that v¡ere indicative of this area. Or-rly one registra-

tion glt, enw of t,L^ J^^i *^r^r ^^eia.l a.seneies or knowleclp'e of ì:heu¿v¡l @ u orIJ vf, ULlU L¿E ùI5Itd L/çl¿ ùllwlc! ø6e¡rv¿vu vr

Juvenile Court worker of any one of the signs of disordered behaviour

pertainirrg to the schedule questions '¡as condition enough for a family

to be classified in this category.

LLz

11

No. of ¡

Famil-ies i

aL. ¿

k'h q

l6

Per
Cent

l-6.3

90

3l+

Conrbined
No. of 

i

Fanrilie s i

14.0

Per i

Cent

ttq

4

ÁqÊ

{l
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lJe further classified the dlstributíon of problems by

families based on interviews wilh the respective Juvenile Court workers

in order to determine the proportion of fanrilies where the workers were

certain that a problem existed or not and what proportion they were un-

certain of. The figures are reveal_ed in Tab1e 4"

TABLE 4

DISTR]BUT]ON OF PROB],E]VJ IN FÀÌ'IILGS
BY J'IEAi\J-S OF I¡úORIG]R INTERV]EI^IS

Problem
Area

Tlanenr{ on ntt

Tndì c¡anf.

uI ÐoUIII t/J

Disordered
Behaviour

No Other h^obl-en-

I Problem

Number of Families

0f the total sample there appeared to be only four families who did not

hrr¡o n¡nh]amo ^*þgf than that Of ,Illweni I e Tlcl j¡6rranarr È¡ ooÀ ^- +hã airrrtrrvu¡¡v¡ errqrr ur¡su vt vqverutrç !çf_LrryL,IVIIL;J, Ud,ÐCLl Ulj. tJIl.g :iUUqy

of agency registrations and worker j¡terviews. It is interesting to note

t'haL 3l+ fanrilies were identified as having no other problems, other than

juvenile delinquencx, br the JuveniÌe court workers, while l_I fanil_ies

had no other problem as j-ndicated by agency registration. The high

proportion of fandlies in which the Juvenile Court worker had. seen no

problem could be due to fhe fact that some of the workers were newl-y

No h'oblem

9O

34

f7a

(o

Probl-em not Knoun

t2

TO

27

2l+
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assigned to theÍr caseloads and did not have sufficient knowledge about

the fandlies.

It can be ascertained that of Lhe 34 fanrilies that were

r.cnnr^t.prì l-.n hrr¡a nn nrnhl omq i n ânrr nf f ha e Fêâ q )1, ¡l *ha qa rc* Jpre-

sented the workerrs insufficient knowledge of the family and thus they

were uncertain, while only 10 represented certainty that no problems

were evident. The rrdonrt knowll responses in the three problem areas

i^rere al-l higher than the 2{ tt¿onrt knowrr responses associated with no

problem. l,ie might assume from this thab 2l+ of the families j:l the

sarnple group were complelely unknoin¡r to the worker and with a better

knowledge of the caseJ-oad, it would seem that there woul_d be a higher

proportion of fanilies w-ith problems, whì-ch in turn nright have affected

the figures in favour of a higher combined percenlage. The responses

to each of 'uhe schedule questions are tabl_ed in Appendix B.

I-n order to lest the first sub-hypothesis we had to take a

close look at the i¡dividual social agencies and deterrnine the propol'-

tion of families known to each agency prior to contact with Juvenile

Court. It rryas deternined that 114 out of the 129 famil-ies in the

sample were registered at at least one social agency prior to contact

with Juvenile Court. The nurnber of families registered with each

agency used j-n the study, both before and after contact with the court

are given 1n Table J, çe3e 36.



Agency

Chil-d Guidance
Clinic

Out Patients
Jlorort.monl- q

Chil-dren' s Aid
Snni eÈ.r¡ l¡li nni na..*^-.*l--g

lìi*.rr i¡iol fr¡o

I'¡mi I r¡ llnrr¡*¡ *u44¿7

l'rmì I t¡ Rrrrorrr

Province

TABLE 5

i{UivtsER 0F FAi'rItmS USING AcEi{Cï SERVICE

87

lo

73

l+L

3ti

22

L2

7

4

1

l+

0

0

fTh""u families'hrere reqistered but date of first contact was nor
available.

hrrt.-*-l-

Out of the 11/+ fandl-ies who were knovm to at least one social

agency preceding forn'sl court contact , B7 , or 76.3 percent were knovm

to the Chitd Gui-dance Cl-inic. This agency constituted fhe agency t{-ith

the largest number of contacts, when compÐ.red to the other six agencies.

The Out Patients Depa.rtments of the General, St. Boniface and Childrenrs

Hospifals were the nerCc largest group, wi-Lh 76, or 66.7 percent of the

registrations.

a

0

0

0

0

0

o

4o

o)

ó4

q5

-l 
^r7

124

lro

L2g

124

12q

12q

1)A

nri¡e

with

To test ou-r second sub-hypothesis it was necessary to deter-

the nurnber of contacts made with the agencies prior to contact

Juvenile Court and compa.re this with the frequency of contact, or
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charges laid, at Juvenile Court" Table ó shows the m¡nber of families

registered at either none or one of the seven agencies and the number

of charees laid"

Number of
Agencie s

TÄBI,E 6

ÁIIERAGE it]UlvrBER 0F CHARG!,S PER FÀI,ÎII,Y
¡rjtlD NUt'tsER 0F AGETTTCIES COIiITÁCTED

PRIOR TO JUVEiüI],E COUÌìT COI{TACT

Number of
Families

Number of
llhr noa q

Â r¡o rn se

no. of
llh: roa q

t5 2õ

t/

Figures shov¡n in Table 6 reveal that from the sample group of

l'29 famíIies, there were a total of 5C6 charges or contacts with

Juvenil-e Court. This is an average of 3.! charges per child. 0f the

f5 farnilies with no previous agency registrations, there Vtas an average

of 3.0 Juvenil-e Court charges. In addition to those fanril-ies knoi¡n to

no other agencies besides Juveni-le Court, the fan|lies knor^¡n to one,

trr¡o and six other agencies have a child whose average number of court

contacts was bel-ow that of the average for the sample. Children of

fanrilies known to three, four, five and seven agencies had an average

90

IO

?n

I4

)+ nl

Iö

??

22

11479

L2

4.4

5C6

2.7 ),q



number of contacts above that of the sample. A rank difference

correlation shows a correlation of plus .364 ¡etr,veen the nu¡nber of

agencies contacted and the average number of charges per family.

i¡,ihile this score i¡dicates some trend tolvards a greater number of

charges if families are kno¡rn to'more agencies, it is not high enough

Í,o he of t.o,ql siønìfin¡nnov¿õ¿¡4! 4vs¡rvv.



A group of families of children ]mown to the Juvenile Court

were studied j:r an attempt to determine what agency services they were

using and what social problems they manifested.

A sample group of L29 families of children formally charged

at the Juvenile Court of l'linnipeg hlas studied by jrrterviewing the

Juvenile Court workers, extracting information from the case records

pertinent fo our study, and checking the farnily names against selected

â.sencv reøistrations and Confidential Llxchange. Lie attempted to

determi-ne the distribution of social- services used by the families of

t.ha d ol i nnrrent.q i'ie e,af.es'or^i zerJ t.he sncie I nrohl ems â.ceôrdi ng to thevIIç UVIaltYqsI¡ VO . rle vø uv6vr y¡ vv4v¡¡lv

three nuLi-n areas of dependency, indigent disability and disordered

behavj-our. It vras recoffiized that there are further social agencies

in the City of lünnipeg which could have been used, but due to time

restrictions j-t hras necessary to lirdt the nu:nber of agencies checked

in this study. iie chose the five main fanily agenci-es in the City of

ii'rinninep- âs wel-I as the Child Guidance Cl-inic and the Out Patients

Depa.rtments of the Chítdrenrs, General and St" Boniface Hospitals.

The hypothesis tested was that a Sreater proportion of

families of children known to the Juvenile Court of ltinnipeg are known

or have been knoun 1,o one or more social agencies and manifest the

nroh]ems of rienendenev- indioenf ^ì-ôr^'i1i+"' iÈ¡ di-sordered behaviour.Pr ww¿glrtÐ v¿ uçPçr¿uçrrvJ, u¡t4óvr¡u uJ-ÐdUII] uJ orlu

CHAPTER V
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Our findings substantiated that a greater proportion of

families of children known to Juvenil-e Court of 1Jinnipeg are known or

have been known to one or nore social agencies. It r'¡'as found that

91.5 percent of the famil-ies were known or had been knovm to at least

one other social agency. Oir the basis of this data, we can anti-cípale

that children fornally charged by the Juvenil-e Court will come from

families who are knor¡m to other social aAencies. tie further found

that 4ó.5 percent are known fo from fow to seven sociaJ- agencies.

It woul-d seem then that a small nunber of famil-ies are using a nrajor

proportion of social- welfare services. This data suggests that there

could be a duplication of services, as a small proportion of tlre

families are using more than one half of the agencies. These results

seem to correspond to the findings of the St. Paul Projecl as stated

ñn ñ¡oa l?

The second part of the hypothesis stated that a major pro-

nort.i on of f¡mi I ies of children known to Juvenil-e Court of Vfirurípeg

n'snifest the problems of dependency, indigent disability and disordered

behaviour. l,Je found that 5l-.2 percent of the famj-lies manifested

social problems in a}l three areas. Àlthough this percentage indicaled

a greater proportion, this could not be said to be signifi-cant because

1.2 percent above one half of the population is not statistically

significant. There were more famil-ies showing problems i¡ aIL three

areas than showing no problems, one other, or two other problems. À

fa.milv in reeein+ nf TTnaa^]ntmanl InSUfanCe WaS COnSj_defed tO haVe ara¡¡4¿J¡ !r r vvv¿lJu v¡ v¡¡v¡¡rì^v./¡¡rvrr
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problem of dependency. However, this nr-lght not be considered depen-

dency, as it i-s a contributory benefit program. There urere seven

families in this category, and whil-e this might tend to invalidate the

firdings, it was to some extent offset by the fact that a far greater

nurnber of famiries (ó8) strow the problem of dependency by virtue of

agency registration. l,iore than 90 percent of i:ire fandl-ies manifested

the problem of dj-sordered behaviour as d.etermined fron r.¡orl:er: j¡rcr-

views and agency registrations. A major proportion of fanrilies ixdi-
cated a problem of disordered behavj-our" as comþared. to the other lwo

problem areas. ile found that we had a greater knowledge of problems

from agency registrati-ons than from worker interr¡i ews. t¡ie mi.ehr assume

that the families of children known to Juvenil-e Court reni-fest sociaf

problems severe enough to warrant use of social agencies. This seems

to be in accordance with the findings of the studÍes by Glueck and

Breckinridge and Abbott, referred to on pages 14 and l_5.

Eval-uation will now be made of the two sub*hypotheses. The

first sub-hypothesis stated that a large number of the families Ìcroum

to an agency prior to contact l^rith Juvenile Court were kno'llin to Child

Guidance cl_ir;ic. 1l4 out of L29 fanrLies were knorvn to at least one

soci-al agency prior to contact r,¡ith Juvenil-e court " 76.1 percent of

Ùhese families were lcrown to Child Guidance Ctinic" Thei"efore. this
would suggest that the school setting r¡¡ould bo ilre rosi hkely place

outsi-de the home that we would see evid.ence of fenily brea,kdown. rt
would seem that with regard to prevention, intensive i^¡o::k r.¡ith families
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of children manifesting difficulty in the school setting might be effec-

tive. This would seem fo be i¡r accordance with the findings of Powers,

llitmer, l,rorris et al- to whj-ch reference uias nsd.e on page lB.

The second sub-hypothesis stated that the greater the contact

of the families with agencies prior to contact with Juvenil-e Court, the

more ljkely is repeated contact of the child with Juvenile Court. The

rank dÍfference correlation between the nurnber of asencies contacted

and the average nrunber of charges per famity indicated some trend

towards a greater number of charges if families are known to several-

agencies. This correlation we found was not high enough to be of statis-

tical significance.

Ït must be taken into consideration that this study was limited

by the fact that there was an j-nconsistency irr the workersr knowledge,

training and experience. consequently, there may not have been as

thorough an ar¡Iareness of the social problems as we wou}d. have wished jn

order to confirm or refute our premise.

It was not possible to j¡rterview the fandlies because of lack

of tj-me, and th-is affected the d.epth of our awareness of social- problems

j¡ the fanilies. Thj-s raises the questi-on as to the extent ùo which an

agency registration is i¡dicative of the problems of a fanrily. rn

assumìng that registration at a particular agency i¡dicated a pa.rticular

social problem, we recognized that, lhere nn.y have been other social_

probrems than the one the agency is set up lo deal with. rn collecting

data, we found that one agency, due to reasons of confidentiarity, wouÌd
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not pernit us to check family names i:r the period following closing of

Confidential Exchange, i.e. December 31, 1960 to September, L)62.

The data regarding the nunrber of charges referred to only one

child, while if we had considered charges laid against all- members of

the family, this nr-ight have shourn a higher correlation between the

number of che.røçs and the numbel of e.øeniri es llsed - I,.ie at,temnterf to

set out the schedule as objectivety as possible. For example, in regard

*n nh¡¡cincl cnrl ¡¡p¡f.¡l hp.ql+.h r^¡e aSked fof an ansi^Ier baSgd On a¿ ¡1Vú! U¿¡ g v

physicianrs diagnosis. The schedu-l-e uas applied uniformly and clearly

stated.

The high proportion of fanrilies with problems of disordered

behaviour ndght be attributed to the fact that there were more soci-al

agencies identified with this problem area and more questi-ons were

asked of Juvenile Court workers that were indicative of this area.

Since the agency we are using is an agency indicative of lhe problem

of disordered behaviour, it is J-ikely that the fani-fies from our

sample wil-l exhibit other problems in this area. These factors would

tend to weigh heaviÌy j¡ the dj-recti-on of a high incidence of dis-

ordered behaviour.

f.ie hope that this study has added to a greater knowledge of

facts pertaining to the families who are }crown to Juvenil-e Court. We

have shoitn that many of these fanilies are not just Ìmovrn to Juvenile

Court alone, but are brought to the attention of other significant

social agencies in the City of tr,iìruripeg. Because of the broad general
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nature of our study, we coul-d not go into any depth regardilg the exbent

of services given, the degree of possi-b}e i¡ter-agency coll-aboration, or

i:ito the per.rasiveness of problems. This nr-ight i¡dicate areas of further

^+"1-- mL^ ---*r nz':t.ny't¡ n¡*.rrro nf f.ho q*.rrdr¡ r^ra f oo'l n¡nr¡ìrl oq c l.,o ei cùuuuJ. 11IË e.-Ã.PI-* r¡su4r v vr urlç ÐuuuJ, wÇ ¿ççr, }Jr vvauçÞ o OAliIt;,

howewer'- for ¡jflinc t,o ollr know'l ô^õâ .,h/t oooi-*'ino lls in ¡nhier¡inrr f.hev¡ , rv¡ øqu¿¡rö uv vu rurvwlçuóg ollu oÐÐIÞut-^o *_

goal of giving the most effective social service to families with

social probl-ems.
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1. Identifyins information
/^ ' \I . l\ame \ )urname r rrsr /

2. ,'iddress

;,PPENDIX JT

SCH]IDUTE

STUDY OF JWEI']TI,E COURT C,-.SES

? Êi r*.hd¡ f.o
J. u¿L

l+. Parents

GROUP II

Father

i'Íother

Ã lviarital Status of parents (circle ]etter)
(a) i-tarried (b) livorced (c) Separated

(e) tli¿ow(er) (f ) unmarried mother

Dates of l-st charge faid at Juvenile Cgr:L

I n i+ôf-É'U¡U¡ UV@Il
Group i'iember
Q¡ mn] o ì\Tn

U¡\/. .LIIç T¡

A

7. Total nunber of charges laid ¿rt Juven-i1e Cquq!

8. Children (Clhgl
Name

9. I\umber of contacts with other agencies
Prior to lst Juv. Crt.

ñ^-*¡ a*uvlf u@u u

Lhan Juvenile Deli-nquent )

l

2.

A

J

t,¡*- nir-- i.;^1.trL'YPå. t/It/J i]YIJ-.

Prov. i.roth. ,,1-Iow.

(¿) common-law

0.P. Dept.
Fam. Crt.
Fam. Bur.
C.,..S. of l/ipg.
Date of first contact with

Ch. Guid. Clinic
Total number of contacts with

Ch. Guid. Cl-inic

i,fter lst Juv. Crt .

Contact



10. Social Problem

I Tlonenrionnr¡
? Tnrìioonf. d-iqâl-ir:r---. lruróe¡¡u u4osUI-L-LtrJ

11. INTERVIEI'J qUESTI0NS (circle ansvrer)

Il-. Dependency

l-. Is fhe breadwinner employed?

3. Disordered Behaviour

2, If no, is the breadwinner j¡r receipt
nf TTnomnl nrmonf. Tnqrrrrnno?

L2. Indisent Disabilitv

Known

'l ¿ira r¡^rr tr,¡t¡ê nf c¡r¡ man*ol 'il-lh^-õI. jlr ç Jvu owql s vr c¡tJ lllsrluGl ff_LtlçÐù,
nnmel v menl,¡'l d ef i ci e.n ev - eh¡ racter
rli qnrrìan narrnnqi q nq¡¡nh aqi cl--.,t -..--*-, aS
di¡onnqorì hrr ¡ nqrrnhi¡f rì q* ?

) -.rø Tr^ì1 2r^rt rê nf c nr¡ Ä i ocl..l i -o_L any aJ_saDJl-n8
nhr¡qì n¡l onnfli t i ^- c o ái o nnnap¡l 11¡lJ¡¡Jrruql uvl¡l¿Ulvil øÐ UIoËllUùvq vJ
a medi-cal- doctor which hmits
functioni¡s in the areas of
employment, education, household tasks?

?- Tf wns. do t,hev he.we nroh-l ems in l-. YesJ. 1¿ .tvv

meeting medj-cal costs? 2. No

3. Donrt know
-l ? - Tli sordererì trehaviourt). Ð+vvL

Not Known

/,o

1.
2.
?

L.
2.
?

Yes
l{o
Don't l<rrow

fçù

No
Donrt Ìcrow

'l ,',re eit.her rtrrents knoum to adul_t¡-
court for other than ninor
traffic offences?

2. i,re any of the delilquentrs
siblinss known t,o Juvenile
Court?

J. r.re any sibl-jxgs known to adult
court for ofher than mirror
traffic offences?

1. Yes
2. No
? Tlnn I *. l¿n nr^¡
/ . uv.L

2. No
? Tlnn I f. l¿n nr^r
J. uv.L

fEù

No
Donrt know

¿çù
No
Donrt know

IçÐ

irlo
Donrt know



ll. Disordered Behaviour (cont'd. )

d. ,ire there two parents i¡r the Home?

5- Tf wes âre t,hev ma.rried to each other?/. 4r ¿/ vv

6- Tf not,2 r,ârer+^ ':- +L^ L^'-^ iS thiSv. lI I¡vU - IPL 9lIUÐ !¿ Ullç llulltgJ

because of
/r \
(t_ / or_vorce
(Z) separation
IJ / o.earn
(4) unmarried mother

7.

(5) aonrt know

Tlo ¡nrr of t.ha "hildren in the home have
school problems, either acadern-ic or
conduct problems?

Tn worrr onini on . i s t.here narent,g]v }M¡ v¡]v

neslecl-, of c.hi'ldren to the desree that
you have considered referral to a chj-ld
protection agency?

LIas eit,her n¡rent mentioned n'grital
difficulties to you or to another
worker?

Ana rrnrr âl^rarê nf nrnÌ¡lom drinl¿in"-- ¿ *-*-..'*^g
of a fanil-y member?

a!

I.
2,

I.
2
?

1çù

irlo
Donrt know

açÞ

No
Donrt know

10.

fçÐ

No
Donrt know

rvù
No
Donrt know

AEù

No
Dontt know

fçÐ

No
Donrt know



T,"BLE 7

RESPONSES TO QIIESTTONS ON INTERVMI,.'I SCHEDUIE

[Juestion re:
Problem

Breadwinner
Tïncmn-l nrrorì

iuiental lll¡ress

Physical Disability

One-Parent Homes

Parent l{nown to ,idult
Court

Sibling Known to lidult
Court

Sibling Known to Juvenile
Cowt

Schoo1 Probl-em

Pa ncn*.¡ I T\Ta ol o nf

}{arital Difficult ies

Probl-em Drinking

IIPPENDTX B

¡

I i\Tumber of Fandlies
I

Problem

2L

t_r

10

No Problem

OU

-LO

Õ

28

'7)

l+5

'fl

Froblem
Not Knov¡n

35

3l+

<.4

70

75

66

¿(

OI

53

ó8

t,?at

L+6

?Ã

<t ¡
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