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CHAPTER I

INTRODUCTICH
Heed for Study

Delinquency 1s a complex prcblem; its causcs are many
and varied, and it has no gimple and easy solution, The
provention and treatment of the problem of delihquency Ine
volvos every aspect of individuncl and community life,

Investigations of Jjuvenile delinquency have showmn thot
there are many factors ascociated with delinguency. For ex—
ample, available evidence indicates that the heaviest con-
centration of Jjuvenile delinguency occurs in the poore
districts. Areas of sub-standord housing, crowded by famie
lies in the lowest inccome brackets show the highest incie
dence of crime and delinguency.

revicus investizations by Wattenberg (3) brought to
1ight factors indiecating thet a statistically reliable row-
lut onchip wos fomd to oxict between age of father and de-

<

- o S, oy~ 25 B PR - 'y *
linguency of boyes ared ten threourh glxteen. Dove wio boe

LYy

A

lonced to nei-hborhood gorgs tended to have fathers over E
forty-five vears of agej boys rot in gangs, fathers under
forty-five. |

Torpirg (7) ond Hewitt ond Jenkins (%) had ctressed
..that "pseudo~-social boys" or "soecialized delirguents,™ to
use the terms those authors, 1ﬂesnecx...mal_),r, “pnlicd to mere
‘bers of delinquent gangs, were likely to ecme from homes
where there was laxmess, meglect, or a low level of identi-

fieation with parents by children. It seemed plaucsible that



N

|

|
older faﬁh@rs, having less encrgy, might be poorer playmates
for thelr sons and that the consequent weaknaess of the af=
fectional tlies might be an importent faétor behind the
eventual nembership.

There is a need for 1nvestigations to determine other
possible factors related to Juvenile delinguency. Threq
poesible factors vhich may have some relationship to th
incidence of delinguency are: the age of the fathers, the
father!s occupaticn, and the intelligence of the children.

A study of the sources of information available re-
garding dellnguent boys and their Ponmilics in Lancaster
County, lMebracska indicated that the age of the boys, age
of fathers, occupation of fathers, and I.Q.'s of all dew
lirquent boys in the County couvld be obtainéd rom records
of the Juvenlle Court of this County.

Stotement of Problen

The problenm in this study was to determine whether a
seleocted grour of delinagnent arnd ron-delinguent boys in

ancacster County, Tebrashka, differed significantly in their

o

i
IeGey the nges of their fathers, and their fathers? cccu-

‘pationss



A review of studies concerning cansal foetors related
to delinguency indicated that age of fathers wos 2 signifi-
ant factor. Edrurndson (3) in a study of 102 delinguents

coning to the atitention of the iuveﬁile court in Gary,
Indiana, between Cciober 1, 1912 and June 30, 191k, found
that the modal age for fathers was 36-%403; the average age,
L2,1., Ske noted, Y& comparatively large proporiicn are
from 46 to 60 years of age - too cl§.to sympathize with or
épareciate the spirit of youth in their children.”

More recently, the Public Welfare Counecil of Connecti-

1

age of parents hee some impliecations. Faronts beatiween for-
justment - physical, social and pSychological ~ at the same '
time thelr children are.féciz robiems of thelr ou

| otL of the ﬁb0"~ studies suffer rom tﬂe °ﬁre}“e ect
' ?0 control b;cu5 was uswdvto checlk on the fmnre sion tha t
. the delinquent gronp‘swfathers were older than fathers of .-
the general populatibn of like-aged boys. This is net the

case in the study by Baker, Decker, and Till (1) of &4 boys
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fectional ties was assayed by means of a sentence completion

test, nine cards in the TAT serles, a direct questiornnaire,

1

and case history materials., With differences significant at
the .02 level of confidence, he found that the delinguents
more often expressed a desire that their father love them
mores Both groups i1dentified more strongly with their
fathers than with thelr nmothers. Howover, Tewer delingunents
show an affectional attachment to thelr fathers. Boti Alg-
cipiinary technlques and amount of companionship appear to
be involved.

It appears that there have been very few studies of .in-
telligencey father¥s age and father's occupation, as related
to juvenile delinqéency. The pnrpo%e of the present study
1s to got more Information about the possible importance of
these three factors. The next chapter contains a description

of the procedures used in this study.



METIIOD COF PRCCELDURE

Two completely but complementary, series of data were
secured and analyzed. Bach involved on entirely different
population. The first set ef dota were taken from the
court files, in random order, of 160 hoys aged ten through
sixteen vho had been eclasseified by the courts as delin-
quentss They were boys who had been detalned upon charges
of delinguency during the calendar year of 1951-19%2,

For purnoses of comparison, a second group of 160 bhoys
vere selected in random order, from the files of the Board
of Educations and aralyzed. The criteria for selection of
the "School attending group" were thot the boy (1) nmust
be in attendrnce at school (2) must be between the ages of
ten through sixmteen and (3) mmst live in Lancaster County
with his father.

The cases were chosen in random order until 160 hoys
of each groupr had heen obtelined. It is thought that this
gsort of comnling ig valid as the emphasics ic not on the tyne
"of boy entirely, but rather on the factors relative to
father and son. .

The age and I.Q. of each bo uhd uhe age amd occuputlon ‘

"of ench father were tabulated fc“ the de’inquert and non-
..delinquent groups, These data were then analyzed both de~
gserintively and statistically.



OUAPTIR IV
PIEDINGS

In T/BLE I 1s found the Range, lHean, and Standard de-
viation of the boys of both the non-delinquent and delin-
guent groups on the Otis Self-ﬁdminiétering Tests of len=
t2l Abilitye.

TABLE I
Rar tlean, arnd Standard Deviation of I.Q.'s on the

-.-gé 9
Ctis Selr -hdmipicteri g Test of Mental Ability
for Delinguent and lon-delinguent boys

Clasgification Tmbaer ?arﬁe ¥ean SeDe

Fon=delinguent 160 63-177 109,57 17.30
Delinguent 160 67-14%% 96,89 12,94

It may be seen that the range of I.{e.'s for the none

delinguent group ig grester than that for the delinguent

- [ ; ] > EN N - fga P-4
e Standard deviation is alco grecter, This

world indicote that the non-delinguent group is lecs homo-
2 ER . b 3. 2 N o
genecous in b011:heﬂco level than is the delinguent group.

The mean I.Ls for the non—uelinquent graup is seen to
be higher by almost 13 points than that of the delinquent
group. In order to determine vhether this difference was
- significant a t test was made. The formula for calculating

I

the gignificance of difference oetvemr means of irdenendert

ex

g m:ms wae anﬂ,liéﬂ ‘to the dt,ta. "‘lﬂi f‘omula and a mary“ "
of the computations apnears in the appendix of this report.

A t value of 7.395 was obtained.\ With 300 degrees of free- .



o

dom a value of only 2.592 is necesszary for significonce at
the one per cent level of confidence. The obtained value
Indicoted a2 difference between these means too grezt to be
an accident of sampling., The mean irtelligence gquotient of
the ncn-delinquent group is 31grifiéantly higher than that
of the delinguent group

The date in TABLE IT show that the iAge range is the

TaBLE I "

Range and ilean Age of Delinguent
and Non-delinguent boys

Classification Tumber Ranze Mean
Hon-delinguent 160 10«16 15,17
Delinguent 160 10-16 14,03

same for both the non-delinquent and delinguent group.

This, however, was the critericn for controlling the manner

in vwhich the boye were selected as subjects from the

P

Juvonrnile Conrt and fron the Board of Educatione The mean

e
age scores indicute that of the two groups the ron-deline-
guents mesn age ig slighitly higher than thet Fo“ the do-
linguents, although the range in age is the sane.

A study of TABELE TITI reveals that t e Age range of the

fﬁﬁhﬂ’, of the non-delinquent b MJ; is higher than those for
the ”1tﬁcﬂv the @eliﬂouent g“oﬂp. It may be noted that

~the youngest father in the delinquent group is four years
younger than the youncest father in the non-delinquent groupe.

”Fe oldest father 1n the non-delinguent group is 1ikevise
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TiABLE IIT

Age range, Mean age, and Standard deviation of
TFathers of Delinquent and Non=delinguent boys

Classifieation Number Bangg_ Mean SeDe
Non-delingment 160 33-62 41,96 2.6
Delinquent 160 2G=59 43,20 2,k

older than the oldest father in the delinguent group.

The above data takes on further significance vhen the
mean age of the two groups i1s noted. Whereams the age range
for the delinguent group is lower than that of the non-de-
linguent group the mean age is higher, A4 t test was made to
determine the significance of the difference between these
means, <The formula and computations appear in the appendix
of this renorts A t value of 4,046 was obtained. A value

of 2,592 is nececsary for csignifieance at the 14 lewel of

T

confidence with 300 degrees of freedome 00 ~

It ig thus evident that the mean age of fathers of de- \\
linguent boys is sipnificantly hicher than that of fethers |
of none-delinguont boyse This is in accord with previcus
studiec. _

An analysis of the influence of wvariables linked to
occupational or socio=-ecconocmic status was carefully cone
sidered in the rescarch designe. TABLE IV gives the vare
ious job classifications as they were listed in the Dic-
tionary of Occupational Titles,

It may he noted that greater numbers of fathers in the



TABLE IV

Occupational Level of Fathers of Delinquent
and Kon-delingquent boys according to the
Dictionary of Occupational Titles

Occupational None=
Level delinguent Delinguent  Total
I Professional 25 10 35
i1 Clerdiecal and Sales 36 13 4o
IIT Service 17 10 27
IV Agriculture 10 3 13
¥ Skilled 41 60 101
VI Semi-Skilled 18 25 L3
VII Unslkilled 10 26. 36
111 Unemployed 3 13 16
e A R S

non-delinguent grour appear in the higher occupational rate
ings while the greater numbers of fathers of the delinguent
boys appenr in the lower cccupational classifications. To
test the significance of these obtained Trequencies the Chi-
souare test was applied to these data. The arrangement of
the data and the compatation of Chiwsquare is given in the
appendix, A Chi-gguare wvalue of 36;38 vas abtainad; This is
Par sbove the value of 18, L7 necesghry for siwniPic%nce at
the one per cent level with,se ‘en degrees of fre-dom., It is
thus seen that a Si"ﬂifiCantly greater pcrticn of the non- ;
‘delinquent fathers are in the higher occupational classifi-
cations,.

Sinee it wos tho:ght that the occupational factor might
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be related to the intelligence factor the mean I.¢s of boys
whoge fathers were in each occupational grouping was calcu-
lated, TABLE V presents these findings for the delinquent
and non-delinquent groups.
TABLE V
Mean I.Qs of Delinquent and Non-Delinquent

Boys According to Occupational
Classification of Fathers

Ceccupational HOoNw

Classification - Delinquent Delinguent
I Professional 114 113
II Clerical and Sales 108 106
III Service 113 107
IV Agriculture 110 116
V Skilled 106 &
VI Seni-Skilled 109 938
VIT Unskilled 111 90
VIII Unemployed 78 90

It is seen that the mean I.Q.'s of the non~delinguent
and the delinguent boys are at the same general level im the
higher occupational groupings, but that the two groups differ
in mean I.O. at the lower levels in termg of occupational
vlonpzng of fatherse The latter discrepgncy uccounted for
nthe signi?iCﬁnce of dif’erence in mean I.Q. found betuweon
.these twb-grcups. .

Terman and Merrill (b) in their 1937 revisicn of the

Stanford-Binet Scales listed mean I.Q.%'s for various occu-
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be related to the intelligence factor the mean I.Q. of boys
whose fathers were in each occupational grouping ﬁas calcu-
lated. TABLE V presents these findings for the delinquent
and non-delinquent groupse.
TABLE V
Mean I.Q, of Delinquent and Non-Delinquent

Boys According to Occupational
Classification of Fathers

N

Occupational ﬁon~
Clzssification Delinguent Delinguent
I Professional 114 113
IT Gleriéal and Sales 108 106
III Service 113 107
IV Agriculture 110 116
V Skilled 106 &e
VI Seni-Skilled 109 93
VIT Unskilled 111 90

VIII Unemployed 78 90

It is seen that the mean I.Qs.'s of the non-delinguent
and the delinguent boys are a2t the same general level in the
higher occupational groupings, but that the twvo groups differ
in mean I.Q., 2t the lower levels in téfms of occupationzl
grouping of fathers. The latter discrepuncy accounted for
| ?the signi?iCﬂnce of difference in mean TQe found betwecn
. these two groups. L S S
Terman and Merrill (6) in their 1937 revisicn of the

Stanford-Binet Scales listed mean I.Q.%'s for various occu=-
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pational groupings for different age levels. THABLE VI prew-
sents these data for 10-1k and 15-18 age groupse. Although

TABLE VI

I.Qets of Children 10 te 1k and 15 to 18 Years
of Age recording to Occupation of Fathers
from the Standardization Data of the 1937

Revision of the Stanford-Binet Scale

Occupational
Classification Age 10-1k Age 15-18
I Professional 118 116

II Seni-nrofessional
and managerial 112 117

IZII Cleriealy ckilled
trades and retail

business 107 110
IV Rural owners 92 ol

V Semi-ckilled, ninor
clerical and minor

business 103 107
VI Slightly skilled 101 96

ural 97 o8

the occupational breakdowns and the tests are different fron
those used in the present study close cerrespenﬂ@nc@»is ap-
parent between the two listings at thevhigheé occupational
levelsy and the precent sample of both non-delinguent boys

does not vary greatly in mean I.Q. from the Terman-ierrill

figures on the low occupational clasgifications.
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SITHMARY AITD COIICLUSICIS
Summary
There have heen numeroucs chudies conducted in an ate
tempt to shed light uron some of the underlying factors ine-

volve:! in juvenile delinguencye. Ilany approaches made have

3

beor superdicial and rondom -~ mercly trusiting to chance that

¥

some valuable datim or sugrestion may turn up in the course
of miscellancous explorabtory surveys, studies, or experi-
ments, Some approaches made have been systemctic, organ-
ized, expleratory, and have covered the broad field of delin-
quency adequately. Tew approaches, however, have heen pence
trative and isolatory - a level of sclentific research in-
volving elther experiméﬁﬁs or statistics.

This study was designed to critienlly amalyre a select-

3

od rroup of delinguent and non=delinguent boys in Lancaster

B

o o AR 2 - -~ [ e PR e ot £ 2 . 3 &1
Cournty, llebracha, in an effort to determine if thesec boys
K SR SR | 2 . L . R P < Y L . >y LT 3 oy et em
differed significently in fother¥s age, fatheris cccupatilon,
- £ Tam . . PR -1 s rven o BT - 29 s KR
andd T.9. In an exwlorotion of the dynomics of these factors

dnvelved in delinguency it was thought that the latter of the
three above menitloned annroaches wonld Fulfill the rur-ose of
supporting the study with o maimum of reliable and valid

°daté.

‘Two groups of data were secured and analyzed. From the

“

court files 160 boys were selected, in random crder, aged 10-

16. They were boys who had been brought to the eourt for



sone anti-cocial behavior and had been Judged delinguents,
FTor purposes of comparison a second group of 150 boys
vho were attending sebool in Lancaster County were select-

edy in rondom order, aged 10-16, fron the files of the Board

o

of Bducction.

Aceording to results of the Otis Self-Administering

641
61
Cn‘b
(%]
(5]

of Hental nbil*éy it was Tound that the rarge of
wvas greater Tor the rnon=delinguent group then for the delin-
t group. The mean I.GQ. for the non~delinguent group wes

hicher than that for the dellnquent group by almost 13 peints

t

»

by reans of comparison. This difference was found to be sig-

rificant at the one per cent level, t being 7.39%.

il

2o

When the factor of age was considered, 1t was found thut
the mean age scores indicated the mean age for the non-deline

guents was slighily higher than that for the delinguents.

The ranpe in zge was the sane.
A gtndy of the age range of the fathers reovealed that

fathers of non-delinguent boys was slightly
greater than that for the fathers of the delinguent boys.
cance was the difference Iin necn age

the two groups. ’The mean age of fathers of the non-delin-
quent gréuﬁ proved to be significan 1y lO”GI than that for
the delinguent group. A% value of 4,046 was obtaincd.

7 Voriables linked to occuw“bionai levols showed that
.x"gfaat@r mmbers of fathers in the non~delinquent group ap-
peared in the hiszher occupatiocnal level while the pgreater
nmmber of fathers of the delinquent boys anrpear in the low-

er OC”U? tional classifzca*‘ n This differernce was found
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to be statistleally sgignificant at

th Chiesquare being 36.38,

the one per cent level

'

Conclusions

From the analyslce of the Jata in thils study the fol-
lowing conclusionc aprenr Justified:
1. 7The mean age of fathers of delinguent boys in the group

stuoind was significantly higher than that

non=delinguent LBOTSe
2« Fathers of the rnon-delinqucnit boys

lv sreater numbers among the hig
tion than do ¥

3@ The mean I.‘\i of deling

er eccupationa

ynent boys or the Otis Self-:

anpeayr ir

- o

5

athers of the delinguent boye.

I

WG View

istering Test of Memtal Ability was sigrnificantly lower than
the mean I.Q, of non-delinguent boys on the some test.
Sugrections Tor Furiher Regearch

To trace out the influences of father-son tisge in elo-
tion to Jelinguenecy,; well-designed longitudlnol studiee are
nended., However, it would anpear more Fruitfdl to conean-
trote unon research into wiole-Tnmlly dynemlce.
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Computation of T for independent groups
using Zelol's of 1 en-ﬁcsqu”ent
and delir\*oz boys
49z ZeQe s of non-delinguent boys
Xn=z TeQe's of delinguent boys

Tt - T ¢ 2 e - o
mber of caces in nonedelln 'C'.’“’""L ogroup

Tmmbar of ecaces in delincurnt group

z’l: 160
N,= 160
Hq= 17531
4%, = 15502
$X9°. 1968907
$T~2. 1500746
"7 21 109,500
. . 3% )

oL~ _‘_,_2 - 9(»3.("!“:?‘;3

"'.; _ ":‘l
2 2 : ‘
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n

T09 - 056,337
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R e
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Computation of t for indenendent groups
using Tathers Age of nor-delinquent
and delirnguent boys

X§)

X]_: Age of Tathers of non=delinquent group
X,= Age of fathers of delinguent group

=9

b= rmher of cases in non-~delinguent group

I-;ng Tiumber of cocos in delincuent group

R
n
W
A
4

[

fed

X, . &
2 7 2. 3,100




(Computation of t continued)

11,230
2( 6777 - 2816 3J+ [30’?66!’5 - 29853_3]) /320 )
' 318 25600
13,138
HEDEIE t:u,n.ﬁv,])
318
138
+ V (..0125 )
11,128

% . V (0. 019L§6a) (so125 )

2,138

s V 7 7% 37 10
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Computition of Chi-csquare to deter:
difference betweon occupstional ¢
father of non-delinquent wversus de

ey o e e mhiie

nlne signifi
lagsification of
elinguent boys

canece of

Mon- 17,5k 2 (3. 5] 6.5|Fo. 51 5|18 [ 8
delinguent |25 136 1317 110 [} 118 110 | 3 | 160
L7.5 4. 5113, 5[ 6«5 (50522 5] 17 [[ 8 ]
i
Deld A’XGZZGI‘%'{: 10 JI 13 10 3 60 2;:5' ,2(?___,,_1_3 15@
Fotal | ﬂlw__ 10 113 {1731 | %3 136 116 | 320
*  Valune necessory for significonce at 1% lavel of con-
fidence = 18,4795 w/7 d.f.
Chi-—sq'&l&l“e = g ) emi3 2 4 gg—ez ggz“e)dm‘{.a-aaOeao-onQOQQ Ciomw O
e e e
] . :;\
= £17-13.5), L1006,
i 10
- 0 ef‘\' £3 3’?20
1 ld 3
- ;.c_l"f‘.«t;’q‘fo‘?i*lo «+1 3.74‘0&)‘}'3.”54-3,13
= 17,93
C}‘?i-sqt}afe = vLo--—-—l-e (:{ S'v--;‘}"e L-_)‘.C“e 2 ¢« ¢ ¢ 0 8 2 = 28 6 29 @ 8 a o-e ;‘:a
€ )
« 30227, (3=,
10 132
o Y s 5]
(C0=00. 107, (29-01. D)7y (2621
JO o<} ol
2 321+ S M0+ 491+ 1.F0 4179+ o774 3256 + 3413
= 5 200',5
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