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~ Dear Reader: ‘
The Division of Youth Services is pleased to present the 1981 report
of Migsouri Juvenile Court Statistics. This is the thirty-seventh annual
o Juvenile Court report and the fourth such report to be produced under
the auspices of Division of Youth Services.
We hope the report will be useful to individuals and organizations
with an interest in the juvenile justice system.
Many of the tables in this report are incomplete. We are continuing
to try to reduce incompleteness in the tables. The three largest counties,
2 . " as well as other populous counties, are included in several tables.
We would like to express our appreciation to the court personnel
e " throughout the state for their voluntary cooperation in this project.
oo In particular, we would like to thank court administrators and their
staffs in supplying statistical summaries. Thanks are also due to the
' , Research and Statistics Section of the Division of Planning and Budget
for collecting and assembling the data and writing the report.
" Questions about the report should be directed to the Division of L
- Youth Services or the Section of Research and Statistics, Division of
Planning and Budget, Department of Social Services. !
- : Sincerely, ’
U.S. Department of Ju : 87 o i
1 ! :
- National Institute of Juit‘l?:: 995 ; | :
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INTROLUCTION

2.14% Disposition of Delinquency PReferrals by Population
Grpup;ng v

This repoxt is the thirty-seventh in a series of Juvenile

Court Statisties Reports for +the State of Missouri. The

2.15 Disposition of Youth by Population Grouping for
Delinquency Referrals

2.16 Reason for Refe*ral by Type of Disposition ,report is published wunder +the auspices of the Division of

3.1 Abuse and Neglect Referrals by Population Area Youth Sexvices in accordance with Missouri Statute R. S. ﬁo.

3.2  Source of Abuse and Neglect Referrals « - Sec. 219.016.3. The first thirty-three reports uere pre-

3.3 Cargngeﬁg;?gcglsp051tlon for Population Arxrea - Abuse pared by the Division of Family Services.

3.‘+ T - 3 » - - “ — . . . . '
ypgngfxgéiggiltlon by Population Grouping - Abuse ‘ The information presented in this report was taken from

data provided by the 43 Jjuvenile courts of Missouri for
Missouri counties. Until recently, no statutory requirements
have exristed mandating that Missouri juvenile courts <report
the number of cases referred. In 1982 the Missouri passed
legislation reguiring the juvenile courts  to repoxrt sta-
tistics to the Division of Youth Services. However, the in-
formation foxr this book was collected before the legislation
/ was passed. Because data c¢ollection was voluntary for the
courts when the 1981 data was being submitted, the probhlem of
incompletion exists with the 1981 information. A lack of in-
formation £foxr the metropolitan areas, including Jackson
County, the City of St. Louis, and St. Louis County, has been
a particular problem in recent) years. An effort has been
made to dinclude as many areas of the state as possible in

this repoxrt.

=N
-
o

Much of the information in this report was provided on a

standard form titled "Missouri Statewide Juvenile Information

Sysfem.“ The .form provides detailed information about the
reason for referral and the disposition of the «child.
Appendix A contains a copy of the form. The majoxr advantage
of wsing the form is in consistency and detail in repoxting.
Since some courts’ do not use the standard foxm, other methods

of reporxrting are used. 0




The couxrts +that do not use the standaxd £orm are encou-
raged to report summary information. If they produce an an-
nual report, +this is requested. If they can provide a sum-
mary of basic information, such as breakdowns of reasons for
referral by sex, race, and age at the time of refexrral, this
is used when possible. In some cases only the total numbex
of referrals is provided. If a court is willing to provide
any summarxry data, an effort is made to include that informa-

tion to the greatest extent possible.

Befoxe 1979, information was either received on the stan-
dard form or it was excluded from tables in the text of the
report. Since then the tables have included information
received in annual reports and statistical summaries as well
as in the standard form. The advantage to using infoxmation
in nonstandarxd form is that more areas in Missouri are repre-
sented 4in the +tables. The major disadvantage of receiving
information 4in nonstandard Zform dis that zreliability is
reduced. Specifically, when information is received in the
standard foxrm, the critexion for including it in the =xeport
is the date of disposition. Information received in sum-
marxries and annual reports tends to bhe included on the basis

of the yeaxr the referxrral is made to the court.

The infoxmation in all tables is incomplete. For exam-

ple, outstate Missouxi is morxre completely zrepresented +than

the metropolitan axeas of the state. Buchanan County
provided an annual zeport. The City of St. Louis provided a
detailed 1list of referrals by age, race, and sex. Boone,
Callaway, McDonald, Newton,Ripley, and St. Louis Counties

provided summaries.gClay and Jackson Counties provided a list

. of referrals. Counties that did not report were Benton,

Cartexr, Dallas, Hickory, Howell, New Madrid, Oregon, Polk,
Shannon and Webstexr. Thus, of 115 Missouri counties, 96
provided infoxrmation in the standard form, 9 provided summary

information and 10 provided no information. The exclusion of

-2

populous counties from tables will be pointed out in

footnotes.

Tt is important to remember that not all courts which use
the standard form use it in the sarié manner. Some courts use

the form for all referrals while ‘others use it only for more

serious offenses. Some courts omit major categoxries of
referrals, such as c¢hild abuse and neglect oxr status
offenses.

Tf more detailed information is desired about a county or

circuit, requests should be directed to the specific court.

Many tables in this report are cross—tabulated by
Standard Metropolitan Statistical Area (SMSA) and other coun-
ties (non-SMSA). 1In Missouri, the counties in the Standard
Metropolitan Statistical Areas axe Andrew, Boone, Buchanan.,
cass., Christian, Clay, Franklin, Greene, Jackson, Jeffexrson,
Platte, Ray, St. Charles, St. Louis, and the city of St.
Louis. SMSA counties and other counties do not fall intoaa
simple metropolitan-outstate dichotomy. Still, most SMSA
counties are in close proximity of Missouri's major cities.
%oone and Greene Counties are notable exceptions. According
to +the 1980 U. S. Census, SMSA counties contained approxi-
mately 66 percent of the child population ages 0-16 in
Missouri. In June 1981 Jasper and Newton Countias wexe in-
cluded among the SMSA counties.* Foxr this repc.‘ they are

counted as non-SMSA counties.

sMSA and other counties are not equally well represented
in this rxeport. As already mentioned, Jackson County., sSt.

Louis County and the City of sSt. Louis did not complete the

standard form. Consequently, information about manner of
+ As announced in the Missouri Population and Census

Newsletter, 4, September 1981, p.24.

4
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handling, care pending disposition of a child, ox the dispo~ Missouri Juvenile Court Statistics 1937-1981

sition of a c¢hild is absent for #hem. Information is also
very incomplete for Buchanan an&\slay Counties. While there Jggggile gzé%g;'a D:gggd— . ggzg?gg
i : ; Ty — e Yeax Coux Status ARdoptions roceed-
. is no information for 10 other {Hdn-SMSA) counties, rural Cases Traffic Neglect ings
b counties are better represented. Ninety out of one hundred

rural counties provided some information, usually through the =

standaxd form.

In accordance with Missouxi Statute R.S. Mo-See¢. 211.031

— —h o

TN 2 OOV U2 WL PRWOOWWOOUNNIE W OO0 WOWONNOOO OO U~

MW N W W % W N % M W NN W WM W NN W NN W N Y W N MY % N W WY Y Y Y VY YN YN O

(2)(e), in August 1980 the Juvenile Courts ceased +to have
jurisdiction over youths sixteen years of age for non-
felonious traffic violations. Thus, many fewer traffic vi-
olations have been referred +to the Juvenile Courts. This
change is evident in tables including referrals for +traffic
violations. The change should be considered when[evaluating

tables that present historical information.

The table on page 5 shows the total number of reported

juvenile court referrals from 3937, when statistics | werxe
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first c¢ollected, +to 1981. A review of the yearly changes % ;
reveals the 1970's to be the end of +two decades of almost g %
uninterrupted increases in reported cases. Between 1971 and g % 1
1981, declines occurred 3 times. In 1981 the repoval of non- 3 g }’
< \/! . \::5, ’
,ﬁ‘felonlous traffic referrals <£for 16 year olds resulted in a 3 g ii
\ precipitous decline of 87.1 rerxrcent. (See table 2.2.) g 3 K 1
However, with the exception of child abuse and neglect refer- 2 ﬁ %'
rals, all majoxr categories of refexrrals experienced a deline g g KX 5’N/JA
in 1981. 6 5 A
5 Yy N/A
4 3 N/A

Changes in the number and composition of reported refer-

*

rals are presen.ed in Figures 1.1 and 1.2. The first figure Figure'not available.

shows reported referrals from 1937 to 1981 and corresponds to ¥X Does not include Jackson County.
the total shown in the previous table. The rather steady in-
creases in the 1950's and 1960's are evident. Figuxe 1.2
shouws the composition of reported referrals between 1970 and

1981, Over the 12 year ©period reported delinquency and
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FIGURE 1.1 REPORTED REFERRALS TO MISSOURI JUVENILE COURTS FIGURE 1.2 COMPOSITION OF REFERRALS TO MISSOURI JUVENILE COURTS
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L | | demographic characteristics\ of c¢hildren referred to the
courts and a discussion of what occurs after the refexrral is
status referrals have ranged from a low of 26,131 referrals made to the court (i.e., manner of handling, care pending
: : in 1971 to a high of 37,183 referrals in 1979. Also, the disposition, and the disposition of the youth). Also in-
£ ' sharp decline in traffic referrals with the removal of non- cluded in the section in the appropriate tables is demo-
; felonious traffic referrals for 16 year olds in August 1980 ‘ graphiz information about youths referred fox tratiic  viola-
: is evident. tions and child abuse and neglect. The section titled Child
| Abuse and Neglect primgrily treats what happens after a
x The remainder of the report is organized into two major referral is made to the court. For a breakdoun of major
5¥ sections~-delinquency and status referrals, and c¢hild abuse referrals tyfes and dispositions by county, refer to Appendix
‘\ and neglect referrals. The section concerning delinguency ‘ B ‘ ‘
: and status referrals is organized into a discussion of the |
_6_. | _7_




DELINQUENCY AND STATUS OFFENSES

Under Missouri law, a juvenile to the age of 17 years can
be referred to juvenile court for offenses so seriousiy anti-
social as to interfere with the rights of others or to menace
the welfare of the youth himself or the community. The vi-
olations may be defined in the statutes of the sfﬁ%e or in
municipal o:dinances.kimhe definition of offense dincludes
conduct which is a violation of law only when committeé by a
child and conduct which is in violation of law when committed
by a person of any age. Also included are traffic violations

over which the juvenile court has jurisdiction. @

e

The xeaséns for referral are broadly divided between act§
that are offenses only for peopble of a certain age, status
offenses, and acts that are offenses for people of all ages,
delinquenéy offenses. Status offenses include running éway,
truancy, violatiop of curfew, ungovernable or incorrigible
behavior, and posééssing or drinking liquor. Adult oxr delin-
gquent offenses present a widex spectxum'of violations. They
include murder and non-negligent manslaughter, manslaughter
by negligence, sex offenses, purse snatching, othar robbery,
assault, burglary, auto theft, larceny, possession of uweap-
ons, violation of drug laws, drunkenness, disordexly conduct
and vandalism. Of the 34,866 delinquency and. status zxefex-

rals reported in 1981, 14,879 ox 42.7 percent were status ™

3offénses. Delinguency refexrwals made up 57.3, percent of the

%

total number of these refexrals.

As the standarxd form used in this report does not iden-
tify an individual, there is no way to tabulate the numbexr of
youths;freferred to a court. The focus of analysis is not on

the number of children referred to the court, but on the num-

ber of reported referrals. Some children are refer¥ed mozre

than once during tﬁﬁ vear. A referral is made each time a

Juveniie 1is apprehended for a delingquent act. If the child
-8
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commits several delinquent acts at the same time, only one

offense is recoxded.

L categorical breakdown of types of offenses is presented
in Table 2.1. It is used throughout this report as the basis

for assigning offenses to referral categories.

Table 2.1 Categorical Breakdowns of Referrals

Misdemeanor Against Persons
Assault ,
Agravated assault .
Crimes against persons — miscellaneous

'Felony Against Persons

Homicide

Kidnapping

Statutory xrape

Forcible rape

Sodomy .

child molestation

Robbexy i

Rrmed robbery

Assault _
Aggravated assault

Assault aund robbery .
Crimes against persons - miscellaneous

Misdemeanor Against Property
Stealing underx 0
Shoplifting
Purse snatching
Auto tampering
Riding in stolen auto
Cashing stolen check
Buying and receiving stolen propexrty
Vandalism .
Crimes against propexrty - miscellaneous
Possession of stolen property

Felony Against Propexty

Axrson Driving, us%ng, opeiating stolen vehicle

ary & stealin Riding in stolen auto . .
%gﬁig%arg J Leaving the scene of motor vehicle accident
Stealing over $50 Forgery or counterfeiting .
Purse snatching Fraudulent use of credit device
Shoplifting Cashing stolen check
Auto tampering Possession of stolen property
Stolen vehicle Buying and receiving stolen_property
vVandalism Crimes against propexty - miscellaneous

Misdemeanor — Morals-Decency Crimes
Possession of drugs
Under the influence of drugs
Morals—-decency crimes - miscellaneous

Felony - Mo;als—Decency Crimes
Possession of drugs

-G -
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Selling drugs

Undexr the influence of drugs
Obscenity

Commerxcial sex offense
Morals—~decency ¢rimes - miscellaneous

Misdemeanor —=Rubilic Oxder Crimes
Drunkenness |
Resisting custody
Flourishing dangexous uweapon

. Public peace distuxrbance
Y Traffic violation
e Driving while under the influence
Vagrancy
Public ordexr crimes - miscellaneous
Felony - Public Oxder Crimes
DxunKkenness

Interfering with a police officex
Resisting custody

Flourishing dangerous uweapon
Carrying concealed weapon

Public peace disturbance

Traffic violation

Dxiving while under the influence

Vagrancy
Shooting into dwelling
Public orxder crimes — miscellaneous

Violation of Court Supexvision

Status Offenses
Runaway
Incoxrigible
Beyond parental contxol
Truancy A
Curfew )
Alcohols/liquor possession
Behavior injurious to self oxr othexs
Status offenses — otherx

Abuse and Neglect
Abuse
A1l other neglect

o~
[

_10...

TABLE 2.2 Changes in Delin%gﬁgc¥g§¥atus and Traffic Referrals

Deiinquency/
Year Status Change from Traffic Change from
Referrals Priox Year Referrals Prior Year

1948 4,515 271

1949 4,745 5.1 160 -41.0
1950 4,823 1.6 217 35.6
1951 4,735 -1.8 4uyo 102.7
1952 5,038 6.4 351 -20.2
1953 5,642 12.0 4y7 27 .4
1954 5,891 4.4 654 48.5
1955 5,759 -2.2 916 38.0
1956 7,347 25.8 1,165 27 .2
1957 8,302 13.0 1,651 41.7
1958 10,332 26.0 1,916 16.1
1959 10,386 0.5 2,249 17.3
1960 10,826 4.2 2,758 22.6
1961 11,307 .y 3,307 19.9
1962 14,009 23.9 4,002 21.0
1963 . 13,305 -5.0 4,997 24.9
1964 16,508 24 .1 5,706 14.2
1965 17,908 8.4 5,104 -10.6
1966 17,691 -1.2 8,334 63.3
1967 20,697 17.0 9,722 16.7
1968 21,389 3.2 9,875 1.6
1969 23,725 10.9 10,529 6.6
1970 28,017 18.0 10,736 1.9
1971 26,131 -5.8 11,474 6.9
1972 28,278 8.2 10,526 =8.3
1973 31,587 11.7 12,989 23.4
1974 33,508 6.1 13,463 3.6
1975 - 35,620 6.3 12,908 -4.1
1976 33,7890 -5.2 14,327 11.0
1977 33,841 -2.2 13,704 4.3
1978 35,624% 7.8 16,736 22.1
1979 37,183 4.2 15,698 -9.9
1980 36,405 -2.1 11,483 -26.6
1981 34,866 -4.2 1,477 -87.1

X The breakdoun between traffic and delinquency referrals

was done applying linear interpolation to incomplete
state results. .

Delinguency and status referrals declined from 36,405 in
1980 +o 34,866 in 1981, for a decrease of 4.2 percent.

i

Traffic referrals declined from 11,483 to 1,47§$‘a decrease
of 87.1 percent. 0Qf the 1,477 traffic referrals,‘%ﬁ Q;%%S.G
percent were disposed of officially, 561 ox 3§.0 pﬁt?%ﬂt were
disposed of unofficially, and the remaining dispositions were

not repoxrted.

-11-
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Table 2.3 Reason for Referral by Population Area A good overview of Missouri Juvenile Court referrals in
1981 is contained in Table 2.3. It is the most inclusive ta-
Total SMSA Other ble in the text of the report. 0fFf the total number of refer-
Reason fox :
Referxrral ; rals zreported, 30,670 or 71.1 pexcent come dfrxrom SMSA
Number Percent MNumber Percent HNumberx Percent . . .
- counties. Other counties provided 12,493 oxr 28.9 perxrcent of
STATE TOTAL 43,163 100.0 30,670 100.0 12,493 100.0 the referrals. The distribution of the categories of of~-
Against fenses is quite similar for both SMSA and other counties. In
Persons 2,588 6.0 1,984 6.5 604 4.8 ' . .
Misdemeanor 823 354 469 A both types of areas, status offenses and crimes against
Felony . 589 486 103 i
Unspeciiled’ 1,176 1,144 32 property, <respectively, dominate the delinquency referrals.
Against ‘ The most notable urban-rural difference is in child
Propexty 12,600 29.2 8,974 29.3 3,626 29.0 : .
Misdemeanor 3,774 1,795 1,979 abusesneglect referxrrals. These referrals constitute 13.2
Felony 2,778 1,257 1,521 . . :
Unspecified 6,048 5,922 126 percent of all referxrals in SMSA counties and 22.1 percent of
Morals- all zreferrals in other counties. A highexr incidence of of~-
Decency 1,595 3.7 1,186 3.9 4og 3.3 . . . s ) . .
Misdemeanor 702 362 340 fenses against people in SMSA counties also distinguishes
Felony 103 42 61
Unspecified 790 782 8 the tuo.
Public Crdex 1,894 b.u 1,390 4.5 504 L.o
Misdemeanor 680 255 425 In Table 2.4 refexrrals are organized by sex.
Felony 197 163 34
Unspecified 1017 972 us5 Approximately 83  percent of all zrepoxrted <referrals azxe
Delinquency/ included. For both males and <females, c¢rimes against
Miscellaneous 892 2.0 877 2.9 15 0.1
. . ) v property and status offenses dominate among delinguency and
Violation ¥ v
of Court + status referrals. But several differences overshadow this
Supervision 418 1.0 321 1.0 97 0.8 I 5 ‘
Stat i simiYarity. Males are somewhat more likely to be referred
atus v
Offenses 14,879 34.5 10,870 35.4 4,009 32.1 Ot fox crimes against property than they axe for status
Abuse/Neglect 6,820 15.8 4,061 13.2 2,759 22.1 offenses.  Females are more than twice as likely to be
Traffic 1,477 \3.” 1,007 3.3 470 2.8 referred foxr status offenses +then they are for property
offenses. Indeed, females are much moxre 1likely to .be
N . J : '
: E referred to the court for status offenses than foxr any other
A reason. While status offenses are prominent amony reasons
for referral £or males, they do not dominate to the extent
that they do fox females.
-12- -13-

e e o et S o s B




e

Table 2.4 Reason for Referral by Sex* Most interesting is the sex difference in c¢hild abuse and ne-

glect referrals. These referrals c¢onstitute 23.5 percent of all

State Total Males . Females females referrals, but only 9.7 percent of all male refexrals.

Reason Jor - Cchild abuse/neglect cases differ from others in that the child is

¢ Numb P t MNumbex Pexcent

Number Perce.t umbexr ercen n net a péerpetrator, but the victim of an offense. The greater in-

TOTAL 35,695 100.0 24,820 100.90 10,875 100.0 cidence of child abuses/neglect zreferrals =£for females suggests

Against many questions. . For example, is the actual incidence of abuse
P 2,135 6.0 1,725 7.0 410 3.8 . . .

eﬁigﬁzmeanor 822 613 209 N and neglect higher for females or is the reportiry to the court
Felony 589 506 83 . ) .

Unspecified 724 606 118 merely hlgher? Also, does +this sex difference apply to both
BRgainst i abuse and heglect? Because of the gquestions suggested by females
P t 11,090 31.1 9,193 37.0 1,897 17.4 . . . . - .

Iﬁfﬁﬁeﬁeanor 3,765 2,989 776 as either special victim ox as receiving different treatment fxrom
Felony &?773 2,517 256 . . . . . . . .
Unspecified 4,552 3,687 865 referring agencies, this sex difference is most intriguing.

Morals-Decen 1,316 3.7 1,034 4.2 282 2.6 :

ﬁgsgemeaﬁogy 702 555 147 Table 2.5 Reason for Referral, by Rank and by Sex

Felony 103 71 32

Unspecified 511 4osg 103
Public Orderx 1,690 4.7 1,366 5.5 32y 3.0 ~ Males Females

Misdemeanox 679 534 145 Rank

Felony 197 167 30

Unspecified 814 665 149 Reason Referred Percent Reason Referred Percent
Delinquency”/

Miscellaneous 202 0.6 159 0.6 43 0.4 r 1 Status Offenses 31.8 Status Offenses 46.8
Status /. 2 Unspecified Abuses/Neglect 23.5
Offenses 12% 981 36.3 7,893 31.8 5,088 46.8 Against
; Properxty 14.9
Violation . .
of Court e , 3 Misdemeanoxr Unspecified
Supervision 308 0.9 216 0.9 92 0.8 Against Against
Property 12.0 Propexty 8.0
AbusesNeglect 4,964 13.9 2,409 .7 2,555 23.5 )
4 Abuses/Neglect 9.7 Misdemeanox
Traffic 1,009 2.8 825 3.3 184 1.7 Against
: ‘ Property 7.1
* Table includes 82.7 percent of reported status referrals. ;
Clay and Jackson Counties are excluded. ‘%

. # Table 2.5 lists the four most frequent types of referxrals for
males and females. Status offenses, property offenses, and child
abuses/neglect are listedm for both sexes. Yet the percentages
listed show the sex differences that have Jjust been discussed.
Status offenses are ranked firxrst for boys as well as for girls
hecause property offenses are not listed as a single category.

B ' Note that in xanking referrals 'the subcategories for each of-
fense type —- misdemeanor, felony and unspecified -- are listed
-14- ~15-




0

instead of the more inclusive categories (e.g., crimes against
propexrty).
Table 2.6 Status Offenses by Population Axea
State Total SMSA Other
Type of
Offense
Humber Pexcent HNumber Percent HNumber Percent
TOTAL 14,879 100.0 10,870 100.0 4,009 100.0
Runaway 3,900 26.2 2,838 26.1 1,062 26.5
Incorrigible 1,181 7.9 763 7.0 418 10.4
Beyond
Parental .
Control 1,326 8.9 991 9.1 335 8.4
Truancy 2,127 14.3 1,229 11.3 898 22.4
Curfeuw 3,742 25.2 3,529 32.5 213 5.3
Alcohol ' ’
Possession 1,454 9.8 835 7.7 619 15.4
Behavior
Injurious
to Self
and Others 890 634 5.8 256
OCther Status 259 1.7 51 0.5 208
/ﬁy"
Tables 2.6 and 2.7 contain more detailed information about

status offenses.

broken dowun

by axea,

Table 2.6 summarizes the number of referrals

and iﬁg%udes the three largest counties,

Refexrrals for alcohol possessi&ﬁyprovide one notable wurban-rural

difference.

status offenses in

counties.

Alcohol

possession constitutes 7.7 pexcent of the

SMSA counties and 15.4 percent in other

The most significant difference between SMSA and other

counties is the proportion of curfew violations reported. OFf all
SMSA status offenses, 32.5 percent are curfew violations. The
corresponding pexrcentage for other counties is 5.3 percent. This

difference is due to the high numhéf<>of ‘c%;few violation

reported by

one

large c¢ounty ~—~ St. Louis County.

St. Louis

_16_.
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Table 2.7 Status Offenses by Sex¥

State Total Males Females
Type of
Offense '
Number Percent Number Percent HNumberx Pexcent
TOTAL 12,664 100.0 7,681 100.0 4,983 100.0
Runaway 3,229 25.5 1,366 17.8 1,863 37.4
Incorxrigible 1,095 8.7 696 9.0 399 8.0
Bevond
- Parental :

Control 403 3.2 221 2.9 182 3.6
Truancy 1,794 14.2 1,068 13.9 726 14.6
Curfew 3,687 29.1 2,560 33.3 1,127 22.6
Alcohol
Possession 1,308 10.3 1,000 13.0 308 6.2
Behavior
Injurious
to Self '
and Othexs 889 7.0 611 8.0 278
Othexr Status 259 2.0 ‘ 159 2.1 100 2.0
* Table includes - 85.1 percent of reported status referrals.

Jackson and Clay Counties are not included.

County's referxrrals account for 85.8 percent of the SMSA curfew

referrals. Proportionately, other SMSA counties have many fewer

curfew referrals. This is a stri#ing example of the variation in
L

local ordinances and practices with curfeus.

In reviewing Table 2.7 the reader should keep in mind that
foxr the counties for which we have data, status offenses make QP

The comparabﬁe

62.5 percent of female delingquency referrals.
number for males is  36.6 percént. The specifi¢ reasons  fox
referral also reveal sex differences. For females, running away
comprises the greatest numbex igf status offenses with 37.4
percent. Cuxrfew violations and truancy arxre the second and third
most frequent, with 22.6 percent énd 14.6 percent, zrespectively.
These three Xinds of violations account for 74.6 percent of all

female status referxrrals. For males, curfew wviolations arxe the

_17_




most frequent reason for a status referral, with 33.3 percent.
Running away, truancy, and alcohol possession are +the  second,
third and forth most likely reasons for males, agcounting for
17.8, 13.9 and 13.0 perc¢ent respectively. For males, the +three
most frequently reported reasons for referral comprise 65.0 pexr-

cent of all status referrals for males .

Table 2.8 crosstabulates reason for referral by race and sex.

Among the largest three counties, only the City of St. Louis is

represented in the +table. Even with Jackson and St. Louis
Counties omitted from the table, at least 86 percent of the non-
white vyouths are from SMSA counties. O0Of the referrals for non-

white youths, at least 90 percent are black. The table displays
differences in +the 1likelihood of whites and non-whites being

referred to the court for diffexent offenses.

C@
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Table 2.8 Reason for Refexral by Race and by Sex¥X

Reason fox Total Non- Total . Non~—
Refexxal Total Males White White Females White White

STATE WIDE 21,783 14,849 11,731 3,118 6,934 5,656 1,278

%gainst
ersons .
Misdemeanor 819 611 466 145 208 154 54
Felony 588 505 156 349 83 33 50
Unspecified 62 46 30 16 16 8 8
h %gains%
4 ropex
[ Migdemganor 3,747 2,973 2,142 831 774 4oy 280
.Felony 2,754 2,501 1,964 537 253 205 48
‘Unspecified 4uy 363 228 135 81 52 29
gozals
ecenc
Nisdegeanor 699 552 494 58 147 129 18
Felony 103 71 60 11 32 29 3
Unspecified 28 23 16 7 o B 5 0
Public Ordex :
Misdemeanox 674 530 450 80 14y 106 38
Felony 200 167 69 98 33 9 24
Unspecified 136 98 69 29 38 26 12
Vio%ati%n
0 our
Supervision 209 44 106 38 65 46 19
Stat .
Of%egges 6,536 3,745 3,435 310 2,791 2,590 201
Ab 7/
Nggiect 4,124 1,986 1,538 4yg8 2,138 1,650 488
7
Trafiicé 660 534 508 26 126 120 6
X Table includes 50.5 percent of reported refexrrals. Buchanan,

Clay, dJackson, and St. Louis Counties are not included.

I
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also applies to females.

‘Nhile it is sometimes difficult to compare the seriousness of

oLfenses, some distinctions c¢an be drauwn. Offenses against
people are usually zregarded as among the most serious. Status
referrals, in which the youth is sometimes zregaxrded as haxmful

of a continuum

of the

only +to himself, <c¢an be placed at the other end

showing the sexriousness of offenses. The two ends conti-

nuum present a good contrast in racial differences.

f

For white males, status referrals make up 3,438 oz 30.4 pex-

cent of all refexrrals to +the Juvenile Court. Only offenses
against property with 4,334 refexrals or 33.9 perxcent exceed
the number of status referrals foxr white males. Crimes against

people constitute 652 oxr 5.8 percent of white male referrals.

p%rcent
are the forth most likely

For non-white males, status offenses make up 310 ox 10.0

of +the referrals. Status offeﬁées

reason for referral for non-white males, and they are greatly ex-

ceeded by property offenses, 1,503 oxr 48.2 percent, and crimes
against people, 510 or 16.3 percent and c¢child abuses/neglect
referrals, 4uy8 oxr 14.4 perxcent. At  the end of the continuum

showing the less severe offenses -- status zreferrals Lo white
males haye a relatively high proportion of offenses and non-white
the

. —— referrals against heople ~» white males have propor-—

males have xrelatively few. At the end showing more severe

offenses

tionately few referrxals and non-white have proporxrtionately many.

This contrast of status offenses and offenses against people

For white females, status offenses make

up 2,590 oxr U45.8 percent of all referrals and offenses against

people constitute 195 ox 3.4

percent. For non-white <females,

status offenses

constitute 201 oxr 15.7 percent of all referrals

and offenses against people constitute 112 or 8.8 perxrcent.

Referrals foxr non-white vyouths, both male and females, are

The

of whether non-whites engage in more seriocus violations

morxe likely to be serious than referrals for white ' youths.

question

oxr whether non-whites, as predominantly urban residents, are

IRY
[t
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referred for more serxrious offenses, is beyond the scope of this
report.
Table 2.9  Peason for Referral by Age at Time of ReferralX
Undex Overx
Reason Total 12 12 13 14 15 16 16
Referrals Years Years Years Years Years Years Years
STATE TOTAL 21,304 3,937 870 1,451 2,630 4.001 5,015 3,400
Against .
Pexrsons 1,449 )
Misdemeanox 723 18 49 82 111 156 156 151
Felony 656 99 17 b4y 61 124 167 144
Unspecified 70 8 6 11 15 15 14 1
Against
Property 6,852
Misdemeanor 3,655 453 233 294 509 644 907 615
Felony 2,722 161 111 182 345 538 794 591
Unspecified 475 49 35 58 85 81 129 38
Morals—Decency 819
Misdemeanor 687 3 6 42 78 148 217 193
Felony 100 3 1 3 15 19 35 24
Unspecified 32 0 0 1 0 6 7 18
Public Oxder 1,021
Misdemeanor 658 b6 26 36 62 101 182 205
Felony 195 6 2 7 25 35 62 58
Unspecified 168 4 4 10 21 53 66 10
Status
Offenses 6,357 256 174 435 959 1,574 1,811 1,148
Violation
of Couxt
Supexvision 103 0 1 b4 12 31 30 25
Abuse/Neglect 4,042 2,821 194 206 250 242 198 131
Traffic i 661 10 11 36 82 234y 240 48
* Table includes 49.4 percent of reported referrals. Jackson,

St. Louis, Buchanan and Clay Counties are not included.

Tables

rals for

among the three

age at

time of referxal.

-2 1=

2.9 and 2.10 concexrn the frequency of tyres of refexr-—

Only the City of St. ILouis

biggest counties is included in the tables.
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Table 2.10 Rank Orxrder of Referrals by BAge Group
(excludes trafficl

Undex Over
Rank 12 12 13 14 15 16 16
Years Years Years Years Years Years Years
"1 Abuse/ Misde Status Status Status Status Status
Neglect meanor Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses
Rgainst ~
Propexrty
Z2 Misde- Abusers Misde- Misde- Misde- Misde- Misde
meanox Neglect meanor meanor meanor meanor meanor
Rgainst - Against Against Against Against Against
Property Property Property Property Properxrty Property
3 Status Status Abuse/ Felony Felony Felony Felony

> O0ffenses Offenses Neglect Against Bgainst Against Against
Property Property Property Property

4  Felony Felony Felony Abuses Abuses Misde- Misde-
Against Rgainst Against HNeglect HNeglect meanor meanor
Property Propexrty Propexty Morals—- Public

f ) Decency Order

=z

For those referrals for which we have information about age,
the total numbexr of ;gferrals increases each year from 12 through

16 vyears. The laféest yearly increase occurs hetween 13 years

~and 14 years, an increase of 81.2 percent. The smallest vyearly

increase occurs between 15 and 16 years, an increase of 25.5

pexcent.

The <rank-ordering of offenses in Table 2.10 shows that thxee
typres of referrals dominate all age groups —-- abuse and neglect,
crimes against property (both misdemeanqgs and felonies) and
status offenses. Among childreh under 1%£//ahuse énd neglect
referrals account for 71.6 percent of all referxals.
Predictably, abuse and neglect referrals are most prominent Ffor

youths under 12 years and become less so for older youths.

The discussion of delinquency referrals so far has concerned

the distribution of referrals within population areas, sekes,

races and ageé. The discussion will now turn to what happens af-

ter the referral is made. Caze pending disposition, manner of

= -22—==
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handling (i.e., official and unofficial handling) and the dispo-

sition of youth will be considerxed.

Table 2.11 Care Pending Disposition by Population
Area for Delinquency Referrals¥

State Total SMSA Other

Hare Pending
Disposition ”

Numbey Perxrcent Numbexr Percent Number Percent
Total 12,346 100.0 3,513 100.0 8,833 100.0
No Ovexrnight
Detention 10,092 81.8 2,869 81.7 7,223 81.8
Detention
or Sheltex
Overnight |
or Longer in:

Jail orx

Police

Department 187 1.5 15 0.4 172 1.9

Detention

Home or )

Shelterx 1,953 15.8 609 17.3 1,344 15.2
Foster Family 51 0. 3 6.1 48 0.5
Othex 63 0.5 17 0.5 46 q?5
¥ ' Table includes 35.4 pexcent of reported delinquency and

status referrals. Jackson County, St. Louis City, and St.
Louisd gounty, and Boone, Buchanan, and Clay Counties are not
include

Information about what happens after a referral is made is
meager. All of the infoxrmation in Tables 2.11 to 2;16 is taken
from +the standard form. Jackson County, St. Louis County, and
the City of St. Louis are excluded as well as Clay and Boone

Counties. Therefore the tables at best =represent outstate

Table 2.11 shows c¢are pending disposition for delinquency
referrals. The type . of care used by the courts For 3Juveniles
pending disposition depends upon the +types of ‘facilities

available. Since few <referrals for traffic violations axe
-
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detained overnight, they are excluded from data concerning type ; Table 2.12 Reason for Referral by Manner of HandlingX

of care. : - ?
0f the delinquency referrals for which there is information, yg Reason for Total Official | nofficial
2,254 ox 18.3 percent resulted in the detention of the youth. 0Of E Referzal Number Percent HNumber Percent  HNumber Percent
those who were detained overnight, youths in rural areas uwere g
detained in a jail oxr police department more often than youths in STATE TOTAL 16,844 100.0 4,320 100.0 12,528 ]02.0
urban c¢ounties. In SMSA counties detained youths were kept in . .%giégig’ 871 5.2 181 4.2 690 5.5
jail or police department 15 or 2.3 pexcent of the time. In ?éigﬁgean°r ?88 3? 53%
othér counties detained youths were Xkept 172 or 10.7 percent of | Unspecified 62 21 H1
the time in jails or police departments. Conversely, in SMSA égﬁégity 5,051 30.0 1,379 231.9 3,672 29.3
counties detained youths were placed in detention homes or ?éfgigean°r %:ggg ggg %:?;g
shelters 94.6 pexcent of the time, while in other counties Unspecified - 329 101 228
detained youths were so placed 83.4 percent of the time. While s Moﬁgiggggggggy gzg 4.0 1;2 2.7 Egﬁ 4.4
L "‘ the superiority of resources in urban areas is evident, the gap ;  ggégggified 83 Zg 68
is not great. Public Ozder 694 4.1 86 2.0 608 4.9
5 5 Misdemeanox 54y 40 504
Juvenile court cases way be handled officially or unoffi-  1 , gﬁéggzified g% %? %g
cially, oxr in legal texms, with or without a petition. Those 35 : Status
cases for which a petition is filed are placed on the court 5 ' Offenses 5718 34.0 812 8.8 » 8,906 39.2
calendar for adjudication by the juvenile court judge. The unof- b X§°é§§i%n
ficial cases are those that have no petition filed and are han- 3 Supervision 105 0.6 48 ' 57 03
> dled informally by the juvenile officer or some other official of Abuse/Negleot 3,088 18.3 1.616 37.4% 1,472 1.7
- the court. The manner in whiéh referrals are handled varies con- % Trafiic ‘ 6uk - 3.8 . 83 1.3 561 . .5
sidexable according to the policies of each court. | LS Table includes 39.0 percent of +the <reported <referrals.
= , ; Jackson County, St. Louis City, St. Louis County, Buchanan
and Clay Counties are not included.
< ;
“i Mannexr of handling is discussed in Tables 2.12 and 2.13. Of
: the referrals for which there is information, 4,320 or 25.6 per-
7 . ‘% cent were handled officially and 12,524 oxr 74#.4 percent were han-
“r : dled unofficially. Table 2.13 reveals ‘that abuse and neglect
| referrals, felonies ‘against properxty, status offenses, and mis-
demeanoxrs against property, respectively, rank highest in refexr-
® ﬂ - ; rals handled officially. Among refexxals handled unofficially,
/ﬂ : A s )
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7

= e I O A S s g I R = ¥ : : = = d : e i : gy N = i
i i T TR TR ; \\ i ; : : et e
e e F ST g I TR PR N . .




status offenses, misdemeanors against property, abuse ~and ne-

glect, and felonies against propetrty, respectillely, rank highest.

Because of their prevalence among all types of refexrrals, the
same three reasons for referral dominate both officially and
unofficially handled cases; Child abuse and neglect, which often
involves very young chilren, makes up a far largex perceutage of
officially handled cases than ,any other reasocn for referral.
Status offenses, which may be harmful only to the youth himself,

dominate among the cases handled unofficially.

Table 2.13 Rank Order of Offense by Type of Handling

official Unofficial

Rank Reason Referred Percent Reason Referred Percent
1 AbusesNeglect " 37y Status Offenses 39.2
2 Felony Against Misdemeanor
Proﬁértg 22.2 Rgainst Property 18.5
3 Status Offenses 18.8 Abuses/Neglect 11.7
Misdemeanor Felony Against
Rgainst Property 7.4 Property 9.0

The next three tables deal with the disposition of youths who
have been referred to court. The most striking thing in Tables
2.14 and 2.15 is +the similarity in dispositions for SMSA and

other counties. Table 2.15 ranks {he same three dispositions as

occurring most freguently in both types of counties. Howeverx, in'

SMSA counties "dismissed-not proved" occurrs almost as frequently
// :

as /the forth most likely disposition, "othexr™. In other counties

"referred to other agency occurxrs almost as <frequently as the

forth most likely disposition, "held Qpen".

-26-—
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2.15 Disposition of Youth by Population Grouping

Table 2.14%4 Disposition of Delinquency Referrals
by Population GroupingkX
L. State Total SMSA Othex
Disposition Humber Percent HNumbexr Percent Numbexr Percent
' TOTAL 12,465 100.0 3,538 100.0 8,927 100.0
Certified 4o 0.3 6 0.2 3y 0.4
Disﬁissed—
not Proven 816 7.3 249 7.0 667 7.8
Dismissed- .
Warned 4,722 27.9 1,373 38.8 3,349 37.5
Held Open 1,097 8.8 240 6.8 857 ‘ 9.6
Official \
Supervision 1,295 10.4 305 8.6 990 1.1
Unofficial ;
Supervision 1,613 12.9 4y7 12.6 1,166 13.1
Referred to
Othexr Agency 983 7.9 212 6.0 771 8.6
Runaway
Returned 782 6.3 270 7.6 512
Transfer of
Custody 435 158 4.5 277 3.1
Other 582 278 7.9 304
X Table inc¢ludes 35.8 pexceht of reported delingquency and
status referrals. Jackson County, St., Louis City,.St. ILouis
County, Boone, Buchanan and Clay Counties are not included.

Table
for Delingquency Referrals
1 / SMSR Other
1 Rank
é Disposition Percent Disposition Percent
: 1 Dismissed Dismissed
Warned 38.8 Warned 37.5
2 “Unofficial Unofficial
Supervision 12.6 y Supervision 13.1
3 Official Official
. Supexvision Supexrvision 11.1
4 Otherx Held Open 9.6

i
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Table 2.16 Reason for Referral by Type of Disposition¥

s o et At S et _—. T ; N i R R T s e

Misde- Misde-— ’ Misde-
. L. meanox Felony .meanoxr Felony meanor
Disposition Total Against RAgainst Bgainst Against Morals-
Persons Persons Property Propexrty Decency
TOTAL 16,118 662 149 2,648 2,091 587
100.0% 100.0% 160.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
certified 52 0 9 3 22 1
0.3% 0.0% 6.07% 0.12 1.0% 0.2%
Dismissed 1,376 68 25 275 193 hy
Not Proved 8.5% 10.3% 16.8% 10.4% 9.2% 7.5%
Dismissed 5,279 318 18 1,190 345 170
KWarned 3§f§% 48.0% 12.1% 4y .97 16.5% ©29.0%
Held Open 10,73 92 10 . 240 139 58
: 9-1% 13.9% 6.7% 9.1% 6.6% 9.97%
Official 1,375 41 26 225 566 62
Superxvision 8.5% 6.2% 17.5% 8.5% 27.1% 10.5%
Unofficial 1,699 66 17 416 345 147
Supervision 10.5% 10.0% 11.4% 15.7% 16 .5% 25.0%
Referred- .
to Other 1,913 23 21 117 229 47
Agency 11.9% 3.5% 14.1% b.4% 11.0% 8.0%
Runaway 784 y 0 8 14 0
Returned 4.9% 0.6% 0.0% 0.3% 0.7% 0.0%
Transfex
of Legal 1,297 16 16 45 149 7
Custody 8.1% 2.4% 10.7% 1.7% 7.1% 1.2%
Other 870 3y 7 129 89 51
Action 5.4% 5.1% 4.7% 4.9% 4.3% 8.7%
* Table includes 37.3 percent of reported referrals. Jackson,
St. Louis City, St. Louis County, Boone, Buchanan ‘and Clay

Counties are not included.

i

2.16 displays

disposition.

Table the reason for referral by the type of

While 32.8 pexcent of all referrals were warned and
dismissed, only 0.3

adult.

percent were cextified to stand trial as

Predictébly, there is  variation of dispositions among

reason for referral. For example, 57.9 vexcent of abuse and ne-

glect referrals are either referred to another agency or involve
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Table 2.16 Reason for Referral by Type of Disposition¥

Viola-
Misde- tion of
Felony meanor Felony Court Abuse .
Disposition Morals— Public Public Super- Status and Traffic
""" Decency Order Ordexr vision Offenses Neglect ,
TOTAL 87 544 53 105 5,539 3,030 623
‘ 100.0%2  100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0%
Certified 1 0 0 0 4 y 8
EE 1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 0.1% 0.1% 1.3%
Dismissed 9 46 2 0 254 buyy 16
Hoi Proved 10.4% 8.4u4% 3.8% 0.02 b4.6% 14.6% 2.6%
Dismissed 29 322 12 17 2,301 183 37y
waiged 33.3% 59.2% 22.6% 16.2% 43.5% 6.0% 60.0%
Held Ope 12 53 uy 10: 479 305 71
el pen i3.8% 9.7% 7.6% 9.5%" 8.7% 10. 1% 11.4%
Official 11 15 14 23 312 53 27°
Supervision 12.6%~ 2.8%2 26.4%2 21.9% 5.6% 1.8% 4.3%
Unofficial 10 ! 54 5 6 547 29 57°
Supexrvision 11.5% 9.9% 9.4% 5.7% 9.9% 1.0% 9.2%
Referred
to Othex 5 30 6 16 489 897 33.
Agency 5.8% 5.5% 11.3% 15.3% 8.8% 29.6% 5.3%
i Runawa 3 2 0 2 749 2 0°
@“?E%uxngd 3.u4% 0.u4% 0.0% 1.9% 13.5% 0.1% 0.0%
Transfer

of Legsi 7 6 17 169 858 ho
Custogy)‘ 3.4 1.3% 11.3%2 16.2% 3.1% 28.3% 0.6%
0th 4 15 4 14 235 255 33
Actign 4.6% 2.8% 7.6%2 13.3% 4.2% 8.4% 5.3%

a transfer of legal custody. Only 6.0 percent are warned and

dismissed. By contrast, the most frequent dispoSition for delin-

misdemeanors i1s dismissed and warned. o0Official supervi-

the
-and people.’

guency

. El ‘ - »
sion is most frequent éisposition for felonies against

property Thus dispositions clearly reflect the type

of refexrral.
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CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT

Children are referred to the court for abuse oxr neglect when

they are abandoned or abused, when they do not zreceive adequate

care and support, or when they are subjected to conditions in-
jurious to their morals. Abuse can be physical, sexual, or
emotional. Neglect can be physical or emotional. After receiv-

ing abuse or neglect reports about children, the 3juvenile court
either conducts a study of the situation or refers the case to a

social agency for considexation.

The Division of Family Services maintains a - statewide’ tele-
phone reporting system for child abuse and neglect in Missouri.
Any person can report suspected child abuse and neglect; persons
in many occupations are required by law to report suspected child
abuse and neglect. During 1981, the.statewide reporting line
received 32,559 reports over half of which were substantiated.

Only a small minority of these reports become referrals to the

court.

In delinquency cases, one child in a family is usually
referred. In contrast, all of the children in a family are often
referred in neglect, and to a lesser extent, in abuse cases. In
describing abuse and neglect referrals, each child is considered
a separate referral, although several children from the same
family may be called to the attention of the court by a single
complaint. As ‘with delinquency, some children may be referred

more than once for abuse or neglect duxing a vear.

In 1981, Missouri courts reported 6,820 referrals for child
abuse and neglect. Of these referrals, 4,061 or 59.5 percent

were from SMSA counties and 2,759 or 40.5 rercent were from other

counties. , /

As showun in Table 3.1 referrals for neglect occur much more

an than Yeferrals for abuse. The breakdouwun of abuse and ne-
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glect rqferrals for both SMSA and other counties is neaxly

identical S

Table 3.1 ‘Abuse and Neglect Referxrrals by Population AreaX

State Total SMSA Othex

Reason for
Referxral

Numbexr Percent Numbexr Percent  Numbex Percent
TOTAL 6,276 100.0 3,720 100.0 2;556 100.0
Abuse 1,744 27.8 1,036 27.8 708 27.7
Neglect 4,532 72.2 2,684 72.2 1,848 72.3
* Table includes 92.0 percent of reported abuse and negleét

referrals. Boone and Buchanan Counties are not included.

Whereas delinquency referrals usually come from law enforce-
ment agencies, child abuse and neglect referrals come from
diverse sources. In both SMSA and othex counties, social agen-
cies are the most frequent sourcécjof ¢hild abuse and neglect
referrals. While law enforcement agencies are the only othex
majoxr source of these referrals for SMSA counties, in the othex
counties parents“and other relatives, as well as law enforxrcement
agencies, are significant in bririging these cases to the court's
attention. The greater participation of parents and other rela-
tives in the rural arxreas is one of the greatest uxrban rural diff-

erences revealed in the data.

Table 3.2 shows the sources of ¢hild abuse and neglect refer-—

ralg 4o the courts.

-~
N
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Table 3.2 Source of Abuse and Neglect Referralsk

Table 3.3 Carxe Pending Dispesition by Population Area

: Total SMSA Otherx
Source of
Referxrrxal
Number Percent Numbexr Percent Number Percent

TOTAL 3,063 100.0 533 100.0 2,530 100.0
Social .
Agency 1,939 63.3 374 70.2 1,565 61.8
Lauw
Enforxce-
nent 418 13.6 77 1.4 341 13.5
Parent, :
Relatlve 4352 11.5 36 6.7 316 12.5
Other ‘
Court ‘ 24 0.8 ) 0.8 20
School 121 4.0 3 0.6 118
Probation
Official 13 0.4 0 0.0 13 0.5
Other 196 6.4 39 7.3 157 .
* Table includes U44.9 percent of the abus d

referrals. Jackson, St. Louis city, st. Loﬁ?s agoungsglggg

Buchanan and Clay Counties are not included.

Some c¢hild abuse and neglect referrals are urgent enough to
require care outside of the home prior to the time of court
disposition. Care pending disposition is shown in Table 3.3.
Statewide, 69.7 percent of the referrals received no overnight
Placement and. 30.3 did zeceive overnight placement. The care

received pending disposition is very similar foxr both SMSA and
other counties.

_32.-

Abuse and HNeglectX R
Total SMSA Otherx
Care Pending
Dispostion
Numbexr Percent Numbexr Perxrcent Number Pexcent
TOTAL 3,007 100.0 469 100.0 2,538 100.0
" No Overnight ;

Detention 2,095 69.7 322 68.7 1,773 69.9
Detention

Overnight ox
Longer 'in:

Jail ox
Police o
Department 4 0.1 1 0.2 3 0.1
Detention
Home ox
Shelterx 148 4.9 24 5.1 124 4.9
Fostex
Family 679 22&5/ . 110 23.5 569 22.4
Other 81 2.7 12 2.5 69 2.7
: N
* Table includes 'u4.1 percent of the repoxrted child abuse and

neglect referrals. Jackson County, St. Louis City, St. Louis
County, Boone, Buchanan and Clay Counties axre not included.

The +type of disposition for abuse and neglect referrals is
based on the court's decision, after a detailed study of what
will best meet +the needs of the child or children. Table 3.4
summarizes the dispositions of youths foxr child abuse and ﬁéglect
referrals. "Referred to other agencies" and "transfer of legal
custody” are the two most frequent dispositions for both SMSA and
other counties. In SMSA counties, transfer of legal custody oc-—
curred with 66.5 pexrcent of the reported referrals. In othex
counties, referred to others foxr sexvice occureed in 32.2 percent
of zepoi%ed'referrals and transfer of legal custody occureed wuith
21.2 pexcent of the referrals. Referrals to social agencies indi-
cate the court has requested service be given to improve the con-
ditions causing the situation. When legal custody is changed, it
may be transferred to a public oxr private agency, an institut%on,

or anothexr individual. While some of these childxen may be
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removed from their own homes,

supervision. Many of the ¢

placed in foster homes.

some remain in their home

S undevr

hildren removed from their homes are

County, Boone, Buchanan and Clay are not included.

o
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Table 3.4. Type o=£f. Disposition by Population 2
- Abﬁ?‘ and Neglect§ P o rea
Total
Disposition ? SHsh Othex
Q Numberx Pgicent Number Percent Number Pexcent
STATE TOTAL 3,030 100.0 477 100.0 2,553 100.0
-Dismissed~-
Not Proven by 4.7 18 ., 3.8 426 16.7
Dismissed-
Warned « 183 6.0 6 1.2 177 6.9
Held Open 305 10.1 2 0.4 303 11.9
Official
Supervision . 53’ 1.7 1 0.2 52 2.0
Unofficial
Supervision 29 1.0 9 1.9 20 0.8
Referred
to Other
Individual {
Rgency, or v
Service 897 29.6 75 15.7 822 32.2
Runauay ‘
Returned 2 0.1 0 0.0 2 0.1
Transfer |
of Legal
Custody 858 28.3 317 66.5 541 21.2
Other Action 259 8.5 4g 10.3 210 8.2
* Table inc¢ludes 4y, Percent of th
e r -
glect referrals. Jackson County, Stepg§§1ghéi%y?bu§% 1n%°3§5

APPENDIX A

MISSOURI STATEWIDE JUVENILE INFORMATION SYSTEM

Please flit out one of these forms for each juvenile cotrt referral other than adoptions. The form should be completed at the time of disppsition and
forwarded to Research and Statistics, Planning and Budget, Department of Social Services, P.O, Box 1527, Jefferson City, MO 65102. Showid you have

anv quostlons regarding any aspect of the form, please call 314—751- 3060
Circuit #ED

1 Male 2 Female

.
Race: ] 1 White 2 Black

3 Spanish Surname 4 Other

County

1

Youth's Namé/br Code

Address
oo CLTITT]
City State Zip L

(List reasons for referral in order of importance, see back of form for codes to use in this section)

Reason(s) for Referral- Code - Retérral Code Refarral Code
Date of Referral:

Reterral: % 2 3
1 ) ) Mo Day’
Date o! Disposition:

Disposition Code .
[ Cay Yr

Disposition Code Disposition Code

v [ 2 [ » O

s
Referral Source: D 1 Law Enforcement Agency 2 .School 3 Social Agency 4 Probation Official § Parent or Relative 6 Other Court 7 Other (Specity)

Care Pending Disposition: D 1 No Detention Overnight 2 Detentlon or: Shelter Overnight or Longer 3 Jall or PD I_"—I Days in D
& Datention Home S Foster Family 6 Other
A\ {Specity) . #

Disposition of
Oftense by Reason
for Referral:

or Shelter Prior to Disposition

Munner/\)ol Handling: D 1 With Petition 2 Without Petition lHoar}pg Official: D 1) Judge 2 Commissionar 3 Hearing Officer 4 Not Applicable

{
m’PO!lg'vu of Youth: ED 1" Gertilied 2 Dismissed: Not Proven Gf Not Involved 3 Dismissed: Warned, adjusted, counseled 4 Held Open w!c Further Action § Official
Supervision 6 Unofficial Supervision by Juv. Ollicer 7 Relerred to Another Agency. Individual or Service for Supervision Name of Agency i}
8 ‘Runaway Returned to 9 Other (Specify) 10 Transfer of Legal Custody

Transfer of Lega) Custody D 1: Public Agency or Daparimest (Including Court) 2 Private Agency or Institution—Name -
3 Division of Youth Services 4 Mental Health Facility 5 Other Public Institution (Name)

6 Individua! 7 Other (Specify). - 8 Not Applicable
R
ii t
A SOCIAL HISTORY INFORMATION: (Optional)

§ a7
o ‘
4 Living: Arrangement of Chiki. at Time of HReferral in Own Home: D
e 1 With Both Parenis 2 With Mother and Stepfather 3 With Father and Stepmother 4 With Mother ‘Only -5 With Father Only

¢ Living Arrangement of Child at Time of Referral in Another §elllng: D o

§ 1 Home of Relative 2 Foster Family Home 3 Institulion 4 Independant Living Arrangement 5 Other (Specity) 6 Unknown

i

Marital Status of Natural Parents: ED :
1 Pargnts Married and Living Together 2 Bolh Parenis Deceased 3 Divorced or Legally Separated 4 Parents Not Married and Living Together 5 Father Deceased o :
11 Unknown ;

& 6 Father Deserted Family 7 Parents Not Married and Not Living Togsther 8 Mother Deceased 9 Mother Deserted Family 10 Other (Specify).

Family Income: D 1) Under $5,000 2) $5,000 to $10000 3) $10,000 to $15,000] Public Assistance: D o
4) 515000 10 $20,000 5) $20,000 to $25,000 - 6) Over $25,000 7) Unknown 1 Receiving Public Assistance 2 Not Recelving Public Assistance 3 Unknown

C ity of Resid D 1) Less than 2,500 2) 2,500 to 10000 3) 10,000 to 25000 4} 25000 to 50000 5) 50.“)0}0 100.000. 6) 100,000 to 250,000 7) Over 250000 8) Unknown

‘Last Grade in School Compisied: m 00 O1 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 19 12; 13 14 (15 Unkfown)

o Pl 5 &

Vocatlonsi Tulnlng D 1 Youth Was Enrolled in Area Vocational or Technical Training School at Time of Relerral 2 Youth Was Not Enrolled 3 Unknown

Employment at Tlrno of Referral: D 1 Unemployed . 2 Employed 611 Time and In Schoo! 3 Employed Parl Time and in Schoot 4 Employed Full Time and Out of Schoot
5 Conployed Pan nmn and -Qut of School 6 Unemployed and Out of School 7 U"aown

ORIGINAL ~ Res'earch & Statlstlcs copy — Retained by court :
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These codes are 1o be used n the Double Lined Section under identifying information titled “Reason(s) for Referral" and “Disposition of Otfense
by reason of Reterral” on the tront of this form. The appropriate code for the most important referral should be entered in the designated top Sec-
tion of the first box and the appropriate disposition code for that reterral should be entered in the designated bottom Section of the first box. Ad-
ditional referral reasons may be designated, if applicable, in the subsequent boxes 2 and 3 in the order of their importance to the court.

Reason(s) for referral codes

1. CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS 2. CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY

Homicide 11000 Arson 12000
Kidnapping 11100 Burglary and Stealing 12050
Statutory Rape 11200 Burglary 12100
Forceable Rape 11250 Stealing Under $50-Misdemeanor 02150
Sodomy ’ 11300 Stealing Over $50-Fslony 12150
Child Molestation 11350 Shoplifting-Misdemeanor : 02200
Robbery 11400 Shoplifting-Felony 12200
Armed Robbery 11500 Purse Snatching-Misdemeanor 02250
Assault-Misdemeanor - 01600 Purse Snatching-Felony 12250
Assault-Felony 11600 Auto Tampering-Misdemeanor 02300
Aggravated Assault-Misdemeanor 01700 Auto Tampering-Felony 12300
Aggravated Assault-Felony 11700 Stolen AutoNehicle 12350
Assault and. Robbery 11800 Driving, Using, Operating Stolen Auto 12400
Crimes Against Persons-Misc.-Misd, 01900 Riding in Stolen Auto-Misdemeanor 02450
Crimes Against Persons-Misc.-Felony 11900 Riding in Stolen Auto-Felony 12450
L : Leaving Scene of Motor Vehicle Accident 12500
3. MORALS-DECENCY CRIMES Forgery or Counterfsiting 12550
Possession of Drugs-Misdemeanor 03000 Fraudulent Use of Credit Device 12600
Possession of Drugs-Felony 13000 Cashinvg Stolen Check-Misdemeanor 02650
Selling Drugs 13100 Cashing Stolen Check-Felony 12650
Under the influence of Drugs-Misd. 03200 Possession of Stolen Property-Misdemeanor 02700
Under the Influence of Drugs-Felony 13200 Possession of Stolen Property-Felony 12700
Obscenity 13300 Buying and Receiving Stolen Property-Misd. 02750
Commercial Sex Offense 13400 Buying and Receiving Stolen Property-Fel, - 12750
Morals-Décency Crimes-Misc.-Misdemeanor 03900 Vandalism-Misdemeanor 02800
Morals-Decency Crimes-Misc.-Felony 13800 Vandalism-Felony 12800
Crimes Against Property-Misc.-Misdemeanor 02900
4. PUBLIC ORDER CRIMES Crimes Against Property-Misc.-Felony 12800
Drunkeness-Misdemeanor 04000 )
Drunkeness-Felony 14000 5. VIOLATION OF COURT SUPERVISION 25000
interfering With Police Officer 14050
Resisting Custody~-Misdemeanor 04100 6. STATUS OFFENSES
Resisting Custody-Felony *’"‘x\\ 14100 Runaway 35000
Flourishing Dangerous Weapon-Misd. ‘ 04150 Incorrigible 35100
Flourishing Dangerous Weapon-Felony 14150 Beyond Parental Control - 36200
Carrying Concealed Weapon 14200 - Truancy ‘ 36300
Public Peace Disturbance-Misdemeanor 04250 Curfew . « 36400
Public Peace Disturbance-Felony 14250 “ AlcoholLiquor Possession 36500
Traffic Violation-Misdemeanor 04300 Behavior Injurious to Self or Others &N 36600
Traffic Vipfation-Felony 14300 Status Offenses-other 36900
Driving While Under the Influence-Misd. 04350
Driving While Under the Influence-Felony 14350 7. ABUSE AND NEGLECT
Vagrancy-Misdemeanor 04400 Abuse ' 41000
Vagrancy-Felony 14400 All Other Neglect 42000
Shooting into Dwelling 14500
Public Order Crimes-Misc.-Misdemeanor 04900 -
Public Ordar Crimes-Misc.-Felony 14800

‘Disposition of Offense by reason of Referral codes
(Not applicable for Abuse and Neglect Cases)

1. Guilty 4. Nolle Pross.

2. Not Guilty 5 Certified to Criminal Court

3. Dismissed 6 Informal disposition - Intake

e e Ep R
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JUVENILE DELINQUENCY, TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS, AND ABUSE/NELECT, BY COUNTY, 1981
JUVENILE DELINQUENCY, TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS, AND ABUSE/NELECT, BY COUNTY, 1981
ABUSE_AND NEGLECT
COURT DISPOSITION
JUVENTLE DELINQUENCY
COURT DISPOSITIOHNS REFER-
TOTAL  TOTAL REFER- §53T52R
- RE~ RED /70 1
COUNTY PORTED PORTED ANOTHER : COUNTY , DIS- OFFI- UNOF- AGENCY TRANS-
JUVE- - DELIN- DIS- OFFI-  UNOF- AGEHCY, RUN- TRANS= : . : : MISSED . DIS- CIAL  FICIAL INDIVI- FER OF TRAFFIC
NILE  QUENCY MISSED DIS-- CIAL FICIAL INDIVI- AMAY  FER OF ; : 1ISSED HELD SUPER- SUPER- DUAL OR LEGAL . vIioLa-
COURT  REFER- CERTI- NOT MISSED HELD SUPER- SUPER- DUAL OR RE- LEGAL NOT Moo DPEN  VISION VISION SERVICE CUSTODY OTHER  TIOMS
CASES RALS ~ FIED  PROVEN WARNED OPEN VISION VISION SERVICE TRUNED CUSTODY OTHER ‘ TOTAL  PROVER WARNE
STATE TOTAL 43,163 34,866 , 1 STATE TOTAL 6,820 A B
ADA ‘ 0 2 ! 4 : 3 ’ ; 0
ANDR EU DCE 0 A : % %N 5 ANDREu ¥ 0 0 : S0 H 0 0 3
ATCHISON 68 56 0 1 2 18 4 14 11 4 0 2 ATCHISON 9 1 0 0 ‘1’ 9 9 5 0 5
AUDRAIN 161 131 0 6 52 34 6 28 2 1 0 2 : AUDRAIN 25 9 1 0 : 0 5 1 5 13
gﬁ%%n 153 101 0 4 33 11 15 17 2 7 6 6 1] BARRY 39 9 7 12 0 S 0 3 0 0
BARTO 17 12 0 0 1 0 10 0 0 0 1 0 , BARTON 5 2 0 g g 25 8 5
301 220 0 16 132 0 12 30 11 8 5 6 BATES 76 10 6 0 0 0 27 N/A  N/A
BENTON P 2 N/ iz NoA - N N/ N7 iz N/ N/A N/A § BENTON N/A N7A N/S N/ﬁ N/A N/A N/g N/A 2 1
. 0 1 0
BODKE 825 739 N/A N/A N/A N7 H/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N7A - ggghé”‘*“ N N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/ZA N/A N/A N/A 21
BUCHANAN 1,086 921 N/A N/ N/A  N/A o N/A N/A N/A N/& N/A : / /A N/A  N/A N/A R/A N/A 29
SUlbeR, 102 42 1 2 1 0 15 8 8 0 0 7 ' BUCHANAN 13¢ Rea N V3 2 45 0
CAL LAY 206 126 n/h i A WA N S N/ e WA wk . CALDHELL 37 12 2 3 oA N Py NA N/A 5
CAMDEN 178 150 0 7 170 1 6 12 46 2 2 4 CALLARAY 53 "e K e "o " b 3 0 3
APE G RARDEAU 303 285 1 45 162 13 10 iz 26 7 8 3 : CAMDEN . 0 > 0 ) ) 3 3 2 8
CARTER A N N N oA Hoh N N MR N . . - gﬁEEOEERARDEAJ 1 0 0 7 9 0 1 : :
RTER A ’ ’ ’ N/A NZA ‘ / N7A
4S5 73 65 0 19 8 7 24 1 0 3 0 - CARTER N7A N/& N/A /A N7e "4 e " " 3
CEDAR 17 3 o 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 ot CASS 12 : : : 4 0 0 10 0 0
CEDAR
CHARITON 142 114 0 9 47 8 8 1 11 7 12 11 . = 0 9 4 1
CHRIST 118 85 0 3 33 3 6 24 2 3 9 2 : CHARITON 21 8 ! z ; ; 0 28 0 4
CLAY : 138 1 11 50 4 7 23 2p 11 1 10 CHRISTIAN 29 0 1 0 0 0 5 0 &
CLINTON Vi M ne ha N7A . N7B ThA /A NeA N/A N/A  H7A ’ CLARK 37 3 1 9 0 2 17 N/A 77
COLE 439 63 0 1 6 25 3 5 8 3 0 12 2 CLAY 199 N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A NZA N/A A 7
CODPER 126 it 3 3 I 3 : 13 % ; 33 CLINTON 20 0 0 4 : ? . : 4 25
ER 0 13
I D N T 0 N D T N B S EBber - S S S SR S A
0 0 0 0 2 0 i N : 0
DALLAS N/ A NeA N/& N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A N/A /A ‘ CRALFORD 31 : . 3 5 0 0 1 0 0
PAVIESS o 12 . . DADE s WA N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A N/A N/A N/A  N/A
DEKALB 25 7 0 D 2 ; 2 H % 3 : ; 0 16 3 0 0
DENT 53 45 0 1 5 0 0 23 5 1 9 0 DAVIESS 52 13 ! r 0 0 2 1 0 2
VI S A T R e D R ST SR T R TR R S T -
ERANKLIN 320 306 0 7 123 19 i 55 ) 15 3 “ ggﬂéus s 0 0 1 0 : . N/-FI\ N/llx ‘l-é
1A O D L wioowhoowhoowd b ownwa v v
ggESgE agg Sgi % 1% 24; z’ 2; 62 53 103 27 15 gig'&‘éhigg 3 N/A N/A N/g N/g ng N/g N7A b}zg N’ﬁ E
' - : 3 9 GENTRY 7 0 116 79 31
géﬁ'a\IfSUH 4?3 K 352 D refl, 12g. g 1§ 52 2% 32 g 4; ; g%SIE{leE 11 0 0 2 0 0 2 > : :
ﬁé%om’ Nﬁ Héé N/s N/? N/ﬁ N/é N/ﬁ N/é N/g N/i\ N7A K7A ! HARRISON 6 0 2 0 . 8 ég g g lg
HOMARD 46 39 1 4 16 2 G 10 0 ° : J HENRY 62 2 0 0 . N/A N/A N/A N/A
HOWELL NAL WA WA WA WA Wh WA WA WA WA nh o Ned HICKORY N2 NS N3 Vo e Mo 4 0 0 H
N 1
JACKSON 5,718 3,900 N/A N/A N/&  N/A N/ N/A o : A ; HOWARD 10 0 0 g X ’ N/&
JASPER 801 472 1 32 208 9 122 25 nia 4 Nza " Nod HOMELL heh N/A iz N/A NsA N/A N/A N/3 N/A ;
- IROH 5 /4 N/A 3864
JEFFERSON 1,350 1,094 1 92 366 82 121 168 34 64 NsA n/a NS hE MR 150 )
: : 21 45 JACKSON 1,434 1
Xiog 1t o S : ERE 0 2 0 0 5 & JASPER "313 17 20 19 17 0 130 140 79 6
g 1 ¢ 0 1 ‘ 32
LACLEDE 172 142 0 11 68 11 3 26 ) 14 0 1 : 5 . 3 9
iy w3 onmoozoawog BB oE p g Y i T T S S A R S A
Izhv 2 3 4 5 3 | 7 0
LEWIS 52 44 0 KHOX z H H
LINCOLN 84 72 =5 ; 5 H 3 3 3 : 0 ! i) LACLEDE 21 3 i 0 . 5 3 2 0 1
LIt 33 B 2 11 10 0 1 3 51 52 & 2 9 2 2
LINN 156 120 0 9 58 6 16 1 17 6 0 9 S . LAFAYETTE , 5 3 3 0 0 2 ‘9 2 ?
LIVINGSTON 228 67 1 9 31 1 16 2 1 1 5 (] g tégrleNCE 2‘; 1 0 0 0 0 G 1 o 2
/. ; ’ 0 0 11
g S A
LIVINGSTON 159 45 31 3
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JUVEHILE DELINQUENCY, TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS, AND ABUSE/NELECT, BY COUNTY, 1981

- JUVENILE DELINOUENCY
T
ggTAL ;gTAL X COURT D-SPOSITIPNSREFER— — —
COUNTY SORTED PORTED ﬁﬁ%&%a o
Nggg- ggéég; DIsS- OFFI- UNOF- - AGENCY, RUN- TRANS~
COURT REEESY g MISSED DIS- CIAL FICIAL INDIVI- AWAY FER OF
el REFE CERTI- NOT MISSED HELD SUPER- SUPER- DUAL OR RE- LEGAL
FIED PROVEN WARNED OPEN VISION VISION SERVICE TRUNED CUSTODY OTHER
[ :
nggggALD 2% 2% N/g N/é N;g N/é Ngé H/2 NZA NZA N/A NZA
6 1
gﬁg%ggN L55 98 i) 11 34 11 15 0 15 2 % g
HARIES 45 26 0 0 7 1] 1 17 1 0 0 0
WESEER 563 445 2 12 105 96 57 128 63 17 2 3
ER 5 1 0 0 0 i} 1] 1] 0 ] 1 0
MILLER 227 197 1 7 99 I 3 22 40 11 8 1
ngg%%gi&FFI 1;? lgz ] 13 59 39 4 18 3 3 0 0
[ 0 5 36 2
HMONROE 66 45 1] 1 6 7 % 2% g ; % g
MONTGOMERY 129 116 0 16 15
QQSGﬁN 54 46 g 4 22 zg 2 22 lg g lg %
PiEngsDRID ?gé NZ7A NZA N/7A N7A NZ7A N7A NZA NZA N7A N/ZA N/7A
RenAday 15z gz N/é H/ZA N/A N;é N/g H;é N/7A NZA H/A NZA
A ) 11 11
gggggﬂ N/é N/? N/é N/é Hlé N/é N/é HN/7A N/ZA NZA N/z H/z
O0ZARK 35 24 0 “ 1 : ] ; : :
EEM§§COT 17§ 170 ¢ 7 1%% % é g % g % g
ERRY 186 138 0 25 55 11 15 5 5 13 5 4
PETTIS 238 220 0 2 97
890 9 4 4 18
FhELFS S R A A A D
Egi;TE S§Z 312 0 16 20 81 7 46 4% 5; 22 lg
PULASKI Nos ggg N/i H;é Ngé N/ZA N/ZA N/A N7& N74 N/ A N7A
gg{ﬁgm %3 46 ] 1] 2 2% 1? Sg 2% 33 23 1%
0 ] 0 8 8 3 7
RANDOLPH 281 262 0 8 121 1 4 : ]
20 24 z28 131
RAY 188 170 0 4 70 19 14 6 23 2; lg 1;
REYNDLDS 17 5 il 1 1] 1
2 1 0
§¥PLEEAR'ES 213 78 NZA NZA NZA N/ZA NZA N/A NZA N/R N/g H/g
: . | 1,052 969 1 4 106 498 21 382 87 23 8 6
5§. gkééR I 188 123 . 0 28 55 1] 6 11 8 8 Z "
STé 2 EP S 787 513 0 70 156 30 116 31 40 29 2 H
et R I R S S N R B S B B .
. f 5 N/A N7A N/A N7A NZA
ST. LOUIS €0. “v 12,407 11,477 N/A /A N/A N7a Mo i N oA
U /
gALIN: 183 2 0 1] 143 N Q N/g N/g N/g “/g Hoa n/e
CHUY&ER ?5 16 0 1] 6 2 2 1 0 : 3
SCOTLAND 76 52 0 11 16 [ 3 7 5 2 i i
SCOTT 172 145 0 81
SHAHNON RZA H/7A /7 1 g ¢ 1 1 1 :
SHEL DY e Ay N 3 N{g N/é H/? N/é N/g N7A N/7A N/A
E;SBEARD 122 123 2 10 58 21 29 19 g 2 g'
§UHLIVAN 40 28 g 12 ; g g g 2 S 1
%QQEY 113 64 1 19 3 3 22 3 g ? '
VERQS 190 156 0 54 3 18 46 27 : g
ON G4 24 0 0 1] 6 0 g : '
WARREN 77 69 0 16 5 7 31 g % 12 g
WASHINGTON 195 122 1]
R O S TS S R S
/ 7A
EQRTH 1% 4 N o N/é N/é N/é N/é N/7A NZA NZA N/4
HRIGHT 9% 62 0 29 3 5 10 % g % g

o
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JUVENILE DELINQUENCY, TRAFFIC VIOLATIONS, AND ABUSE/NELECT, BY COUKNTY,

1981

ABUSE AND NEGLECT

COH2T DISPOSITION

REFER-
RED TO
; ANOTHER
COUNTY DIS- DFFI- UNOF- AGENCY TRANS-
MISSED DIS- CIAL FICIAL INDIVI- FER OF TRAFFIC
NOT MISSED HELD SUPER- SUPER- DUAL OR LEGAL VIOLA-
TOTAL PROVEN WARNED OPEN VISION VISION SERVICE CUSTODY OTHER TIONS
MCDONALD 3 N/A N/A N/A N/A N7A N/A NZA NZA 1
MACON 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 K 0 4
MEDISON 56 35 0 8 0 0 1 9 3 1
MARIES 16 9 0 0 0 0 12 4 9 3
MARION 83 1 1 25 3 5 16 32 0 15
MERCER 2 9 ] 1 0 0 0 1 0 2
MILLER 16 1 6 0 0 0 9 0 0 14
MISSISSIPPI 23 1 1 4 0 2 14 0 1 13
MONITEAU ] 2 0 0 0 0 3 1 0 7
MOHROE 16 0 8 0 0 0 1 15 0 5
MONTGOMERY 8 1 0 3 0 0 1 3 g 5
MORGAN 7 3 1 1 0 0 2 0 0 1
HENW MADRID N/A N7A N/7A N7 A N/7A N/A N/7A N/A N7A H/7A
NEWTON 3 N/A Nz&A N/ A N/7A N/ZA N/A N/A N/ZA 5
NODALAY 10 0 2 1 0 0 7 0 0 8
OREGON N/7A NZA ‘NZA N/A NZA N/A N/A N/7A N/ A RZ7A
0SAGE 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 8 0
0ZARK 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 0 1
PEMISCOT N7A NZA NZA N/7A N/A N/A N/ZA N/& NZ7A 4
PERRY 41 0 0 0 0 0 27 12 2 5
PETTIS 14 0 g 0 0 0 0 14 0 4
PHELFS 33 3 0 0 9 0 15 14 1 19
PIKE 13 2 1 0 0 0 2 9 0 4
PLATTE 53 2 0 1 1 1 36 11 1 19
POLK N/A N/A N7& 174} N/A N/A H/A N/A N7A NZ7A
PULASKI 124 10 8 7 0 0 59 34 6 9
PUTNANM 7 1 0 0 0 8 0 6 0 0
RALLS 25 0 0 3 0 1 9 11 1 4
RANDOLPH 26 3 0 2 0 0 6 15 0 13
RAY 3 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 1 15
REYNOLDS 10 ] 0 0 0 0 1 Y 0 2
RIPLEY 130 N/A N7 A N/A N/A N/A N/7A N/7A N7A 5
ST. CHARLES 26 0 2 0 0 1 20 1 s 59
ST. CLAIR 62 15 7 8 0 0 34 3 3 3
5T. FRANCOIS 257 123 8 64 0 0 45 16 1 17
STE. GEMEVIEVE 36 3 1 2 0 ] 6 20 4 3
S$T. LOUIS CITY 1,047 0 0 8 0 0 0 0 0 1§
ST. LOUIS CO. 626 -0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 304
SALINE 23 0 11 3 1 0 5 0 g g
SCHUYLER 9 0 Y 0 0 0 5 4 0 >
SCOTLAND ‘22 0 0 5 0 2 1% 1
9 4 0 0 1 0 11 0 3 8
ggg;§0N N}A N/A N/A N/7A NZ7A N/A N/A N/A N/ZA N/A
SHELBY 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 2
STODDARD 27 0 o 7 0 1 4 10 2 14
STORE 10 0 Y 0 0 0 1 g 6 ;
SULLIVAN 12 ) 0 0 0 0 9 0 ?
TAKREY 31 0 1 1 0 0 0 29 S L
TEXAS 29 1 ] 0 0 g 22 0 >
VERNOH 20 1 0 0 1 0 0 17 1 :
WARREN 4 1 0 0 2 1 0 0 0
: 1
A NGTON 72 21 6 22 0 0 7 14 2
hAsué ¢ 18 2 1 G 0 0 5 10 /0 N/g
WEBSTER N7A N/A N/A N7A N7A N/A NZA N7A N7A A
WORTH 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 .0 g 3
WRIGHT 32 1 0 1 Y 0 1 24 2
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