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Dear Reader: 

MISSOURI 
DEPARTMENT OF SOCIAL SERVICES 

BROADWAY STATE OFFICE"eUILDING 
P. O. BOX 1527 

JEFFERSON CITY 
65102 

The Division of Youth Services is pleased to present the 1981 report 
of Missouri Juvenile Court Statistics. This is the thirty-seventh annual 
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, 
as well as other populous counties, are included in several tables. 

We would like to express our appreciation to the court personnel 
throughout the state for their voluntary cooperation in this project. 
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 
Youth Services or the Section of Research and Statistics, Division of 
Planning and Budget, 'Department of Social Services. 

Sincerely, 

(,' 

**AN EQUAL OPPORTUNITY/AFFIRMATIVE ACTION EMPLOYER·· 
services provided on a nondiscriminatory basis Co 
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INTRODUCTION 

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

Court Statistics Reports for the State of Missouri. The 

0 re port is published under the auspices of the Division of 

Youth Services in accordance with Missouri Statute R. S. Mo. 

Sec. 219.016.3. The first thirty-three reports were pre-

pa%ed by the Division of Family Services. 

The information presented in this report was taken from 

data provided by the 43 juvenile courts of Missouri for 

Missouri counties. Until recently. no statutory requirements 

have existed mandating that Missouri juvenile courts report 

the number of cases referred. In 1982 the Missouri passed 

legislation requiring the juvenile courts to report sta-

tistics to the Division of Youth Services. However. the in-

formation for this book was collected before the legislation 

was passed. Because data collection was voluntary for the 

courts when the 1981 data was being submitted. the problem of 

incompletion exists with the 1981 information. A lack of in-

formation for 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 include as many areas of the state as possible in 

this report. 

Much o:f the information in this report was provi'ded on a 

standard form titled "Missouri Statewide Juvenile Information 

System." The ,form provides detailed information about the 

reason for referral and the disposition of the child. 

Appendix A contains a copy o:f the form. The major advantage 

o:f \!.--5'1ing the :form is in consistency and detail in reporting. 

Sfhee some courts~1 do not use the standard form--, other methods 

of reporting are used. 
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' . r"··'. The cou~ts that do not use the standa~d fo~m a~e encou-

~aged to ~epo~t summa~y info~mation. If they p~oduce an an-

nual ~epo~t, this is ~equested. If they can p~ovid~ a sum-

ma~y of basic info~mation, such as b~eakdowns of ~easons fo~ 

~efe~~al by sex, ~ace, and age at the time of ~efe~~al, this 

is used when possible. In some cases only the total numbe~ 

of ~efe~~als is provided. If a cou~t is willing to p~ovide 

any summa~y data, an effo~t is made to include that info~ma­

tion to the g~eatest extent possible. 

Befo~e 1979, info~mation was edthe~ ~eceived on the stan­

da~d fo~m o~ it was excluded f~om tables in the text of the 

~epo~t. Since then the tables have included info~mation 

~eceived in annual ~epo~ts and statistical summa~ies as well 

as in the standa~d fo~m. The advantage to using info~mation 

in nonstanda~d fo~m is that mo~e a~eas in Missou~i a~e ~epre-

sented ~n the tables. The majo~ disadvantage of ~eceiving 

information in nonstanda~d form is that ~eliability is 

~educed. Specifically, when info~mation is ~eceived in the 

standa~d fo~m, the c~ite~ion fo~ including it in the ~eport 

is the date of disposition. Info~mation ~eceived in sum-

ma~ies and annual repo~ts tends to be included on the basis 

of the year the ~efe~~al is made to the cou~t. 

The info~mation in all tables is incomplete. For exam-

pIe, outs tate Missouri is more completely ~ep~esented than 

the met~opolitan areas of the state. Buchanan County 

p~ovided an annual repo~t. The City of st. Louis p~ovided a 

detailed list of ~efe~~als by age, ~ace, and sex. Boone, 

Callaway, McDonald, Newton~Ripley, and st. Louis Counties 

p~ovided summaries. Clay and Jackson Counties provided a list 

of ~efe~rals. Counties that did not ~eport we~e Benton, 

Ca~te~, Dallas, Hicko~y, Howell, New Mad~id, O~egon, Polk, 

Shannon and Webste~. Thus, of 115 Missouri counties, 96 

p~ovided information in the standa~d form, 9 provided summary 

info~mation and 10 provided no information. The exclusion of 
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populous 

footnotes. 

counties f~om tables will be- poi:Jt:ted out in 

It is impo~tant to ~emembe~ that not all cou~ts which use 

the standa~d fo~m use it in the sar:e manne~. Some cou~ts use 

the fo~m fo~ all ~efe~~als while 'bthe~s use it only fo~ mo~e 

se~ious offenses. Some cou~ts omit major catego~ies of 

~efe~~als, such as child abuse and neglect o~ status 

offenses. 

If mo~e detailed info~mation is desi~ed about a county o~ 

ci~cuit, ~equests should be di~ected to the specific cou~t. 

Many tables in this ~epo~t a~e c~oss-tabulated by 

Standa~d Met~opolitan Statistical A~ea (SMSA) and othe~ coun-

ties (non-SMSA). In Missou~i, the counties in the Standard 

Met~opolitan Statistical A~eas a~e Andrew, Boone, Buchanan, 

Cass, Ch~istian, Clay, Franklin, G~eene, Jackson, Jeffe~son, 

Platte, Ray, st. Charles, st. Louis, and the City of st. 

Louis. SMSA counties and other counties do not fall into a 

simple met~opolitan-outstate dichotomy. Still, most SMSA 

counties a~e in close p~oximity of Missou~i's major cities. 

hoone and G~eene Counties are notable exceptions. Acco~ding 

to the 1980 U. S. Census, SMSA counties contained app~oxi-

mately 66 pe~cent of the child population ages 0-16 in 

Missou~i. In June 1981 Jaspe~ and Newton Coun+;es we~e in­

cluded among the.SMSA counties.· Fo~ this ~ep0. they a~e 

counted as non-SMSA counties. 

SMSA and othe~ counties a~e not equally well ~ep~esented 

in this repo~t. As al~eady mentioned, Jackson County, st. 

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

stancl.a~d fo~m. Consequently, info~mation about manne~ of 

• As announced in the Missou~i Population and Census 
Newsletter, 4, Septembe~ 1981, p.24. 
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handling, ca~e pending disposi tiol1. of a child, or the dispo~'· 

~. 

sition of a child is absent fo~ ffhem. Info~mation is also 

ve~y incomplete fo~ Buchanan an~~lay Counties. While the~e 
is no info~mation fo~ 1 0 othe~frt~n-SMSA) coun'ties, ~u~al 

counties a~e bette~ ~ep~esented. Ninety out of one hund~ed 

~u~al counties p~ovided some info~mation, usually th~ough the 

standa~d fo~m. 

In acco~dance with Missou~i Statute R.S. Mo-Sec. 211.031 

(2)(e), in August 1980 the Juvenile Cou~ts ceased to have 

ju~isdiction ove~ youths sixteen yea~s of age fo~ non­

felonious t~affic violations. Thus, many fewe~ t~affic vi­

olations have been ~efe~~ed to the Juvenile Cou~ts. This 

change is evident in tables including ~efe~~als fo~ t~affic 

violations. The change should be conside~ed when evaluating 

tables that p~esent historical info~mation. 

The table on page 5 shows the total numbe~ of repo~ted 

juvenile cou~t ~efe~~als f~om ~~37, when statistics ~ we~e 
'I 

fi~st collected, to 1981. A ~eview of the yearly changes 

~eveals the 1970's to be the end of two decades of almost 

uninte~rupted inc~eases in ~eported cases. Between 1971 and 

.1 981 , declines occu~~ed 3 times. In 1981 the removal of non-
i ~~ . 
. felonious t~affic ~efe~~als fo~ 16 yea~ olds iesulted in a 

p~ecipitous decline of 87.1 pe~cent.(See table 2. 2 . ) 

Howeve~, with the exception of child abuse and neglect ~efe~­

~als, all majo~ categories of refe~~als experienced a deline 

in 1981. 

Changes in the numbe~ and composition of ~eported refe~­

rals are p~esen~ed in Figu~es 1.'1 and 1.2. The first figu~e 

shows ~epo~ted ~efe~~als from 1937 to 1981 and co~~esponds to 

the total shown in the p~evious table. The ~ather steady in­

creases in the 1950's and 1960's a~e evident. Figure 1.2 

shows the composition of ~eported ~efe~rals between 1970 and 

1981. Ove~ the 12 year pe~iod ~epo~ted delinquency and 
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Yea~ 

1937 
1938 
1939 
1940 
1941 
1942 
1943 
1944 
1945 
1946 
1947 
1948 
1949 
1950 
1951 
1952 
1953 
1954 
1955 
1956 
1957 
1958 
1959 
1960 
1961 
1962 
1963 
1964 
1965 
1966 
1967 
1968 
1969 
1970 
1971 
1972 
1973 
1974 
1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 
1981 

* 

** 

Missou~i Juvenile Cou~t statistics 1937-1981 

Total Delin- Depend- Othe~. 
Juvenile quency, ency Special 

Court Status e. e. Adoptions P~oceed-
Cases T~affic Neglect ings 

7,400 4,374 2,072 954 
5,889 3,650 1 , 49 1 748 
8,891 6, 161 1 ,871 859 
6,639 5,308 1 ,331 * 
8,479 5,666 1 , 92 1 891 
9,414 6,336 2, 2,23 855 

11,323 7,351 Z.o25 1,347 
10,016 5,957 2,614 1,445 
10,790 6,243 2,924 1,623 
9,672 5,341 2,203 1,702 426 
9,377 4,589 2,504 1,875 409 
9,435 4,786 2,669 1 ,575 405 
9,236 4,905 2,351 1,533 447 
9,583 5,040 2,270 1,732 541 
9,740 5, 175 2,232 1,766 567 
9,926 5,389 2,296 1,785 456 

10,555 6,089 2,038 1,838 590 
11,230 6,555 2,333 1,846 496 
11,204 6,675 2,341 1 ,690 498 
13,268 8,512 2,478 1,813 465 
14,479 9,953 2,084 1,903 539 
17,047 12,248 2,430 1,798 571 
17,646 12,947 2, 107 1, 910 682 
19,053 13,584 2,694 2,027 748 
20,171 14,614 2,698 2,052 807 
23,520 18,011 2,498 2, 167 844 
23,877 18,302 2,455 2,450 670 
29,053 22,214 3,415 2,608 816 
30,139 23,012 3,553 2,701 873 
33,483 26,025 3,605 2,859 994 
38,184 30,419 3,829 2,861 1,075 
38,091 31,264 3,092 2, 769 966 
41,227 34,254 2,946 2,722 1,305 
47,666 38,753 4,492 2,524 1,897 
44,249 37,605 3, 105 2,572** 967 
43,801 38,804 2,647 1,675** 675 
51,778 44,576 3,965 -. 2,702 535 
55,511 46,971 4,648 2,557 1,335 
59,144 48,528 5,744 2,495 2,377 
60,131 48,107 6,677 2,466 2,881 
59,021 46,745 5,005 2, 174 5,097 
61,031 52,360 6,855 1,816** N/A 
61,531 52,881 6,366 2,284 N/A 
56,311 47,888 6,099 2,324 N/A 
44,487 36,343 6,820 l,32l~ N/A 

Figu~e;\ not available. 

Does not include Jackson County. 
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FIGURE 1.1 REPORTED REFERRALS TO MISSOURI JUVENILE COURTS 
19S7 TO 1961 
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AND DO HOT INCLUDE JRCKSON COUNTY FOR 1971. 1972. AND 1978 

SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS AnE J"CLUDED FnO" lOCO TO 1977 

status :re:fe:r:rals have :ranged :f:rom a low o:f 26,131 :re:fe:r:rals 

in 1971 to a high o:f 37,183 :re:fe:r:rals in 1979. Also, the 

sharp decline in t:ra:f:fic :re:fe:r:rals with the :removal o:f non-

:felonious t:ra:f:fic re:fe:r:rals :fo:r 16 yea:r olds in August 

is evident. 

1980 

The :remainde:r o:f the :repo:rt is o:rganized into two major 

sections--delinquency and status re:fer:rals, and child abuse 

The section concerning delinquency and neglect re:fer:rals. 

and s-tatus :re:fe:r:rals is o:rganized into a discussion o:f the 
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FIGURE 1.2 COlrfPOSmON OF REFERRALS TO MISSOURI JUVENnE COURTS 
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demog:raphic cha:racte:ristics o:f cQild:ren :re:fe:rred to the 

courts and a discussion o:f what occurs a:fte:r the re:fe:r:ral is c: 

made to the court (i.e., manne:r o:f handling, ca:re pending 

disposition, and the disposition o:f the youth). Also in-

cluded in the section in the app:rop:riate tables is demo­

g:raphi~ in:formation about youths re:fe:r:red :fo:r t:ra:f:fic viola­

tions and child abuse and neglect. The section titled Child 

Abuse and Neglect 

re:ferral is made 

primarily treats 
fr 

to the court. 

what happens a:fte:r a 

For a breakdown o:f majo:r 

re:fe:rrals types and dispositions by county, re:fer to Appendix 

B. 
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DELINQUENCY AND STATUS OFFENSES 

Under Missouri law, a juvenile to the age of 17 years can 

be referred to juvenile court for offenses so seriously 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 st'a,'te or in 

municipal ordinances. \Xhe dafinition of offense includes 

conduct which is a violation of law o~ly when committed 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, 

The reas~ns for referral are broadly divided between acts 

that are offenses only for people of a certain age, status 

o£fenses, and acts that are offenses for people of all ages, 

delinquency offenses. status offenses include r1..mni;1g away, 

truancy, violation of curfew, ungovernable or incorrigible 

behavior, and possessing or drinking liquor. Adult or delin-

quent offenses present a wider spectrum of violations. They 

include murder and non-negligent manslaughter, manslaughter 

by negligence, sex offenses, purse snatching, other robbery, 

assault, burglary, auto theft. larceny, possession of weap­

ons, violation of drug laws, drun~enness, disorderly conduct 

and vandalism. Of the 34,866 delinquency and status refer-

rals reported in 1981, 14,879 or 42.7 percent were status~~ 

'offenses. Delinquency refer'i,"\als made up 57 .l', percent of the 

total number of these refezrals. 

As the standard form used in this report does not iden­

tify an individual, there~is no way to tabulate the number of 

youths; referred to a court. The focus of analysis is not on 

the numb'er of children IJ referred to the court, but on the num-

ber of reported referrals. Some children are refeired more 

than once during th~ year. A referral is made each time a 
lj 

juvenica.e is apprehended for a delinquent act. If the child 
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commits several delinquent acts at the same time. 

offense is recorded. 

only one 

A 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 rape 
Forcible rape 
Sodomy 
Child molestation 
Robbery 
Armed robbery 
Assault 
Aggravated assault 
Assault aHd robbery 
Crimes again~t persons miscellaneous 

Misdemeanor Against Property 
Stealing under $50 
Shoplifting 
Purse snatching 
Auto tampering 
Riding in stolen auto 
Cashing stolen check 
Buying and receiving stolen property 
Vandalism , 
Crimes against property - m~scellaneous 
possession of stolen property 

Felony Against Property 
Arson 
Burglary & stealing 

'Burglary 
Stealing over $50 
Purse snatching 
Shoplifting, 
Auto tamper~ng 
Stolen vehicle 
Vandalism 

Driving, using, operating stolen vehicle 
Riding in stolen auto . 
Leaving the scene of motor veh~cle accident 
Forgery or counterfeiting 
Fraudulent use of credit device 
Cashing stolen check 
Possession of stolen property 
B~ying and receiving stolen,property 
Crimes against property m~scellaneous 

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

Felony - Morals-Decency Crimes 
possession of drugs 

-9-
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Selling dz:i:t.J.gs 
Undez: the influence of dz:ugs 
Obscenity 
Commez:cial sex offense 
Moz:als-decency cz:imes - miscellaneous 

Misdemeanoz: ~~~~~iic Oz:dez: Cz:imes 
Dz:unkenness 1/ 
Resisting custody 
Flouz:ishing dangez:ous weapon 
Public peace distuz:bance 
Tz:affic violation 
Dz:iving while undez: the influence 
Vagz:ancy 
Public oz:dez: cz:imes - miscellaneous 

Felony - Public Oz:dez: Cz:imes 
Dz:unkenness 
Intez:fez:ing with a police officez: 
Resisting custody 
Flouz:ishing dangez:ous weapon 
Caz:z:ying concealed weapon 
Public peace distuz:bance 
Tz:affic violation 
Dz:iving while undez: the influence 
Vagz:ancy 
Shooting into dwelling 
Public oz:dez: cz:imes - miscellaneous 

Violation of Couz:t Supez:vision 

Status Offenses 
Runaway 
Incoz:z:igible 
Beyond paz:ental contz:ol 
Tz:uancy 
Cuz:few 
Alcohol/liquoz: possession 
Behavioz: injuz:ious to self oz: othez:s 
Status offenses - othez: 

Abuse and Neglect 
Abuse 
All othez: neglect 
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TABLE 2.2 Changes in Delinquency/Status and Tz:affic Refez:z:als 
1948-1981 

De',:i:.inquency/ 
fz:om Tz:affic fz:om Yeaz: Status Change Change 

Refez:z:als Pz:ioz: Yeaz: Referz:als Pz:ioz: Yeaz: 

1948 4,515 271 
1949 4,745 5. 1 160 -41.0 
1950 4,823 1 .6 217 35.6 
1951 4,735 -1.8 440 102.7 
1952 5,038 6. II 351 -20.2 
1953 5,642 i 2.0 447 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 ;" -1,0 , 8 2 6 4.2 2,758 22.6 
1961 \:'11,307 4.4 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 
196,7 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 33,780 -5.2 14,327 11 .0 
1977 33,041 -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 

* The bz:eakdown between tz:affic ~nd delinquency z:efez:z:als 
was done applying lineaz: intez:polation to incomplete 
state z:esults. 

Delinquency and status z:efez:z:als declined fz:om 36,405 in 

1980 to 34,866 in 

Tz:affic refez:z:als 

1981, foz: a decz:ease of ~.2 pez:cent. 
il declined fz:om 11,483 to 1,47~. a decrease 

'-'-..: 

of 87.1 pez:cent. Of the 1,477 tl:affic z:efez::rals, 8~3 ~~·-7i5. 6 

pez:cent wez:e disposed of officially, 561 oz: 38. 0 p1(l:~j;At wez:e 

disposed of unofficially, and the z:emaining dispositions wez:e 

not z:epoz:ted. 
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Table 2.3 Reason for Referral by Population Area 

Total SMSA other 
Reason for 
Refezral 

Number Percent Number Percent Number 

STATE TOTAL 

Against 
Persons 

Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Against 
Property 

Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Morals-­
Decency 

Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Public Order 
Misde,rneanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

43,163 

2,588 
823 
589 

1 , 176 

12,600 
3,774 
2,778 
6,048 

1,595 
702 
103 
790 

1,894 
680 
197 

L 0 17 

Delinquency/ 
Miscellaneous 892 

Violation 
of Court 
Supervision 418 

Status 
Offenses 14,879 

Abuse/Neglect 

Traffic 

-

6,820 

1 ,477 

100.0 

6.0 

29.2 

3.7 

4.4 

2.0 

1.0 

34.5 

15.8 

3.4 

-12-

30,670 

1,984 
354 
486 

1 , 144 

8,974 
1,795 
1 ,257 
5,922 

1 , 1 '86 
362 

42 
782 

'1 , 390 
255 
163 
972 

877 

321 

10,870 

4,061 

1,007 

100.0 

6.5 

29.3 

3.9 

4.5 

2.9 

1 .0 

35.4 

13.2 

3.3 

12,493 

604 
469 
103 

32 

3,626 
1,979 
1 ,521 

126 

409 
340 

61 
8 

504 
425 

34 
45 

15 

97 

r!1 
4,009 

2,759 

470 

Percent 

100.0 

4.8 

29.0 

3.3 

4.0 

0.8 

32. 1 

22.1 

3.8 

, . 

A good overview of Missouri Juvenile Couzt referrals in 

1981 is contained in Table 2.3. It is the most inclusive ta-

ble in the text of the zeport. Of the total number of refer-

rals reported, 30,670 or 71.1 percent come from SMSA 

counties. Other counties provided 12,493 or 28.9 percent of 

the referrals. The distribution of the categories of of-

fenses is quite similar for bot,h,SMSA and other counties. In 

both types of areas, status offenses and crimes against 

property, respectively, domi!rtate the delinquency referrals. 

The most notable urban-rural difference is in child 

abuse/neglect referrals. These referrals constitute 13.2 

percent of all referrals in SMSA counties and 22.1 percent of 

all referrals in other counties. A hi~her incidence of of­

fenses against people in SMSA counties also distinguishes 

the two. 

In Table 

Approximately 83 

2.4 referrals 

percent of all 

are organized by sex. 

reported referrals are 

included. For both males and females, crimes against 

property and status offenses dominate among delinquency and 

status referrals. But several differences overshadow this 
I" 

simir~rity. Males are somewhat more likely to be referred 

fo~ crimes against property than they are for status 

offenses. Females are more than twice as likely to be 

referred for status offenses then they are for property 

offenses. Indeed, females are much more likely to be 

referred to the court for status offenses than for any other 

reason. While status offenses are prominent among reasons 

for referral for males, they do not dominate to the extent 

that they do for females. 

-13-
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Table 2.4 Reason for Referral by Sex* 

Reason for 
Referral 

TOTAL 

Against 
Persons 

Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Against 
Property 

Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Morals-Decency 
Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Public Order 
Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Delinquency/ 
Miscellaneous 

status 
Offenses 

Violation 
of Court 
Supervision 

Abuse/Neglect 

Traffic 

state Total Males Females 

Number 

35,695 

2,135 
822 
589 
724 

11,090 
3,765 

.~'~ 77 3 
~,J552, 

1 , 316 
702 
103 
511 

1,690 
679 
197 
814 

202 

12(;81 

308 

4,964 

1,009 

Perce~Dc Number 

100.0 

6.0 

31.1 

3.7 

4.7 

0.6 

36.3 

0.9 

13. 9 

2.8 

24,820 

1,725 
613 
506 
606 

9, 193 
2,989 
2,517 
3,687 

1,034 
555 

71 
408 

1,366 
534 
167 
665 

159 

7,893 

216 

2,409 

825 

Percent Humber 

100.0 

7.0 

37.0 

4.2 

5.5 

0.6 

31.8 

0.9 

9.7 

3.3 

10,875 

410 
209 
. 83 
118 

1,897 
776 
256 
865 

282 
147 

32 
103 

324 
145 

30 
149 

43 

5,088 

92 

2,555 

184 

Pel:cent 

100.0 

3.8 

17.4 

2.6 

3.0 

0.4 

46.8 

0.8 

23.5 

1.7 

Table includes 82.7 percent of reported status l:eferrals. 
Clay and Jackson Counties are excluded. 
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Most interesting is the sex difference in child abuse and ne-

glect referrals. These referrals constitute 23.5 percent of all 

females referrals, but only 9.7 percent of all male referrals. 

Child abuse/neglect cases differ from others in that the child is 

not a perpetrator, but the victim of an offense. The greater in­

cidence of child abuse/neglect referrals for females suggests 

many questions. For example, is the actual incidence of abuse 

and neglect higher for females or is the reportin:/g to the court 

merely higher? Also, does this sex difference apply to both 

abuse and neglect? Because of the questions suggested by females 

as either special victim or as receiving different treatment from 

referring agencies, this sex difference is most intriguing. 

Rank 

2 

3 

4 

Table 2.5 Reason for Referl:al, by Rank and by Sex 

Males 

Reason Referred 

Status Offenses 

Unspecified 
Against 
Property 

Misdemeanor 
Against 
Property 

Abuse/Neglect 

Percent 

31.8 

14.9 

12.0 

9.7 

Females 

Reason Referred Percent 

status Offenses 

Abuse/Neglect 

Uns;;)ecified 
Against 
Property 

Misdemeanor 
Against 
Property 

46.8 

23.5 

8.0 

7.1. 

Table 2.5 lists the four most frequent types of referrals for 

males and females. status offenses, property offenses, and child 

abuse/neglect are listed £or both sexes. Yet the percentages 

listed show the sex differences that have just been discussed. 

Status offenses are ranked £irst for boys as well as for girls 

because property offenses are not listed as a single category. 

Note that in ranking referrals &he subcategories for each of­

fense type -- misdemeanor, felony and unspecified -- are listed 
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instead o£ the moxe inclusive categoxies (e.g., cximes against 

p:r:opexty). 

Table 2.6 status O££enses by Population Axea 

Type o£ 
Of£ense 

TOTAL 

Runaway 

Incoxxigible 

Beyond 
Pa:r;ental 
Contxol 

Txuancy 

Cux£ew 

Alcohol 
Possession 

Behavior 
Injuxious 
to Self 
and Othexs 

Othex Status 

state Total 

Humbex Pexcent 

14,879 

3,900 

1 , 181 

1,326 

2, 127 

3,742 

1,454 

890 

259 

100.0 

26.2 

7.9 

8.9 

14.3 

25.2 

9.8 

6.0 

1.7 

SMSA 

Humbex Pe:r:cent 

10,870 

2,838 

763 

991 

1,229 

3,529 

835 

634 

51 

100.0 

26. 1 

7.0 

9. 1 

11.3 

32.5 

7.7 

5.8 

0.5 

Othex 

Numbex 

4,009 

',062 

418 

335 

898 

213 

619 

256 

208 

Pexcent 

100.0 

26.5 

10.4 

8.4 

22.4 

5.3 

15.4 

6.4 

5.2 

Tables 2.6 and 2.7 contain moxe detailed in£oxmation about 

status o££enses. Table 2.6 summaxizes the numbex o£ xe£e:r;xals 

bxoken down by axea, and in~ludes the three laxge~t counties. 
. ,(-) 

Re£exxals fox alcohol possession pxovide one notable u~ban-ruxal 

di££erence. Alcohol possession constitutes 7.7 pexcent o£ the 

status o££enses in SMSA counties and 15.4 pexcent in othex 
counties. The most signi£icant di££exence between SMSA and othex 

counties is the propoxtion o£ cur£ew violations :r:epo:r:ted. O£ all 

SMSA status o££enses, 32.5 percent are cux£ew violations. The 

corxesponding percentage for othex COu!l_j~ies~il?_ 5. ~,percent. This 
_ L// ![ 

di££erence is due to the high numb~t to- o£ curfew violation 

reported by one large county -- st. Louis County. st. Louis 

-16-

Table 2.7 Status Offenses by Sex* 

state Total Males Females 
Type o£ 
O£fense 

TOTAL 

Runaway 

Incoxrigible 

Beyond 
Pa:r:ental 
Cont:r:ol 

T:r:uancy 

Cuxfew 

Alcohol 
Possession 

Behavior 
Injurious 
to Sel£ 
and Others 

Othe:r: Status 

Humber Percent Number Pexcent Numbez 

12,664 

3,229 

1 ,095 

403 

1, 794 

3,687 

1,308 

889 

259 

100.0 

25.5 

8.7 

3.2 

14.2 

29. 1 

10.3 

7.0 

2.0 

7,681 

1,366 

696 

221 

1,068 

2,560 

1,000 

611 

159 

100.0 

17.8 

9.0 

2.9 

13.9 

33.3 

13.0 

8.0 

2. 1 

4,983 

1,863 

399 

182 

726 

1,127 

308 

278 

100 

Pexcent 

100.0 

3'7.4 

8.0 

3.6 

14. 6 

22.6 

6.2 

5.6 

2.0 

Table includes 85.1 pe:r:cent o£ :r;eported status xeferrals. 
Jackson and Clay Counties axe not included. 

County's re£exrals account £o:r: 85.8 percent of the SMSA cu:r:£ew 

xe£e:r::r:als. P:r:oportionately, othe:r: SMSA counties have many £ewer 

.. t .~. u mple o£ the va:r:iation in cuxfew xe£e:r::r:als. Th~s ~s a s r~[:!'ng e.."a 

local o:r:dinances and practices with cu:r:£ews. 

In reviewing Table 2.7 the reader should keep in mind that 

£or the counties £ox which we have data, status offenses make 1P 

62.5 pexcent o£ female delinquency xe£exxals. The compaxab1e 

numbex fox males is 36.6 pexcent. The speci£ic xeasons £ox 

xefexxal also xeveal sex diffexences. Fox females, :r:unning away 

compxises the gxeatest numb ex ~£ status o£fenses with 37.4 

pexcent. Cu:r:few violations and txuancy axe the second and thixd 

most £xequent, with 22.6 pexcent and 14.6 pexcent, xespectively. 

These thxee kinds of violations account £ox 74.6 pexcent o£ all 

female status xe£exxals. Fox males, cuxfew violations axe the 

-17-
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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 percent respectively. For males, the three 

most frequently reported reasons for referral comprise 65.0 per­

cent of all status referrals for males r 

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 youths are from SMSA counties. Of the referrals for non­

white youths, at least 90 percent are black. The table displays 

differences in the likelihood of whites and non-whites being 

referred to the court for different offenses. 

-18-
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Table 2.8 Reason for Referral by Race and by Sex* 

Reason for 
Referral Total 

Total 
Males 

Non- Total Non-
White White Females White White 

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

Against 
Persons 
Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Against 
Property 

Misdemeanor 
/Felony 
Unspecified 

Morals 
Decency 

Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Public Order 
Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Violation 
of Court 
Supervision 

Status 
Offenses 

Abuse/ 
Neglect 

(/ 
Traffic~ 

819 
588 

62 

3,747 
2,754 

444 

699 
103 

28 

674 
200 
136 

209 

6,536 

4, 124 

660 

611 
505 

46 

2,973 
2,501 

363 

552 
71 
23 

530 
167 

98 

144 

3,745 

1,986 

534 

466 
156 

30 

2, 142 
1,964 

228 

494 
60 
16 

450 
69 
69 

106 

3,435 

1,538 

508 

145 
349 

16 

831 
537 
135 

58 
1 1 

7 

80 
98 
29 

208 
83 
16 

774 
253 

81 

147 
32 

5 

144 
33 
38 

38 65 

310 2,791 

448 2,138 

26 126 

154 
33 

8 

494 
205 

52 

129 
29 

5 

106 
9 

26 

46 

2,590 

1,650 

120 

54 
50 

8 

280 
48 
29 

18 
3 
o 

38 
24 
12 

19 

201 

488 

6 

Table includes 50.5 percent of reported referrals. Buchanan, 
Clay, Jackson, and st. Louis Counties are not included. 
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While it is sometimes difficult to compare the seriousness of 

o~lenses, some distinctions can be drawn. Offenses against 

people are usually regarded as among the most serious. status 

referrals, in which the youth is sometimes regarded as harmful 

only to himself, can be placed at the other end of a continuum 

showing the seriousness of offenses. The two ends of the conti­

nuum present a good contrast in racial differences. 

For white males, status referrals make up 3,435 cz,'3R.4 per-
'" 

cent of all referrals to the Juvenile Court. Only offenses 

against property with 4,334 referrals or 33.9 percent exceed 

the number of status referrals for white males. Crimes against 

people constitute 652 or 5.S percent of white male referrals. 

For non-white males, status offenses make up 310 or 10.0 p~rcent 

of the referrals. status offenses are the forth most likely 

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

ceeded by property offenses, 1,503 or 48.2 percent, and crimes 

against people, 510 or 16.3 percent and child abuse/neglect 

referrals, 448 or 14.4 percent. A~/the end of the continuum 

showing the less severe offenses -- status referrals -- white 

males have a relatively high proportion of offenses and non-white 

males have relatively few. At the end showing the more severe 

offenses -- referrals against ~eople ~~ white males have propor­

tionately few referrals and non-white have proportionately many. 

This contrast of status offenses and offenses against people 

also applies to females. For white females, status offenses make 

up 2,590 or 45.8 percent of all referrals and offenses against 

people constitute 195 or 3.4 percent. For non-white females, 

status offenses constitute 201 or 15.7 percent of all referrals 

and offenses against people constitute 112 or 8.8 percent. 

Referrals for non-white youths, both male and females, are 

more likely to be serious than referrals for white youths. The 

question of whether non-whites engage in more serious violations 

or whether non-whites, as predominantly urban residents, are 
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referred for more serious offenses, is beyond the scope of this 

report. 

Table 2.9 

Reason 
Referrals 

STATE TOTAL 

Against 
Persons 

Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Against 
ProJ?erty 

M~sdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Morals-Decency 
Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Public Order 
Misdemeanor 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Status 
Offenses 

Violation 
of Court 
Supervision 

Abuse/Neglect 

Traffic 

Reason for Referral by Age at Time of Referral* 

Under 
Total 12 

Years 

21,304 3,937 

1,449 
723 
656 

70 

6,852 
3,655 
2,722 

475 

819 
687 
100 

32 

1 ,021 
658 
195 
168 

6,357 

103 

18 
99 

8 

453 
161 

49 

3 
3 
o 

46 
6 
4 

256 

o 
4,042 2,821 

661 10 

Over 
12 13 14 15 16 16 

Years Years Years Years Years Years 

870 1,451 2,630 4.001 5,015 3,40~ 

49 
17 

6 

233 
111 

35 

6 
1 
o 

26 
2 
4 

174 

194 

1 1 

82 
44 
11 

294 
182 

58 

42 
3 
1 

36 
7 

10 

435 

4 

206 

36 

111 
61 
15 

509 
345 

85 

78 
15 
o 

62 
25 
21 

156 
124 

15 

644 
538 

81 

148 
19 

6 

101 
35 
53 

156 
167 

14 

907 
794 
129 

217 
35 

7 

182 
62 
66 

151 
144 

1 

615 
59 'I 

38 

193 
24 
18 

205 
58 
10 

959 1,574 1,811 1,148 

12 

250 

82 

31 

242 

234 

30 

198 

240 

25 

131 

48 

* Table includes 49.4 percent of reJ?orted referrals. Jackson, 
st. Louis, Buchanan and Clay Count~es are not included. 

,-:' 

Tables 2.9 and 2.10 concern the frequency of types of refer­

rals for age at time of referral. Only the Ci~y of st. Louis 

among the three biggest counties is included in the tables. 
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Table 2.10 Rank Order of Referrals by Age Group 
(excludes traffic) 

Under 
Rank 12 

Years 

1 Abuse/ 
Neg.lect 

2 Misde­
meanor 
Against 
Property 

3 status 
- Offenses 

4 Felony 
Against 
Property 

12 
Years 

Misde 
meanor 
Against 
Property 

Ahuse/ 
Neglect 

13 
Years 

14 
Years 

15 
Years 

Over 
16 

Years 
16 

Years 

status status status status status 
Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses Offenses 

Misde- Misde- Misde- Misde- Misde 
meanor meanor meanor meanor meanor 
Against Against Agains+ Against Against 
Property Property Property Property Property 

:'j 

status Abuse/ 
Offenses Neglect 

Felony Felony Felony Felony 
Against Against Against Against 
Property Property Property Properfy 

Felony Felony Abuse/ 
Against Against Neglect 
Property Property 

Abuse/ 
Neglect 

Misde­
meanor 
Morals­
Decency 

Misde­
meanor 
Public 
Order 

I] 

-',,'1-· --.. ...------..:..--.------------------''----------------

For those referrals for which we have information about age, 

the total number of referrals increases each year from 12 through 
C) 

16 years. The largest yearly increase occurs between 13 years 

and 14 yearsl an increase of 81.2 percent. The smallest yearly 

increase occurs between 

percent. 

15 and 16 years. an increase of 25.5 

The rank-ordering of offens~s in Table 2.10 shows that three 

types of referrals dominate all age groups -- abuse and neglect. 

crimes against prope~ty (both 

status offenses. Among children 

misdemeanors and felonies) and 

under 1 Z(') abuse and neglect 
I.~.· 

referrals account for 71.6 percent of all referrals. 

Pr~dictably. abuse a~d neglect referrals are most prominent for 

'youths under 12 years and become l~'ss so for older youths. 

The discussion of delinquency referrals so far has concerned 

,the d~stribution of referrals with~n populat~on areas. sexes. 
races and ages. The discussion will now turn to what happens af-

ter the referral is made. Care pending disposition. manner of 

" ...... -" .. ----....... --~..-------~:... ..... -----.------. ---_. 
() 

---------------~---------------------------------~.---

/', 

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

sition of youth will be considered. 

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

Ijare Pending 
Disposition 

Total 

No Overnight 
Detention 

Detention 
or Shelter 
Overnight 
or Longer in: 

Jailor 
Police 
Department 

Detention 
Home or 
Shelter 

Foster Family 
Other 

state Total 

Number Percent 

12,346 100.0 

10,092 81.8 

187 1 .5 

1,953 

51 
63 

15.8 

0.4 
0.5 

SMSA 

Number Percent 

3,513 100.0 

2,869 81.7 

15 0.4 

609 

3 
17 

17.3 

O. 1 
0.5 

Other 

Number Percent 

8,833 100.0 

7,223 81.8 

172 1. 9 

1,344 

48 
46 

15.2 

~~ . 5 
(h. 5 

\'\ 
\ ~ 

* Table includes 35.4 percent of reported delinquency and 
status referrals. Jackson County. st. Louis City, and st. 
Louis County, and Boone, Buchanan, and Clay Counties are not 
included 

Information about what happens after a referral is made is 

meager. All of the information 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 outs tate 

Mis s 0 V(l:"±':~ 

Table 2.11 shows care pending disposition for _delinquency 
- \1 

referrals. The type of care used by the courts for juveniles 

pending disposition depends upon the types of facilities 

available. Sinc~ few referrals for traffic violations are 
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detained ove~night, they a~e excluded f~om data conce~ning type 

of ca~e. 

Of the delinquency "~efe~Eals fo~ which the~e is info~mation, 

2,254 o~ .. 18.3 pe~c'ent ~esulted in the detention of the youth. Of 

those who we~e detained ove~~right, youths in r.u~al a~eas we~e 

detained in a jail o~ police depa~tment mo~e often thah youths in 

u~ban counties. In SMSA counties detained youths we~e kept in 

jail o~ police depa~tment 15 o~ 2.3 pe~cent of the time. In 

oth~~ counties detained youths we~e kept 172 o~ 10.7 pe~cent of 

the time in jails o~ police depa~tments. Conve~sely, in SMSA 

counties detained youths we~e placed in detention homes o~ 

shelte~s 94.6 pe~cent of the time, while in othe~ counties 

detained youths we~e so placed 83.4 pe~cent of the time. While 

the supe~io~ity of ~esou~ces in u~ban a~eas is evident, the gap 

is not g~eat. 

Juvenile cou~t cases rn~y be handled officially o~ unoffi-

cially, o~ in legal te~ms, with o~ 

cases fo~ which a petition is 

without a petition. Those 

filed a~e placed on the cou~t 

calenda~ fo~ adjudication by the juvenile cou~t judge. The unof-

ficial cases a~e those that have no petition filed and a~e han­

dled info~mally by the juvenile office~ o~ some othe~ official of 

the cou~t. The manne~ in which iefex~als are handled varies con-

side~able acco~ding to the pd1icies of each court. 
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Table 2.12 Reason fo~ Refe~~al by Manne~ of Handling* 

Reason fo~ 
Refe~~al 

STATE TOTAL 

Against 
'Pe~sons 

Misdemeano~ 
Felony 
Unspec.;ified 

Against 
P~ope~ty 

Misdemeano~ 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Mo~als-Decency 
Misdemeano~ 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Public O~de~ 
Misdemeano~ 
Felony 
Unspecified 

Status 
Offenses 

Violation 
of Cou~t 
Supe~vision 

Abuse/Neglect 

T~affic 

Total 

Numbe~ 

16,844 

871 
660 
149 

62 

5,051 
2,634 
2,088 

329 

673 
586 

87 
o 

694 
5 l f4 

53 
97 

5,718 
c-

105 

3,088 

644 

Pe~cent 

100.0 

5.2 

30.0 

4.0 

4. 1 

34.0 

0.6 

18.3 

3.8 

Official 

Numbe~ 

4,320 

181 
89 
71 
21 

1,379 
320 
958 
101 

115 
92 
23 

o 
86 
40 
25 
21 

812 

48 

1, 616 

83 

Pe~cent 

100.0 

4.2 

31.9 

2.7 

2.0 

18.8 

1.1 

37.4 

1.9 

Unofficial 

Numbe~ 

12,524 

690 
571 

78 
41 

3,672 
2,314 
1 , 130 

228 

558 
494 

64 
o 

608 
504 

28 
76 

4,906 

57 

1,472 

561 

Pe~cent 

100.0 

5.5 

29.3 

4.4 

4.9 

39.2 

0.5 

11.7 

4.5 

Table includes 39.0 pe~cent of the ~epo~ted ~efe~~als. 
Jackson County, st. Louis City, st. Louis County, Buchanan 
and Clay Counties a~e not included. 

Manne~ of handling is discussed in Tables 2.12 and 2.13~ Of 

the ~efe~~als fo~ which the~e is info~mation, 4,320 o~ 25.6 pe~­

cent we~e handled officially and 12,524 or 74.4 pe~cent we~e han-

dled unofficially. Table 2.13 ~eveals that abuse and neglect 

~efe~~als, felonies against p~ope~ty, status offenses, and mis-

demeano~s against p~ope~ty, ~espectively, ~ank highest in ~efe~­

~als handled officially. Among refe~r.als handled unofficially, 
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status offenses, misdemeanors against property, abuse and ne­

glect, and felonies against prope':±ty, respecti!(,ely, rank highest. 

Because of their prevalence among all types of referrals, 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 larger perce~(tage of 

officially handled cases than any other reason 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 

Rank Reason Referred 

1 Abuse/Neglect 

2 Feloi~~'\ Against 
Property 

3 status Offenses 

4 Misdemeanor 
Against Property 

Official 
Percent 

!f 

37.4 

22.2 

18.8 

7.4 

Reason Referred 

status Offenses 

Misdemeanor 
Against Property 

Abuse/Neglect 

Felony Against 
Property 

Unofficial 
Percent 

39.2 

18.5 

11.7 

9.0 

The next three tables deal with ,the disposition of youths who 
, 

have been referred to court. The m~st striking thing in Tables 

2.14 and 2.15 is the similarity in disposition~ for SMSA and 
, 

other counties. Table 2.15 ranks the same three dispositions as 

occurring most freguently in both types of counties. However, in 

SMS) counties "dismissed-not proved" occurrs almost as frequently 

aSt~he forth most likely disposition, "other". In other counties 

"referred to other agency occurrs almost as frequently as the 

~orth most likely disposition, "held o~en". 
;,": 
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Table 2.14 Disposition of Delinquency Referrals 
by Population Grouping* 

state Total SMSA Other 
Disposition Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

TOTAL 

Certified 
v 

Dismissed­
not Proven 

Dismissed­
Warned 

Held Open 

Official 
Supervision 

Unofficial 
Supervision 

Referred to 
Other Agency 
Runaway 
Returned 

Transfer of 
Custody 

Other 

12,465 

40 

916 

4,722 

1,097 

1,295 

1 ,613 

983 

782 

435 

582 

100.0 

0.3 

7.3 

37.9 

8.8 

10.4 

12.9 

7.9 

6.3 

3.5 

4.7 

3,538 

6 

249 

1,373 

240 

305 

447 

212 

270 

158 

278 

100.0 

0.2 

7.0 

38.8 

6.8 

8.6 

12.6 

6.0 

7.6 

4.5 

7.9 

3,927 

34 

667 

3,349 

857 

990 

1 , 166 

771 

512 

277 

304 

100.0 

0.4 

7.5 

37.5 

9.6 

11. 1 

13. 1 

8.6 

5.7 

3. 1 

3.4 

Table includes 35.8 percent of reported delinquency and 
status referrals. Jackson County, st. Louis City, st. Louis 
County, Boone, Buchanan and Clay Count~es are not included. 

Table 2. 15 Disposition of youth by Population Grouping 
for Delinquency Referrals 

Rank 

2 

3 

4 

!/ SMSA 

Disposition 

Dismissed 
Warned 

Unofficial 
Supervision 

Official 
Supervision 

Other 

Percent 

38.8 

12.6 

8.6 

7.9 
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Disposition 

Dismissed 
Warned 

Unofficial 
Supervision 

Official 
Supervision 

Held Open 

Other 

Percent 

37.5 

13. 1 

1 1 • 1 

9.6 
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Table 2.16 Reason for Refe:r:ral by Type of Disposition* 

Disposition 

TOTAL 

Cel:tified 

Dismissed 
Not Pl:oved 

Dismissed 
Wal:ned 

Held Open 

Official 
Supel:vision 

Unofficial 
Supel:vision 

Refel:l:ed 
to Othel: 
Agency 

Runaway 
Retul:ned 

Tl:ansfel: 
of Legal 
Custody 

Othel: 
Action 

Total 

16,118 
100.0% 

52 
0.3% 

1,376 
8.5% 

1,375 
8.5% 

1,699 
10.5% 

1 ,913 
11 .9% 

784 
4.9% 

1,297 
8.1% 

870 
5.4% 

Misde­
meanOl: 
Against 
Pel:sons 

662 
100.0% 

o 
0.0% 

68 
10.3% 

318 
48.0% 

92 
13.9% 

41 
6.2% 

66 
10.0% 

23 
3.5% 

4 
0.6% 

16 
2.4% 

34 
5.1% 

Misde- Misde-
Felony meanOl: Felony meanOl: 
Against Against Against MOl:als­
Pel:sons Pl:opel:ty Pl:opel:ty Decency 

149 
100.0% 

9 
6.0% 

25 
16.8% 

18 
12. 1 % 

10 
6.7% 

26 
17.5% 

17 
11.4% 

21 
14. 1 % 

o 
0.0% 

16 
10.7% 

7 
4.7% 

2,648 
100.0% 

3 
0.1% 

275 
10.4% 

1.190 
44.9% 

240 
9.1% 

225 
8.5% 

416 
15.7% 

117 
4.4% 

8 
0.3% 

45 
1. 7% 

129 
4.9% 

2,091 
100.0% 

22 
1. 0% 

193 
9.2% 

345 
16.5% 

139 
6.6% 

566 
27.1% 

345 
16.5% 

229 
11 .0% 

14 
0.7% 

149 
7.1% 

89 
4.3% 

587 
100.0% 

1 
0.2% 

44 
7.5% 

170 
c 29.0% 

58 
9.9% 

62 
10.5% 

147 
25.0% 

47 
8.0% 

o 
0.0% 

7 
1. 2% 

51 
8.7% 

Table includes 37.3 pel:cent of l:epol:ted l:efel:l:als. Jackson, 
st. Louis City, st. Louis County, Boone, Buchanan and Clay 
Counties al:e not included. 

Table 2.16 displays the l:eason fOl: refel:l:al by the type of 

disposition. While 32.8 pel:cent of all l:efel:l:als wel:e wal:ned and 

dismissed, only 0.3 pel:cent wel:e cel:tified to stand tl:ial as 

adult. Pl:edictably. thel:e is val:iation of dispositions among 

l:eason fOl: :refel:l:al. FOl: example, 57.9 pel:cent of abUse and ne-

glect l:efel:l:als al:e eithel: l:efel:l:ed to anothel: agency Ol: involve 
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Table 2.16 Reason fOl: Refel:ral by Type of Disposition* 

Misde-
Felony meanOl: Felony 

Dispositi~n MOl:als- Public Public 
Decency Ol:del: Ol:del: 

Viola­
tion of 
COUl:t 
Supel:­
vision 

TOTAL 

Cel:tified 

Dismissed 
Not Pl:oved 

Dismissed 
Wal:ned 

Held Open 

Of:Eicial 
Supe:rvision 

Unofficial 
Supe:rvision 

Refe:r:red 
to Other 
Agency 

f(~Runaway e ~R'e4:ul:ned 
Tl:ansfel: 
of Leg~·~\ 
Custody· . 

Othel: 
Action 

87 544 53 105 
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

100 0 
1.2% 0.0% 0.0% 0.0% 

9 46 2 0 
10.4% 8.4% 3.8% 0.0% 

29 322 12 17 
33.3% 59.2% 22.6% 16.2% 

12 53 4 10· 
13.8% 9.7% 7.6% 9.5%~ 

11 15 14 23 
1 2 . 6 ~(\ 2 • 8 % 26 • 4 % 2 1 • 9 % 

\:, 

10:i 54 5 6 
11.5% 9.9% 9.4% 5.7% 

5 30 6 16 
5.8% 5.5% 11.3% 15.3% 

3 2 0 2 
3.4% 0.4% 0.0% 1.9% 

3 7 6 17 
3.4% 1.3% 11.3% 16.2% 

4 15 4 14 
4.6% 2.8% 7.6% 13.3% 

Abuse 
status and Tl:affic 
Offenses Neglect 

5,539 
100.0% 

4 
0.1% 

254 
4.6% 

2.301 
41.5% 

479 
8.7% 

312 
5.6% 

547 
9.9% 

489 
8.8% 

749 
13.5% 

169 
3. 1 % 

235 
4.2% 

3,030 
100.0% 

4 
0.1% 

444 
14.6% 

183 
6.0% 

305 
10. 1 % 

53 
1. 8% 

29 
1. 0% 

897 
29.6% 

2 
0.1% 

858 
28.3% 

255 
8.4% 

623 
100.0% 

8 
1. 3% 

16 
2.6% 

374 
60.0% 

71 
11 .4% 

27 
4.3% 

57 
9.2% 

33 
5.3'-

o 
0.0% 

4 
0.6% 

33 
5.3% 

a tl:ansfel: of legal custody. Only 6.0 pel:cent al:e wal:ned and 

dismissed. By contl:ast, the most fl:equent disposition fOl: delin­

quency misdemeanol:s is dismissed and wal:ned. Official supel:vi­

sion is the most fl:eque'nt c(ispoSi tion fOl: felonies against 

pl:apel:ty and people. Thus dispositions cleal:ly reflect the type 

of l:efezl:al. 
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CHILD ABUSE AND NEGLECT 

Childxen axe ~efexxed to the couxt fo~ abuse o~ negl~ct when 

they a~e abandoned o~ abused, when they do not xeceive adequate 

caxe and suppoxt, ox when they axe subjected to conditions in-

juxious to theix moxals. Abuse can be physical, sexual, ox 

emotional. Neglect can be physical ox: emotional. Aftex xeceiv-

irig abuse ox neglect x:epoxts about childx:en, the juvenile couxt 

eithex conducts a study of the situation ox x:efexs the case to a 

social agency fox considex:ation. 

The Division of Family Sex:vices maintains a'statewid~ tele­

phone xepoxting system fox child abuse and neglect in Missouxi. 

Any pexson can x:epoxt suspected child abuse and neglect; pexsons 

in many occupations axe xequixed by law to xepoxt suspected child 

abuse and neglect. Dur:ing 1981, the statewide xepoxting line 

~eceived 32,559 xepoxts ovex: half of which wexe SUbstantiated. 

Only a small minoxity of these xepoxts become xefex~als to the 

couxt. 

In delinquency cases, one child in a family is usually 
xefexxed. In contxast, all of the child~en in a family axe often 

xefexxed in neglect, and to a lessex extent, in abuse cases. In 

descxibing abuse and neglect x:efexxals, each child is considexed 

a sepaxate xefexxal, although sevex:al childxen fxom the same 

family may be called to the attention of the couxt by a single 

complaint. As with delinquency, some childx:en may be xefexxed 

moxe than once fox abuse ox neglect duxing a yeax. 

In 198', Missouxi couzts xepoxted 6,820 xefexxals fox child 
abuse and neglect. Of these xefex:~als, 4,061 ox 59.5 pexcent 

wexe fxom SMSA counties and 2,759 ox 40.5 pexc~nt wexe fxom othex 
counties. I 

As shown in Table 3.1 xefexxals for: neglect occux much moxe 
~n '''than xefexxals fox abuse. The bxeakdown of abuse and ne-
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glect x€'lfexxals fox both SMSA and othex counties is neaxly 
~, 

identical ~) 

Table 3.1 'Abuse and Neglect Refexxals by Population Axea* 

Reason fox 
Refexx:al 

State Total SMSA Othex 

Numbex Pexcent Numbex Pexcent Numbex Pexcent 

TOTAL 

Abuse 

Neglect 

6,276 

1,744 

4,532 

100.0 

27.8 

72.2 

3,720 

1,036 

2,684 

100.0 

27.8 

72.2 

2 f 556 

708 

1,848 

100.0 

27.7 

72.3 

* Table includes 92.0 pex:cent of xepoxted abuse and neglect 
x:efexxals. Boone and Buchanan Counties axe not included. 

Whex:eas delinquency xefe~xals usually come fxom law enfoxce-

ment agencies, child abuse and neglect xefex:rals come fJ:om 

divexse soux:ces. In both SMSA and othex counties, social agen-
(J cies ax:e the most fxequent souxce"-/ of child abuse and neglect 

xefex:~als. While law enfoxcement agencies axe the only othex 

majox souxce of these xefexxals fox SMSA counties, in the othex 
" \\ 

counties paxents and othex xelatives, as well as law enfoxcement 

agencies, axe significant in bxinging these cases to the couxt's 

attention. The gxeatex paxticipation of paxents and othex xela­

tives in the xuxal axeas is one of the gxeatest uxban xuxal diff­

exences xevealed in the data. 

Table 3.2 shows the souxces of child abuse and neglect xefex­

x:al~ ~o the couxts. 
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Table 3.2 Source of Abuse and Neglect Ref.p.rrals* 

Source of 
Referral 

TOTAL 

Social 
Agency 

Law 
Enforce­
ment 

Parent, 
Relative 

Other 
Court 

school 

Probation 
Of:ficial 

Other 

Total SMSA other 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

3,063 

1,939 

418 

352 

24 

121 

13 

196 

100.0 

63.3 

13.6 

11.5 

0.8 

4.0 

0.4 

6.4 

533 

374 

77 

36 

4 

3 

o 
39 

100.0 

70.2 

14.4 

6.7 

0.8 

0.6 

0.0 

7.3 

2,530 

1,565 

341 

316 

20 

118 

13 

157 

10Q.O 

61.8 

13.5 

12.5 

0.8 

4.7 

0.5 

6.2 

Table includes 44.9 percent o:f the abuse and neglect 
re:ferrals. Jackson, st. Louis City, st. Louis County and 
Buchanan and Clay Counties are not included. 

Some child abuse and neglect referrals are urgent enough to 

require care outside o:f 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 receive overnight placement. The care 

received pending disposition is very similar for both SMSA and 
other counties. 
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Table 3.3 

Care Pending 
Dispostion 

TOTAL 

No Overnight 
Detention 

Detention 
Overnight or 
Longer in: 

Jailor 
Police 
Department 

Detention 
Home or 
Shelter 

Foster 

Care P.nding Disposition by Population Area 
Abuse and Neglect* 

Total SMSA other 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

3,007 100.0 469 100.0 2,538 100.0 

2,095 69.7 322 68.7 1 ,773 69.9 

4 O. 1 0.2 3 o . 1 

148 4.9 24 5. 1 124 4.9 

Family 679 22,.6. 110 23.5 569 
-~"" 

22.4 

2.7 Other 81 2 7~i' 12 2.5 69 
-----------------------------------.--\~~,----------------------------------------

Table includes 44.1 percent of the report~d child abuse and 
neglect referrals. Jackson County, st. Lou~s City, st. Louis 
County, Boone, Buchanan and Clay Counties are 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. Tahle 3.4 

summarizes the dispositions of youths for child abuse and neglect 

re:ferrals. "Referred to other agencies" and "transfer of legal 

custody" are th~ two most frequent dispositions for both SMSA and 

other counties. In SMSA counties, transfer of legal custody oc-

curred with 66.5 percent of the reported referrals. In other 

counties, referred to others for service occureed in 32.2 percent 

of reported referrals and transfer of legal custody occureed with 

21.2 pe~cent o:f the referrals. Referrals to social agencies indi­

cate the court has ~equested service be given to improve the con­

ditions causing the situation. When legal custody is changed, it 

may be trans:ferred to a public or private agency, an institution, 

or another individual. While some of these children may be 
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xemoved fxom theix own homes, some xemain in theix homes under 

supexvision. Many of the childxen xemoved fxom their homes axe 

placed in foster homes. 

Table 3.4 Type o~Pisposition by Population Area 
Abus~ and Neglect* 0 

Disposition 

STATE TOTAL 

Dismissed­
Not Proven 

Dismissed­
Warned" 

Held Open 

Official 
Supexvision 

Unofficial 
Supervision 

Referred 
to Othex 
Individual 
Agency, ox 
Service 

Runaway 
Retuxned 

Transfex 
of Legal 
Custody 

Other Action 

Total 

Numbex 

3,030 

444 

183 

305 

53 

29 

897 

2 

858 

259 

Pexcen'c 

100.0 

14.7 

6.0 

10. 1 

1.7 

1.0 

29.6 

O. 1 

28.3 

8.5 

SMSA 

Number Percent 

477 

18 

6 

2 

9 

75 

o 

317 

49 

100.0 

3.8 

1.2 

0.4 

0.2 

1.9 

('\ 
,/ 

15.7 

o . 0 

66.5 

1 0 • 3 

other 

Number 

2,553 

ll26 

177 

303 

52 

20 

822 

2 

541 

210 

Pexcent 

100.0 

16.7 

6.9 

11. 9 

2.0 

0.8 

32.2 

o . 1 

21.2 

8.2 

* ~r~~t infludels 44.4 pexcent of" the report child ~buse and ne-
re exra s. Jackson County, st. Louis Cit st L . 

County, Boone, Buchanan and Clay are not includ~A. . OU1S 
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APPENDIX A 

MISSOURI STATEWIDE JUVENILE INFORMATION SYSTEM 
Please fill out one of these forms for each Juvenile court referral other than adoptions. The form should be completed at the time of dlsP9sltlon and 
forwarded to Research and Statistics, Planning and Budget, Department of Social Services, P.O. Box 1527, Jefferson City, MO 65102, Sho\l)lJ you have 
any,qu~stlons regarding any aspect of the form. please call 314-751-~060. 

County _____________________________________ _ 

,/, C"cult#[IJ 

Youths Name/or Code ___________________________ :..:-_________ _ 

Address ______________________ ------------------------

Sex: 0 1 Male 2 Female 

Race: 0 1 While 2 Black 
3 Spanish Surname 4 Olhor 

City __________________ State, __________ Zlpl _______ _ 

(List reasons for referral in order of importance. see back of form for codos to use In this section) 

Roslon(s) tor 
Rolorral: 

Aeferral Code 

,1b I I I I I 
Aeferral Code Aeferral Code 

2) I I I I I 3) I I I I I 

DOB 

Mo, Day Yr 

Dale 01 Relerral: I I I I I TI 
~M~o~~D~a'~~~'~Y~r~ 

Disposilion 01 
orron •• by Rouon 
lor Rolorrsl: 

Disposition Code Disposition Code Disposition Code 

1) 0 2) 0 3) D 
Dale 01 Dispolillon: I I I I I I 

~M~o-L~D~a~y-L~Y~r~ 

==~======~====~==~========== 
Roforrsl Sourco: 0 1 Law Enlorcement A'g~ncy 2 School 3 Social Agency 4 Probalion Official 5 Parenl or Relalive 6 Olher Courl 7 Olher (Specify) 

Care Pondlng Dilposillon: 0 1 No Detenllon Overnlghl 2 Delenlion or Sheller Overnlijht or Longer 3 Jail or PO DO Daye In Delenlion or Sheller Prior to Dilpollllon 

."~enlion Home 5 Fosler Family 6 Olher 
\~------------___ ------------------------~t=S~~CI~~~------_==_----------~----------------------____________________ _ 

Mannerlbf Handling: 0 1 Wllh Pelilion 2 Wllhoul Pelilion Hoar!rg OUlcl.f: 0 1) Judge 2 Commissioner 3 Hoarlng Officer 4 Not Applicable 

----rr .p!J 
DlsPoll!;G;; 01 Youlh: rn 1 Cerlilled 2 Dismissed: Nol proven of -Nol Involved 3 Dismissed' Warned, adluslod, counseled 4 Held Open wlo Furlher Acllon 5 Official 

Supervision 6 Unofficial Supervision by JUv, Oiffcer 7 Referred to AnOlher Agency, Individual or Service for Supervision Name 01 Agency l'.'~ 
8 Runaway Returned to ____ 9 Olher (Specify) 10 Transfer 01 Legal Custody 

Trsnslor 01 Logsl CUIlody 0 1 Public Agency or Departmenl (Including Court) 2 Privale Agency or Inslilulion-Name ---___ .."._---------------
3 Division of YOUlh Services 4 Mental Health Facility 5 Other Publio Inslilullon (Namo) -----------------------------_ 
6 Individual 7 Olher (Specify) 8 Nol Applicable 

SOCIAL HISTOR'f INFORMATION: (Optional) 

~ , . 
----------------------~----------------------------------------------------------------------------------~.~. 
Living Arrangemenl 01 Chllil el Time 01 Relerral In Own Homo: 0 

1 With Both Parenls 2 Wilh Molher and Stopfalhor 3 Wilh Falher and Stepmother 4 Wilh Molher 'Only 5 Wilh Felhor Only 

Living Arrangemenl 01 Child .t Time 01 R.'orral In Another s..tling: 0 
1 Home of Relallve 2 Fosler Family Home 3 Instllulion 4' Independenl living Arrangome~1 5 Other (Speclfy) ____________________ ..:.... __ 

Marllsl Slalus 01 Nalural Perenls: rn 
1 ParQnls Married and Living Togelher 2 Both Parenls Deceased 3 Divorced or Legally Separated 4 Paronts Not Married and Living Togelher 5 Falhe'r Deceased 
6 Falhe. Deserted Family 7 p'arents Nol Married and Nol Living Togelher 8 Mother Deceased 9 Molher Deserled I'amlly 10 Olher (Specify) _____ , __ __ 

Family InCOme; 0 1) Under 55,000 2) $5,000 10 $10.000 3) $10.000 to $15,000 
41 515,000'0 520,000 5) $20,000 10 $25,000 8) OVer $25,000 7) Unknown 

Public Allillance: 0 
Q 

1 Receiving Public Asslslance 2 Nol Receiving Public Asalslance ;! Unknown 

6 Unknown 

11 Unknown 

Communlly of R.I",enc.: 0 1) LeIS than 2.500 2) 2.500 10 10.000 3) 10,000 10 25,000 4) 25,000 to 50,000 5) 50,000 ,10 100,000 8) 100POO to 250,000 1) Over 250.000 8) Unknown 

Lalt Grado In School comple~: [J:J, 00 01 02 03 04 05 06 01 OS 09 10 l' 121 13 14 115 Unknown) 

-;S.i 

Vocallonll training: 0 1 Youlh Was EnroUod In Are: Vocalional or Techhlcal Training School at Time 01 Referral 2 Youlh Was Nol Enrolled 3 Unknown 

Employmenl al Tlml' 01 R.'.rral: 0 1 Unomployed 2 Employed Ffih Time and In School 3 Employed Pa,rt Time and In School 4 Employod Fuli Timo and Oul o{ School 

~ E;onplLlyed Part ",'mil and Out 01 Sc~ool 6 Unemployod and Out 01 School 7 f(own 

OR IG I N A L - Re~earch & Statistics COpy - Retained by ·~dl;l-r-t-------------------------------------------



--

,-:::'-. 

These codes are to bE' used In the Double lined Section under identifying information titled "Reason(s) for Referral" and "Disposition of OHense 
by reason of Referral" on the front of this form. The appropriate code for the most Important referral should be entered In the designated top Sec­
tion of the Itrst box and the appropriate disposition code for that referrai 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. 

1. CRIMES AGAINST PERSONS 

Homicide 
Kidnapping 
Statutory Rape 
Forceable Rape 
Sodomy 
Child Molestation 
Robbery 
Armed Robbery 
Assau It-Misdemeanor 
Assau It-Felony 
Aggravated Assau It-Misdemeanor 
Aggravated Assault-Felony 
Assault and Robbery 
Crimes Against Persons-Misc.-Misd. 
Crimes Against Persons-Misc.-Felony 

3. MORALS-DECENCY CRIMES 

Possession of Drugs-Misdemeanor 
Possession of Drugs-Felony 
Selling Drugs 
Under the Influence of Drugs-Misd. 
Under the Influence of Drugs-Felony 
Obscenity 
Commercial Sex Offense 
Morals-Decency Crimes-Misc.-Misdemeanor 
Morals-Decency Crimes-Misc.-Felony 

4. PUBLIC ORDER CRIMES 

Drunkeness-Misdemeanor 
Drunkeness-Felony 
Interfering With Police Officer 
Resisting Custody,Misdemeanor 
Resisting Custody-Felony 
Flourishing Dangerous Weapon-Misd. 
Flourishing Dangerous Weapon-Felony 
Carryir,,g Concealed Weapon 
Public Peace Disturbance-Misdemeanor 
Public Peace Disturbance-Felony 
Traffic Violation-Misdemeanor 
Traffic Violation-Felony 
Driving While Under the Influence-Misd. 
Driving While Under the Influence-Felony 
Vagrancy-Misdemeanor 
Vagrancy-Felony 
Shooting into Dwelling 
Public Order Crimes-Misc.-Misdemeanor 
Public Order Crimes-Misc.-Felony 

Reason(s) for referral codos 

1\ 

11000 
11100 
11200 
11250 
11300 
11350 
11400 
11500 
01600 
11600 
01700 
11700 
11800 
01900 
11900 

03000 
13000 
13100 
03200 
13200 
13300 
13400 
03900 
13900 

04000 
14000 
14050 
04100 
14100 
04150 
14150 
14200 
04250 
14250 
04300 
14300 
04350 
14350 
04400 
14400 
14500 
04900 
14900 

2. CRIMES AGAINST PROPERTY 

Arson 
Burglary and Stealing 
Burglary 
Stealing Under $SO-Misdemeanor 
Stealing Over $SO-Felony 
Shoplifting·Misdemeanor 
Shoplifting-Felony 
Purse Snatching-Misdemeanor 
Purse Snatching-Felony 
Auto Tampering-Misdemeanor 
Auto Tampering-Felony 
Stolen AutoNehicle 
Driving, Using, Operating Stolen Auto 
Riding in Stolen Auto-Misdemeanor 
Riding in Stolen At,Jto-Felony 
Leaving Scene of Motor Vehicle Accident 
Forgery or Cou nterfeiting 
Fraudulent Use of Credit Device 
Cashing Stolen Check-Misdemeanor 
Cashing Stolen Check-Felony 
Possession of Stolen Property-Misdemeanor 
Possession of Stolen Property-Felony 
Buying and Receiving Stolen Property-Mlsd. 
Buying and ReceiVing Stolen Property-Fel. 
Vandalism-Misdemeanor 
Vandalism-Felony 
Crimes Against Property-Misc.-Mlsdemeanor 
Crimes Against PropertY-Misc.-Felony 

5. VIOLATION OF COURT SUPERVISION 

6. STATUS OFFENSES 

Runaway 
Incorrigible 
Beyond Parental Control 
Truancy 
Curfew 

" AlcoholA-iquor Possession 
Behavior Injurious to Self or Others 
Status Offenses-other 

7. ABUSE AND NEGLECT 

Abuse 
All Other Neglect 

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

1. Guilty 

2. Not Guilty 

3. Dismissed 

4. Nolle Pross. 

5 Certified to Criminal Court 

6 Informal disposition - Intake 

o 

12000 
12050 
12100 
02150 
12150 
02200 
12200 
02250 
12250 
02300 
12300 
12350 
12400 
02450 
12450 
12500 
12550 
12600 
02650 
12650 
02700 
12700 
02750 
12750 
02800 
12800 
02900 
12900 

25000 

36000 
35100 
36200 
36300 
36400 
35500 
36600 
36900 

41000 
42000 
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