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There is no need for me to zpologize for the title of this paper &s it
was selected for me. It is obvious that the term "as reslated to" is nccessery,
for one cannot say arbitrarily that feeble-mindedness is a cuasitive factor in
neglect. OUne can only look over the field and point to the strength of thc
relationship.

This p2per fzlls rathor naturally and more or less definitely into
three divisions. The first part is concerned with definitions, and with
assumptions waichh wue as a group of Doctors, Lawyers, Sociul Workers, Educators,
Sociologists, Pzychologists, Academitiens and Theorists have been working on
regaraing the neglect of children of fecbieminded parcntu.

The second divigion is conccrned with the finuings in a very limited
review of a group of tamilies, where childron are concerned, in which onc
or both parents were feebleminded.

And the third section, which is very short, atlempts to raise questions
for analysis and digcussion reg:irding advisable proceaure and policiez. T com
not prepared to submit any dogmatic conclusions or any definite recomucnda-
tions without time and opportunity to mske a much more thorough und comprehens-
ive study than coula be made at present.

The legal definition ol child neglect is as follows: "The term
'neglected chila' shull mean 4 chila who is abundoncd by both porents, or, if
one parent is decud, by the survivor, or by his guardion; or who is found living
with vicious or disreputable pcrsons, or whose howme, by rcacon if improvidence,
neglect, cruelty, or depravity on the part of the parents, guardiun or other
person in whose carc he may be, is'an unfit place for such child; or whose
parents or guardian neglect end refuse, when able to ao so, to provide medical,
surgical or other rumedial cure necessary for his heultn or well being; or
when such child ig so defective in mind as to reguire the custodial car: and
training of the statc school for the feeble-minded, neglect and rctuse Yo maki
application for his admission te suaid institution; or who, Leing under the ago
of twelve years, is found begging, pedaling cr sclling any articles or singing
or playing any musical instrument upon the striet, or giving any public
entertainment, or who accompanics or is used in aia of any person so aoing."

I would like to eay a word herc as to the intoerprotiticn of this luu
by our Juvenile Court as it pertains to the children of ieceble-mine 4 parents.
Our Judge has held that, inasmuch as -n aajudication of ncglect of . child is
prima focia evidince ol the uct of neglecet on the part of the parents ang
places Lliubility for criminal action aguinst them, that = foeble-mindea parent
is not responsible and should not and cunnot be so jcopardized.

Becnusce of this interprobation, muny children, vhose cituition is
identical with that of children whe are adjudged neglected arz, in cages
where court action is advisuble, brought in under LLPENDENCY action, provid-
ing one or both parents are fecble-minded. Tt has sometimes oacurred that
the children in a fumily arc agjudged noglected and the next weck the mother
or Tfather is committed as fecocble-minded, If the court wction for neglect
of thesc children hua been brought after the commitment of the pareny, it
would not have succccded., Thds raises a ruther fine point 25 to what
constitutes nuglect. Given one child, sujuageu neglected, can we say thut
another child in an identical situation is dependent rother than neglochod
simply because its parcnt has been touna not capable of coring for it?



Tt might be interssting at this point to interpolatc that part of the
legal definition of a dependent child that is utilized as a substitute for
a neglect action. Ma 'dependent child! ghall nean a child who is without a
parent or lawful guurdien able to adequutely provide for his support, bruin-
ing and education, and is unablc to meintuin himself by lawiul employment."

I am at this time offering a btentative definition of nsglect which I
believe is something very near, at leust, the conception the sccial worker
haz, It would not be considered as a legal definition. The legal definition
would probably be =dequate if it were cpplied in all cases und excepted in
feeble-minded cases. This is the sociologicel definiticn which I would
propese. A neglected ¢hild is a child whose oppertunity for a satisfactory
physical, mental,moral, or emotional development i1s happered to a degree
that is detrimental to the welfere of the child, or that their future is
menaced. Obviously my definition leaves it up to the judgmeni of the
trained social worker.

The aasuaption I previously noted, which has, I believe, been pretty
geherally accepbed by those of whom this group are representutive, is that
a feeble~minued parent is inadequate to csro for and properly train children
whether such children be normal or subnormal. There zre, so far ss I know,
ne studies on this particular phase of the problcam.

In trying to arrive at a point of departure, T reviowed forty one
selected cases from our fecble-minued files. They were selecbed on the follow-
ing bases: The parents or one parent has buen comnitted as fecble-minded
and haz one or more children. 1Ihis selcection is neither randem nor scienti-
fie, It includes from our open cases in the Depurtment for the Feeble-idinded
such casce as constitute a family group. There are two other groups that
would undoubtedly rcvenl interecting date on this subject; first, the uwany
cases 0of fecble-pinded nnmarried motlers who have never had the children
with them for any eonciderable pericd of time, or if with them the situxtion
has becm a controlled one, und sceond, bhe cuasce of fecble-uinaed children
whose parents, while never tested, are belicved to bs subnorunl. Moreover,
it is obvious that those feeble-minded purents who somehow nmanage to keep
their children from annoying the rust of thoe neighborhcod will net be reported
Lo our office. All in all the consideration of these cases I have to offer
will werely indicote what the situation may be.

In these 41 fanilies there are 168 children.

45 of these children were in Juvenile Court on a neglect acticn (Acticn
taken beforc commitment of parent as fecblominded.

106 children were n2lleged to be neglected by the sccial crganization
working on the case, although no negleet ackion was taken.

17 chilaren - no evidence of nepglect, but in each cuse cither the
ehild ves not with the parents or the situation was adequately controlled.

Of the 45 children’adjudged neglected, 9 wsre in Juvenile Vourt on
a dependency nction also,

U the 106 alleged neglected children, 15 were in Juvenile Court on
o Dependency action.
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Of the 17 children not neglected, § were found dependent in Juvenile
Court.

0f the 106 alleged neglected children, 18 were delinquents.

If we sre intercsted in the freguency of neglect anong children of
feeble-ninded parints, these few figures would seem rather startling. Ve
uust «lvays kesp in mind that only those cascs in which there is o sceial
problow of somu sort will be found in our filea. We can only say that in
the cuse rocurds ot the Hennepin Ccunty Child Welfare Board thire appesrs
to ke o strong relationship between feeble-uincedness and neglect of children.

Cousiacring for a pcoment the intelligence ratings of the parents,
the eother in every casc but ong, the runge in intelligence quotient is from
40 tu 75 with a mean at 60 and 5n uverage devistion of 8, which meuns that
fifty percent of the cases full botween 58 wund 88, The number is boo saall
to be reliable, and if it wirc it is only casually related to the issuc.

A presentaticn of one of our cascs, that of dartin X, will serve to
illustrate that group to which I have reforred as allegec neglected. This
casc history is fairly typical. Martin was snarter than his aother, Katic
¥, nnd secon sensed this fact. He has an 1.Q. of 28 while aatie's is 50.
I d¢ not mean to iuply that all chilarun cf fecble-minded porents are
sparter than thoey arc, yet it has been obscrvea that the offspring of
purents whe deviate uurkedly in w trait from the aean of the ruce, will on
the whole, strike a point midway between the parents and the nean of the
TUCG.

Katie has had scven children, three by her first husband, boren
respectively in 1915, 1918, and 1919; an illegitinate child by ancther waon,
bern in 1921; Martin, born in 1923, illegitimate, wlbthough her divorced
husband is the alleged father, which is admitted by him; a chiid by her
second husband, born in 1826, which died in infuncy, and to dute the last
child born in 1942, ulso the child of her sccond husbund.

The first thrce children, the legitinmate children of the first
husband, were given to hin by the court ut the tine of the wivorece and
have hac excellent care, Lraining and education. The fourth chila,
illcgitimate, wnas given up for adcption.

wartin renaived with the mother and wais accepted by bthe sceend
husbunu 48 a purt of the family group. The youngest child, ~lsc with the
nother end father, is rather a dull child .und not having ctarted bo school
as yot has not been brought to vur wttention ce 2 problem. Lhortly after
Wartin started school the reports began coming to us  of uncleanliness,
tardiness, and abscncce from school. I quote onc report frea the visiting
teacher., "She s:dd they were having the same aifficulty with artin aguin
this yeur. He is absent, taruy ana dirty. She explainee chat when a
pupil at Washington School, which is in a poor district, wiz labelua dirty,
he was really filthy. The boy is not intcrested in his studics. They
consider hin un average child. The nurse has c:lled at ti. hone na
consiaers the mother "simply impoessible'. She wonuers what is to becoaue
of iartin if he continues te live with thie woman in this environment.
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He has no respect for his mother anc is wholly indifferent Lo -inything she
suys. In fact he¢ pays little attention to unyone". OSuch rupcrts as this
were noted on the running file for a pericd of cver tuo years until the
Spring of 1932 at which timc the reports of negleet became nere serious

and zdoed to this were incidents of misconduck. Quoted again fron the
running record s of June in 1933, "The boy is irregular in attendunce,
appears untidy amuch of the tine. They can get no co-operaticn fron the
aother. Boy should have tensilectony, also glasses. Martin hie heen appear-
ing with noncy, sovnctimes with §$1.00, which ke gays he tukes from  his
nother's purse. He hus also been involved with o group of stull boys in
looting automobiles parked ncarby, breaking wiandeas, ete. This misconduct
has been reported to the police departncat. Not brought into court as boys
were so young. When the watter was taken up with the nother and she was
advised to keep ner noney where it woula not be a temptation to the boy,
Martin remnarked "Huh, I an snarter than her, she cuntt hide her money where
I can't find it."

Naturally we hau felt for sone tiae that the boy wies neglected and that
bis misconuuct was the natural result of his mother's inacequacy, but it was
only wlin there was sufficient legal eviuonce that ve could resort to court
acticn, wartin was brought into Juvenile Court in July of 1933 as gependent.
He wus aujudicated dependent and committea to our teaperury custoay. te
placcd hia with Washburn Houe fur curc =znd treatment and tho casc has bzen
continued in Juvenile Court trom tiie to tiwe since then unc dairtin has becn
in a carefully selected boarding houwe, Suffice it to say for the purpuse of
this illustration that the results have more than justifiea our contention
that the boy needcd the cuare wnu truining that a feeble-mindea person did not
provide. Martin has just now by the direction of the Court been returncd to
his riother and step-father for a twe ucnths trial period at tnce cnd of which
tine purnanent disposition of the case way be made. Further developnents will
be noted with interest.

Had the time permitteu I should have likeuw te present o typical case
illustrating the neglect of a3 subnormal chila in a howe with a fecble-
ainded parent or parents, but of necessity I must curtail this article.

I would not presunc on the busis of this skcetchy reviow of cascs to
draw conclusions and it is of value only as it points out th.t the incidents
of alliged neglect and of feeble-nindedness are correlated, anc as it
provides a basis for discussion.

To nc the consideration I have given this subject indiecates that there
is a large field that is as yet unsurveyed and I belicve we necd 2 compre-
hensive and careful stuuy ont interprotation of this question. For this
purpcse the records of several of the agencics should be includeu in order
that the situation uuay be vigwed fron the complete and various angles. The
fact thut I hau in the majority of cases only the reecord of the fueble-ainded
ward abt hana to revicw, and not o complete record of the negloet, made it
inpossitl. to wuke 2dequate findings. Wy first suggesticen then would be -

A co-oroinatec study of nceglect of children as reliated te feoble-nindedness
and «n interpretation of that study a5 4 workine bzsis. -
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The questions for discusasion I wowld present are, first, the Legal
Definition of Neglect - I:s it Adequate? Is it advisable to rely on dependency
action forielief in cases of allaguu nocglect when neglect aetion is not :
available on account of the fecble-nindeuness of bthe parent or paronts? If
net, what would censtitute a satisfuctory legal definition. Sccond, What,
if any, is the relutive: seriousness of the negliet of the noraul s conparcd
to bhe sub-normal child of fecble-ninded parents as ib affcets the child,
the parent and the cowmmnity, Third, What general policies und co-crdinated
procedure would contribute to the succecss of the progrus to protect the
c¢hila hundicapped by beinyg born to nmentally deficient parents?
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