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JUDGE PINCKNEY OF THE JU
JUVENILE COURT

That the juvenile law is defective
and needs revision in many ways was
shown at a hearing before the Cur-ra- ni

Investigating Commission yes-
terday. Judge Merritt W. Pinckney
of the Juvenile Court admitted that
the law which permits citizens to file
complaints against delinquent and
dependent children is wrong, and
agreed that this authority should be
placed only.in the hands of the state's
attorney or a duly qualified proba-
tion officer.

The unfairness of this portion of
the law was brought out strongly by
the commission. Under it people with
spite toward their neighbors are able
to at least cause the neighbors some
trouble, if not actually to force them
to bring their children into court.

Judge Pinckney also admitted that
he realized the possibility of harm re-
sulting from "volunteer1.' probation
officers being given, guardianship of
boys, but could not suggest any rem-
edy.

These "volunteer" probation off-

icers need only come well "recom-
mended and boys are turned over to
them. Albert Detloff, the probation
officer at present charged with hav-

ing offered to sell a boy to Fred
Erickson, chief investigator for the
commission, is a "volunteer" proba-
tion officer. He is also in the pay of
the John Worthy School.

E. R. Colby, another "volunteer"
"probation officer, is employed by the
Illinois Children's Home a"hd Aid So-

ciety, which pays him a salary of
$100 a month.

Judge Pinckney believed that these
"volunteer" probation officers qffer
their services in this cause because
of their interest in the children, but
the fact remains that different coun-
ties in Illinois pay different sums of
money to institutions takjng children
and that the number of children re-

ceived into these homes is increased
by the "volunteer" probation officers
who work in the Juyeaile Court.

VEMILE COURT ADMITS THE
LAWS NEED ALTERING

In addition to this, parents who ad-

mit their inability to control their
bovs. or Darents whose children are
taken from them on the testimony of
probation officers, frequently pay the
board of their children in the institu-
tion to which they are sent, and thus
the "volunteer" probation officer
again adds to the coffers of the insti-
tution which he represents.

Judge Pinckney's jurisdiction over
these boys ends with his commitment
of them. Under the juvenile law,
once the boy is sent to an institution
he is subject to the by-la- of that
institution, and the judge admitted
he has no power to prevent the boy
being sent to any part of the United
States that the institution maytelect
to send him.

The same thing happens when
Judge Pinckney extends his clemen-
cy towards boys and decides to send
them on a farm instead of to an in-

stitution.
They are then, if placed in the

charge of a "volunteer" probation of-

ficer, at his mercy or his honesty.
The court has not the power to col-

lect the money the boy is supposed
to receive, and whether all of it goes
to him or only a part of it, rests with
the "volunteer" probation officer so

far as the court is concerned.
To the suggestion of the commis-

sion that Judge Pinckney should have
this money turned.into the court, and
that he might suggest to institutions
that they should not send boys out
of the state, the judge replied that he
had no jurisdiction under the law in
either direction and could not do this.

However, Judge Pinckney did not
explain the necessity of his strict ad-

herence to the law in those respects
when, by his own testimony, he not
only extends clemency that is not in
acco?d with the letter of . the law
when he sends boys out on farms in-

stead of to institutions, but also pays
their expense to the farm and
sary addmoas to their clothing out of
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