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1983 JUVENILE COURT REPORT SELECTED FINDINGS

5,686 juvenile cases reached final disposition in Nebraska
courts having juvenile jurisdiction in 1983, an increase
of 10% .over 1982,

O0f all juvenile cases, 3,391 were referred for reasons

classified as major offenses, 1,547 for minor or status «

of fenses, and 625 for neglect and dependent reasons.

The most common reason for referral to juvenile zourt was
for theft under $100, involving about 1 in 5 referrals.
Possession of alcohol cases accounted for the next highest
number, about 11%. Offenses against persons comprised '
about 9% of all referrals.

One-third of cases disposed of in 1983 involved juveniles
who had previously been referred to the same court.

Juveniles referred for major and minor offenses were most
likely to be placed on probation. One-third of all
reﬁérrals resulted in this disposition.

The average time between referral and final disposition
of a juvenile case was 90 days..

By
15 and 16 yeir—old males comprised the largest group of
juvenile cases disposed of in 1983. More than twice as

‘'many male than female referrals were recorded,

More than two-thirds of male referrals were for major
of fenses, while slightly more than one- third of female
referrals were for major offenses. :

The Separate Juvenile Courts .in. Douglas, Lancaster, and
Sarpy countie* together processed 57% of all juvenile
referrals in 1983.
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INTRODUCTION

"The Juvenile Court Report presents data collected
during calendar year 1983 through the Juvenile Court
Reporting (JCR) Program concerning young pecple who were
processed by courts with juvenile jurisdiction in ‘the State
of Nebraska. These include 90 county courts and&$he three
separate juvenile courts of Douglas, Lancaster, and Sarpy

counties.

The JCR program was - instituted in 1971 by the
Nebraska Commission on Law Enforcement and Criminal Justice
(hereafter referred to as the Commission). The program is
based on the U.S. Department of Health, Education, and
Welfare’s Juvenile Court Statistics Series begun in 1927,
In 1973 this program was assumed by the National“Center for
Juvenile Justice under a grant from the Law Enforcement
Assistance Administration, the parent agency of this
Commission. The National Center compiles national
statistics on juvenile delinquency using data from state
reporting programs such as the one in Nebraska.

In Nebraska, the Commission uses data obtained
through the JCR program as &a basis for its function of
juvenile justice planning. The program is also used as a
source of information for agencies and individuals dealing
with juvenile delinquency and related i{ssues. Readers are
reminded that upon request to the Commission, specific
information collected in the program can be provided, While
this report presents a large amount of data describing the
characteristics of young persons who enter the Nebraska
court system, interpretation of the information is beyond
its scope. I AR

The many.county and juvenile court judges, .clerks,
probation staff, and other court personnel deserve
recognition for their time and effort involved in collecting
and reporting case informafion.'" Without their cooperation,
this publication would not be possible. :

">

JUVENILE COURT REPORTING PROGRAM

One of the primary purposes of this report is to
provide information that accurately reflects the level of
juvenile c¢rime in the State of Nebraska. In this report,
the particular indicator used 1is the flow of juveniles
through the Nebraska juvenile court system (see Figure 1).
The sources of the data are the three separate juvenile
courts of Douglas, Lancaster, and Sarpy counties and the
county courts in the remaining 90 counties. Neither the
district courts nor the municipal courts in‘Lincoln and
Omaha report juvenile case data to the Commission. District
court cases usually involve older juveniles appearing for
serious offenses and the volume of such cases {s small
compared to the number of juvenile cases handled in juvenile
and county courts. In addition, the Commission dces not
collect data on juvenile traffic offenses or citations.

The 93 courts report cases disposed of to the
Commission monthly. For each individual juvenile case
disposition, the court fills out a Juvenile Court
Statistical Form as shown in Figure 2. The following
sections of the form are required information on all cases:
A, Court Code, E. Age at Time of Referral, F. Sex, G. Ethnic
Group, H. Date of Referral, L. Reason Referred, M. Manner
of Handling, N. Date of Disposition, and Q. Disposition.
The remainder of the form is optional, however, the courts
are encouraged to include as much information as they
possibly can. - In the tables contained in this report,
references to missing ~data mean that not all counties
completed the section(s) of the form being discussed.

A Juvenils. Court Statistical Form . Instruction
Manual, which is flntended to explain how to complete the
form, is availakle %p assist persons responsible for its

completion. i

At this timég the Commission has juvenile court data
from all counties from 1974 through 1983 and some partial
data from 1973.

It is important to note that the information
described in this (eport pertains to dispositions of
juvenile cases by county and juvenile courts during calendar
year 1983, and not to referrals during that period. The
case may have been referred  to the court during 1983 or
previously. Thus, an accurate count of the number of
referrals for a given period is not possible because a
statiztical form is not received until a final disposition
in the case has been determined. ‘

)
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Juvenile Court Statisti
tatistical Form : ,
D. Dateofbirth | " i
i Fi gure _1_ A. County ¥ 4
' / ; Court Cods ED E. Ageattime'of referral Dj
’ , JUVENILE COURT REPORTING PROGRAM FLOW DIAGRAM, 1983
v ' : : 8. Chid's Number | ‘l ] [ L l F. Bex iMale 2Fsmale D
o i . = _____________;_ . G. EthnicQ
e - SR 1T B e [
‘, 5 H SOURCE OF REFERRAL 1 : 2Diack $3rtenta A
5 1 - o T o . A . T e iOn P e W e e G h en e e o e
& PeETEmTmT , : T T T M. Manrer of handling
i ) - y / H. Dateo! ' ) 1 L. RessonReferred
s :  Law Enforcement 2220 39.0% ! (o IR N RN L 1 Y (]
B b ! S¢hool 119 2.1% ' ] Offenses applicatie 16 both juvenlies and adults (excluding traffic) . T T
e . : - 3q 4 2% 1 i. Relerred By N. Dateof L 1 ] 1 l . J
i Soccial Agency 23¢ . } 1Law enrorcament agency 61 Murder 15 Theft: valuo over $300 but less than $1,000 Glepasition e “Ly i
H Probation Office 80 5 1.4% i 3s£h|Lgency 02 Manslaughter 16 Thett; value lass than 300
? . - s = ) ' ) 4 Probation officer 03  Assault;Ist & 2nd degree 17 Thatt,value tags than $100
! Parents ? Relatives 33 1 5. 8% ‘ : ﬁg},ﬂ:’,"c“o?[,{”"""” 04 Assault;3rd degree 18 Criminal Mischief; Felony 0. Disposition
H Other Court 444 7.8% ' :C?uﬂ'iy Attorney 05 Sexusl Assauit; 1stdegrae 19 Criminal Mischief; Misdemeanor g%‘a‘:v"e’:ﬁ"{:‘c‘l c?:ll) e
i County Attorney 1946 34.2% ' he 08 Sexual Assault, 2nd degree 20 Criminal Trespass Somplaint not subatantiatag
¥ o/the»:r ) 250 4.4% . 1 07 Robbery 21 Forgary; Felony 0 g?m'&ﬁ:&“m proved or found
: . : 57 1.0% : J. Prior court referrais 08 Violation of Drug Laws: Felony 22 Forgery; Misdemeanor Complaint substantiated
i Unknown_ ) . ) * v - ghla,“’g"d;r year 5 ormore D 08 Violation of Drug Laws; Misdemeanor 23 Weapons Otfenses; Falony N°‘;:"g{;,;ﬂ;:g‘w."r:':gVcoun“,ed
: : - ! 10 Arson; Felony 24 Weap Oft . Misd or }g ?old orcn \g‘ilthout further action
i T 0O TAL 5686 - i00. !J % ! A 11 Arson; Misdemeanor 25 Driving While intoxicated; 3rd offsnse 14 nﬂ?’;‘,‘,,%'ﬁ, .,'.gfr'm agency or indi-
e e S e s e e o g o o i . ome o o . o P o :’“ prior years { : l 12 Burglary © 2 Disturbing the Peace 15‘;;%‘:‘:"‘::;3'_:{;‘5“"8‘;' supervision
i v ' . : 123 4.5 ormore 13- Unauthorized Uae of a Propeiled Vehicle 27 Other Felony. . 18 Fine orrestitution
. : 14 Thett; valus over §1,000 28 Other Misdeme Transfar of logal Custody 15;
. [ ] ' » Ao besaiamen ot
. o e e e o o e o e e o e e e K. Cars panding disposition Otiensas appilcable only to juvenlies {excluding traffic) ' I\ n(ful?llglznency:rd‘e;mrtmant
B Lind . 3 ! ficiuding court or
3 ‘ DETENTION : ] i { NO DETENT:ION H 8. No detention of shisltsr care overnight 3. Running away 34, Ungovernabls bshavior K )/ za(pm.gg .%ﬁ,,‘c‘, or in.st!lutlon
: : - -(Spac
el T L LTS COURT INTAKE HE R il Rt e e ﬂ?""""" ershelter care overnight o ionger 32, Truancy 35, Possessing or drinking liquor 2 Inglavld!m (Specify relationship)
‘ 1 26 0 22 7% ! : ; 1 42 8 1 R 77 . 3% ; | 1‘::61 or police station with separate 33 Violation of curfew 2. Other. : YT
! : - - = i s e o O e o o v o P e o 2. Jallor pol!ce station with no separate Nonoffonses
5 o e e e ot e o o o - e o - - ‘ ; facliities 52, Depsndent
5o , ' k 3, Detention home 51. Neglect
By : H 4. Foster or group home
i ] §. Qther,
K : L
Lo [ - s, oo 4 ottt in W swe e e o e o e e iy o - g, — e o gge e s The followlng questions rafer to status at time of raiarral,
! WITH PETITION ! H , i i NO PETITION ! P. Disgnostic Services : ADDITIONAL $PACE FOR COURT USE
: ! ' FILING bmmdmm mm s s e e ] NEED FOR DIAGNOSTIC SERVICES U. Marital staius of natural parents
: e Mttt bl bt Retbedeshhadl i 1 ‘ indicated " indicated Onaigrf;’gg‘n;:rrg:{;lgg:;d Iiving together
E 3 &8 ut no! g
: 4503 79.2% | i i d 1183 20.8% | provr:ded avaliable Indlcamd gg ?gt't:‘a?-?idad
: e e . e e - e 8 o e s 0 e badakad e i ndecieu it Psychologlcal o 2 B MQMothordend
. . 3 arents saparated
1y ‘ : 05 Divoiced or legalt ted '
: f Paychlatric ! 2 © 08 Father deserted mother |
i i At
e o o s o e e 0 e i e o o o 8 o o ) S i Medical 1 2 zg:&cnlunolmmlodlouchother
o . . of. -
: D ISPOS E TI ON ) ‘ Soclal 1 2 1t Unknown &
_____________.._-_.«.___-_--.--—-----—---~~"""'"'-"""" v Q. School atteinmant
! Waived to Criminal Court 4 €. 1% 1} " Grade completed (00-12) [:[:] V. Combinedfem D
: Dismissed: not proven 803 i4.1% ' Not 1. Rocnlvlngp ucnnlmncc ;
. ; ' p
i t Dismissed: warned 488 8.6% | 8. Employmentand school atetus D 2 Ynger nrss‘%og“
B k ' o n
! i Case held open 720 12.7%4 it R T 310,000 08245
. . 1 . ) -
¥ H Formal Probation 1886 33.2% "} Notemployed 1 5 8. Unknown
! Referred elsewhere 610 10.7% Empinyed , .
{ - ; . t m
e ! Runaway returned o 14 2% v Parttime 3 7 . ¢ , :
R s P e t R . ; P o
3 : estitutio 166 2.9% ! = ounaat [] ,
] : Fine /R t : n b ' Preschool y 1, Courtappolnted .
: !  Other-No custody transfer 206 6% 1 : . - - — 2 Getained .
- > . . g . . Publi [
i Youth Development Center 178 3.1% é-&'g{}‘;;}:;;‘,y encs of chid in county D £ Ratresresaned
i Custody to Agency 536 9.4% | 20ne year of more "
' : )
{  Custody to individual 40 7% :
i Other custody transfer . 35 6% T. m-mmmaorm [:]j X. Cocupation of primary parent or guardisn :D
= i | © ' : H . "%"33'4:" rents . g arohnlg.nlnl o:;oc‘h?k;.alu L
gt 02 Mother and steptather " ansgerial or administrative i
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' REFERRAL BACKGROUND
e For purpcses of this report, referrals to juvenile
: SR : court are classified into three categories: major offenses,
A juvenile may ‘come under - the jurisdiction of a minor offenses, and neglect/dependent cases. Major offense
juvenile court or a county court sitting as a juvenile referrals are coded on the Juvenile Court Statistical Form
court in Nebraska {if it is determined that he or she is ' (see Figure 2) under section L. as responses 01 through 28.
described in Sections 43-202(1) through 43-202(6) of the The major offense referrals are typically regarded -as
Reissue Revised Statutes of Nebraska, 1943. For purposes of "delinquency'" offenses. Minor offense referrals are coded
the Juvenile Court Reportxng Program, the following sections in categories 31 through G%.° Minor offenses are often
are applicable: : referred to as ‘"status" offenses and represent offenses
applicable only to individuals under 18 vyears of age.
: : Neglect/dependent referrals are coded as 51 or 52.
"(1) ...any child undér the age of eighteen years, who is "Neglect" refers to juveniles described in Section 43-
homeless or destitute, or without proper support 202(2), while "dependent”" refers to juveniles described in
through no fault of his parent, guardian, or custodian; Section 43-202(1), Nebraska R.R.S., 1943. The usage of
: o these terms was retained after the definitions of ‘"neglect"
"(2) ...any child under the age of eighteen years (a) who and ‘"dependency" were removed from the juvenile code in
is abandoned by his parent, guardian, or custodianj; (b) 1978. : '
who lacks proper parental care by reason of the faults
or habits of his parent, guardian, or custodian; (¢
whose parent, guardian, or custodian neglects or Non-felony motor vehicle-related of fense or
refuses to provide proper or necessary subsistence, infraction data are not collected in the JCR program or
education, or other care necessary for the health, presented in this report.
morals, or well-being of such child; (d) whose parent, :
guardian, or custodian neglects or refuses to provide
special care made necessary by the mental condition of ‘ After a case comes to the court’s attention, a
the child; or (e) who is in a situation or engages in " decision is made whether to handle the case unofficially
an occupation dangerous o life or limb or injurious to (without petition) or officially (with petition). Most
the health or morals of such child; o cases handled without petition are generally dispased of by
a ‘ ‘ the court intake staff by one of several options. Many of
"(3) (a)...any child under the age of sixteen years at the these options are the same as those for cases handled with
time he has vioclated any law of the state or any c¢ity petition. If it is decided to file a petition (similar to a
or village ordinance amounting to an offense other than “"complaint? in an adult case) with thes clerk of the court,
a felony, traffic offense, or parking violation; the procedure is most often performed by the county
(b)...any child under the age of eighteen years at the attorney. After a petition is filed, a hearing is conducted
time he has violated any law of the state constituting for the juvenile by a judge; no jury is present. The
a felony; and (c)...any  child sixteen or seventeen hearing proceeds in an informal manner, applying the rules
yvears of age at the time he has (i) wvioclated a state of evidence used by district courts in civil trials without
law or any c¢ity or village ordinance amounting to an a jury. The judge will decide the case with one of many
offense other than a felony or parking violation, and disposition options.
(ii)... any child ‘under sixteen years of age at the
“ time he has comm:tted a traffic offense.
"(4) ...any child under the age of eighteen years (a) who,
by reason of being wayward or habitually disobedient,
is wuncontrolled by his parent, guardian or custodiang
{b) who is habitually truant from schocl or home; or - o
(¢) who deports himself -so as to injure or endanger
“ seriously the morals or health of himself or others;"
-G~ ~-Qn
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REFERRALS

, Table 1
There were 5,686 juvenile court referrals reported . : - = .
to the Commission in the Juvenile Court Reporting Program MAJOR OFFENSE FREQUENCIES, 1982
which reached final disposition in 1983, 0f these, 4,503
(79.2%) were handled with petition whxle 1,183 (20.8%) were O

handled without petition. ‘ : OFFENSE TYPE FREQUENCY % OF TOTAL
‘ Murder 4 ei%
a Referrals for major offense categories accounted for Mans!aughter o <. i
59.6% or 3,391 of the total number of cases. Minor offense : Assault 1 and 2 o8 .8%
referrals comprised 27.2% and 1,547 of the total, while 748 Adsault 3 187 5.5%
neglect/dependent cases (13.2% of the total) were reported, Sex Assault 1 29 7%
Breakdowns of the reasons for referral are given in Tables Sex Assault 2 27 .8%
1, 2, and 3 for major, minor, and neglect/dependent cases, o Robbery 24 7%
respectively. Six juveniles were referred on nmurder or Drug Laws (Felony) 19 .6%
manslaughter charges, while 215 were referred for assault, Drug Laws (Misdemeanor) 133 3.9%
and 49 for sexual assault. Theft offenses charges were the » Arson (Felony) s 10 . 3%
most conmon reason for referral to juvenile court, with P Arson (Misdemeanor) b 6 . 2%
about about 43% of of major offense referral cases and 26% ‘ Burglary 352 10.4%
of all cases disposed of in 1983. / : ‘ Unauthorized Vehicle Use 131 3.9%
: ' ‘ ! Theft over $1000 51 1.5%
' . : , Theft $300-4$1000 121 3.6%
Theft under $100, burglary, and misdemeanor criminal v Theft under $300 207 6.1%
mischief, respectively, were the three largest major offense Theft under $100 1105 32.6%
referral categories.  Approximately half of all juveniles Criminal Mischief (Felony) 65 1.9%
referred for major cffenses were in these categories. For Criminal Miscaief (Misd) 314 : 9.3%
status offenses, minor in possession was ‘the most frequent Trespassing 128 3.8%
with about 11% of all referrals in this category. ' Forgery (Felony) 16 5%
Forgery (Misdemeanor) 48 1.4%
o . Weapons Laws (Felony) 1 <.1%
About - 26% of juvenile referrals were detained or Weapons Laws (Misdemeanor) 12 {4
placed in a jail facility, detention home, or foster or ‘ DWI (3rd Offense) 9 . 3%
group home pending disposition of the case. Slightly more Disturbing the Peace 106 3.1%
than 2% (119 of all referrals were held, at least , Dther Felony ' 35 1.0%
temporarily, in a jail facility. The largest majority (97% E Other Misdemeanor 228 6.7%

of those detained or held, however, were placed in a :
detention, foster, or group home. . TO0OTAL 39391 100.0%
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i R A Table The category of major offenses may be subdivi@ed
é' i& 22D:8 £ into smaller categories of offenses against persons and
L N of fenses against property (see Table 4). Offenses against
it ' MINOR OFFENSE,FREQUENCIES’ 1983 ‘ persons, which include murder, mans ] aughter, assault, sexual
5 : I R B S e S S & assault, and robbery, comprised about 2% of majoroffenses
: _ . » - and about 5% of all referrals. Property offenses such as
?{{%???_Tfﬁ?__;________;__gsggygﬁgg____f_?{_???f& arson, burglary, theft, and forgery constituted the largest
( T 2 S _ , ‘ proportion of major (and total) referrals, representing
ol "R i Aw o 79 5.1% 2 ; about 45% of all ‘referrals and 76% of major offense
b Tunn ng ay 210 ‘ 13.6i referrals. Other major offense referrals which could not be
] ‘ Cru?ncyv' l‘t' ‘ 35 °© 2.81 , categorized as offenses against persons or as property
i ‘ UV” ev xgla gqg : 439 & 28.4% ‘ of fenses, such as Priving While Intoxicated (DWI),
= : ngover?a ;g iek§v‘°£l nol 828 - 20, 4% Disturbing the Peace, and drug violations, composed the
: Ogisess on/lrinking alcoho e - 10 5% remainder® of major offense referrals (19.2%) and 11% of
er ’ , o : total referrals. $
TOTAL 1547 100.0%
Table 4
| REASON REFERRED, 1983
3: 4 .
E REASON REFERRED Frequency % of Total % of Major
. | - Iable 3. » | | All Major Offenses 3391 59.6% 100.0% i
| NEGLECT/DEPENDENT REFERRAL FREQUENCIES, 1983 | : iﬁi;g?iy poo3 o2 Bid
_________________________d__~________; ___________ c. Other major + . 530 9.3% 15.6%
REFERRAL REASON . FREQUENCY % OF TOTAL ) Minor 0ffenses 1547 ’ 7. 2,‘" .
Neglect . ‘ FE 638 85.3% Neglect/Dependent 748 13.2% s T
D‘ependent B LT : 110 e R 14.7% TOTAL 5686 100.0% —
TOTAL . , 625 _ . 100.0% b e e s e e
’ o ; "@§\
_____________________________ p :
“re B
)
% . )
& | o . : . = 7
~12~ | k ' K ) 13-
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Major, minor and neglect/dependent disposition
trends are illustrated in Table 5, along with percentage
changes for each year from 1977 to 1983. The positive
change from 1979 to 1981  in the number of major offense
dispositions reversed a decreasing trend since 1975, The

number of reported dispositions dropped in 1982, but counts

in all three categories increased in 1983, Over the seven
year . period 1977 through 1983,  however,the relative
proportions of major, minor, and neglect/dependent referrals
has been fairly stable. In most years there were about three
times as many major offense referrals as minor offense
referrals and the number of neglect dependent referrals was
about :half. the number of minor offense referrals.

Year-to-year <changes in the number of. reported

juvenile court dispositions may be the result of several
factors. In some years certain jurisdictions were or were
not reporting. Also, some jurisdictions may have changed
their policies or procedures for the processing of young
persons in juvenile court.

Table 5

JUVENILE COURT DISPOSITIONS BY YEAR: 1977-1983

e e T . S e ¢ s s o D o s S Ve A S G S S e N B M S T i e 08 o B

DISPOSITION  MAJOR MINOR NEGLECT/ YEAR
YEAR OFFENSES OFFENSES DEPENDENT TOTAL
1977 #3502 1182 428 5112

% chg 1976 ( -4.9%) ( -2.5%) ( -7.6%) ( -4,6%)

1978 2896 962 493 4351
% chg 1977  (~17.3%)  (-18.6%)  ( 15.2%)  (-14,9%)

1979 2862 1045 551 4458
% chg 1978  ( -1.2%)  ( 8.6%)  ( 11.8%)  ( 2.5%)

1980 2892 1161 - 540 4693
% chg 1979  ( 4.5%)  (1L.1%)  (-2.08)  ( 5.30

1981 3439 1545 698 5682
% chg 1980 ( 14,9%) ¢ 33.1%) ( 29.30) ( 21.0%)

1982 | 2981 1498 625 5104
% chg 1981  (-13.3%)  ( -3.0%)  (-10.5%)  (-10.2%)

1983 v 3391 1547 748 5686
% chg 1982  ( 13.8%) ¢ 3.3% ( 19.7%)  (10.2%)

The number of minor (status) and neglect/dependent
referrals to juvenile "courts in Nebraska has remained

relatively stable since 1976. The seemingly large
percentage changes for some years mask the relatively small
changes in the absolute number of minor and

neglect/dependent cases for a given year.

It should also be noted that these aggregate figures
represent the state as a whole and tend to obscure changes
‘that may have occurred over time in individual jurisdictions
or groupsof jurisdictions in the referral, intake,
scheduling, and processing peclicies that -‘are applied to
individual cases. ‘ ' :

As will be explained in another section of this
report, all state total data are heavily weighted toward the
juvenile courts of Douglas, Lancaster and Sarpy counties. In
fact, about 57% of all dispositions were reported from these

-counties. This does not imply, however, that the data are

unrepresentative of the state as a whole, but that about 45%

‘of the states estimated juvenile population live in these

counties. Also, nearly all of the states’s juvenile
population 1is represented in counties which report in the
JCR program. ‘ :
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\Law Enforbement‘u

Sﬁéial Agehcy
Probation Office
Parents,Relatives
Other Court -

County Attorney

TOTAL ¥

gag

figures

The

1argest
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- 8%

“of all

Table 6

' OFFENSES (%)

1831 (54.2)
1)

0¢ == )

.2)

.5)

343(10.2)
993(29.4)
181( 5.4)

3374(100.0)

-16=~

SOURCE OF COURT REFERRALS, 1983

MINOR

OFFENSES (X)

328(21.7)

112¢ 7.4

14¢ .9)

70( 4.6)

301(19.9)
95( 6.3)
539(35.6)

56( 3.7

1515(100.0) -

with missing data.

~

showing

\ the sources of
referrals to Nebraska Juvenlle courts for major, minor,  and
neglect/dependent ‘
of fense referrals (54%) were from law enforcement
Referrals
category

~of . major

agencies.

county attorneys comprised the next largest
\ : referral. - These
rankings are reversed for:status offenses where about 22% of
referrals were from law ‘enforcement agencies while about 36%
referred by the county. attorney.

of neglect/dependent referrals were from
about 30% were from social agencies.
agencies referred only about

Approximately half

Law enforcement
neglect/dependent

i o - S0 . . By Y - ST T A WP A g W A o S T S e ——

SOURCE OF -
DEPENDENT (%)

VLN S W ) D o > VS - . - (0 - (T . i o g M oy O L e e T S S T A W O e o e s e s e o

61¢ 8.2)
225¢30.4)

14( 1.9)

attorneys
g o

I

.3

.8)

414(55.9)
13C 1.8

740(100.0)

—-————--—-—-_-—-‘--—--—---——---—---a-_—-—-——n——-—————'———u--—-

% Does not include 57 ca

One measure of juvenile recidivism in the criminal
justice system is the number of young persons who have been

.~ previously referred to a juvenile court. For all juvenile

cases disposed of during 1983, about one-third ha d been

- previously referred to a reporting court. O0f those

previously referred, most (17% of the total) had been
previously referred only once. It may be noted that those
juveniles referred for major offenses against persons had a
higher proportion of previous referrals than any other
group. : ' '

Table 7 presents‘ detailed information on prior

referrals. Because referrals to court outside the reporting

court’s jurisdiction are not included, the data probably
present a conservative estimate of actual prior court
referrals. In addition, data on the nature of previous
referrals is not collected and it is therefore not possible

to identify repeat offenders for certain offenses or types

of referrals. The information in Table 7 does indicate,

- however, that a significant number of juveniles have

appeared previously in juvenile court for ‘one reason or
another. '

Table 7

TOTAL PRIOR REFERRALS BY REASON FOR REFERRAL, 1983

;26 W L R T G S ) n e R S A A o Gt T e e e PR S T T M D D A B TR SR S e D e e

- o e €20 e o e e - o T T A 0 W S Tt e B G T W D WS A M A% R W R D A e 08 e G A D - -

All Major Offenses
a.-Persons 163 57 24, 18 11 15 289

b. Property 1562 468 202 112 59 132 2535
~c. All other . 300 9 60 21 12 35 526
Minor Offenses 1057 213 84 33 23 47 1457
Neglect/Dependent 613 93 26 6 { 0 739
TOTAL: 3685 920 396 151 106 - 228 5546

0 (66.6) (16.8) ( 7. 1) 3 (1.9 ¢ AN (100.0)

6 i o e s () i S S R I S8 0 OB . S0 W A0 D T - o O D i L S A QO T e T Tap o S G S O S T T e W S e O o o b

* Does not include 140 cases with missing data.

-7~




o s Rkt e P 2 0

ot s it ek i 5 A A

st R A P e

A L T L i D

DISPOSITIONS

O

Information on juvenile court disposition activity
is contained in Tables 8 and 9. Once a juvenile case has
been referred to court, the hearing and adjudication process
has taken place, and a final disposition is determined, the
court submits a Juvenile Court Statistical Form to the
Commission. :

The disposition outcomes listed in Table 8 summarize
the types of determinations which may be made in most
juvenile cases. In general, there are three possible
outcomes described on the reporting form: the case may be
waived to criminal court (only 4 of the total 1983 cases),
it may be dismissed because of insufficient grounds (about
14% of the 1983 total), or a final determination may be
reached based on the substantiation of a complaint and/or
petition (the remaining 86% of cases were in this category).
If the court determines that there is evidence to
substantiate the complaint and/or petition, a decision
regarding legal custody of the juvenile may be reached. of
these cases, and  across all reasons for referral,
approximately 14% involved a transfer of legal custody of
the juvenile to one of the Youth Development Centers, or
some other agency or individual. The remaining 86% of
juvenile cases which were not dismissed or waived to
criminal court involved no transfer of legal custody, but
rather - the imposition of a sentence such as probation,
restitution, or a fine.

The largest proportion of cases . referred to court
for a major offense resulted In a disposition of formal
probation (41%). This was also true for status offense
referrals, of which 32% resulted in a disposition of formal
probation. The most frequent disposition: category for
neglect/dependent referrals was transfer of custody to a
public agency. Approximately one in three neglect/dependent
referrals were in this disposition category. The proportion
of cases dismissed was nearly equal for both minor - (status)
offense referrals and neglect/dependent cases; about 10% of
referrals in both these categories were dismissed.
Approximately 17% of major. offense referrals were dismissed,

~18~
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Number (%) Number (%) Number (%) Humber (%)

- e S o o S G, S > S STV T " S 0 S mn o e WA M A G G n A - -y S - o 7 - S e o

Waived to Criminal
Court |

COMPLAINT NOT SUBSTANTIATED

Dismissed 565 (16.7} 168 (19.3) 79 (10.6) 803 (14.1)

COMPLAINT SUBSTANTIATED

NO TRANSFER OF LEGAL CUSTODY:
Dismissed; warned 229 ( 6.8) 167 (10.8) 92 (12.3) 488 ( 8.6)

Hold open without
further action 523 (15.4) 188 (12.2) 9 (1.2) 720 (12.7)

Formal Probation 1373 (40.5) 495 (32.0) 18 ( 2.4) 1886 (33.2)

Referred to another ‘ -
Agency or Individual 211 ( 6.2) 167 €10.8) 232 (31.0 610 (10.7)

Runaway returned 1 <L 13 ¢ .8) 0 (--) 14 ( .2)
Fine or restitution 74 ( 2.2) 92 (5.9 0 (--) 166 ¢ 2.9

Other 128 ( 3.8) 49 ( 3.2) 29 ( 3.9) 206 ( 3.6)

LEGAL CUSTODY TRANSFZR TO:
Youth Develonment

Center 152 ( 4.5) 24 (1.6 2 ( .39 178 ( 3.1

Public Agency or

Department 91 (2.7} 148 ( 9.6) 234 (31.3y 473 ( 8.3

Private Agency or |

Department : 23 ¢ .7 26 (1.7) 14 ( 1.9) 63 (1.1}

Individual 2 .0 7 C .5 31 (4.1 40 ¢ .7
_ Other 15 C &) 12 .8) 8 (1.1) 35 ( .6

TOTAL 3391(100.0) 1547(100.0} 748(100.0) 5686(100.0)

’—19-
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.referrals are presented in Table 9.

juvenile ecourt
More than one-third of
all juvenile court cases (37%) were disposed of within 30
days of. referral, This proportion was  lower for
neglect/dependent referrals (18% within 30 days), higher for
status offense referrals (45% within 30 days), and about the
same for major offense referrals (38X within 30 days).

Detailed processing times for

Table 9

ELAPSED TIME IN DAYS BETWEEN
REFERRAL AND DISPOSITION, 1983

- e e T -y A Sin 2 L ) o G G iy VS e e S D o gt T W S L G S N D A o 0 e 0 S, O B L VD S VY W A vy

Number of | _— REFERRAL CATEGORY
Days from ettt bbbty ————— TOTAL
Referral to MAJOR MINCR NEGLECT/DEP
Disposition Number (%) Number (%) Number (X) = Number (%)
————————————————————— .._-————----_-_..-.--.--_—---—----—-——-———.,_)‘;’..__--.._-_,_—_———-
~ Y

0 days 114 € 3.4) 111 € 7.2) 9 (1.22 234 (4.1

I - 7 days 306 ¢ 9,1) 171 (1.0 28 (3.8) 505 ( 8.9)
-8 - 14 days 360 (10.7) 152_( 9.9) 23 (3.1) 535 (:9.5)

15- 30 days 501 (14.9) . 252 (16.4) 71 ( 9.6) 824 (14.5)
31- 60 days 966 (28.7) 356 (23.2) 180 {24.3) ;;504“(26.6)

' ‘ ' e
61- 90 days 459 (13.6) 185 (12.0) 135 (18.2) 779 (13.8)
91-180 days 414 (12.® 159 (10.3) 187 (25.2) 760 (13.5)
181+ days 244 (7.3 152 ( 9.9) 109~(14.7) 505 ( 8.9
TOTAL* 3364(100.0) 1540 (100.0) 1742(100.0)  5646(100.0)
* Doeéhnot include 40_dases with missing data.

L lp A g A S s g

In general, major offense referrals were processed
more quickly than minor and neglect/dependent referrals and
minor of fense referrals were processed 'sooner than
neglect/dependent cases. - The average (mean) elapsed time

between referral and disposition for major offensg¢ referrals

was  nearly 81 days. The  averages for minor and
neglect/dependent referral cases were )89 and 136 days,
respectively. : - ‘

‘ For the entire 5,686 cases for which data was
available for 1983, the overall average time between date of
referral and date of ~disposition was: about 90 days, an
increase of 14 days over the 1982 average.
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AGE

: , Information concerning the age of juveniles referred
to court is presented in Tables 10 and 11. -The vast
majority (78%) of all juveniles under 10 were .referred in
the neglect/dependent category. In fact, nearly 61% of all
neglect/dependent referrals were under age 10 . The under 10
age group as a whole, however, represented only about 10% of
all juvenile referrals. Juvenileés under age 10 were  most
likely -to be referred to court in status offense and
neg%eqt/dependen¢ cases.

The 15 year-old and 16 year-old age groups had the
largest proportion of referrals for major offense
categories: together, 43% of all major offense referrals
involved these age groups. Similarly in status offense
cases: about 47% of all status offense referrals involved 15
and 16 year-olds.

In general, older juveniles were referred for more
serious offenses, Nearly two-thirds (64%) of juveniles 15
and over were referred for major offenses and about one-
third - (33%) for status offense. Similarly, about-one-half
(53%) of those under 15 were referred for major offenses
while about 19% were referred for status offenses.

As Table 10 shows, nearly 61% of  all
neglect/dependent referrals were under 10 vyears old.  The
remainder of  neglect/dependent referrals were distributed
fairly evenly across age categories. :

Across all referral categories, the 16 year-old age
group accounted for the largest number of referrals (21%)
followed by 15 year-olds which comprised nearly 19% of all
referrals to juvenile courts.

The average age for all juvenile cases disposed of
during 1983 was 14. The average age at time of referral for
major offense cases was 14.7 and for status offense cases

15. For neglect/dependent cases the average age at time of
referral was 8.5. '

=22~
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Table 10

REASON REFERRED BY AGE, 1983

. . D W e SO U S Y e i GO dm S G G WS AP G W A M G G WD B S M N S S MDA % W W e W SR R S TR D G el A GRS Y e

- " e > S0 D G - e -

AGE MAJOR MINOR NEGLECT/DEP TOTAL
Number (%) Number (%) Number (X) Number (%)
Under 10 70 ( 2.1) 56 ( 3.6)\ 453 (60.6) 579 (10.2)
10 71 (2.1 8 ( .5 28 ¢ 3.7) 107 ( 1.9)
11 i03 ( 3.0 13 ¢ .8) 31 (4.1 147 ( 2.6)
v 12 191 ( 5.6) 47 ¢ 3.0) 35 ( 4.7) 273 ( 4.8)
13 320 ( 9.4) 96 ( 6.2) 47 { 6.3} 463 ( 8.1)
14 523 (15.4) 231 (15.0} 46 ( 6.2) 800 (14.1)
15 683’(20.1) 348 (22.5) 40 ( 5.4) 1071 (16.8)
IGT 788 (23.2) 371 (24.0) 44 (5.9 1203 (21.2)
17 642 (18.9) 375 (24.3) 23 ( 3.1) 1040 (18.®)
TOTAL* 3391(100,0)  1545(100.0) 747¢100.0) 5683(100.05

3 —— - - s e - . S -, -
- o > s . A - - S e S S 4G . . V0 400 100 9 v e i

# Does not include 3 cases with missing data.

Table 11 provides disposition data for the age
groups of 1! and under, 12 te 13, 14 to 15, and 16 to 17
years old. Older juveniles (16 to 17 years old) were most
likely to receive formal probation, while younger juvenilgs
were most often referred to another agency or were placed in
the custody of a public agency or departiment. Also, across
all referral categories, complaints {&volving juveniles
under 12 were more often dismissed with a warning than were
complaints involving older juveniles.
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. DISPOSITION BY AGE, 1983

|

TR S i ey B e e M e T G o e’ B 2 e T e e . . -
- - - O e S G U S e e - DS A S = WD o O - o,

11 & under 12 to 13 14 to 15 16 to 17
DISPOSITION = ==scccmsee mmmmcidae | cmmdecccce cccccas
Nunber (X)  Number (%) Number (%)  Number {%)
Waived to Criminal 0 ( --) 0 ( --) 0 ( --) 40 .2
Court = i

" COMPLAINT NOT SUBSTANTIATED

110 (13.2) 113 (15.4) 293 (15.6) 286 (12.8)

Dismissed
, Y

R

NO TRANSFER OF. LEGAL CUSTODY: -

118 (14.2) 57 ¢ 7.7%.-

b=
e
iy

Dismiésed; warned - C 7.7 169 ( 7.5)
Hold open without ‘
further/gction S 54 ( 6.5) 103. {14.0) 226 (12.1) 337 (15.0)

By

o1 s '
Formal Probation 83 (10.0) 252 (34.2) 685 (36.6) 865 (38.6)

Referred to another _
Agency or Individual 180 (21.6) 65 ( 8.8) 167 ( 8.9) 197 ¢ 8.8

Runaway returned =~ 0 ( --) 2.( .3 7 ( .4 5( .2
Fine or restitution 7( .8), 8 (1.1} 42 ( 2.2) 109 ( 4.9)
Other ' 37 ( 4.4) 47 (6.4) 75 ( 4.0) 47 (2.1

| LEGAL CUSTODY TRANSPER TO:

Youth Developnent

Center e 30,4 16 ( 2.2) 65 ( 3.5) 94 ( 4.2
Public Agency or o : , |

‘Depgrtment o 190 £22.8) 58 (7.9 126 ¢ 6.7 99 { 4.4)

\\(_‘ Cen ) o "

Private Agency or ' —
Department 13 ( 1.6) 9 (1.2) 26 (1.4 15 (.7
Individual 28 (3. 5( .7 6 ( .3 N
Other DR T R 0 S B CHS PR T S ST S S
TOTA LH | 833(100.0)"  736(100.0) 1871(100,0) 2243(10O 0)

- - - - - - 5 - a4 . P
- - A I S 0 S 00 e e QA4 0 G A T s Wy . e o o o B e o o - 2 - o e
.......

* Does not include 3 cases with missing data
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Amajor offenses where about 4 of 5§
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More than two and one-half times as many males were
referred to juvenile courts in Nebraska than females in
1983. The 4,084 males comprised about 72% of all referrals
while 1,602 females composed the remainder.

‘The proportion of male referrals was even higher for
referrals were nmale.

Minor and neglect/dependent referrals were more nearly egual
About

in the proportion of male and female dispositions.
58%2 of minor offense referrals were male while the
percentaye of males and females referred = for

neglect/dependent’ reasons was neariy egual.

 Males were referred for major offenses more than

three times as often as for minor offenses. Females were
more likely to b@& referred for minor offense  and
_neglect/dependent Leasons. Overall, more than two-thirds

(69%) of male referrals were for major offenses while just
more than one-third (37%) of female referrals were for major

of fenses. . . 7
o

As Tabhe 13 indxcates, the most frequent dxspos“tlon

category ‘for ‘both' males and females was formal probation:

about one-third of male referrals resulted in “probation

while approximately one-quarter of female referrals resulted

in probation. It should be noted, however, that the
proportions of males and females referred for major and
;. neglect/dependent reasons were quite different and this

would have a direct effect on the proportions of males and

females in the various disposition categories..

Table 12

REASON REFERRED BY SEX, 1983

. —---..___-.-.——--..-.-.---...._-—..—-—---—-———-_—_-_.....-—--._-----—-——--

REASON REFERRED MALE (1) FEMALE (O TOTAL (¥)
Major Offenses 2801 (68.6) 590 (36.8) 3391 (59.8)

Minor 0ffenses 899 (22.0) 648 (40.4) 1547 (27.2) ©
Neglect/Dependent 384 ( 9.4) 364 (22.7) 748 (13.2) ..

) - , i . 1,1.:’.‘:" .
TOTAL 4084(100.0)  1602(100.0)  5686(100.0) . L.
T U U SO eSO L T S T S .
- L ; o
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ki ! : ETHNIC GROUP
;, DISPQSITIGH BY SEK 1983
%i } Data collected by the Commission on the ethnié group>
¢ or race of young persons referred to juvenile court included
;‘ the categories of white, black, Native American, Hispanic,
LoE Oriental, -and ' "other®. It should be noted that the
il proportion of mxnority group juveniles . in  Nebraska’s
o . o= population is quite small outside counties such as Douglas,
i ' N S Lancaster,  Sarpy, and Scotts Bluff. “As a result, measures
bl Vahmd h)Crmunal»,r 4 ¢ ) of delinquency among ethnic groups in the state are
i Court R o ‘ = difficult tc estimate. The information contained in Table
ok o — 14 does suggest, however, that there is some variation among
: LR MMNOTW T T racial groups’ in the proportion of referrals for major,
: : : e /// minor, and neglect/dependent reasons.
f‘ ; Dismlssed S 581 (14 2) S 298 (13. 9). 803 (14.1)
| : COHPLAINT SUBSTAMTIA“ED Sl S
| i NO TRANSFER OF LEGAL CUSTODY: o Table 1
‘ : o Dismissed; warned 313 ( 7:7) = 175 (10.9) 488 (8.6) REASON REFERRED BY ETHNIC GROUP, 1983
; 35 Hold open witﬁqut - | ) ‘ e e e e e e e e e e e e m e -
{ : further action " 540 (13.2) 180 (11.2) . -720 (12.7) REFERRAL CATEGORY
: R a : o ‘ ‘ : ETHNIC | =  ~sescccccmccmccmcmmrnsc e cmmeedsn st arn s
- . Formal Provation: 1457 {(35.7) 429 (26.8) 1886 (33.2) | GROUP MAJOR  MINGR NEGLECT/DEP TOTAL
o : . Number (X) Number (X) Number (%) Number (%)
Referred to another i £ i e o o e = e e
Agency or Individual 405 ( 9.9) 205 (12.8) 610 (10.7) f ‘
o ~ : } Vhite © 2728 (80.4) 1312 (84.8) 596 (79.7) 4636 (81.5)
, Runaway returned 8 ¢ .2) 6 ¢ .4) 14 ¢ ,2) RN
: - B ' - ° o - Black 356 (10.5) 61 ( 3.9 77 (10.3) 494 ( 8.7)
| Fine or restitution 126 ( 3.1) 40 ¢ 2.5) 166 (°2,9)
o PR = Native Am, 118 ¢ 3.5) 33 € 2.1) 36 (4.8 187 ¢ 3.3)
8 Other S 152 ( 3,70 54 ( 3.4 206 ( 3.8) , o
: . Hispanic 128 ( 3.8) 59 ( 3.8) 26 ( 3.5) 2134 3.7)
LEGAL CUSTODY TRANSFER TO: . SRR “
Youth Development ' ' . P Oriental 60 .2 5 ( .3 (==2v 11 ¢ .2)
Center . 187 € 3.8) 21 (1.3 178 ( 3.1 e P
‘ Other 55 (. 1.6) 77 ( 5.0) 13 (1.7) 145 ( 2.6)
Public Agency or , ; ' , ; S ‘
Departnent 256 ( 6.3) 217 (13.5) 473 ( 8.3) TOTAL 3391(100.0)  1547(100.0) 748(100.0) 5686¢(100.0)
i Private Agency or ‘ S - - , L oo e
- Depariment 44 (1.1 19 (-1.,2) 63 (1.1
Individual %0 .8 14( .9 40 . ’
S C ‘ . X
Other 15 ¢ . 20 1.2 35 ¢ .6)
- TOTAL | 4084(100.0) 1602(100.0) 5686(100.0) k @
° o
: i o :
L o -26- =27~
¥ !J Q‘ . o = -
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> LIVING ARRANCEMENT More than one-third of all referrals to juvenile

courts in 1983 came from single-parent families.. &FoT
neglect/dependent referrals the proportion was even higher:

,
N

Table 15 presents information concerning the living g nearly one-half 9{ v°¥1 referrals we:g iro? :ln%;: p%gigz
g g arrangements of juveniles at the time of referral. Fopr 5 families. It is significant.to “°te1 ? OSin 1é-p§;ent
i major and minor offense referrals, the most common living ) major . and minor offense refarra ? ii?m wgile only
[ situation was at home with both parents; approximately 40% , i families, 87% were from single @other am es,
: of juveniles referred in these categories lived at home with _ 1 12% were from single father families.

both parents. The next largest category of major and minor
offense referrals included juveniles living at home with the
mother-only. . :

A==

0.,

Table 15 | éh | U
i | REASON REFERRED BY LIVING ARRANGEMENT, 1983 ?
"""""""""""""""""" REFERRAL CATEGORY i
o LIVING T e e e e :
P g ARRANGEMENT MAJOR MINOR NEGLECT/DEP TOTAL
L Number (%)  Number (Z) Number (%) RNumber (%)
?: Both parents 1130 (38.4) 457 «(37.9) 156 (24.5) 1743 (36.4)
E Mother only 956 (32.5) 334 (27.7) - 282 (44.3) 1572 (32.9)
E Father only 128 ( 4.4) 56 (.4.6) 22a(‘3a§) | 206 (4.3
; Mother,stepfather 259 ( 8.8) 105 ( 8.7) 34 (5.3 398.( 8.3)
Fathér,stepmother 61 ¢ 2.1) 40 ¢ 3.3) 6 (A .9) 107 ( 2.2)
Relatives 99 ¢ 3,43 - 41 € 3.9 21 (3.3 161 ( 3.4
. Foster/Group the 123 f 4.2) 80 ( 6.6) 76 (11.9) 279 ¢ 5.8 4
Institution - 56 (1,9) 8 .7 4C .6 69 ( 1.4) J
Independent 27 (.9 9 .M 5 (% .8) a1 ¢ ,9)
Other 200 .0 150LD 16 (2.8 s« L1
~5;; 5 - Unknown ’ 82 € 2.8) 58 ( 4.8) 15 ( 2,4) 185 ( 3.2)
? ’ | TOTAL*# 2941(100,0) 1205(100.0) 697(‘100.0)/J ‘4283(100.0)
e ¥ Does not {nclude 90 cases with aissing dare T .
' };ié ; < e =28~ ' o ‘ - T N 0 ' | =29~
[ el | I ‘*
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Differences among the three separate juvenile courts

SEPARATE JUVENILE COURTS in the receipt of referrals are indicated in Table 16.

Although the largest proportion of referrals in the three

g juvenile courts was received from law enforcement agencief,

Referrals to the separate juvenile courts of 4 the percentages vary somewhat: 80% of warpy county’s

Douglas, Lancaster, and Sarpy counties constitituted nearly i referrals were from law enforcement agencies, while only

57% of all juvenile court referrals across the state; I about 39% of Lancaster county’s referrals were from the same

however, these counties represent only about 45% of the L source. Douglas county had a larger proportion of referrals
state’s total juvenile  population. Lancaster County 1Y from social agencies than either of the other two courts.

Separate Juvenile Court processed more dispositions = (1,770) {

than any other jurisdiction, while Douglas and Sarpy r The distribution of disposition categories in the

counties followed with 1033 and 466, respectively. It = three separate juvenile courts |is presented in Table 17.

should be noted that the information presented in Tables 16 L There were several differences among the courts in the

and 17 (as well as all other data in this report) is based
on counts of dispositions during 1983 rather than referrals
during 1983, and therefore provides only a partial estimate
of the activity of the juverile court. It is likely that
the intake activity of juvenile courts involved many more v

young persons during a given year than are reflected in Table 16
these disposition statistics.

distribution of dispositions. This is most likely due to
the varyihg types of cases referred to each court and the
court’s own policies and practices. -

SOURCES OF REFERRAL IN DOUGLAS, LANCASTER, SARPY

The procedures involved in referral to juvenile £ . SEPARATE JUVENILE COURTS AND ALL OTHER COUNTIES, 1983
court may vary across jurisdictions and influence the number “%
of cases reported in the Juvenile Court Reporting Program. L mmmmm—m—demm—————— e m—— o ————— e S
In addition, the policies of prosecutors, juvenile service & DOUGLAS LANCASTER SARPY ALL 0'!'HER
agencies, and judges may vary in different jurisdictions, ’ SOURCE OF County County County Counties
influencing the nature and number of juvenile referrals Pt REFERRAL  -~=-=--====  ========= mmssooseem o momommmeel
reported to the Commission. As an example, the three : Number (%) Number (%) Number (%) Mnmer(zl
separate juvenile courts in Nebraska have some  differences e e ——m e —————— e e e e e e
in processin rocedures which resul | e ‘
resgl ts. aFp esult in differing reporting Law Enforcement 459 (44.4) 681 (38.5) 369 (79.4) 711 (30.1)
The Douglas County Attorney’s office acts as the B School 43 ( 4.2) 53 ( 3.0) 12 ( 2.6) 11 ¢ .5

court intake for all juvenile referrals in Douglas county.
" 4 Social Agency 171 (16.6) 2 (¢ .1 24 (5.2) 42 (1.8)

This means that the only juvenile cases reported to the %
Commission are those which are filed with petition by the 1 7 € .3)
County Attorney’s office. * Probation Office 0 {1 62 (3.9 tr 2. .

In Lancaster County, the juvenile probation office Parents, Relatives 154 (14.9) 126 ¢7.1) i1.¢8.8 e
serves the court intake function., Cases that come to the . 2) 26 ( 1.1)
attention of the juvenile probation office (regardless of S Other Court 200 (19.4) 217 (12.3) b .
the source of referral) are reported to the Commission. i
Cases formally disposed of by the court represent those County Attorney 3 ¢ .3 503 (28.4) 51,10 1435 (80.8)
filed with petition, while cases handled informally by the : '
juvenile probation office represent cases handlzd wi thout ] Other 3L 126 ¢ 7.1) 200 e e
petition. ~ b

g TOTALH 1033(100.0)  1770(100.0)  465(100,0)  2361(100.0)

. In Sarpy County, the processing of referrals to e mmmmem—mmmmmemmmemS—mm—e e ————— me——
juvenile court is similar to that in Lancaster county. The 5 = T ina dat
juvenile probation office of the court handles the intake oo * Does not include 57 cases with aissing data

function and those cases filed with petition are formally
diposed of by the court. Cases handled {nformally by the
probation office are not reported to the Commission.

-30- | ﬂ | -31-
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| Table 17 B
) DISPOSITIONS IN DOUGLAS, LANCASTER, SARPY
- SEPARATE JUVENILE COURTS AND ALL OTHER COUNTIES, 1983
____________________ i
' : DOUGLAS LANCASTER |- SARPY - - ALL OTHER "
DISPOSITION County County - County Counties
CATEGORY = ==mmmmmmmn memeeeeme memeenees meeeeeeeee
Number (%)  Number (%) ~ Number (%)  Number (%)
Waived to Criminal 0 (== 0 (--) 0 (--) 8¢ <D
: Court. 3
COMPLAINT NOT SUBSTANTIATED |
il Disnissed 371 (35.9) 242 (13.7) 44 ( 9.4) 146 ( 6.0)
COMPLAINT SUBSTANTIATED o hb
;’ NO TRANSFER OF LEGAL CUSTODY: | | A PPENTDTI X
R | Dismissed; warned 39 (3.8) 62 (3.5 134 (26.8) 253 (10.5) S i et e
R ‘ ' B
; Hold open without |
further action 0 (--) 676 (38.2) 0 (--) 44 ( 1.8) : ’ ’
Formal Probation 281 (27.2) »308 (17.4) 136 (29.2) 1161 (48.0)
;- K\\ Referred to another : : :
R \1\\ Agency or Individual 3( .3 356 (20.1) 103 (22.1) 148 ( 6.01) 4N
« | Runaway returned 0 ( --) 7 ( .4 0 (--1) 7 (.3 ;
o Fine or restitution 16 ( 1.5 0 ¢ =) 2°C .4) 148 ( 6.1) b
Other 5( .5  6( .3 2 ( .4 193 ( 8.0) e
LEGAL CUSTODY TRANSFER TO: | b
Youth Development : ' ‘
Center 33 (3.2) . 38 (2.1 14 ( 3.0) 93 ( 3.8) .
) o Public Agency or ,
L Department '215‘(20.8) 75 ( 4.2) 30 (6.4 183 (¢ 6.3)
. ; Private Agency or : ,
Eo . Individual 70 (6.7 0C=-)  1( .2 3213 1
Pl © Other . 0 (=) 0 (=) 0C--)  35(1.0 .
TOTAL 1633(100‘.0) 1770¢100.0) 466 (100.0) 2417¢100.0) :
* . " B N fz g
. -33-
~32-
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ADANMS
ANTELOPE
ARTHUR
BANNER
BLAINE
BOONE
BOX BUTTE
BOYD

- BROWN
BUFFALO"
BURT
BUTLER
CASS
CEDAR
CHASE
CHERRY

CHEYENNE -

CLAY
COLFAX
CUMING
CUSTER
DAKOTA
DAVES
DAWSON
DEUEL
DIXON
DODGE .
DOUGLAS
DUNDY
FILLMORE
FRANKLIN
FRONTIER
FURNAS

- o - - -

TABLE A
COUNTY ARREST AND JUVENILE COURT DATA, 1983

JUVENILE COURT DISPOSITIONS
e
POPULATION  ARRESTS MAJOR MINOR NEGLECT/ TOTAL
_-_—ffgf_l 17) | OFFENSES OFFENSES 'DEPENDENT CASES
8737 158 63 33 0 @
2585 0 6 0 2 gg
136 - .- - -- -
269 -- 0 0 0 0
270 -- 0 0 0- 0
2180 2 5 9 0 14
4068 131 21 8 3 2
806 = 2 0 0 2
1247 , 8 8 1 0 9
9117 143 23 6
2309 16 3 3 g 2
2631 0 9 3 2 12
6150 55 25 27 15 67
3708 8 4 0 0
1461 : 0 4 0 1 :
1906 18 8 A 4 :
2766 71 _— " °
2335 7 17 5 B "
2
2799 45 15 10 1 gg
3534 16 2 0 0
3788 44 - — v 2
5419 91 8 e -
10
g;gi 57 8 3 ; ?g
. 108 '
T 8 73 38 30 141
2120 8 4 | o s
5
1:323; 197 RET 7 2 ' 23"
2721 6
538 2 4; 213 . 17; 1033
2146 13 7 51 .
1068 30 - b oo e
1010 68 | PR
% ~ 0

---_---------—---——-_—-----—---—- O e v W s o 055 mn W T A o e g o
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TABLE 4
COUNTY ARREST AND JUVENILE COURT DATA, 1983
{(continued)
! N JUVENILE COURT DISPOSITIONS

JUVENILE  JUVENILE ¢ =-m-mmommmmmmmmm o s omm e e -

COUNTY POPULATION  ARRESTS MAJOR MINOR  NEGLECT/ TOTAL
: (Age 1-17) OFFENSES OFFENSES DEPENDENT CASES

GAGE 5138 281 50 74 33 127
GARDEN 658 1 - - -- -
GARFIELD 640 IR 0 0 0 -0
GOSPER 591 15 0 1 0 1
GRANT 267 -- 0 0 0 0
GREELEY 1077 - 10 2 0 12
HALL 14355 595 200 98 47 345
HAMILTON 2818 19 20 7 9 36
HARLAN 1086 1 -- - - --
HAYES 393 - 1 0 0 1
HITCHCOCK 1146 B 8 0 0 8
HOLT: 4201 11 - -- - A
HOOKER 261 - 0 0 0
HOWARD - 2079 3 1 2 0 3
JEFFERSON 2346 45 11 5 0 16
JOHNSON 1369 8 7 1 8
KEARNEY 1933 3 -- e s .-
KEITH 2725 90 0 0 0 0
KEYA PAHA 385 4 - - - -
KIMBALL 1440 55 17 6 2 25
KNOX 3300 12 9 27 5 41
LANCASTER 47064 2221 1157 385 228 1770
LINCOLN 11192 283 59 23 0 82
LOGAN 309 0 0 1 0 51
" LOUP 241 - 0 3 0 3
MADISON 8599 191 14 Y 1 - 42
McPHERSON 161 -- 0 0 0 0
MERRICK 2746 35 0 0 1 ¢ 1
MORRILL 1751 7 10 4 v/ 15
NANCE 1394 8 2 10 0 12
NEMAEA: - 2075 35 14 0 4 18
NUCKOLLS 1816 10 - - - -
" OTOE 4099 63 43 15 5 63

I
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TABLE A
COUNTY ARREST AND JUVENILE COURT DATA, 1983
(continued)
: : JUVENILE COURT DlSPOSITIONS
JUVENILE JUVENILE = ==-==~=--s-ssssmoscmcsscsosomcao=cooo
COUNTY POPULATION ARRESTS MAJOR "MINOR NECLECT/  TOTAL
(Age 1-317) OFFENSES OFFENSES DEPENDENT CASES
PAWNEE 909 15 1 2 0 3
PERKINS 1029 4 5 0 1 6
'PHELPS 2638 33 0 0 0 0
PIERCE 2485 - L0 2 6 2. 10
PLATTE 5002 192 45 35 2 82
POLK 1820 26 -~ -- - --
RED WILLOW 3494 70 28 8 4 40
RICHARDSON . 2806 48 18 4 10 32
ROCK 715 -- 0 0 0 0
SALINE 3243 54 50 16 4 70
SARPY 30621 778 263 132 71 - 466
SAUNDERS 5559 39 28 11 13 52
SCOTTS BLUFF 11580 221 195 77 40 312
. SEWARD 4200 31 24 30 21 75
- SHERIDAN 2173 43 10 ©0 0 10
. SHERMAN 1251 2 1 7 0 8
SI0UX | 518 -~ 0o 0 0 -0
STANTON 2227 6 7 8 0 15
THAYER 1941 32 9 5. t 15
THOMAS 297 0. - -- -~ -
THURSTON 2450 -- 18 0 0 18
VALLEY 1538 24 25 44 0 69
WASHINGTON 4652 35 14 9 0 23
WAYNE ' 2317 21 == -- -- --
WEBSTER 1258 14 12 4 2 18
WHEELER 352 - 0 0 0 0
YORK - 4114 . 185 36 30 4 70
"TOTAL 448035 9779 3391 1547 748 5686
- Data not avaxlable.
Arrest data frcm 1983 Nebraska Uniform Crime Report.
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