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• The statistics in this publication represent the volume of children's 
cases disposed of by juvenile courts. They are affected by several factors. 
Ages of children and types of cases (e.g., traffic violations) over which 
courts have jurisdiction are established by state law and often differ for 
courts in different States and sometimes for courts within the same State. 
This affects the number of cases reported and consequently the Qomparability 
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 conmrunit.y 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 and parental attitudes tGward 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 
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 Juveni:,e Delinquency, II Na­
tional Probation and Parole Association Journal, July 1957,3, pp. 242-249.) 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses) 

Ex.tent ............ . 

(Table 1) 

Trend ............. . 

(Tablss 4, 7 and 
chart) 

Sex ratio ......•... 
(Table 1) 

Manner of handling. 

(Table 2) 

About 483,000 juvenile delinquency cases (excluding traf­
fic offenses) were handled by juvenile courts in the United 
States in 1959. The estimated number of different children 
involved in these cases was somewhat lower (416,000), since 
the same child may have been referred nnre 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
quency cases. See section on "Traffic cases" below.) 

In 1959, for tbe 11th 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 delirl­
quency cases substantially exceeded the increases in the 
child population. In 1959, on the contrary, the 2 percent 
increase in delinquency 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 handle~ 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
linquency cases increasing faster in rural areas than 
elsewhere seems to be continu.ing. The semi-urban and 
rural courts, however, only handle about two-fifths of all 
the court delinquency cases in the country. 

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 td 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 ~~andards 
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 

Differential rates. 

(Table 3) 

Traffic cases 

:EX.tent ...........•. 

(Table 5) 

Change from 
previous year ...••. 

(Table 6) 

Discussion ••.•••••. 

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 courts 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. 

The rate of delinquency cases (the number of cases per 
1,000 child population aged 10 through 17) was about 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. 

In additicn to the 483,000 juvenile delinquency cases, 
about 290,000 traffic cases were disposed of by juvenile 
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 juveniles since many juvenile 
courts do not have jurisdiction in such cases. They rep­
resent only those coming to the attention of juvenile 
courts. 

Traffic cases increased by 26 percent in 1959 over the 
estimated number in 1958. Most of t~1s large increase is 
attributable to one large State where an administrative 
change in the manner of handling traffic cases put into 
effect the previous year still had its impact in 1959. 
Courts in that State accounted for 40,000 of the total 
60,000 increase in traffic cases in the country. 

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 separately 
identified. Since 1957, courts were requested to report 
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 t~es of delinquency. Most do 

2 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS-continued 

Traffic cases-·continued 

not involve the type of behavior or circumstances t,hat. 
require the st11dy and specialized handling necessary in· 
other forms of misconduct. This is recognized by the 
Standard Family and Juvenile Court Acts which per,mit spe­
cial handling of juvenile traffic cases in a summary man­
ner, without sodal 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 delinqueru!Y. This was not very important 5 to 10 years 
ago when traffic cases comprised a small proportion of all 
juvenile delinquency cases. 1<,'~tely, however, t.he increased 
availabili ty and use of the :au.to by juveniles is accounting 
for increasingly more juvenile traffic cases. 

"Second, in at least one State, x'eoent legislation pro­
hibits the classification of traffic offenses under the 
heading of 'juvenile delinquency,' unless specifically 
adjudicatEid as such. 

"Third, some courts have jurisdiction in traffic cases and 
oth~rs do not. This disturbs the comparability of report~ 
ing. By :reporting traffic cases separately, the data on 
delinquency 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 delinquency cases exclud;ing traffic. Since 
traffic cases have been includea wi~h other delinquency 
cases up to nOlfT, 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 disprovsd 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 j,n reGent years. In the courc,s j.n some of. these 
States traffic cages c()mprise half or more of all types of 
delinquency cases. There is no question but that in such. 
courts 1 where the proport.ion of traffic cases is so high} 
the. rapid increase in trtiff'ic cases \.,rould seriously bias 
the over'all delinquency picture for these specific states. 
Fo!' the United States as ,"l whole, however, it is believed 
that the inclusion of traffic cases with other types of 
delinquency ha.s not seriously affected t.he overall picture. 

3 
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SUMMARY OF FlNDINGS"continued 

Traffic cases-continued 

"This belief is based on the following: 

"1. Many courts do not have jurisdiction over routine 
juvenile traffic cases so that nationally traffic cases 
comprise only about one-third of all types of delinquency 
cases, while non-traffic delinquency cases comprise the 
remaining two-thirds. This ratio buffers somewhat 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 include 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. Delinquenay data for some courts that do not have 
jurisdiction in juvenile traffic cases or where traffic 
cases are excludeQ $how 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 :rrore than doubled between 1948 and 1958, 
even though routine juvenile traffic cases are not handled 
by the children's courts. In Connecticut the same was 
true, and in several other States where data were avail­
able there were also large increases over that period. 

"'£he 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. 

lIMention must be made of the many persons who believe that, 
although a lax view can sometimes be taken of traffic of­
fenses by adu,l ts, 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 juvenile 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 delinquency 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 taken into considera­
tion in interpreting the statistical data in this report." 

4 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS-continued 

other cases 

Dependency and 
neglect .....•..•.•. Most juvenile courts by statute have jurisdiction over 

court actions involving dependent and neglected children 
(Tables 8-10) as well as delinquent children. Dependency and neglect 

cases in the United states totaled 128,000 in 1959. Such 
cases increased by J percent between 1958 and 1959. Thus, 
the upward trend which began in 1951 and occurred in each 
subsequent year, except 1956, continues. 

Special 
proceedings ........ A small proportion of all court cases were those involving 

adoption, custody, consent to marry and other IIspecial 
(Appendix) proceedings. if Courts vary in the types -f such cases 

handled. 

.. ,~. .. 
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SOURCES OF DATA 

1. 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 uni i.s were then subdivided into 2.30 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 2.30 sampling units 
in which 502 courts ","ere located. (For a more detailed description of the 
Current Population Survey Sample, see Current Population Reports, Series 
P-2.3, 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 poEulations 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 14.3 68 55 

Urb&"1 .... " ..•..•.• 177 122 25 24 3 .3 
Semi-urban ........ 175 3.3 48 29 18 17 
Rural ............. 150 8 60 47 .35 

2. 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, 1,7.30 courts reported on depend­
ency and neglect cases. These courts included in their jurisdictions 7.3 
percent of the child population under 18 years of age. 

6 
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DEFINITION OF TERMS 

Juvenile delinquency cases are those referred to courts for acts defined in the 
statutes of the State as the violation of a law or municipal ordinance by chil­
dren or youth of 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 coJIIlIIUIli ty. 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 
physical or mental incapacity of the parents, abandonment or desertion, abuse 
or cruel treatment, improper or inad~quate 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 judicial and nonjudicial. "Official cases'" are those that are 
placed on the official court calendar for adjudication by the judge or referee, 
through filing a petition or other legal paper to initiate court action. "Un­
official cases" are those not placed on the official court calendar through 
filing a petition or affidavit but 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 prc'oably be available for 
the 1960 report should not change the total figures significantly. 
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SUMMARY TABLES 

Tar-:e 1. --Number of Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by 
Juvenile Courts, United States, 1959a 

Total Boys Girls 
Type of court 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total ....... 483,000 100 393,000 100 90,000 100 .-- - -
Urban .......... II 295,000 61 236,000 60 59,000 66 
Semi-urban ...... 127,000 26 104,000 26 23,000 25 
Ru:ral ... " ....... 61,000 13 53,000 14 8,000 9 

a 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, 1959a 

Total Official Unofficial 

Type of court Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total ....•.. 48.3,000 100 - 250,000 52 2.3.3,000 48 

Urban ........... 295,000 100 157,000 5.3 138,000 47 
Semi -urban ...... 127,000 100 59,000 46 68,000 54 
R'llJ:'al .•..•...... 61,000 100 31+,000 56 27,000 44 

a Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 
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Table 3.--Rate of Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by 

Juvenile Courts, United States, 1959a 

Rate per 1,000 child populationb 

Type of court All .Age jurisdiction of court 

courts Under 16 Under 17 Under 

UrbaI1" .............. 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 

a Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 
b 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 
jurisdiction. 

c A small number of courts having jurisdiction under 21 years of age are 
included here. The number of' cases involved does not seriously af£:ect the 
rates of the courts in this column., 

l8c 

Table 4.--Percent Change in Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed 
of by Juvenile Courts, United States, 1958-l959a 

! 

Type of court Total Boys Girls Official 
cases 

Total +2 +2 +2 +3 - -
Urb811 ............ -2 -3 !I +2 
Semi-urban ...••.• +7 +6 +11 -1 
Rural ............ +15 +18 EI +9 

a Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 
b No change from 1958 to 1959. 
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Table 5.--Number and ~nner of Handling Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile 

Courts, United States, 1959a 

Total Official Unofficial 

Type of court Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total .•••.•. 290,000 100 67,000 100 223,000 100 -- - -
UrbaIl ......••.... 203,000 7.0 38,000 57 165,000 74 
Semi-urban •....• 62,000 21 12,000 18 50,000 22 
R\lral •.......... 25,000 9 17,000 25 8,000 4 

a Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 

Table 6.--Percent Change in Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile Courts, 
. United States, 1958-l959a 

Type of court Total Official Unofficial 

Total ~ ........ b +26 +19 b +28 . - --
Urban ........... b +24 +16 b +26 
Semi -urban •.•••• +33 +21 +36 
Rtlral . .:;, .•.• it •••• +29 +24 +41 

~ Data are from the national sample of juvenile courts. 
Large increases mostly due to an administrative change in the method of 

handling traffic cases in two large urban communities in one State. 

10 
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Table 7.--Trend in Delinquency Cases Disposed of by Juvenile 
Courts, United states, 1940-1959 

Delinquency casesa 
Child population 

Year of U.S. (10-17 Including Excluding years of age)b 
traffic traffic 

1940 ..........•. 200,000 19,138,000 
1941. ............. 224,000 18,916,000 
1942 ............ 250,000 18,648,000 
1943 ....... a •••• 344,000 le~309,OOO 
1944 ............ 330,000 17,738,000 
1945 ............. 344,000 17,512,000 

1946 ..... ~ ...... 295,000 17,419,000 
1947 ............ 262,000 17,344,000 
1948" ..•.•.•••.•. 254,000 17,314,000 
1949 ............ 272,000 17,365,000 
1950 .... n ••••••• 280,000 17,398,000 

1951.* ... 0 •••••• 298,000 17,705,000 
1952 ............ 332,000 18,201,000 
1953 ............ 374,000 18,980,000 
1954 ... $ •••••••• 395,000 19,551,000 
1955 ............ 431,000 20,112,000 

1956 .. c ••••••••• 520,000 20,623,000 
1957"" ••••••••••• 603,000 440,000 22,173,000 
1958 ....... " .... y 703,000 gJ 473,000 23,443,000 
1959 ............ y 773,000 483,000 24,607,000 

a 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. 

b Data based on estimates from Bureau of Census, U.S. Department of Commerce 
(Current Population Reports, Series P-25). 

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

d MUch of the increase is accounted for in one State by an administrative 
change in the method of handling juveni~e traffic cases. 

11 
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Table 8.--Nurnber and Rate of Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by 
Juvenile Courts, United States, 1959a 

Rate per 1,000 child populationb 

Type of court Nuniber 
of cases .All Age jurisdiction of court 

courts Under 16 Under 17 Under 

Urb8Ile .. " •.••.... 77,000 4.0 3.6 4.6 3.8 
Semi-urban ••.•••• 37,000 3.1 3.8 3.0 2.8 
Rtlral .. ~ ..•... " • " 14,000 1.2 0.6 1.6 1.4 

18c 

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

b Calculated on basis of the 1950 child population at risk; that is, the 
child population under 16 for COllrts whose age jurisdiction is under 16, etc. 

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 column. 

Table 9.--Percent Change in Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by 
Juvenile Courts, United states, 1958-1959a 

Type of court Total Official Unofficial 

Total. " ................. +3 +6 -2 

Urban .. "."" ". ".""",, iii." "" " """" +2 +6 -6 
Semi -urban" CI • , " " • " " " • , " " " " " • +B +8 +8 
Rural. " .. " " " " . " . " " " . " " " " " " " " !?I +1 -3 

a Estimates based on data from 1,506 courts reporting each year whose 
jurisdictions 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 

1946 ........... . 
1947 ............ . 
1948 ............ . 
1949 ............ . 
1950 ............ . 

1951 ........... .. 
1952 ........... . 
1953 ......... 0 •• 

1954 ........... . 
1955 ............ . 

1956" .........•• 
1957 ........... . 
1958 ........... . 
1959 ........... . 

Dependency and neglect 
casesa 

101,000 
104,000 
103,000 

98,000 
9.3,000 

97,000 
98,000 

103,000 
103,000 
106,000 

105,000 
114,000 
124,000 
128,000 

Child population of U. ~. 
(Under 18 years of age) 

41,759,000 
43,301,000 
44,512,000 
45,775,000 
47,017,000 

48,598,000 
50,296,000 
51,987,000 
53,737,000 
55,568,000 

57,377,000 
59,336,000 
61,238,000 
63,038,000 

a Data for 1955-1959 estimated from courts serving about two-thirds of the 
child population under 18 years of age in the United states. Data prior to 
1955 estimated by the Children's Bureau, based on reports from a smaller but 
co~arab1e group of courts. 

b 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 

CmLDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND UNOFPlClALLY BY ALL JVVBNlLE COURTS REPORTING FOR 19511" 

Age OF1ICIAL CA.S£S UNOPTIC tAL CASlS 
under 

.Area aernd by ouurtb Wich DDUnqueno)' Dependency Delinquency Ilepon:lency 
court haB (""cept Tratfic and Speclel (except Traffic and 

Spechl 
origin.1 traffic) neglect. proceedings tr.ffic) neglect procee<llngG 

Jurisdlcticn 

ALABAMA: 
c 16, 18 JereerBon Co. (Birmingham) ............... 1,083 16 1,00) -- 6% J 7~ --

It>bU. Co. (It>bUe) ...................... 16 458 3 )01 -- 21fi -- 65 --
_tgomery Co. (It>ntgome'1) .............. c 16, 18 191 -- 48 -- 195 .- 7)0 --
64 sma11 courts .••••.•.••.•..•.•.•.••.••• 16 1,430 44 1,1)7 -- 192 1 20 --

.ARIZGNA: 
l'I!lrioopa Co. (Rloen1x) ................... lB 7,020 )4) 379 ),J03 1,046 -- l~ 206 

ARlCANSAS: 
fulBSld Co. (Little Rock) ................ 21 244 (d) 149 -- )85 (d) )10 --
26 small courts .•••••••.••••••.•..•••..•• 21 9)1 (d) 1" )6 71 (d) 6) 1) 

CALIFORNIA: 
Alameda Co. (Oo.klend) .................... 21 1,759 405 4~ 47 2,940 8,915 1,287 1,097 
Contra Costa Co. (rdclurcnd) .............. 21 930 39 ))7 3 1,)58 4,0)7 1B6 293 
Fresno Co. (rresno) ...................... 21 977 41 244 2 49 160 4) 12) 
Kern Co. (Bakersrield) ................... 21 911 29 282 18 876 4,527 66 331 
Los .Angeles Co. (Los Angel •• ) ............ 21 9,045 526 2,855 )6 1,lB7 73,7)1 )87 1,J54 
ttmterey co. (_terey) .................. 21 I,t:Ii 11 90 9 852 JO 49 1)2 
Orange Co. (Santa Ana) ................... 21 1,283 25 378 12 1,853 7,841 246 469 
R1 vcrBide Co. (R! verside) ................ 21 801 14 281 7 528 ),028 98 1 
Sacrament.o Co. (Sacr.mento) .............. 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 
Sen otego Co. (San otego) ................ 21 1,78) 60 828 19 2,855 12,522 665 662 
San Francisco Co. (San Francisco) ........ 21 1,183 20 754 1 2,544 3,801 838 182 
San Jo.quin Co. (stoclrt.on) ............... 21 547 13 212 1 6~ 1 64 1 
San ""teo Co. (San ""teo) ................ 21 529 8 219 1 629 4,947 lB4 191 
Santa Clora Co. (San Jose) .............. 21 871 3 I,t:Ii 22 1,641 8,675 J41 1'10 
Solano Co. (Vel1eJo) ..................... 21 167 2 105 -- 231 1,16) 44 95 
Son_ Co. (Santa RoD.) .................. 21 2)6 9 82 J )39 296 267 96 
Stenlslaus Co. (It>desto) ................. 21 294 4) 1.45 3 546 -- 25 178 
Mare Co. (M.re) ...................... 21 495 2' 1.57 5 402 1,394 42 8B 
Ventura Co. (Oxnard) ..................... 21 321 21 8) 4 )08 2,200 67 225 
38 Bmall court.s ••••••• 4 •••••••••••••••••• 21 3,0)6 525 980 54 3,921 4,422 49) 395 

OOLORAOO: 
[)mver (City &, Co.) ...................... 18 1,)89 16 875 1,563 155 2 81 22 
).2 small courts .••....••.....•..•••...•.. 18 ),687 ~ 239 772 168 -- 1 --

CCIHllECTICUT: 
First otBtriot (Bridgeport) .............. 16 559 (d? 284 196 1,9)8 (d? -- --
S.cond otstric: (New Haven) .............. 16 556 (d 435 497 2,194 (d -- --
'1hird otstrict (Hartford) ........ , ....... 16 451 (d) 5)8 516 1,124 (d) -- --

IELAIIARE: 
NevcBatle Co. (IIUmlngton) ................ 1S 1,750 630 22 776 -- -- -- --

PISmCT Of COLUMBI.': 
loIl.hington - City ........................ 1S 1,0'6 178 29~ -- 1,173 53 7 --

FLORIDA: 
Dede CO. (Miami) ......................... '.7 2,209 8B 682 14) 1,028 lB5 8fJ7 7 
o,va1 Co. (Jack.onvi11e) ................. 17 1,246 414 989 15' 582 6 338 48 
!scBlli>ia Co. (Pensacol.) ................. 17 698 )61 687 14 264 -- 132 2 
HiUsborough Co. (Tampa) ................. 17 901 1,090 1,431 102 l,D3 ) 292 2 
Orange Co. (Orlando) ..................... 17 477 405 153 97 468 5 34 12 
!'elm Be.oh Co. (11. !'elm BeDoh) ........... 17 451 )7 123 44 552 54 281 9 
PineUaD Co. (St. Petersburg) ............ 17 350 816 26B )2 799 -- 290 3 
60 smnl.l courts ..•••..•••••...•.•.. , .•.•. 17 4,677 1,867 1,522 m 4,023 1,414 l,21fi 27 

IlEOROIA: 
Bibb Co. (Hocc.') ......................... 17 317 1) 121 22 -- -- -- --
DeKalb Co. (Dec.tur) ..................... 17 772 U6 286 249 215 ~ 214 --
fulton Co. (Atlanta) ..................... 17 2,578 249 1,008 -- -- -- -- --
MJscogee Co. (COlurous) ••••• ~ ••.••••••••• 17 702 49 242 -- -- -- -- --
Rlclurcnd Co. (August.) ................... 17 426 66 73 21 144 23 51 27 
17 small courts ........................... 17 1,954 234 551 1)8 1,'35 39 8" 90 

HAIIAII: 
Fir.t Cirouit (HonolUlu) ................. lB 2,018 730 276 573 978 293 162 --

ILLINOIS: 
1,~74 Cool< Co. (Cblcago) ....................... lS 6181~ (e) 6,143 %8 ('l 1,13' 12 

0, \'age Co. (nntturBt) ................... 1S 124 (e) 107 JOl -- (e 72 --
lane Co. (Aurora) ........................ 18 94 (el 156 274 11' (e/ 294 --
1Alc. Co. (I/aukegant ..................... 18 265 (e 45'/ 320 96 (e, 114 --
Hodison Co. (Alton ...................... 18 78 (e? 169 242 -- (e? -- --
Peoria Co. (Peor!a ••..••••••••••••••.••• 18 39 (e 164 )42 50 (e 20 --
St. Clair Co. (1.. St. Loui.) ............. 18 104 (e) 145 334 (e) (e) -- --
Will Co. (Jollet) •••••••.• ,., ••••• u ••••• 18 7~ (e) 31 160 76 (ej 21 --
lIlnnebago Co. (Rockford) ................. 1S 1)7 (e) 216 402 647 (e J80 .-
11 aJD9.ll courts .. , ..................................... 18 226 (e) 138 487 257 (e) 106 --

IHIlLIIIA: 
lAlce Co. (00.'1) .......................... lB 604 (d) 190 -- 6.43 (d! -- --
~1lr1on Co. (Indianapolls) ................. 18 1,969 (d) ~90 287 " (d 8 9 
9 s1Dl1ll courts ................ , •• o .............. 18 435 7 97 147 ?06 ~ 128 197 
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CmLDREN'S CASKS DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND tJmFFICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1959a 

'. AIle OmcIJ.L CASES Ul«JmcIJ.L CA.5E:l 
under 

Area served by court b 
which Delinquency Dependency Delinquency tependency eour1. has (except Tr.ffic and Special (except Traffic and Special 

originl\l trarfic) neglect proceedings tr.ffic) neglect proceedings 
JurhdlcUon 

IOWA: ,. Bl.ck H.>ot Co. (1Ia, .. 100) ................ 18 108 (dl 127 518 (d) 159 
L1nn W. (C.dar Rapid.) .................. 18 69 (d 26 558 (d? 74 
Polk c". (!les It>in •• ? .................... 18 259 (d) 167 826 (d 60 
Scott co. (O!Ivenport .••••••.•.•••••.•••• 18 95 (d) J9 217 (d) 40 
Woodbury Co. (Sioux City) ................ 16 281 (d) 121 464 (d) 393 
71 small courts ...•. " .•••.•..•.•••....•.• 16 1,000 (d) 464 1,850 (d) 443 

:~.~!: ~~~ 
ItANSAS: 

Sec1gv.lck Co. ('J1chJ.t.) ................... ~ 16, 18 527 133 147 1 
Shaw.e Co. (Topek.) ..................... c 16, 18 55 62 93 34 55 14 .,::. WylUldotte Co • (KIlIl8'. City) .............. c 16, 16 219 '6 79 364 10 62 
90 sllltll courts .......................... 16, 18 562 345 274 622 224 94 

ICl:N1IJCKY: 
Kenton Co. (CoVington) ................... 18 192 17 203 
, small courts ••.•.•.•.••••• 0 •• 0 • 0 •• ••••• 16 449 J2 BOO --

LOUISIANA: 
Caddo Pnriah Co. (Shrev.port) ............ 17 257 ill 99 522 61 24 
E. Bate" I\ouge Parish (Baton I\ouge) ....... 17 616 6B8 201 74 J?3 
4th Judicial Din. (Itlnroe) .............. 17 324 101 75 12 196 6C 
Or1e"",. Parish (H." Or1elUla) ............. 17 1,024 1,2)6 214 6,760 761 
46 elD!lll courts ............. , .............. 17 2,569 723 825 234 2,633 143 637 225 

MAINE' 
45 amoll courts .......................... 17 1,099 200 35 96 1 

IWIl'LAND: 
Anne Arund.1 Co. (Ann.polts) ............. 16 362 (d) 100 1 242 Cd? 
Baltil:xlre (City) ......................... 16 3,296 (d) 2,056 79 470 (d 
Baltil:xlre Co ............................. 16 1,115 Cd) 251 3 Cd) 
Itlnt/lO""ry Co. CSilver Spring) ........... 18 593 1,262 244 562 4 119 
Prince Ooorg •• co. (Hyattsville) ......... 16 785 Cd) 94 2 15 Cd~ 1 2 
18 •••. 11 courts .......................... 18 1,19' (d) 416 43 69 Cd 10 14 

HAS.SACHUS£'!'l'S: 
BOSTOO: 

Bo.ton (Central Section) ............... 17 614 (el 71 ee) 
Brighton ................................ 17 43 Ce Ce) 
Charlestovn ......................... to ........ 17 160 Ce) 5 (e) 
Ibrc:..hester ..................................... .. 17 266 Ce) 16 Ce) 
East Boston ............................ 17 163 (e) 9 l4J, (e) 
Roxbury ................................ 17 665 (e) 69 Ce) 
South Boston ........................... 17 172 (el 11 Ce) 
Vest RoJebw-y .................... 0 ................. 17 236 (0 1 Ce) 

DISTRICT: 
..:trcestel'" cent. (WOl"cester) .................. 17 609 Ce) 50 6B (e) 
E. Norfolk (Quincy) .................... 17 Lo7 Ce) 11 63 Ce) 
E. Htddlesex, 18t CHalden) ............. 17 286 (e) 2 17 {e) 
LIlwrence (Lavrence) ........................... 17 158 Ce) 13 Ce) 
Lovell (Lovell) ........................ 17 1)6 Cel 24 Ce) 
Bristol, 2nd (Fall River) .............. 17 169 Ce ISO Cel 
SOmerville (Somerville) ................ 17 77 Ce? 3 Ce 
Southern Essex CLynn) .................. 17 305 C. 8 Ce) 
Spr'.naf1e1d (Springfield) •••••••••••••• 17 )62 (e) 4B Ce) 
Bristol, 3rd CNe" Bedtcrd) ............. 17 216 Ce) 12\ (e) 
E. Htddlc.ex, 3rd (Callbridge) .......... 17 288 (e) 41 Ce) 
'4 sma11 courts ................................. 17 3,634 Ce) 2H 243 Ce) 

MICHIGAN: 
aerrien CO. CBenton Harbor) .............. 17 69 1 37 272 4D9 26 
Calhowl CO. (Battle Creek) ............... 17 179 157 6J 282 42 
aeness.e CO. (ntnt) ..................... 17 449 34 ~23 3 '5 1 
Ingha .. CO. CLan.oillg) ..................... 17 166 2 181 4 675 3 
Jackson CO. CJ.ck.on) .................... 17 76 47 9 469 7 
It&1Il1!1OZoo CO. (Kill ..... "") ................ 17 147 , 81 400 918 67 
K.nt CO. (Qrond Rapids) .................. 17 258 3 272 73 1,4SO 6 
Hoe""" Co. (E"st Detroit) ................ 17 ;lS5 J 11) 19 1,079 21 
/WIkegon CO. (Itl.kegon) .................. 17 119 ~ 128 377 34 
O&ilend CO. (Pontiac) ................. , .. 17 517 6 434 247 2,244 no 
Seg1na" CO. (5e&ina ... ) .................... 17 212 95 77 1,155 85 
lIa.htenaw CO. CAnn }.rood ................ 17 16S 120 122 
\layn. Co. (I'etroit) ...................... 17 2,483 1,993 6J9 9,097 11 
10 ~mll. courts .................................... 17 1,433 32 965 925 . 3,793 ~3? 

I'IIIl!IESOTA: 
Hen.'~1n CO. (HinDe.r.UB) ............... 18 1,400 3,216 851 601 1,211 
Ra.ms&y Co. {St. PaUl ' ... '.'4 •••••..•••... 18 978 103 357 277 2,463 
st. Lout. CO. (nauth) ................... 16 254 35 77 306 369 
6 emRl.l OourtB ....... t ......... ~.o ............... 18 '67 905 73 9 142 41 93 

MISSISSIPPI: 
Hinde CO. (Jack.on) ...................... 16 312 3 20 169 1 1 
7;1 amal1 courts .......................... 18 1,2)0 11 8S1 699 9 181 

1!ISSWR.t: 
Creen. Co. (Spr1ngfie1d) ................. 17 82 8 49 60 26J 215 1 
Jackson Co. (Xanal& City) ..••••..•••••. tf 17 909 )6 90 424 1,)90 429 220 ~ 
st. Lout. CO. ClInl.v.rl1ty City) .......... 17 6)6 22 50 ~31 1,137 )89 ')fY/ 46 
st. Louts Cotty) ......................... 17 #>6 S 320 694 3,D60 200 469 50 'i 102 sll8ll courts .......................... 17 1,398 J46 ~27 853 1,167 740 74 6 

;j. 
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~ CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALL¥ BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1959" 

Age OFFICIAL CASE:. UlIOFFICIAL CASE:. 
under 

Area serVed by court b 
vlUch Delinquency Dependency Delinquency ~pendency court hac (except Traefic IUld Spec!"l (except. Treenc IUld SVUeis i 

oriCinal tr.eri.) neglect proceedings trerfic) neglc:ct. procf:edl:.gtJ 
Juri.diction 

IilNl'ANA: 
2 small court.s ••••••.•••••••••••••..•••.• 18 65 1,624 282 

IIl:EJU3KA: 
J sJrl1l1 courto .. 00 ••• ' •••• to "0_ •••••••••• 18 262 (e) 20) 2 ee) en (r) (r) 

~ 

I 
Nt'J lIA.'IP"clllR!;, 

B4 smll courts ... ,. ................. , .••.. 18 3]9 1 61 7 22 

Nt'J MtX! co: 
Berna11110 Co. (Albuquerque) •••••• '" •• , • 18 890 560 747 2,681 

\ 28 small courtc ..••.•••.....•••.• , .•..•• " 18 1,084 1,483 5,224 1,453 

I/ElIlQRJ(: 
AlblUlY Co. (AlblUlY) ...................... 16 269 147 257 (e) 
Broo~ Co. (B1n6ll""Pton) ................. 16 73 54 91 84 (e) 
Chaut8.Jquo CO. (Jamestown) ••••••••••• , ••• 16 128 66 173 2 (e) 
!:Utch_cs CO. (Poughkeepeie) .............. 16 148 78 (e) 
!rie Co. (BurC..to) ....................... 16 662 6 198 859 65 (e) 
tl:>nroe Co. (Rochester) ................... 16 ]97 9 125 668 (e) 
Ne\l York (City) •.• t •• ,: to to eo ••••• to •••• to 16 12,112 (e) 2,751 457 952 (e) 1,567 
Niagara CO. (Nlagara fall.) .............. 16 189 4 160 208 315 Co) 146 
oneid. Co. (Uti c.) ....................... 16 170 3 22 2 (e) 
Q-londaga Co. (SyracuD.) .................. 16 430 4 217 480 (e) 
Orange Co. (Newburgll) .................... 16 143 1 24 69 (e) 
Re.n.aBelocl' Co. (Troy) .................... 16 106 3 91 (·1 Scheneotady Co. {Schenectady) ............ 16 113 2 42 In (. 
SUfeolk Co. (Islip) ...................... 16 ]97 7 68 42 (e) 
IleDtch.st.r Co. (Yonlc.ra) ................ 16 204 6 232 )82 ')27 (e) 
~ sma..ll courta •.•.•..• , .•••.•••• Ii ••••••• 16 ~,900 17 1,082 2,752 497 (e) 441 OS 

NORn! CARO!.INA: 
Bune:,,!:lbt; Co. (A:heville} ................. , 16 135 1 69 143 11 
rllrh8!:l Co. (Illrhac) ...................... 16 304 4 1,6 35 
Forsyth Co. (lI1nsto\J.Snl."') .............. 16 )1,6 5 281 193 119 5 13 12 
Gaston Co. (Gastonia) .................... 16 93 67 89 197 J 103 32 
OuilCord Co. (Greensboro) ••••••.• t ••••••• 16 294 35 257 170 366 5 12 8 
I'Iecltl.nbt:rg Co. (Cll.rlott.) .............. 16 485 11 52 A14 S71 11 275 122 
w.Jte CO. (~.lgh) ....................... t6 296 8 139 3Z4 ~ 4 
Cf:J o~l CQurts •• ,. ••••••••••••••••••••••• 16 2.~43 80 639 222 49 7 

NORn! lW(OTA: 
Nr.t J~dicinl Distriot (Fargo) .......... 18 34' lOS 73 140 228 597 29 38 

• 
2 small courts •••• « ................ f •••••• 18 33 22 ) 169 , 9 

CillO: 
Butler Co. (HIU:l11ton) .................... 18 227 6,)7 5S 904 z 2 
C18rk Co. (SprincCield) .................. 18 12' 44 68 455 296 'l 
Cuyahoga Co. (Cleveland) ................. 18 2,407 181 50S 116 1,4'7 4.483 ') 
l'l'enUin Co. (COIUl:l!T.o) .................. 18 278 1,501 244 l' ~6 1 18 
Hamilton Co. (Cincinnat.i' •••••••. 0 Ii •••••• 18 710 2,845 401 '),099 S 56 
Lorain Co~ (Lorain) ...................... 18 l..I,2 9 133 408 360 
tucap Co. (Toledo) .••• Ii ................... 18 607 1,'36 34 141 1,695 )01 4 152 
Hnhoning Co. (YoWl8stown) ................ 18 132 11 1)0 1 884 741 34 3 
i'tJntgollltry Co. (D!yton) .................. 18 615 227 )08 176 1,SB8 1,692 10 S 
Stork Co. (canton) ....................... 18 94 92 
5w:c1t Co. (Akron) ....................... 18 94 1'4 301 37 2,319 1,197 
TNcb.uJ. Co. (Warr.n) .................... 18 179 101 112 17 329 4'8 
70 omll CO\U"t.D •• ~ .......................... 18 4,990 5,553 1,477 667 2,963 1,'" 156 9. 

OKl..IJi:l1At 
Wch,,,", Co. (OI:lallo::a City) ............. 16, 18 789 (e) 275 175 411 (e) 33 
MDB Co. (=.a) ........................ 16, 18 261 165 187 4 S92 10 370 
7 small courta ••••......••• " ••. , .......... 16, 18 175 3S 120 6 44 89 6 

OR!;CONt 
Lane Co. (~ene) ........................ 18 477 33 88 16 671 10 71 15 
Marion Co, (Sal.m) ....................... 18 538 2" 160 98 442 12 174 71 
"-1ltno.'>Bh Co. (Poril""d) ................. 18 879 74i. 881 218 2,099 2,829 938 86 
26 !l:oall ccurts ................................... 18 2,l64 ,n 819 110 3,049 72 884 4" 

P!;NNtnVIJIIA' 
Allegheny Co. (Plttabtll'gh) ............... 18 4,770 286 951 75 924 "5 957 
8eClver Co. {CiqUippc) ............... 0 ......... 18 142 3 )6 273 64 11 
BerL~ Co. {ReAt11ngl ......................... 18 156 2 153 7 335 33 
Blal,. Co. (Altoonu) ...................... 1B 124 6 32 5 109 1 48 6 
Buel<a Co. (Brl.tol) ............. , ........ 18 197 10 llS 19 279 57 299 
Cheat.er Co. (West Cheater) .• , ............. 18 470 II 23 178 3 17 
Delllwr(; CO. (Cheater) •. , ............. , ••• 16 625 J31 383 26S 207 
Erl. Co. (tri.) .......................... 18 135 17 187 1,) 
rayette Co. (Uniontown) .................. 18 104 7 2 189 4 
1.be"kawar..nb Co. (ScrantM) ..... ~ .. , .. <I •••••••• , 18 216 44 17 74 
Lt:hict! Ce. (Allentovn).; ••• ~ ••• ; ••••••••• 18 179 10 84 74 1) 1 
1.uterne Co. tWilketl-Sarre}. I •• u ........ t .... 18 ]93 84 2 
Mercer ec.. (Sharon) ••••• ~ ••••••••••• , ••• " 18 101 79 ]9 29 10 
Itmtgo",ry Co. (Itlrriot"'''T ............. 18 92 174 5 279 1'4 
HorthompWn Co. (a~thlehelt II •• ' ••••• "." •• 18 93 5 23 , 232 21 , 
Ph.11adc,lphl& (City rmd Co. H." to" h.', l 18 9,301 79 1, 78} 255 
Schuylknl Co. (Pottsv.:lle .............. 18 ';!!7 37 1)3 28 489 101 20 
","oldngtor. Co. (\Iqnhingj.Ofl) .............. 18 167 62 42 93 
lieDtczort:1a.nd Co. (Nev Keneingt.on) ••• to .. , 16 229 10 6 481 11 1 
lor.k Co, (Yorlc) •• t .............. IIr~ ••••••• 1 18 lOb 18 479 
~ small courto •.•••••• " •.••.•• , ••••••••• 18 163 1 ,6 1 210 119 
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CHILDREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALLY BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTING FOR 1959" 

Age 
under 
which 

OFfICIAL CASE.'; UNOfnCIAL CASE.'; 

court has 
original 

Jurisdiction 

Delinquency 
(excepi 
troUic) 

Dependency 
Traffic and 

n~clect 

Special 
proce~dingu 

Delinquency 
(exct!I·t 
troffic) 

Dependency 
Traffic Mid 

neglect 

5peci.l 
proct:f.::dinga 

MlITO RICO: 
7 small courto ••• ; .•.•. I ••••••••••• " ••••• 

RHODE ISLAND: 
State (ProVidence) ....................... . 

SOtmf CAROLINA: 
Qreen''ille CO. (GreenVille) ............ .. 
Spartanburg Co. (Spartanburg) ........... . 
J SlIlftll courts ••••.•••••....••••..••••.•• 

SOlrl'H IlAXI7l'A: '7 soall courts ..••..••••.••..••.•••.•.•. 

TEXAS: 
8 .. or Co. (San Antordo) ................ .. 
C .... rcn Co. (Src"""'l:lle) .............. .. 
Do110. CO. (D>lla.) .................... .. 
Colveston Co. (Oal ""ston) ............. .. 
HidoI<!o Co. (It>Allen) .................. .. 
Jefferson Co. (Bea\1lDJJ1t). II~' ••••••••••• , 

Lubbocl< CO. (Lubbock) ................... . 
It>Leno .. , Co. (\laco) ..................... . 
Huece. Co. (Corpus Christi) ............ .. 
Travis CO. (Austin) ..................... , 
117 small courts .............. 0 • 0 •••• 0 • 0 • 0 

UTAH: 
First District (~dan) ................. .. 
Second District (Salt Lal<e City) ........ . 
Third District (Provo) ................. .. 
) amll courts •.• 0 ... 0 ••••• 000 •• 0.0 ... 0. 0'. 

'rLll!'\JN1': 
17 small courts ......................... . 

VIRCIN ISLANDS: 
2 small courtn •••••.••• 0 ••••••• , •••••• 0 •• 

VIRCINIA: 
Arlington Co ............................ . 
fairfax Co. (Falls Church) ............ .. 
Norfolk CO. (City) ..................... .. 
119 small col.lrte. 0 •••••••••••• 0 •••••••• 0 • 

IIASl!INCTON: 
King Co. (Seattle) ..................... .. 
Pierce CO. (Taco ... ) ..................... . 
Snohomish Co. (Everett) ................ .. 
Spoknn. Co. (Spokane) ................... . 
Yald ... Co. (Yakima) ... " ................ . 
27 awl courts .......................... 4 • 

IIFST VIRllINII.: 
cabell Co. (Huntington) ................. . 
Kane\o'nh Co. (Cho.rlf."Gtm) ................ .. 
~3 DlllOll courts ......................... . 

WISCOIISIN: 
tBn. Co. (~d1scn) ...................... . 
MU""uk •• Co. (1U1vaukee) ............... . 
Racine Co. (Racine) ••••. 0 •••••••••••• 0 ••• 

~9 .small courtn ..•••••••••••••••. 0 ••••••• 
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159 

578 

58 
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379 
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10 

11 

2,310 
4,19) 
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832 
974 
606 

~,313 
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69 
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1,566 

-. I! 
901 

107 

202 
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a NOTE' \.'EIJ..: nun table i8 not l1mited to th~ sample group of oourts but rather includes all courta that transmitted reports to the Children's 
Bureau. lbe data in th;.8 table slwuld not be used to aaie ooaparlsons betVeen cOlml.lf11tieD rega.rd.ing tbl! extent of ~el1.nquencyo Q.lestions COllCle.."'f1ing 
eh!lJ'lges in an .1.nd1v1dual Cour-ttD dAta .from one ,year to another should be direoted to that individUal court. 

b Courtn oerving areaa Vith popJ.letion of loo,COO or lIDre are listed separatoly, 8ho\1ing the chler city located in each area. Courts serviJ:lg area.s 
\lith 109ft than lOO,COO population ore oonilined tor ellch State and are proaented 80 "iJltOll courta." 

• The age under lIhieh Cllurt has origitlnl Jurisdiction 18 diUerent for bOYD and girl.. Ill. age for boys appear. 1'iret. 
d Inilpp11cable __ Juvenile court. does not have Jurisdiction o\,-r Juvenile traffic cases. 
e tate on traffic OAses not reported aeparatelY from other t)'pes or delinquency casco. they- are included under "DeUnquctnc,r .. except traffic." 
r Reported on official ""e •• only. 
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