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The statistics in this publication represent the volume of chil­
dren's cases disposed of by juvenile courts. They are affected by several 
factors. Ages of children and types of cases (e.g., traffic violations) over 
which courts have jurisdiction are establisiled by State law and often differ 
for courts in different States and sometimes for courts within the same State. 
This affects the number of cases reported and consequently the comparability 
of the reports from the various courts. 

The number of children's cases reported by different courts is also 
greatly influenced by variations in the organization and scope of the services 
of other agencies. Many communities have established agencies, such as a juve­
nile division of the police department, that adjust many cases or refer them 
to other community agencies rather than to the juverdle courts. In some com­
munities the juvenile court is one of the few agencies providing social serv­
ices to children. In others, programs of social services for children are well 
established; in these, the juvenile court is only one of many agencies dealiD& 
with children and is primarily used only when its authority as a judicial 
agency is needed. 

Furthermore, whether a child comes to the attention of the court is 
influenced by community and parental attitudes toward a child's behavior, and 
these attitudes vary from place to place. 

Because of these and other limitations (many of which are not sta­
tistically assessable), juvenile court statistics, when taken by themselves, 
can not measure the full extent of either delinqu~ncy, dependency) or neglect. 
They may be particularly misleading when used to make comparisons between one 
community and another. They do, however, indicate how frequently one important 
community resource, the juvenile court, is utilized for dealing with such 
cases. (For further discussion of the problems of measurement of juvenile 
delinquency, see 1. Richard Perlman: "Reporting Juvenile Delinquency," Na­
tional Probation and Parole Association Journal, July 1957,3, pp. 242-249.) 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses) 

Extent ••...•..••••. About 470,000 juvenile delin~uency cases (excluding traf­
fic offenses) were handled by juvenile courts in the United 
states in 1958. The estimated number of different children 
involved in these cases was somewhat lower (405,000), since 
the same child may nave been referred more than once during 
the year. These children represent 1.7 percent of all chil­
dren aged 10 through 17 in the country. (Note: These data 
are not comparable to those reported for prior years when 
traffic offenses were included with other delin~uency 
cases. See section on TfT:t'affic cases" below.) 

Trend ....••..•.•.•. In 1958, for the tenth consecutive year, delin~uency cases 
increased over the previous year. The increase for 1958 
was 7 percent. In other recent years, the increase in de­
lin~uency cases substantially exceeded the increases in the 
child popUlation. In 1958, however, the rise was much less 
than in other recent years and only slightly higher than 
6 percent rise in the child population. Boys' cases in­
creased approximately the same as girls' between 1957 and 
1958. The increase in delin~uency is not limited to the 
large cities as is so often supposed. On the contrary, the 
increase in 1958 was much greater in the rural courts (11 
percent) than in the urban and semi-urban courts (6 per­
cent). This same pattern has been in evidenc~ over the 
past several years, which seems to indicate that court 
delin~uency cases have been incTeasing faster in rural 
areas than elsewhere. 

Sex ratio .•.•.•••.• Delin~uency cases are primari~' a boy's problem; boys are 
referred more than four times as often as girls. 

Manner of handling. Cases handled unofficially -- without filing a petition 
are included in the data of this report. About half of the 
delin~uency cases were disposed of in this way. The pro­
portion of cases handled unofficially was higher in pre­
dominantly urban courts than in other types of courts, 
owing perhaps to the availability of specialized intake or 
probation staff in the larger urban courts. (For a discus­
sion of policy consideration in the unofficial disposition 
of cases, see Standards for §pecialized Courts Dea.ling with 
Children, Children I s Bureau Pub. No. 346, U. S. Govt. 
Printing Office, 1954, pp. 43-45.) 

In the percentage changes from 1957 to 1958, there was a 
striking contrast between the cases handled officially and 
those handled unofficially. While the overall increase in 
delin~uency cases between those two years was 7 percent, 
official cases decreased by 1 percent and unOfficial cases 
increased by 16 percent. This may mean: (1) that more of 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS--continued 

Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses)--continued 

the lesE serious delinquency came to the courts' attention, 
since cases handled unofficially are generally, but not 
always, of a less serious naiure or (2) that there have 
been changes by courts in their method of handling delin­
quency, with more of the cases being handled unofficially 
than in the previous years. 

Differential rates. The rate of delinquency cases (the number of cases per 
1,000 child population aged 10 through 17) was about 3 1/2 
times higher in predominantly urban areas than in pre­
dominantly rural areas. Courts in predominantly urban areas 
handle about two-thirds of all the delinquency cases in the 
country. 

Traffic cases 

Extent ••••••••••••• In addition to the 470,000 juvenile delinquency cases, 
about 230,000 traffic cases were disposed of by juvenile 
courts in the country in 1958. These cases involved roughly 
200,000 different children or about 0.8 percent of the 
child population. These traffic cases do not represent all 
traffic cases of juveniles since many juvenile courts do 
not have jurisdiction in such cases. They represent only 
those coming to the attention of juvenile courts. 

Change from 
previous year ..•••• Traffic cases increased by 41 percent in 1958 over the 

estimated number in 1957. MUch of this large increase is 
accounted for by an administrative change that occurred in 
one large State in 1958. In that State traffic cases for­
merly handled by the police were, in 1958, being handled 
in the juvenile courts. If this administrative change had 
not occurred, it is estimated that the increase in traffic 
cases in juvenile courts in 1958 over 1957 for the country 
as a whole would have been only 7 percent -- the same in­
crease as noted in the delinquency cases when traffic of­
fenses are excluded. 

Discussion ••••••••• In former years traffic cases, in those courts that had 
jurisdiction in such cases, were included with other types 
of juvenile delinquency cases and could not be separately 
identified. For 1957 and 1958, courts were requested to 
report data on traffic ca8es separately and, in this report 
for 1958, they are being analyzed separately for the first 
time. There are several reasons for doing this. 

First, most traffic offenses can hardly be considered in 
the same category as other types of delinquency. 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS--Continued 

Traffic cases-- continued 

MOst do not involve the type of behavior or circumstances 
that re~uire the study and specialized handling necessary 
in other forms of misconduct. This is recognized by the 
Standard Family and Juvenile Court Acts which permit spe­
cial handling of juvenile t.raffic cases in a summary man­
ner, without social investigation. It is generally believed 
therefore (and recommended recently by the National Coun­
cil of Juvenile Court Judges) that traffic offenses should 
be analyzed separately from other types of delin~uency. 
This was not very important five to ten years ago when 
traffic cases comprised a small proportion of all juvenile 
delin~uency cases. Lately, however, the increased avail­
ability and use of the auto by juveniles is accounting for 
increasingly more juvenile traffic cases. 

Second, in at least one State, recent legislation pro­
hibits the classification of traffic offenses under the 
heading of "juvenile delin~uency,l1 unless specificially 
adjudicated as such. 

Third, some courts have jurisaiction in traffic cases and 
others do not. This disturbs the comparability of report­
ing. By reporting traffic oases separately, the data on 
delin~uency cases (excluding traffic cases) become more 
precise. Also any changes in the methods of the handling 
of traffic cases (i.e., the increasing trend toward han­
dling juvenile traffic cases in traffic courts) will only 
affect the series of data on traffic cases and not the 
other series on delin~uency cases excluding traffic. Since 
"l;raffic cases have been included with other deliIl<luency 
cases up to now, the ~uestion may appropriately be raised 
as to whether the high rise in delin~uency noted in the 
past 10 years may reflect merely the increased number of 
traffic offenses. This cannot be proved or disproved na­
tionally since the data are not available. Nevertheless, 
the following relevant observations are appropriate. 

Examination of some State reports (California, Ohio, 
Missouri, Florida) that maintain separate data on traffic 
cases reveals that traffic offenses have increased tremen­
dously in recent years. In the courts in some of these 
States traffic cases comprise half or more of all types of 
delin~uency cases. There is no ~uestion but that in such 
courts, where the proportion of traffic cases is so high, 
the rapid increase in traffic cases would seriously bias 
the overall delin~uency picture for these specific States. 
For the United States as a whole, however, it is believed 
that the inclusion of traffic cases with other types of 
delin~uency has not seriously affected the overall picture. 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS--continued 

Traffic case.s-- continued 

This belief is based on the following: 

1. Many courts do not have jurisdiction over routine juve­
nile traffic cases so that nationally traffic cases com­
prise only about one-third of all types of delinquency 
cases, while non-traffic delinquency cases comprise the 
remaining two-thirds. This ratio buffers somewhat any dis­
proportionate effect that the increase in traffic cases 
may have on the ovel·all results. 

2. Trends over the past decade in juvenile court data 
that include traffic cases are strikingly similar to those 
of the police arrest data of juveniles issued by the F.B.I. 
which do not include traffic offenses (except for driving 
while intOXicated). 

3. Delinquency data for some courts that do not have juris­
diction in juvenile traffic cases or where traffip cases 
are excluded show upward trends over the past 10 years. 
These trends parallel closely, but not exactly, the na­
tional trend where traffic cases have been included. A 
good example is the large state of New York where court 
delinquency cases more than doubled between 1948 and 1958, 
even though routine juvenile traffj.c cases are not handled 
by the children's courts. In Connecticut the same was true, 
and in several other states where data were available 
there were also large increases over that period. 

The above observation does not mean that the inclusion of 
traffic cases may not have inflated somewhat the overall, 
year-to-year increases nationally, but rather that the 
degree of inflation has not been great. 

Mention must be made of the many persons who believe that, 
although a lax view can sometimes be taken of traffic of­
fenses by adults, this should not be done in the case of 
juveniles, who are in their formative years and for whom 
obedience to law should be stressed. To this group of 
persons, a juvenile traffic offender is as delinquent as 
any other delinquent child. The group holding this view 
would argue that juvenile court statistics understate the 
problem of delinquency since many juvenile traffic of­
fenders appear in courts other than juvenile courts and 
are not included in the statistics. 

The preceding discussion should be taken into considera­
tion in inteIpreting the statistical data in this report. 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS--continued 

Other cas~~s 

Dependency and 
neglect •...•...•... Most juvenile courts by stat'\,l:te have jurisdiction over 

court actions involving dependent and neglected children 
as well as delinquent children. Dependency and neglect 
cases in the United States totaled 124,000 in 1958. Such 
cases increased by 9 percent between 1957 and 1958. Thus, 
the upward trend which began in 1951 and occurred in each 
subsequent year, except 1956, continues. 

Special 
proceedings •....... A small proportion (7 percent) of all court cases were 

those involving adoption, custody, consent to marry and 
other "special proceedings." Courts vary in lihe type- of 
such cases handled. 
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SOURCES OF .DATA 

Data on the number of juvenile delinquency cases are based on reports from 
a national sa~le of juvenile courts. 

The national sample of juvenile courts, drawn from the Current Population 
Survey Sample of the Bureau of the Census, is representative of the coun­
try as a whole. For this sample, the United States was first divided into 
about 2,000 primary sampling units, each consisting of a county or a num­
ber of contiguous counties, such as those in a standard metropolitan area. 
The 2,000 primary sampling units were then subdivided into 230 groups, 
each consisting of a set of sampling units as much alike as possible in 
such characteristics as regional location, population density, percent of 
non-white population, rate of growth, etc. From each group a single pri­
mary sample unit was selected at random, resulting in 230 sampling units 
in which 502 courts were located. (For a more detailed description of the 
Current Population Survey Sample, see Current Population Reports, Series 
P-23, No.2, Bureau of the Census.) 

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

Number of courts serving EOEulations of: 
Type of All 100,000 50,000- 20,000- 10,000- Under 
court courts or over _99,999 49,999 19,999 10,000 

Total. .. 502 155 81 143 68 55 

Urban ... II •••••••• 177 122 25 24 3 3 
Semi-urban •...••• 175 33 48 59 18 17 
mral ............ 150 8 60 47 35 

2. Data on dependency and neglect cases are based on all the courts reporting 
on such. cases -to the Children I s Bureau. The national sample was not used 
here since data on these cases were not available for a sizeable number of 
courts in the national sample. In 1958, 1,510 courts reported on depend­
ency and neglect cases. These courts included in their jurisdictions 65 
percent of the child population under 18 years of age. 
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DEFINITION OF TERMS 

Juvenile delinquency cases are those referred to courts for acts defined in 
the statutes of the state as the violation of a 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 de­
linquent himself or of the community. This broad definition of delinquency in­
cludes conduct such as ungovernable behavior and running away, conduct labeled 
"delinquency" but not usually considered a violation of law when committed by 
an adult. Also included but separately reported, are traffic violations when­
ever the juvenile court has jurisdiction in such cases. 

Dependency and neglect cases are those referred to the court because of some 
form of neglect or inadequate care on the part of the parents or guardians 
(i.e., lack of adequate care or support resulting from the death, absence or 
physical or mental incapacity of the parents, abandonment or desertion, abuse 
I)r cruel treatment, improper or inadequate condition in the home). 

Special proceedings are cases involving children referred to court for reasons 
other than delinquency and dependency or'neglect. They include adoption, in­
stitutional commitments for special purposes, material witnesses, application 
for consent to marry or enlist in the armed forces, determination of custody 
or guardianship of a child and permission to hospitals for the performance of 
operations on children. 

Unit of count is the case disposed of by the court. A case is counted each 
time a child is referred to court during the year on a new referral in delin­
quency, dependency or neglect cases or in special proceedings. Referrals for 
alleged, as well as adjudged, delinquency cases are included. Not included 
are many children who have presented similar problems of "conduct, but who either 
were not apprehended or were dealt with by the police, by social agencies, 
by schools, or by youth-serving agencies without referral to court. 

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," 30-69 percent; for "rural 
courts, II under 30 percent. 

Method of handling cases is classified into official and unofficial, sometimes 
referred to as judicial and non-judicial. "Official cases" are those that are 
placed ,on the official court ealendar for adjudication by the judge or referee 
through filing a petition or other legal paper to initiate court action. 'Vn­
official cases" are those not placed on the official court calendar through 
filing a petition or affidavit but adjusted by the judge, referee, probation 
officer, or other officer of the court. 
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SUMMARY TABLES 

Table 1. --Number of Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Dispos'ed of by 
Juvenile Courts, United states, 1958a 

I Total Boys Girls 
Type of court 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total .....•. 470,000 100 383,000 100 87,000 100 - - -
Urban .....••.• III • 298,000 63 240,000 63 58,000 67 
Semi-urban •.•..• 120,000 26 99,000 26 21,000 24 
Rural .......•... 52,000 11 44,000 11 8,000 9 

a Datu are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 

Table 2. --Manner of Handling Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed 
of by Juvenile Courts, United States, 1958a 

Type of court 

Total •.•.•.• 

rban ..... 0 ••••• 

emi-urban .••••. 
U 
S 
R ural. ...... " .... 

Total 

Number Percent 

470,000 100 

298,000 100 
120,000 100 

52,000 100 

Official 

Number Percent 

237,000- 50 -
149,000 50 

58,000 48 
30,000 58 

a Data are from the national sample of juyenile courts. 

Unofficial 

Number Percent 

233,000 50 -
149,000 50 

62,000 52 
22,000 42 



Table 3.--Rate of Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by 
------ Juvenile Courts, United states, 1958a 

Rate per 1,000 child populationb 

Type of court All 
.Age jurisdiction of court 

... 
courts Under 16 Under 17 Under 18c 

Urban .. -2 •••••••••••• 38.5 29.EI 39.2 46.0 
S eIIli -urban •..••••..• 24.1 12.5 24.6 28.9 
Rural ................ 11.2 4.7 7.7 15.2 

a Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 
b These differential rates are calculated on the basis of the 1950 child 

population at riskj that is, from age 10 to the upper limit of the court's 
jurisdiction. For all courts combined, the child population 10 through 17 was 
used. Overall rates are based on estimated current populatioDB. 

c A small number of COQ~ts having jurisdiction 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. 

Table 4. ··-Percent Ohange in Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed 
of by Juvenile Courts, United States, 1957-1958a 

Type of court Total Boys Girls Official t Unofficial 
cases cases 

Total ........ +7 +7 +6 -1 +16 - -
Urba:n. ..•.••.•.•.• +6 +7 +5 +1 +13 
SeIIli-urban ••••••• +6 +6 +5 -3 +17 
Rural ............ +11 +10 +14 -3 +38 

a Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 
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Table 5. --Number and Manner of Handling Traffic Oases Disposed of by Juvenile 
Oourts, United States, 1958a 

Total Official Unofficial 
Type of court 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total ........ 230,000 100 56,000 100 174,000 100 - - -
Urban ...... " " .... 164,000 71 33,000 59 131,000 75 
Semi-urban •••.•.• 47,000 21 10,UOO 18 37,000 21 
Rural .•. " " . " . " ... 19,000 8 13,000 23 6,000 4 

a Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 

Table 6.--Percent Change in Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile Oourts, 
United States, 1957-1958a 

Type of court Total Official Unofficial 

Tot~. " •.•... " ..•••• ~ " . " 
b 

+41 -5 
b 

+67 

Urban.. " " " " " " " " " " " " " " " . " " " II " " 
b +59 -6 b +93 

Semi-urban. " " " " " 0 " " • " " " " • " " " 
+12 -9 +19 

R1ll"al. " " " " • " " " • " " • " It " • " " " • " " 
+6 (c) +20 

~ Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 
Large increases mostly due to an administrative change in the method of 

handli:ng traffic cases in two large urban corrnnunities in one State. 
c No change from 1957 to 1958. 
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Table 7.--Trend in Delinquency Cases Disposed of by Juvenile Courts 
United States, 1940-1958 

Delinquency casesa 
Child population 

Year Including Excluding of U. S. (10-17 
traffic traffic years of age)b 

1940 ............ 200,000 19,138,000 
1941 ............ 224,000 18,916,000 
1942 ............ 250,000 18,648,000 
1943 ... 11 •••••••• 344,000 18,309,000 
19440 ........... 330,000 17,738,000 
1945 ............ 344,000 17,81,2,000 

1946 ............ 295,000 17,419,000 
1947 ............. 262,000 17,3<44,000 
1948 ............ 254,000 17,314,000 
1949 ............. 272,000 17,365,000 
1950ea~ •••.••••• 280,000 17,398,000 

1951 ............. 298,000 17, 705, COO 
1952 ............ 332,000 18,201,000 
1953 ............ 374,000 18,980,000 
1954 ....... * •••• 395,000 19,551,000 
1955 ............ 431,000 20,112,000 

1956 ...... CI ••••• 520,000 20,623,000 
1957 ............ 603,000 440,000 22,192,000 
1958 ............ c 700,000 470,000 23,446,000 

a Data for 1955-1958 estimated from the national sample of juvenile courts. 
Data prior to 1955 are estimated by the Children's Bureau and are based on 
Teports from a comparable group of courts. 

bData based on estimates from Bureau of Census, U. S. Department of Com­
merce (Current Population Reports, Series P-25, Nos. 98, 146, 170 and 193). 

c An estimated 55,000 of these is accounted for by an administrative change 
in the method of handling juvenile traffic cases in one large State. 
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Table 8.--Number and Rate of Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by 
Juvenile Courts, United states, 1958a 

Rate per 1,000 child population b 

Type of court 
Number 

of cases .All .Age jurisdiction of court 

courts 
Under 16 Under 17 Under l8c 

Urban ......•..... 76,000 3.6 2.8 5.5 3.6 
Semi-urban ...•... .14,000 2.5 2.0 3.1 2.7 
Rural ....•...•.•. 14,000 1.1 0.7 1.7 1.3 

a Estimates are based on data from 1,510 courts whose jurisdictions include 
about 65 percent of the child population under 18 years of age. 

b Calculated on basis of the 1950 child population at risk; that is, the 
child population under 16 for courts whose age jurisdiction is under 16, etc. 
For all courts combined, the child population under 18 was used. 

c A small number of courts having jurisdiction 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. 

Table 9.--Percent Change in Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by 
Juvenile Courts, United States, 1957-l958a 

Type of court Total Official Unofficial 

Total, .................. +9 +8 +11 -- -- --
Urban ................... " •.. +5 +5 +6 
Semi-u.:rban ................... +13 +10 +20 
RuraJ.. ..•..••••••.••....•. to •• +17 +21 +5 

a Estimates are based on data from 1,460 eourts reporting each year whose 
jurisdictions include aborrG 64 percent of the child population under 18 years 
of' age. 

13 



Table 10.--Trend in Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by Juvenile 
------ Courts, United States, 1946-1958 

Year 

1946 ........... . 
1947 It ••••••••••• 
1948 ............ . 
1949 .. *.~ ••••••• 
1950 ........... . 

1951 ........... . 
1952 ........... . 
1953 .. lit ••••••••• 

1954 ............ . 
1955 ........... . 

1956 ........... . 
1957 ............ . 
1958 ............... . 

Dependency and neglect 
casesa 

101,000 
104,000 
103,000 

98,000 
93,000 

97,000 
98,000 

103,000 
103,000 
106,000 

105,000 
114,000 
124,000 

Child population of U. S. 
(Under 18 years of age)b 

41,759,000 
43,301,000 
44,512,000 
45,775,000 
47,017,000 

It s, 598,000 
50,296,000 
51,987,000 
53,737,000 
55,568,000 

57,377,000 
59,336,000 
61,238,000 

a Data for 1955-1958 estimated from 1,364 courts serving about 63 percent of 
the child population under 18 years of age in the United States. Data prior to 
1955 are estimated by the Children's Bureau and are based on reports from a 
comparable group of courts. 

b Data based on estimates from Bureau of the Census, U. S. Department of 
Commerce (Current Population Report, Series P-25, Nos. 98, 146, 170 and 193). 
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APPENDIX 

CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY BY JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1958" 

Age OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES 
under 

Area served by oourtb which Delinquency Dependency Delinquency Dependency 
court ho.a (except Tro.rnc and 

Special (except Traffic and 
Special 

original traffic) neglect 
proceedings traffic) neglect 

proceedings 
jur.lsdiotion 

ALABAMA: 
Jeffemen Co. {lli_ngham) ••••••••••••••• c 16" 18 1,171 15 746 - 651 J 632 -
Mobile ::0. (l.l"bile) •••••••••••••••••••••• 16 920 8 £-25 - ;JOO - 135 -
Montgorrery Co. (Montgomery) •••••••••••••• c 16} 18 237 - 40 - 210 - 686 -
64 cmall .oorto •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 16 1,11.$ 39 1,160 - 176 - 51 -

A!lIZONA, 
Mar.loopa Co. (l'lwenix) ••••••••••••••••••• 18 1,765 229 ;J6~ 396 5,59/• - 238 1,670 
1 BlIll111 court •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 18 82 10 'J 4 274 362 2 1 

ARJ{ANSAS, 
l'Ulanld Co. (Little Rook) •••••••••••••••• 21 139 (d) 7~ - 505 (d) 410 1 
24 small coons ....................................... 21 552 (d) 192 60 132 (d) 202 29 

CALIFORlIIA: 
Alameda Co. (Oakland) •••••••••••••••••••• 21 1,694 131 438 5 2,568 7,7',5 1,393 955 
CUltra Coot. Co. (Richmond) •••••••••••••• 21 915 30 401 II 987 3,303 132 203 
Fresno Co. (FreGno) •••••••••••••••••••••• 21 1,040 34 295 3 120 1 32 153 
Kem Co. (Bal<emfield) ................... 21 958 23 24b 26 773 4,922 61 332 
IDs Angelea Co. (IDo Angelea) ............ 21 8,041 301 2,275 50 781 52,3J8 213 1,325 
Monterey Co. (Monterey) •••••••••••••••••• ~1 320 8 ll7 5 800 14 68 113 
Orange Co. (Santa Ana) ................... 21 975 6 305 18 1,565 6,420 ltl2 434 
Riveroide Co. (Riveraide) •••••••••••••••• 21 868 29 222 5 150 2,923 12 10 
Sacramento Co. (Sacramento) ....................... 21 73~ 26 168 5 1,258 3,364 172 447 
San Bernardino Co. (San Bernardino) •••••• 21 1,173 37 369 8 ;29 2,054 124 -
San Diego Co. (San Diego) •••••••••••••••• 21 1,701 307 815 24 2J 83!i 5,741 657 553 
San Franciaeo Co. (San Franoisoo) •••••••• 21 1,324 17 634 - 3,042 3,657 1,342 184 
San Joaquin Co. {Stockton) ••••••••••••••• 21 549 2D 152 - 440 15 46 3 
Sun Mateo Co. (San Mateo): ••••••••••••••• 21 388 4 144 - 764 4,206 2ll 240 
Santa Clara Co. (Sen Jone) ••••••••••••••• 21 1,ll6 10 433 13 1,668 6,195 435 192 
Salena Co. (ValleJo) ••••••••••••••••••••• 21 204 (, 96 2 246 749 72 100 
SonOlll!1 Co. (Santa Rosa) ••••••••••• '" •••• 21 221 11 97 3 312 24 238 117 
Stan.lslaua Co. (Modeato) •••••••••• '" •••• 21 333 27 95 2 420 3 15 192 
Tulare Co. (Tulare) •••••••••••••••••••••• 21 5CJ1. 2'1 114 9 180 1,352 31 62 
Ventura Co. (Oxnard) ••••••••••••••••••••• 21 322 84 1 489 1,454 71 189 
38 fllllllll courts •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 21 2,9ll 5°9 943 41 3,781 2,599 554 321 

CONtIECTICO!: 
First Distriot (Bridgeport) •••••••••••••• Ib 517 (d) 303 198 1,9.58 (d) - -
Second District (New Haven) .............. 16 580 (d) 401 406 1,918 (d) - -
Third Diatric1; (Hartford) •••••••••••••••• 16 561 (d) 419 458 1,323 (d) - -

DELAWARE: 
1 smn11 coort •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 18 335 461 286 91 166 - 64 29 

DISTRICT OF COWJ.l8IA: 
WIlBltingtcn - City ........................ 18 1,197 338 381 - 578 32 - -

FLORII'A: 
Dade Co. (Miami) ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 17 2,262 136 787 7 1,042 527 649 32 
Duval Co. (JllOknonville) ................. 17 1,254 438 1,074 90 793 4 433 15 
EEc<mbia Co. (Pensaoola) ••••••••••••••••• t7 687 245 321 2 - - 1 -
Hilloborough Co. (Tamp.) ................. 17 1,007 804 l,OlD 68 830 - 226 2 
Orange Co. (Orlando) ..................... 17 445 288 119 90 576 19 ll7 11 
Pnlm Beach Co. (W. PalJo Beach) ••••••••••• 17 512 59 252 22 599 44 398 4 
!'inellen Co. (St. Petersburg) •••••• , .••••• 17 ,02 719 326 15 731 - 299 13 
60 amall courts .................................. 17 4,063 1,544 1,,1tll 237 2,882 1,211 1,289 23 

GEORGIA: 
Bibb Co. (Macon) ••••••••••••••••••••••••• 17 204 (e) 125 32 128 - 108 20 
DeKalb Co. (Decatur) ••••••••••••••••••••• 17 789 1;1 201 124 70 - 49 242 
Fulton Co. (Atlanta) ..................... 17 1,48~ 394 853 78 1,278 1 546 613 
llJocogce Co. (Columbus) .................. 17 755 60 221 6 - - - -
IU.chmond Co. (Augua1.) ................... 17 438 39 239 ~2 100 - 31 -
24 CQllll coona .. .o .......................................... 17 1,746 153 649 175 1,287 23 782 1 

HAWAII: 
Firat Circuit (HonolUlU) ................. 18 2,523 475 31'1 591 833 244 1~9 -

ILLINOIS: 
cook Co. (Chicago) ....................... 18 6,391 (ei 1,999 6,491 891 (e) 1,47.) 18 
Du Page Co. (Elmburat) ................... 18 167 (Ol 45 247 82 (e, 42 -
KIln_ Co. (Auror.) •••••••••••••••••••••••• 18 132 (el 159 292 237 (0) 381 -
t(>ke Co. (Waukegan) ...................... 18 315 (e, 325 32) ll4 (0) 81 -
Madinon Co. (Alton) ...................... 18 48 (e, 191 215 254 (e) 751 -
Peoria Co. {Peorin) .... , .......... ~ ........ '" ............. 18 38 (e) 218 313 36 (e) 5 -
St. Clair Co. (E. St. Louie).: ••••••••••• 18 III (el 127 314 - (e) - -
Will Co. (Joust) ........................ 18 67 (e) 32 136 69 (e, 22 -
Winnebago Co. (Rocld'ord) ••••••••••••••••• 18 40 (e) 190 376 752 (e) 570 -
1.2. pmnll COlrtO ................................................ 18 233 (e) 189 5SQ 300 (e) 171 2 

·IOWA: 
Blaole: Hawk Ca. (Wo.tarloa) ............................ 18 122 (d) 85 - 532 (d) 136 -
Linn Co. ~codar Ropids) .................. 18 8S (d) :J6 - 671 (d) 22 -
Polk Co. Dea Moineo) .................... 18 339 (d) 168 - 672 (d) 70 -
Scott Co. (OClYenporl) .................... 18 178 (d) 67 - 296 (d) 72 -
Woodbury Co. (Sioux City) ................ 18 217 (d) 168 - 301 (d) 204 -
82 nmnll oounu ............................................... 18 1,108 (d) 4(,1 - 1,616 (d) 447 -
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY BY JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1958B--Contlnued 

Age OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES 
under 

Area Berved by courtb which Delinquenoy Dependency Delinquency rcpendency oourt hao (except Traffic and 
Special (except Traffic end Speoial 

original traffic) neglect proceedings trai'fic) neglect proceedines 
Jurisdiction 

KANSAS: 
Sedgvicl< Co. (llichita) •••••••••••••••••••• 16,18 602 195 137 
Shell1lee qo. (Topeka) ...................... 16,18 61 94 49 28 34 18 
Wyandotte Co. (Kansan) .................... 16,18 105 12 85 242 13 99 
89 small courto, •• ,. •• ~ .• , ..••.•..••. 0-' •••• 16,18 607 413 313 1,Oll 235 258 

KEN1'UCKY: 
Jefferoon Co. (Louisville) .......... , ••••• 18 1,881 19 546 2,250 729 347 142 
Kenton Co. (CoviIlgton) .................... 18 331 45 33 209 
7 small courts ............................ 18 648 83 73 4 785 13 

LOUISIAlIA: 
Quldo Paria," {Shreveport) ................. 17 329 147 97 471 38 57 
E. B~ton llouge Pariah (Baton Ilouge) ....... 17 291 463 135 309 134 134 
4th. Judicial District (l.I)nroe) ..... , ...... 17 409 104 34 48 102 37 
Orleans Pariah (New Orleans) .............. 17 1,385 2,l23 369 4,794 458 
40 c=J.1 courto ........................... 17 1,712 472 468 241 2,255 203 736 133 

),!,UNE: 
16 sr::all courtD •••• e •••••••••••••••••••••• 17 921 (e) 282 53 534 (e) 8 

MARYLAND: 
Anne lJ.rwuIel Co (Annepolio) ............... 18 31 ... 3 idj 97 2 (d) 
Baltimre (City; ... ...................... 16 3,317 d) 1,730 $8 id ) Baltit:ore Co ••••••• eo ...................... 18 1,033 (d) 262 4 1 d) 2 
!.IJntg"""ry Co. (Silvar Spring) ............ 18 592 923 220 4 482 4 127 
Princa Ceorge'a Co. (IJyattcville): ........ 18 658 (d) 9 6 320 (d) 2 II 
16 an:a11 courts" ••..•••••••••••.•••••••.•. 18 1,040 (d) 432 33 152 (d) 23 14 

J,tASSACHU.3ET'IJ: 
Boston: 

Boaton (Central Seotion) ................ 17 720 (eJ (f) (e) ~1') Brighten .................................. 17 60 (eJ (1') (e) 1') 
Charleoton .................................. 17 122 (oJ (f) (e) (f) 
Il::Ircheatcr ................................ 17 198 (e) (1') (e) (f) 
Eaat EORton ................................... 17 155 (ei (f) 132 (el (f) 
Hoxbury-••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 17 764 (eJ ef ) (e) (f) 
South Beaton ..................................... 17 112 (eJ (f) (e) (f) 
West P.D.Xbury ............................ 17 223 (e) (f) (e, (f) 

DISTPJGT: 
Worcester Cent. (Worcester) ................ "'" 17 591 l~l ~r) 77 (e) (f) 
E. Norfolk (Quinoy) ..................... 17 331 f) 67 (e) (f) 
E. lJiddleoex, lot (Malden) .............. 17 296 (el (1') 5 (e) r) Lo.wrence (Lnwrcr .... r:o J • ............................... 17 169 (0) (f) (e) fl 
Lowell {Lowell) ......................... 17 173 (el (f) (e) (1') 
Briatol, 2nd ('"all !iJ.ver) ............... 17 226 (el (fl 155 (Ol {1'j 
Sat:ervillc (=rville) ................. 17 129 (eJ (f) (0) (1') 
Southern Eooex (IiYnn) ..... , ................. 17 281 (0) (1') (el (fi 
Springfield (Springfield) ............... 17 465 (ej (f) (e) (1') 
Erioto1, 3rd (!lOll' Bedf',rdj .............. 17 243 (0) (f) 121 (e) (f) 
E. 1.!iddleocx, 3rd (0nmbridCe) ........... 17 ~:uG (Oi (f) (e) (f) 
54 tiln.:lll c.lurta ..... , ........................ 17 3,942 lei (1') (0) (1') 

J.!IClUCWl: 
Berrien Co. (Benton Harbor) ••• , ............ 17 70 1 35 292 369 102 
CllhOIUl Co. (Battle Crock) ................ 17 249 1 158 18 291 20 
Ceneosc Co. (Flint) ....................... 17 569 20 62 2 1 
Inghe::! Co. (Lonoing) ...................... 17 242 2 225 1 979 4 
Jacltoon w. (Jockaon) ..................... 17 129 36 2 514 ;2 
Kal""",.oo CO. (Y.alruna.oo) ................. 17 134 2 99 316 622 100 
Kent Co. (Grand Rapido) ................... 17 313 1 154 98 1,3?9 7 
l.acomb Co. (Eant Detroit) ................. 17 561 7 387 45 929 40 
Awkegon Co. (Awlro!:,,'ll) ................... 17 97 1 120 261 526 104 
Dakland Co. (Pontiac) ..................... 17 681 1 381 377 2,105 15J 
Sagina .. Co. (Saginaw) ..................... 17 233 3 148 8A 831 109 
W~htena" Co. (Ann Arbor) ................. 17 .259 1 246 B 69 2 
Wayne Co. (~troitl·· ..................... 17 2 .. 358 .2 1,924 915 9,668 22 
70 s:nall. courts ........................... 17 1,670 19 1,070 9ll 3,838 754 

UIlIliEJOl'A: 
Ilennopin Co. (l.!inneopolio) ... , ............ 18 1,013 ]20 161 27 1,152 2,294 27 64 
Ramoey Co. (:;t. PaUl) ..................... 18 1,001 91 371 407 2,616 
St. 1"<.'U10 Co. (lliluth.) .................... 18 31/, 46 93 270 462 1 
6 omall .ccurto ................................ 18 711 670 62 8 46 5 45 21 

MWSIs.sIPfI : 
lUnda Co. (Jalllroon) ....................... 18 228 4 87 184 8 
68 "mall courto ........................... 18 1,141 26 652 300 4 20 19 

I.U:::':;OUlU: 
U~enoCoa (Spdngfie1dl ............. • .... 17 110 (, 81 78 281 197 
Joeltolln Co. (!{aJU)tw City) ................. 17 980 1,3 112 498 1,189 393 166 4 
.01;. lDUio (1:). (Univoroity City) ........... 17 639 55 64 .300 1,092 201 336 7 st. Loui. (GUy) .......................... 17 525 ') 359 710 2,808 397 56l. 26 
110 olPllll. ccurto .......................... 17 1,638 427 6/.9 71' 1,065 188 102 6 

).{m:rAlIA: 
.2 smnll. cou.rto.~ •• ~ ......... , •••• , ••••••••• 111 74 1,474 2M. 

NE1JllA;)KA: 
4 =11 q(JUrto ............................ 18 33, (e) 199 24 (8) (g) (tT) (Il) 
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY BY JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1955a--Continued 

Jlge OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES 
under 

Area served by courtb which 
Dependency Delinquency Dependency court has Delinquency Special Special 

original (except Traffio and proceedings (e"cept Traffic and 
proceedings 

Juri.diction traffic) neg~ect traffic) neglect 

HEN Jw.!PSlIIRE: 
69 lllllllll .curto ........................... 18 ~,056 66 82 2 272 2 11 -

lIEf MEXICO: 
Bernalillc Co. (Albuquerque) .............. 18 860 488 - - 976 2,78a - -
25 small court ............................ 18 1,001 914 - - 4,390 1,94J - -

NEW YORK: 
Alb~ Co. (Albany) ....................... 16 370 6 139 235 - (0) - -
BrOo;na OJ. (ll1nghampton) .................. 16 91 - 97 9a 47 (e) 114 13 
Chautnuqua OJ. (Jame.town) ................ 16 107 - 55 107 3 (e) - -IMtcheoo OJ. (PoUghkeepsie) ••••••••••••••• 16 115 5 9 al - (e) - -
Erie Co. (Buffalo) ......................... 16 8Ga 1.3 197 77" 55 (e) - -J.bnroe CO. (Rocheoter) .................... 16 344 (0)9 a6 43a - (e) - -
New York (City) ........................... 16 12,870 2J 926 430 a2a 1e

) 
1,363 -

Niagara Co. (Nlagllra FIlll.) ............... 16 215 2 157 27:!- 243 e) 109 -
Oneida OJ. (Utica) ........................ 16 181 a 26 3 - ~c) - -
Onondaga CO. (SyracWle) ................... 16 449 2 163 385 - e) - -
Orange Co. (Newbltrgh) ..................... 16 155 - 26 88 - (el - -
BeI!Bselaer Co. (Troy) ..................... 16 98 - 2a 52 - (e) - -Schenectady Co. (Schenectady) ............. 16 118 - 71 106 - (e) - -
SUf'£olk Co. (I.lip) ....................... 16 429 10 61 265 - (e) - -Weotcheoter OJ. (Yon"cro) ................ 16 331 14 257 247 341 (e) - -
42 amall courts ••••••• e •••••••••• I •••••••• 16 1,550 23 986 1,876 616 (c) 294 26 

HORTI! CAllOLII!A: 
!lUncombc OJ. AEheville) ................... 16 116 - 34 181 9 - - -
1Mrha;n Co. (Durham) ....................... 16 289 6 7 38 2 - - -Forsyth Co. (Winston-SIllem) ............... 16 323 4 276 145 95 - 6 2 
G!l!lton OJ. (Gastonia) ..................... 16 106 - 67 27 137 5 133 15 
Gullford CO. (GreeI!Bboro) ................. 16 258 40 178 195 310 7 19 II 
M:lcklenhurg Co. (Charlotte) ............... 16 480 18 60 159 379 7 230 106 
Walro OJ. (Haleleh ) •••••••••••••••••••••••• 16 234 12 123 322 40 - 2 4 
99 lllllllll courto ........................... 16 2,375 76 632 19a 66 1 6 -

HORTII DAKOTA, 
Firat Judicial Dlatrlct (Fargo) •••••••••• " 18 335 19 26 82 247 270 15 1 
3 lllllllll ccurto ............................ 18 110 20 30 oJ 269 89 30 6 

OHIO: 
llut1cr OJ. (I!ami1tont. .................... 18 248 51.3 78 - a87 6 5 6 
Glarlc Co. (Sprlngfle ) ................... 18 123 44 62 1 557 330 6 -
CUyahoga OJ. (Cleveland) .................. 18 2,137 lOa 406 153 1,814 4,547 3 -
Franklin CO. ( Columbus) ................... 18 355 1,745 265 46 443 1 47 4 
I!ami1ton Co. (Gl.Mlnnati) ................. 18 873 2,550 502 - 4,031 11 18 16 
Lo>;nin Co. {Lornin) ........................ 18 197 19 101 - 317 252 2 -
Luoas OJ. (Toledo) ........................ 18 741 1,409 29 219 1,772 261 - 185 
M:lhoning Go. (Youngotown) ................. 18 109 10 145 1 1,143 809 37 2 
M:mtuomory Co. (~on) ••••••••••••••••••• 18 535 138 286 192 1,739 1,846 10 2 
stark Co. (Qulton) ........................ 18 71 - ?l - - - - -
Swmnlt Co. {Akron) .............. , ......... 18 86 99 237 66 1,777 1,206 - 4 
Trumbull OJ. (Warren) ..................... 18 203 127 105 15 364 338 2 -
70 omoll courto ........................... 18 1,652 5,016 1,361 565 2,906 1,242 78 106 

OKLAl!OII-A.: 
OJaah= OJ. (Oklahoma o::lty) .............. c l6, 18 719 (e) 322 135 1,358 (c) 14 -
'1\!l1la OJ. ('1\!l1la) ......................... 18 455 762 223 3 a86 16 316 2 
7 lllllllll courto ............................ c 16, 18 230 (, 181 7 73 1 101 -

ORm<ll,: 
~"" Co. (:lligcne) ......................... 18 383 3 121 10 702 1 243 21 
!.brion Co. (SIllem) ........................ 18 468 282 230 37 318 6 226 124 
l.!Jl.tnomch Co. (Portland) .................. 18 810 712 731 133 2,136 94~ 728 56 
27 small court ............................ 18 2,293 413 693 156 2,980 19 694 536 

PENNSYLVANIA: 
Allegheny Co. (Pittoburgh) ................ 18 4,350 332 925 8S 1,341 - 829 -
Deaver Co. (Aliquipp~J .................... 18 151 49 19 - 336 18 3 -
Berlw Co. (Rellding)." ................. 18 154 - 114 5 372 - 35 -Blair Co. (Altoona),. • ................. 18 189 10 15 23 99 4 21 -
Buclw Co. (Brloto1) ....................... 18 235 11 85 - 2',5 14 - 35 
Chcstnr OJ. (Weot Cheoter) ................ 18 487 10 2l - l.!lS 70 34 -
Golnware Co. (Che.ter) .................... 18 635 - 46 - 296 - 175 -
Eric CO. (Eric) ............................ 18 137 - 16 - 256 - 2 -
~ette Go. (Uniontown) ................... 18 123 6 - - 257 - 3 1 
IAllImlfllllt".n Co. (Scranton) ................. 18 167 3'/ 16 - 96 19 7 -
I<lhigb Go. (Allo1Itown) .................... 1a 15& 7 84 3 ao - 1(. 8 
Luzerne OJ. (Wilkon-Berro) ................ 18 130 92 1 339 - - - -M:lrocr CO. (She.ron) ....................... 18 138 131 51 - 25 - 8 -
lbntn=ry CO. (M:lrriotQ1!ll) ....... " ....... 18 70 619 11 - 332 - 130 -
!Iorth!lmpton CO. (Bethlehem) ............... 18 82 2 89 2 237 12 48 4 
Fhll.edcl:phill (~'it1Ilnd Co.) ............... 18 10,400 - 1,aro 1,000 300 - - -ScllllO'lkill Co. (Pottovl11c) ............... 18 23B 13 80 37 393 - 163 52 
W.ahitlffton Co. (Wllllhingtlln) ............... 18 163 76 35 - - - 105 -
WeotmQ,,,,land 00. (New YeMington) ......... 18 170 1 19 2 305 4 - -
York Co. (york) ........................... l!l 139 - - - 399 - - -
S f!l:l!lll CourtOft ••••••••••• ~ ... , .......... ,., l!l 162 a 67 7 248 1 114 3 

Ftrr::RrO RICO: 
~ccoo~on (Zan JUlUI) ..................... ~& 2,2'8 - B - 1,799 - - -

RHOOII ISLAlIP: 
Sttltc (Providcn~o) •••• ........... 1. o ••••• t. 18 1,037 171 128 575 233 - - -
~ ------.."... -_.-. --...... ~-~-~ -------
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OPFICIALL Y BY·· 'UVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1955a - -Continued 

.hee OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES 
under 

Area '3ervod by courtC which Delinquency Dependency Delinquency DependellC'J court has Special Spo"!cial 
original 

(except Traffic end proceedings (except rraffic end proceedings 
Jurisdict:!.on 

traffic) neglect traffio) neGlect 

S0L'11! CAllIlLlllA: 
GreenvUle Co. (Greenville) ••••••••••••••• 1ll 588 253 258 513 328 10 226 133 
Spartrmb'Jrg Co. (Spartllllburel ••••.•••••••• 1ll 195 96 92 1 74 
1 cn:all court .............................................. 18 151 56 72 

:;OL"Il1 llAKllTA: 
4-5 OI:ia.ll cC'i.ll'ta •••••••••••• t ............... 18 736 421 164 24 1,400 841 33 5 

TJlXAS: 
~ 17J rhlltw 1Je. (Ila1l.aa) ....................... 18 577 (e) !i23 1,HO 4 1262 35 873 

Grllvestc.n Co. (Galveston) ................. c 17, 1ll 39 (d) 980 (d) 
111Jalf:o Co. (.l.!c.lllien) •. , ................. 0 .... c l7) 1ll ;:0 ~03 
J c!'ferooD Co .. {Ee:a.UI:lCntj •••••••••••••••••• (: 17J 18 183 1 976 
Lubbc.:::k 'Jo. 'Lubbock) ..................... c 17, 18 120 B 718 19 
1.~L~r.nsn Co. {tlace) .••••...••••••••••.•.•• c 17} 18 38 7 18 87 932 10 167 36 
H~leccD Co. (:lJrpuo Chrioti) ................ 0 o. C 171 18 293 876 
TraviD Co. (luwtin) ........................ c 17, 18 290 173 1<)4 683 16 95 
Cru::ercn Co. (Browru;ville l ................. C. l71 18 65 3 4 595 
104 Bll'.3ll court ........................... 17, 1a 1,071 31 <37 347 5,195 47 89 16 

UIM!: 
First District (Ogden) .................... 18 412 2,434 g, 1,506 104 
Seoon:! Diatr!ot (;3al t lake City) ..... _ .... 18 1,139 3;125 164 1,870 83 
Third Diatrict (Provo!' .................... 18 536 1,2"8 80 597 51 
J ex::.:t.ll c:.urts .................... 0 .......... 0 ••• o. 18 <)43 ~-;l4 '7l 195 49 

VEre.:!,N!: 
17 =1 CCJrtD ........................... Ie 186 (d) 226 

VIRGI!l ICIJC.DJ; 
2 ot:::3.l1 ccurt!:l ........................ 0 ...... 16 71 12 

VIRGINIA: 
Arlington Co .............................. ~2 523 828 56 2Z 
Fairfax Co. 'fall. !:!lurch) ................ 1a 85/t 518 51 253 
Norfolk (City) ............................ 1~ 1,070 669 214 336 
119 GmaJ..l .;:ourts ............................. 0 18 7,574 499 1,698 845 1,602 39 164 127 

WA;.;Hn;OTON: 
K.ing Co. (Seattlel ........................ 18 1,758 4,1ll3 493 691 1,314 9 265 57 
Pierce :0. {Tncc.m; •••••• , ..................... 18 409 aa 130 190 430 333 146 12 
(lnohomio!l Co. (;,.'verett) ................... 18 <38 472 122 16 105 31 5 
Spokane a:,. (Spalmlle) ..................... 18 222 1,2/.6 134 37 1,029 196 278 2 
YckiJn eo. (Yaldz:la I ....................... 1ll 144 43 90 ?l 1,114 1,015 <31 9 
Zl L"tlall C(;urts .......................... 0 ..... 1ll 1,555 1,685 655 237 3,586 1,633 513 38 

WF;L;T VIllOINIA: 
Cabell 1Je. (lhmtingtonl ................... 18 220 4 31 57 
KmU11mh OJ. (Churle~ton) .................. 1R 1I.3 35 139 212 273 
~2 a.tiUlll,courtD ............ f •••••••••••••••• 1ll 1,550 214 524 464 629 ill 227 82 

WICCONCIN: 
!Jane Co. (l.ladiDon) •••••••••••••••••••••••• W 102 61 1 902 479 8 
MUwaukee 1Je. (Milwaukee) ................. 18 1,&52 1,466 410 532 4,'152 32l. 3/t l 10 
llncinc 0::>. (llaclIV.l) ....................... 18 ,5 1 1 72 
60 CIri3l1 CCUrtD f ,. •••• ,. ••• ,. •••• ,. •••• to ,. ...... 18 2,97u 852 1,145 326 1,650 247 81 2 

--~-

n NurH Wt:LL; The da.ta in thia table ohaUld not be uccd to make cOI:!paricono between communities reearding the extent ot delinquency. Quee ;,.1000 concerning 
ch!U'!:ea in en individUal court'. data. from one year to cnothe" Dhoeld be directed to that individuel court. 

b Courto aerving are"" with population of 100,000 .or ",ore are liated Eeparately, ehowin;: the ch1H city 1~-'ted in ellOh erea. Courts serving area. with 1.". 
tbAn 100,000 populll't10n are combined for each ~tate and are presented. aa "small courts. II 

c The age under which court )uw orieiUal Juriadiction io different for beyo end girlo. The age for bey. appeara firat. 
d Inapplicable __ Ju.venile court doe. not have Juriodietion over Juver.ile trotfi. OWlea. 
e Olta on tmrric caseo not reported oeparately from other types of delinquency caseD. They are ir.oluded under IIDelinquency - except traffic." 
t No report on dependency Illld neeleat CWlP.D. 
g lleportcd on offioial C!lBOO GIlly. 
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