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LUCAS CO UNTY 

COURT OF DOMESTIC RELATIONS 

JUVENILE COURT 

Toledo, Olio 

CHILD STUDY INSTITUTE 

1 9 5 1 

ANNUAL REFORT 

July 1, 1952 



To The lknorable Franklin W. Mohn 
Waldo Shank 
George Schooomaker 

Comnissiooers of lncas u::runty 

And tc the lmorable John H. Lameck. 
Director of D:!pa.rtrnent of Public \lklfare of the State cf Chio 

Dear Sirs: 

In canpliance with Sectim 1639-13 General Code, as amend­
ed Jwie 28, 1945, I sul:mit herewith the Annual �port of the Court 
of Gmocn Pleas of Lucas Cmnty, Chio, Divisim of Ihrestic �le­
tioos, which includes the Juvenile C-wrt, covering the calendar 
year 1951� showing the wn-ber and kinds of cases that have cane be­
fore it, and other data pertaining to the work of the Court of in­
terest to yru and the general public. 

Judge 

Sil .. ,"./ 
,:,July 1, 1952 
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Table No. 1 

TRENDS FOR THE PAST SIX YEARS 

1946 1947 19,ig 1949 1950 1951 

48 53 46 35 39 56 

77 26 64 64 86 91 

Ccmrri.orents to Industrial 
Schools 

Ccmniarents to Private 
Correctiooal Schools 

Gmniarents to Other 
Institutims 41 29 17 10 1 10 

· I.Hinquents placed in
Foster �s 41 25 60 43 58 67 

Total children removed 

froi:1 Cam.unity 207 133 187 152 184 224 

Ntlnber placed en probatim 560 348 347 303 466 638 

MAJOR CASES ONLY IN 1947, 1948, 1949, 1950 and 1951 

75 100 74 36 51 62 
21 6 6 6 11 4 

181 107 142 94 105 116 
112 43 33 20 59 33 
218 171 146 205 131 161 
so 19 40 19 18 25 
49 49 49 44 32 45 

85 73 90 73 65 77 

16 10 15 11 15 26 

Sex offense 
Robbery 

&irglary 
Auto theft 
Larceny 
Malicious mischief 
Truancy 
Runaway 
Traffic 
All other offenses 165 137 191 159 190 220 

fJ72 715 786 667 677 769 
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Table No. 2 

DELINQUENCIES BY THE MONTH 

(All cases) 

Boys Girls Total 

January 89 21 HO 

February 74 17 91 
March 122 31 153 
April 139 27 166 
May 186 25 211 
June 206 23 2'29 

July 169 26 195 
August 169 25 194 
September 171 15 186 
October 192 30 222 
November 119 19 138 
�cedier 117 31 148 

1753 m 2043 

Table No. 3 

OFFENSES FOR WHICH BROUGHT INTO COURT 

Major Minor

Boys Girls Boys Girls Total 

Robbery-hold-up 4 4 

Burglary llS l 31 147 
Sex 32 30 1 1 64 

Auto theft 33 5 38 

Other stealing 127 34 125 38 324 

Malicious mischief 25 129 2 156 
Ungovernable 31 43 8 2 84 

Truancy 32 13 14 7 66 

fun.a.ray 33 44 14 8 99 

Traffic 21 5 655 18 699 
Injury to persm 21 2 12 l 36 

All otrers 10'2 21 183 20 326 

576 193 ll77 '1'l 2043 
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Table No. 4 

DISPOSITION OF CASES

Major Minor 
Boys Girls Boys Girls Total 

Probation to a 
court counselor 250 51 'l:1 3 331 

Probatioo to an 
agency worker 6 10 11 9 36 

Probatioo to 
individuals 33 4 226 8 271 

C'ormritted to Industrial
School 52 4 56 

Cannitted to other 
Correctional School 53 

Camt-itted to Chio 
38 91 

State Refonnatory 
To other institutioo 

Non-<:orrectiooal 6 4 10 

Fined 2 203 3 208 

Pestitutioo 26 2 28 
Placed in foster hare 46 21 67 
Other 37 10 402 19 468 
Exonerated or disnissed

as too trivial 14 5 44 9 72 

Adjusted 30 9 237 41 317 

Referred to other crurt 3 l l 5 
Pending 

44 36 3 83 

576 193 1177 CJ7 2043 

3 

__ __

__             __

__           __ __            __ __

__ __
_

__
_ _

_
_

____     ____ ____ ___ ____



Table No, 5 

REPEATERS 

Total m.nrer of indiv�dual children in Court 
on delinquency 

Nunber of first offenders 
Nunber of re,i::eaters 

% of total numl:er who v.ere repeaters 

Table No. 6 

1510 
405 

21.1% 

1915 

AGE RANGE OF DELINQUENTS 

lbder 7 years 
7 
8 

9 

10 
11 

12 
13 
14 
15 
16 
17 

18 

Median Age: 
Boys, 
Girls, 

Major 
Boys 

2 
4 

10 
24 
26 
35 
43 
73 
77 

109 
<J7 

76 

576 

Major cases 
15 years 1½ months 
15 years 6 months 

Girls 

2 
1 

3 
3 
9 

21 
32 

51 
43 
28 

193 

Minor 
Boys Girls Total 

5 7 
17 1 22 
16 3 31 
29 1 55 

29 3 61 
33 7 78 
33 6 91 
56 17 167 
99 12 220 

102 15 277 
296 18 454 
452 14 570 
10 10 

1177 97 2043 

Median Age: Minor cases 
Boys, 16 years 7 months 
Girls, 14 years 10 months 

(Difference due to traffic offenses) 
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Table No. 7

SCHOOL ATTENDING• 

�Vilbiss IB 149 Whittier 8 (Parochial) 
Macanber 1£ 146 Irwin 7 
Waite HS 121 Holland Elem. 6 Central Catholic 69 
Woodward IB 86 Coy 5 St.Francis de Sales 15 Scott IB 85 Riverside 5 Other Catholic 
Libbey IB 69 Warren 5 Institutim 11 fubinson Jr.High 66 Burroughs 4 G:iod She�erd 10 
G.mckel 53 Fulton 4 St. Michael's 8 
Whiarer ffi 45 Hamilton 4 Nativity 6 
Parkland 39 Harvard 4 Rosary Cathedral 6 
Burnhan IB 35 Irving 4 St. Theresa's 6 
Oakdale 33 Pickett 4 St. Agnes 5 
Jones Jr. High ]) Mt. Vernon 4 St. Stefhen' s 5 
Garfield 25 Whitehouse 4 St. Stanislaus ' 4 
Sherman 25 Point Place 4 Blessed Sacrarent 3 
Other 23 East Side Central 3 St. Ad.albert' s 3 
Chase 21 Edgewater 3 St. Ann's 3 
Lagrangi; 19 Glann 3 St. Olarles 3 
Washington 19 Hopewell 3 St. Hyacinth's 3 
Navarre 17 Hillview 3 St. Mary's 3 
Walbridge 17 Parkland Craft 3 St. Thanas Aquinas 3 
Clay HS 14 Shoreland 3 St. Patrick' s 2 
Lincoln 14 Waterville 3 St. Ursula Academy 2 
Spring 14 Beverly 2 Raab, Imnaculate 
Vihi tney Voe. 14 Clay Elem. " 

Conception-S,,,anton 2 .', 

Marshal 1 13 Feilbach 2 Gesu 1 
01erry 12 Glendale 2 Holy Rosary 1 
Franklin 12 \lartiri 2 lmnaculate Ccnception 1 
Holland f£ 12 \1onclova 2 wr Lady of 
\1dunley 12 \lonroe 2 Perpetual Help 1 
Maurree 1-6 12 Westwood 2 Sacred Heart 1 
Nathan Hale 12 A.nthooy Wayne 1 St. H edwig' s 1 
llirr St. 10 Arlington 1 SS. Peter & Paul 1 
Poosevelt 10 DeVeaux 1 St. Vincent de Paul 1 
Birminghan 9 Glenwood 1 �otre Dame JW1ior 1 
Longfellow 9 Jernsalem Twp. 1 �.arybrook Academy 1 
Ottawa H.ills 8 Private School 1 

Ra7mer 8 Union 1 2043 
Stickney 8 Wernert 1 

Swanton 8 Not attending 333 
Westfield 8 wt of County 66 

* Schools not listed h ad no cases in court.

5 
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Table No. 8 

BY CENSUS THACTS 

Census Census 

Tract No. Total Tract No. Total 

1 44 sf 61 

2 'Z7 38 27 

3 17 39 27 

4 40 40 20 

5 5 41 36 

6 23 42 19 
-, 35 43 12 I 

8 18 44 15 

9 25 45 18 

10 15 46 30 

11 23 47 89 

12 58 48 'Z7 

13 50 49 29 

14 22 50 19 

15 26 51 55 

16 21 52 42 

17 29 53 40 

18 10 54 20 

19 'Z7 55 so 

20 20 58 56 

21 13 00 5 

22 24 61 5 

23 sf 62 29 

24 32 63 2 

25 32 66 40 

26 32 67 16 

'Z7 21 68 00 

28 15 69 51 

29 55 70 7 

30 36 71 13 

31 17 72 8 

32 9 wt of County 62 

33 54 

34 88 
35 18 2043 

36 35 
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East Toledo 
Pinewood 
South End 
West Toledo 
Collingwood 
North End 
West End 
Ihvntown 
Lagrange-Sti ckney 
Nebraska 
Point Place 

Sylvania To.vnship 
Adffi!S T0,1/Ilship 
Washington T™11Ship 
Springfield Township 
Oregon To.vnship 
Swantoo To,vnship 
Waynesfiel d T=ship (Maurree) 
Ottawa Hi lls 
Waterville To,vnship 
Jerusalem Township 
�nclova Tcmnship 
Provi dence To.>m.ship 
Out of Coilllty 

Table No. 8a 

DISTRICTS 

Table No. 9 

SOURCE OF REFERRAL 

Major 
Boys Girls 

Police 476 110 

Parent 25 37 

School 32 21 

Social Agency 8 17 

Probation Colil1selor 2 1 

Other Court 20 4 

Other soorce 13 3 

576 193 

7 

Minor 
Boy s Girls 

1145 84 

6 3 

9 6 

2 

1 

4 1 

12 1 

1177 fJ7 

331 

203 

194 

191 

140 

137 

130 

128 

106 

79 

50 

60 

56 

51 

40 

29 

16 

13 

8 

7 

5 

5 

2 

62 

2043 

Total 

1815 

71 

68 

'Z'f 

4 

� 

29 

2043 

_____

_____ ____ _____ ____ ______

-
-



Table No. 10 

�IARITAL STATUS OF PARENTS 

Ccmnoo Law Marriage 
Parents rmrried and living together 
Parents married but separated 
Father deceased, mother not remarried 
r-.lother deceased, father not remarried 
Divorced 
Father widONed and remarried 
Father divorced and remarried 
Mother widowed and remarried 
Nlother divorced and remarried 
Both parents deceased 
Parents not married 
Both parents divorced and remarried 
Unkno,vn 

Table No. 11 

BASTARDY CASES 

Official (affidavit filed) 
Unofficial (affidavit not filed) 

DISPOSITION 

Cooipronri.se 
Plead guilty at preliminary hearing 
Alleged father not 1 ocated 
Moth-=r and alleged father married 
Awaiting birth of child or jury trial 
folmd guilty by jury 
fOlIDd not guilty by jury 
Dismissed 
Pending 
Father in Military Service 

8 

1948 

100 
6 

12 
29 
1 
4 

35 
1 

10 
14 

106 

1949 1950 

107 96 
5 

3 3 
48 41 
2 4 
3 4 

31 36 

2 
1 

14 5 

7 2 

2 

112 % 

1185 
82 
84 
31 
61 
35 
44 
36 

129 
10 
54 

142 
150 

2043 

1951 

124 

s 

50 

10 
4 

38 

1 

1 

7 

6 
2 

124 

_______

_____       ______      _____     ______

- -

-
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INVESTIGATION 

FOSTER HOME SERVICE 

1 9 S 1 

Applicatioos for boarding hare license pending 
as of January 1952 

Total nunber applications received 
Total number applicatioos re-opened 

SUPERVISION 

Disposition of applications: 

Withheld 
Approved 
Withdram1 
Adoptions 
Pending 

Total 

3 
29 

3 
10 
3 

48 

3 

43 
1 

Boys Girls Total 

Placerrents made 46 21 
Removals* 36 18 

Total 82 39 

Oi.ildren in hares 
(as of llicerrber 1951) 

Boarding 
School Wage 
C.W.B. (llig.)
Wage

Free

Total 

17 1 
0 1 
2 0 

0 2 
2 0 

21 4 

Total number hones withdra .. n 15 
Total nurrber hanes re-certified 10 
Total number hones licensed 22 

* Sane of trese children were placed in hares prior to 1951 and rerroved
during tre year 1951.

9 

67 
54 

121 

18 

2 
2 
2 

25 

______

______



CASE WORK SERVICES 

Corrplete social sttrlies made 

Total cases supervised 

1 9 S l 

Average daily case load per counselor 

Girls' Counselors 

Eoys' Counselors 

Average length of detention of children 
under investigation and study 
(In days) 

Contacts during year: 

Hane Visits 

Camrunity Visits 

Office Visits 

Agency Contacts 

School Ccntacts 

Total miles traveled 

10 

43 

75 

943 

1069 

24.5 

14,853 

3,549 

1,234 

7,416 

1,265 

1,389 

25,848 



CHILD SUPPORT DEPARTMENT

1 9 5 1  

Motions to Mcxl.ify Support 
Motions to Show Cause 
11,,btioos for wrnp Sum Judgrrent 
11,,btions for G.istody 
Bastardy Hearings 
State Aid 
Hearings on Non-Support Affidavits 
Hearings on Contributing 
Hearings en Stay of Execution 
lhofficial Hearings involving Support 
Oiildren involved in hearings 
Non-Support Affidavits filed 
State Aid Cases filed 
Bastardy Affidavits filed 

Monies paid thrc;.igh Toledo Humane Society on 
Oi.ild Support cases 

Monies paid through Juvenile Court: 

fustitution 
&a;-ding lhres 
State Aid 
Support 

Total Moo.ies Collected 

$ 7,816.17 
30,554.49 
2,307.20 
3,291,52 

11 

249 
281 
45 
34 
99 
49 

149 
16 
9 

12 
1568 
142 
48 

124 

$1,409,209,87 

43,%9.38 

$1,453,179.25 
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Admissicns of boys during 1951 exceeded those of 
girls at the rate of two to one. 

The average length of stay for clnldren at the Ould 
Study Institute during 1951 was ten days. 

Of the 1,094 children received during the year, 720 
were new aanissioos am 374 had been at the Insticute onecr 
roore previous tirres. 

The median age of children admitted during 1951 was 
14 years, 7 !OC)nth.s. 

Of all the c hildren adnitted during 1951, a total of 
48% were gri:lflted outside privileges durir.g their stay. Less 
than 1% of these violated privilege in any way. 

The mcnth of highest average daily populatioo was 
January, with a daily average of 39. The lowest month was 
June with a daily average of 20. 

More different children were admitted during October 
than in any other month - 116. 

Individual days of detentirn during 1951 
10,948. 

totaled 

Dependent and neglected children 
nunbered 132 duri.715 the year. 

terrporary care 

As to religiou s  creeds, 7<:r! childred stated they ....ere 
Protestant; 277 were Catholic, and 4 were Jewish. A total 
of 106 children stated "None" when asked their religion. 
Since there is no kno,wn correlatirn bet=en delinquency and 
a chi ld's denomination, these figures are no longer .teing 
published, but are available on request. 

The offense bringing the greatest nurrber of children 
to the Institute during the year was runaway - 201 children. 

Eighteen children with problerrs carre to the Insti­
tute of treir own free will and asked to be admitted. 

12 
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&ys - 731

Girls - 363

Total Admissions - 1,094

13 



January 
February 
March 
April 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
Chober 
Novenher 
Cecember 

J.\Vl::l!J.\(:1:: llJ.\ILY 

l>(Jl'lJLJ.\TUlN 

Boys Girls 

21 18 
25 12 
23 14 
20 12 
18 13 
13 7 
17 8 

16 14 
13 11 

21 14 
17 11 

16 10 

Daily Average (1951): 30 

January 
February 
Mirch 
April 
May 
June 
July 
August 
September 
O::tober 
November 
December 

Nl�I\' <:HILl)l�l�N 

_.\NI) l!l::t >l::J.\Tl�l?S 

New 

45 

56 

68 

51 

60 

56 
64 

74 
63 

77 
50 

56 

720 

14 

Total 

39 

37 

37 

32 

31 

20 

25 

30 

24 

35 

28 

26 

fupeaters 

31 

16 
27 

42 

31 
26 
42 

31 
27 

39 

28 

34 

374 

mmcint
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Nurrber Per cent 

6 and lmder 43 3.9 
7 13 1.2 
8 18 1.6
9 30 2.7

10 53 4.9
11 so 4.6
12 73 6.7
13 142 13. 0
14 200 18.2 
15 222 20.3 
16 166 15.2 
17 80 7.3
18 3 .3
19 1 .1

Total 1,094 100.0 

Median Age ( 1951): 14 years, 7 lllCl1ths

15 
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�l:inquent - 946

�pendent - 132 

�-------- -

For Obscrvatioo _ 16
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New children examined 
Orildren r�xamined 
Uncompleted medical examinatioos 
Number of daily treatments in clinic 
Nutritiooal status of children: 

General health on admission: 

Per cent having visual defects 
Per cent having dental defects 

Good 
Fair 
Poor 

Goo:! 
Fair 
Poor 

Per cei-it of positive Wasserman tests 
Positive gmorrhea cases 
Per cent of positive nose-throat cultures 
Number of pregnancies 
Cases of chrcnic pelvic inflarrrnatcry disease 
Clinical cases 
Imrunizations (prior to admission): 

Snallpox 

Diphtheria 
Typhoid 
Pertussis 

Nunb�r cf cases of : 
In;:>r,ti;o 
Chesity 
Ma!nutrition 
Scabies 
ltypospadias 
Petit Mal Epilepsy 
G;:-and Mal Epilepsy 
Al:.:mmimrria 
Ringwonn jnfectioo 
�lluscun Contagiosum 
I:kafaess 
Monrnucl eos is 
Ulcerated hemorrhoids 
Hernia 

Number of Tuberculin Patch Test reactors 
(No evidence of tuberculosi.., on X-P.ays) 

17 

330 
137 
16 

18SO 

83.6% 
13.2'{, 
3.2% 

65.5% 
33.3% 

1.2% 

31.3% 
31. 3%
0.9% 

1 
0.2% 

14 

41 

26 

49.6% 
23.3% 
24.4% 

2.1% 

3 
27 
3 
3 
1 
1 
1 
1 
2 
1 
3 
1 
1 
3 
8 



TIESTS lJSl�I) 

Wechsler-Bellevue Intelligence Scale, Fonn I 150 
Wechsler-Bellevue Intelligence Scale, Fonn II 1 

Wechsler Intelligence Scale for Olildren 43 
Revised Stanford-Binet Test, Form L 13 
Revised Stanford-Binet Test, Fonn M 1 
fuodenough lxaw--A--Man Test 15 
Otis Test of Mmtal Ability 1 
Gesell D:!veloµnental Schedules 2 
Vinelaixl Social Maturity Scale 4 
Wide Range Achieverrent Test 178 
Gray Oral Reading Paragraphs 53 
Stanford Achieverrent Test Battery 1 
Gates Associative Learning Test 1 
Reading Readiness Tests 2 
Tests of Cerebral Chninance 4 
Porschach �thod of Personality Diagnosis 31 
Thematic Apuerceptim Test 16 
Orildren' s Apperception Test 3 
Picture Story Test 5 
Blacky Pictures 4 
Posenx.reig Picture Frustration Study 9 
Sentence Caq:iletion Test 105 
Califonu.a Test of Personality 26 
A-iilo-Phobe 14 
Kuder Preference Fecord 5 
Bender �talt Test 2 
Doll Play 3 

18 



Diagnostic Studies 
Treatment Cases 
Psychiatric Peferrals 

232 

8 

45 

There are many activities of the psychologists that 
are not included in the above figures, Frequent interviews with 
relatives and conferences with court µ=rscnnel and social agen­
cies are required in the process of study and treatnent. 'There 
are consultaticns oo cases previcusly stooied, on cases not 
formally referred for stooy, and interviews with disturbed 
children in detentiCJl, Hearings rrust be attended in sore 
cases. Tine is spent with groups of children each y,eek in 
observing their behavior, holding " bull sessions" or leading 
discussiros with the assistance of audio-visual aids. 

Frecr.Jeilcy 

8 

23 

101 

66 

22 

220 

Ml�NT>\L LIEVl:LS 

Classification 

Superior 
Above Average (Bright-Noma.I) 
Average 
BelCNt' Average (llill-No1mal) 
Mental Cefecti ve 

19 

Per cent 

3.6 
10.5 

45.9 
30.0 

10.0 

100.0 



l>l!IVILIE:<:1:= SYSTIE:M
Orildren granted pr ivilege 
Privileges granted 
Per cent total populaticn 

granted privileges 
Major violations* 
Minor violaticns** 
Per cent of non-violated privileges 
* e.g.,Ccnmitting a delinquent act
** e.g. ,Exceeding tiire limit,

visiting hone, sooking,etc. 

20 

524 

4044 

47.9 

2 

12 

99.23 

I 
__ ) 



Less than 10 days - 565 10 days to 1 111Ct1th - '371 

1 month to 2 rrooths - 138 Over 2 10C11ths - 2 0 

21 
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Wren the year 1951 was about two-thirds over, a new law vent into ef­
fect which made it mandatory that every divorce case which involved a child 
under 14 he investigated. The law provided: 

" Sec. 8003-9. Investigaticn. Cb the filing of a petiticn 
for divorce or for alirncny, the court may and in cases in 
which there are children u.rrler frurteen years of age in-
volved shall, cause an investigatim to be made as to the 
character, fanily relatioos, past cmduct, earning ability, 
and financial worth of the parties to the actim. The report 
of such investigaticn shall be mooe available to either party 
or his counsel of record UfOn written request oot less than 
five days before trial." 

"The C(Xll"t, en its ONU motim, may cite either party to the 
actim £ran any point in the state to appear in com-t and tes­
tify as a witness." 

1he injmctim to investigate the "character" and "family relatims" of the 
parties clear 1 y laid upc:n the coort a parllOOlmt duty to determine if the 
marriage is viable. That is a fifty-<ent word meaning, in essence " is 
there still a spark of life in that marriage?" Is there anything in the 
character of the parties or either of them, any eleuent in their relatim­
ship any factor at all either within or withrut the marrisse, which a 
court worker coold lay hold en in an effort to rekin<lle the spark of life 
in the hope cf reuniting the estranged spouses? 

To discover such a spark is saretime.s exceedingly difficult. At 
first blush the marriage appears to be dead because the parties have 
already grne through the preliminary stages of marriage failure, then bro­
ken family, and have now reached the third and often final stage, the 
divorce court. 

Even when the spark is close to tre surface or is reasmably obvi­

ous, it is a difficult matter to help the parties to rekindle the £lime 
that has all but burned itself out. 

A great deal, then, depends upc:n the quality of these investiga­
tors. Any high sclxx>l boy can go rut and ascertain bare facts, e.g., 
where the parties work, how nuch they maje, what kind of a looking house 

'they have, etc., etc. Where the special skill is required is not in rrere 
fact-finding, but in social casework and marriage eo1mseling: helping the 
parties to help themselves. 

22 
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. T� meet tJ:tis challenge}aru:l. �he legal requireirents the court ,expamedits .family-seF--vi.ee--deper.tment_ to mcll.Xie three fuJ.1-time marriage comsel­ors and a few casewar�rs, using the boys' and girls' coonselors until ad­
ditimal caseworkers could be obtained, 

All -�re warned not to be discooraged by the seeming hopeless­

ness o� their task� tha t the lawyer would tell them he had already tried 1o
reconcile the par!-ies an:l that the case was hopeless; that every plaintiff

(at least at first; would sing the same tmie, to wit, that the marriage was
"<lead and she wanted no part of the defendant.

1hey were oautimed to pay nnre attention to the tine factor. Sane
people still ccntend that it is too late to do much for a marriage after it 
has reached the divorce coort. There is nuch logic behind this positicn,
but experience has SOONil that although the lapse of time makes the job mu:fl
more difficult, it does not necessarily render it impossible.

Also, when there are minor children, it is carm:n for the ioother,
� she comrences her suit or almost :i.ntrediately thereafter, to file a
motion for temporary alirncny arrl child support. If this is resisted by the
defendant, father of the children, it ireans irore battling ar.d bickering,
more harsh words and a widening of the breach. And so for this additicna1
reasm, the caseworkers-:-are charged with the duty of "getting m the job"
the earliest 'p<iss-ilile instant--a practical applicotion of the doctrine of
preventia. r' , 

11-.ey are also remin:l.ed always to be why-minded. 'This means they !17Llst
not be concerned with how IIBilY times papa got druJ,.k and beat up rnamna, but 
with why he took to drink an:! why he gave vent to his feeliDgs by violence.
In other words, not to be cmcerned. with the overt acts, the outward symp-­
tan.s, hut to probe for the underlying causes, to diagnose. After all, it
is the lavyer' s job to d :i..g up the evidence, The caseworkers and counselozs
are strictly enjoined not to infringe ui;on tl-»', prerogative of the legal
professicn; that they are to be protagonist for neither husband a wife or-·

-ehildrea, hut the family mri.t; that all their work is to be client-cen -
tered; that the goal is to change attitooes--the sixm,es' attitooes tCN1ard
themselves, toward each other, to.vard. the children, toward in-laws, to,,.ard
their rights an:l duties an:l toward marriage in general.

The �orkers, �� ;���,
,.

t� try by every legitimate rreans to rrrun­
ll'ize the adversary asi:ect of their cases. They nrust seek to avoid the in­
flictioo of fresh wounds an:l the rubbing of salt into old wounds. While
the court rrrust ultimately render ju::lgirent, the workers are forbid� to be
judgrrental, While the crurt does not caidcne hurren frailty, the workers
nust not be too quick to cood.eim it.

( ,::":--t.{ ("_.,t..--';..f' ( �,.>� t .
/ 

In a nutshell, the :caseworkers,are instructed. to do all they can� 
long trese lines and always to expose the parties to the services of the 
court and to the deeper therapy of rmrriage c0\m8eling.
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THE TRUE FUNCTION OF MARRIAGE COUNSELING 

There 1s a popular fallacy that a marriage counselor is a coocilia­

tor--period. As a matter of fact the discipline of marriage counseling 
which is presently emerging into the stature of a recognized professioo 

is so widely misi.mderstood that a few ex;:ilanatory notes may be in order. 

1ne accredited marriage counselor (one eligible for nenbership in 
the American Association of Marriage Counselors) has hoo years of school­
ing in sociology end psycho.logy plus rigidly supervised training in this 
special field. 

Unlike legal counselors who, for example, m a negligence case are 
required to bring to light only the proximate cause of the collisicn, the 
marriage counselor rm.st bring to light the prjmary cause, the ultimate 
facts, probing back through the chain of causation that led to the colli­
sion of personalities. 

If papa has taken to drinking and beating mamia, or rranna has got­
ten mixed up with that fello.v who drives her to work, those are all the 
facts tr.e coort needs to kno.v if it is nerely going to be punitive. .fut 
the marriage counselor is there not to hurt and punish but to heal and 
prevent, so � must knON !'.lD' papa tock to drink and :ifilY manma got herself 
into such a rress. 

The physiciari tries to learn the source of the infecticn causing the 
patient's fever before he undertakes to cure it, He dcesn' t try to cure it 
by locking the patient in a refrigerator. He doesn't treat symptms. Yet 
that is all anybcrly--marriage counselor, legal counselor,judge, caseworker, 
psysician--can do, treat syrrptom.5, tmless and until he kn<JNs the case clear 
through to the real causal factors, 1hat is what it IIPans to diagnose: to 
knON through, 

The futility of undertaking marriage--rrending without special train­
ing is widely overlooked. Fools rush in, knock the couple's heads to­
gether, and proudly send them heme "reconciled". Even the most sagacious 
and syrrpathetic person who saretines seems to have perforned a near mira­
cle is seldan sure he has done a penra.nent job. Too often when an un­
trained person relies solely co his om skills to rellllitei\ the estranged 
couple, he rrerely postpones the denouerrent. He hears all about the S)'Tll>­

tcms, the overt acts and anissions. But he dces not discoYer the causal 
factor or factors and eradicate or change tren. fu corrects nothing. He 
effects no cure. fu sends the sarre two people back together, the socre as 
when they separated, and the sarre underlying cause is still lurking there 
to get in its deadly work. 
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. . 
Cont�ary to po�ular opinioo conciliatim (or roore properly recrncil-

1at1on1 which accordmg to the Century Dicticnary rreans to coociliate anew, 
to restore to unim after estrangerrent) is only me of half a dozen fonc­
tioos of the professionally trained marriage counselor. (1) Before mar­
riage he educates and advises on choice of a mate, implications cf marriage, 
etc. (2) After marriage he diagnoses and helps partners gain insight, to 
prevent marriage failure. (3) After separatic., he brings to hear all his 
kncwledge and skill to help the spouses to rectify or modify the causative 
factors and nend their marriage. (4) He counsels with parties, attorneys, 
in-laws, relatives and judge to safeguard the best interests of children in 
regard to custo:ly, visitaticn, companionship, educatioo, rredical care, sup­
port, etc. (5) Yrhen it becanes definite that a divorce is going through 
he helps the wife prepare for. her status as divorcee. (6) If a party in­
terrls to remarry he counsels with regard to choice of a rew mate and avoid-­
ance of factors that caused first marriage to fail. (7) Underlying all 
post-marital counseling he helps the parties to understand tlanselves and 
each oth�r with a view to healing their wounds, restoring their self -re­
spect and self-confidence, quieting their fears, relieving their neuroses, 
substituting thinking for feelir1g, friendliness arrl tolerance for hatred 
and bitterness, all with a view to readjusting and at least partially ma­
turing their i:erscnalities, so that even though unable to make a go of the 
marriage they will be better citizens, not bitter, because of their carrt 
experience. 

As a by-pro:luct of this effort he paves the way for anucable instmd. 
of hostile settlerrents of side issues such as alimmy, division of proper-
ty, etc. In a nutshell, he is always a diagnostician and healer, and 
hence inevitably saretimes a marriage-.render. 

DIVORCE STATISTICS 
(Past five years) 

1947 1948 1949 1950 1951 

Total nunl:er of divorces sought 2349 2217 2045 2055 2101 

Average duratioo of marriage 
8.7 9.4 9.0 before divorce (in years) 8.4 9.3 

Average length of separation 
2.04 2.04 2.05 2.00 before divorce (in years) 2.1 

Iercent of divorces folla.ving
4.7 "war marriages " 12.3 11.1 6.8 6.1 

Iercent of divorces involving 
35.2 veterans 42.2 40.0 40.0 39.8 
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1947 1948 1949 1950 1951 
r�rcent of divorces follaring 

"child" nm-riages (girl tnder 
21. Past standard 55%) 63.l 68,0 67,4 68.2 68.8 

Average age of wife, first 
marriage 19.7 19.5 19.5 19.6 19.4 

Percent of divorces follo,ving 
''run�ay" marriages 32.2 35.1 31.4 30.8 32.1 

Percent of cases heard, marriages 
u.'lder cne year's duraticn. 
(divorce selda:n granted) 3.9 3.9 4.3 3.3 3.8 

Percent of divorces, marriage 
under three years' drration 18.3 21. 7 22.8 19.2 15.5 

Percent of divorces involving 
unfaithful bu.shards 47.6 47,8 45.0 47.3 47.4 

Percent of divorces involving 
mfaith.ful wives 22.1 19.0 15.0 16.3 16.2 

Percent of recidivist husbands 
(secood or subsequent divorce) 25.8 29.1 28.8 31.5 33.5-

�rcent of recidivist wives 
(seccr.d er subsequent divorce) 21.7 31.1 33.8 34.4 38.4 

Percent of acticns ca-r.:renced by 
husha.,ds (past standard 25%) 30.6 28.9 25.9 26.8 25.3 

Percent of actims involving 
minor child 40.9 39.5 40.0 4L4 41.4 

Afcooolism a faCLOr 41.1 

Di vorees granted 1393 

Divorces d£nied aid dismissed 906 

Ratio of divorces grmted to 
60.5 divorces h!lard 

Ratio of divorces granted to 
divorces sought 67.0 63.0 52.6 58.6 66"3 

Divorce rate per thou.said of 
3. (J7population 
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