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FOREWORD 

Basic to any decisi~n-making or planning is the 
need for statistical information. The 1968 edition of 
"Juven i Ie Court Statistics" Is presented in the hope that 
the information it provides will be of value to professionals 
striving to help the Nation's young people. 

Due to a Departmental reorganiz~tion of the Children's 
Bureau which, in the past, had issued this publication, the 
Office of Juveni Ie Delinquency and Youth Development has 
assumed the publication task for this year. This, regretfully I ' 

accounts for the delay in furnishing the 1968 statistical 
information. 

ROBERT J. GEMIGNANI 
Director 
Office of Juvenile Delinquency and 

Youth Development 
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JUVENILE COURT 

5T A TI5TIC5 . 1968 

SUMMARY 

Delinquency Cases 

EXTENT (Table 1) About 900,000 juvenile delinquency cases (exc~uding traffic offenses) 
were handled by juvenile courts in the United States in 1968. The estimated number 
of children involved in these cases (774,000) was lower, however, since in some 
instances the same child was referred more than once during the year. These 
children represent 2.5 percent of all children aged 10 th1"ough 17 in the country. 

TREND (Tables 5, 6, 7, 8, andchart)ln 1968, there was again an increase In the number 
of juvenile court delinquency cases over the previous year. The increase for 1968 
was 10.7 percent as compared to an increase in the child population aged 10 through 
17 of only 2.3 percent. Thus, the upward trend in the number of delinquency cases, 
noted every year since 1949, with the exception of 1961, continues. And again, as in 
most previous years in the past decade, the increase exceeded the increase in the 
child population. Between 1960 and 1968, the number of juvenile court cases in­
creased by 76.4 percent as compared to a 24.5 percent increase in the number of 
children aged 10 through 17. The increase in delinquency cases in 1968 (10.7 percent) 
was higher than the increase of 8.9,percent noted in 1967. 

While the overall national increase in 1968 was 10.7 gercent, urban courts experi­
enced an 11.5 percent increase, semi-urban courts an 8.9' percent increase, and rural 
courts an 8.8 percent increase. 

Nationally, there was a 10.4 percent increase in boys' cases and an 11.6 percent 
increase in girls' cases. Among the different types of cpurts, however. there was no 
consistent pattern: in urban and rUlal courts, girls' cases increased more than boys', 
but, in semi-urban courts the reverse was true. 

Juvenile court deUnquency statistics cited here mainly show how frequently the 
juvenile court is utilized in dealing with juvenile delinquency. But do juvenile court cases 
adequately reflect trends in the extent of juvenile delinquency? Would not police arrests 
of juveniles be a better indicator, since arrest data do not have some of the limitations 
of juvenile court data? We have found that both series of data -- police arrests of 
juveniles reported by the Federal Bureau of Investigation, and juvenije court delinquency 
cases reported here -- show a remarkable similarity in thei,r trenQs over a long period 
of time despite their differences in definitions~ units of count, e~t~nt of coverage, etc. 
Both figures surged upward during World War II, fell off sharply 1n the immediate 

I 
1 

I 

I 
t 

I 
t 

1 

. ) 



1 
i 

I 

'I 

1 
2 

I. 

postwar years, and then began to climb again. Their trends have been steadily upward 
since 1949, with the exception of the slight decrease in court cases in 1961. In 1968, 
the increases were similar -- 10.7 percent in delinquency court cases and 9.7 percent 
in police arrests of juveniles. 

In juvenile court delinquency data, each offense has an equal weight. Since juvenile 
delinquency cases cover a wide variety of offenses -- from relatively trivial to very 
serious -- and, since the offenses are not weighted, might the upward trend merely 
reflect an increase in the occurrence of minor offenses? To examine this, one needs to 
rely upon the data on police arrests of juveniles reported by the Federal Bureau of 

. Investigation which, unlike the juvenile court data, include information on the types of 
offenses committed. In the 1968 edition of the Uniform Crime Reports, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation reported that arrests of juveniles under 18 years of age, for 
all types of offenses, doubled between 1960 and 1968. For a group of serious offenses 
selected as being most reliably reported (criminal homicide, forcible rape, burglary, 
robbery, aggravated assault, larceny, and auto theft), the combined increase between 
1960 and 1968 was 78.5 percent. When offenses against the person (homicide, forcible 
rape, aggravated assault, and robbery), generally accepted as being the most serious 
crimes, are selected from the reliably reported group, the increase between 1960 and 
1968 was 124.1 percent. It cannot be assumed, therefore, that the upward trend in 
juvenile delinquency as determined from police arrest data is due primarily to an in­
crease in minor offenses. All groups of offenses seem to be increaSing, with tbe most 
serious ones showing substantially greater increases. ~ 

SEX RATIO (Table 1) - Delinquency remains primarily a boys' problem. Boys are re­
ferred to the juvenile court 2lmost four times as often as girls. 

MANNER OF HANDLING (Table 2) - More than half of the delinquency cases referred 
to juvenile courts in 1968 were handled Jlonjudicially (i.e., without the filing of a 
petition). The proportion of cases handled non judicially was higher in semi-urban 
and urban courts than in rural courts, owing perhaps to the availability of specialized 
intake or probation staff in the larger courts. 

RATES IN URBAN AND RURAL AREAS (Table 3) - The rate of delinquency cases (the 
number of cases per 1,000 child population aged 10 through 17) was 28.7 in 1968 as 
compared to 26.4 in 1967. Between 1960 and 1968, the rate increased from 20.1 to 
28.7. In 1968, the rate of delinquency cases was almost three times higher in pre .. 
dominantly urban areas than in rural areas. Of all the juvenile court delinquency 
cases in the country, 65 percent wer-e handled by courts in urban areas, 29 percent 
by courts in semi-urban areas, and 6 percent by courts in rural areas. 

. ! Even as of 1968, however. less than 10 percent of all crimes commined by juvenUes were classified 
as crimes against the person, and less than half of all Juvenile crimes fell into the "serious" crime 
category. 

1"--____ _ 
! 
t 

I , 

l 

I 
I 
r 
i 

c 

D 

S 



1 
,I 

1 

I 
! 
1 

'1 

I 
i 
! 
t 
I 

! 
1 

.. 

I • 

I 1-

Traffic Cases 

EXTENT (Table 9) - About 554,000 traffic cases were disposed of by juvenile courts in 
1968 in addition to the 900,000 delinquency cases; These traffic cases involved ap­
proximately 477,100 different children or 1.5 percent of the total child population 
aged 10 through 17. 

CHANGES FROM PREVIOUS YEAR (Table 10) - Juvenile court traffic cases increased 
one percent in 1968 over the 1967 figure. Only rural courts experienced a decrease--
6 percent. 

Other Cases 

DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT (Tables 11, 12, 13)- Most juvenile courts have jurisdic­
tion over court actions involving dependent and neglected children as well as de­
linquent children. Dependency and neglect cases in the United States totaled 
141,000 in 1968, a decline of 8 percent from the 1967 figure. This continues the de­
cline first noted in 1967 in the number of dependency and neglect cases being handled 
by the juvenile courts. 

SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS - A small portion of cases involve adoption, custody of 
children, consent to marry, or other "special proceedings." Not all juvenile courts 
handle such cases. 
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SOURCES AND LIMITATIONS OF DATA 

Data on the number of juvenile delinquency Cases are based on a national sample of 
juvenile courts which, drawn from the Current Population Survey saLlple of the Bureau 
of the Census, is intended to be representative of the country as a whole. For this 
sample, the United Statef.l was first divided into about 2,000 prilnary sampling units, 
each consisting of a county or a· number of contiguous counties, such as those in a 
standard metropolitan statistical area. The 2,000 primary sampling units were then 
di"yided into 230 groups, each conSisting of a set of sampling units as much alike as 
possible as to regional location, population density, percent of nonwhite population, rate 
of growth, etc. From each group, a single primary sampling unit was selected at random, 
resulting in 230 sampling units in which 491 courts are located. 

As shown below, the majority of urban courts in the 1:3am pie serve large areas of 
100,000 or more population; semi-urban courts serve medium-sized areas; and rural 
courts, small areas of under 20,,000. 

All 
Number of courts serving populations of 

Type of courts 
courts 100,000 50,000- 20,000.: 10,000- Under 

or over 99,999 49,999 19,999 10,')00 

Total ••.•••••.•• 491 187 71 i22 58 53 

Urban .....•.•..•• 202 151 22 25 1 3 
Semi-urban •••••••• 162 36 43 55 12 16 
Rural. II ........... 127 -- 6 42 45 34 

In 1968, :426 courts, or 87 percent of the sample courts, reported. Of those courts 
not reporting, 27 were semi-urban, 13 urban, and 25 rural. 

Data on dependency and neglect cases are based on 1,795 courts reporting on such 
cases to the Children's Bureau. These courts include in their jurisdiction approximately 
two-thirds of the child population under 18 years of age. The national sample was not 
used here, since data on these cases were not available for a sizeable number of courts 
in the sample. 
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The statistics in this 'wbllcation represent the volume of children's cases disposed 
of by juvenile courts. Th"ese statistics are affected by several factors that must be 
considered in interpreting the data. The ages of children and the types of cases over 
which courts have jurisdiction are established by State law and often vary from State to 
State. These differences sffect the number of cases reported and, consequently, the 
comparabillty of the reports. Also, the number of children's cases reported by courts 
is influenced by the organization and scope of other agencies in the community. Agencies 
in one community may adjust cases and send them to agencies other than the juvenile 
courts; in another community, the juvenile court maybe one of the few agencies providing 
social services to children. Where social services for children are not well established, 
the -juvenile court may be used frequently, when no judicial authority is needed. Finally, 
whether or not a child ever comes to the attention of the court is often decided by 
varying community and parental attitudes toward a child's behavior. 

Because of these and othet limitations, juvenile court statistics, when taken by 
themselves, cannot measure the full extent of delinquency or dependency and neglect, and 
they can be particularly misleading when used to compare one community with another. 
They do indicate. however; how frequently the juvenile court is utilized in dealing with 
such problems. 
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DEFINITIONS OF TERMS 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY CASES are those referred for acts defined in the statutes of 
the State as the violation of a State law or municipal ordinance by children or youth 
of juvenile court age, or for conduct so seriously antisocial as to interfere with 
the rights of others or to menace the welfare of the delinquent himself, or of the 
communhy. This broad definition of delinquency includes conduct which violates the 
law only when committed by children; e.g., truancy, ungovernable behavior, and 
running away. Also included, but reported separately, are traffic violations whenever 
a juvenile court has jurisdiction in such cases. 

DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES cover neglect or inadequate care on the part of 
parents or guardians; e.g., lack of adequate care or support resulting from death, 
absence, or physical or mental incapacity of the parents, abandonment or desertion, 
abuse or cruel treatment, and improper or inadequate conditions in the home. 

SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS cover cases involving children in court for other than de­
linquency, traffic offenses, or dependency and neglect; e.g., adoption, institutional 
commitments for special purposes, application for consent to marry or to enlist in 
the armed forces, determination of custody or guardianship of a child, and per­
mission (to hospitals) for an operation on a child. 

THE UNIT OF COUNT is a case actually disposed of by a court. Such a case is counted 
each time a child is referred to court during the year on a new referral in de­
linquency, dependency, neglect, or in special proceedings. Referrals for alleged or 
adjudged delinquency cases are included. 

TYPE OF COURT is determined by the percentage of the population it serves that live 
in urban areas (as classified by the Bureau of the Census): for "urban courts," 
70 percent or more; for "semi-urban courts,"'3Q-69 percent; for "rural courts," 
under 30 percent. Since 1960, data from the 1960 decennial census have been used 
to determine the type of court. 
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METHOD OF HANDLING CASES is classified into judicial and nonjudicial, sometimes 
referred to as official and unofficial. "Judicial cases" are those where the court 
has acted on the basis of a petition or motion; "nonjudicial ca~es," consequently, 
are those cases which have been adjust~d by the judge, referee, probation officer, 
or officer of the court without the invocation of the court's jurisdiction through 
petition or motion. 
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Table 1. --NUMBER OF' DELINQUENCY CASES (EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) DISPOSED OF 
BY JUVENILE' COURT. UNI:rED STATES, 1968 

Total Boys Girls 
Type of' Court 

Number- Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total ••••• 899,800 100 708,200 lOQ 191,600 100 

Urban ............ 588,200 65 453,200 64 135,000 70 
Semi-urban •••••• 256,400 29 209,000 30 47,400 25 
Rural •••.••.•••. 55,200 6 46,000 6 9,200, 5 

Table 2.--MANNER OF HANDLING OF DELINQUENCY CASES (EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) 
DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1968 

Total ,Judicial Nonjudicial 
Type of' court 

~ }lumber Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total ••••• 899,800 100 425,400 100 474,400 100 

Urban ..••.•.•••• 588,200 65 286,600 67 301,600 ·64 
Semi-urban •••••• 256,400 29 108,200 26 148,200 31 
R1.ll"al ••••••••••• 55,200 6 30,600 7 24,600 5 

Table 3.--RATE OF DELINQUENCY CASES (EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) DISPOSED OF BY 
JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1968 

a Rate per 1,000 population 

Type of Court All courts Age jurisdictivn of court 

Under 16 Under 17 Under l8b 

Urban .•....••••• 43.0 29.7 40.9 48.5 
Semi-urban •• ~ ••• 39.3 13.9 32.4 45.6 
Rural ............ 15.7 3.1 13.7 19.3 

a These differential rates are calculated on the basis of the 1960 
child population at risk; that is, from age 10 to the upper limit of 
the court'$ jurisdiction. 

b A small number of courts having jurisdiction of children under 21 
years of age are included here. The number of cases involved does not 
seriously affect the rates of the courts in this column. 
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Table 4.--PERCENT CHANGE IN DELINQUENCY CASES (EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) 
DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1967-1968 

Type of court Total Boys Girls Judicial Nonjudicial 

Total. II ••••••••.• II •••• +11 +10 +12 +11 +10 

Urban ......•.••.........•.•.. +12 +11 +13 +12 +11 
Semi-urban ................... +9 +9 +7 +10 +8 
Rural •..••••.•....•. , .....•.. +9 +7 +21 +3 +19 

Table 5.--NUMBER AND RATE OF DELINQUENCY CASES DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE 
COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1940-1968 

Delinquency casesa Rate per 
Year 1,000 child 

Including traffic Excluding "traffic populationc 

1940 ...... 0 ,~ ................. 200,000 
1941 •....•.•................ 224,000 
1942 .........•.............. 250,000 
1943" ................ & ••••••• 344,000 
1944 ..•...•••••.•...••••..•. 330,000 

1945 ..•.•.....••..•... , •...• 344,000 
1946 •••••••••••••••••••••••• 295,000 
1947 ........................ 262,000 
1948 ... II' •••••••••••••••••• 254,000 
1949. I ••• II II •••••••••••• II. 272,000 

1950 ...•......... I ••••• II ••• 280,000 
1951 ••.•.••......•••••....•• 298,000 
1952 •.•....•.......•...•.... 332,000 
1953 ....•..•• I •••••••••••••• 374,000 
1954 ..••.•..•.• I ••••• I •••••• 395,000 

1955 ........... I ••••••••••••• 431,000 
1956 •.••.••••••••..•.•.•.... 520,000 
1957 ..•.•....••.•••.•.••.••• 603,000 440,000 19.8 
1958 ...•....•.....•.......•. b 703,000 473,000 20.1 
1959 ••.•••...•. ,. •.•..••..••• b 773,000 483,000 19.6 

1960 .. t ••••••••••••••••••••• 813,000' 510,000 20.1 
1961 ••....••.••••.•••.••••.• 801,000 503,000 19.3 
1962 .••••....•..•.. "'. I •••••• 867,000 555,000 20.5 
1963 ...•••.••.•..•....•••... 967,000 601,000 21.4 
1964 •.......• , ...••.••..•... 1,128,000 686,000 23.5 

1965 ...........• ,. ........... 1,157,000 697,000 23.6 
1966 ...•••.•. 'I" ••••••••••••• 1,268,000 745,000 24.7 
1967 •...••..•. II;. •••••••••••• 1,360,:300 811,000 26.4 
1968 ....... , ..... 1.,. lo •••••• 1,455,000 900,000 28.7 

a Data for 1955-1967 estimated from the national sample of Juvenile courts. Data prior to 
1955 estimated by the Children's bureau, based on reports from a comparable group of courts. 
Inclusion of data tor Alaska and Hawaii beginning in 1960 does not materially affect the trend. 

b Much of the increase is accounted for in one State by administrative change in the method of 
:wndling Juvenile traffic cases. 

c Based on U,S. child population 10-17 years of age. 
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Table 6. --NUMBER AND PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF DELlliQTJENCY CASES 
(EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILT!: COURTS, BY TYPE 
OF COURT, UNITED STATES, 1958-1968 

Urban Cases Semi-Urban Oases Rural Cases 
Year 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

1958 •••••••••••• 298,000 63 120,000 26 52,000 11 
1959 •••••••••••• 295,000 61 127,000 26 61,000 13 
1960 •••••••••••. 344,000 67 128,000 25 42,000 8 
1961 ............. 350,000 69 119,000 24 34,000 7 
1962 ..••••...... 383,000 69 132,500 24 39,500 7 
1963 •••••••••••• 414,000 69 146,000 24 41,000 7 
1964 ..•....•..•• 456,000 67 181,000 26 49,000 7 
1965 .• " ••••..••• 470,000 68 183,500 26 43,000 6 
1966 •••••••••••• 490,000 66' 206,500 28 48,500 6 
1967 •••••••••••• 525,000 65 235,300 29 50,700 6 
1968 •••••••••••• 5S8,200 65 256,400 29 55,200 6 

Table 7.--NUMBER AND PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF DELlliQUENCY CASES 
(EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE COURTS BY MANNER 
OF HANDLING, UNITED STATES, 1958~1968 

JUdicial Cases Nonjudicial Cases 
Year 

Number Percent Number Percent 

1958 .•............ 237,000 50 233,000 50 
1959 •••••••.••.••• 250,000 52 233,000 48 
1960 •••••••••••••• 258,000 50 256,000 50 
1961 •••••••••••.•. 257,000 51 246,000 49 
1962 .•......•..••• 285,000 51 270,000 49 
1963 .•... _ ........ 298,000 50 303,000 50 
1964 •••••••••••••• 333,000 49 353,000 51 
1965 •••••••••••••• 327,000 47 370,000 53 
1966 .•••• ,. •.•..... 357,000 48 387,000 52 
1967 .•••• _ .••••••. 382,100 47 428,900 53 
1968 Ii ••••••••••••• 425,400 47 474,400 53 

~, 
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Table 8.--NUMBER AND PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF DELINQUENCY CASES 
(EXCLUDING TRAFFIC) DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE COURTS, BY SEX, 
UNITED STATES, 1958-1968 

Boys Girls 
Year 

Number Percent Number Percent 

1958 .•• e •••••••••• 383,000 81 87,000 19 
1959 •••••••••..• 0. 393,000 81 90,000 19 
1960 .••.•.• 0 •••••• 415,000 81 99,000 19 
1961 •............. 408,000 81 95,000 19 
1962 ............... 450,000 81 104,500 19 
1963 •••••••• ~ ••••• 485,000 81 116,000 19 
1964 .....•....... 0 555,000 81 131,000 19 
1965 .............. 555,000 80 142,000 20 
1966 .....•........ 593,000 80 152,000 20 
1967 •••....••....• 640,000 79 171,000 21 
1968 .•••.........• 708,200 79 191,000 21 

Table 9.--NUMBER AND MANNER OF HANDLING TRAFFIC CASES DISPOSED OF BY 
JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1968 

Total Judicial Nonjudicial 
Type of court 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total ••••• 554,800 100 127,000 100 427,$00 100 

Urban •.....•...• 403,300 73 77,300 61 326,000 76 
Semi-urban •••••• 126,$00 23 30,100 24. 96,700 23 
Rural .•..•.•.•.• 24,700 4 19,600 15 5,100 1 

Table 10. --PERCENT CHANGE IN TRAFFIC CASES DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE 
COURTS, UNITED STATES 1967-1968 

Type of cOl.:,rt Total JUdicial Cases Nonjudicial Cases 

Total ••••• +1 +2 (a) 

Urban •••••.••••• +3 (a) +5 
Semi-urban •••••• +2 +6 +1 
Rllr'al. ,. ... ,. .. ,. ..• -6 +2 -17 

a Less than 0.5 percent change. 
13 

i 
• , _____ J 

, . 
\ 



\ ' 

I I­I 

! 
1 
! 
; 
I 

I 
! 

, , 

'e I 

l4 

t., __ 
j~ J AI 

Table 1l.--NUMBER AND RATE OF DEPENDENCY AND NEGLfCT CASES DISPOSED 
OF BY JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1968 

Rate per 1,000 child populationb 
Number 

Type of court of All Age jurisdiction of court 
cases courts Under 16 Under 17 Under 

TJrban ••.• # •••••• 93,000 2.6 1.7 2.8 2.9 
Semi-urban •••••• 35,000 2.9 1.8 3.1 3.1 
Rural ........... 13,000 1.4 0.9 2.3 1.2 

18c 

a Based on the data from 1,795 courts whose jurisdiction include 
almost three-fourths of the child population under 18 years of age. 

b Calculated on basis of the 1960 child population at risk, that is, 
the child population under l6,for courts whose age jurisdiction is 
under 16, etc. 

C A small number of courts having jurisdiction of children under 21 
years of age are included here. The number of cases involved do not 
seriously affect the rates of the courts in this column. 

Table 12. --PERCENT CHANGE IN DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES DISPOSED OF 
BY JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1967-1968a 

Type of court Total Judicial cases Nonjudicial cases 

Total. ••• -5 -7 -1 

Urban ........... -6 -9 -1 
Semi-urban •.••• -1 -3 +3 
R'UI'"al •••••••••• -8 -8 -8 

a Based on data from ~,309 courts, reporting both years, whose juris­
diction includes over two-thirds of the child population under 18 
years of age, 
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Table 13.--NTJMBER AND RATE OF DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES DISPOSED OF 
·BY JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1946-1968a 

Number Rate per 1,000 child Year of populationb 
cases 

1946 ................. 101,000 2.4 
1947 ................. 104,000 2.4 
1948 ................. 103,000 2.3 
1949 ...............•. 98,000 2.1 
1950 ••••••••••••••••• 93,000 1.9 

1951 ....... II ••••••••• 97,000 2.1 
1952 ....•............ 98,000 1.9 
1953 ................. 103,000 1.9 
1954 ...... . , .......... 103,000 1.9 
1955 ................. 106,000 1.9 

1956 ••••••••••••••••. 105,000 1.8 
1957 •••••••••••.••••• 114,000 1.9 
1958 ................. 124,000 2.0 
1959 ................. 128,000 2.0 
1960 ................. 131,000 2.0 

1961 ... , ........... " . 140,000 2.1 
1962 ................. 14.1,000 2.0 
1963 ................. 146,000 2.1 
1964- ..•••.. fI ••••••••• 150,000 2.1 
1965 ................. 157,000 2.2 

1966 ................. 161,000 2.2 
1967 ................. 154,000 2.1 
1968 ............. III •• It 141,000 1.9 

a Data for 1955-1967 estimated from cdurts serving about two-thirds 
of the child population under 18 years of age in the United states. ~ 
Data prior to 1955 estimated by the Children's Bureau, based on reports 
from a smaller but comparable group of courts. Inclusion of estimates 
from Alaska and Hawaii beginning in 1960 does not materially affect 
trend. 

b Based on U.S. child population under 18 years of age. 
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Table 14,--CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY AND NONJUDICIALLY BY 
ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1965a 

Age under JUDICIAL CASYS NONJUDICIAL CASYS 

Area eerved by courtb 
\/tdoh 

court has Delinqu.ncy Dependenoy Speoial Delinquency Dependency Speoial 
original (except Trartio Dnd pro- (.xc.pt rrarCic and pro-

JuriDdiction tr.rClc) neglect ceedings traffio) neglect .. "dings 

AtABAJ.IA: 
Jerferson Co. (Birminghem) ........ c 16, 18 1,809 53 1,002 - '06 18 2'1 -
MadisOD Co. (Huntsville) .......... c 16 619 - 168 - 35 - 6 -
II.oblle Co. (Mobile) ............... c 16 437 15 466 - 1,128 - 153 -
I&lntgomery Co. (IIontgcaery! ••••••• c 16, 18 381 - 173 - 2% - -- -"Tuscaloosa Co. (Tuscalooa8 ••••••• c 16 222 5 180 - 57 17 10 -
62 SUlttil courts ••••••••• , ••••••••• c 16 1,634 138 1,220 - )64 14 15 -

ARIZONA: 
1 ecmllll court •••••• o •••••••••••••• 18 U, 6 103 1 "9 449 -- -

AAJWIS,\.5 : 
Pul.ski Co. (Little Rock) ......... 18 433 - 76 - 187 1 III --
26 BUlBtl courtG ••••••••••••••••••• 18 9'2 - 200 - 157 - 60 -

CALIFORNIA: 
c 21 Alamed. Co. (Oakland) ............. 2,548 234 441 - 10,877 21,738 1,136 '8' 

Contra Costs Co. (Richmond) ....... c 21 1,606 67 290 I' 3,123 - '11 2 
Fresno Co. (Freano) •• ., •••••••••••• c 21 1,633 '16 ))6 3 1,036 720 339 3 
Humboldt Co. (Eur.ka) ............. c 21 198 9 SO 2 1,022 1,390 144 1 
Kern Co. (O.k.rDCleld) ............ c 21 1,034 2' 328 20 3,128 6,799 '16 2 
loa AnP,el •• Co. (1.0. Angel.s) ..... c 21 12,711 462 577 136 5,878 147,525 3,693 673 
Marin Co. (Ross VaUey) ........... c 21 382 18 112 3 1,307 32 227 -
!.Ionterey Co. (SIIlina.) ............ c 21 538 3 97 -- 2,741 224 114 -
OroOP,c Co. (Anahelm) .............. c 21 4,5% 81 597 , 4,998 23,917 1,097 3 
Riveroidc Co. (Riv.roide) ......... c 21 2,158 23 4% 8 "!-,451 7,002 695 6 
Sacramento Co. (S.cramento) ••••••• c 21 1,910 19 392 ~ 5,359 8,'80 767 3 
San Bernardino Co. (5. Bernardino) a 21 2,7" 16 737 2 2,335 10,711 1,056 -
San Diego Co. (Ssn Diego) ......... c 21 4,563 1<1 1,118 13 7,093 24,669 2,015 4 
San Francisco Co. (5. Fnmcie:co) •• c 21 Z,284 19 621 42 5,309 1,892 1,326 4 
San Joaquin Co. (Stockton) ........ c 21 879 48 210 Z 1,504 498 314 2 
Snn Ilateo Co. (San Mateo) ......... c 21 1,282 6 207 5 1,742 5,833 460 1 
Sants Barbor. Co. (Snnts Barbara). c ~l 7/4 15 101 <I 922 4,022 147 1 
Sants Clftr. Co. (SIIn Jose) ........ • 21 Z,0B9 28 ~11 178 6,340 16,772 1,833 3 
Solano Co. (V.lleJo) .............. c 21 39' 12 235 1 136 82 340 2 
SoTlOllln Co. (Sants lless) ........... • 21 348 1 214 3 1,671 1,274 376 • 1 
Stsnislaus Co. (J.Iodesto) .......... • 21 547 34 208 - 1,298 2 266 -
Tular. Co. {Vis.U.) .............. c 21 684 14 159 1 415 3,499 185 -
Ventura Co. (Oxnard) .............. c 21 1,364 12 156 27 2,472 6,3% 273 10 
35 8mall courts ........................ c 21 3,712 113 1,023 34 11,116 7,156 1,726 6 

COLORADO: 
(d) Adruan Co. (lIeslminister). ......... 18 770 1,005 399 11 -- 84 -

Af1lpaho. Co. (Englewood) .......... 18 299 (dl 101 <2~ ~- - - --
Denver Co. (Denver City) .......... 18 3,169 (d 279 818 276 - 1 -El PnBD Co. (Colorado Si.ing.) .... 18 367 (d) 148 371 <In - , -Jeff.roOD Co. (Iake\/ood .......... 18 249 (d) 110 346 142 - 3 -Pueblo Co. (Pu.blo) ............... 1& 7' (d! 92 124 747 - 1 -!Ii' amall courts •• t .................. 18 467 (d 175 821 305 - 56 -

CONIIECTICUT: 

f) Fir.t Di.trict - Bridgeport ....... 16 574 460 <178 2,<193 - - -
Second District - New Haven ••••••• 16 1,219 d) 304 712 3,121 - - -
Third Distriot - Hartford ......... 16 54' d) 408 643 2,119 - - -

m;UIIAl!E: 
Hell Castle Co. (llilmington) ....... 18 4,277 1,721 -- - -- - - -
1 dllUlll court ••• , ••••••••••••••••• 18 491 541 277 38 37 - l' -

DISTRICT OF COlJJMBIA: 
lIa.tdngton, (Clty) ................ 18 3,314 '40' 264 - 2,374 62 12 -

FtoRIDA: 
Br.vard Co. (Melbourne) ........... 17 543 323 123 276 1,209 441 53 --
Brevard Co. (Fort Iaud.rdale) ..... 17 1,127 218 424 430 3,187 3,081 81' 17 
Pede Co. (Uio.ml) ••••••••••••• t •••• 17 2,628 82 1,007 893 2,293 11 44 148 
~val Co. (J •• knonvlll.) .......... 17 779 1,752 779 433 4,'79 2 1,842 121 
!eoruabl. Co. (P.ns.oola) .......... 17 1,0'4 '98 863 4'1 567 18 332 9 
HtUobo""'llh Co. (Tampa) .......... 17 1,088 • 89 1,863 148 4,046 1,88<1 170 ~ 
Orange Co. (Orlando) .............. 17 771 180 381 26' 1,218 350 22 14 
PnlJa Be.cb Co. (II. Pnlm Beach) .... 17 549 134 III 314 1,994 63 39' 23 
PineUa. Co. (St. Peteroburg) ..... 17 849 1,390 176 444 1,852 - - -
I'olk Co. (lAkel.nd) ............... 17 567 7'2 233 17 1,028 201 221 28 
Volwll.. Co. (Daytona De.cb) ....... 17 491 67 13' III 1,8n 417 132 7 
~ amall CourtB.4 ••••• ".~ ......... 17 ',31.6 2,381 1,414 881 4,'96 1,393 I 764 '1 

GECJlOIA. 
Bibb Co, (lIocon) ..... \' ........... 17 '31 16 81 41 - -, - -Cbsthem Co, (S. vnnnah ............ 17 341 - 97 156 385 - " -
Cobb Co. (Ilariatta) ............... 17 9'3 248 1)7 - -- -; - -
DelColb Co," !De •• turj ............... 11 1,400 748 41' 22 ,~O 329 ' - 1,412 
Fulton Co. Atlanta •••••••••••••• 17 2,201 1,667 552 )61 2,'119 

'0 I '26 -
lluacoge. Co. ~ColumbUo) ........... 17 1,110 154 1'2 181 - .- -Riohmond Co. Augusta) •• " ••••• f •• 17 319 13 106 4 78 ' 

43a 
'0 4 

1.1.3 small ccu.rta •••••••••••••••••• 17 6,010 7~1 1,286 '29 1,698 278 13O 

llee rootnoto. It end or tabl •• 
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Table 14. --CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY AND NONJUDICIALL Y BY 
ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1968 8 --(continued) 

Ag. under JUDICIAL CASES NONJUDICIAL CASES 

Are, 80rved by courtb which 
court has o.linquency Dependency Spechl Delinquency Dependency Special 
original (oxcept Traffi. and pro- (except TrafC1c and pro-

Jurisdiction traffic) neglect ceedings trorr!c) neglect ceedings 

HAIIAU: 
lnt Circuit (Honolulu) ............. 10 2,882 893 100 870 3,502 1,866 10 -

IDAHO: 
1 omall court ....................... 18 137 - - -- 7 -- -- -

ILLIl«ltS, 
Cook Co. (ChicaPoo) ................. c 17, 18 10,n3 - 2,965 -- 390 -- 1,00.: -
OuPnJl< Co. (york) .................. • 17 18 60 - 88 ~2 269 - - 6.0\ 
Kane Co. (Aurora) .................. e 17: 18 154 - 212 91 35 - - -!.ok. Co. (lIauk_Can) ................ c 17, 18 431 - 77 149 - -- - --
lladi.on Co. (Alton) ................ c 17, 18 71 - 100 25 73 -- lOS 5 
Pnoria Co. (Peoria) ................ a 17, 18 40 - 38 18 94 - - -
St. ClaIr Co. (E. St. Louia) ....... a 17, 18 217 - 70 - 37 - 39 --
IIUI Co. (Joli.t) .................. a 17, 18 123 -- 9 31 178 - 13 --
VIMebsgo. Co. (Roakford) .......... a 17, 18 2,300 - 112 34 - - -- -
11 Bcs1l courts ...................... a 17, 18 387 -- 170 32 271 -- 180 -

INDIAIU 
Allen Co. (Fort lIayne) ............. 18 456 2 13 1 1,155 11 2 1 
Elkhart Co. (Elkhart) .............. 18 34 -- 12 -- III 5 -- -
!.ok. Co. (eery) .................... 18 914 - 102 3 861 1 24 9 
Madison Co. (Anders'''') ............. 18 193 - -- -- 219 -- - -
Marion Co. (Indianapolis) .......... 18 2,709. 10 407 - 86 1 -- -
St. Joseph Co. (South Bend) ........ 18 157 -- - - 203 -- -- -
Vonderbur1 Co. (Evunav1l1e) ........ 18 366 2 365 1', 1,092 16 13 19 
Vigo Co. Terre Haut.) ............. 18 152 1 - J7 90 - -- -
60 aoo11 courts •••••••••••••••••••• 18 2,749 127 168 107 3,309 46 362 28 

tOllA, 
(d) (d) Blaak HaWk Co. (Waterloo). ......... 18 141 118 - 901 8 -

Linn Co. (Cedar Rapids) ............ 18 148 (d) 48 -- 1,444 (d) 53 --
Polk Co. (0.. Moine.) .............. 18 484 (d) 204 - 992 (d) 26 -
Scott Co. (Davenport) .............. 18 309 (d) 117 -- 834 (d) 37 -
Woodbury Co. (Sioux City) .......... 18 130 (d) 8 - 400 (d) 3 -
19 BllUJll courts:~ ••••••••••••••••••• 18 391 (d) 458 - 1,813 (d) 302 -

KANSAS: 
Johnson Co. (Prairie View) ......... 18 193 2 201 6 1,423 9 '9 3 
S"dgwlck Co. {lIi.hita) ............. 18 815 42 127 , l' -- I 1 
Shawn •• Co. (Topeka) ............... 18 28S 26 91 10 726 121 118 5 
lIyand.)tte Co. (Kanaa. City) ........ 18 496 11 53 6 2,592 147 438 36 
94 smsll courts. f •••••••••••••••••• 18 2,227 604 361 '0 1,980 32' 112 33 

KElrrUCKY, 
Ken~n Co. (Covington), ............ 18 521 , 148 -- 406 3 1 -
99 slllOll. c:n.lrtn •• f. t. I ••••••••••••• 18 3,512 80 393 n_ 1,117 11 72 -

LOUISIANA, 
Cft4do Parish (Shreveporl) •••••••••• 17 179 1,103 77 159 635 -- - -
Eo. t Do ton Rouge (Do ton Rouge) ..... 17 982 .1,197 145 12 705 - - --
Jefferoorl Parish (Crctno) •••••••••• 17 822 1,165 16 445 -- -- -- -
Orl.an. Pariah (New Orl •• na) ....... 17 3,067 3,122 525 -- 2,0'.)9 -- -- --
4th Judioisl DIstrict (~.ohl ta) ... 17 85 141 49 11 260 " 34 42 
9th Judicial Di.trict (Rapid .. ) .... 17 34 119 -- 67 l' 32 18 --
14th Judiaial Dlotrlot (Cal.asieu). 17 89 1 63 -- 951 32 170 12' 
43 tJmsll courts ••••• t ••• I •••••••••• 17 3,938 2,040 721 402 4,303 424 315 261 

IoIAINB: 
Aroo.took Co (Pr.sque lule) ...... 17 296 - 18 - -- -- - -
Cumborlsnd Co· (Portland City) ..... 17 158 - 106 - 207 -- -- -
Pcnoba.ot Co. (Rangor) ............. 17 342 - 2 -- -- -- - --
13 small oo~rta .................... 17 974 -- 7 -- 51 1 2 -

MARYIAND, 
Aruw Arui)d~l Co. lAnnupolln) •••••• , 18 773 - 87 -- 121 - -- --
lloltlmJrl"' Cl ty •• I ••• ~ ••• ,. r'. of'", 16 1,631 -- ~16 1 4'7 -- 6 --
J4:JntgOlllery Co. (Sllvor Spring) ..... 16 1,248 -- 256 1 1,03' - 27 2 
Prince Ce~r~.'. Co. (ll,yntt.vl11e) .. 18 3,605 - 505 10 170 - 22 13 
~O t:lJtol1 courta •••••••••• ,_., ....... 18 7,300 -- 1,926 n 2,'66 -- 210 62 

IoIASSACIIUSETl'S: 
(e) !'<rkohlr. Co. 'Pltt.C1"ld Citr) .... 17 31' - -- -- - -- --

Briat..~1 Co. {l1o>w Bedford City ••••• 17 1,405 (0) -- - - - - --r", •• t Co. (1.Ynn City) .............. 17 1,568 (e) -- -- -- -- - --
Ibmpd." Co. (Sr;;!nerleld City) ..... 17 1,824 (e) -- -- - -- - -
nompahire Co. Northhn~pton Cl ty) .. 17 290 (e) -- -- - -- - -MidH ••• x Co. (Cnmbrldge City) ..... 17 2,802 

1:1 
- -- - - -- --

Nlrtolk Co. (~lncy City) .......... 17 1,2" - - -- -- - --
Plyr.1Outh Co, (Brockton City) ....... 17 1,339 CO - -- -- - - -
SuCfolk Co. (Dooton Ct ty) .......... 17 ',668 1: -- -- - -- - --
IIprco.t.r Co. (liorceater City) ..... 17 2,249 - -- -- - - -
I. Dmall courts •• , •••••••••••• " •••• 17 7'0 (e) . -- -- -- - -
s .. footnote •• t end or table, 
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Table 14.--CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY AND NONJUDICIALLY BY 
ALL JUVJ!!NILE COURTS REPORTnllG FOR 1965a --(continued) 

Age under JUDICIAL CAS/:S OONJUDICIAL CAS/:S 

Arp.a served by courtb which 
court has Delinquonoy Dependency Special Delinquency Dependency Special 
original (e.cept Traffic snd pro- (except Traffic and pro-

Jurisdiction traffic) neglect ceedings tr.ffic) neglect ceedlngs 

laCHIGAII: 
Doy Co. (Doy City) •••••••••••••••• 17 291 - 37 -- 82 453 -- -
Berrien Co. (Ilenton Hnrbar) ....... 17 J/,l - 39 -- - 510 - --
Calhoun Co. (Do tU. Croek) ........ 17 J71 -- 134 - 96 654 -- --
Gene •••• Co. (FUnt) .............. 17 838 - 460 - - 617 - -
IO!:hnm Co. (Lnnsing) .............. 17 356 - 173 - 68 13 -- -
SaokDon Co. (Jackson) ............. 17 J43 - 200 -- 14 101 -- -
Kalbmozoo Co. (Kalamazoo) •• 0 ••• 00' 17 217 -- lOS -- 986 1,299 - -
Kent Co. (Orand H.fid.) ........... 17 372 - 229 - 230 3,082 - -
llac:m>b Co. (llarron ........... ' .... 17 943 -- 188 -- 530 2,747 -- --
IIonroe 0<:.. (lionro.) ............... 17 127 -- 79 - 82 465 -- --
l.Iu.kegon Co. (Muskegon) ........... 17 273 -- 73 - 542 385 - -
Oakland Co. (PonU •• ) ............. 17 1,034 -- 421 -- 2,028 4,674 - -St. Clair Co. (Port Huron) ........ 17 136 -- 77 - 4 449 - --
lI.ohtennw Co. (Ann Arbor) ......... 17 175 -- 62 - 253 456 - --
lIayne Co. (Detroit) ............... 17 3,821 - 1,574 -- 2,439 8,470 - --
61 small court .................... 17 2,955 -- 1,415 - 1,135 5,189 -- -

laNNESOTA: 
HeMepln Co. (II1nne.>.U.) ........ 18 2,366 5,146 - -- 1,444 - - -Rnmsey Co. (st. Paul ............. 18 1,604 3,875 - - -- -- -- -
St. Loui. Co. (Duluth) ............ 18 418 798 - - 378 - - -
84 :Jalall courta •• 0 •••••••••••• 0 ••• 18 7,907 8,836 -- -- 1,21S - - -

J,!ISSISSIPPt: 
Hnrria,Jn Co. (Blloxi) ............. 18 429 6 444 - -- -- - -
Hind. Co. (Jackson) ............... 18 346 S 82 -- 494 2 7 --
80 sI'IIol1 courts •• "", <I .............. 18 2,198 22 952 -- 1,11~ 21 438 --

laSSOUHI: 
Greene Co. (Springfield) .......... 17 40 - 127 1~0 479 539 10 -
Jaok.on Co. (Kanaa. City) ......... 17 1,366 100 336 526 2,740 1,984 401 l'~ 
St. LoUis Co. (University City) ... 17 864 41 .338 1,070 S,878 1,842 423 4. 
St. Louis (City) .................. 17 377 - 70 62, 3,337 2,487 119 33 
111 small courts •••••••••••••••••• 17 1,732 304 723 1,2S2 4,'76 2,'78 ~, 34 

I&)IITAHA: 
2 small =ta .................... 18 20 -- 5 - 833 -- -- -

!/E!lRASI(A, 
Lancaster Co. (Linooln City) ...... 18 S42 21 17 1 22~ 6 .35 -

I/E\I ILWPSlIlRE: 
Hlllob>rour,h Co. (llanchoator Cl ty) 17 881 -- 105 -- 90 -- 27 --
? iJ~ll ('ourto ••••• ~ ••• Of .......... 17 603 -- 94 -- 123 -- 4 --

IIr.\I JEI~1F.Y: 
MIII .. U. Ct). (~tlnnH. City) ...... 18 780 - -- - -- -- -- --1\t1rr,t'n Co. (VuLrl"wn) ••• ,. 0,,_ of" •• 18 2,7!4 -~ 62 -- -- -- -- --
BurUOt{ton Co. (New llllnavcr) •••••• 18 985 60 17 -- -- -- -- -
Camlit'n Co. (Camden) ................ 18 2,034 -- .3 60 617 - -- 90 
Gbuo.oter Co. (lJeptford) ......... 18 1,033 - -- -- 121 -- -- -II1ddle.cx Co. (Edinon) ............ II 1,770 -- 223 188 -- -- -- --
IIonr.lOuth Co. (lI1ddletown) ••••••••• lq 2,60S -- -- - -- -- -- -
IIorria Co. (Pnrelppany-Trny 1I11ls) 18 836 -- -- - -- -- -- --
Paotllia Co. (P.tterson) ........... 18 2,OS9 -- -- 153 - - -- -
Somerset Co. (Franklin 'lVr) ....... 18 316 32 -- ~ 95 9 -- 222 
Union Co. (Elizabeth City ........ 18 2,762 -- 35 -- 140 - -- --
2 amoll cQ1.lrta ••••••• ,o' •••••••••••• 18 418 26 236 86 118 1 39 243 

I/E\I MEXICO: 
Bern.UIlo Co. (Albuquerque) •••••• 18 116 54 -- - 1,988 3,901 -- -
31 t,J/Uflll counts ••••••••• , ••••••••• IS 1,.305 2,343 -- -- 5,J88 2,607 -- --

1/1':11 YORK: 
o 16 Albany Co. (Alb.ny) ............... 339 -- 239 -- -- -- -- --

Dr:)Ome Co. (5iO!:hamton) ........... e 16 lSI -- 123 -- -- -- -- -
ChautBUqUn Co. (JamestO\ln) .......... a 16 133 -- 90 -- -- -- -- -
Dut.ho •• Co. (p~hke~poie) ....... • 16 157 -- 27 -- -- -- - -Ed. Co. (Buffolo ................ Q 16 744 - 33i.! - 904 - -- -
IIonroe Co. (Roche.t.r) ............ Q 16 ~% -- 86 - 904 -- 72 --
Nassau Co. (JlCrn3tosd), ........... ,"'. o 16 437 -- 87 -- 8~S -- 36 -
'Hev York (Clty)f ••• f ••• , ••• ~ ••• t., o 16 7,169 -- 2,951 - 3,083 - -- --
Nlagnra Cq. (Niagara Falls) ....... o 16 76 -- " -- 31b -- I -
Qnf>ldQ Co. (Uticn) I •••• " •••• f''', Q 16 48 -- 13 -- -- -- -- --
On~nd.ga Co. (SyrllouDe) ........... Q 16 529 -- 141 -- 949 -- 116 -
OroJlf.c Co. {Newburc:h) ............. , • 16 217 -- 68 -- -- -- - --
RC"MDclacr Co. (Troy) ••••••••••• ,. c 16 130 -- 72 -- 32 -- 12 -
f!oc~lan1 Co. (Orsnl!et""") ......... Q 16 56 - 22 -- 2~' - 102 -
St. Lnwrence Co. (Ogdenburg) ...... c 16 90 - 131 - - - -- --
Scheno"tady Co. (SOhCn.ctady) ..... o 16 77 -- 81 -- 40 - 48 --
SurtoUt Co. (Islip), ••••• , •• _ ••••• c 16 819. -- lOS -- 380 - 24 --
Ulster Co. (Kingston) I •••• ' <It ••••• c 16 80 -- IS -- -- - - -
Woatcheoter Co. (YenkerD) •••••• , ~ I o 16 29/• -- 191 -- 625 -- 28 --
39 Imull cQ\lrt.IJ ••• , ••••• " •• f ••••• c 16 1,034 -- 1,S13 -- 2,803 - '7 --
Seo footnQtu at end of tabl •• 
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Table 14.--CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALL','l AND NONJUDICIALLY BY 
ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1965a --(continued) 

----
Age under JUDICIAL CASES OOtlJUDICIAL CASES 

Are. served b:r court b 
which 

court bas De llnquency Dependency Special De ;tr!quency Dependency Special 
originsl (except Trattic and pro- (eXQept 'l;rattic .nd pro-

Jurisdiction traffic! neglect ceedings tr.(lic) neglect ceedings 

NOR11{ CAROliNA: I 
Buncombe Co. (Ash.Yill.) ........... 16 214 5 6 133 - - - -
Cl=berland Co. (Fayettcville) ...... 16 163 1 95 28 6 - -- 5 
Durha:a (Co. and City) .............. 16 345 7 8 -- 18 - - -
Forsyth Co. (Vin..ton..sa1em) ........ 16 J02 10 97 l84 4 -- -- I 
caston Co. (CSStoni.) .............. 16 269 12 160 219 4 - 15 10 
OuJl£ord Co. (er •• nsboro) .......... 16 4m 6 11 Jl 333 9 1 1 
Mecklenburg Co. (Cbsrlotte) ........ 16 420 32 93 530 597 2 53 42 
97 small courts. ~ •••••••••.•• e ••••• 16 J,014 77 616 112 212 10 43 26 

OORTH IWtOTA: 
Firat Judicial District (Fargo) •••• 18 568 53 52 200 857 1,135 7 3 
5 small J"dlo1al dietricte ......... 18 386 42 60 36 .3,373 2,812 122 20 

OlUO: 
Allen Co. (Lim.) ................... 18 514 404 73 - 521 744 - --
Sutler Co. (Hamilton) .............. 18 522 1,7m 102 39 869 - - -
Clark Co. (Springfield) ............ 18 96 87 163 17 615 744 1 -
Co11lmblano Co. (E. liverpool) ...... 18 267 513 31 -- 488 134 - -
Cuyahoga Co. lCleVeland) ........... 18 4,684 1,063 624 240 2/n4 - - 1 
Franklin Co. COlllmbua) ............ 18 1,051 4,122 635 110 1,891 39 29 18 
IItLtlilton Co. (Cincinnati) .......... 18 3,513 3,920 757 - 2,575 - 42 -
lake Co. (\llllovick) ............... 18 663 279 139 - 131 599 - --
Lorain Co. (l.ara1n) ................ 18 850 1,488 104 -- 1,On 3 1 -
Lucas Co. (Toledo) ................. 18 1,271 5,132 141 512 3,5(19 1 - 30 
ldahoning Co. (YOung8to11n) .......... 18 232 12 267 14 924 840 4 3 
J.l:>ntgomery Co. (Dnyton) ............ 18 1,140 3,925 215 232 4,047 1,865 1 9 
Richland Co. (llanstleld) ........... 18 578 926 105 - 41' 47 - -
Stark Co. (Canton) ................. 18 659 1,400 218 - 2 - - --
S\Jlllllit Co. (Akron) ................. 18 1,265 3,931 83 36 566 - - 1 
TrIlmbull Co. (\lonon) .............. 18 265 353 160 18 733 769 1 -
73 811!411 courta ••••• I0 •••••••••••••• 18 10,106 18,847 1,756 541 3,431 1,896 76 36 

OKLAHCIIA: 
: 16, 18 Oklabool. Co. (Oklahoma Ci'ty) ....... 646 - 538 388 340 1 - -

tIll.8 Co. (tIlla.) .................. 16, 18 380 245 359 197 1,180 5 59 68 
20 sCl411 eourts ••• 10; •• 10 •••••••••••• o 16, 18 3'8 1 182 21 146 12 3' -

OREOOH: 
Claclmmao Co. (J.I11vaukie) .......... 18 277 727 340 41 1,875 7 88 56 
Lone Co. (Eugene). 10 10.10 10 •• 10 .......... 18 809 15 77 3 1,798 40 7 3 
1larlon Co. (Salem) •••• I •• 10.10 10 ••• 10 •• 18 762 333 265 - 2,181 116 74 2 
Uult.n.>moh Co. (Portland) ........... 18 986 4,486 739 104 4,792 2,126 522 216 
28 "MIl courts •• 10 ••••••••••• 10 ••••• 18 3,878 3,'77 1,028 130 14,054 2,983 734 331 

PEHNSYLVAHIA: 
Allegheny Co. (Pittoburgh) ......... 18 676 14 505 6 ,,~~ 104 337 -
Be.ver Co. (AllqUirpa) ............. 18 22 - 4 - 8 - --
Berks Co. fRe.ding ................ 18 159 7 21 2 373 3 -- -
Dloir Co. Altoono.) ................ 18 166 5 60 - 246 2 , --
Sucks Co. (Bristol) ................ 18 237 10 -- - 570 17 1 -Cheater Co. (\ieat Chester) •.••••••• 18 154 7 7 - 514 29 2 --
1lo1.vQre Co. (Cheater). ............ 18 762 - 115 - 303 - - -
Erie Co. (Erie) .................... 18 182 1 4 - 231 3 2 -
F.yette Co. (Uniontown) ............ 18 59 19 -- -. 148 8 1 --
IaCkBVSIUlQ. Co. (Scranton) •.•••••• 10 • 18 168 100 3 -- 4 - 1 --
Lehigh Co. (Allentolln) ............. 18 226 17 1 2 262 19 2 2 
Luzorne Co. (WilkeB-Barre) ......... 18 343 13 - - - - - -
Wereer Co. (Sharon) ................ 18 1m J 18 - 1 - - -
J.bntg"",.r;y Co. (J.I:>rria town l ........ 18 1,S73 49 , - 2m 1 1 3 
I/ortlwlpton Co. (Bethlehfflol ........ 18 136 8 60 -- JOI 12 - 12 
1'bi1adelphia (City and Co ......... 18 10,103 - 998 - ",4m - - -
Schuylkill Co. (Pottsvillel •• ' ...... IS 198 28 - - 197 21 - -
VIBhington Co. (V8Bhin..ooton ........ 18 98 2 - -- 391 10 1 --\I •• tmore18nd Co. (1Icv rensington) .. 18 483 22 1 - .12 - - --
York Co. (york) .................... 18 141 8 - - 254 16 - -
.5 8111111 couti.a. 10 ••• 10 •• "It ••••••••••• 18 1!l7 6 21 - 306 4 2 -

I'Ufl1TO RiCO: 
Ponce (Ponce) •••••••••• , •••••••• , •• 18 841 114 - -- 273 - - -
San JUlrl (San Juan)." •• '" • •••••••••• 18 1,742 177 - - 786 - -- -7 amall courts,., •••••••••••••• ,.,. 18 1,713 281 - - 9'0 - - --

lIIIOll! ISLAlIIlI 
STAT! (Providenae) ••••• i ••••••••••• 18 682 1,159 196 905 137 -- - --

SOlm! CAI!OUNAI 
Spartanburg Co. (Spertanburg) ...... 16 1,054 196 - 763 - - - -
6 amall courte ••• , ••••••••••••••••• 16 2,220 - 256 671 47 - - JO 

BOIJn{ IWtOTA: I (d) (d) 42 8tIS 11 oourte., ........ , ............. 18 1,806 ~36 102 1,657 103 --
See tootnote. at end or tabl •• 
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Table 14.--CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY AND NONJUDICIALLY BY 
ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1965a --(continued) 

Age under JUDICIAL CASES tlJNJUDICIAL CASES 

Are •• erved by COtlrtb vhlch 
court has Delinquency Dependency Special Delinquency Dependency Special 
original (e.cept TraCCic and pro- ( .. cept Tr.Cfic .nd pro-

Jurisdiction traCric) neglect ceedingo traCric) neglect ceedings 

n:HNESSEE: 
Davidson Co, (Naahville). .......... 18 206 - - - - - - --
lIemlltcn Co. (Chatt.nooga) ......... 18 1.794 Vl6 130 270 420 5 3 11 
Shelby Co. (lIemph!s) ............... 18 2.205 .00 251 4'2 4.080 363 1.160 eOl 
Sullivan Co. (IUngsport) ........... 18 740 109 130 18 133 -- I --
91 small courts .................... 18 4.041 777 46' 549 839 3'1 169 30 

TlXAS: 
Bexar Co. (S.n Antcnio) ............ ~ 17, 18 570 - -- - 3.146 - - -Cameron Co. (Bravosville) .......... Q 17, 18 47 - - - 729 -- -- -
De.llss Co. (Della.) ................ c 17, 18 1.u56 9 389 3.291 6.850 63 - -
El ""00 Co. (El Paao) .............. c 17, 18 261 - -- -- 2.406 - -- -Harris Co. (Houston) ............... c 17, 18 '.416 42 204 2.030 6.017 7' 77 1.783 
Lubbock Co. (Lubbock) .............. c 17. 18 137 - - - 982 - - -lIuece. Co. (Corpus Chris U) ........ c 17. 18 466 - -- - 541 - - -Tarrant Co. ,Fort -Worth) ............ c 17. 18 251 11 177 - 1.717 -- 832 --
Taylor Co. (AbUen.) ............... o 17. 18 108 - - - 4rt/ - - -Trevia Co. (Auatin) ................ o 17. 18 102 2' 6' 504 1.426 -- -- --
114 tlMll court.!5., •• 00.0- ••••• 0 ••••• 17. 18 2.012 22 101 234 7.060 10 767 " 

UTAH: 
District 1. (OEd.n) ................ 18 1.200 '.018 132 - 1.S97 - - 31 
Di.trict n. (Salt lake City) ...... 18 3.089 6.186 '97 - 4.428 -- -- 34 
Dletrict Itt. (Provo) .............. 18 808 1.'00 78 - 1.318 - - 8 
2 small dIstricts ••••• to,. 0 •••••••• 18 877 1.159 117 - 545 - -- 19 

YmIIONT: 
12 smail COtlrts •• I ............ I ••••• 16 190 4 306 -- -- -- - --

VIRGINIA: 
Arlingtcn Co ....................... 18 579 981 23 '60 - - - -
falrC8% Co ...... t ....................... " ............ 18 1.565 202 527 25 27 1 - 3 
H('nrico Co .......................... 18 384 701 14 1'9 - - - --
Newport New. (City) ................ 18 728 308 78 120 - - - -
IlorColk (City) ..................... 18 2.776 919 S66 In -- - - -Portamouth (City) .................. 18 612 241 100 223 24 -- 2 22 
Richmond (Ctty) .................... 18 1.552 797 39' 624 629 1 8 36 
117 small courts .. o ................... 18 12,272 8.231 2.204 2.333 1.861 32 136 316 

VIRaIN ISUNIl;: 
2 811811 courtn ........................ 16 246 68 73 15 3 - - -

IIASHlNOlON: 
lUng Co. (Se.ttle) ................. 18 3,089 80' 1.955 400 98' 10.438 477 36 
Pierce Co .. (TacOIlIa) ...................... ! ..... 18 968 4.969 761 530 973 4 890 17 
Snobomlnh Co. (Everett) ............ 18 481 3.000 1.040 204 802 13 '48 8 
Spokane Co. (Spokanq) .............. 18 79' 1.276 381 15 1.040 861 406 1 
Yaldmn Co. (Y.kim.) ................ 18 293 1.612 239 144 861 235 391 4 
26 small courts ........................... I 18 4.149 1.539 2.701 '71 '.044 6.743 1.560 35 

\/EST VIRGINIA: 
Cabell Co. (Huntingtcn) ............ 18 237 9 67 69 400 - 32 46 
ICano..,ha Co. (Charleston) I .......... f"" 18 J44 10 129 51 550 - - -
53 small courts ................. , ............ 18 2.085 83 876 502 526 13 211 20 

IIISCONSIN: 
Brown Co. (Green Bay) ..................... 18 299 33 6' 128 633 JJ , 9 
Den. Co. (lIedi.on) ................. 18 238 7 11 15 1,902 1.348 54 -Kenosha Co. (lteno.ha) .............. 18 456 314 '8 40 - - 6 -
JLllvtlukee Co. (l.U.IW'Bukee) ............. " 18 3.602 1,031 494 1.072 7."7 237 9' 3 
Outegamie Co. (Appleton) ........... 18 34 4 7 15 1 -- -- -
Racine Co. (Re.clne) ... , .... I ... I ....... 18 374 25 63 29 n 67 -- I 
Rook Co. (J.nesv1Uo) .............. 18 646 293 114 37 38 416 1 -
lIauk •• ha Co. (~.uk •• ha) ............ 16 441 26 41 66 441 229 2 1 
IIIM.beg" Co. (OShkoeb) ............ 18 538 473 84 47 3 -- -- -
63 .118.11 courtR ••••••••••• , ..••.•• , 18 3,112 1.6rt/ 710 '6' 3.113 1.601 69 12 

(0) tm't \ll:LL: This tabl. is not limit.d to the .ample group at courts but rather inclUde all courts that trallBmitted reporte to tha 
Chlldr.n'. Dur •• u. The dots in thla tsble shoUld not be used tc make comparisollll between communities regarding the extent oC d.linqu.ncy. 
Qlegtlone concernilllf chnnge. In nn individual court'. d.ts CI'OIlI one year tc another should be directed tc that individual court. 

( ) Courts •• rvll\i area8 witt. populaUon or 100.000 or IDQre ar8 liated separ.tely. ahoVing the chiet city lo •• t.d in each .re •• Courts .erv-

i'or~:r~iil:/::~ ~~~/~~l.~~·o=~i:::~ ~~rg~::;~ j~i~d~t~~·ir17?~~~nt·t~m~~ .. ;~~i;la. the age Cor bay. appeara tirat. In Clli-
fornia tha Jurl.diction at tho .dult oourt rather than tha Juvenile court i. usually invoked Cor tho .. 18 yenr. of .ge or over. In l11ino1o. 
the ege Jurisdiotion 10 18 tor both boys and girls ill depend.ncy and negl •• t •••••• In South Caroline, dependen.y and negleot "chlld" ..... ne 
under 21 ye.r. ot .ge. In Vermont. negle.t Dr UIUl>aneg •• ble W .ge 18. In Nov York tha ag. lim! t tor negl.c~ c •••• is 16 Cor boye and 18 tor 
rr1rla• 

! ) lnoppU •• bl. - Juvenile court doe. not have Juriedlction over juvenile t ... tti. c ..... 
0) Dete on trettlJ ••••• included under "Delinquency - exoept traCtio •• 
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