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The statistics in this publication represent the volume of children's
cases disposed of by juvenile courts. They are affected by sevoral factors.
Ages of children and types of cases (e.g., traffic violations) over which
courts have jurisdiction are established 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 egencies 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 social 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,
cannot measure the full extent of either delinquency, dependency, or neglect.
They may be particularly misleading when used to make ccmparisons between one
community and another. They do, however, indicate how freguently one impor-
tant 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 Delinguency,' 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)

Extento.oo.'uoootlt

(Table 1)

h‘end'o:uuouuoctol.

(Tables 4, 7 and
ehart)

Sex ratio. . eeeesnsns
(Table 1)

Manner of handling.

(Table 2)

About 514,000 Juvenile delinquency cases (excluding traf-
fic offenses) were handled by Juvenile courts in the United
States in 1960. The estimated number of different children
involved in these cases was somewhat lower (443,000), since
the same child may have been referred more than once during
the year. These children represent 1.8 percent of all chil-
dren aged 10 through 17 in the country. (Note: These data
are not comparable to those reported for years prior to
1957 when traffic offenses were included with other delin-
quency cases. See section on "Traffic cases" below.)

In 1960, for the 12th consecutive year, delinquency cases
increased over the previous year., The increase for 1960
was 6 percent while the increase in the child population,
aged 10 through 17, increased by only 2 percent. Thus, as
in every year in the past decade, except 1959, the increase
in delinguency cases exceeded the increase in the child
population.

In the past, the percentage increase in girls' cases was
usually less than that for boys'. In 1960, however, girls'
cases increased by 10 percent over 1959 whereas boys' cases
increased by only 5 percent. The largest increase in girls'
cases occurred in rural courts.

The pattern noted in recent years of court delinguency cases
increasing faster in rural areas than elsewhere was reversed
in 1960. The increase was 7 percent in urban courts, which
handle two-thirds of all court delinguency cases in the
country, while it was 3 percent in the rural courts.

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

Cases handled unofficially -- without filing a petition --
are included in the data of this report. Half of the delin-
quency cases were disposed of in this way. The proportion
of cases handled unofficially was higher in urban courts
than in rural courts, owing perhaps to the availability of
specialized intake or probation staff in the urban courts.
(For a discussion of policy consideration in the unofficial
disposition of cases, see Standards for Specialized Courts
Dealing with Children, Children's Bureau Publication No. 346,
U.S. Government Printing Office, 1954, pp. 43-45.)

The increase between 1959 and 1960 was much.greater in
unofficial delinquency cases than in official cases (10 and
3 percent respectively) when date from all types of courts
are combined. When data are examined separately by type

1
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS-=-continued

Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses)-~-continued

LR LTI

° of ecourt, however, the changes in such cases between these
i 2 years are strikingly different. In rural courts, for
example, the unofficial cases actually decreased while the

official cases increased by 6 percent.

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

Traffic cases

Extent.......c..... In addition to the 514,000 juvenile delinquency cases, about

306,000 traffic cases were disposed of by juvenile courts in
(Table 5) the country in 1960. These cases involved roughly 264,000

different children or about 1.0 percent of the child popula-
tion. These traffic cases do not represent all traffic cases
of Jjuveniles since many juvenile courts do not have jurisdic-
tion in such cases. They represent only those coming to the
attention of juvenile courts.

@ ' Change from
previous year...... Traffic cases increased by 6 percent in 1960 over the es-
timated number in 1959. This is the identical increase
(Table 6) noted §bove for delinguency cases (excluding traffic of-
fenses).

Discussion...v..... In former years traffic cases, in those courts that had
Jurisdiction in such cases, were included with other types
of Jjuvenile delinquency cases and could not be separately
identified. Since 1957, courts have been requested to re-
port data on traffic cases separately. The reasons for doing
this are as follows:

First, most traffic offenses can hardly be considered in
the same category as other types of delinguency. 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
Steandard Family and Juvenile Court Acts which permit spe-
cial handling of Jjuvenile traffic cases in a summary man-
ner, without sccial investigation. It is generally
believed therefore (and recommended recently by the Na-
tional Council of Juvenile Court Judges) that traffic
offenses should be analyzed separately from other types
of delinquency. This was not very important 5 to 10 years
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS-~-continued

Traffic cases~-=-continued

o ago when traffic cases comprised a small proportion of all

’ Juvenile delinquency cases. Lately, however, the increased
availability and use of the auto by Jjuveniles is accounting
for increasingly more juvenile traffic cases.

Second, in at least one State, recent legislation prohibits
the classification of traflfic offenses under the heading of
"juvenile delinquency," unless specifically adjudicated as
such,

Third, some courts have Jjurisdiction in traffic cases and
others do not. This disturbs the comparability of report-
ing. By reporting traffic cases separately, the data on
delinguency cases (excluding traffic cases) become more
precise, Also any changes in the methods of handling traf-
fic cases (i.e., the increasing trend toward handling
Juvenile traffic cases in traffic courts) will only affect
the series of data on traffic cases and not the other
series on delinquency cases excluding traffic. Since
traffic cases have been included with other delinguency
cases up to now, the question mey appropriately be raised
as to whether the high rise in delinguency 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 observations are relevant.

Examination of some State reports (California, Chio,
Missouri, Florida) that maintain separate data on traffic
cases reveals that traffic offenses have increased tre-
mendously 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 United 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,

This belief is based on the following:

1. Many courts do not have jurisdiction over routine
Juvenile traffic cases so that nationally traffic cases
comprise only about one-third of all types of delinquency
cases, while non-traffic delinguency cases comprise the
remaining two-thirds. This ratio buffers somewhat any
disproportionate effect that the increase in traffic cases
mey have on the overall results.
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS-=continued

Traffic cases~-=continued

Other cases

Dependency and
neglect. i veonsvens

(Tables 8-10Q)

2. Trends over the past decade in Jjuvenile court data

that include traffic cases are strikingly similar to those
of the police arrest data on 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
Jurisdiction 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 national trend where traffic cases have been included.

A good example is the large State of New York vhere court
delinquency cases have more than doubled since 1948, even
though routine juvenile traffic 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 periocd.

The above observations do 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, & juvenile traffic offender is as deliquent as
any other delinquent child. The group holding this view
would argue that Jjuvenile court statistics understate the
problem of delinquency since many juvenile traffic offend-
ers appear in courts other than juvznile courts and are
not included in the statistics.

The preceding discussion should be taken into consideration
in interpreting the statisticel data in this report.

Most Jjuvenile courts by statute have jurisdiction over
court actions invelving dependent and neglected children
as well as delinquent chlldren, Dependency and neglect
cases in the United States totaled 121,000 in 1960. Such
cases increased by 2 percent between 1959 and 1960. Thus,
the upward trend which began in 1951 and occurred in each
subgequent year, except 1956, continues.

4
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS~-continued
Other cases-=continued

Special
proceedings...e....» A small proportion of &ll court cases are those involving
adoption, custcdy, consent to marry and other "special
(Appendix) proceedings." Courts vary in the types 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, supplemented by estimates for Alaska
and Hawaii,

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 & 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 elike as possible in
such characteristics as regional location, population density, percent of
nonwhite 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 courits serve large areas of
100,000 or more pcpulation; semi=-urban courts serve medium-sized areas;
and rural courts, small areas of under 20,000,

Number of courts serving poprilations of':

Type of Al 100,000 50,000- 20,000- 10,000- Under

court courts or over 99,999 49,999 19,999 10,000
Total... 502 187 70 123 61 61
Urban...veeeeeeess 202 151 21 26 1 3
Semi-urban........ 170 36 43 54 13 24
Rllral............. 130 - 6 43 47 34

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 1960, 1,761 courts reported on depend-
ency and neglect cases. These courts included in their jurisdictions 77
percent of the child population under 18 years of age.
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DEFINITION OF TERMS

Juvenile delinguency 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 chil-
dren or youth of Jjuvenile court age, or for conduct so seriously antisocial as
to interfere with the rights of others or to menace the welfare of the delin-
quent himselfl or of the community. This broad definition of delinquency in-
eludes conduct such as ungovernable behavior and running away, conduct labelea
"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
(e.g., lack of adequate care or support resulting from the death, absence or
physical or mental incapacity of the parents, abandonment or desertion, 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, dependency or neglect. They include adoption, insti-
tutional commitments for special purposes, material witnesses, application for
consent to marry or to 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. Reflerrals 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 agen-
cies, 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 to 69 percent; for
"rural courts," under 30 percent. Up through 1959, data from the 1950 decen-
nial census were used as a basis for classifying the type of court. For this
1960 report, data from the 1960 decenniel census were used which resulted in
a shift in type for some courts.

Method of handling cases is classified into official and unofficial, sometimes
referred to as judicial and nonjudicial. "Official cases" are those that are
placed on the official court calendar 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 aedjusted by the judge, referee, probation
officer, or other officer of the court.

United States includes Alaska and Hewaii in all national estimates of this
1960 report, except where otherwise indicated,
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SUMMARY TABLES

Table 1.--Number of Delinguency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by
Juvenile Courts, United States, 1960

Total Boys Girls
Type of court
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total.seesss 514,000 100 415,000 100 99,000 100
Urban..vecesonss 344,000 67 276,000 67 68,000 69
Semi-urban...... 128,000 25 104,000 25 24,000 24
Rural.cieecenoas 42,000 8 35,000 8 7,000 7

Table 2.--Manner of Handling Delinguency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed
of by Juvenile Courts, United States, 1960

Total Official Unofficial
Type of court
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total.vessee 514,000 100 258,000 50 256,000 50
Urban..svosesces 344,000 100 178,000 52 166,000 48
,//$emi-urban...... 128,000 100 54,000 42 74,000 58
Rural...veeeocs. 42,000 100 26,000 62 16,000 38
8
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Table 3.--Rate of Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by
' Juvenile Courts, United States, 1960

Rate per 1,000 child population®
Type of court A1l Age Jurisdiction of court
courts b
Under 16 Under 17 Under 18
Urbml....'..l'.ll'.. 25'9 19.]- 23‘7 2904
Semi-urban..ceceeses 19.7 9.7 16.0 22.7
m‘alﬁil.'.itbi.il.t 1005 401 5.6 ‘ 13.8

8These 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's
Jurisdiction.

bA small number of courts having jurisdiction under 21 years of ege 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,& 1959-1960

Official Unofficial
Type of court Total Boys Girls cases cases
Total +6 +5 +10 +3 +10
= AN =~ - _—
Urban.ceoseceencse +7 +7 ' +8 +2 +13
SEHIi*UI‘ban. s s 0 e +5 +4 +10 +5 +6
Rural......-.-... +3 "1 +30 +6 -l

BExcludes Alaske and Hawaii since data were not available for both years.
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Table 5.=-=Number

Courts, United States, 1960

and Manner of Handling Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile

Total Official Unofficial
Type of court
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total.vsesss 306, 000 100 70,000 100 236,000 100
UI‘bB.n........o-- 234,000 77 49,000 70 185’000 79
Semi-urban...... 59,000 19 11,000 16 48,000 20
Rural..ccevesess 13,000 4 10,000 14 3,000 1

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

United States,& 1959-1960

Type of court Total Official Unofficial

Totall‘l.ll.l!.l -+_6. ﬁ :_6_
Urban.ivecssoscses +7 +18 +4
Semi-urban...--.-. +7 -11 +13
Rural.........-... "15 "20 +4

BExcludes Alaske and Hawaii since data were not available for both years.

10
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Table 7.--Trend in Delinquency Cases Disposed of by Juvenile
Courts, United States, 1940-1960

Year

Delinquency cases®

Child population
of U.S. (10-17

Including Excluding
traffic traffic years of age)
1940 eevnnnnens 200,000 19,138,000
1941 eennenonnes 224,000 18,916,000
1942. c0evennnnns 250,000 18,648,000
19430 i0verannenns 344,,000 18, 309, 000
1% verecacanss 330,000 17,738,000
19450 00eseneens 344,000 17,512,000
19460 eiiininnan 295,000 17,419,000
1947 evennnannn 262,000 17,344,000
1948 .00 eeienannn 254,000 17, 314,000
1949, ceevennnns 272,000 17,365,000
1950, ceeennnnns 280,000 17,398,000
1951 vencennenns 298,000 17,705,000
1952. 0cennnonen 332,000 18,201,000
19530 0eiencnns 374,000 18,980,000
1954 . cveennvnnnas 395,000 19, 551,000
1955 eetnnnnnans 431,000 20,112,000
1956, cevncnnnnns 520,000 20,623,000
21957 ciennnnnnns 603,000 440,000 22,173,000
1958, . ccvennnnns €703,000 473,000 23,443,000
1959, iitiennnnsn ¢773,000 483,000 24,607,000
1960. . 0ennnenns dg20, 000 d512,000 455189, 000

®pata for 1955-1960 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.
Ppata based on estimates from Bureau of Census, U.S. Department of Commerce
(Current Population Reports, Series P-25).

CMuch of the increase is accounted for in one State by an administrative

change in' the method of handling Jjuvenile traffic cases.
dInclusion of date for Alaska and Hawaii beginning in 1960 does not materially

affect the trend.
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Table 8.-=Number and Rate of Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by
Juvenile Courts, United States, 19602

Rate per 1,000 child populationp
Number
Type of court of cases A1 Age Jurisdiction of court
courts Under 16 | Under 17 | Under 18°
Urban.il'.tﬂii". 96’000 2.7 2.5 3.0 2.7
Semi'urban.og e e 27,000 2.0 1.6 2.4 2.0
mal-o-oo-.'o-on 8,000 103 O.7 1I6 1.4

8FEstimates based on data from 1,761 courts whose jurisdictions include 77
percent of the child population under 18 years of age.

bgaleulated on basis of the 1960 child population at risk; that is, the
child population under 16 for courts whose age Jjurisdiction is under 16, etc.

CA 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, 1959-19602

Type of court Total Official Unofficial
Total.l.... * 9 0 50 s s e O N ﬁ E/ i?_
Urbarl. ® 0 05 05 00 0008 *H O8O +6 +5 +7
Semi-urban...---...-...-...- '10 "'16 +5
R\lral. e 0 8 & 56 0 & A 80 9SS OD S OSSN +6 +5 +l2

®Estimates based on data from 1,599 courts reporting both years whose
Jurisdictions include about two-thirds of the child population under 18 years
of age.

bNo change from 1959 to 1960.
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Table 10.--Trend in Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by Juvenile
Courts, United States, 1946-1960

Year Dependency and neglect Child population of U.S.

cases® (under 18 years of age)b
19460 ceennencens 101,000 41,759,000
1947, 00iiiiannns 104,000 43,301,000
1948, ieiincnnns 103,000 44,512,000
1949 c0ivevinnns 98,000 45,775,000
1950, .00 veen .o 93,000 47,017,000
1951 . iiiensnnans 97,000 48,598,000
1952, i iiiennnnns 98,000 50,296,000
1953..... tesenese 103,000 51,987,000
1954t eiencennns 103,000 53,737,000
1955, ccunns cens 106,000 55,568,000
1956, ciiiennans 105,000 57,377,000
1957 cieienns . 114,000 59, 336,000
1958. . 0icuns veue 124,000 61,238,000
1959...... ceceas 128,000 63,038,000
1960...... ceenes €131,000 64,202,000

8pata for 1955-1960 estimated from courts 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
comgarable group of courts.
Data based on estimates from Bureau of the Census, U, S. Department of
Commerce (Current Population Report, Series P-25).
CInclusion of estimates for Alaska and Hawaii beginning in 1960 does not

materially affect the trend.
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APPENDIX
CHILDREN'S CASES DIBPORRT: ¥ JFFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 19602

Age OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES
under
b vhich
Ares nerved by court Delinguency Dependency Delinzuency Dependency
q“i"': :';s (exoept Traffic and Bpeiill {except Traffic and Sﬁzéﬁu
Jﬁ:&id;‘cttm traffic) noglect | Proceedings | oo reiny nsglect | PFO
ALABAMA:
Jefferson Co. (Birmingham)....... 898 15 927 - 620 668 -
Mobile Co. {MObile),cavsnnsns 512 1 497 .- 237 - 81 ..
Mantgomery Ca. (Mantgomery).. 132 .- 43 - 229 - 79 -
64 8DEl)l COUrlS.uvssreecsivsssnrserarsens 16 1,277 54 1,160 - 214 4 10 -
ALASEA:
Superior Court (ANchorage).eciesssresenes 18 375 21 607 87 %9 -- 14 -
ARIZONA:
Muricops (PhoeniX).eveeseissrcsssrcrssced 18 2,97 629 365 325 6,49 - 163 2,647
ARRANSASY
Pulaski Co. (Little Hocl). 21 236 5_/ 206 - I35 8/ 323 -
21 8201l COUTLIieessssessnervaveannovoesa 21 495 d/ 210 -- 87 g/ 8¢ -
CALIFOR:IAS
Alepedu Co. (0akland).uesevesnessosnenses 21 1,907 365 549 2! 3,551 8,77 2,014 178
Contre Coste Co, (RIChmONd)iieevesvreasnd 21 820 40 357 2 1,37 3,035 151 22¢
Fresnd €O, {Freano)iesessvvsossoses 21 1,032 &4, 242 5 33 pa3/ 33 81
Kern Co. (Bakersfield).cievsvesvene 21 923 14 236 19 Q4% 4, 1Y 9 276
Los Angeles Co, (Los Angelus).eeaes 21 9,509 1,448 2,239 267 97 T2, 34 2 1,254
Moaterey €, (Monterey)... | & 382 21 89 2 92e 8 47 113
Orenge Co. (Sante Ana).... J 22 1,659 48 507 7 2,201 8,072 167 455
Riverside Co. (RIVETESH Jovanannsns 21 06 16 342 15 526 2,977 84 1
Sasranents Co, {Seeramenti}iiiesses 21 T 45 270 4 1,611 4,598 2e.2 474
Sar Bernurdine Co, (San Bernurdinc) 3 98 5 78 304 13 997 1,813 U 18
San Diegs Co. (San Degd)cevacnrens 21 1,575 52 904 10 3,346 15,86 ’-‘ 543
Ser Franziszo Co. {San Frencisio)eseeeees 21 1,41, 52 724 1 2,882 3,495 1,355 ic
Stn Joaguin Co. (STockton)eeesesescanesss 21 570 8 194 - 907 - 143 80
San Moten To. (San Matud)iseecevecsanvend 21 5N 10 150 -~ 873 4,411 143 336
Santa Clare Co, (San Joge).isssounrs 21 864 4 442 10 2,042 8, 3% 314 248
So0lana Co. (VEl1eJ0)seaveeornsersen 21 230 16 1le 1 275 1,57 43 H 9:
Soncrs Co, {Sunta Ros8),eeerasnas 21 223 10 136 3 411 317 278 f 122
Stanisleus Co. (Modesto) 21 392 by 118 1 501 g 20 16t
Tulare €5, (TUlBr€)isvrsvares 21 473 F73 134 3 453 1,420 37 iy
Venturs Cs. (Oxmerd).ia.e.. 21 359 4 1318 8 520 2,014 1cE 23t
38 52811 COUrtS.eesuerasvecranosnernonans| 21 3,19 563 1,05 3% 4, Te 5,387 57 427
COLORADCE
Denver (C1tY 8nd €0.)uuievsssosnassssocesd 18 1,128 4 440 1,461 174 .- 42 3
21 sTB1l COUNrUS.acerrsevecsvansecssrsanes 1B 1,383 [ 215 445 257 - 5 z
CORREITICUT:
First Xetrict (Bridgeport)...... 16 43¢ 4 285 242 1,85% ¢/ -- -
Sezond Maotrist (New Haven)...... 1o 541 174 323 489 2,307 as - -
Toird District (RE7Lford).civersasorensesd 16 499 g/ 434 607 1,202 174 .- .-
TELAWARE :
Newzastle Co, (Wlningion)eevsceronnssaes 18 1,827 813 17 -~ -- -- .- --
1 834l) COUrtiivsecossnsnrassencesesansss| 18 191 170 101 129 28 .- 37 K
DISTRICT OF COLUMEIA:
Washinglon = Cl¥seeseassessssroascsossed 16 1,57 18 327 - 9L 27 2 -
FLORIDA: !
Dede Co. (Mlam)iveeveseocacncsnasenssisd 17 1,986 18 683 12¢ 1,432 16 829 j 3
Duvel So. {Jackeonville).. 17 1,69 386 84€ 26¢ 744 5 K00 1z
Escazhie C2, (PEI:SECSI&;.. teveesesarases 17 557 426 968 20 100 - 52 B .-
Hi11sborough €2, {T&TPE)cevserssncnsceees 17 814 1,224 1,648 89 1,7n¢e 4 204 ; -
Orenge Co, (071and0).eereivsnerescsesneead 17 I Y4 435 163 97 533 4 105 i 9
Felz Besch Co. (W, Palrm Beach)eivicaeesssd 17 630 9 13 29 66 30 11 L 3
Pinellaz Co. (S, Petérsbirg)evivsceasees 17 283 868 284 9 5 2 24 ! 5
60 small COUrlE,.eesensrosonvassasaanonse 17 4,420 2,213 2,310 157 4,226 1,244 343° 47
GEORGIA:
BIbb Co. (MB2OM)isesseseranrnsvrcersornssd 17 47 24 205 X - -- .- -
Defelt Co, (DECORUr)uessersinersocoreesed 17 953 108 285 17 33 9 3l 1
Fultsr Lo, (ALIENLE),uiesmensscnrvsionand 17 1,%32 155 410 .- 2,269 pini 251 --
Miscoges €6, (COMUMUL )eausivrrvraraesnaad 17 739 32 260 - 2 - o -
Rlchiong €0, {(AUGUBTR).vsvrernonecavensed 27 386 .- 173 63 v 3 26 14
23 BDA1] COUIMS:esssnessnasvsssvsosaseses| 17 1,810 126 506 &6 1,738 [5 612 57
HAWAL2:
Firet Clreuit (Hondlulu).ivsvessnsvssesnesd 18 2,491 [.{s 2 402 861 1,420 142 262 --
ILLINOIS:
Cook Co. (CRICRED).vsnsssoarssseaisnsassd 417, 18 6,294 a9/ 1,666 6,922 910 &/ 1 33
DuPsge Co. (ELRNUPBL)uuevecdeovsasonnesns d17, 18 124 o/ 104 3 & af a8 -
Xenu Co, (Aurors).iveieescenessocrsanessd €17, 18 127 %/ ny 20} 121 a/ 20, -~
Lake Co, (WHUKCDHD)crsrneesensnnssnasisesd €17, 18 282 a‘/ 421 35 62 g/ 20 .-
Modigar, Cos (AILOI)eerascerencasernvsesss €17, 18 7 / 185 249 199 / 260 -
Peoris Co. (Peo."in)..........n..........{ el7, X % Y 133 352 12 g/ 18 --
St, Clufr Co. (E. St. Loulf)esesssnnnesad €17, 18 123 3/ 185 361 % g / 174
Wi1) Co. {Joldet).vvurss seersesssend €17, 18 35 g/ 22 168 §J/ 45 .
winnebage Co, (ROCKford)iseeivsssssessess €17, 18 118 a/ 160 3% 580 V4 29%¢ -
11 amall cOUrtSissrsesssercssrvarsanssssn €17, 18 1% i/ 19 463 239 i/ 67 33
15
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CHNILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 19802
Age . OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASLS
under +
. b which
Area served by court . |Pelinguency Dependenc, belinjuency Dependuney
2 Y coury has (except | Trarssc|  ang Specttl | (except | trarrte Fang el
‘ urtsdicuon traflic) negiect . |P ne traffic) negluey | Provesding
INDIANA:
Marion €o. (Indianapolis)eeess,vinssoress| 18 2,27 4/ 579 79 23 48/ 2 3
St, Joseph Co. (South Bend). 18 2 8/ 112 12y 129 12: - -
9 2aal) COUFtBiusyivaresoes 18 464 2 111 29 493 v 2z 10
I0WA:
Black Hawk Co, (Watlerloo)..ieeevserssaess| 18 89 ¢/ 45 a/ 57 a/ 19 o/
Linn Co. (Cedar RAFddi)ivasersreansecaess| 18 Y a/ i g 484 9/] . Y
Polk Co. (Dec Mofnes)evsrsevees 18 09 g/ 160 a/ 84 g/l 7 4/
Scott Co. (DBVenport)esesiveenssasnsvasraf 18 1. &/ 54 74 195 s/ ! ]
Woodbury Co. (Sioux Cit¥)iseesvasasss 18 2Jz a/ 195 174 k- % 4 237 a/
79 8mall COUPLB.vssasessesersennssessees] 18 1,221 ¥ 633 g/ 1,7 & 597 a/
KANSAS:
Sedgwick Co. (Wichita)...... 481 151 177 - - -- - -
Shavnee €o, (TOpeka)iesesoss 72 3 73 - 48 6l 23 --
Wyandstte Co, (Xunsas City). 368 %w 14R - 450 s 13 -
93 5L] COUPLSienrensasansorsancnsscasns 65% p 724 27 - 2,31 1 232 .-
¥
.
KENTUCEY: |
2 5701) COMIUS.aeruvarssrsnsnsennnsserees] 1B 155 da/ 58 8 167 ¢ - -
LOCISTA%A:
Csddo Parish o, (Shreveport).ii.eceeessd 17 228 1 125 113 337 50 4 --
E. Bator, Rouge Parish (Baton Rouge }us.eosf 17 280 495 155 - 3z - 173 -
4th Judizisl Dist. (Monrod). vessd) 27 189 204 117 22 1y -- 427 -
Orleur Parish (New Orieans).. seeres] 17 1,219 2,432 353 -- €,5% =< f UL -
45 BDALY COUrlS.ssesssnscearrnanssssseanes] 17 2,122 39 572 267 2,580 0 68y 108
MAINE: !
50 5mal)l GOUrtS.eusisavornonrvrensnsecies| 17 1,042 - 57 38 el == 4 -
MARYLAND: i !
Arne Arendel Co, (AMNBPSiT).veiceeeasees| 18 374 47 98 1 1ec g/ 4 -
BALLInCre (CAU¥)ureeiovencasanneneanerned 16 3,41 g’ {2,209 88 - 4/ - -
Beltimore COuuuvsns 18 1,230 d/ 53z 2 3 ¢ -- -
Morigosary Co. (S11ver Spring)..... 18 577 1,377 a7, -- €1l 3., 15 -
Prince Georges Co. (Hyattoville)ivesavess] 18 9% d’ 152 9 123 8% H .
. 19 57811 COUTLS vorurscacssarreocnnnnass| 18 1,132 d 429 H 16 87 4 ' 17 b
PASSATHUSZTTS: .
BOSTON: 17 o
Bostor {Central Section)iseversessonsas| 17 793 &/ -- - .- & - -
Brigh.o................................. 17 59 e/ 3 - - £ -~ -
. 17 0o e/ 1 - - £ - -
: 17 258 €/ 12 - - £ - ! - '
’ fa:t sonon.... 17 151 e/ 17 -- 45 & -~ i - .
ROXDUTY i eesans 17 547 €/ ] - - & - -
SoULh BOtONesnirennssrerncnseserenees] 17 132 e/ 7 - -- s, - -
WesSt ROXDUIY.seecccarssraesssonsacorass| 17 255 e/ 6 e - O3 - -
i
DISTRICT: . .
Worcester Cent. (Worcester)ouuvsnieasas) 17 599 e/ 39 - 1C3 [ -~ .-
E. Forfolk {(Quincy)ivericsrevesvaranass] 3 335 e/ 14 - 1.7 e .- -
, E. Middlesex, 1st (Melden).. 17 253 e/ 21 - 36 < - -~
. Lavrence (LANTENCE).ieee.s 17 164 e/ 18 -- e </ -- .-
Lowell (Lowell)esoseenss oo 146 74 15 - - € - .-
Bristci, 2nd (Fall RAVESJemseseernrons 17 185 e/ - .- 184 % -- --
Somerville (Somerville)essrsvasosncrces) 127 9% 4 ph] - . P - 1 -~
Southers. Essex (LYIN)eeeescvencseavenss| 17 198 &/ 13 - -~ €. - ' .-
Springfield (Springfield)ivivececsveess| 17 397 e/ 23 . €| - -
Bristol, 3rd (New Bedlord)eeessvrsocess] 217 261 74 8 -- G’ -~ --
E, Middlesex, 3rd (Cambridge)..sveevies] 17 p e/ 43 - - & - -
54 S2EL) COUNtBassusncvesrarnssnecsarns] 17 3,831 174 203 - L8 e/ - -
MICHIGAN: i i
Berrden Co, (Benton Harbor)iseeesseessenel 17 51 1 20 - 32, ¢ | 73 o=
Calhaun Co. (Batiie Creck)ireveesssnsnnes] 17 153 - 133 . H < 28 -~
Geracke Coo (FURL)iiiennuinerenerneinnd| 17 487 116 483 -~ b € - ==
Inghus. €0 (LAnzIng) seversessassaresnnss] 17 223 5 16¢ - bt & 6 -
Jackson Co, (JCKION)eisascovasinrnresses) 17 28¢ 4 103 - 15 H ¢/ 3 .-
Kelanizoo €O, (KBlamizoo)ieciveevsssanses| 17 11t 12 5 - 3 : N 132 - .
Kent Ca. (Grend Repidi).eevevsvescssonnss] L7 294 2 195 ~- x 1 14 it
Macozb Co. (Eect RapidS)ecseiveescrcnesss] 17 42 3 111 .- 93 e 27 -
Muskegon Cov (Muskegon)ievever.. 17 103 3 117 . 22¢ € » -
Cakland Co, (Pontiaz), 17 559 2 419 - 2, & 88 -
Sapinsy Co, (SHEANGY)iuuvserreerrrnens 17 213 4 12 -- m e/, ns -
Haghtenaw Co. (Ann ATHOT)ieseiiierenesess] 17 106 2 3 - - € e .
» Wayne Cou (Detraft)ivivaccacsnoiiivannnd) 17 2,084 - 1,952 -- 867 7,554 1 2 -~
63 5Dl) COUrtS.sseressssseanscorsvernees) 17 5,078 2 99 -- Sl e o8 -
MINNESOTA:
Hennupdn Co, (MAMEspolis)eeesssrsevecsss] 18 2,137 3,870 1,448 9 1,3k - 19 -
Ramsey Co, (St. PRUL),cvurnavecs esse] 18 988 48 675 - 202 2,39 - -
8t. loufs Co, (Daluth)es.e.s sess] 28 304 48 102 20 420 453 - --
6 smll COUTtS..osersreercrres vesees| 18 808 978 62 2 8 64 LS o~
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OPFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 15802

Age OFFICIAL CAGES UNOFFICIAL CASES
under
b which
Ared ssTved by court Delinguency Dependency Delinjuency Depandency
Y court has 1 fexcept | Traffic| and e ieu|  (oxeert | Trarrtc | g Specitd
ﬁrifd?:um traffic) neglect | PTosevding traffic) neglecy | Proceedings
MISSISSIPPI: .
Hinds Co. (Jack#on),eseeseessenssocsnsses| 18 248 - 18 - 238 2 6 -
74 #mall COUTtS.sesisrvsessesasssnseress| 18 1,244 6 77 - 857 7 21 -
MISSOURT:
Greene Co, (Springfield).,. 17 % 12 104 4 3 228 1 -
Jackson Co. (Kansas City).... 17 1,092 58 124 7 1,¥0 689 213 e
St. Louis Co, {University City). 17 584 23 77 7% 990 435 by 5
Ste Louds (CIt¥)eicressncssnnasnonanannns] 17 544, 3 324 55 3,042 18¢ 525 33
101 #BBL) OOMIt8.svseesasnssesevsvrvenassl 17 1,522 351 n? 59 1,37 ™ 2 ¢
HENTAMAL
2 BEBY DOUIEB.cesesvevsrsnacassersarssss 18 &2 - .- .- 1,552 362 -- .-
MEBRASKA:
3 oMl OOUFtS.seeesssacesssssocsssescens 18 2n - 280 3 / 174 &/ £/
KEW HAMPSHIRE:
89 soall COUTtSeeavacsevsssvaneseesvensrdd 18 394 Y4 59 1 28 - -- 2
MEW JERSEY:
Atlantic Co, (Atlantic S11¥)..eceaensenes) 18 659 a/ - - £ -- - .-
Bergen Co. (Bergenfield).,... seessss) 1B 1,37% a/ .- - é‘/ - -- -
Camden Co. (Camden).vieveeers cerrensf 18 805 3/ - - 14 .- - -
Essex Co. {Newark)iuciesnsaos esesses] 18 3,478 174 - .- ;/ - .- -
Hudson Co. {(Jersey City)}..... 18 2,522 iy - . T/ - - -
Hiddlesex Co, (Perth Amboy).. 18 405 (4 - -~ T/ - - -
Passale Co, (Patterson) 18 971 a4/ - .- T/ - - -
Union Co. {Elizabeth). s 18 1,020 a/ - - }v4 -- - --
12 gAY COMTtSierssrsasarsenerasanssaresf 18 3,411 a/ -- - / - -- -
NEW MEXICG:
Bernalillo £o. {ALBUJUErque)..e.evessesss] 38 798 569 - - 1,367 3,129 .- .
29 52811 COUrtS.veesvsvantasvevacnssesves] 18 1,170 1,733 - -- 4174 1,83 - --
NEW YORK:
Albany €o. (AIDRAY)ieensnsnes veeed] 16 373 9 187 28, - e/ -- -
Broome Co. {Binghexpton) 1€ 105 -- 93 97 &% e/ - -
Chauteugue Lo, {Jamestown)... ol 1€ 137 - 68 109 - g/ -- -
Dutchese Co, (Poughkeepsie).. 16 157 .- a1 75 - €/ -- .-
Erie Co. (BUffalo)..esessesss 1€ 608 6 170 1,034 65 e/ -- --
Mariroe Co, (fiochester).,ouna. 16 341 1n 148 38 - e/ .- --
New York (City)iseeecenssesns 16 13,950 “- 3,777 - 985 e/ 1,369 .-
Niagara Co. (Niagars FA1S),..eesesscesss] 16 244, - 186 223 335 ¢/ 17 €
Onefds COu {ULICB)evresnvessiessonsaanses] 16 146 9 13 -- - e/ -- --
Onondage Co. (SYracuse)essescasecearessei| 16 521 11 17 221 ne 74 - .
Grange Co, (Newburgh).. 16 0 2 J*] 66 - 74 .- -
Rensselaer Ca, (‘rroy). 16 17 - 16 81 - € . .
ctady Co. dy, 16 171 - 51 121 - e/ - -
Suffolk Co. (zanp)......,... veeererses] 16 456 3 86 197 -- &/ - -
Westchester £o. (YonKers).euveseesasanses| 16 256 12 201 289 301 &/ - -
43 3mB)] COUrLS.vesunsensaasnnsecrossores) 16 1,903 20 1,037 2,73 540 &/ 9 69
HOATH CARGLINA:
Buncombe Co, (Asheville)iiesuvensevacoss) 126 133 2 42 130 2z - - 1
Durhan Co. (IMrhBD)eeieinsses 1€ 275 20 35 25 - - - -
Forsyth Co, (Winston-Salem).. 16 U5 7 196 00 88 4 6 9
Gastan Co, (Castonia).e.e.sss 16 103 1 75 67 223 5 152 x
Outlford Co. (Greensboro).,. 16 333 0 125 155 350 9 9 27
Mecklenburg Co. (Charlotte),. 16 495 9 83 234 565 18 A48 128
wake Co, (Releigh)isesseesnee 16 257 7 105 122 3 .- 15 --
99 8EALL COUPtS,vasesrerrsocorsansosarase| 16 2,522 89 587 252 62 u -
NORTH DAXOTA:
First Judicial District (FErgo).s.eeeess.| 18 330 238 84 136 218 37 27 24
3 Bmall COUrtRisveesvannnsspsnsonnsseesns| 18 515 201 96 n 41€ 95 42 1
O
b.at.ler Co. (Hamilton). 18 152 77 104 20 885 - - 13
Clark Co. (Springfield),.. 18 125 45 100 as 497 263 2 -
Ouyahoge Co. (Cleveland},,... 18 2,62¢ 177 557 109 1,660 40347 - -
Franklin Co, (Colunbus)...... 18 344 1,340 207 4 07 1 20 1
Rinditon Co, (Cincinnetd)ieievecsnnsesion| 18 918 2,95 480 - 3,19 - 9% 8
Lorain Co. (Lorein),veeiessss sresese] 28 n2 15 104 - 610 353 1 -
Lucas €0+ (Toledo)ssuseriensveassosrnnnss| 18 65 1,520 132 46 2,17 280 5 199
€o. (YoUnZstoWn).eseseseesssrnss] 18 139 12 7 1 1,09% 597 49 ?
tontgonery Co. (DAYLONYecssrasnersonessas| 18 69 1,17% 365 173 1, 591 1,500 5
Stark Co. (Canton)ceeseeciosess 18 120 - 8 -~ - - -
Suncit Co. mron)... 18 139 212 186 2.39‘ 1,05 1 1
Trunbull Co. (Warren)ecersosesreessncsoss| 18 167 n 101 17 309 »3 3 2
76 amR)) SOUrtE.sresecsrnricisrvrsrarsnss] 18 5,088 5,972 1,527 ns 3,197 1,812 87 u9
ORLAHOMA:
Gilthose Co. (Oklahomm CItY)eissessesesss}c/26, 18 1,042 4/ us 183 33 gs’ 73 -
Tulra Co. {TULB8)usarreseisecensanaecsses|e/if, 18 273 16 206 12 491 mn 12
6 1) OOUILE.esesssaseraresanorensrnseatsfif, 18 19 13 163 3 95 - 82 -
OREOCN:
lane Co, (Bugene),... 18 518 2 98 u *? 28 82 ?
Merion Co. (wem).,....... 18 Exdd ne 139 U9 497 L 8 0
Miltoceah (o, (Portland)..... ‘ 18 91 o 836 213 2,560 3,255 816 198
29 Bmall OOUrtEiciscricncressisvavensenss] 18 3,659 1,072 8% 206 415 1,248 &% 7
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CEILDREN'S CARRE DEFOIXD OP OFFICIALLY AND UNOFFCIALLY BY ALL SUVENILE COURTS REFORTING POR 1060%

age OFFICIAL CASES DHOFPICIAL CASES
b brvped
Aros Frved by sourt Dalinqusncy Inpandency talinquency Dependency
SEteat | (moept | Prarfio| and Spoetlie| (swaemt | ovaersc] ana | Spectal
yurisdiction traffic) neglecy |72 traffic) naglect
PENNSYLVANIA:
Allsgheny Co. {PAttsMUrgh)eisecierssanssy 18 2,956 107 L253 - 2,180 .- 972 -
Baaver Co. (AL4QuiPps)esescece b7} 133 I3 49 . 268 10% 19 -
Rerks Co, (Readingliieessnsres 18 241 b 165 . 432 5 24 .
Bisir Co. (A2toanB}uiivseees 18 160 1 9 . 262 2 16 9
Bucss Co¢ {Oriotod)eeierses 18 222 19 28 F 402 21 13 32
Cheater Co. {WEt Chesterjuiiveesesnsc a8 ke 17 1’ - 43 34 13 .-
Delovare Co, {ChesteT)isiiesenrcensronsed 18 €04 .- 28 - 255 oe 258 .-
Erte Cou (Erfe).ovceiirnvencrvescasrsases| 18 13 .- 43 o 22 - 23 4
Friveite Co. {Undontown)ssseesservenesescsl ~ 18 [:33 6 e ~e 221 5 - .-
ackevanna Lo, (Serantof)iceasescase 18 1% 35 e - 21 - 5 .
Lehigh Co. (Allentownj..,... 18 169 15 pR¥Y ] 87 ) 8 -
Lugerne Co. {Wilkes-Barre).. 18 441 114 Pes o 103 - - -
Merser Co. (SHATER) voieeseses 18 135 R 37 - k) e 5 .
Hontgomery Co. (Morristomn)esiseses 18 66 b1 13 10 on 262 .- & .-
Morthazpton Co. (Bethleher)...ccvcee 18 115 3 39 3 208 8 47 4
Philedelpnia (City ane Co.). A8 9,69 T 1,20 29 32 - 430 K]
Sehuylxil) Co. (Pottsville). 18 2% 47 s pos 201 - - -
¥ashingion Co. (Washingtan)... 18 168 44 X - 1314 we . -
Westzorelend Co, (Nev Kensington 12 24 8 17 . 103 5 - ..
York Co. (York)..« 18 96 40 -- - 344 - o e
6 2xall BOUrtS.seeesnncrrane 18 128 - 27 6 2% e 275 -
PUERTO RICO:
PONCBervvsanvecscrorannsoavanssansaracsse] 16 481 4 e T 259 - . -n
SN JUAD,tivesearansaarnasesasernarassens 16 1,799 360 738 . 1,501 (2] 368 .-
7 8DALL COUMtSiveecesisnctnraranrrvennas] 16 1,618 52 - - 750 18 .- -
RHODE ISLAND:
Stete (Providence)ssiisviesraccrnesssneny] B 911 728 258 642 [} - - -
SOUTH CARGLINA:
Greenville Co, (QGreenville).s.esvsoesesss) 28 444 K3 9% €07 164 [ n 7%
s;:arwnhurg Co. (Spartanburgl.ee.asss 18 166 5 - 143 110 - .- %8
8381 OIS vsaserrrssnsesescessraacsel A8 24 74 &0 % - 9/ e -
SOUTH DAXOTA:
S1 mmal) COUrtS.scesrssrsasersssassnenons| 18 1,064 308 152 94 1,526 ] 13 6
TENNESSEE: ] )
Haz{lton (Chettanoogi)eeeserssscncncacacs] 218 924 2 377 209 97 - - -
69 ALl COUILE ceosuotnrsnarssnnransesss] 18 3,27 300 267 91 407 ns3 152 k;:]
Pexa (= ) /17, 18 02 8/ 835 I
ar 0o, (San ABPE010)1,ueersrensonzenal $A17, 1 3,025 d - o 1, g - .-
JeA9, 18 67 - - 25 461 - - -
l5AT, 8 L - 359 - 3,938 4 ] 68 -
€A7, 18 ) - - - 672 3 - -
/17, 18 31,085 - 1,403 1,021 4,332 n e xn
Hildalgs Co, {McAllen).. e/17, 16 23 - -- - 513 5 - --
Jefferson Co, (Besuront}.. /27, 18 201 - - 258 1,037 - - 40
Lubbock Co. {Lubbock).s.seas sese|8AT, 18 a2 - - - 694 24 2 -
Melennin Co, (¥ac0).evsuenve vess|e/27, 18 58 - » m 1,000 2 197 80
Rueees Co. (Corpus Chrdoti)isecss /17, 18 328 - 2 1 924 - - -
Trovis Co. (AUSUIn)eeannssernsonsonssones /17, 18 329 - 232 223 516 5 127 427
307 BTAL] COUrtE.etavnevsotonaonsnaoranes] 247, 28 1,448 n 148 319 4,677 n 2%, 65
UTAY:
First Distriet (t:ar.n)................... 18 647 3,105 169 - 1,589 - 109 -
Secand. Diatrict (Salt lake City)...ssse.s| 18 1,498 4,804 273 - 1,71 - 165 -~
Third DAstrict (ProvO)esseessssscencncese| 18 5357 1,520 U2 - 1 - 143 -
3 BmB1Y COMIUSasurencevinrscessssnsnsesss] 1B 646 936 63 -~ 27 - r -
VERMONT:
17 ERal] COUrtBe.eiccersveccnssonsivenses] 16 185 174 m .- - - . -
VIRGINIA:
Arlington COyseevevesocresasncsessssaess) 18 635 831 94 1 - - - -
Pairfax Co, (Falls Church).... censene] 18 e 835 206 269 9 - o~ -
Norfolk (City and €o.)esesrese “ee 15 1,513 752 449 65 - o - -
19 small com-tn......-.......-.......... 18 8,540 6,181 2,204 1,295 1,404 23 163 pL.13
HASHINGTON:
King Co. (SORtL1e).ecervanroresarsoacasas] 28 2,227 5,409 922 m 328 2 157 2
Pierce Co. (Tscoma},., 18 355 1,997 208 187 49> 17 199 9
Snohoadch Co, (Everett 18 186 %7 165 2 1w 3 30 4
Spokane Co. (Spokane), 18 202 1,002 153 45 1,100 847 am 2
Yakims Co. (Yakima).., 18 135 9% 18 122 820 1,001 108 2
29 )l COUrtBeecssccrrrasresns . 18 1,603 1,835 %2 an 3,809 2,580 3,13 48
WEST VIROINIA:
Cabell Co. (Huntingten)iveeessnacssconsss] 18 ne - 27 81 - - - -
Xanawah Co. (Cherleston).ovsevasscecenssel 18 8 - 85 8 .- ~e - .
53 small COUTrt8.ucrsaresnivreanssarvessss| 1 1,569 % 523 483 &0 20 87 ]
WISCONSIN:
Dane Co, (MAdisom)sesiesconreesenrasasesy] 18 106 - 126 144 - - - -
Milveukee Co, (Milvaukee)isssierverraasse] 18 1,926 3,692 552 654 4,96 5 'y, ] 27
64 omad) Forovessovevessrveverrecens| 18 J, %26 335 1,189 604 82 70 24 9

'm_%: This table 1s not mited to the
Surasy, data in this tabls should not be used 1o make ocomparisons betvesn ocmmunities regarding the axteat of delinquancy.

cbgncn in an individual oourt's data frow abe year to another ahould be directed to that individual cowrt.
Courts serving areas vith populstion of 100,000 or more are listed ssparetsly; shoving the chief ity located {n esah &rea. Oourts swiving aress
with less than 100,000 populaticn are ocombined for each State &nd are presanted as "small courts.”

OMe age under shich oourt bas

Jurisdiotion is differsnt for boys and girls.

)urhdlctian is 18 for both boys and girls in dependancy end neglect oasas,
€lnspplicable =~ Juvenile sourt does not have jurisdiction over Juventls treffic sases,

xta o treffic cases not reported or not reported separataly from other types of delinquancy osses.

*nglinquarcy « exospt traffic.”
Ssported on officinl cases only,

18

sexple group of oourts but rether includea all sourts that trenssitted reports to the Chlldren's
Quastions ooncerning

mu.tm-hw-unppunﬂm. Por Ilincis, the age

n the latter sase they are incluxted under
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