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The statistics in this publication represent the volume of children's
‘IB cases disposed of by Jjuvenile courts. They are affected by several factors.

J Ages of children and types of cases (e.g., traffic violations) over which
courts have jurisdiction are established by State law and often differ for
courts in different States and sometimes for courts within the same State.

This affects the number of cases reported and consequently the comparability
of the reports from the various courts.

The number of children's cases reported by different courts is also !
greatly influenced by variations in the organization and scope of the services
of other agencies. Many communities have established agencies, such as a juve-
nile division of the police department, that adjust many cases or refer them
to other community agencies rather than to the juvenile courts. In some com-
munities the juvenile court is one of the few agencies providing social serv-
ices to children. In others, programs of social services for children are well
established; in these, the juvenile court is only one of many agencies dealing
with children and is primarily used only when its authority as a judicial
agency is needed.

Furthermore, whether a child comes to the attention of the court is
influenced by community end parental attitudes teoward a child's behavior, and
these attitudes vary from place to place.

Because of these and other limitations (many of which are not sta-
tistically assessable), juvenile court statistics, when taken by themselves,
cannot measure the full extent of either delinquency, dependency, or neglect.
They may be particularly misleading when used to make comparisons between one

‘lb community and another. They do, however, indicate how frequently one impor-
tant community resource, the juvenile court, is utilized for dealing with such
cases. (For further discussion of the problems of measurement of juvenile
delinquency, see I. Richard Perlman: "Reporting Juvenil.e Delinquency," Na-
tional Probation and Parcle Association Journal, July 1957, 3, pp. 242-249.)
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS

Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses)

mtent...‘l...'.-..
(Table 1)

(Tables 4, 7 and
chart)

Sex ratioseiecasces
(Table 1)

Menner of handling.

(Table 2)

About 483,000 Juvenlle delinquency cases (excluding traf-

fic offenses) were handled by juvenile ile courts in the United
States in 1959, The estimated number of different children
involved in these cases was somewhat lower (416,0005, since
the same child may have been referred more than once during

the year. These children represent 1.7 percent of all chil-

dren aged 10 through 17 in the country. (Note: These data
are not comparable to those reported for years prior to
1957 when traffic offenses were included with other delin-
guency cases. See section on "Traffic cases" below.,)

In 1959, for the 1lth consecutive year, delinquency cases
increased over the previous year. The increase for 1959,
however, was only 2 percent -- the smallest in the past
decade. In other recent years, the increase in delin-
quency cases substantially exceeded the increases in the
child population. In 1959, on the contrary, the 2 percent
increase in delinguency was less than the 5 percent rise
in the child population.

Boys' cases increased by the same percentage as girls'
cases between 1958 and 1959,

While there was an overall increase of 2 percent in delin-
quency cases in 1959 over 1958, those handled in urban
courts decreased by 2 percent. Courts serving semi-urban
and rural areas experienced substantial increases of 7 and
15 percent respectively. Thus, the pattern of court de-
linguency cases increasing faster in rural areas than
elsewhere seems to be continuing. The semi-urban and

rural courts, however, only handle about two-fifths of all‘,

the court dellnquency cases in the country.

- T e
3

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

Cases handled unofficially -- without filing a petition -~
are included in the data of this report. Almost half of
the delinquency cases were disposed of in this way. The
proportion of cases handled unofficially was higher in
urban courts than in rural courts, owing perhaps t6 ‘the
availability of specialized intake or probation staff in
the urban courts. (For a discussion of policy considera-
tion in the unofficial disposition of cases, see Standards
for Specialized Courts Dealing with Children, Children's
Bureau Publication No. 346, U.S. Government Printing
Office, 1954, pp. 43-45.)
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS~continued
Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses)—continued

The increase in official delinquency cases between 1958
and 1959 was about the same as in unofficial cases (3 and
2 percent respectively) when data from all types of courts
are combined. When data for rural courtits and urban courts
are examined separately, however, the changes in such
cases between these 2 years are strikingly different. In
rural courts, the increase in unofficial cases (24 percent)
was about 2-1/2 times the increase in official cases (9
percent). In urban courts, the unofficial cases actually
decreased while the official cases increased slightly.

Differential rates. The rate of delinquency cases (the number of cases per
1,000 child population aged 10 through 17) was about 3
(Table 3) times higher in predominantly urban areas than in pre-
dominantly rural areas. Courts in predominantly urban
areas handle about three-fifths of all the delinquency

cases in the country.

Traffic cases

Extent........... .. In additicn to the 483,000 juvenile delinquency cases,
about 290,000 traffic cases were disposed of by Jjuvenile
(Table 5) courts in the country in 1959. These cases involved

roughly 250,000 different children or about 1.0 percent
of the child population. These traffic cases do not rep-
resent all traffic cases of Jjuveniles since many Jjuvenile
courts do not have jurisdiction in such cases. They rep-
resent only those coming to the attention of juvenile

courts.
B Change from
¥ previous year...... Traffic cases increased by 26 percent in 1959 over the
: estimated number in 1958. Most of this large increase is
K (Table 6) attributable to one large State where an administrative
B change in the manner of handling traffic cases put into
\ effect the previous year still had its impact in 1959.
3 Courts in that State accounted for 40,000 of the total
I 60,000 increase in traffic cases in the country.

Discuseion......... In former years traffic cases, in those courts that had
Jurisdiction in such cases, were included with other types
of juvenile delinquency cases and could not be séparately
identified. Since 1957, courts were requested to report

B data on traffic cases separately. The reasons for doing

this, which are still appropriate, were cited in last

year's report (1958) as follows:

"First, most traffic offenses can hardly be considered in
the same category as other types of delinguency. Most do

2
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS-continued

Traffic cases—continued

R TR T

not involve the type of behavior or circumstances that
require the study and specialized handling necessary in
other forms of misconduct. This is recognized by the
Standard Family and Juvenile Court Acts which permit spe-
cial handling of Jjuvenile traffic cases in a swmmary man-
ner, without social investigation. It is generally
believed therefore (and recommended recently by the Na-
tional Council of Juvenile Court Judges) that traffic
offenses should be analyzed separately from other types

of delinquency. This was not very important 5 to 10 years
ago when traffic cases comprised a small proportion of all
Juvenile delinquency cases. Lately, however, the inereased
availability and use of the auto by juveniles is accounting
for increasingly more juvenile traffic cases.

"Second, in at least one State, recent legislation pro-
hibits the classification of traffiec offenses under the
heading of' ' juvenile delinquency,' unless specifically
ad judicated as such.

"Third, some courts have Jjurisdiction in traffic cases and
others dp not. This disturbs the comparability of report-
ing, By reporting traffic cases separately, the data on
delinguency cases (excluding traffic cases) become more
precise, Also any changes in the methods of the handling
of traffic cases (i.e,, the increasing trend toward han-
dling juvenile traffic cases in traffic courts) will only
affect the series of data on traffic cases and not the
other series on delinguency cases excluding traffic. Since
traffic cases have been included with other delinguency
cases up to now, the question may appropriately be raised
as to whether the high rise in delinquency noted in the
past 10 years may reflect merely the increased number of
traffic offenses. This cannot be proved or disproved na-
tionally since the data are not available. Nevertheless,
the following relevant observations are appropriate.

"Examination of some State reports (California, Ohio,
Missouri, Florida} that maintain separate data on traffic
cases reveals that traffic offenses have increased tre-
mendously in recent years. In the eourvs in some of these
States traffic cases comprise half or more of all types of
delinguency cases. There is no question but that in such
courts, where the proportion of traffic cases is so high,
the rapid incresse in tr&ffic cases would seriously bias
the overall delinguency picture for these specific States.
For the United States as a whole, however, it is believed
that the inclusion of traffic cases with other types of
delinguency has not seriously affected the overall picture.
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS-continued

Traffic cases—continued

B L RS DERT

WThis belief is based on the following:

"], Many courts do not have jurisdiction over routine
Juvenile traffic cases so that nationally traffic cases
comprise only about one-third of all types of delinquency
cases, while non-traffic delinquency cases comprise the
remaining two-thirds. This ratio buffers scmewhat any
disproportionate effect that the increase in traffic cases
may have on the overall results.

"2, Trends over the past decade in juvenile court data
that ineclude traffic cases are strikingly similar to those
of the police arrest data of juveniles issued by the F.B.I.
which do not include traffic offenses (except for driving
while intoxicated).

"3, Delinquenecy data for some courts that do not have
jurisdiction in juvenile traffic cases or where traffic
cases are excluded show upward trends over the past 10
years. These trends parallel closely, but not exactly,
the national trend where traffic cases have been included.
A good example is the large State of New York where court
delinquency cases more than doubled between 1948 and 1958,
even though routine juvenile traffic cases are not handied
by the children's courts. In Connecticut the same was
true, and in several other States where data were avail-
able there were also large increases over that period.

"The above observation does not mean that -the inclusion of
traffic cases may not have inflated somewhat the overall,
year-to-year increases nationally, but rather that the
degree of inflation has not been great.

"Mention must be made of the many persons who believe that,
although a lax view can sometimes be Leken of traffic of-
fenses by adults, this should not be done in the case of
juveniles, who are in their formative years and for whom
obedience to law should be stressed. To this group of
persons, a Jjuvenile traffic offender is as delinquent as
any other delinquent child. The group holding this view
would argue that juvenile court statistics understate the
problem of delinguency since many juvenile traffic offend-
ers appear in courts other than juvenile courts and are
not included in the statistics.

"The preceding discussion should be teken into considera-
tion in interpreting the statistical data in this report."




Gther cases

neglect....

Dependency and

(Tables 8-10)

Special
proceedings

(Appendix)

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS-continued

. Most juvenile courts by statute have jurisdiction over

court actions involving dependent and neglected children
as well as delinguent children. Dependency and neglect
cases in the United States totaled 128,000 in 1959, Such
cases increased by 3 percent between 1958 and 1959. Thus,
the upward trend which began in 1951 and occurred in each
subsequent year, except 1956, continues.

A small proportion of all court cases were those involving
adoption, custody, consent to marry and other 'special
proceedings." Courts vary in the types —f such cases
handled.
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SOURCES OF DATA

Data on the number of juvenile delinquency cases are based on reports from
a national sample of juvenile courts.

The national sample of juvenile courts, drawn from the Current Population
Survey Sample of the Bureau of the Census, is representative of the coun-
try as a whole. For this sample, the United States was first divided into
about 2,000 primary sampling units, each consisting of a county or a num-
ber of contiguous counties, such as those in a standard metropolitan area.
The 2,000 primary sampling units were then subdivided into 230 groups,
each consisting of a set of sampling units as much alike as possible in
such characteristics as regional location, population density, percent of
nonwhite population, rate of growth, etc. From each group a single pri-
mary sample unit was selected at random, resulting in 230 sampling units
in which 502 courts were located. (For a more detailed description of the
Current Population Survey Sample, see Current Population Reports, Series
P-23, No. 2, Bureau of the Census.)

As shown below, the majority of the urban courts serve large areas of
100,000 or more population; semi-urban courts, medium-sized areas; and
rural courts, small areas of under 20,000,

Number of courts serving populations of':

Type of All 100,000  50,000-  20,000- 10,000-  Under
court courts or over 99,999 49,999 19,999 10,000
Total... 502 155 81 143 68 55
Urban.......... eeo 177 122 25 24 3 3
Semi-urban........ 175 33 48 29 18 17
Rural...... ceriaes 150 - 8 60 47 35

Data on dependency and neglect cases are based on all the courts reporting
on such cases to the Children's Bureau. The national sample was not used
here since data on these cases were not available for a sizeable number of
courts in the national sample, In 1959, 1,730 courts reported on depend-
ency and neglect cases. These courts included in their jurisdictions 73
percent of the child population under 18 years of age.
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DEFINITION OF TERMS

Juvenile delinquency cases are those referred to c¢ourts for acts defined in the
statutes of the State as the violation of a law or municipal ordinance by chil-
dren or youth of juvenile court age, or for conduct so seriously antisocial as
to interfere with the rights of others or to menace the welfare of the delin-
quent himself or of the community. This broad definition of delinquency. in-
cludes conduct such as ungovernable behavior and running away, conduct labeled
"delinquency" but not usually considered a violation of law when committed by
an adult. Also included but separately reported, are traffic violations when-
ever the juvenile court has jurisdiction in such cases.

Dependency and neglect cases are those referred to the court because of some
form of neglect or inadequate care on the part of the parents or guardians
(e.g., lack of adequate care or support resulting from the death, absence or
pPhysical or mental incapacity of the parents, abandonment or desertion, abuse
or cruel treatment, improper or inadequate condition in the home).

Special proceedings are cases involving children referred to court for reasons

other than delinquency, dependency or neglect. They include adoption, insti-
tutional commitments for special purposes, material witnesses, application for
consent to marry or to enlist in the armed forces, determination of custody or
guardianship of a child, and permission to hospitals for the performance of
operations on children.-

Unit of count is the case disposed of by the court. A case is counted each
time a child is referred to court during the year on a new referral in delin-
quency, dependency or neglect cases or in special proceedings. Referrals for
alleged, as well as adjudged, delinquency cases are included. Not included
are many children who have presented similar problems of conduct, but who
either were not apprehended or were dealt with by the police, by social agen-
cies, by schools, or by youth-serving agencies without referral to court.

Type of court is determined by the percentage of the population it serves that
live in urban areas (as classified by the Bureau of the Census): for "urban
courts," 70 percent or more; for "semi-urban courts," 30 to 69 percent; for
"rural courts,” under 30 percent.

Method of handling cases is classified into official and unofficial, sometimes
referred to as judieial and nonjudicial. "Official cases" are those that are
placed on the official court calendar for adjudication by the judge or referee,
through filing a petition or other legal paper to initiate court action. "Un-
official cases" are those not placed on the official court calendar through
filing a petition or affidavit but adjusted by the judge, referee, probation
officer, or other officer of the court.

United States excludes Alaska and Hawaii in all national estimates of this

1959 report. Data for these two States which will prcoably be available for
the 1960 report should not change the total figures significantly.
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SUMMARY TABLES

A

DT My e R T W T S A A IR Y s S P e e T e

Tar"e 1.--Number of Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by

Juvenile Courts, United States, 1959¢

Total Boys Girls
Type of court
Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total....... 483,000 100 393,000 100 90,000 100
Urban...oveeeeen 295,000 61 236,000 60 59,000 66
Semi-urban...... 127,000 26 104,000 26 23,000 25
Rural.... ceeeene 61,000 13 53,000 14 8,000 9

& Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts.

Table 2.--Manner

of Handling Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed

of by Juvenile Courts, United States, 19592

Total Official Unofficial
Type of court Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total . 483,000 100 250,000 22 233,000 é§
Urban.....eveees 295,000 100 157,000 53 138,000 47
Semi -urban...... 127,000 100 59,000 46 68,000 54
Rural........... 61,000 100 34,000 56 27,000 A

® Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts.
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Table 3.--Rate of Delinguency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by
Juvenile Courts, United States, 19592

Rate per 1,000 child populationb
Type of court ALl Age jurisdiction of court
courts Under 16 Under 17 Under 18c
Urban,: . cvevenerneans 40.3 29.2 37.6 46.1
Semi-urban. .......... 27.1 15.5 22.0 32.3
Rural............ . 13.5 3.5 7.2 18.1

& Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts.

D These differential rates are calculated on the basis of the 1950 child
population at risk; that is, from age 10 to the upper limit of the court's
Jjurisdiction.

C A small number of courts having jurisdiction under 21 years of age are
included here. The number of cases involved does not seriously affect the
rates of the courts in this columm.

Table 4.--Percent Change in Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed
of by Juvenile Courts, United States, 1958-1959%

. Official | Unofficial
Type of court Total Boys Girls cases cases
Total +2 +2 +2 3 2
Urbamn........... . -2 -3 b/ +2 -7
Semi-urban....... +7 +6 +11 -1 +14
Rural..vveveenen. +15 +18 b/ +9 +24

@ Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts.
b No change from 1958 to 1959,
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Table 5.-~Number and Manner of Handling Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile
Courts, United States, 19592

Total Official Unofficial
Type of court Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent
Total..eoun. 290,000 100 67,000 100 223,000 100
Urban..ccesess e 203, 000 70 38,000 57 165,000 T4
Semi-urban,..... 62,000 21 12,000 18 50,000 22
Rural.ceiececess 25,000 9 17,000 25 8,000 4

& Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts.

Teble 6.-~Percent»Change in Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile Courts,
United States, 1958-19592

AR e SR 3t TAE N T Wy
R T

! Type of court Total Official Unofficial
8 Tobaleuseannns > 26 419 P28
Urban. .ovevens .. P2y +16 P 26
dl Semi~-urban...... +33 +21 +36

:" Ru-ral.a.ll.,.l.. +29 +24 +41

2 Data are from the national sample of Jjuvenile courts.
Large increases mostly due to an administrative change in the method of
handling traffic cases in two large urban communities in one State.
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Table 7.--Trend in Delinquency Cases Disposed of by Juvenile
Courts, United States, 19/0-1959

Delinquency cases® Child population
Year Tneluding Excluding of U.S. (10-17
traffic traffic years of age)

[

' 2940 ceeeennnen 200,000 19,138,000
1941 0eeiiannnns 224,000 18,916,000
1942...... R 250, 000 18,648,000
1943..00een. ‘e 344,000 i&,309,000
194 eienennees 330,000 17,738,000
194500 ciienanens 344,000 17,512,000
194600 veiqinnnan 295,000 17,419,000
19470 eevnncannns 262,000 17, 344,000
1928 iiennncnnns 254,000 17,314,000
1949...... Cereen 272,000 17,365,000
2950 0 ennnennsns 280, 000 17,398,000
1951 einccnncnns 298,000 17,705,000
1952, i0iiennnnen 332,000 18,201,000
19530 ceeecnennns 374,000 18,980,000
19541 cearsennnes 395,000 19, 551,000
1955. 0 icenenns 431,000 20,112,000
19560 cieenianss 520,000 20,623,000
1957 ceiennnnnns 603,000 440,000 22,173,000
1958..... creeans ¢/ 703,000 ¢/ 473,000 23,443,000
1959 teiecnncnns d/ 773,000 483,000 24,607,000

lﬂb change in the method of handling juvenile traffic cases.
-

® Data for 1955-1959 estimated from the national sample of juvenile courts,
Data prior to 1955 estimated by the Children's Bureau, based on reports from
a comparable group of courts.
; ® Data based on estimates from Bureau of Census, U.S. Department of Commerce
(Current Population Reporits, Series P-25).

© Revised slightly upwards to reflect better data made available from one
large State after original estimates were published.

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

11
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Table 8.~-Number and Rate of Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by
Juvenile Courts, United States, 18592

' Rate per 1,000 child population®
Type of court Number ) .
of cases A1 Age jurisdiction of court
courts Under 16 Under 17 | Under 18°
Urbaneiessceessss 77,000 4.0 3.6 4.6 3.8
Semi~urban....... 37,000 3.1 3.8 3.0 2.8
Rural.coeeesisces 14,000 1.2 0.6 1.6 1.4

8 Estimates based on data from 1,730 courts whose jurisdictions include 73
percent of the child population under 18 years of age.

Celculated on basis of the 1950 child population at risk; that is, the
child population under 16 for courts whose age jurisdiction is under 16, ete.
€ A small number of courts having jurisdiction under 21 years of age are
included here. The number of cases involved does not seriously affect the

rates of the courts in this colum.

Table 9.~-Percent Change in Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by
Juvenile Courts, United States, 1958-19592

Type of court Total Official Unofficial
Totalevererennenonnnanas +3 +6 =2
Urban. co e vvvnrennnensnnonns +2 +6 -6
Semi-urban...c.uvieieeeiiieaas +8 +8 +8
Rural......... B S b/ +1 -3

8 Estimates based on data from 1,506 courts reporting each year whose
Jjurisdictions include about 67 percent of the child population under 18 years
of age.

b No change from 1958 to 1959.
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Table 10.~--Trend in Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by Juvenile

Courts, United States, 1946-1959

Year

Dependency and neglect

Child population of U.

g.

cases® (Under 18 years of age)
1946 nunnnnnnns, 101,000 41,759,000
1947 e, 104,000 43,301,000
1948, 103,000 44,512, 000
1949, iiivinnen, 98,000 45,775,000
1950 . nuunn.. : 93,000 47,017,000
1951, eennn... .. 97,000 48,598,000
1052 e, 98,000 50,296,000
19531 ceennnnn, 103,000 51,987,000
1054 vnnenin, ) 103,000 53,737,000
1955...... e, 106,000 55, 568,000
1956 ....... e 105,000 57,377,000
19570 uenn. .. ... 114,000 59,336,000
1958 . v uu..... 124,000 61,238,000
1959 . vunnn. 128,000 63,038,000

® Data for 1955-1959 estimated from courts serving about two-thirds of the
child population under 18 years of age in the United States.
1955 estimated by the Children's Bureau, based on reports from a smaller but

comparable group of courts.
Data based on estimates from Bureau of the Census, U. S. Department of

Commerce (Current Population Report, Series P-25).
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APPENDIX
CHILDREN'S CASES DIBPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 18582

Age OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES
under
Aren perved by court? em‘fxu-tc:‘uu Du%inquency et Dapen:ancy special nau.nqua;‘wy o lkp::ency Spectal
originel except r ¢ an proceedings (excep Traffic proceedings
Juriadietion traffic) neglect traffic) neglect
ALABAMA: c
Jefferson Co. (Birmingham)..... 16, 18 1,083 16 1,005 - 696 3 75 -
Mobile Co, (Mobile)issssrernss crrsaes ¢ 16 458 3 501 - 269 - 65 -
Montgomery Co. (Montgomery)is.versosevsss 16, 18 191 -- 48 .- 195 o= 750 -
64 BIBY] COUrtBissasencrstrssrssssarsssnse 6 1,40 by 1,157 - 192 1 20 -
ARTZGNA:
Maricopa Ca. (PhOEMIX)eceveesscorancnsons 18 7,020 345 kvl 3,303 1,046 - 15 206
ARKANSAS:
Pulaski Co. (Little Rock).iiveveassrasrnes 21 244, (d) 149 - 385 (d) 310 -
26 8DAL) COUTEB.cttvracvnrsioasssvancrsen 21 951 {d) 157 36 n {d) 63 15
CALTFORNIA:
Aameds Co, (08k1and)...evrevesnsesvernss 21 1,759 405 459 47 2,940 8,915 1,287 1,097
Contra Costa Co, {Richmond).. I PPN 21 930 39 357 3 1,358 4,057 186 293
Fresno Co, (Fremno).esecessveeesssassinee 22 977 41 244 2 49 160 43 123
Kern Co, (Bakersfield)........ss 21 911 2 282 18 876 4,527 66 k))3
Los Angeles Co. (los Angeles).. 21 9,045 526 2,855 56 1,187 73,7131 87 1,254
Monterey Co. (Monterey)...eves vases 21 F2e:) 1 2 9 852 43 132
Orenge Co, (Sant8 ANB)...vssersesnesesses 21 1,283 25 378 12 1,853 7,841 246 459
Riverafde Co. (Riverside)....cseseevensne 2 801 14 28 7 528 3,028 98 1
Secramento Co. (Sacramento).ssvescererses 21 757 53 224 8 1,414 4,072 229 426
San Bernardino Co, (San Bernardino)...... 21 1,025 60 328 4 538 2,094 110 1
San Diego Co. (San DLego)evescvesosossnens 21 1,785 60 828 19 2,855 12,522 865 662
Sen Francisco Co, (San Francisco).....».. 21 1,183 20 754 1 2,544, 3,801 838 182
San Joaquin Co. {Stockton}..eeeesssssscse 21 547 13 212 1 659 1 64 1
San Mateo Co. (San Mateo).ssssiaes 21 529 8 219 1 629 4,947 184 191
Santa Clara Co. (San Jose) .... PPN 22 871 3 409 2 1,641 8,675 3 17
Solanc Co. (Valleo)..qssereris ceees 21 167 2 105 - 231 1,163 44 95
Sonoma Co. (Santa Ros&)...... 2 236 9 82 3 339 2! 267 95
Staniglaus Co, (Modesto),.... suene 22 294 43 145 3 546 .- 25 178
Tulare Co. {TUIAre).,cevesercssssacronson 21 495 25 157 5 402 1,39 42 88
Ventura Co. ((xnArd)iseiessresrsrasrasers 21 321 22 83 (] 508 2,200 67 225
38 BmAll COUrlSisvessscesnarennsoss X 2 3,056 525 980 54 3,921 4,422 493 3%
COLORADO:
Denver {£4ty & COvJerisanes 18 1,389 16 875 1,563 155 2 81 22
32 sERll COuIrtS. esnsosavenrs 18 3,687 59 239 e 168 -~ b3 -
CONNECTICUT:
First Diatriot (Bridgeport)..cc..veseeves 16 559 (d; 284 196 1,938 (a; - -
Second District (New Haven)..... 16 556 (a 435 497 2,194 (d - -
Third District (Hartford).c.esvessorssess 16 451 (d) 538 516 1,124 (4) -— --
[ELAVARE:
Nevcagtle Co, (WLLTINton)seesesesssvesss 18 1,750 630 22 7% -- - - -
DISTRICT OF COLUMBL::
Washington = CitYeeeesecvvorasnarancnsess 18 1,056 178 295 -- 1,173 33 7 -
FLORIDA:
Dode Cou (MLAmL) e seresrraseeennrsoroessns 27 2,209 -] 682 143 1,028 185 807 7
Dyval Co. (Jacksonville)... 17 1,246 4% 989 15% 582 6 38 48
Escambia Co. (Pensacola)......, 17 698 361 687 14 264 - 132 2
Hillsborough €o. {TRIOPA)ciasesserererasren 17 901 1,090 1,43) 102 1,233 3 292 2
Orange Co, {Or18nd0)...ssesunpsescarsnsss py &7 405 153 97 468 5 34 12
Palm Beach Co. (W. Palm Beach)..svessuess 17 451 37 123 44 552 54 281 9
Pinellas Co. (St. Petersburg)....cc.avuss 17 350 816 268 32 799 - 20 3
60 80l COUrtB,secveecorvasarassoneocsss 17 4,677 1,867 1,522 n 4,023 1,414 1,269 27
GEO] $
BIbb Co, (MBEOR)s.erecnorrrssreisnncnronn 17 17 13 121 22 - - - -
DeXslb Co. (DeCBtUr).usssscsvscrcronnsnre 17 T2 16 286 229 215 4 24 -
Fulton Co, (AL1BAta).sieeciroceisosiansves 17 2,578 249 1,008 - - - - -
Mugcogee Ca, (Columbus),,..., rarases 17 02 49 242 - - .- - -
Richmond Cov (AURUSLE)seervseransagrnress 17 426 66 73 2 144 23 51 27
17 BIALY COUrtS.eusvooraoncoasssrrosonnes 17 1,954 234 551 138 1,535 39 855 9%
HAWAIT:
First Circudt (Honoluld)..siesrsesravares 18 2,018 730 276 573 978 293 162 -
ILLINOIS: .
Coak Co. (Chicsgo)e.esevrarsnas 18 6,815 (e) 1,57, 6,143 968 (eg 1,135 12
D Page Co. (ELmhUTBt)cesseereass 18 124 (e) 107 301 - (e = -
XBNE COy {AUTOTB)eanersarsarsacennansects 18 94 (e; 1% 274 15 {e) 294 -
Lake Co, (Waukeganj)evissessos 18 265 (e 457 320 96 (e} 04 -
Madison Co. (Altah}irvvanersersrrns 18 78 (ag 169 242 - (eg - -
Pooria Co, (Peoria)....csvepennes 18 39 (e 164 322 (e 20 --
St, Clair Co. (F, St. Louis)eiugsusesssss 18 104 (e) 145 334 {e) () - -
W11 Co. (Jolfet)eerresoervrareronsanios 18 7% (e) 31 160 7% (a; 21 -
Wininebago Ca. (ROCKLOrd)eussververrsasss 18 137 (e) a6 402 647 (e 380 -
1Y amal) COUrtB, eesausessscrvsinsansnene 18 226 {e) 138 487 257 (e) 106 -
INDIANA:
T - T 18 604 (a) 190 - 643 (ag - -
Marion Co. (INAianapoliB).sevscseesseeses 18 1,969 () 490 287 35 (4 8 9
9 amall COWrtBacssvvsossassearassrnronras 18 435 ki 97 147 6 5 128 197
T T Y o
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CHILDREN'S CABES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 18582

Age OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES
under
viich .
b Delinquency Dependency Delinquency Dependency
Area served by court :?;rt ‘:;5 (except Traffic and sz’:z::t];e s {except Traffic and rﬁgzi;ﬁms
N Jurlgd,;ction traffic) neglect P traffic) neglect P
IQWA:
Black Hewk Co, (Waterloo).sveessseacerens 18 108 (dg 127 - 518 (d) 159 -
Linn Co, ‘Cedar REpldS).ecicsscrsararenes 18 69 (a 26 - 558 (d; T4 -
Polk Ca, {Des Moines)....... 18 259 {d) 167 - 826 (d &0 -
Scott Co. (Davenport)....... 18 95 (a) 9 - 217 [CH} 40 -
Woodbury Co. (Sioux City)... 18 281 {d} 121 - 464 (a) 393 -
71 8mALY COUrt8.u.sinaearosnns 18 1,000 (d) 484 -~ 1,85 {a) 443 --
KANSAS: ¢
Sedgwick Co. (Wiehdta)iiiveirrisensonrans e 16, 18 527 133 147 - b3 - - -
Shawriee Co. (TopeXa).y..voue EETYEET) ¢ 16, 18 55 62 931 - 34 55 14 -
Wyandotte Co, (Xans#a City)..esesveiveeas s 16, 18 219 58 < - 364 10 62 -
90 SMULY COUrtSecsocncrrssrescocraranares 16, 18 582 345 274 - 822 224 94 -
KENTUCKY:
Kenton Co, (Covington).iiseerersscsserare 18 192 5 17 -- 203 - - -
3 8mall COUrtB cicrcisrasrasscncessrcares 18 449 .- J2 800 - -~ - -
LOUISIANA:
Ceddo Pnrish Co. (Shreveport).i..eesesses 17 257 - 22 99 522 61 24 -
E. Baton Rouge Parish (Baton Rouge)....,. 7 616 688 20 74 323 - - -
4th Judicial Dist, (Mmroe)...cvieeraores 17 324 101 75 12 198 - & 7
Orleans Pardish (New Orleans).. 17 1,024 1,238 24, - 6,780 - 7€) -
46 8mA1) COUrtBu aerennrsnssas 17 2,589 723 825 234 2,633 143 637 225
MAIKE:
45 BALY COUrtBevssesasnreenssonersssose 17 1,099 200 3 3 9 1 - -
MARYLAND;
Anne Arundel Co. (AMNSPolis),s...eeeesens 18 362 (d) 100 1 242 (d; 3 -
Baltizmore (CLt¥)iivecuecsrssvessoarecrnae 16 3,298 (d) 2,056 ™ Py [C} - .=
BALLImOre Cavesuerarnsanrereasrosnsenanns 18 1,115 (a) 51 3 - (d) o -
Montgomery Co. (Silver Spring)e...sisevse 18 593 1,262 244 - 582 4 119 -
Prince Georgea Co. (Hymttaville)...veesos 18 785 {d) 9 2 15 “’3 1 2
18 82811 COUMtHy.erusrsorotersosssonanees 18 1,195 (a) 26 43 69 {d 10 14
MASSACHUSETTS:
BOSTON:
Boston (Centrel Section)...ssssessersss 17 614 (eg n - - (e) - -
Brighton..ciescesvesssaese 17 43 (e - - - (e) - p
Charlestown.. 17 160 {e) 5 - - (e) - .-
Dorchester. 17 286 (e) 16 - -~ {e} - -
East Boston 17 163 (e) 9 - L4 (e) - -
Raxbury.... 17 665 (e) 89 - - (e) - -
South Boston... 3] 172 (e; n - - (el - -
Vest ROXBUIY...uueesovronssesongnncnses 17 236 (e 1 - - (e) - -
DISTRICT:
worcester Cent, (Worcester).c.cusves,es 17 609 (e) 50 - 68 (e) -~ -
E. Norfolk (Quiney)...eesessessessecses 17 57 (e) b3 1 - 63 (e) - -
E. Middlesex, lat (Malden)....cvessaess 17 286 (e) 2 - 17 {e) - -
LEWTEnce (LAWIENCE).sseconrssoranrrasrs 17 158 (e) 13 -- -~ (e} .- -
Lowell {Lowell)eseivvesvssanssasnsaerns 17 138 (e; 24 -- - {e) - -
Bristol, 2nd (FRLl RIVEr).eeveenrercres 17 169 (e - -- 180 (e; - -
Somerville (Somerville)seicseevseersete 17 77 (e; 3 - - (e - -
Southern Essex {Lynn),.... 17 305 (e 8 - .- (e) - -
Springfield (Springfield)... 17 362 {e) 48 .- -~ {e) - .
Bristol, Jrd {Hew Bedferd).... 17 216 (e) - -- k-2 {e}) - -
E. Middlgeex, 3rd (Cambridge). 17 288 {e} 4 .- - (e) - -
54 small cOUTtBernnseesoincveoe 17 3,634 {e) 251 - 243 {e) - -
MICHIGANS
Berrien Co. (Benton Herbor).,eesecssvenee 17 69 1 37 - 272 40% 26 -
Calhoun Co, {Battle Creek)....cessesarees 17 179 - 157 - 63 282 42 -
Genessee €Co. (FLINt)ueriesrsoscrnanssanes 17 449 34 523 - 3 55 1 -
Ingham Cov (LANIANG)eeryirronrvnnrnsssoen 17 166 2 181 - 4 875 3 -
Jackson Co. (I8CKBON)iuiveocanrersronsons 17 76 - 47 - 9 469 7 -
Kelamazoo Co, (KBIBmAZOQ).eiessssarossess 17 147 5 81 - 400 918 87 -
Kent Co. (Grand RAPido).ecevassovascnsses 17 258 3 27 -- ] 1,480 6 -
Magomh Co. {East Detroft)is.eessercersees 17 385 3 13 - 19 1,0m 2 -
Minkegon €O, (M1BKEEON)aessuesasarsivenes 17 119 - 77 - 128 ks 34 -
Oukland Co, (PONti2c)s.ecorsusssssncenyas 17 517 [ 434 - 247 2, 110 -
Saginaw C0. (SAZinav)....sve.s 17 22 - 95 - l(d 1,155 85 -
Waghtenaw Co. {Am Arbor)... 17 188 2 2120 - - 122 - -
wayne Co, {Detrolt).ieiseess 17 2,483 - 1,993 - 839 9,097 0 .
70 amnll COUrtSacacessnsnsss 17 1,433 32 5 - 925 3,13 537 -
HIN:ESOTAL
Hennepin Co, (Minneapslis).... 18 1,400 3,28 851 601 1,21 - - -
Ramsey Co, (St. P-ulf... reies sieers 18 97 103 357 - 27 2,463 - -
8t, Louis Co. (DUlULh) isesesoinssrociars 18 254 EE] 77 - 206 389 - -
6 B2ALY OUILEuerasennyseersdsennnrsnsner 18 587 905 3 92 142 153 93 -
MISSISSIPPI3
Hinds Co, (JRekSCn)ivessrsvaseesroosersas 18 312 3 20 - 169 1 1 -
73 8mALY COUrtBesyssernssoriasssassorreis 18 1,230 n 881 - 699 9 Y58 -
MISSOURT:
Greene Co. (Springfiedd)e.iicicecesscanss 17 82 8 49 80 263 215 1 -
Jacksan Co, (Kensas City)...issvescrssnes 17 909 38 %0 424 1,39 429 220 5
St. louts Co, {University City). 17 638 22 50 431 1,137 389 207 46
St. Louds (Cit¥)ieesevasmervavonionse 17 466 5 320 694 3,060 200 469 30
102 8Al) QOUrtB.seesisacvenss 17 1,%¢e k) 527 853 1,187 740 7% 6
> - » L el o i cgreal bl met -~
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 18597
‘ Age OFFICIAL CASES UNDFFICIAL CASES
under <
which
Area served by cour'.b court has De}ii:g‘;;’:cy Traffic Danggency Specinl ml(i:gz;':” Trafric Dep::::ency Speciai
J:ﬁgé’i‘zh on | trafric) neglect | Proceedings [ oppnic) neglecy | Proceedhigy
MONTANA:
2 8mall COUrtBissrsrassrsssscstresasncsns 18 65 - -- - 1,624 282 o --
NEBRAGKAZ i
| 3 5mall COUNED.iciriprrinsersssisesneres 18 262 (e) 203 2 (r) [€9)] (£ {r)
y
NEW HAMPSHIRE:
Bé MY COUMUE . cvrsesenrsonsesiornsnests 18 39 by 61 7 22 - - .-
REW MEX.ICO:
Bernalillo Co. (AlDUQUErqUE)..scesssersie 18 890 560 - én %7 2,681 - -
28 BDAL) COUrLO..eresvssrensesssrrssrassa 18 1,084 1,483 - .- 5,224 1,453 - -
NEW YORK:
Albany Co, (many) 16 269 5 147 257 - (e) - -
Broome Co. (Binghampton)...... 16 7 - 54 91 84 {e) - -
Chautaaqua Co. (Jamestown).,. 16 128 - 66 173 2 {e) . .
Dutchess Co. {Poughkeepsie). 16 18 .- - 78 - {e} - --
Erie Co. (BUffulo)ieesiassrs 16 662 6 198 859 65 (e) -- ~
Monroe Co. (Rochester)...... 16 297 9 125 668 - (e) - -
New York (CLE¥)esveeesennseensasess 16 12,112 (e) 2,751 457 952 (e) 1,567 -
Hiagere Co. (Niagars F&l18).eesscercorees 16 189 & 1 208 25 (e) 16 3
Onelda Co. (UTLC8).veenrerssssnsoascnrons 16 1N J 22 2 - {e) .- .-
Mnondaga Co. (SYTBCUOE) i .erserensoscsass 16 430 4 27 480 p- (e) - -
Orange Co, (Newburgh)iveseeasesoorseisees 16 143 1 24 69 - (e) - --
Rengselner Coe (TIO¥)ieiecccsssoessssnses 16 106 - 3 91 - (a; - -
Sch tady Co. (Sch 188Y) ceesisinncse 16 13 2 42 131 - (e - -
Suffolk €o. {I81AP)ecicasesorresrsorsense 16 397 7 [ 42 - {e} - --
Westchester Co. {YONKers).uvasvesevsnscse 16 204 6 232 382 327 (e} - -
&4 BIOLY COUrtH evaronronsaravsiarsanes 16 1,900 17 1,082 2,752 497 {e) 441 65
NOATH CAROLINA:
Buncantie Co. (Asheville}i.vioviveciananns 16 135 1 69 143 1 - - -
Purkam Co. (DIrh8m)esesssssvsresvaniones 16 304 4 35 -- -- - --
Forsyth Co. (Winston-5alem)esevesecncsenn 16 346 5 8 193 119 5 13 12
Guston Co. (Gastonid)...,.. cenvas 16 93 - 67 89 197 3 103 32 b
Cuilford Co., (Creensbore)essssneesrvocres 16 294 35 257 170 366 5 12 8
Mecklenburg Co. {Charlotie)...eecsstvessss 16 485 n 214 5N 11 275 122
vake Ca, (Raieigh)...... 16 2% 8 139 324 2 - - 1
’ 93 82811 COUItS,seveervornssrsssnrornanes 16 2,543 80 639 222 49 3 7 1
] NORTH DAXOTA: A
i First Judicisl Distriet (FErgo)uiesseseses 18 345 105 73 0 228 97 29 38 3
H 2 SIAL) COUPLD.essssernnnrrssrssrcrsvates 18 33 22 - 3 169 5 9 -- 3
CH10: .
Butler Co. (HAmEIton}yerasoesesrersanasss 18 227 637 55 5 904 - 2 2 3
Clark Co. (Springfleld)...eeverscessracas 18 125 44 68 -~ 455 296 1 - )
Cuyahoge Co, (Clcveland)..iesesseaessoens 18 2,407 181 505 116 1,457 4Ly 483 3 - )
Franklin Co. {COIURBUD)eivrerrrrrersrorss 18 278 | 1,500 244 15 216 1 18 .- A
Hamilton Co. (CLncimnati},veievreesosesss 8 o 2,845 401 - 3,099 5 56 2 a
Lorain €os (LoTain)ssessuesiresrsrnsnnres 18 142 9 133 - 408 360 - - ¥
Lucas Co. (Toledo).,.ses sesscssane 18 07 1,536 34 14 1,695 01 4 152 E.
Mahoning €O, (YOUNGSLOMD)eersysewsssacnns 18 132 1 130 1 882 7% % 3 iy
Montgomery Co. (Duyton)iesivescsvsconenss 18 615 227 x8 17% 1,588 1,692 10 5
{ 5tark €ov (CENLON)vestiaireorarsacrsrans 18 9% - 92 - - - - - B
; Sumdt €0, {AEran)eescoesssnvrorsnosrases 18 94 154 301 37 2,319 1,197 . 5 -
M Trushull €o. (WEITen)isecenersorcasnsenns 18 1% plol 12 17 329 458 - - A
70 smALL COUrtBesassosorsrensovsisssasaas 1e 4,990 5,553 1,477 667 2,93 1,575 156 9%
3
OKLAEOMA: ;
Qklahoma Co, {Ok1ahomm Cit¥)esrreoersress 16, 18 789 (e} 275 175 1 (e) 33 - .
Tulos Co, (TM188).ceiceersaeseosavosnsonse 16, 18 261 165 187 4 592 10 3 4 9
7 8mall COUTLSe,ueveresrsronasstvassnssns 16, 18 175 35 120 6 44 ;] 6 - L
OREGON: k}
lane Co. (BUGENE) . svuvrvssvnsarvaseorsses 18 477 33 88 16 67 10 n 15 is
Maricn Co. (Salem)iviveccannensavsresnres 18 5 235 160 98 442 12 17, n 2
Mittnosah Co. (Portlund),.evessicessvesee 18 a8 T4, 881 218 2,09 2,829 938 86 "
26 93all COUrtSesrirsusevisirarononsanies 18 2,164 521 819 110 3,049 72 884 452 1
EA
PENNSYLVANIA: i #
Mdegheny Co. {PLt4adurgh) eevessveconcsos 18 4, TN 286 951 7% 924 355 857 - -
Beaver €0, {AMAQUIPPA}csareerocessraness 18 142 3 36 .- 273 & 1 - 3
Berr: {o. {REAAINGerrirsassorersonrssres 18 156 2 153 7 335 .- 33 -
Biair Co. {A1200NU).sessnsrecrsrnsiranron 18 124 & R 5 109 1 48 6 g
Bueks €0, (Brigtol)esiscesecaseerarsssoes 18 197 10 115 19 273 57 299 e f
Cheater Co, {Went Cheoter)iiyieserencsess 18 4% 11 23 -- 178 3 17 - v
Delavare Co. {(Cheater),isvaoresreevivees 18 625 .- 33 383 265 - 207 - 7}
Erte Ca, {Brdelo.iiusriinnieiisionsirecss 18 135 - 17 >~ 187 - 13 ne J
! Fayette Coy (Undontovnifeeecernvesseransss 18 104 7 2 5 189 - 4 2 Y
i Jockawannt €o. {SCPantan)isicyscesssnares 18 216 44 17 . K3 - o= - 9.
{ Lebigh Coo {ALLERLOV)essyecarrrasronsas 38 179 16 84 2 7% 1 13 1 [
H Luzerne Co, (Wilken<Barre),isevsevses 18 93 84 2 -~ = - bt -
Mercer Co. (Sharan).sessssrassseers 18 101 kil » - 29 - 10 -
Montgomery Co. (Morrdotovn)eivsrseonsanse 18 92 1% 5 - 209 - 154 -
Northaspton Co. (Bethlehem)ivorevrnnevess 18 93 5 23 5 232 21 5 3
Pniladeiphin {CLty and €O )eepeesirsenees 18 9,300 kil 1,785 255 we - - -=
Schuylkiid Co. (Pottaville)iieesavsseres 18 27 37 133 28 489 .- 101 20
Vaghington Co. (Washinglon).vesesssscenes 18 187 62 42 - 93 - - -~
Veptooreland Co. (Nev Kensingion).sseeess 18 229 10 6 2 481 n o 1
York €0, {York)esseoosenssoveocncrirannay 18 106 18 - - L -~ = -
5 8DA1l COUrtOaiavsvatrvnesrsarrorsnssers 18 163 1 56 1 210 -- u9 -
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1959

Age OFFICIAL CASES UNOFFICIAL CASES
under
which
b Delinquency Dependency Delinguency Deprtidency
Area served by court gﬁr:n:);a (except | Traffic and rﬁzi‘:‘;il of fexcept " [ rarric ard rigzzxxlus
Jurigaict.ian traffic) neglect | P ng traffic) neglect | P!
PUERTO RICO:
7 9081] COUPLBiessenssonrrsrncarvrasvsnnss 16 2,592 159 4,889 17 2,091 62 ns -
RHODE ISLAND:
State (Providence).eieessescosessnrssores 18 898 578 135 610 184 - -- -
SOUTH CAROLINA:
Greenville Co. {Qreenville).vesvvecesasss 18 416 58 107 627 174 - 42 116
Spartanburg Co. {Spartanburg}. 18 290 I3 - 266 - - e -
3 3mall COUrtS.ceseivasronsressarcorsanes 18 445 .- 202 84 22 - 18 ~—
SOUTH DAXOTA:
57 SmALY COUTtB.cesvcncsasrsvssnsnsnasans 18 1,055 3 187 19 1,439 946 51 15
TEXAS:
Bexar Co. (San Antordo}e.iveressessesonss :17, 18 814 (d) - . 1,405 (a) - --
Cemeron {o. (Brovmavilie)... 17, 18 120 - .- - 425 - - -
Dallas Co, (Dall8s)......... e 17, 18 583 -- 368 1,399 3,547 25 | 1,172 .-
Calvesten Co, (0alveston) seseessesescnss o 17 18 36 - - .- 682 1n - -
Hidalgo Co. (MoAllen)..ceveessssnse . 17, 18 24 - - Ed 484 4 - -
Jefferaon Co, (Beaumont)..e.so.. 17,18 132 10 u 211 1,194 -- - -
Lubbock Co. (Lubboek),ss..s. °17, 18 92 - - - €00 b (] 6 -
Molenoan Co. (¥aco)....... ¢17, 18 57 -- 30 n 1,118 e Fiel 15
Mueces Co. (Corpus Christi o 17,18 334 - - -- 1,003 - - -
Travis €o. (AuStIn)sesevsess 17, 18 339 -- 290 226 561 3 % 454
317 EMALL COUPtS.,erereaveressnnsnsesenns ] © 17, 18 2,453 1 842 4,350 10,050 7% 1,407 53t
UTAH:
First Distrlct (OGAen)..vieseveeceeonnsee 18 459 2,310 7 - 1,288 - 69 -
Second District (Salt Lake City). . 18 8m 4,193 253 - 1,595 - 104 -
Third District (Provo).eeessrensnss . 18 664, 1,620 92 -- T2 -- 105 --
3 omal) COUrtBectarversoatrrsontsnrnnnnss 18 585 an 106 - 222 - 28 .-
YERMONT:
17 8ma)] COUrtBeissveosavsrcresseansnsone 16 165 (d) 284 -- - - - ~
VIRGIN ISLANDS:
2 small CourtBecssarsrrrassosavorarsnnoes 16 84 7 8 11 - -~ - --
VIRGINIA;
Arlington Co 18 674 832 132 1n - - - -~
Fairfax Co. (Falls Church 18 1,146 974 261 284 s bl b -
Norfolk Ca. 18 1,418 606 44 29 - - - -
119 small codrts.... 18 8,09 5,313 1,630 832 1,511 32 328 175
WASHINGTON:
King Co. (Seattle).vveuverrerccrrasnanens 18 2,202 4,957 721 738 635 8 247 36
Plerce Co, {Tacoma)....y.aes 18 373 105 139 1% 433 544, 183 14
Snchomdsh Co, (Everett)..... 18 166 559 160 19 42 4 49 6
Spokane Co. (Spokane),.,.... . 18 1% 1,534 121 47 1,057 197 27 2
Yakima Co, {YAXiMA)iisecieorrsrronsrsorns 18 180 9 28 11 97 1,135 145 5
27 SIALY COMPLE, ey svrrecvenasernopsrerass 18 1,244 1,654 225 303 3,824 2,333 75 26
WEST VIRQINIA:
Cobell Co. (HUNtANELONY..e.seeeeseseeeses 18 251 - 23 67 - -- - -
Kanawah Co. (Charissten},. cersesenae 18 142 == 112 209 165 - - --
53 small COUrtS.ceiecsccsrsanasnsesssseae 18 1,709 ki) 486 499 718 16 284 kH
WISCONSING
Dune Co. {MBALSON)serersserassoannnnsens 18 82 33 1 - 1,160 513 - .-
Mivaukee Co, (MIIVRUKEE)iessneranasssnss 18 1,703 1,566 446 535 4,367 250 421 8
Racine Co. (Racine).ivvevessorsns 18 21 “ 21 5 27 -- - -
59 5081) COUrtS.usqeesrsncsoes 18 3,023 901 1,014 354 1,485 369 9% 4

® NOTE WELL: Thie table is not ldmited to the sample group of courts but rather includes all courts that trensmitted reports to the Children's
Questions concerning

Bureau, TIhe data in this table shtuld not be used to make comparisans between commnities regarding the extent of delinguency.

changes in an individual court's data from ane year to another should be directed to that individuel -court.
b courtn serving areag with populaticn of 109,000 or more are listed acparatoly, showing the chief city located in each area, Courts serving areas
with leas than 100,000 population are combined for each State and are presented ms “small courts.”

€ The age under vhich court has original Jurisdiction is different for boys and girls.
d Inspplicsble -~ Juvenile court does not have Juriadictlon over Juvenile traffic cases,
€ Dats on traffic oases not weported separately from other types of delinquency cases,

T Reported on official cases only,

18

The age for boys appears first,

They are included under "Delinquency - except traffic."

-~
e s

cma

L
¥

““‘7‘, PRI et s

2






