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The statistics in this publication represent the volume of chil-
dren's cases disposed of by Juvenlile courts. They are affected by several
factors. Ages of children and types of cases (e.g., traffic violations) over
which courts have jurisdiction are establisned 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 juvenile courts. In some com-
munities the juvenile court is one of the few agencies providing social serv-
ices to children. In others, programs of soclal services for children are well
established; in these, the juvenile court is only one of many agencies dealing
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 delinguency, 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 I. Richard Perlman: "Reporting Juvenile Delinquency,'" Na-
tional Probation and Parole Association Jourmal, July 1957, 3, pp. 242-249.)
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses)

E.X'ten'b.---.-o-....-

Trend..--...-...---

Sex ratiCeeccecscss

Manner of handling.

About 470,000 juvenile delinquency cases (excluding traf-
fie offenses) were handled by juvenile ile 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 have 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 delingquency
cases. See section on "Traffic cases" below.)

In 1958, for the tenth consecutive year, delinquency cases
increased over the previous year. The increase for 1958
was 7 percent. In other recent years, the increase in de-
linquency 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 delinguency 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 evidenceé over the
past several years, which seems to indicate that court
delinquency cases have been increasing faster in rural
areas than elsewhere.

Delinquency cases are primarily a boy's problem; boys are
referred more than four times as often as girls.

Cages handled unofficially -- without filing a petition --
are included in the data of this report. About half of the
delinquency 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 svallability of specilalized 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 Specialized Courts Dealing with
Children, Children'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
delinquency 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

1



SUMMARY OF FINDINGS--continued

Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses)-~continued

Differential rates.

Traffic cases

:E:xtent'cloe-oooutoo

Change from
Previous year......

DiscusSSioNesesacese

the less serious delinguency came to the courts' attention,
since cases handled unofficially are generally, but not
always, of a less serious nature 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.

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.

In addition to the 470,000 juvenile delinguency cases,
about 230,000 traffic cases were disposed of by Jjuvenile
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.

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 juvenlle 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.

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 cases 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.



SUMMARY OF FINDINGS--Continued

Traffic cases-~continued

Most do not involve the type of behavior or circumstances
that require 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 traffic cases in a summary man-
ner, without social investigation. It is generally belleved
therefore (and recommended recently by the National Coun-
¢il of Juvenile Court Judges) that traffic offenses should
be analyzed separately from other types of delinguency.
This was not very important five to ten years ago when
traffic cases comprised a small proporition of all juvenile
delinguency cases. Lately, however, the increased avail-~
abllity and use of the auto by juvenlles i1s 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 delinguency," unless specificially
adjudicated as such,

Third, some courts have jurisdiction in traffic cases and
others do not. This disturbs the comparability of report-
ing. By reporting traffic cases separately, the data on
delinquency 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 juvenlle traffic cases in traffic courts) will only
affect the series of data on traffic cases and not the
other series on delinguency cases excluding traffic. Since
traffic cases have been included with other delinguency
cases up to now, the question may appropriately be raised
as to whether the high rise in delinquency noted in the
past 10 years may reflect merely the increased number of
traffic offenses. This camnot be proved or disproved na-
tionally since the data are not available. Nevertheless,
the following relevant observations are appropriate.

Fxamination of gome State reports (Callifornia, Ohio,
Missouri, Florida) that maintsin 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
delinquency cases. There is no question 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 delinquency picture for these specific States.
For the Unlted States as a whole, however, it is believed
that the inclusion of traffic cases with other types of
delinquency has not seriously affected the overall picture.

3



SUMMARY OF FINDINGS--continued
Traffic cases--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 delinguency
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 overall resulis.

2. Trends over the past decade in Jjuvenile 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 traffic 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
delinguency cases more than doubled between 1948 and 1958,
even though routine juvenile traffic cases are not handled
by the children's courts. In Conmecticut 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 thé 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 interpreting the statistical data in this report.



SUMMARY OF FINDINGS--continued
Other cases

Dependency and

neglectiseeeesesses Most juvenile courts by statute have jurisdiction over
court actions involving dependent and neglected children
as well as delinguent 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 the 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 sample 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 populations of:
Type of A1l 106,000 50,000~ 20,000- 10,000- TUnder
court courts or over 99,999 49,999 19,999 10,000

Total... 502 155 81 143 68 55
Urban.ecosesasees 177 122 25 2 3 3
Semi-urban. cese.. 175 33 48 59 18 17
Rural..eeeveaeees 150 - 8 60 47 35

Data on dependency and neglect cases are based on all the courts reporting
on such.cases to the Children'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.



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 seriocusly 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 delinguency in-
cludes conduct such as ungovernable behavior and running away, conduct labeled
"delinguency" 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 aesertlon, abuse
or 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, ' under 30 percent.

Method of handling cases is classified into official and unofficial, scmetimes
referred to as Jjudicial 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. "Un-
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.




SUMMARY TABLES

Table 1.--Number of Delinquency Cases {Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by

Juvenile Courts, United States, 19582

Total Boys Girls
Type of court
Number Percent Number | Percent Number Percent
Total..... .. | 470,000 | 100 | 383,000 | 100 87,000 100
Urban...ceeesse. | 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 g,000 9

& Date are from the national sample of juvenile courts.

Table 2.--Mamner of Handling Delinguency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed

of by Juvenile Courts, United States, 19582

Total Official Unofficial
Type of court
Number Percent Number | Percent Number Percent
Total,.veese 470,000 100 23'7,000- 20 233,000 250
Urban........... | 298,000 100 149,000 50 149,000 50
Seml-urban. ... 120,000 160 58,000 48 62,000 52
Rural........... | 52,000 100 30,000 58 22,000 42

® Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts.



Table 3.--Rate of Delinquency Cases (Excluding Trafflc) Disposed of by
Juvenile Courts, United States, 19582

Rate per 1,000 child populationb
Type of court AL Age ju?isdiction of court
courts Under 16 Under 17 Under 18°
Urban.e.eeecsvonsssne 38.5 29.8 39.2 46.0
Selni—‘u-rbann s s 2000000 24.1 12-5 24-6 28-9
Rural--...-....--... 1102 407 '707 15.2

Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts.

D These differential rates are calculated on the basis of the 1950 child
population at risk; 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 estlmated current populations.

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 4.--Percent Change in Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed
of by Juvenile Courts, United States, 1957-19582

. Official ! Unofficial
Type of court Total Boys Girls cases cases
Totaleeveesss +7 +7 +6 =1 +16
Urba.n.'l'i.-.l"’ +6 +r7 +5 +l +13
SQmi-l.lI’b&Il- sesvee +6 +6 +5 "3 +17
Rul‘al-........... +ll +10 +14 "'3 +38

® Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts.



Table 5.--Number and Mauner of Handling Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile

Courts, United States, 19582

Total Official Unofficial
Type of court
Number Percent Number | Percent Number Percent
Total..eeweea | 230,000 100 56,000 100 174,000 100
Urban.esseeeesses | 164,000 71 33,000 59 131,000 75
Semi-urban..e oo, 47,000 21 10,000 18 37,000 21
Rllra:l....l..'.ll'- 19’000 8 13,000 23 6,000 4

& Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts.

Table 6.--Percent Change in Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile Courts,

United States, 1957-1958%

Type of court Total Official Unofficial
TO’tal.....-.........n.. b"‘_____“. "_5_ bﬁ
Urban’.'..l....l..'.l'...ﬂ.. b+59 —6 b+93
Semi-urba_n-....-o-.~-....... ’I‘lg "'9 +19
Ru:‘aj-...l.‘.’.l.'..."'.I'll +6 (c) +2O

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

handling traffic cases in two large urban communities in one State.
¢ 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

Year

Delinguency cases?

Child population
of U. S. (10-17

Including Excluding b

traffic traffic years of age)
194041 eeraneenns 200,000 19,138,000
1 Lurerennnnnns 224,000 18,916,000
19420 1 uennnnnns 250,000 18,648,000
19430 e eeeernanns 344,000 18,309, 000
19k aeeesennnns 330,000 17,738,000
1045 erenennn, 344,000 17,512,000
1946+ erennenens 295,000 17,419,000
194 e eeeennnnns 262,000 17, 344,000
19480 e s eennnnns, 254,000 17,314,000
19490 eernennns 272,000 17,365,000
1950 e sevennnnns 280, 000 17,398,000
19510 eeerernnns 298,000 17,705, 000
195201 uunnnrnans 332,000 18, 201,000
1953 1 eennnnnnns 374,200 18,980,000
195 s e ennnnss 395,000 19,551,000
1955, e ssnennns 431,000 20,112,000
1956 vunnrennn. 520,000 20,623,000
10570 s eeennnnn. 603,000 440,000 22,192,000
1958 e erennnns © 700,000 470,000 23,446,000

& 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

reports from a comparable group of courts.

Data 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, 19582

Rate per 1,000 child population®
Type of court o?u?ZSZs Ml Age jurisdiction of court
courts Under 16 Under 17 | Under 18°¢
Urban.sesecesness 76,000 3.6 2.8 5.5 3.6
Semi-urbal.ceesss 34,000 2.5 2.0 3.1 2.7
RuraJ-'."......'. 14’000 lll 0.7 1.7 1.3

& 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 Jjurisdiction is under 16, etec.
For all courts combined, the child population under 18 was used.

C A small number of courts having jurisdiction umder 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, 1957-1958%

Type of court Total Official Unofficial
To.taj-ll'lotittﬂnliil.... j—?_ —ﬁ -j-]_-]:—
Urban. coeeisseveanacsnsncons +5 +5 +6
Semi—urban..-.-.-o.--...a..- +13 +10 +20
Rllra:l-.-‘l....l'lllll'lll!ul' +1r7 +2l +5

% Estimates are based on data from 1,460 eourts reporting each year whose
jurisdictions include about 64 percent of the child population under 18 years

of age.



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

Year Dependency and neglect Chiid population of U. S.

cases? (Under 18 years of age)b
19460 ciiacncncss 101,000 41,759,000
1947, denneensnan 104,000 43,301,000
1948, iiiennnnna 103,000 44,512,000
1949, iiieiinnas 98,000 45,775,000
1950, ccervecanss 93,000 47,017,000
1951 eennnnnnnss 97,000 . 48,598,000
1952, ceeerananns 98,000 50,296,000
1953 . i iacanss 103,000 51,987,000
1954 . s eeerannnss 103,000 53,737,000
1955, cieiennanss 106,000 55,568,000
19560 ccansencas . 105,000 57,377,000
1957 ivnnnnanss 114,000 59,336,000
1958, ieneinnnns 124,000 | 61,238,000

& 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°

Aze OFFICTAL CASES UNUFFICTAL CASES
under
Aren served by court? cm‘xdx]'tic}:na Delinquency Dependency | gpeeial | Delinquency Dependency. | goangg)
{except Traffic and roceeding (except Traffic and roceedings
original traffic) neglect | P 91 trarfie) neglect |°
Jurisdiction
ALABAMA:
Jefferson Co. {Birmingham).. ¢ 16, 18 1,170 15 %6 - 651 3 632 -
Mobile C0. (MODI1E)sreersrasisnorcovosnn 16 920 8 625 - 300 - 135 -
Co. (Mont ¢ 16, 18 237 - 40 - 210 - 686 -
64 YL COUTEDsevoavsvsescocosersssascan 16 1,148 33 1,160 - 176 - 51 -
ARTZONA:
Marleops Co. (PhoendX).essvereescorecnnns 18 1,765 229 3¢9 396 5,5% - 238 2.,670
1 emall COUTtaasssseressoccasrosssnorionn 18 82 10 9 4 274 362 2 1
ARKANSAS:
Pulasid Co. (Little Rock)... 21 139 G 7% - 505 (%) 410 1
24 500)1 COUrtBasesaneoacs 21 552 (9 192 €0 132 (d) 202 29
CALIFORNIA:
Alomeda Co, {0aX1A08}.ussserscensessrasss 21 1,694 131 438 5 2,568 7,735 1,393 955
Cuntra Costa Co. (Richmond)... 21 915 30 401 11 987 3,303 132 203
Frecno Co. {Fresno)..ese.... 21 1,040 34 295 3 120 1 32 153
Kern Co. (Bakersfield).eiesesaseacervsnes 21 958 23 246 26 773 4,922 61 332
Los Angeles Co. {LOR ANELES)ervsersserss 21 8,041 301 2,275 50 781 52,338 213 1,325
Monterey Co. {Monterey)eiecesscesesscsans 21 320 8 117 5 800 hT3 €8 113
Orange Co. (SEOtA ARR)..iesoresessoiarone 21 975 & 305 18 1,565 6,420 w2 434
Riverside Co. {Riverside).ce.ecrcecsnenes 21 868 29 222 5 150 2,923 12 10
Sacramento Co. {Sacramento}.eeecesesss 21 136 26 168 5 1,258 3,364 172 LT
San Bernardino Co. (San Be: 1ino). 21 1,173 a7 369 [ 529 2,054 124 -
San Diego Co. (San DLeE0)eeressesas 21 1,761 307 815 24 2,835 5,741 657 553
San Franelgeo Co. (San Franeisco).... 21 1,324 17 634 - 3,042 3,657 1,342 184
Sun Jonguin Co. {Stoekton).iseveessvieees 21 549 20 152 - 440 15 46 3
Sun Maten Co. (San Mateo)f.esesseees 21 388 4 164 - 764 4,206 211 240
Santa Clara Co. (Sen J09€)eiiecessons 21 1,116 10 433 13 1,668 6,195 435 192
S01ano Co. (V11eJo)ssssereseresseres 21 204 € 96 2 246 749 72 100
Sonama Co. {Santn Rosa),.. . 2% 221 1l 97 3 312 24 238 117
Stanislaug Co. (Modesto)eserssesesecssees 21 333 27 95 2 420 3 15 192
Tulare Co. (TM1ATE)sseroscionrrossorsnons 21 504 27 114 9 180 1,352 31 62
Venture Co. (Oxnard).. 2 322 . 84 1 489 1,454 71 189
38 small courtS..e.. 21 2,911 599 943 41 3,781 2,599 554 321
CONNECTICUT:
First District (Bridgeport).ceesersesosss 16 517 {4) 303 198 1,958 (4) - -
Second District (New Haven)...ssssse. 16 580 (4) 401 406 1,918 (d) - -
Third District (Hartford)eseeesesereacses 16 561 (4) 419 458 1,323 (d) - -
DELAWARE:
1 SmATL COUrbuerserenscennananceonsasasas 18 335 461 286 91 166 - 64 29
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA:
Woghington - CIt¥eeencosrsoocerasconrones 18 1,197 338 381 - 578 32 - -
FLORIPA:
Dade Coo (MLAmd)essrresionsasssosnsrnenie 17 2,262 136 787 7 1,042 527 649 32
Duval Co, {Jackoonville)eeeeeesosssoosees v 1,254 438 1,07% 90 793 433 15
Escambia Co. (Fensacolo).eeesesesvssnnses 17 687 245 321 2 - - 1 -
Hillsborough Co. {TAMPA)seserrrnnesvorver 17 1,007 204 1,010 68 830 - 226 2
Orange Ca. {0r1and)....eseessonreressens 17 445 288 119 o0 576 19 117 11
Palm Besch Co. (¥. Polm Beaeh)eeeessasas 17 512 59 252 22 599 4 398 4
Pinellas Co. (St. Peteraburg)eesveeceecss 7 502 719 326 15 731 - 299 13
60 BmALL COBXERevearserararacennrosrasaas 17 4,063 1,544 1,411 237 2,882 1,211 1,289 23
GEORGIA:
Bibb Cou (MACOn)eseresioensns v 204 (o) 125 32 128 - 108 20
DeKalb Cg. (Decatur).... rensereianes 17 789 151 201 12/ 70 - 49 242
Fulton €o. (Atlanta)eseecsecesonssironnse 17 1,482 394 853 78 1,278 1 546 613
Moseogee Co. (COLUMDUE) .reoersecassessnne 17 755 €0 221 6 - - - -
Richmond Co. (AUEUIEE)esessrorsvcancines 17 438 39 239 62 100 - 31 -
24 £RALL COUTEBrereseierarersnnssnasasons 17 1,746 153 849 175 1,287 23 782 1
HAWATY:
Firot Clrcuit (Honolulu)eveseeseovorsonse 18 2,523 475 317 591, 833 24 159 -
ILLINOIS:
Cook Co. {Chicago)ssssessasssvenaernesans 18 6,391 [49] 1,999 6,491 891 () 1,473 18
Du Page Co. (EXDHUTOL)seursovestesnenyncs 18 167 (¢) 45 247 82 (&) 42 -
Kone €0, (ANTOTA)eseerssironennssnvronnns 18 132 (%) 159 292 23 ©) 381 -
Lake €0, (WouXegon)eeesuseassressnsioares 18 315 (%) 325 323 114 (%) 81 -
Madioon Co. (ALEOR)seseersveonrsvresrvene 18 48 ¢ 191 215 254 (%) 751 -
Peoria Co. {PEOTA8)eersessoseosnososnrrne 18 38 (%) 218 313 36 ] 5 -
St. Clair Co. (Ee Ste Loulf)evessesscnnes 18 11 (%} 127 3% - (%) - -
WI1L Cou (JOLL6E) vesstinennernssioarcoses 18 67 (%) 32 L6 69 (%) 22 -
Winngbago Co. (ROCKFOrd)..sssvecsssnnecs 18 40 (%) 190 376 752 (%) 570 -
12 Gmall COUTtaeerrererserarevesersrasenn 18 233 (%) 189 559 300 *) 1 2
“IOWA:
Block Howk Go. (Waterloo).ieseeessrcssnss 18 122 () 85 - 532 4y 136 -
Linn Co, gcom RAPLAD)aserasvesararsssse 18 a5 (9 36 - &7 {dy 22 -
Folk Co. (Den MOANEn)ssrsssesnsovseavasen 18 239 &) 168 - 672 4 70 -
Scott Co. (Davenport)eeseevecossereseises 18 178 (%) 67 - 296 @) 72 -
Woodbury Co. {S10ux CEt¥)esssscerrrcnnare 18 217 (4) 168 - 301 (4) 204 -
82 £mAll COUTESevarersarrarseniivetsonens 18 1,108 (93 461 - 1,616 (43 447 -
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY BY JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1958%--Continued

Age OFFICTAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES
under
o Area geyved by court? which Deldnquene, Dependency| Delinguency Dependeney
crimgi m;hiu (exoapt y Traffic and prsgszéﬂgs (except Traffic and rsﬁz:ﬁl .
‘31'15 ition| trafric) neglect traffic) neglect [P ne!
o
KARSAS:
Sedgwick Co. (Wichita).. 15,18 602 195 137 - - - - -
Shawnce Co. {Topeka).... 16,18 61 94 49 - 28 34 18 -
Wyandotte Co. (KRNSAB)s.sessearsarnssesnes 16,18 105 12 85 - 242 13 99 -
89 smald cnu.rtu......‘-....‘f..-....n.... 16,18 €07 413 313 - 1,011 235 258 -
KINTUCKY :
Jefferoon £o. {(Loutoville).esvssveccosoess 18 1,881 19 546 - 2,250 729 347 142
Kenton €0, (D0VINGEON}.sisassrrvroecssonsse 18 331 45 33 - 209 - - -
7 82211 COUrlSeecserrercarorsoeviasrerensa 18 648 a3 73 4 785 3 13 -
LOUTSIANA:
Caddo Parigh {Shreveport)eevessvssesnsrseas 17 323 - 147 97 471 38 57 -
#, Baton Houge Pardish (Baton Rougej... 17 251 463 135 - 309 - 134 134
4th Judicinl District {Monrce)...... 17 409 104 34 48 102 - 37 -
Orleons Farish (New Orleans). 17 1,385 2,123 369 - 4,794 - 458 -
40 Emall couTtSsseciorerserssrioncansoness 17 1,712 472 468 241 2,255 203 736 133
MAINE:
16 SEALYL COUIBOyeearseasarersnrsnsrsrrsnss 17 921 (®) 282 53 534 (&) - 8
MARYLAND:
Anne Arundel £o {AnRADOLIB}esssseasieres. 18 343 4, 97 - 2 (9) - -
Baltimore (CLt¥iess ssessoresrscnccoassnes %g 3,317 (g) 1,730 a8 - 53) - -
Baltirore COuvevavisenosesasssans . 1,033 3 262 4 1 ) 2 -
Montgonery Co. (Silver Sprdng)... 18 "502 923 220 P 482 4 127 -
Prince Ceorge's Co. {Hyattsvilie)l.., 18 658 (4 ] 6 320 (d) 2 1
16 BIALL COUTESeeserasrsssccrorsssoasssnns 18 1,040 (d) 432 33 152 (43 23 4
MASSACHUSETTS:
Boston:
Boston {Central Section}ecesvssessoresss 17 720 (®) (%) - - (¢) Iy -
7 e (£ L
BrighiChe s sossecsorsonaresasssscvscnn 17 60 (e) (r) - - (©) !‘) -
CNBPIEOtOn, et eressoreasstvaassrosavrnrse 17 122 (¢) (1‘) - - (%) (!‘) -
DOTCRETEET e vverassaennatonnsennnrmnnenn 17 198 () (9 - - (& () -
EaGt BOALOMe s ssenssrvrsosvnnrasorsocans 17 155 (e} (£} - 132 () ) -
OXBUTYs v ssoanrnssnsseasernrnnsvusrassns 17 764 (g) (f) - - (:) (? -
South Beatohe.essess vee 17 112 (2) {1 - - (%) () -
Viegt, ROXDUXY v oeooeossasarernnsrsnsonnss 17 223 (e} (f) - - () 5y -
DISTRICT:
Worceater Ce(mt. (\’l;:mester)............. 17 591 §e> g) - 77 (2) (g) -
E, Norfolk (QUIneyj.eeeeeses 17 331 23 ) - 67 () (%) -
E. Mddlesex, lot (Malden).. 17 296 (e) £ - 5 () gf) -
Iﬁmc?&mmeh........ tesrensrnes g 3.33 Ez\ gg - - E:; (g% -
e, Sesbssesnressetsevseteras P - - -
Brigtol, 2nd (FALl BAVEr)esereensnsnenes hY4 226 (%) (£) - 155 (€ (£ -
sﬁiﬁ“ﬁﬁﬁﬁx’ﬁﬁ“‘ Jl.'; 532 %2; g} - - gz; Eg) -
& ; Jesssrersecnens - - ) -
Springfield (Springfield}.eessesen, 7 466 (&) {f) - - (%} (£ -
Hriatol, 3rd (New Beafoxdjsesesrsceseens 17 243 ©) (£) - 1231 ©) ) -
E. Middlegex, 3rd (Sambrddgieveserreres 17 336 () (£) - - (e} L) -
54 SDALL CUTEDavesrsrssnsnraansanenres 7 3,92 (e () - - ®) () -
MICHIGAN:
Berrden Co. {Benton farborfeeesessssevracs 17 70 b8 35 - 292 369 102 -
Calhoun Co. (Battle Creek)ecseesscsssenans 17 243 1 158 - 18 291 20 -
Genesse Cov (FIIN)eesassereosrrssenassone 17 569 20 62 - 2 1 - -
Inghaz Go. (Iansing)eesssecesssssroneorses 17 242 2 225 - 1 979 4 -
Jackoon Co. (JUCKBON)sensrsosvssccrrssvanse 7 129 - 36 - 2 514 2 -
Kalamazoo £o. (HALGMAZOO}4eeressorecasores 17 134 2 99 - 316 622 ‘100 -
Kent Co. (Grand Rapids)eseseveses . 17 313 1 154 - 98 1,329 7 -
Magemb Co. (Raat Detrait)eesivsss cesroan 17 561 7 387 - 45 929 40 -
Muskegon Co. (MISKEEUD) teessesnnronnrasnrs 17 97 i 120 - 261 526 104 -
gkli;;ld %. Eggg};:c;...u.-.. ctevrrenes 17 ﬁgl ;. 3323. - 3;7 2,;05 150 -
ginaw Co, Wleiaerasansoteassonsns 7 233 - I 31 109 -
Yiagshtenaw {6, {Ann ATBOr)essvrarvesrasnces 7 :2.59 1 246 - 8 £9 2 -
Wayne £0. (DetIOLt)eessenasssarversnannnsa 17 2,358 2 1,924 - 915 9,668 22 -
70 ETALY COUPtBeennsencrassucasssionnsnsnse 17 1,670 19 1,070 - 911 3,838 54 -
HINNESOTA:
Hemnopin Co, l(hﬁnnenpol:lu)................ 18 1,013 120 161 27 1,152 2,29% 27 64
ey $Ge (Ste PAUL}esvvncenvene teens 18 1,001 9l 3. - 407 2,{:16 - -
St. Ieula Co. {Buluth Feareseiaivnesas 18 314 46 93 - 270 K62 1 -
6 omall cOurtOeseayees treesstsecrrrrre 18 711 670 €2 8 46 5 45 21
MISSISSIPFL:
Hindg Co, (JROKION}seiasesrneanasoscrarsnna 18 228 4 87 - 184 8 - -
68 omall COUrthaesevesescanssrsssocesnsares 8 1,141 26 652 - 300 4 20 19
MISSOURT:
Groens €0, (Sprangriold)ivesevesesessnesss 21 110 & 81 78 281 197 - -
Jackomn Co. (Kanoas Cltgjessverirsnaonvene 17 980 /3 112 498 1,189 393 166 4
Ste loudo Go. {Untverolty Clty)esssseesess hd 639 55 64 300 1,092 201 336 7
Ste Louis {(CItFivesvravorsnersarvesrcrsnns 17 525 9 359 710 2,808 397 561 26
110 omall COUrBdeuiescessserocssesssansnres 17 1,63 427 649 Va 1,065 188 102 6
MInTANA:
2 SmAll COUrbOeressarassrensssnsrsnsasence 18 T4 - - - 1,474 244 - -
NEBRASKA:
4 ETALL QOUrtOsersrsesarersenersoasesenrs 8 335 ¢y 199 24 (&) (8) (©) (£)
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY BY JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1958%--Continued

Age OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES
under
Aven served by court? mﬁﬁcg‘w Delinguency Dependency Special Delinquency Dependency Special
original except Traffic and proceedings {except Traffic and proceedings
Jurisdiction | trafrie) neglect traffic) neglect
NEW HAMPSHIRE;
69 mAll courtBescscssiarvoiosronsssncsene 18 1,056 66 82 2 272 2 ha R -
NEW MEXICO:
Bernalillo Co. {(AlbuqQUerque)eeseessesseses 1 860 488 - - 976 2,788 - -
25 8mall coUrtOerressveracnsnsonis 18 1,00L 914 - - 4,390 1,943 - -
NEW YORK:
Abvany Co. (AIBANY)ecevesrenns 16 370 6 139 235 - (%) - -
Brocome Co. (Binghampion)...cescessseeecsas 16 9L - 97 98 47 ) 14 13
Chautauque Co., {Jamestown)eeceeseerovsonss 16 107 - 55 107 3 ®) - -
Dutcheas Co. {Poughkeepsie)eessseoronorans 16 115 5 9 81 - €) - -
Erle Coo (BULLAlO)ecsersrornorssecorasnans 16 868 i3 197 6 55 (<) - -
Monroe Cc. (Rochester)..seisevessienraones 16 344 9 86 438 - (%) - -
New YOrk (City)esessencasooacinarnoninnare 16 12,870 (&) 2,926 430 828 ) 1,363 -
Niagara Co. {Niagars FallB)esisssescesrson 16 235 2 157 273 243 Ee) 109 -
Onelda Co, {Utica)eserarrrarrensvrsesannss 16 181 8 26 3 - 5‘3) - -
Onondaga. Co, {Syracuse}.eeseveeronon, 16 449 2 163 385 - € - -
Orange - Co. (Newburgh)... 16 155 - 26 a8 - (&) - -
Rensselaer Co. (Troy).. 16 98 - 28 52 - 143) - -
Schenectady Co. {Schencctady, 16 18 - 7 106 - (¢) - -
Suffolk Co. (I8LipJeveesocassass 16 429 10 61 265 - (¢) - -
Wegtchester Co. (Yonkers). cenves 16 331 14 257 247 341 %) - -
42 8ma3L COURESeussirecasonnrsorrtssnnrone 16 1,550 23 ELE 1,876 616 ) 294 26
NORTH CAROLINA:
Buncombe 00, AZheville)..issesoesscrasesss 16 116 - 34 181 9 - - -
Durhan Co. {Durbim}essensssses veiee 16 289 & 7 38 2 - - -
Forayth Co. (Winston-Salem)..... 16 323 4 276 145 95 - 6 2
Gagton Co. (Castonla)eseeeeesens 16 106 - a7 7 137 5 133 15
Guilford Co. {Greensboro)... 16 258 A0 178 195 310 7 19 41
MackKlenburg Co. {Charlotte]. le 480 18 60 159 379 7 230 106
Wake Co. (Ralelghj.vereeorss TS 16 234 12 123 322 40 - 2 4
99 omAl)l COUTtSeerrcortsrtrscssnarosvennns 16 2,375 76 632 198 66 1 6 -
RORTH DAKOTA:
Firot Judiciel Diastrict (Fargo)eeesreceses 18 335 19 26 g2 247 270 15 1
3 omall courtdeeseatseecsovacrasansoacenes 18 110 20 30 9 269 89 30 [
OHIO:
Butler Co. (Hamilton}.sesvessvesisnvaraese 18 248 543 78 - 887 6 5 6
Clark Co. (Springfield).. i8 123 44 &2 1 557 330 6 -
Cuyahoga Co. {Cleveland). 18 2,137 108 406 153 1,814 4,547 3 -
Franklin Co. (Columbusj).. 18 355 2,745 265 46 443 1 47 4
Hamilton Co. (Clnoinnati)ececeeressressene 18 873 2,550 502 - 4,031 1 pi:] 16
Lorain Co, {Ioraifi)seesecisesosnsses 13 197 19 101 - X 252 2 -
Tuoas Co. (Tolede)sseaescanssosrsrsensacnss 18 741 1,409 29 219 1,772 261 - 185
Mehoning Co. (YOUNZOLOWN)esroerorvosrsraes 18 109 10 145 1 1,143 809 37 2
Montgomery Co. (Dayton)eeiesecesssessasnean 18 535 138 286 192 1,739 1,846 10 2
Stark Co. (Lanton)eesersesersssesivsacarse 18 71 - 71 - - - - -
Summit 00, (AKTON)eriaarsavsserozassenones ] 86 99 237 66 1,771 1,206 - 4
Trumbull Co. (Warxen).... coras 18 203 127 105 15 364 38 2 -
70 GEall COuTtOeserersasasa 18 1,652 5,016 1,361 565 2,906 1,242 78 106
OKLAHOMA:
Oklahora Co. (Oklahoma Glty)sessesssssesss | © 16, 18 719 (%) 322 135 1,358 (% 1 -
Tuloa Coo (TUlfA)ieiesvarronsersssrenssons 18 455 762 223 3 886 16 316 2
7 @ALL COUrtBessercersnarsrcecsrvesoninns €16, 18 230 6 181 7 3 1 101 -
OREROW:
Lave 0o, {Bugene)eseeccvseasrrovesvesnnoas 18 383 3 1= 10 702 1 243 21
Mardon Co. (Salem)esesss. 18 468 282 230 37 318 6 226 124
Multnemah Co. (Portland). 18 810 72 731 133 2,136 941 728 56
27 emall courtBesecsassescionses 18 2,293 413 693 156 2,980 19 694 536
PENNSYLVANTA:
Allegheny 0o, (PLEtoburgh)seeeeecsvovercss 18 4,350 332 925 88 1,341 - 829 -
Beaver €0, (A quippulecieercrssassanserse 18 151 49 19 - 336 18 3 -
Borkn 0o, (Reading)ess  peesssescccervans 18 154 - 114 5 372 - 35 -
Blair Co. {Altoona)i, .. vesseserecciannen 18 189 10 15 23 99 4 21 -
Bucks 00y {Briotol)ecessosesresosrvonssine 18 235 1 85 - 245 14 - 35
Caestor Co. (West Chebter)eeecevasesrssses 18 487 10 21 - 155 70 34 -
Delownre Cox {Chester)eeeevsoavess 18 €35 - 46 - 296 - 175 -
Erfe Cov (Erie)eecssscsraorersness 18 137 - pi:3 - 256 - 2 -
Yayette Co. (Undontown)e,iesvesess 18 123 6 - - 257 - 3 1
18 167 37 16 - 96 19 7 -
138 56 7 84 El 80 - 16 8
18 130 92 1 339 - - - -
Uexaer 00, (ShAXCN)eesesresrssrrisrerssece 18 138 131 61 - 5 - 8 -
Yontgonery Co. {(MorTiotown)seeeersvrercass 18 70 619 11 - 332 - 130 -
liorthampton €o. (Bothlehem)esveesaosasasas 18 8z R 89 2 237 12 48 4
Philodelprda {(ity and 00y )erscrssnocvonns 18 10,400 - 1,800 1,000 300 - - -
Schuylkdll Co. (Potioville)svisesersssonns 18 238 13 80 37 393 - 163 52
¥nahington o, (Worhington)eesesssrsacoocs 13 163 76 35 - - - 105 -
Westmoreland 0o {New Kenoington)esesseses 18 170 1 19 2 305 4 - -
York 00r (YOTk)eesevsooasseneosnsocononrss 18 139 - - - 399 - - -
5 onall SOUrtDssiereresoarerveriverrnsares 8 162 8 67 7 248 1 114 3
FUERTO RICO:
Poscession {(San JUAR).eieirercaverinncanan 36 2,258 - 8 1,799 - - -
RHODE XSLAND:
State (Providenco)essavonsssscesveresvsans 1 1,037 71 18 575 | 233 - - -
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY BY 'UVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 18582~ -Continued

Age OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES
under
. t which
Area gervad by court court has Delingquency Dependency Special Delinquency Dependency Spaeial
ord {except Traffic and proceedings (except Traffic and roceedings
Jurtoilotton | tRECFiC) neglect T traffic) neglect (P ne

SUUTH CARDLINAG

Oreenville Co. {Creenville).ceccessseinees 18 588 253 258 513 328 10 226 133

Spartanturg Co. {Spartanburg) 18 195 5 - 2 92 1 - T4

1 omall coUrtesessecvsosnasssnrncarrossane 18 151 - 56 72 - - - -
SOUTH DAKDTA:

45 omall Courtdesaerercroerrrsonerssaraons 18 736 421 164 24 1,400 841 33 5
TEXAS: e

Ja310g 0o. (001180} esviseecssssresessasse e 17, 18 57:1 (e} 523 1,110 4,262 35 873 -

Hhine o ety D)o O : : o | @ S

. { Ko veseverresasese . - - - - - -

Jofferson Go, (BAQIBENLiesescssserssenses $17, 18 183 1 - - 976 - - -

Lubtbock Jo. fIutbockjee.s 17, 18 120 8 - - 718 - 19 -

MCIArzem Coy (UCO)cussesssansesssrensenss | S 17, 18 8 7 18 & 932 10 167 36

Hueces Co. {Corpus Chrdotl)e,ivecavorneens o 17, 18 293 - - - 876 - - -

Travis Co. (Austinie.eecesssievoanse o 17, 18 290 - 173 pIv A 683 16 95 -

Caméron Co. (Brownsville cesie e 17, 18 (%3 - 3 4 595 - - -

104 s3Il COUrtOuisssececsvsscrccsorsnraens 17, 18 1,071 31 237 347 5,195 47 89 16
UTAH:

First District (CEAEN)seecrivsvecscraisens 18 412 2,434 8u - 1,506 - 104 -

Second Digtrist (Salt“Iake Cltyjeuasncones 18 1,139 3,725 184 - 1,870 - a3 -

Third District (Provolieseeseecses 18 536 1,278 80 - 597 - 51 -

3 emall CoUrtSeerecriesortrcasnias 18 643 5% K23 - 195 - 49 -
VERINT:

17 £xall CourtBesseennvosasraarassonrernns 16 186 (9 226 - - - - -
VIRGIN ISLANDOS

2 6mall COUXtSecersoncsoscsnnresssnsocnses 16 7L 5 - 12 - - - -
VIRGINIA:

Arlington COseevesssvsevesncusarernvnoenes hg:] 523 828 56 22 - - - -

Fairfax Go. (Falls Church}..eseescscsssess 13 854 518 51 253 - - - -

NOTLOLK {CIEY) vv o roanenncsenssonvorssanss ] 1,070 669 214 336 - - - -

119 61211 COUTEDiscrsoscosrvrsoroorsosants 18 7,574 499 1,698 845 1,602 39 164 127
WASHINGTON;

King Co. {Seattlejieevrceneen . 18 1,758 4,183 493 691 1,314 9 265 57

PFlerce Zo. {TACOMA)sessavcosasnosacsresares 18 409 ag 136 190 430 333 146 12

Snchemioh o, (kVemtt}............. b} 238 472 122 16 105 - 31 5

Spokane Co. {Spokanelecececessesonscsvssss 13 222 1,246 134 k{4 1,029 196 278 2

Yoakima Go. {Yakimaje.. sesvesass i 144 43 90 71 1,114 1,015 231 9

&7 mmall RoURtTeaceranccrtcrsssecenneranns 18 1,555 1,685 655 237 3,586 1,633 513 38
WEST VIRGINIA:

Catelld Co. {Huntingtonleeeecesssasorserree 18 220 4 31 57 - - - -

Kanawah Co, (Churleston)ecsevererass 18 143 35 139 212 273 - - -

52 omall ROUrtSevesssrarssinasocnsoanscnss 18 1,556 214 524 464 629 115 227 82
WICCONSING

Dane Co, (Mad480Nfeececririoeresncnsnsooss 18 02 6l - 1 902 479 a -

Milwaukee Co. {Milwaukee). 18 1,652 1,466 410 532 4,152 321 341 20

f_ineine 0o, (Racins)eo... 3 S5 1 - 1 72 - - -

60 6Eall COUTEBvateevrevsscrvrorsstnsscons 18 2,778 852 1,245 326 1,650 247 81 2

8 yuiE WELL: The data in thin table sheuld not be used to make comparicons between commnities regarding the extent of delinguency. Quesiions concerning
shangea in an Individual court's data from cne year to ancther chould be directed to that individuel court.
b Courts serving areas with population of 100,000 or more are lifted ceparately, showing the chief city le~sted in each area. Courts serving arens with less
than 100,000 populntion are combined for each Ctate and are pregented ag "small courts.®
€ The age under which court has originnl jurisdiction da different for boyo and pirls. The age for boys appears firat.
d Inapplicable -~ juvenile court does not have Jurlzdiction over Juverdle traffic cases.
€ mata on iraffic cases mot reported ceparately from other types of delingquency cases. They are ineluded under "Delinquency - except traffic.t
L o report ‘on dependency and neglect cages.

€ Reported on afficial cases cnly.
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