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Foreword 

This report represents the fourth in a series submitted to Congress in fulfillment of its mandate for an annual report 
regardingjuveniIes taken into custody. It provides the most current and extensive data available on admissions to and 
custodial residents in public and private juvenile facilities, adult jails, State correctional facilities, and police lockups. 

While we believe that juvenile justice professionals and others will find the information contained in this report useful, 
the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention remains committed to our efforts to improve the quality and 
the comprehensiveness of data regarding juveniles taken into custody. The inadequacy of individual-level data is a 
deficiency that must be addressed not simply to meet congressional mandates, but to better serve the juvenile justice 
community. In this regard, the continued progress of the State Juvenile Corrections System Reporting Program­
detailed in the report-is a cause of encouragement. 

Thank you for your interest and for your contribution. 

Shay Bilchik 
Administrator 
Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 
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Executive SUllltnary 

Juveniles Taken Into 
Custody 

This report responds to a congressional mandate from the 
1988 Amendments to the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency 
Prevention (JJDP) Act. The amendments expanded the 
scope of information that the Office of Juvenile Justice and 
Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) is required to provide on 
juveniles taken into custody in the United States, and 
require an annual summary of the number and characteris­
tics of juveniles taken into custody; the number of juveniles 
who died in custody and the circumstances of their deaths; 
and trends demonstrated by the data. 

As required by the Act, separate data must be presented for 
juvenile nonoffenders, status offenders, delinquent offend­
ers, and by types of facilities based on the following 
measures: 

• Number of juveniles taken into custody. 

II Rates at which juveniles are taken into custody. 

III Trends demonstrated by the data, disaggregated by: 

Types of offenses with which the juveniles are 
charged. 

Race and gender of the juveniles. 

Ages of the juveniles in custody. 

The report must provide this information for specified types 
of facilities, such as secure detention and correctional 
facilities, jails, and lockups (42 U.S.c. 5617). Juveniles 
Taken Illto Custody: Fiscal Year 1992 Report, which is 
summarized below, presents the results of these analyses. 

Responding to the Congressional 
Mandate 

Having identified the available data on juveniles taken into 
custody and having determined their inadequacy in meeting 
the congressional mandate, OJJDP funded the Research 
Program on Juveniles Taken Into Custody, which incorpo­
rates the State Juvenile Corrections System Reporting 
Program (SJCSRP). 
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The report presents the most recent information on juve­
niles taken into custody and the data collected in 40 States 
and the District of Columbia through SJCSRP. The former 
offer admissions data on juveniles (including those in adult 
correctional facilities), primarily based on the survey 
information provided by the 1991 Census of Public and 
Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter 
Facilities, better known as the Children in Custody (CIC) 
Census. 

The national data sets have at least two limitations. First, 
they do not use individual-level data on juveniles and, 
therefore, cannot provide an accurate count of admissions 
per year. If a juvenile transfers from one facility to another, 
the transfer is counted as a second admission. Thus, unless 
the individual is the unit of analysis in measuring admis­
sions, the result will almost always be an overestimation of 
youth admissions. 

Second, information available on characteristics of juve­
niles admitted is inadequate. While most facilities record 
specific demographic, legal, and other information for 
administrative or operational purposes, no mechanism 
exists to collect and synthesize these data on a national 
level for research, policy, or program development 
purposes. 

Nevertheless, national data sets currently remain the only 
comprehensive measure of the numbers of juveniles taken 
into the custody by various types of facilities. 

Summary of Findings 

The most recent data (1990) reflect approximately 12,000 
facilities that might hold juveniles (table A). Fewer than 27 
percent of those facilities were specifically designed to hold 
juveniles, the remainder being aduitjails, police lockups, 
and State and adult correctional facilities. On any given 
day, approximately 100,000 youth resided in juvenile and 
adult facilities. One-day counts, on February 15, 1991, 
show that 94 percent of juveniles in custody were held in 
juvenile facilities. However, data from police and sheriffs' 
lockups are not included in these counts, because no 
reliable estimates exist. 

In 1990, females accounted for approximately 21 percent of 
juvenile admissions and were admitted to private facilities 
in higher percentages than were males (29 percent and 12 
percent, respectively) (table B). This is probably because 
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females tend to commit less serious offenses than males, 
and private facilities are usually less secure than public. 

In 1992, delinquent offenses constituted nearly 74 percent 
of juvenile commitments. The majority of offenders were 
held in public facilities (table C). Status offense cases 
constituted a larger percentage of youth confined in private 
rather than public facilities (15 percent and 3 percent, 
respectively); the same being true for nonoffenders. 

One-day count rates for black youth in 1991 were more 
than twice as high as rates for Hispanics and almost 4 times 
as high as rates for white youth (figure A). 

In 1990, there were 26 reported deaths in public facilities 
and 18 deaths in pri vate facilities. A third of the deaths in 
public juvenile facilities were suicides. 

From 1982 to 1991, the female Part I arrest rate increased 
15 percent, while the male Part I arrest rate decreased 2 
percent (table D). A disturbing change was the 45-percent 
increase in the female violent crime arrest rate during the 
same period. The male violent crime arrest rate increased 
nearly 28 percent. 

Between 1983 and 1991, admissions to detention facilities 
rose 33 percent (table E).1 The I-day count custody rates 
for juveniles increased from 290 to 357 per 100,000 
thousand youth (peaking in 1989 at 367) during the same 
period. 

Total admissions for juveniles to jails decreased from 1983 
to 1991 (from 105,366 to 60,181). Admission rates de­
creased as well (from 386 to 229 per 100,000 thousand). 
However, I-day counts for juveniles in jails increased over 
the same period. This fact could be accounted for by 
increases in the average length of stay (ALOS) for juve­
niles in jails (data are unavailable). If lengths of stay were 
increasing, admissions would decrease, while I-day count') 
would increase. 

The National Corrections Reporting Program reports that in 
1988, most youth admitted to adult prisons were age 17 (82 
percent). Forty-nine percent of these youth had committed 
property offenses and 36 percent had committed person 
offenses. 

Summary of Findings From 
SJCSRP 
To bridge gaps unfilled by existing national data sets on 
juveniles taken into custody, OJJDP funded SJCSRP, the 

I Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are 
subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and 
overinc1usion. See appendix C for further explanation. 
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goal being to ensure that all States and the District of 
Columbia would provide individual-level, automated data 
on juveniles taken into custody in State-operated public and 
private facilities. This reporting mechanism will allow for 
access to information about youth nationwide by multiple 
characteristics, such as age, gender, race, and offense. 

Two other programs that come under the Juveniles Taken 
Into Custody umbrella, the Local Juvenile Corrections 
System RerJorting Program (LJCSRP) and the Federal 
Juvenile Corrections System Reporting Program (FJCSRP), 
will work in conjunction with SJCSRP to complete the 
picture of juveniles taken into custody. They are not, 
however, included in this report. 

Participation in SJCSRP increased significantly in 1992. 
Twenty States provided individual-level data (18 automated 
and 2 manual), while 20 States and the District of Colum­
bia provided aggregate-level or survey data (see map A). 

All 41 jurisdictions provided certain information on 
juveniles taken into custody (Le., gender, race/ethnicity, 
and offense), but only the individual-level States were able 
to provide such information as age, grade level, facility 
type, and number of prior admissions. When all States can 
supply individual-level data, the amount of information 
available regarding the characteristics of confined juveniles 
will be unprecedented. 

In 1991, 44,096 juveniles were taken into custody in the 41 
participating jurisdictions, and 41,253 were released (table 
F). The majority were males (91 percent). Forty-five 
percent were black, 36 percent white, and 3 percent other 
races. Hispanics represented 14 percent of the population. 

In the 34 jurisdictions able to report on type of admission 
and release, new commitments with unknown probation 
status were the most common type of admission (41 
percent), and parole/aftercare the most common type of 
release (61 percent). Youth were committed most often for 
property offenses (38 percent), followed by person offenses 
(23 percent). 

Only States reporting individual-level data were able to 
repOit on age, facility type, court of commitment, number 
of days on escape, number of prior admissions, grade, and 
length of stay. The most common ages for admission were 
15 and 16 (52 percent). The most common age for release 
was 17 and older (53 percent) (table G). 

Eighty-three percent of committed youth were admitted to 
training schools, and 79 percent were released from them. 

The most common court of commitment for admission and 
release was juvenile court (88 percent in both cases). About 
2 percent were either admitted or released through adult 
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court. Courts of commitment for the remainder were 
unknown. 

Seventy-two percent of juveniles committed were never 
escaped during the reporting period; however, nearly 25 
percent were unknown for that category. Most youth had no 
prior admissions (nearly 66 percent), while 16 percent had 
1 to 2 prior admissions. Some individual-level States were 
unable to report data on grade completed at admission and 
release (grades 4 and 9, respectively). For those that could 
report, however, grades 7 and 9 were the most common 
grades completed (39 percent at admission and 20 percent 
at release). 

ALOS ranged from 110 days (Utah) to 548 days (Califor­
nia) (table H). The highest ALOS by offense was 385 days 
(person offenses), the lowest was 117 days (unspecified 
nondelinquency cases). 

Individual-level participants reported that the admissions 
rate for black youth was more than 5 times that of whites 
(688 versus 131 per 100,000) (figure B). For all offenses, 
blacks had the highest admission rate among racial/ethnic 
groups. The discrepancy between black and white youth 
was highest for males committing drug offenses, for which 
the black admission rate was 28 times higher than the white 
rate (figures C and D). 

Within age groups, race was well distributed by percentage 
of admissions (figures E and F). Fifteen- and 16-year-old 
males were admitted in the highest percentages (about 
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twice that of males 17 and older and more than 3 times that 
of males 14 and younger). This was similar for females: 15-
and 16-year-olds were admitted in percentages 3 to 4 times 
higher than those for youth 17 and older, and 2 to 3 times 
as high as those for youth 14 and younger. 

This report includes two special analyses of data provided 
by individual-level States. The first is the development of a 
new indicator called "prevalence." The prevalence indica­
tor reflects the probability of a youth being confined at least 
once before reaching the upper age of juvenile court 
jurisdiction. A calculation of this indicator for all youth, by 
gender and by race/ethnicity, shows that black males have 
the highest rates of prevalence, followed by Hispanic males 
(table I). 

Our second special analysis involves the National Council 
on Crime and Delinquency (NCCD) projections model, 
PROPHET, which allows us to calculate projections to 
determine future bedspace needs for juvenile facilities, 
while accounting for certain policy shifts that might affect 
admissions either positively or negatively. Calculations 
conducted for 15 States (those that could provide the 
required average daily population [ADP]) showed a 
projected increase of 15 percent in the juvenile population 
from 1991 to 2000 (table J). See Chapter 4 for further detail 
regarding these projections. 

Recruitment of States for participation in SJCSRP contin­
ues, the goal being to recruit all 50 States and the District 
of Columbia for participation in the near future. 
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Table A 

Most Recent Available Data of the Number of Juvenile Admissions and I-Day Counts 

Facilities Juvenile Annual 1-Day 
Admissions Custody Count 

Total 11,707 895,4125 99,6825 

Public juvenile facilities I 1,076 683,636 57,542 

Private juvenile facilities I 2,032 139,813 36,190 

Adult jails2 3,372 60,181 2,350 

State and Federal correctional 
facilities3 1,287 11,782 3,600 

Police lockups4 3,940 Unknown Unknown 

Note: These data were compiled from a number of separate statistical series. The definition of a "juvenile" differs in each data 
source. Also, the data on admissions do not represent individual youth taken into custody, but rather the number of commitments 
resulting from incidents. However, these are the only data available to estimate the number of youth entering custody facilities. 

I 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for 1990; I-day count 
census day was 2/15/91. "Juvenile" is defined as a person of an age (usually younger than 18) specified by State statute who is 
subject to juvenile court authority at the time of admission, regardless of age at the time of the census. 

2 Annual Survey of Jails, 1991: Admissions for the year ending 6/28/91; I-day count census day was 6/28/91. Juvenile is defined 
as a person subject to juvenile court jurisdiction, and persons of juvenile age tried as adults in criminal court. The number of 
facilities is an estimation given that the 1,124 jails from which data were collected in 1991 represent approximately one-third of all 
jails. Thus, the admissions and I -day counts are from a sample of about one-third of the total number of facilities in the United 
States. 

3 Census of State and Federal Adult Correctional Facilities, 1990. For purposes of this report, juvenile is defined as a person under 
18 years of age. Admissions are reported for the annual period ending 6/26/90; I-day counts are for 6/29/90. 

4 Law Enforcement Management and Administrative Statistics Survey, 1990. Special analysis provided by the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics indicates the number of State and local police agencies having responsibility for administering at least one lockup. 

S Totals clo not include juveniles admitted to police lockups. 
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Table B 

Estimated Juvenile Admissions to Custody and 1-Day Counts in Custody by Gender 

Total Males Females 

Number % Number % Number % 

Admissions, 1990 

Total 888,712 100% 702,188 100% 186,524 100% 

Public juvenile facilities I 683,636 77 562,734 80 120,902 65 

Private juvenile facilities I 139,813 16 85,367 12 54,446 29 

Adult jails2 65,263 7 54,087 8 11,176 6 

1-Day Counts, 1991 

Total 95,408 100 78,579 100 16,829 100 

Public juvenile facilities I 57,542 60 51,214 65 6,328 37 

Private juvenile facilities I 36,190 38 25,801 33 10,389 62 

Adult jails2 1,676 2 1,564 2 112 1 

Note: These data were compiled from a number of separate statistical series. The definition of a ')uvenile" in each data source is 
different. Also, the data on admissions do not reflect individual youth taken into custody, but rather the number of commitments 
resulting from incidents. However, these are the only data available to estimate the number of youth entering custody facilities. 
Comparable data on juveniles in lockups and in State prisons are not available. 

I 199 I Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions are for 1990; I-day 
counts for census day 2/15/91. 

2 1988 National Jail Census: Admissions are for the year ending 6/29/88. I-day counts for census day 6/29/88. 
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Table C 

Number of Juveniles in Custody (I-Day Counts) in Public, Private, and All Facilities 
by Reason for Custody by Region and State, 1991 

All Facilities Public Facilities Private Facilities* 

Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Status Non-
Offenses Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders 

U.S. Total 69,237 7,029 17,466 54,804 1,755 983 14,433 5,274 16,483 

Northeast 11,361 1,897 4,073 6,336 217 108 5,025 1,680 3,965 
Connecticut 477 67 328 290 0 0 187 67 328 
Maine 283 I 267 249 0 0 34 I 267 
Massachusetts 653 17 264 180 0 0 473 17 264 
New Hampshire 148 27 77 108 0 0 40 27 77 
New Jersey 1,683 41 243 1,627 22 70 56 19 173 
New York 3,065 1,243 1,334 2,460 164 24 605 1,079 1,310 
Pennsylvania 4,756 446 1,377 1,251 24 14 3,505 422 1,363 
Rhode Island 245 44 113 154 7 0 91 37 113 
Vermont 51 II 70 17 0 0 34 II 70 

Midwest 15,787 2,727 5,304 12,232 835 292 3,555 1,892 5,012 
I1linois 2,121 5 179 2,022 5 2 99 0 177 
Indiana 1,404 475 706 1,139 148 108 265 327 598 
Iowa 679 323 566 309 81 28 370 242 538 
Kansas 838 ISO 441 631 5 31 207 145 410 
Michigan 2,744 260 638 1,829 99 40 915 161 598 
Minnesota 1,062 191 469 627 14 4 435 177 463 
Missouri 886 258 345 858 188 14 28 70 331 
Nebraska 389 69 607 276 16 I 113 53 606 
North Dakota 99 55 92 64 II 0 35 44 92 
Ohio 3,811 603 866 3,415 219 62 396 384 804 
South D:lkota 283 93 128 187 30 0 96 63 128 
Wisconsin 1,471 245 267 875 19 2 596 226 265 

South 17,539 1,388 4,873 14,903 438 360 2,636 950 4,513 
Alabamh 835 147 301 767 53 26 68 94 275 
Arkansas 324 26 243 284 0 I 40 26 242 
Delaware 149 0 8 130 0 0 19 0 8 
District of Columbia 442 14 31 373 6 I 69 8 30 
Florida 2,418 43 218 1,960 14 34 458 29 184 
Georgia 1,609 81 434 1,541 25 0 68 56 434 
Kentucky 621 200 430 557 78 31 64 122 399 
Louisiana 1,173 86 168 1,099 12 11 74 74 157 
Maryland 1,044 60 351 809 4 18 235 56 333 
Mississippi 383 22 34 381 13 24 2 9 LO 
North Carolina 967 107 213 855 22 16 112 85 197 
Oklahoma 490 67 394 285 9 42 205 58 352 
South Carolina 940 124 100 855 62 9 85 62 91 
Tennessee 1,232 145 400 662 35 58 570 lID 342 
Texas 3,065 101 956 2,640 14 7 425 87 949 
Virginia 1,605 125 512 1,539 91 82 66 34 430 
West Virginia 242 40 80 166 0 0 76 40 80 

West 24,550 1,017 3,216 21,333 265 223 3,217 752 2,993 
Alaska 295 4 LOS 215 2 0 80 2 L05 
Arizona 1,381 116 405 850 68 29 531 48 376 
California 16,966 365 1,409 15,618 128 158 1,348 237 1,251 
Colorado 1,044 84 337 679 8 0 365 76 337 
Hawaii 73 22 28 70 6 8 3 16 20 
Idaho 195 8 39 141 2 0 54 6 39 
Montana 223 57 136 210 8 12 13 49 124 
Nevada 735 68 42 510 36 9 225 32 33 
New Mexico 576 39 179 527 0 0 49 39 179 
Oregon 1,015 121 199 717 I 5 298 120 194 
Utah 352 52 31 268 3 2 84 49 29 
Washington 1,532 11 166 1,415 3 0 117 8 166 
Wyoming 163 70 140 113 0 0 50 70 140 

* May include some out-of-State placements in some jurisdictions. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2/15/91. 

6 



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

Executive SUlllmary 

Figure A 

Juveniles in Custody by Race and Ethnicity: I-Day Count Rates in Public and Private 
Facilities, 1991 
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Note: White Hispanics are included in the white category and black Hispanics in the black category. Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 
to the upper age of juYenile court jurisdiction in each State. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Detention. Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 1991 Population estimates based on the 1990 population 
census, U.S. Bureau of the Census. 
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Table D 

Part I and Drug Arrests by Gender: Juveniles (younger Than 18), 1982, 1987, 1991 

1982 1987 1991 

Percent Percent Percent 
Total Rate' Per Change Total Rate Per Change Total Rate Per Change 
Arresl~ 100,000 1982-1987 Arrests 100,000 1987-1991 Arrests 100,000 1982-1991 

Part I Arrests1 

Male 543,983 2,075.0 -7.0% 527,294 1,929.0 5.4% 517,385 2,032.6 -2.0% 

Female 121,937 488.3 3.8 131,197 506.7 10.9 135,083 561.9 15.1 

Violent Arrests3 

Male 68,285 263.2 -9.2 64,672 239.1 40.4 84,386 335.6 27.5 

Female 8,078 32.5 -2.5 8,157 31.7 48.9 11,291 47.2 45.2 

Pl'operty Arrests4 

Male 475,698 1,811.9 6.8 462,622 1,689.9 0.4 432,999 1,697.0 -6.3 

Female 113,859 455.8 4.2 123,040 475.0 8.4 123,792 514.7 12.9 

Drug Arrests5 

Male 63,374 246.2 -0.8 66,081 244.3 -12.2 53,899 214.4 -12.9 

Female 12,334 49.7 -22.3 9,956 38.6 -29.3 6,529 27.3 -45.1 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

I Rates refer to the number of arrests made per 100,000 inhabitants belonging to the 10-17 age group. 

2 Include murder, nonnegligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny, motor vehicle theft, and arson. 

3Include Part I murder, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault. 

4 Include Part I burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson. 

S Include sale/manufacture or possession. 

Sources: FBI Uniform Crime Reports, 1982, 1987, and 1991. FBI Age-Specific Arrest Rates and Race-Specific Arrest Rates for 
Selected Offenses, 1965-1988, and supplement for 1991. 
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Table E 

Juveniles in Public and Private Correctional Facilities: Admissions and I-Day 
Counts by Gender 1983-1991 

Percent 
Change 

1983 1985 1987 1989 1991 1983-1991 

Private Facilities 

Total 88,806 101,007 125,954 141,463 139,813 57% 

Male 54,439 59,928 74,701 84,251 85,367 57 

Femalt: 34,367 41,079 51,253 57,212 54,446 58 

I-day counts 31,390 34,080 38,143 37,822 36,190 15 

Male 22,242 23,844 26,339 26,602 25,801 16 

Female 9,148 10,236 11,804 11,220 10,389 14 

Public Facilities 

Total 530,200 527,759 590,654 619,181 683,636 29 

Male 423,844 423,135 472,893 506,309 562,734 33 

Female 106,356 104,624 117,761 112,872 120,902 14 

I-day counts 48,701 49,322 53,503 56,123 57,542 18 

Male 42,182 42,549 46,272 49,443 51,214 21 

Female 6,519 6,773 7,231 6,680 6,328 -3 

Public and Private 
Facilities 

Total 619,006 628,766 716,608 760,644 823,449 33 

Male 478,283 483,063 547,594 590,560 648,101 36 

Female 140,723 145,703 169,014 170,084 175,348 25 

I-day counts 80,091 83,402 91,646 93,945 93,732 17 

Male 64,424 66,393 72,611 76,045 77,015 20 

Female 15,667 17,009 19,035 17,900 16,717 7 

Notes: 

I Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and 
overinclusion. See appendix C for further explanation. 

2 Admissions may include readmissions and transfers and are not a count of individual youth taken into custody, but rather 
represent the number of commitments resulting from incidents. 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for 1982, 
1984,1986, 1988, and 1990; and I-day counts for February I, 1983, and 1985; February 2,1987; February 15, 1989, and 1991. 
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MapA 

National Juvenile Corrections System Reporting Prograln: 
State Corrections System Reporting Program Component, 1991 Participants 
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Individual-Level Data: 

D Automated participants (18) 

~ Manual data collection participants (2) 

Aggregate-Level Data: 

• Survey participants (21) 
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Table F 

Characteristics of Juveniles Taken Into Custody for All SJCSRP Participants, 1991 

Characteristic Number 

Total Admissions 44,096 

Tota! Releases 41,253 

Gender-Admissions 

Male 38,818 
Female 3,766 

RacelEthnicity-Admissions 

White (not of Hispanic origin) 15,829 
Black (not of Hispanic origin) 19,723 
Other (not of Hispanic origin) 1,364 
Hispanic (all races) 6,331 
Race and/or ethnicity unknown 849 

Type of Admission 

New commitment under probation supervision 2,645 
New commitment not under probation supervision 4,039 
New commitment-probation status unknown 18,249 
Parole violator 6,360 
Returned from non-State supervision 525 
Recommitment 3,215 
Escapee returned after removal from rolls 520 
Other 502 
Unknown 8,041 

Type of Release 

Parole/aftercare 25,191 
Discharge 4,253 
Reached adult age 596 
CertifIed as an adult 428 
Death 18 
Other unconditional 268 
Other conditional 884 
Other/unknown 9,615 

Most Serious Offense at Admission 

Person 10,303 
Property 16,785 
Drug 3,830 
Public order 4,729 
Other delinquency 287 
Status 682 
Other nondelinquency 360 
Unknown 7,120 

Notes: 
1 Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race, but racial categories do not include Hispanic youth. 

2 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Table G 

Characteristics of Juveniles Taken Into Custody for Individual-Level SJCSRP 
Participants, 1991 

Characteristic Number % Characteristic Number % 

Age at Admission Number of Weeks on Escape 

14 and younger 3,935 15.2% Never on escape 17,783 72.1% 

15-16 13,404 51.9 1-2 weeks 397 1.6 

17 and older 8,495 32.9 3-4 weeks 133 0.5 

Unknown 7 0.0 1 + months 321 1.3 

Age at Release Other/unknown 6,041 24.5 

14 and younger 1,982 8.0 Number of Prior Admissions 

15-16 9,679 39.2 No prior admissions 16,915 65.5 

17 and older 12,976 52.6 1-2 prior admissions 4,161 16.1 

Unknown 38 0.2 3-4 Prior admissions 396 1.5 

Admitting Facility Type 5+ Prior admissions 44 0.2 

Reception/diagnostic center 1,638 6.3 Prior number unknown 

Training school 21,428 82.9 (w/priors) 2,075 8.0 

Ranch/camp/farm 1,608 6.2 Unknown 2,250 8.7 

Halfway house/group home 1,167 4.5 Grade Completed at Admission 

Releasing Facility Type 1-3 grade 557 2.2 

Reception/diagnostic center 1,799 7.3 4-6 grade 4,231 16.4 

Training school 19,449 78.8 7-9 grade 10,070 39.0 

Ranch/camp/farm 1,622 6.6 10-11 grade 1,662 6.4 

Halfway house/group home 1,711 6.9 12th grade or OED 131 0.5 

Unknown 94 0.4 Unknown 9,190 35.6 

Admitting Court of Commitment Grade Completed at Release 

Juvenile court 22,623 87.5 1-3 grade 41 0.2 

Adult court 453 1.8 4-6 grade 743 3.0 

Unknown 2,765 10.7 7-9 grade 5,018 20.3 

Releasing Court of Commitment 10-11 grade 1,141 4.6 

Juvenile court 21,600 87.5 12th grade or OED 843 3.4 

Adult court 407 1.6 Unknown 16,889 68.4 

Unknown 2,668 10.8 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Executive Summary 

Table H 

Mean (in Days) Length of Stay by State and Offense and Median (in Days) Length of 
Stay by State Based on 1991 Releases 

Mean Median 

Public Other Other 
Total Person Property Drug Order Delinquent Status Traffic Nondel Unknown Total 

Total 280 385 250 292 195 238 184 191 117 222 191 

California 548 662 486 526 338 426 - 385 52 - 448 

Delaware 166 167 184 154 136 -- 161 44 - 500 102 

Illinois 328 455 281 237 230 218 289 158 - 180 248 

Indiana 142 156 141 139 144 129 99 225 14 - 128 

Iowa 144 124 150 106 130 143 - 166 - 69 138 

Louisiana 304 363 285 271 319 170 - - - 31 239 

Massachusetts 138 226 101 124 164 494 22 140 - - 25 

Missouri 208 208 196 208 203 - 263 287 203 - 196 

Nevada 218 228 222 195 220 - 218 228 211 213 217 

New Hampshire 193 200 244 147 127 - - - - 376 147 

New Jersey 326 368 317 314 295 259 - - - 228 288 

New York 357 413 355 329 304 321 256 - - 549 277 

North Dakota 128 150 132 80 172 140 94 93 91 - 105 

Ohio 213 360 186 194 170 219 - - - - 182 

Tennessee 141 165 133 131 119 169 119 222 - 6 126 

Texas 180 269 142 138 137 422 243 96 - - 122 

Utah 110 124 102 65 60 - - - 105 - 74 

Virginia 188 190 187 173 192 98 193 178 - 201 151 

Wisconsin 249 280 242 191 226 217 - - - 49 203 

Note: Length of stay includes time spent in local detention/reco:ption centers, but not time on escape status. Time in local detention/reception centers 
may include time spent in community-based programs. Average ;)ngth of stay is based on 10 or fewer juveniles. 
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Figure B 

Juvenile Admission Rates by RacelEthnicity in 20 States, 1983-1991 
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Note: Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of original court jurisdiction in 20 States by estimated proportion of each race! 
ethnicity from the 1990 population census. Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. States are CA, DE, IL,IN, lA, LA, MA, MN, MO, NV, 
NH,NJ,NY,ND,OH, TN, TX, UT. VA. WI. 

Figure C 

Admission Rates for Male Juveniles by RacelEthnicity and Offense Type in 20 States 
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Note: fates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of original court jurisdiction in 20 States by estimated proportion of each race! 
ethnicity from the 1990 population census. Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any wce. States are CA, DE, IL. IN, lAo LA. MA, MN, MO, NV, 
NH, NJ, NY, ND, OH, TN, TX, UT, VA, WI. 
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Executive SU/n/nQ/y 

Figure D 

Admission Rates for Female Juveniles by RacelEthnicity and Offense Type in 20 States 
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Note: Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages IOta the upper age of original court jurisdiction in 20 States by estimated proportion of each racel 
ethnicity from the 1990 population census. Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. States are CA, DE, IL, IN, lA, LA, MA, MN, MO, NV, 
NH, NJ, NY, ND, OH, TN, TX, UT, VA, WI. 

Figure E 

Percentage of Male Juvenile Admissions by Age Group and RacelEthnicity in 20 States 
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Figure F 

Percentage of Female Juvenile Admissions by Age Group and Race/Ethnicity 
in 20 States 
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Table 1 

Cumulative Estimated Prevalence by State for All Juveniles (Ages 10-17) and for 
Combined Gender and Race Subgroups 

States All WM WF EM EF HM HF 

Ohio 1.55 1.44 0.18 11.88 0.93 2.25 0.08 

Virginia 1.20 0.96 0.16 6.34 0.60 0.46 0.30 

Missouri 1.08 1.24 0.20 5.85 0.71 NA NA 

Tennessee' 1.07 1.07 0.32 4.89 0.19 NA NA 

Wisconsin2.3 1.07 0.77 0.13 13.86 1.15 5.21 0.29 

Louisiana 0.87 0.45 0.04 3.54 0.24 0.00 0.00 

North Dakota 0.85 1.16 0.09 4.76 0.00 7.34 0.00 

Texas 0.85 1.30 0.10 4.68 0.28 1.72 0.10 

Utah2 0.79 1.28 0.15 13.92 1.28 4.37 0.31 

Iowa 0.73 1.16 0.06 7.71 1.21 3.59 0.00 

Illinois 0.67 0.67 0.05 3.83 0.20 1.49 0.06 

California2 0.69 1.27 0.06 4.92 0.24 1.63 0.05 

New Jerseyl 0.69 0.43 0.02 5.67 0.23 1.64 0.00 

New York 0.69 0.58 0.10 3.88 0.53 2.09 0.22 

New Hampshire 0.65 1.05 0.18 7.64 1.72 3.71 1.08 

Massachusetts 0.56 0.51 0.03 5.25 0.13 3.20 0.08 

I Prior commitments unknown; used new commitments for estimates. 

2 Includes some cases that are unknown as to Hispanic origin. 

) Includes some cases with unknown prior commitments. 
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Table J 

Comparison of Current and Projected Populations for 1995 and 2000 by State 

Projected Percent Projected Percent 
ADP Population Change Population Change 

States 1991 December 1995 1991-1995 December 2000 1991-2000 

California 7,643 8,696 13.8% 9,852 28.9% 

Delaware 95 97 2.1 102 7.4 

TIlinois 1,617 1,717 6.2 1,863 15.2 

Iowa 163 153 -6.1 165 1.2 

Louisiana 892 925 3.7 931 4.4 

Massachusetts 240 257 7.1 232 -3.3 

Missouri 478 479 0.2 518 8.4 

New Jersey 917 945 3.1 1,117 21.8 

New York 2,189 2,337 6.8 2,337 6.8 

North Dakota 70 70 0.0 72 2.9 

Ohio 2,227 2,135 -4.1 2,057 -7.6 

Texas 1,628 1,708 4.9 1,767 8.5 

Utah 116 124 6.9 124 6.9 

Virginia 833 880 5.6 863 3.6 

Wisconsin 675 695 3.0 733 8.6 

Total 19,783 21,218 7.3% 22,733 14.9% 
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Chapter 1 
Research Program on 
Juveniles Taken Into 
Custody 

This report is fourth in a series of annual reports on youth 
in custody. The principal objective of the Research Pro­
gram on Juveniles Taken Into Custody is to enhance the 
comprehensiveness, accuracy, and policy relevance of 
custody data. 

The report provides a detailed summary and analysis of the 
most recent data on juveniles taken into custody and an 
analysis of custody trends over the past decade. It discusses 
the latest developments in the creation of a new national 
reporting system, fundecl by the Office of Juvenile Justice 
ancl Delinquency Prevention (OJJDP) ancl designed to fill 
information gaps in existing Federal statistical programs. 
Toward this end, the report presents individual-level data 
on the number and characteristics of juvenile admissions to, 
and releases from, State custody. To illustrate the benefits 
of such individual-level data for research, the report 
presents both State and national analyses. 

Background 

In 1991, law enforcement agencies arrested an estimated 
2.3 million persons uncler age 18 (National Center for 
Juvenile Justice, 1992). According to the FBI's annual 
publication Crime in the United States, 1991 (1992), these 
youth accounted for 16 percent of all arrests. Of those 
arrested, 77 percent were male, and 23 percent were 
female; 71 percent were white, and 26 percent were black. 
These youth account for 14 percent of arrests for murder 
and non negligent manslaughter, 16 percent for forcible 
rape, 26 percent for robbery, 14 percent for aggravated 
assault, 33 percent for burglary, 44 percent for motor 
vehicle theft, and 8 percent for drug abuse (National Center 
for Juvenile Justice, 1992). 

Little is known about what happens to juveniles after arrest 
in terms of detention and confinement. Existing data cannot 
fully explore the questions posed by Congress and the field. 
Juvenile justice officials, policymakers, and citizens have 
long expressed concern about the limited information 
available regarding juveniles in custody. A detailed 
assessment of national j uveniIe justice statistics undertaken 
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by OJJDP in 1987 concluded that existing statistical 
systems were iII equipped to answer many basic questions 
about juvenile custody practices in the United States and 
that a commitment to improving data on juveniles in 
custody was needed (OJJDP, National Juvenile Justice 
Statistics Assessment: An Agenda For Action, 1989). With 
the passage of the 1988 Amendments to the JJDP Act of 
1974, Congress outlined information priorities for OJJDP 
regarding juveniles taken into custody. In 1989, OJJDP 
initiated a major program, the Research Program on 
Juveniles Taken Into Custody, to assist in the development 
and analysis of statistics that more fully respond to the 
congressional mandates and the needs of the field. 

Congressional Mandate 

The 1988 JJDP Act Amendments require OJJDP to provide 
an annual detailed summary and analysis of the most recent 
available data regarding the number and individual charac­
teristics of juveniles taken into custody, the rates at which 
they are taken into custody, and the number and circum­
stance of juveniles who died while in custody. 

Section 207(1) of the Act specifically requires a detailed 
summary and analysis of juvenile custody data, presented 
separately for juvenile nonoffenders, status offenders, ancl 
delinquent offenders, by types of facilities on the following 
measures: 

II Number of juveniles taken into custody. 

1'1 Rates at which juveniles are taken into custody. 

II Trends demonstrated by the data, disaggregated by: 

Types of offenses with which the juveniles are 
charged. 

Race and gender of the juveniles. 

Ages of the juveniles in custody. 

The report must provide this information for specified types 
of detention and correctional facilities, such as secure 
detention and corrections facilities, jails, ancl police lockups 
(42 U.S.C. 5617). 

The emphasis on juvenile custody in secure detention and 
correctional facilities, jails, and lockups reflects the policy 
concerns of Congress regarding the major mandates of the 
1974 JJDP Act and subsequent amendments. This landmark 
Federal legislation mandates the removal of status offend­
ers from secure custody and the separation of adults and 
juveniles in correctional facilities. The JJDP Act was 
amended in 1980 to require the removal of juveniles from 
adult jails and lockups. The 1980 Amendments pelmitted 
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limited use of secure custody for status offenders who had 
violated valid court orders. The JJDP Act also stated a clear 
preference for programs and policies that encourage 
diversion and deinstitutionalization. 

Approximately 12,000 U.S. facilities may hold juveniles 
(nonoffenders, status offenders, and delinquent offenders) 
in custody, including secure juvenile detention and correc­
tional facilities; adult jails; and other public and private 
juvenile custody facilities. Together, these facilities process 
an estimated 900,000 juvenile admissions annually. While 
most facilities record specific demographic, legal, and other 
information for administrative or operational purposes, no 
mechanism has existed to collect and synthesize these data 
on a national level to satisfy congressional requirements or 
to meet research, policy, or program development needs. 

OJJDP's Research Program on 
Juveniles Taken Into Custody 

In May 1989, OJJDP initiated a program to meet the 
congressional mandate and to provide useful information to 
planners, researchers, and policymakers concerned with 
juvenile justice. On February 16, 1989, OJJDP announced a 
competitive research program, "Juveniles Taken Into 
Custody," and invited interested organizations to assist 
OJJDP in designing a program to collect nationally 
representative information regarding juveniles taken into 
custody. The National Council on Crime and Delinquency 
(NCCD) was selected for this task and awarded a coopera­
tive agreement to: 

II Identify and analyze existing Federal- and State-level 
data. 

II Develop a research design, including a design for a new 
survey instrument, a strategy for data collection, and plans 
for analysis. 

II Provide necessary field support through development 
and delivery of appropriate technical assistance. 

III Analyze and prepare reports on juvenile custody data 
collected under this program. 

Data collection and data processing is implemented by the 
U.S. Bureau of the Census under an interagency agreement. 

Defining a Research Agenda 

From the statutory requirements flow numerous research 
questions related to the youth-custody population. The 
following are examples of the fundamental questions that 
should be answered by national data on juveniles taken into 
custody: 
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II Where are juveniles held (i.e .. what is the universe of 
facilities)? 

II How many juveniles are annually taken into custody? 

II For what reasons are juveniles taken into custody? 

II Who are the youth taken into custody (Le., their age, 
race, gender, and prior involvement with the juvenile 
justice system)? 

II What are the typical lengths of stay for juveniles in 
custody (Le., for juveniles with a particulm- offense and 
prior delinquent career),? 

III What are the differences, if any, in the use of custody 
for certain types of juveniles (e.g., race and gender)? 

• Are there differences in the use of custody for violent 
juvenile offenders across jurisdictions? 

While these questions are straightforward, none can be 
answered completely given the current lack of basic 
information. Numerous explanations account for this 
deficiency. One is the complexity and decentralized nature 
of the juvenile justice system, which renders comprehen­
sive data collection difficult. Reflecting this decentraliza­
tion are the differences among diverse Federal collection 
efforts in defining "juvenile." 

For example, surveys of juvenile correctional facilities 
generally cover persons between age 10 and the upper age 
of original juvenile court jurisdiction in each State, or those 
who are under continuing juvenile court jurisdiction, which 
in many States is older than 18. Federal data on juveniles in 
jails refer to persons younger than the age of original 
jurisdiction of the adult court. Because most State laws 
specify a range of courtjurisdictiol1 ages that are often 
overlapping, these two definitions are not the same. This 
report presents information on the upper age of juvenile 
court jurisdiction for 30 States, the District of Columbia, 
the California Youth Authority, and the Federal Prison 
System. Data on juveniles in State adult correctional 
facilities are collected on persons younger than 18. While 
most residents of State adult facilities have been tried in 
criminal courts, some were youth initially under the 
jurisdiction of juvenile courts prior to their transfer to adult 
corrections. Because these definitions are not consistent, 
the specific definition of "juvenile" is presented as it is 
employed with each of the several data sources discussed 
throughout this report. 

For the purpose of this report and to guide future data 
collection and analysis, NCCD has developed a working 
definition of "juvenile" (the term "youth" is used intel'­
changeably). It addresses the authority for custody, the 



I 

purposes of custody, reasons for taking a juvenile into 
custody, and the types of facilities used for holding 
juveniles. To provide the broadest understanding of youth 
custody, the working definition of "juvenile" and its related 
elements are presented as table 1-1. 

Report Outline 

Chapter 2 summarizes the most recent national data on 
juveniles taken into custody, including 1990 admissions to 
juvenile facilities and I-day custody counts for February 15, 
1991. It includes infOlmation on surveys of juveniles in adult 
jails and prisons, presenting regional custody patterns, 
admissions and counts by gender, race/ethnicity, reason for 
custody, adjudication status, type of facility, ALOS, and 
reported deaths in juvenile facilities. Chapter 2 concludes with 
the most recent available information on the use of detention. 

Chapter 3 presents 10-year trends in the juvenile population, 
arrests, police disposition, admissions to public and private 
facilities, and I-day counts and rates. As in Chapter 2, 
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custody information is presented by gender, race/ethnicity, 
reason for custody, adjudication status, and type of facility. 
Special attention is given to the numbers of status offenders 
in custody. Trends in the use of detention, overcrowding, 
and expenditures are also discussed. The chapter includes a 
description of trends in juvenile admissions to adult jails, 
as well as a comparison of custody trends for adults in 
State prison facilities versus juveniles in State-operated 
public facilities. Data displays presented in Chapters 2 
and 3 represent updates from several national data bases. 

Chapter 4 reports on substantive findings of SJCSRP data 
from 40 participating States and the District of Columbia, 
and demonstrates the increased analytical power made 
possible by the new individual-level data by presenting a 
national estimate of 1991 juvenile admissions, an analysis 
of prevalence rates of juvenile custody, and a forecast of 
the size of future juvenile State custody populations. 
Attached appendixes contain important supplemental 
information on additional data analyses, definitions, and 
data collection instruments. 
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Table 1-1 

Juveniles Taken Into Custody: Preliminary Working Definitions 

Juveniles taken into custody are those youth who are younger than age 18 or 18 and older under juvenile court 
jurisdiction and who are admitted to a juvenile custody facility or an adult facility in which they are held under 
(staff) supervision. 

Authority for Custody 

The taking of a juvenile into custody may be the result of: 

III An order to take or place ajuvenile into physical custody issued by a law enforcement agent (police, sheriff, 
immigration agent, marshal, or prosecutor); by a court (probation officer, magistrate, judge); or by a social service 
agency (child protective services, welfare) that has wardship over the juvenile. 

• A formal diversion agreement authorized by the parent, the juvenile's legal custodian, or the juvenile. 

II A voluntary admission by the juvenile. 

Purpose for Custody 

The juvenile may be taken into custody for the purposes of providing: 

II Care, protection, treatment, supervision and control, or punishment. 

Reasons for Being Taken Into Custody 

The juvenile may be taken into custody for the following reasons: 

II For violating, or allegedly violating, a Federal, State, or local delinquency or criminal statute or local ordinance 
regarding noncriminal misbehavior; a judicial order, decree, or condition of supervision (either probation or aftercare) 
pursuant to a diversion agreement or dispositional order (including those youth 18 years or older who are still under 
juvenile court authority). 

III For being the subject of a dependency, neglect, or child abuse allegation, investigation, or petition. 

Custody Facility 

A custody facility is one that admits juveniles into custody for at least 6 hours, during which the juvenile is under the 
supervision of facility staff. The facility may: 

II Be operated by a Federal, State, or local government agency. 

II Be operated by a private nonprofit or proprietary agency under contract to a Federal, State, or local government 
agency to provide physical custody to juveniles. 

II Be a facility that is architecturally designed or operated to prevent juveniles from leaving the facility without legal 
authorization (generally secure). 

II Be a facility that does not rely on physically restrictive architecture or devices to prevent juveniles from leaving, 
but permits access to the community (generally nonsecure). 
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Chapter 2 
The Most Recent National 
Data on Juveniles Taken 
Into Custody 

This chapter contains a summary and analysis of the most 
current national data available on youth in public and 
private correctional facilities. In addition, supplemental 
data analyses (e.g., State and regional) are contained in 
appendix A. 

This reporting of national data on juvenile correctional 
facilities relies principally on the survey information 
provided by the 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile 
Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities, known as 
the Children in Custody (CIC) Census. Data on juveniles in 
adult correctional facilities are derived from the Bureau of 
Justice Statistics' 1991 Annual Survey of Jails,2 the 1990 
Census of State and Federal Adult Correctional Facilities, 
and results of the 1989 National Correctional Reporting 
Program. Data on juvenile detention and out-of-home 
placements were obtained from the National Juvenile Court 
Data Archive. Complete data source-specific terminology 
has been defined in appendix B. 

Juveniles Taken Into Custody: 
Numbers and Selected 
Characteristics 

No national data currently exist on the numbers and 
characteristics of youth taken into custody annually. Table 
2-1 presents estimates of the numbers of juvenile admis­
sions and juveniles "in custody" (l-day counts) for the 
most recent available year. Of the nearly 12,000 facilities 
examined for these estimates, slightly more than one­
quarter (27 percent) were designed to hold juveniles 
exclusively. 

Not included in these counts are data on youth admitted to 
police lockups, because no reliable national estimates 
currently exist. However, data from the 1990 Law Enforce-

2 In tables that report on juveniles in jails by gender or region, the data 
were taken from the 1988 National Jail Censlis. The Annual Survey of 
Jails does not include datu on gender, and cannot provide regional 
estimates. 
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ment Management and Administrative Statistics Survey 
(LEMAS), conducted by the Bureau of Justice Statistics, 
indicate approximately 3,940 police lockups nationwide. 
LEMAS asked respondents to report on admissions during 
the 24-hour period ending Friday, June 29, 1990. A total of 
747 juveniles were admitted during this period, who 
represented approximately 4 percent of all admissions to 
police and sheriffs' lockups on that day. Although these 
data are revealing, the statistics cannot be used to estimate 
the total number of juveniles taken into custody in lockups 
during a given year. 

For other types of facilities used for holding juveniles in 
custody, such as Federal and some private facilities, data 
are not available. Certain private facilities such as chemical 
dependency programs and private psychiatric hospitals also 
hold youth for vaIying lengths of stay; however, most of 
these admissions are not the result of court orders but 
voluntary admissions that are financed through private 
health care insurance. 

The CIC Census reported 823,449 juvenile admissions to 
public and private juvenile facilities in 1990. In fiscal year 
1991, an estimated 60,181 juveniles were admitted to adult 
jails, and for the year ending June 30, ] 990, 11,782 persons 
under age 18 were admitted to State and Federal adult 
correctional facilities. i\dmissions reported in this and 
subsequent tables may reflect mUltiple counting of a youth 
if, for example, a single youth entered several facilities as 
part of one legal process or if the youth was taken into 
custody more than once in a particular admission year. 

The majority of juvenile admissions and I-day counts were 
to public juvenile facilities, most in short-term juvenile 
detention facilities. Table 2-1 reveals large differences 
between the admissions data and the I-day counts. Al­
though the admissions data overestimate the number of 
youth taken into custody, the I-day counts underestimate 
the number of juveniles who enter custody each year. 

Most of the current data on the characteristics of youth in 
juvenile facilities are based on these 1-day counts. While 
the I-day censuses provide a snapshot of youth in custody, 
the data cannot be assumed to represent the characteristics 
of youth taken into custody during a given annual period. 
For example, the unduplicatedI-day counts are not 
representative of the various offenses of youth admitted to 
the facility on an annual basis. In addition, the more serious 
offenders have a higher probability of being included in 
any l-day census because they are more likely to be held 
for a longer period of time. 

What follows are summaries of the most recent data on the 
characteristics of youth taken into custody, as required by 
the 1988 Amendments to the lTDP Act. 
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Regional Custody Patterns 

Tables 2-2 and 2-3 present the most recent data examined 
for regional breakdowns of juvenile custody admissions. 
Table 2-2 shows that the West had the highest percentage 
of youth admissions to public juvenile facilities in 1990, 
while the South accounted for nearly one third of juvenile 
admissions to private juvenile facilities. The South also had 
the highest percentage of youth admissions to adult jails in 
1990. The Northeast had the highest proportion of youth 
admissions to Federal and State adult correctional facilities 
during 1989 and 1990. 

Table 2-3 shows the juvenile admission figures as rates per 
100,000 eligible youth. The annual admission rate for 
public juvenile facilities was highest in the West (4,745). 
Although the Northeast had the highest admission rate to 
private juvenile facilities (678) and to adult correctional 
facilities (116), it had the lowest admission rate to public 
juvenile facilities (1,202) and to jails (50). See also 
appendix A-I for the number of juveniles in public and 
private juvenile facilities and in-custody rates for all 
regions and States. 

Admissions and I-Day Counts 
by Gender 

Table 2-4 shows a comparison by gender of the distribu­
tion of juvenile admissions and I-day counts in the various 
facility types. Although females accounted for approxi­
mately 18 percent of admissions to public juvenile facili­
ties, they represented approximately 39 percent of private 
facility admissions for the most recent census year. 

Table 2-4 also illustrates the impact of using a different 
method of counting (I-day counts versus admissions). For 
instance, 65 percent offemale juveniles admitted to 
custody facilities entered pubiic juvenile facilities during 
1990, and 29 percent entered private facilities, while 6 
percent of these admissions were to jails. When I-day 
counts are examined, the finding is very different. Based on 
the I-day census, 37 percent of females in custody were in 
public facilities, whereas 62 percent were in private 
facilities and only 1 percent were in jails. 

Adjudication Status 

Table 2-5 compares the legal status of males and females 
admitted to public juvenile facilities. More than 80 percent 
of juvenile admissions to public facilities for both males 
and females were for detention. Males were more likely 
than females (20 versus 12 percent) to be admitted to public 
juvenile facilities on commitment status. However, females 
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were more likely to be classified as voluntary admissions in 
these same public facilities.3 

Reason for Custody by State 
and Region 

Table 2-6 presents data for each State on the number of 
juveniles in custody on a given day by whether they were 
charged as delinquents, status offenders, or nonoffenders. 
In public and private juvenile facilities combined, 69,237 
juveniles (74 percent) were charged with or adjudicated for 
delinquent offenses, 7,029 (7 percent) for status offenses, 
and 17,466 (19 percent) as nonoffenders. Western States 
held the greatest number of youth for delinquency offenses 
(24,550, or 35 percent of the Nation's delinquents reported 
on the I-day count). 

When public and private facilities are considered sepa­
rately, a different pattern emerges regarC!iilg reasons for 
juveniles to be taken into custody. Most private facilities, 
as well as public shelters; ranches, forestry camps, or 
farms; halfway houses; and group homes are nonsecure 
facilities with somewhat different and broader missions that 
may include holding status offenders and nonoffenders, as 
well as delinquent youth. In contrast, most public facilities, 
private detention centers, &nd training schools are secure 
facilities for detaining wore serious juvenile offenders. Our 
results reflect this differential nature of public and private 
faciE ties. In public facilities, 54,804 youth (or 95 percent) 
were held for delinquent offenses, and 1,755 (3 percent) for 
status offenses. Two percent of youth in public facilities 
were nonoffenders. However, in private facilities, 14,433 
juveniles (40 percent) were held for delinquent acts, 5,274 
(15 percent) were status offenders, and the largest percent­
age (45 percent, or 16,483 youth) were held for reasons 
(such as dependency, abuse, and neglect) other than 
delinquent or status offenses (Le., nonoffenders). 

The dominance of the Western region in the number of 
youth held for delinquent offenses is largely explained by 
the popUlation in public juvenile facilities in California. 
Based on the l-day counts in 1991, 15,618 delinquents 
were in custody in California public facilities. These youth 
accounted for 23 percent of delinquents in custody nation­
wide on the census date. 

The Northeast region is notable for holding more youth in 
private than in public facilities (10,670 and 6,661, respec­
tively). Private facilities in Pennsylvania and New York 
State reported the highest number of nonoffenders (1,363 
and 1,310, respectively). New York also reported the 
highest number of status offenders in its private fucilities 

) Comparable data on adjudication status are not available for private 
facilities, jails. and State con'cctional Facilities. 
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(l,079), primarily because 93 perc"!nt of the private 
facilities in New York are nonsecure, and therefore used 
primarily to hold less serious offenders than are public 
facilities. 

Taking the size of the general juvenile population into 
account, table 2-7 shows national-level custody rates per 
100,000 eligible youth by region and State for public and 
private facilities. Nationally, 264 juveniles per 100,000 
were held for delinquent acts, 27 per 100,000 for status 
offenses, and 67 per 100,000 as nonoffenders in both public 
and private facilities. 

These custody rates mirror generally the findings reported 
in table 2-6. The highest rates of custody in public facilities 
were for delinquent acts. Conversely, for most States, the 
~:ighest rates of custody in private facilities were for 
nonoffenders. One striking exception is Pennsylvania, with 
a I-day count rate of 287 per i 00,000 for delinquents in 
private facilities-more than 5 times the national rate. This 
disproportionately high rate is due primarily to a high 
number of transfer placements from other States. 

Striking State-by-State differences in custody rates were 
evident in public facilities. The highest rate in public 
facilities for delinquent acts was in the District of Colum­
bia, an entirely urban jurisdiction, where the juvenile 
custody rate of 777 per 100,000 was more than 3 112 times 
the national average of 209 per 100,000. The public 
custody rates for California and Nevada (second and third 
highest) were 2.3 and 1.9 times the U.S. average, respec­
tively. Nebraska stood out for having nonoffenders in its 
private juvenile facilities at rates of more than 5 times the 
national average. Seven other States (Connecticut, Maine, 
Iowa, Kansas, South Dakota, Alaska, and Wyoming) 
reported rates for nonoffenders in private facilities that 
were twice the national average. These counts, however, 
were primarily for nonsecure facilities. 

Table 2-8 also presents I-day counts for each State by 
reason for custody (delinquents, status offenrlers, or 
nonoffenders), comparing 5hort- versus long-term facilities. 
Short-term facilities typically hold juveniles awaiting 
adjudication or other disposition, and generally include 
detention centers and shelter facilities. Long-term facilities 
genera:lly hold juveniles who have been adjudicated and 
committed to custody, and usually include training schools, 
camps, ranches, and farms. 

In long-term facilities nationwide, 48,136 youth (70 
percent) were held for delinquent offenses and 5,406 (8 
percent) for status offenses, with more than one-fifth 
(15,524) in custody as n()noffenders. Juveniles in long-term 
facilities represented 74 r.:rcent of the U.S. total. 
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For the 23,712 juveniles in short-term facilities (26 
percent), the majority (87 percent) were in custody for 
delinquent offenses, with 6 and 7 percent in custody as 
status offenders and nonoffenders, respectively. 

Of the large number of delinquents held in California, 62 
percent were in long-term facilities, which approximates 
the proportions for the Western and Southern regions (both 
65 percent). The percentages for the Midwest and the 
Northeast were even greater, 74 percent and 82 percent, 
respectively. Table 2-9 presents national custody rates per 
100,000 eligible youth by region and State, for short­
versus long-term facilities. Again, Washington, D.C., 
stands out in having a delinquent custody rate in short-term 
facilities that is 7 times higher (558 per 100,000) than the 
U.S. rate of 79 per 100,000. The rate in long-term facilities 
(363 per 100,000) is twice the U.S. total of 184 per 
100,000. Rates for California and Nevada (the States with 
the highest custody rates), were much higher in long-term 
than in short-term facilities. As discussed earlier, Nebraska 
had a high rate of nonoffenders in private facilities, which 
we now see can be attributed to long-term placements. 

Demographic Characteristics 

Gender. Figure 2-1 shows that males represent the 
majority of those held in public and private juvenile 
correctional facilities. Eighty-two percent of the youth in 
public and private facilities in 1991 were males. Figure 2-2 
shows that the male in-custody rate per 100,000 age­
eligible male youth was 573, while the comparable rate for 
female youth was 13]. The in-custody rate for females was 
substantially higher in private than in public facilities. 

RaceiEthnicity. Comparing youth in custody by race and 
ethnicity reveals very different patterns in public versus 
private juvenile facilities. Whereas white youth accounted 
for 35 percent of the I-day counts in public facilities, they 
represented 56 percent of the counts in private facilities on 
the census date (see figure 2-3). While Hispanics repre­
sented 1 S percent of juveniles in public facilities, they 
represented only 9 percent in private settings. 

In figure 2-4, we can see that although both black and 
white youth were kept in public facilities at higher rates 
than in private facilities, the discrepancy between place­
ment in the two facilities was much greater for blacks than 
for whites. Whites were confined in public facilities 1.5 
times as often as in private facilities versus 2.2 times as 
often for blacks. Because public facilities are generally 
more secure, this discrepancy has serious implications for 
the in-custody experiences of black versus white youth. 
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Age. Most (79 percent) juveniles in custody in 1991 were 
between 14 and 17 (see figure 2-5). Within this age group, 
17-year-olds represented 20 percent of the I-day counts, 
16-year-olds 25 percent, 15-year-olds 22 percent, and 14-
year-olds 12 percent. In private facilities, a greater propor­
tion of the daily population was under age ]4, compared 
with public facilities (17 percent compared with 6 percent, 
respectively). The opposite was true for older juveniles (14 
percent in public facilities \vere 18 and older, whereas only 
5 percent in pri vate facilities were older than 17. 

Figure 2-6 shows I-day count rates by age group. The] 0-
to 13-year-old group was 1.6 times more likely to be held 
in private than public facilities, and the 14- to 17-year-olds 
were 1.6 times more likely to be held in public facilities. 
For the 14- to 17-year-olds (representing the largest 
proportion of juveniles in all facilities), ] -day count rates 
for 14-, 15-,16-, and 17-year olds were 362, 637, 701, and 
543 (per 100,000), respectively. The oldest group (18 to 21 
years) was 4.5 times more likely to be held in public 
facilities. 4 

Offenses and Gender 

Table 2-10 compares the most serious offenses for which 
male and female juveniles were held in public and private 
facilities on the 1991 census date. These data are presented 
separately for public and private facilities because reasons 
for custody in each of these facilities are quite different. 
Approximately 97 percent of males were held in public 
facilities for delinquent offenses, whereas just over 80 
percent of females in public facilities were in custody for 
delinquent offenses. Although fewer than 2 percent of 
males in public facilities were held for status offenses, 
nearly 13 percent of females were held in public facilities 
for status offenses. 

The offense breakdown for private facilities is vastly 
different for both juveniles in general and for the experi­
ences of males and females. Only 51 percent of males and 
13 percent of females were in custody in private facilities 
for delinquent offenses. Further, nearly one-quarter of the 
males and more than one-third of the females in custody in 
private juvenile facilities were nonoffenders (held for 
reasons of dependency, neglect, abuse, emotional distur­
bance, or other related reasons). Finally, of the males in 
private facilities, 11.5 percent were in custody for status 
offenses and 14.8 percent for voluntary commitments. 
More than one-fifth (22.3 percent) of the females were in 
custody fer status offenses, and more than one quarter (26.5 
percent) fo,' voluntary commitments. 

4 See appendixes A-2 and A-3 for complete data. 
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Length of Stay in Custody 

According to the 1991 CIC Census, juveniles stayed longer 
in private juvenile facilities than in public facilities. 
Detailed breakdowns of facility designations are presented 
in table 2-] 1 to illustrate this finding on length of stay. 
Youth stayed longer in private versus public facilities, even 
when considering the different types of public and private 
facilities. For example, ft youth sent to a private training 
school, rather than a public one, on the average remained 
an additional 133 days. 

Deaths in Custody 

In the 1989 CIC Census, respondents were asked for the 
first time about the number of deaths of juveniles in 
custody during the previous calendar year and the circum­
stances of those deaths. Tables 2-12 through 2-14 present 
the 1991 data on deaths in custody for both public and 
private facilities by region, type offacility, gender, and 
circumstance. 

From table 2-12, 26 deaths were reported in public and 18 
in private juvenile facilities in 1990. The majority of 
fatalities in public facilities occurred in the South and West, 
whereas the majority of private facility deaths were 
reported in the Midwest and West. A third of all deaths in 
public juvenile facilities were by suicide (9 of 26). The 
suicide rate (based on the I-day census counts) for youth in 
custody in public and private juvenile facilities was 14.4 
per 100,000. The suicide rate was 10.2 per 100,000 for the 
general youth population aged 15 to 19 years in 1986 
(Select Committee on Children, Youth, and Families, U.S. 
Children, Youth, and Their Families: Current Conditions 
and Recent Trends, p. 189, 1989. 

Also from table 2-12,8 youth were murdered, 4 died from 
illnesses, and 18 were attributable to other reasons, 
including accidents. No recorded fatalities were due to 
AIDS. 

From table 2-13, the majority of deaths in public facilities 
in 1990 occurred in detention centers and training schools, 
while the majority in private facilities occurred in halfway 
houses or group homes. In public detention centers, the 
majority of deaths were by suicide; in training schools most 
deaths were from accidents and other causes; and in private 
halfway houses and group homes, half were attributable to 
accidents and other causes. From table 2-14, nearly 80 
percent of the deaths in both public and priv:lte facilities 
were males. Most male deaths in public facilities were by 
suicide, while most in private facilities were due to other 
causes such as accidents. 



The 1988 National Jail Census reported that 5 juveniles 
died in jails (4 maies and 1 female) in 1988, all but 1 
suicides. Using juvenile admissions to calculate the suicide 
rate yielded 6 suicides per 100,000 juvenile admissions to 
jails. This rate is compared with 2 suicides for every 
100,000 admissions to public detention centers. 

National Estimates on the Use 
of Detention 

This section reports the most recent data on the use of 
detention for juveniles, reported by the National Center for 
Juvenile Justice as part of the Juvenile Court Statistics 
series. Since 1929, this series has been the primary source 
of information on activities of the Nation's juvenile courts. 
The most recent report describes the number and character­
istics of delinquency and status offense cases disposed in 
1990 by courts with juvenile jurisdiction. The present 
report is a product of the National Juvenile Court Data 
Archive, whose data collection and other activities are 
funded by OJJDP grants. 

The detention data presented below, and other data 
reported in the Juvenile COllrt Statistics series, are based 
on national estimates generated from a large 
nonprobability sample of more than 1,500 courts having 
jurisdiction over 62 percent of the Nation's juvenile 
population in 1990. Therefore, statistical confidence in the 
estimates cannot be mathematically determined. Although 
this is a disadvantage, these data provide a more detailed 
analysis of the characteristics of juveniles taken into this 
type of custody than do other national data sources (such 
as CIC). For that reason, these national estimates of the use 
of detention reported through the Juvenile Court Statistics 
series have been included to provide the most complete 
reporting'of the most recent data available on juveniles 
taken into custody. 

A youth may be placed in a detention facility at various 
points as a case progresses through the juvenile justice 
system. Detention practices vary by State and by court. 
Law enforcement agencies may detain juveniles in jails 
and lockups, court intake officials may order detention, 
and a judicial decision to detain or continue detention may 
occur before or after adjudication or disposition. This 
section presents data only on those detentions that occur in 
a restrictive facility under court authority while the youth 
is being processed by the court. Therefore, detentions by 
law enforcement prior to referral to court intake and those 
detentions that occur after the disposition of the case are 
not included in the following discussion. 
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Detained Delinquency Cases 

In 1990, courts with juvenile jurisdiction disposed an 
estimated 1,264,800 delinquency cases. Youth were held in 
a detention facility at some point between referral to comt 
intake and case disposition in 2?6,300 delinquency cases, 
or 23 percent of all delinquency cases disposed in 1990 
(figure 2-7). Also in 1990, youth charged with a property 
offense were least likely to be detained (18.5 percent), 
while youth charged with a drug offense were most likely 
(37 percent). Even though those charged with property 
offenses were the least likely to be detained, their volume 
of the courts' caseJoads accounted for nearly half (47 
percent) of the delinquent youth held in detention in 1990 
(figure 2-8). By comparison, 23 percent of detained youth 
were charged with a person offense, 9 percent with a drug 
offense, and 21 percent with a public order offense. 

As table 2-15 illustrates, the use of detention has varied 
depending on gender, race, or age. Delinquency cases 
involving nonwhite youth were more likely to result in 
detention (29 percent) than those involving white youth 
(20 percent). The data also show this variation in the use of 
detention for white versus nonwhite youth across all 
offense groups. The greatest racial variation in the use of 
detention was for youth charged with a drug law violation; 
51 percent of nonwhites were detained, compared with 26 
percent of white youth. Males were also generally more 
likely than females to be detained. Only in public order 
offense cases were females as likely to be detained as 
males. Finally, youth between 14 and 16 years of age were 
more likely to be detained for all types of delinquent 
offenses than were their younger counterparts. 

Detained Status Offense Cases 

In 1990, courts with juvenile jurisdiction disposed an 
estimated 323,300 status offense cases. An estimated 
19,500 youth, 6 percent of these status offense cases, were 
held in a detention facility at some point between referral 
to court and case disposition (figure 2-9).5 A runaway was 
the status offender case most likely to be detained (12 
percent), while a status offender charged with truancy was 
the least likely (2 percent). Runaways also accounted for 
the largest proportion of detained status offenders (46 
percent) (figure 2-10). 

Table 2-16 presents data for 1990 on the use of detention 
for status offenders by gender, race, and age at court 

~ It should be noted that the courts arc not the only bodies through which 
status offense cases may be referred to detention, and therefore the figure 
323,300 falls short of the total number of status offense cases. Unfortu­
nately, the courts are the only source for obtaining accurate status offense 
data. 
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referral. White and nonwhite youth were equally likely to 
be detained for running away, truancy, and ungovernability. 
Nonwhite youth were more likely than whites to be 
detained for liquor law violations and for other status 
offenses. 

Table 2-1 

Males and females were equally likely to be detained for all 
types of status offenses; however, males were slightly more 
likely to be detained for running away, truancy, liquor 
offenses, and other status offenses. Finally, no consistent 
pattern emerged in the use of detention for status offenses 
by age groups. 

Most Recent Available Data of the Number of Juvenile Admissions and I-Day Counts 

Number of Facilities 

Total 

Public juvenile facilities) 

Private juvenile facilities) 

Adultjails2 

State and Federal correctional facilities3 

Police lockups4 

11,707 

1,076 

2,032 

3,372 

1,287 

3,940 

Number of Juvenile 
Annual Admissions 

895,4125 

683,636 

139,813 

60,181 

11,782 

Unknown 

Number in Custody: 
I-Day Counts 

99,682' 

57,542 

36,190 

2,350 

3,600 

Unknown 

Note: These data reflect a compilation of information from a number of separate statistical series. The definition of a "juvenile" 
differs in each data source. Also, the data on admissions do not represent individual youth taken into custody. However, these are the 
only data currently available to estimate the number of youth entering custody facilities. 

I 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for Calendar Year 1990; 
I-day count census day was 2/15/91. "Juvenile" is defined as a person of an age (usually younger than 18) specified by State statute 
who is subject to juvenile court authority at the time of admission, regardless of age at the time of the census. 

2 Annual Survey of Jails, 1991: Admissions for the year ending 6/28/91; I-day count census day was 6/28/91. Juvenile is defined as a 
person being subject to juvenile court jurisdiction, and persons of juvenile age tried as adults in criminal court. The number of 
facilities is an estimation given that the 1,124 jails from which data were collected in 1991 represent approximately one-third of all 
jai Is. Thus, the admissions and I-day counts are from a sample of about one-third of the facilities in the United States. 

~ Census of State and Federal Adult Correctional Facilities, 1990. For the purposes of this report, juvenile is defined as a person 
younger than 18 years of age. Admissions are reported for the annual period ending 6/29/90; I-day counts are for 6/29/90. • 

4 Law Enforcement Management and Administrative Statistics Survey, 1990. A special analysis provided by the Bureau of Justice 
Statistics indicates the number of State and local police agencies having responsibility for the administering of at least one lockup . 

.< Totals do not include juveniles admitted to police lockups. 
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Table 2-2 

Number of Juvenile Admissions by Region in Public and Private Facilities, 1990 

State and Federal 
Public Juvenile Private Juvenile Adult Correctional 

Total Facilities· Facilities· Jails2 Facilities3 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

U.s. 900,495 100% 683,636 100% 139,813 100% 65,263 100% 11,783 100% 

Northeast 91,438 10 53,687 8 30,266 22 2,304 3 5,181 44 

Midwest 208,859 23 151,912 22 35,741 25 18,774 29 2,432 21 

South 279,371 31 203,459 30 43,071 31 29,181 45 3,660 31 

West 320,827 36 274,578 40 30,735 22 15,004 23 5104 4 

Note: These data reflect a compilation of information from a number of separate statistical series. The definition of a "juvenile" in 
each data source is different. Also, the data on admissivtls do not reflect individual youth taken into custody, but rather the number 
of commitments resulting from incidents. However, these are the only data available to estimate the number of youth entering 
custody facilities. Comparable data on juveniles in lockups and in State prisons are not available. 

States ill each regioll are: 

Northeast Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New York, Pennsylvania, Rhode Island, and 
Vermont. 

Midwest Illinois, Indiana, Iowa, Kansas, Michigan, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota, Ohio, South Dakota, and 
Wisconsin. 

South: Alabama, Arkansas, Delaware, District of Columbia, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Louisiana, Maryland, Mississippi, 
North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, Virginia, and West Virginia. 

West: Alaska, Arizona, California, Colorado, Hawaii, Idaho, Montana, Nevada, New Mexico, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and 
Wyoming. 

I 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for 1990. 

2 1988 National Jail Census: Admissions for the year ending 6/29/88; regional data on jails are only available through the Census 
of Local Jails because the Annual Survey of Jails generates national estimates only. 

3 Census of State and Federal Adult Correctional Facilities, 1990: Admissions for the year ending 6/29/90. 

4 The 301 Federal inmates younger than 18 years of age that were held in California and Pennsylvania were included in the West 
region as in previous reports. 
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Table 2-3 

Estimated Rates per 100,000 Juvenile Admissions to Custody by Region and Type 
of Facility, 1990 

Public Juvenile Private Juvenile Total Juvenile State and Federal Adult 
Facilities! Facilities! Facilities! Jails2 Correctional Facilities3 

U.S. 2,668 546 3,214 254 46 

Northeast 1,202 678 1,880 50 116 

Midwest 2,340 551 2,891 287 37 

South 2,291 485 2,776 323 41 

West 4,745 531 5,276 272 9 

Note: Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of original court jurisdiction in each State for 1990 and are 
rounded to the nearest whole number. Rates for juveniles in State and Federal adult correctional facilities are calculated on the 
same basis for 1989. These data renect a compilation of information from a number of separate statistical series. The definition of 
'1uvenile" in each data source is different. Also, the data on admissions do not renect individual youth taken into custody. 
However, these are the only data available to estimate the number of youth entering custody facilities. 

I 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for 1990. 

11988 National Jail Census: Admissions for the year ending 6/29/88. 

3 Census of State and Federal Adult Correctional Facilities, 1990: Admissions for the year ending 6/29/90. 
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Table 2-4 

Estimated Juvenile Admissions to Custody and I-Day Counts in Custody by Gender 

Total Males Females 

Number % Number % Number % 
-
Admissions, 1990 

Total 888,712 100% 702,188 100% 186,524 100% 

Public Facilities' 683,636 77 562,734 80 120,902 65 

Private Facilities' 139,813 16 85,367 12 54,446 29 

Adult Jails2 65,263 7 54,087 8 11,176 6 

1-Day Counts, 1991 

Total 95,408 100 78,579 100 16,829 100 

Public Facilities' 57,542 60 51,214 65 6,328 37 

Private Facilities' 36,190 38 25,801 33 10,389 62 

Adult Jails" 1,676 2 1,564 2 112 1 

Note: These data reflect a compilation of information from a number of separate statistical series. The definition of a "juvenile" in 
each data source is different. Also, the data on admissions do not reflect individual youth taken into custody, but rather the number 
of commitments resulting from incidents. However, these are the only data presently available to estimate the number of youth 
entering custody facilities. Comparable data on juveniles in lockups and in State prisons are not available. 

, 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for 1990; I-day counts for 
census day 2/15/91. 

2 1988 National Jail Census: Admissions are for the year ending 6/29/88. I-day counts for census day 6/29/88. 

Table 2-5 

Juvenile Admissions to Public Facilities by Adjudication Status and Gender, 1990 

Total Males Females 

Adjudication Status Number % Number % Number % 

Total 683,636 100% 562,734 100% 120,902 100% 

Detention 552,012 81 447,907 80 104,105 86 

Commitment 126,892 19 112,668 20 14,224 12 

Voluntary* 4,732 1 2,159 ** 2,573 2 

Note: Comparable data on adjudication status are not available for private facilities, jails, and State correctional facilities. The 
data on admissions do not represent individual youth taken into custody, but rather the number of commitments resulting from 
incidents. 

* A type of admission in which a juvenile voluntarily commits himselflherself to a facility without having been adjudicated by a 
court. The juvenile may be referred to the facility by parents, court, school, or a social agency. 

** Denotes less than 0.5 percent. 

Source: 199 J Census of Public Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for 1990. 
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Table 2-6 

Number of Juveniles in Custody (I-Day Counts) in Public, Private, and All Facilities 
by Reason for Custody by Region and State, 1991 

All Facilities Public Facilities Private Facilities* 

Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Status Non-
Offenses Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders 

U.S. Total 69,237 7,029 17,466 54,804 1,755 983 14,433 5,274 16,483 

Northeast 11,361 1,897 4,073 6,336 217 108 5,025 1,680 3,965 
Connecticut 477 67 328 290 0 0 187 67 328 
Maine 283 1 267 249 0 0 34 1 267 
Massachusetts 653 17 264 180 0 0 473 17 264 
New Hampshire 148 27 77 108 0 0 40 27 77 
New Jersey 1,683 41 243 1,627 22 70 56 19 173 
New York 3,065 1,243 1,334 2,460 164 24 605 1,079 1,310 
Pennsylvania 4,756 446 1,377 1,251 24 14 3,505 422 1,363 
Rhode Island 245 44 113 154 7 0 91 37 113 
Vermont 51 11 70 17 0 0 34 II 70 

Midwest 15,787 2,727 5,304 12,232 835 292 3,555 1,892 5,012 
Illinois 2,121 5 179 2,022 5 2 99 0 177 
Indiana 1,404 475 706 1,139 148 108 265 327 598 
Iowa 679 323 566 309 81 28 370 242 538 
Kansas 838 150 441 631 5 31 207 145 410 
Michigan 2,744 260 638 1,829 99 40 915 161 598 
Minnesota 1,062 191 469 627 14 4 435 177 465 
Missouri 886 258 345 858 188 14 28 70 331 
Nebraska 389 69 607 276 16 1 113 53 606 
North Dakota 99 55 92 64 11 0 35 44 92 
Ohio 3,811 603 866 3,415 219 62 396 384 804 
South Dakota 283 93 128 187 30 0 96 63 128 
Wisconsin 1,471 245 267 875 19 2 596 226 265 

South 17,539 1,388 4,873 14,903 438 360 2,636 950 4,513 
Alabama 835 147 301 767 53 26 68 94 275 
Arkansas 324 26 243 284 0 I 40 26 242 
Delaware 149 0 8 130 0 0 19 0 8 
District of Columbia 442 14 31 373 6 1 69 8 30 
Florida 2,418 43 218 (1,960 14 34 458 29 184 
Georgia 1,609 81 434 ,1,541 25 0 68 56 434 
Kentucky 621 200 430 , 

" 
557 78 31 64 122 399 

Louisiana 1,173 86 168 1,099 12 11 74 74 157 
Maryland 1,044 60 351 809 4 18 235 56 333 
Mississippi 383 22 34 381 13 24 2 9 10 
North Carolina 967 107 213 855 22 16 112 85 197 
Oklahoma 490 67 394 285 9 42 205 58 352 
South Carolina 940 124 100 855 62 9 85 62 91 
Tennessee 1,232 145 400 662 35 58 570 110 342 
Texas 3,065 101 956 2,640 14 7 425 87 949 
Virginia 1,605 125 512 1,539 91 82 66 34 430 
West Virginia 242 40 80 166 0 0 76 40 80 

West 24,550 1,017 3,216 21,333 265 223 3,217 752 2,993 
Alaska 295 4 105 215 2 0 80 2 105 
Arizona 1,381 116 405 850 68 29 531 48 376 
California 16,966 365 1,409 15,618 128 158 1,348 237 1,251 
Colorado 1,044 84 337 679 8 0 365 76 337 
Hawaii 73 22 28 70 6 8 3 16 20 
Idaho 195 8 39 141 2 0 54 6 39 
Montana 223 57 136 210 8 12 13 49 124 
Nevada 735 68 42 510 36 9 225 32 33 
New Mexico 576 39 179 527 0 0 49 39 179 
Or,egon l,015 121 199 717 1 5 298 120 194 
Utah 352 52 31 268 3 2 84 49 29 
Washington 1,532 11 166 1,415 3 0 117 8 l66 
Wyoming 163 70 140 113 0 0 50 70 140 

* May include some out-of-State placements in some jurisdictions. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2115/91. 
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Table 2-7 

One-Day Count Rates of Juveniles in Custody in Public, Private, and All Facilities 
by Reason for Custody by Region and State, 1991 
-

All Facilities Public Facilities Private Facilities 

Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Status 

Chapter 2 

Non-
Offenses Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders 

U.S. Total 264 27 67 209 7 4 55 20 63 
Northeast 252 42 90 140 5 2 112 37 88 
Connecticut 203 29 140 123 0 0 80 29 140 
Maine 207 I 195 182 0 0 25 1 195 
Massachusetts 134 3 54 37 0 0 97 3 54 
New Hampshire 129 23 67 94 0 0 35 23 67 
New Jersey 216 5 31 209 3 9 7 2 22 
New York 223 90 97 179 12 2 44 78 95 
Pennsylvania 389 37 113 102 2 I 287 35 112 
Rhode Island 255 46 118 160 7 0 95 39 118 
Vermont 80 17 109 27 0 0 53 17 109 
Midwest 238 41 80 184 13 4 54 28 76 
Illinois 189 0 16 180 0 0 9 0 16 
Indiana 215 73 109 174 23 17 41 50 92 
Iowa 208 99 174 95 25 9 113 74 165 
Kansas 293 53 154 221 2 11 72 51 143 
Michigan 255 24 60 170 9 4 85 15 56 
Minnesota 211 38 93 125 3 I 86 35 92 
Missouri 172 51 67 167 37 3 5 14 64 
Nebraska 206 36 322 146 8 I 60 28 321 
North Dakota 128 71 119 83 14 0 45 57 119 
Ohio 309 49 70 277 18 5 32 31 65 
South Dakota 322 106 145 213 34 0 109 72 145 
Wisconsin 259 43 46 154 3 0 105 40 46 

South 193 15 54 164 5 4 29 10 50 
Alabama 172 30 62 158 11 5 14 19 57 
Arkansas 114 9 85 100 0 0 14 9 85 
Delaware 219 0 12 191 0 0 28 0 12 
District of Columbia 921 30 65 777 13 2 144 17 63 
Florida 195 3 18 158 I 3 37 2 15 
Georgia 241 12 65 231 4 0 10 8 65 
Kentucky 142 46 98 127 18 7 15 28 91 
Louisiana 244 18 35 229 3 2 15 15 33 
Maryland 216 13 73 167 I 4 49 12 69 
Mississippi 111 7 10 110 4 7 I 3 3 
North Carolina 182 20 40 161 4 3 21 16 37 
Oklahoma 131 18 105 76 2 11 55 16 94 
South Carolina 262 34 28 238 17 3 24 17 25 
Tennessee 225 26 73 121 6 11 104 20 62 
Texas 166 6 51 143 1 0 23 5 51 
Virginia 248 19 79 238 14 13 10 5 66 
West Virginia 112 19 37 77 0 0 35 19 37 
West 409 17 54 355 4 4 54 13 50 
Alaska 428 6 152 312 3 0 116 3 152 
Arizona 331 28 97 204 16 7 127 12 90 
California 526 11 44 484 4 5 42 7 39 
Colorado 284 23 92 185 2 0 99 21 92 
Hawaii 62 19 24 59 5 7 3 14 17 
Idaho 134 5 27 97 I 0 37 4 27 
Montana 219 56 134 206 8 12 13 48 122 
Nevada 569 53 33 395 28 7 174 25 26 
New Mexico 294 20 91 269 0 0 25 20 91 
Oregon 310 37 61 219 0 2 91 37 59 
Utah 122 18 11 93 1 I 29 17 10 
Washington 277 2 30 256 I 0 21 I 30 
Wyoming 232 100 200 161 0 0 71 100 200 

Noles: 

1 Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of odgina1 court jurisdiction in each State for 1989 and nre rounded to the nearest 
whole number. 

2 Private facilities may include some out-of-State placements in some jurisdictions. 

Sources: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional. and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2/15/91. 1991 census 
popUlation estimates from the 1990 population census. 
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Table 2-8 

Number of Juveniles in Custody (l~Day Counts) in Short~Term, Long~Term, and All 
Facilities by Reason for Custody by Region and State, 1991 

All Facilities Short-Term Facilities Long-Term Facilities 

Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Str-tus Non-
Offem.es Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders 

U.S. Total 68,828 6,860 17,090 20,692 1,454 1,566 48,136 5,406 15,524 

Northeast 11,332 1,824 3,961 2,043 221 206 9,289 1,603 3,755 
Connecticut 477 67 328 83 2 16 394 65 312 
Maine 283 1 267 - - - 283 1 267 
Massachusetts 647 16 210 281 7 II 366 9 199 
New Hampshire 148 27 77 26 9 1 122 18 76 
New Jersey 1,683 41 243 642 23 41 1,041 18 202 
New York 3,042 1,183 1,305 478 133 55 2,564 1,050 1,250 
Pennsylvania 4,756 434 1.348 509 43 78 4,247 391 1.270 
Rhode Island 245 44 113 7 4 0 238 40 li3 
Vermont 51 II 70 17 0 4 34 11 66 
Midwest 15,762 2,693 5,308 4,111 500 478 11,651 2,193 4,830 
Illinois 2,121 5 179 755 5 2 1,366 0 177 
Indiana 1,398 470 705 352 47 67 1,046 423 638 
Iowa 679 323 571 103 40 82 576 283 489 
Kansa~ 838 150 441 128 24 127 710 126 314 
Michigan 2,744 260 638 982 77 32 1,762 183 606 
Minnesota 1,062 191 469 210 15 74 852 176 395 
Missouri 886 258 345 292 39 8 594 219 337 
Nebraska 389 69 607 47 16 2 342 53 605 
North Dakota 99 55 92 3 0 0 96 55 92 
Ohio 3,811 603 866 990 185 45 2,821 418 821 
South Dakota 264 64 128 24 12 20 240 52 108 
Wisconsin 1.471 245 267 225 40 19 1,246 205 248 

South 17,539 1,382 4,873 6,103 430 503 11,436 952 4,370 
Alabama 835 147 301 342 62 73 493 85 228 
Arkansas 324 26 243 52 7 20 272 19 223 
Delaware 149 0 8 35 0 0 114 0 8 
District of Columbia 442 14 31 268 14 8 174 0 23 
Florida 2,418 43 218 1,243 15 41 1,175 28 177 
Georgia 1,609 81 434 832 26 4 777 55 430 
Kentucky 621 200 430 95 81 66 526 119 364 
Louisiana 1,173 86 168 471 35 18 702 51 150 
Maryland 1,044 54 351 269 6 39 775 48 312 
Mississippi 383 22 34 66 16 22 317 6 12 
North Carolina 967 107 213 155 24 28 812 83 185 
Oklahoma 490 67 394 126 27 71 364 40 323 
South Carolina 940 124 100 226 37 34 714 87 66 
Tennessee 1,232 145 400 171 22 25 1,061 123 375 
Texas 3,065 lOl 956 973 14 25 2,092 87 931 
Virginia 1,605 125 512 710 39 29 895 86 483 
West Virginia 242 40 80 69 5 0 173 35 80 
West 24,195 961 2,948 8,435 303 379 15,760 658 2,569 
Alaska 295 4 105 17 2 18 278 2 87 
Arizona 1,372 116 401 395 16 45 977 100 356 
California 16,620 309 1,205 6,265 140 187 10,355 169 1,018 
Colorado 1,044 84 277 429 18 I 615 66 276 
Hawaii 73 22 28 8 17 II 65 5 17 
Idaho 195 8 39 35 2 7 160 6 32 
Montana 223 57 136 II 17 14 212 40 122 
Nevada 735 68 42 139 15 4 596 53 38 
New Mexico 576 39 179 97 20 0 479 19 179 
Oregon 1,015 121 199 222 16 44 793 IDS 155 
Utah 352 52 31 195 3 2 157 49 29 
Washington 1,532 11 166 621 4 12 911 7 154 
Wyoming 163 70 140 I 33 34 162 37 106 

Notes: 

I Short-term facilities refer to those typically holding juveniles awaiting adjudication 01' other disposition. These generally include detention centers 
and shelter facilities. Long-term facilities include those generally holding juveniles who have been adjudicated and committed to custody. These 
generally include training schools, camps, ranches, and farms. 

2 Census classification codes for short- versus long-term facility could not be obtained for 59 private facilities, thereby eliminating 954 juveniles 
from this analysis. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2/15/91. 
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Table 2-9 

One-Day Count Rates of Juveniles in Custody in Short-Term, Long-Term, and All 
Facilities by Reason for Custody by Region and State, 1991 

Chapter 2 

All Facilities Short-Term Facilities Long-Term Facilities 

Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Status Non- Delinquent Status Non-
Offenses Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders Offenses Offenses offenders 

U.S. Total 263 27 65 79 6 6 184 21 59 
Northeast 251 41 88 45 5 5 206 36 83 
Connecticut 203 29 140 35 I 7 168 28 133 
Maine 207 I 195 - - - 207 I 195 
Massachusetts 133 3 43 58 1 2 75 2 41 
New Hampshire 129 24 67 23 8 I 106 16 66 
New Jersey 217 5 31 83 3 5 134 2 26 
New York 221 86 95 35 10 4 186 76 91 
Pennsylvania 390 36 110 42 4 6 348 32 104 
Rhode Island 255 46 118 7 4 0 248 42 118 
Vermont 80 17 109 27 0 6 53 17 103 
Midwest 238 41 80 62 8 7 176 33 73 
Illinois 189 0 16 67 0 0 122 0 16 
Indiana 214 72 108 S4 7 10 160 65 98 
Iowa 208 99 174 95 25 9 113 74 165 
Kansas 293 52 154 45 8 44 248 44 110 
Michigan 2S5 24 59 91 7 3 164 17 56 
Minnesota 211 38 94 42 3 15 169 35 79 
Missouri 173 51 68 57 8 2 116 43 66 
Nebraska 206 36 321 25 8 1 181 28 320 
North Dakota 129 71 119 4 0 0 125 71 119 
Ohio 309 49 71 80 15 4 229 34 67 
South Dakota 300 73 146 27 14 23 273 59 123 
Wisconsin 258 43 47 39 7 3 219 36 44 
South 193 15 54 67 5 6 126 10 48 
Alabama 173 31 62 71 13 15 102 18 47 
Arkansas 113 9 85 18 2 7 95 7 78 
Delaware 219 0 12 51 0 0 168 0 12 
District of Columbia 921 29 65 558 29 17 363 0 48 
Florida 195 3 17 100 I 3 95 2 14 
Georgia 241 12 65 125 4 I 116 8 64 
Kentucky 142 45 98 22 18 15 120 27 83 
Louisiana 244 18 35 98 7 4 146 II 31 
Maryland 216 II 73 56 I 8 160 ]0 65 
Mississippi III 7 9 19 5 6 92 2 3 
North Carolina 182 21 40 29 5 5 153 16 35 
Oklahoma 131 18 105 34 7 19 97 II 86 
South Carolina 262 34 27 63 10 9 199 24 18 
Tennessee 224 26 73 31 4 5 193 22 68 
Texas 166 6 51 53 I 1 113 5 50 
Virginia 248 19 79 110 6 4 138 13 75 
West Virginia 112 18 37 32 2 0 80 16 37 
West 402 16 49 140 5 6 262 11 43 
Alaska 428 6 152 25 3 26 403 3 126 
Arizona 329 28 96 95 4 II 234 24 85 
California 515 9 38 194 4 6 321 5 32 
Colorado 285 23 75 117 5 0 168 18 75 
Hawaii 62 18 23 7 14 9 55 4 14 
Idaho 134 5 27 24 I 5 110 4 22 
Montana 219 56 134 11 17 14 208 39 120 
Nevada 570 53 32 108 12 3 462 41 29 
New Mexico 293 20 91 49 10 0 244 10 91 
Oregon 310 37 60 68 5 13 242 32 47 
Utah 123 18 II 68 I I 55 17 10 
Washington 278 2 30 113 I 2 165 I 28 
Wyoming 232 100 200 I 47 49 231 53 151 

Noles: 

1 Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages to to the upper ages of original courtjun,diction in each State for 1991 and are rounded to the nearest whole numl)cr. 

2 Short-tenn facilities refer to those typically holding juveniles awaiting adjudication or other disposition. These generally include detention centers and shelter facliilies. 
Long-term facilities include those generally holding juveniles who have been adjudicated and committed to custody. These generally include training schools, camps, 
ranches. and farms. 

3 Census classification codes for short- versus long-term facility could not be obtained for 59 private facilities, thereby eliminating 954 juveniles from this analysis. 

Sources: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 1991 census population estimates from the 1990 population census. 

35 

------------------------------------------------------- ---



---------------------------------------------------.-------

OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Figure 2-1 

Juveniles in Custody by Gender: I-Day Counts in Public and Private Facilities, 1991 

Percent of Population in Custody 
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Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2/15/91. 

Figure 2-2 

Juveniles in Custody by Gender: I-Day Count Rates in Public and Private 
Facilities, 1991 

Rates per 100,000 
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Note: Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of original court jurisdiction in each State on the census day 2/15/91. 

Sources: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 1991 census population estimates 
based on the 1990 population census, U.S. Bureau of the Census. 
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Figure 2-3 

Juveniles in Custody by Race and Ethnicity: I-Day Counts in Public and 
Private Facilities, 1991 

Percent of Population in Custody 
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Note: Persons of Hispanic origin are not included in the white or black categories. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvcnile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2/15191. 

Figure 2-4 

Juveniles in Custody by Race and Ethnicity: I-Day Count Rates in Public and 
Private Facilities, 1991 
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Notes: 
I White Hispanics are included in the white category and black Hispanics in the black category. 

2 Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of juvenile court jurisdiction in each State. 
Sources: 1991 Census of Public and Privatc Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 1991 population estimates based 
on the 1990 population census, U.S. Bureau of the Census. 

37 

Chapter 2 



OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Illto Custody: FY 1992 

Figure 2-5 

Juveniles in Custody by Age: I-Day Counts in Public and Private Facilities, 1991 
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Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Con'ectional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2115/91. 

Figure 2-6 

Juveniles in Custody by Age: I-Day Count Rates in Public and Private Facilities, 1991 

Rates per 100,000 
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Note: Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 7 to 21 in the United States on the census day 2115/91. 

Sources: 199] Census of Public and Private Detention, COlTeetional, anrl Shelter Facilities. 1991 population estimates 
based on the 1990 population census, U.S. Bureau of the Census. 
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Table 2-10 

Juveniles in Custody in Public and Private Juvenile Facilities: 1-Day Counts by 
Reason for Custody and Gender, 1991 

Public Facilities 

Delinquent offenses 

1. Violent 
2. Other personal 
3 Serious property 
4. Other property 
5. Alcohol offenses 
6. Drug-related offenses 
7. Public order offenses 
8. Probation/parole violations 
9. Other 

Status offenses 

Nonoffenders 

Voluntary commitments 

Private Facilities 

Delinquent offenses 

1. Violent 
2. Other personal 
3. Serious property 
4. Other property 
5. Alcohol offenses 
6. Drug-related offenses 
7. Public order offenses 
8. Probation/parole violations 
9. Other 

Status offenses 

Nonoffenders 

Voluntary commitments 

Note: Offense categories include the following offenses: 

Total 

(N=57,542) 

95% 

19 
12 
24 
12 
1 

10 
4 

8 
5 

3 

1 

1 

(N=36,190) 

40% 

4 
6 
9 

10 

5 

3 

15 

27 

18 

Males 

(N=51,214) 

97.3% 

20.5 
12.1 
2404 
12.5 
1.0 

lOA 
404 
7.2 
4.8 

1.8 

0.7 

0.2 

(N=25,801) 

50.7% 

5.3 
7.5 

11.7 
11.8 
0.6 
7.0 
1.2 
1.7 
3.9 

11.S 

23.0 

14.8 

Violent: Murder, nonnegligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault. 
Other personal: Negligent manslaughter, assault, and sexual assault. 
Serious property: Burgllary, arson, larceny-thefe, and motor vehicle theft. 
Other property: Vandalism, forgery, counterfeiting, fraud, stolen property, and unauthorized vehicle use. 
Public order: Alcohol offenses. drug-related offenses. and public order offenses. 
Status: Offenses not considered crimes if committed by aduit~. 
Nonoffenders: Depend1ency, neglect, abuse, emotional disturbance. retardation, or other. 

Females 

(N=6,328) 

80.7% 

lOA 
904 

17.l 
12.9 

1.0 
5.3 
5,4 

13.0 
6.5 

12.9 

4.0 

2.1 

(N=1O,389) 

12.9% 

0.5 
1.6 
2.0 
4.5 
004 
1.3 
0.7 
0.4 
1.5 

22.3 

38.3 

26.S 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2/15/91. 
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Table 2-11 

Public and Private Short-Term and Long-Term Facilities: Average Length of Stay 
(in Days) by Gender, 1990 

Public Facilities 

All short· term facilities' 

Detention centers 

All long· term facilities2 

Training schools 

Private Facilities 

All short·term facilities' 

Detention centers 

All long· term facilities2 

Training schools 

Total 

16 

16 

173 

201 

23 

22 

175 

334 

Males 

17 

16 

174 

201 

24 

21 

201 

335 

Females 

13 

13 

149 

188 

22 

27 

130 

321 

Note: The computation of average length of stay is calculated in two steps: (l) the facility-level average length of stay (in days) 
multiplied by the number of releases, resulting in "service days" weighted by releases; (2) the resulting weighted servic,e days are 
divided by the total releases on the national level to derive the aggregated average length of stay in the United States. 

, ShOlt-term facilities refer to those typically holding juveniles awaiting adjudication or other disposition. These generally include 
detention centers and shelter facilities. 

2 Long-term facilities include those generally holding juveniles who have been adjudicated and committed to custody. These 
generally include training schools, camps, ranches, and farms. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Table 2-12 

Reported Deaths in Juvenile Public and Private Facilities by Region and 
Circumstance, 1990 

Total Illness Suicide Homicide Other 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Public Facilities 

Total 26 100% 3 100% 9 100% 6 100% 8 100% 

Northeast 5 19 1 33 0 0 3 50 1 13 

Midwest 4 15 0 0 2 22 1 17 1 13 

South 7 27 0 0 4 45 1 17 2 25 

West 10 39 2 67 3 33 1 17 4 50 

Private Facilities 

Total 18 100 1 100 5 100 2 100 10 100 

Northeast 2 11 0 0 1 20 0 0 1 10 

Midwest 6 33 0 0 0 0 2 100 4 40 

South 4 22 1 100 3 60 0 0 0 0 

West 6 33 0 0 1 20 0 0 5 50 

Notes: 

1 Illness may include illness or death by natural cause. Homicide includes homicide by residents and others. 

2 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Table 2-13 

Reported Deaths in Juvelllile Public and Private Facilities by Type of Facility and 
Circumstance, 1990 

Total Illness Suicide Homicide Other 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Public Facilities 

Total 26 100% 3 100% 9 100% 6 100% 8 100% 

Detention centers 8 31 2 67 4 44 0 0 2 25 

Reception/diagnostic centers 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

Training schools 15 58 1 33 4 44 4 67 6 75 

Ranch/camps or farms 2 8 0 0 1 11 16 0 0 

Halfway houses/group homes 1 4 0 0 0 0 1 16 0 0 

Private Facilities 

Total 18 100 1 100 5 100 2 100 10 100 

Detention centers 2 11 0 0 1 20 0 0 1 10 

Shelters 1 6 0 0 1 20 0 0 0 0 

Reception/diagnostic centers 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 10 

Training schools 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 c 0 0 

Ranch/camps or farms 1 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 

Halfway houses/group homes 13 72 1 100 3 60 2 100 7 70 

Notes: 

1 Illness may include illness or death by natural cause. Homicide includes homicide by residents and others. 

2 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Source: 199] Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Table 2-14 

Reported Deaths in JU';enile Public and Private Facilities by Gender and 
Circumstance, 1990 

Total Illness Suicide Homicide 

Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Public Facilities 

Total 26 100% 3 100% 9 100% 6 100% 

Males 22 85 2 67 8 89 6 100 

Females 4 15 33 11 0 0 

Private Facilities 

Total 18 100 1 100 5 100 2 100 

Males 13 72 0 0 3 60 2 100 

Females 5 28 100 2 40 0 0 

Notes: 

1 Illness may include illness or death by natural cause. Homicide includes homicide by residents and others. 
2 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 

Figure 2-7 

Use of Detention in Delinquency Cases by Offense, 1990 
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Source: Juvellile Court Statistics 1990. 
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Figure 2-8 

Offense Characteristics of Delinquency Cases Detained, 1990 

Public Order 
21% 

Source: Juvenile Court Statistics 1990. 

Table 2-15 

Person 
23% 

Drugs 
9% 

Total Detlmtion Cases: 286,300 

Property 
47% 

Variation in the Use of Detention in Delinquency Cases by Gender, Race, and Age 
at Court Referral (Percent of Cases Detained), 1990 

Total Delinquency Person Property Drugs Public Order 

Offense 23% 27% 19% 37% 27% 

Sex 

Male 24 29 20 39 27 
Female 17 19 13 28 26 

Race 
White 20 23 16 26 26 
Nonwhite 29 32 24 51 31 

Age at court referral 
12 and younger 11 14 9 32 19 
13 19 22 16 34 26 
14 23 26 19 38 30 
15 26 30 22 39 29 
16 27 32 22 39 28 
17 and older 24 30 20 35 24 

Note: Youth of Hispanic ethnicity were generally included in the white racial category. 

Source: Juvenile Court Statistics 1990. 
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Figure 2-9 

Use of Detention in Status Offense Cases by Offense, 1990 
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Source: Juvenile Court Statistics 1990. 

Figure 2-10 

Offense Characteristics of Status Offense Cases Detained, 1990 
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Truancy 
5% 

Other 
16% 

Total Detention Cases: 19,500 

45 

Runaway 
46% 

Chapter 2 



OJJDP-Juveniles Taken ?Ilto Custody: FY 1992 

Table 2-16 

Variation in the Use of Detention in Status Offense Cases by Gender, Race, and Age 
at Court Referral (Percent of Cases Detained), 1990 

Total Status Other 
Offense Runaway Truancy Ungovernable Alcohol Status 

Offense 6% 12% 2% 5% 5% 6% 

Sex 

Male 6 14 ... 5 5 6 L. 

Female 6 12 1 5 4 5 

Race 

White 6 13 2 5 4 5 

Nonwhite 6 12 2 5 8 8 

Age at court referral 
12 and younger 4 8 1 4 7 3 

13 6 13 1 5 6 5 

14 7 12 2 5 5 6 

15 7 13 2 5 5 7 

16 7 13 2 6 5 5 

17 and older 5 12 6 4 6 

Note: Youth of Hispanic ethnicity were generally included in the white racial category. 
Source: Juvenile Court Statistics 1990. 
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Chapter3 
National Trends for 
Juveniles Taken into 
Custody: Public and Private 
Facilities, 1982-1991 

This chapter presents a series of trends in juvenile correc­
tions over the past 10 years. Trends in the juvenile popula­
tion and in juvenile arrests are presented as well, to provide 
a context for interpreting the correctional trends. 

Trends in the Juvenile Population 

During 1982-1991, the age-eligible juvenile population 
(youth ages 10 to the upper age of juvenile jurisdiction in 
each State) declined by almost 6 percent, with a parallel 
pattern for males and females (figures 3-1 and 3-2). Tables 
3-1 and 3-2 show juvenile population (youth ages 10 to the 
upper age of juvenile jurisdiction in each State) trends by 
race/ethnicity6 and age. Decreases can be accounted for by 
decreases in the white popUlation. Juveniles classified as 
Hispanics and races other than white or black increased in 
nuinber (by 26 and 40 percent, respectively), while the 
black popUlation remained relatively stable. Decreases in 
the total juvenile popUlation are also accounted for by 
decreases in the older age groupings of 14 to 17 and 18 to 
21. The only age group showing growth was that of the 7 to 
9-year-olds, although the 10 to 13 age group has also been 
increasing steadily since 1986. 

Trends in Juvenile Arrests 

Table 3-3 reflects trends in male and female arrest rates for 
Part I, violent, property, and drug offenses. From 1982 to 
] 991, Part I arrest rates for males remained quite stable. 
The 2-percent decline is a function of a 6.3-percent 
clec;rease in the large volume of property crimes committed 
by juveniles. Similarly, the 15-percent increase in Part I 
arrest rates for females reflects a modest (almost 13 

6 For these data, the juvenile population is defined as youth ages 10 to 17. 
More refined definitions by State are not available by race and year. 

1 Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject 
to error resulting form nonrcsponse, nonreporting, and overinclusion. See 
appendix C for further explanation. 
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percent) increase in arrest rate for property crimes and a 
large (45 percent) increase for violent arrests. As shown, 
the largest increases in arrest rates for both genders are for 
violent crimes. The decreases in rates for drug arrests are a 
reflection of the dramatic decrease in arrests involving the 
sale or possession of marijuana. Arrests for heroin and 
cocaine offenses have increased dramatically over the past 
decade, particularly for black youth. 

Figures 3-3 and 3-4 illustrate lO-year trends in juveniles 
arrested for Part I offenses. As shown in figure 3-3, the 
arrest rate for males has remained relatively stable; again 
reflecting a modest increase in the violent arrest rate and a 
decrease in property arrests. 

For females, the increase in Part I arrest rates was 15 
percent. Figure 3-4 illustrates a sharp increase (24 percent) 
in the an'est rate for Part I offenses from 1990 to 1991. 
Figures 3-5 and 3-6 illustrate the 10-year trends in 
juveniles arrested for all offenses. Although arrest rates are 
different for males and females (e.g., in 1991 rates per 
100,000 were 9,624 for males and 2,955 for females), the 
patterns reflecting yearly changes are remarkably similar. 
The change in rate from 1982 to 1991 was an increase of 15 
percent for females and only a 2-percent increase for males. 

The final set of data related to juvenile arrests, trends in 
police disposition of juvenile offenders taken into custody, 
is presented in table 3-4. The informal disposition of 
juvenile cases, including those handled within the depart­
ment and released; referred to a welfare agency; or referred 
to another police agency showed a decline, while referrals 
to criminal or adult court were generally stable. Over this 
9-year period, an increase occurred in the proportion of 
dispositions represented by referrals to juvenile court (57.5 
percent versus 64.2 percent). Referrals to juvenile court 
jurisdiction increased from 661,761 in 1983 to 759,411 in 
1991. 

Although these and other arrest data presented here can be 
useful for describing general trends, the reader is reminded 
to interpret the yearly figures with caution given that the 
number of agencies reporting data varies considerably from 
year to year, necessarily affecting both absolute numbers 
and rates. The information describes the activities of the 
reporting jurisdictions and cannot be considered as national 
estimates. 

Trends in Juveniles Taken 
Into Custody 

Trends in Admissions. Annual admissions to public and 
private juvenile facilities have grown steadily since the 
early 1980' s (table 3-5 and figure 3-7).7 Although the 
increase in admissions to private facilities was 57 percent 
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over the period 1983-1991, an examination of biannual 
trends reveals that from 1989 to 1991, a slight decrease in 
admissions to private facilities was accounted for by a 
decrease of about 2,700 female admissions. Although the 
change in admissions to public facilities from 1983 to 1991 
was only 29 percent, increases were substantial for 1990 
admissions compared with other biannual changes, and 
were similar to the large increases in public admissions 
between 1985 and 1987. 

Admissions of females to public and private juvenile 
facilities combined rose by 25 percent, compared with a 
36-percent increase for males. For both genders, increased 
admissions from 1983 to 1991 were largely accounted for 
by significant increases in admissions to private facilities. 

Figure 3-8 shows that juvenile admissions rates per 
100,000 eligible youth increased sharply between 1984 and 
1986, and have continued to rise. The most recent rate, for 
1990, is 3,213 per 100,000 juveniles, or 3.2 percent. 

Trends in i-Day Counts. Figure 3-9 and table 3-5 show 
trends in I-day counts in public and private juvenile 
facilities by gender. Increases for male I-day counts over 
the period 1983-1991 were 16 percent for private facilities 
and 21 percent for public facilities, representing steady 
increases between each reporting interval, with the excep­
tion of a small decrease for private facilities between 1989 
and 1991. The picture for females is different, however. 
The largest growth for females in custody occurred in 
private juvenile facilities, where I-day counts grew by 14 
percent between 1983 and 1991 (from 9,148 to 10,389), 
with the largest counts occurring in 1987 and 1989. For 
public facilities, female I-day counts increased until 1987, 
when they began to decrease. And, on the 1991 census day, 
these counts were lower than for any of the 4 census days 
between 1983 and 1989. 

Figure 3-10 shows changes in rates for I-day counts across 
both private and public facilities and for both genders 
combined. The increase between 1983 and 1991 was 23 
percent (from 290 per 100,000 to 357 per 100,000), 
reaching a peak in 1989 with a I-day count rate of 367 per 
100,000. Table 3-6 compares trends in admission and in­
custody rates separately for both public and private 
facilities. Unlike the trends in admission rates, increases in 
I-day count rates were similar for both types of facilities. 

Trends in Juveniles Taken Into 
Custody by Facility Type 

Table 3-7 presents admissions trends to different types of 
facilities over the period 1982-1990. The relative propor­
tion of admissions to the various types of public facilities 
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was quite stable, while the numbers of admissions in public 
facilities showed significant increases, with halfway 
houses, group homes, and detention centers showing the 
greatest increases over the 8-year period-the exception 
being for the public ranches, camps, or farms category, 
which decreased by 36 percent. 

Admission trends in private facilities show much greater 
variance in the number and proportions of admissions to 
different facility types over the 8-year period. Although all 
types of private facilities except private ranches, camps, or 
farms have experienced marked increases in admissions 
since 1982, private detention center admissions grew from 
3,189 to 11,177 (a 250-percent increase) and increased 
from 4 to 8 percent of admissions to private facilities. 
Private shelters showed the biggest change in private 
facility admissions, growing from 45 to 52 percent of the 
private facility admissions. Private halfway houses and 
group homes showed a very large increase in the number of 
admissions from 1982 to 1990, but accounted for a smaller 
share of private facility admissions overall. 

Trends in Offense Types 

An interesting policy question is whether the offenses for 
which youth were taken into custody changed during the 
decade of the 1980's. At present, no data is available on the 
offenses of those admitted into juvenile facilities. Instead, 
tables 3-8 and 3-9 present information based on the I-day 
counts by most serious commitment offense and reason for 
custody, separately for public and private juvenile facilities. 

Between 1983 and 1991, I-day counts increased by almost 
9,000 for public facilities and by almost 5,000 for private 
facilities. However, relatively little change occlmed in the 
proportions of youth in custody for various offenses. Table 
3-8 shows that for each census year from 1983 to 1991, 
more than 90 percent of youth in public juvenile facilities 
are confined for a delinquent offense. Between 1983 and 
1991, the percentage of drug and miscellaneous offenses 
grew (from 22 percent in 1983 to 28 percent in 1991), 
overtaking the percentage of serious property offenses, 
which decreased (from 34 percent in 1983 to 24 percent in 
1991). Violent crime remained stable, and other personal 
crimes increased slightly from 7 to 12 percent. 

Private juvenile facilities show a very different offense 
pattern (see table 3-9), with 34 to 40 percent of youth 
confined for delinquent offenses, reflecting a modest 
increase over the period. Distributions of various delin­
quent offenses have remained relatively stable, with 
personal offenses (other than violent offenses) and less 
serious property offenses each gaining 3 percentage points 
since 1983. The proportion of juveniles in custody for drug 
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offenses and for miscellaneous categories also showed 
fluctuation. The proportion of status offenders has de­
creased by 6 percent, while the proportion of voluntary 
admissions for dependency, neglect, abuse, emotional 
disturbance, retardation, or other reasons remained at about 
18 percent of the total. A consistent pattern emerged of 
private facilities holding juveniles for predominately 
nondelinquent offenses over the past decade. 

Status Offenders in Custody 

The JJDP Act encouraged States to prohibit the incarcera­
tion of status offenders (e.g., runaways, school truants, or 
youth in conflict with their parents) and non offenders (e.g., 
dependent, neglected, and abused children) in secure 
facilities such as detention centers and training schools (42 
U.S.C. 5633(a)(12)(A)). When the JJDP Act was enacted, 
involvement of status offenders and nonoffenders in some 
juvenile corrections facilities were estimated as high as 40 
percent. For example, in 1977 crc reported more than 
12,000 status offenders in public and private facilities 
nationwide, comprising almost 17 percent of all youth in 
custody. By 1989, the number had declined to 9,098 or 
approximately 11 percent. Most recently, 1991 crc data 
reveal that the 7,029 status offenders represented only 5 
percent to 7 percent of those in custody. 

This section examines whether this decline of status 
offenders in custody occurred in various types of facilities, 
to males and females equally, and across geographic 
regions. Table 3-10 summarizes some of the reasons for 
custody data that were shown earlier, however, the focus 
here is on proportions of youth confined in public and in 
private juvenile facilities for various reasons, including 
status offenses. 

Based on data from the I-day counts, public juvenile 
facilities exhibited increasing compliance with the Federal 
legislative mandate. For example, from 1983 to 1991, 
youth were held more for delinquent offenses (up from 93 
percent to 95 percent of the I-day counts). The number of 
status offenders decreased from 2,390 to 1,755-a decline 
of almost 27 percent. The nonoffender popUlation remained 
about I percent of youth in public facilities. 

During this same time period, the proportion of youth held 
in private facilities increased from 34 to 40 percent. The 
proportion of status offenders has dropped more dramati­
cally than in public facilities, from 21 percent (6,652) in 
1983 to 15 percent (5,274) in 1991. The proportion of 
nonoffenders in private facilities has grown only slightly 
since 1983, while voluntary admissions has decreased 
slightly. The absolute numbers of both non offenders and 
voluntary admissions have increased by 20 and ttl, percent, 
respectively. 
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Figure 3-11 presents an analysis of trends in the confine­
ment of status offenders by type of environment. Based on 
the I-day counts in public and private juvenile facilities, the 
number of status offenders in custody has declined by 22 
percent from 1983 to 1991. As shown, the decline was not 
steady in that 1987 showed an increase in both open and 
institutional environments.s During the entire period, the 
proportion of all status offenders confined in institutional 
environments has remained stable at about 27 percent (see 
appendix A-4 for data comparing detained versus commit­
ted status offenders). 

Variations in the Confinement of 
Status Offenders 

The 1991 crc Census provides data on status offenses for 
which youth are confined in juvenile facilities. Table 3-11 
presents these offense breakdowns for public and private 
facilities by gender. As shown, a larger number (and 
proportion) of females as compared with males are con­
fined in public facilities (40 percent versus 19 percent) and 
private facilities (33 percent versus 18 percent) for running 
away. 

Table 3-11 offers another perspective on the significance 
of status offenses for females in custody. In 1991, 285 
female youth were confined in public juvenile facilities for 
"incorrigibility" and "violation of a valid court order." 
Together, these two offense categories accounted for 35 
percent of female status offenders in public facilities (the 
comparable percentage for males was 52 percent). How­
ever, the 285 female youth represent almost 5 percent of all 
females held in public juvenile facilities for any reason, 
whereas, the 488 males :Iccounted for less than 1 percent of 
all males held in the same facilities. Although status 
offenses and minor offenses still 100m larger for females in 
custody as compared with males, the gap appears to be 
narrowing. The proportion of incorrigibility and court order 
violation offenses to all offenses has actually decreased for 
females in public facilities when compared with the 7 
percent in 1989. 

Table 3-12 permits a comparison of status offender 
categories among geographic regions for public and private 
facilities, using 1991 I-day counts. The South and Midwest 
had higher percentages of youth in custody in public 
facilities charged with running away (36 and 34 percent) 
than did other regions. The Northeast had the highest 
percentage in custody for incorrigibility (62 percent), while 
the West had the highest percentage for violating valid 

8 This increase may reflect the expanded use of confinement for status 
offenders charged with violating a valid court order from a previous status 
offense adjudication. Under the 1984 Amendment to the Juvenile Justice 
and Delinquency Prevention Act, secure confinement was permitted. 

1.-____________________________________ . _____________ _ 
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court orders (57 percent) and curfews (13 percent), as well 
as the lowest percentage for incorrigibility (3 percent) and 
truancy (6 percent). 

The distribution of status offense types within regions for 
private facilities is more even, except for the West, which 
had a greater proportion of status offender runaways (32 
percent) and fewer truants (13 percent). 

Trends in Minority Youth 
Confinement 

Figures 3-12 and 3-13 summarize data on the proportion of 
youth in custody by race/ethnicity based on the CIC Census 
between 1985 and 1991. The proportion of minority youth 
increased from 47 percent to 65 percent in public facilities 
during this period. In 1991, black youth represented almost 
half (44 percent) of youth in public facilities, an increase of 
11 percent since 1985. The proportion of Hispanic youth 
increased 6 percent, while the proportion for whites de­
creased by 18 percent. 

In comparison, the proportions of racial groups confined in 
private facilities has been more stable. The proportion of 
white youth has decreased from 63 to 56 percent, compared 
with a 27- to 32-percent increase for black youth. 

Variations in the Use of Detention 
for Delinquency Cases 

This section presents trend data on the use of detention for 
delinquency cases reported under the Juvenile Court 
Statistics series. The data compares changes in the use of 
confinement from 1986 to 1990 on selected juvenile 
characteristics such as age, gender, race, and offense. As 
previously noted, the national estimates are generated from 
a nonprobability sample that covers 56 percent of the U.S. 
youth population at risk. 

Between 1986 and 1990, the use of detention for delin­
quency cases has increased by 20 percent. The increase in 
cases detained for males was 22 percent, compared with a 
decline in female cases detained of 11 percent. The greatest 
increases were for nonwhite youth overall (36 percent) and 
nonwhite males in particular (37 percent) (see appendix 
A-6). 

Regarding changes in the use of detention by offense for 
delinquent cases, an increase occurred during the period for 
all categories, the greatest being for person violations, up 38 
percent for both whites and nonwhites (figure 3-14). 
Nonwhite males charged with drug law violations experi­
enced the greatest increase in the use of detention, up 97 
percent from 1986 to 1990. See appendixes A-5 through 

50 

A-7 for detailed data concerning trends in detained 
delinquency cases by gender, race, age, and offense. 

Variations in the Use of Out-of­
Home Placelnents for Delinquency 
Cases 

Between 1986 and 1990, changes in the use of out-of-home 
placements for delinquent offenses roughly corresponded to 
changes in the use of detention. The increase across 
offenses and racial groups was 14 percent (see figure 3-
15). The greatest increases were for person offenses and 
drug law violations (29 and 26 percent, respectively). The 
26-percent increase for drug law violations reflects a 13-
percent decrease for whites and a large increase (75 
percent) for nonwhites. Nonwhites also showed a 51-
percent increase in out-of-home placements for public 
order offenses during the period 1986-1990. 

Variations in the Use of Detentior: 
for Status Offense Cases 

This section presents trend data on the use of detention for 
status offense cases reported under the Juvenile Court 
Statistics series. Due to the low incidence of detention in 
status offense cases, trend data must be regarded as a rough 
estimate of change between 1986 and 1990 (see appendixes 
A-8 through A-lO for details on trends in detained status 
offense cases by gender, race, age, and offense). 

Detention for status offenses has declined by 35 percent 
from 1986 to 1990, with the decline greatest for females 
(44 percent) compared with males (27 percent). The use of 
detention decreased for white youth by 39 percent, and for 
nonwhite youth charged with status offenses, by 21 percent. 
In particular, white females experienced the greatest 
decrease in the use of detention (down 44 percent). 

Regarding changes in the use of detention by status offense, 
u decline occurred across offense categories for males and 
females, and across both racial groupings. The greatest 
declines were for runaways. 

Trends in Overcrowding in Juvenile 
Facilities 

Figures 3-16 through 3-20 present trends in both capacity 
and average daily population (ADP) for juvenile facilities 
from 1982 to 1990. In general, ADP across all facilities is 
approaching, but has not yet surpassed, capacity (figure 
3-16). 
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Although the capacity and population lines for secure 
facilities have come close to intersecting (figure 3-17), the 
lines remain parailel for nonsecure facilities, indicating less 
crowding (figure 3-18). Patterns for public detention 
centers (figure 3-19) approximate those of secure facilities 
and all facilities, as ADP has approached capacity in these 
facilities as well. The pattern for public tmining schools, 
however, reveals that by 1988, ADP had surpassed capacity 
by 225. Recent data show capacity once again surpassing 
the population, but by only 389 individuals. Thus, over­
crowding seems to be of greater immediate concern for 
public training schools (figure 3-20). 

It should be noted, however, that the use of ADP may 
underestimate the crowding effect for juvenile detention 
due to the dynamic nature of admissions and releases. The 
daily count can fluctuate so rapidly that within the course 
of a single day, an institution can be over and then under 
capacity. Additionally, averaging across facilities and 
jurisdictions can mask extremes in crowding and 
underutilization. For example, of the 20 most overcrowded 
public facilities (with a design capacity> 100) on February 
15,1991,12 were in California and 4 were in Ohio. 

Juvenile Correctional Expenditure 
Trends 

Table 3-13 presents raw data on operational expenditures 
of juvenile facilities and the same data controlled for 
inflation. Inflation-controlled expenditures grew from $1.9 
billion in 1982 to almost $2.4 billion in 1990-an increase 
of 24 percent.9 

Operational expenditures for public facilities grew from 
almost $1.2 billion to $ L.45 billion in inflation-controlled 
dollars (an increase of 22 percent). The greater expenditure 
growth was for private facilities-increasing from $745 
million to more than $949 million, an inflation-adjusted 
increase of 27 percent dudng this 8-year period. 

Trends on Juveniles in Adult Jails 

Data from the Annual Survey of Jails and the Census of 
Local Jails conducted between 1983 and 1991 show 
encouraging results in the Federal effort to reduce the 
jailing of juveniles. Juveniles admitted to jails declined 
from 105,366 to 60,181-a decline of 43 percent (figure 
3-21). Male and female admissions declined by 39 and 63 
percent, respectively. Since 1989, however, admissions 
(especially males) in adult jails has been increasing-I8 

• Dollar figures presented in the text of this section have been adjusted for 
inflation according to a methodology developed by the Center for Budget 
and Policy Priorities. 
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percent for males, and 11 percent overall. The jail admis­
sions rate per 100,000 juveniles dropped from 386 to 229 
over the 9-year period, for males and females combined 
(figure 3-22). 

Other data from these two sources revealed a 35-percent 
increase in the number of juveniles in jails based on a I-day 
census-from 1,736 to 2,350 (figure 3-23). Likewise, a 33-
percent increase occun'ed in ADP of juveniles held in adult 
jails (figure 3-24). These findings may appear contradic­
tory, given the significant declines in admissions. 

One explanation for differences in trends in admissions 
versus I-day counts and ADP involves changes in the 
average length of jail stays. To illustrate, if States and 
localities are becoming more successful at diverting 
juveniles from jails, then the residual number of youth held 
in jails may be those charged with the most serious of­
fenses, including those awaiting transfers to adult court. Or, 
increases in ALOS could account for increases in the I-day 
counts. However, current Federal data collection efforts do 
not provide information sufficient to make a determination. 
Despite these possible explanations, it should be noted that 
although admissions of juveniles to adult jails are down 
dramatically from a high of 112,106 in 1985, they have 
been increasing again since 1989. 

National Correctional Reporting 
Program (NCRP): Juveniles in 
Adult Prisons 

Through the National Correctional Reporting Program, data 
are gathered on persons entering State adult correctional 
facilities and parole. Data covering 1988 are available from 
30 States, the District of Columbia, the Federal Bureau of 
Prisons, and the California Youth Authority. This permits 
examining the characteristics of persons under age 18 who 
are taken into custody in State cOlTectional facilities. 
Although these individuals have been tried and convicted as 
adult offenders, it is nonetheless important to examine the 
attributes of this popUlation. NCRP contains many of the 
same variables collected by the State component of the 
National Juvenile Corrections System Reporting Program 
presented in Chapter 4 of this report. 

In 1988, NCRP collected data 0114,095 persons under age 
18 entering State and Federal correctional facilities in the 
participating jurisdictions. Most were males (97 percent). 
The bulk (82 percent) were age 17 at admission, with 724 
youth age 16 or younger (see figure 3-25). 

Florida and North Carolina reported the largest number of 
persons under age 18 entering their prison systems (table 
3-14). Florida, which has an upper age of juvenile court 
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jurisdiction of 17, reported 855 such admissions. North 
Carolina, with an upper age of 15, reported 653. These two 
States account for 37 percent of all the reported admissions. 
Other States with large numbers of minors admitted to 
prisons were Georgia (326), New York (360), and Texas 
(369). 

More than half (56 percent) of these admissions were black 
youth, and 37 percent were white. Race was unknown iii 
another 5 percent of cases, and ethnicity data were missing 
in 27 percent. For youth whose ethnicity was determined, 
about 7 percent were Hispanic. 

Fewer than one-fourth (23 pel-cent) of youth entering prison 
had not completed grade school (8th grade or less). Nearly 
31 percent had completed 10th grade, and 4 percent had 
completed high school or possessed a GED degree. 

Figure 3-26 lists the most serious offenses for which these 
youth were sent to prison. Approximately 9 percent were 
convicted of murder or manslaughter. In all, 36 percent 
were convicted for some person offense, most typically 
robbery (almost 17 percent). Forty-nine percent were 
convicted for property offense, approximately half of which 
(27 percent) had burglary as their most serious commitment 
offense. About 9 percent were sentenced to prison for a 
dmg crime. ALOS for youth admitted to prison as juveniles 
(under the age of 18) in any year, and who were released in 
1988 was 4.2 years, which includes time on probation/ 
parole as well as time under jurisdiction of the prison. 

Comparison of Trends in Custody 
for Adults Versus Juveniles, 
1984-1991 
To complete this chapter, we look at general comparisons 
of adult and juvenile custody trends to determine whether 
the trend toward increased confinemtlnt is indicative of a 
general attitude about punishment for offenses (committed 
both by adults and juveniles) or a phenomenon affecting 
only the juvenile population. Because the two correctional 
systems are very different, criteria was established to 
facilitate the most reasonable comparison. 

We examined I-day custody counts for juveniles using the 
1985, 1987, 1989, and 1991 Census of Public and Private 
Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
The adult I-day counts were taken from the 1984, 1986, 
1988, and 1990 census data from the prisoners statistics 
section of Correctional Populations in the United States. 
The reporting days were relatively comparable, at 6 weeks 
apart (December 31 versus Febmary 15 of the next year). 
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Adult custody data apply primarily to State prison facilities. 
Therefore, we compared trends based on these data to 
trends for juveniles in State-operated public facilities only. 
Although State-operated jails are included for adult prison 
data in 7 St.:ltcs, in all but two cases they correspond to 
States op'.::rating juvenile detention centers. 

Figure 3-27 shows that for males, i-day counts increased 
modestly from 1985 to 1991 (16 percent), with a small (2 
percent) increase from 1989 to 1991. There was a 9-percent 
increase for females from 1985 to 1987, then decreases of 
10 percent and 7 percent in subsequent counts (see figure 
3-28). 

Figures 3-29 and 3-30 show very different patterns in 
custody counts for adults. Counts have increased steadily 
and in the case of female prisoners, quite dramatically. 
From 1984 to 1990, the number of adult males showed an 
increase of 62 percent (from 399,300 to 647,308), and the 
number of females increased from 18,086 to 37,098, an 
increase of more than 100 percent. 

SUlnmary of Trends 

During the period 1982-1991, the age-eligible juvenile 
population declined by almost 6 percent, accounted for 
primarily by decreases in the white population and in the 
older juvenile age groupings (14-17 and Ih-21). 

During the first half of the 1980' s, juvenile arrests declined, 
although the trend began to reverse after 1984. During the 
10-year period from 1982 to 1991, the arrest rate for all 
offenses combined increased by 2 percent for males and 15 
percent for females, the greatest increase being in arrests 
for violent crimes. 

Police disposition of juvenile offenders from 1983 to 1991 
showed decreases in the informal handling of cases and 
increases in referrals to juvenile court. 

The number of youth admitted to public and private 
juvenile facilities and the number in custody in these 
facilities has grown steadily since 1983. Although the 
increase in admissions to private facilities between 1982 
and 1990 was 57 percent, from 1988 to 1990 there was a 
small decrease, accounted for primarily by a decrease in 
female admissions. Conversely, increases in admissions to 
public facilities were substantial for 1990 compared with 
other biannual changes, and were similar to the large 
increases in public admissions between 1984 and 1986. 
Juvenile admission rates per 100,000 eligible youth 
increased sharply from 1984 to 1986, and have continued to 
rise steadily. 
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Increases in custody I-day counts from 1983 to 1991 were 
different for males and females. Increases for males were 
similarly steady for both private and public facilities. For 
females, the largest growth occurred in private facilities. 
On the 1991 census day, counts for females in public 
facilities were lower than for any of the 4 census days 
between 1983 and 1989. Overall, I-day counts increased by 
almost 9,000 for public facilities and by almost 5,000 for 
private facilities. 

Over the past 10 years, a pattern has evolved of private 
facilities holding juveniles for predominately 
nondelinquent offenses. The number of status offenders in 
custody continued to decline and, in 1991, represented only 
7.5 percent of juveniles in custody. The proportion of status 
offenders in private facilities has dropped more dramati­
cally. Although fewer females are in custody for status and 
minor offenses, the gap between the genders is narrowing. 

Regarding trends in minority youth confinement, between 
1985 and 1991 the proportion of confined youth who were 
minorities increased from 47 to 65 percent in public 
facilities. The proportions confined in private facilities has 
been more stable-whites decreased from 63 to 56 percent, 
while black youth increased from 27 to 32 percent. 

The data show a 20-percent increase in tht:: use of detention 
for delinquency cases for the period 1986-1990, accounted 
fot' by an increase for males but not females. The greatest 
increases were for nonwhite males committing drug law 
violations. Changes in the use of out-of-home placements 
roughly corresponded to changes in the llse of detention. 

The use of detention for status off~nses has declined by 35 
percent from 1986 to 1990, with white females experienc­
ing the greatest decrease. 
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With respect to overcrowding, ADP across all types of 
facilities is approaching but has not yet surpassed capacity. 
Nonsecure facilities are less crowded than are secure 
facilities. Overcrowding seems to be of greater immediate 
concern for public training schools than for other types of 
facilities. 

Inflation-controlled expenditures for juvenile correctional 
facilities increased by 24 percent from 1982 to 1990. The 
greatest expenditure growth was for private facilities. 

Between 1983 and 1991, juveniles admitted to jails 
declined by 43 percent. However, a 35-percent increase 
occurred in the number of juveniles in jails based on I-day 
counts. There was a 33-percent increase in ADP of juve­
niles held in adult jails. These increases may be partially a 
function of changes in the average length of jail stays (Le., 
the juveniles still held in jails may be staying longer as they 
represent those charged with the most serious offenses). 

In 1988, NCRP collected data on more than 6,000 persons 
under age 18 entering State and Federal correctional 
facilities. The vast majority were male, and 17 years old at 
admission. Florida and North Carolina accounted for 38 
percent of all admissions. 

In comparing trends in custody for aJults in State prisons 
versus juveniles in State operated public facilities, the 
patterns were quite different. One-day counts for male 
juveniles increased modestly (by 16 percent) from 1985 to 
1991, while decreasing for females by 17 percent since 
1987. Custody counts have increased steadily for adults, 
particularly for females. From 1984 to 1990, the number of 
adult males in custody of State correctional authorities 
increased by 62 percent, while for females, the increase 
was more than 100 percent. 
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Figure 3-1 

Juvenile At-Risk Population, 1982-1991 
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Source: l'.S. Census Bureau population estimates from the 1980 and 1990 population census. Intercensus years based on 1980 and 1990 census 
and revi~ed each year. 

Figure 3-2 

Juvenile At-Risk Population by Gender, 1982-1991 
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Table 3-1 

Juvenile Population (in Thousands) by Race, 1982-1991 

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 

Total 32,129 31,515 31,057 30,791 30,566 30,418 30,230 30,118 28,858 29,761 

White 24,346 23,716 23,226 22,881 22,557 22,288 21,972 21,683 20,362 22,190 

Black 4,436 4,380 4,323 4,300 4,284 4,295 4,308 4,162 4,127 4,418 

Hispanic 2,496 2,531 2,580 2,639 2,712 2,789 2,868 3,087 3,176 3,153 

Other 851 888 928 971 1,013 1,046 1,082 1,186 1,193 NA 

Notes: 
I Youth ages 10 to 17. 

2 Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 

3 1991 census data includes armed forces overseas. 

Source: U.S. Census population estimates from 1980 and 1990. 

Table 3-2 

Juvenile Population (in Thousands) by Age, 1982-1991 

1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 

Total 56,350 55,278 54,443 53,686 53,118 52,835 52,857 53,313 53,527 53,693 

7-9 9,592 9,541 9,722 9,847 10,135 10,399 10,697 10,732 10,832 11,093 

10-13 14,593 14,262 13,774 13,288 13,056 13,162 13,379 13,496 13,871 14,405 

14-17 15,040 14,720 14,705 14,865 14,797 14,468 13,982 13,536 13,280 13,402 

18-21 17,125 16,755 16,242 15,686 15,130 14,806 14,799 15,549 15,544 14,793 

Notes: 
1 Youth ages 10 to 17. 

2 1991 census data includes armed forces overseas. 

Source: U.S. Census population estimates from 1980 and 1990. 
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OJJDP-Juveniles Taken III to Custody: FY 1992 

Table 3-3 

Part I and Drug Arrests by Gender: Juveniles (Younger Than Age 18), 
1982,1987,1991 

1982 1987 

Percent Percent 
Total Rate! Per Change Total Rate Per Change Total 

Arrests 100,000 1982-1987 Arrests 100,000 1987-1991 Arrests 

Part I Arrests2 

Male 543,983 2,075.0 -7.0% 527,294 1,929.0 5.4% 517,385 

Female 121,937 488.3 3.8 131,197 506.7 10.9 135,083 

Violent Arrests3 

Male 68,285 263.2 -9.2 64,672 239.1 40.4 84,386 

Female 8,078 32.5 -2.5 8,157 31.7 48.9 11,291 

Property Arrests4 

Male 475,698 1,811.9 6.8 462,622 1,689.9 0.4 432,999 

Female 113,859 455.8 4.2 123,040 475.0 8.4 123,792 

Drug ArrestsS 

Male 63,874 246.2 -0.8 66,081 244.3 -12.2 53,899 

Female 12,334 49.7 -22.3 9,956 38.6 -29.3 6,529 

1 Rates refer to the number of arrests made perl 00,000 inhabitants belonging to the 10-17 age group. 

1991 

Percent 
Rate Per Change 
100,000 1982-1991 

2,032.6 -2.0% 

561.9 15.1 

335.6 27.5 

47.2 45.2 

1,697.0 -6.3 

514.7 12.9 

214.4 -12.9 

27.3 -45.1 

2Include murder, nonnegligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault, burglary, larceny, motor vehicle theft, 
and arson. 

3 Include Part I murder, forcible rape, robbery, and aggravated assault. 

4Include Part I burglary, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson. 

S Include sale/manufacture or possession. 

Sources: FBI Uniform Crime Reports, 1982, 1987, and 1991. FBI Age-Specific Arrest Rates and Race-Specific Arrest Rates for 
Selected Offenses, 1965-1988, and supplement for 1991. 
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Figure 3-3 

Juvenile Part I Arrest Rates for Males Ages 10-17, 1982-1991 
Rates per 100,000 

2,500 -----------------------------------------------------------------------
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1,500 '---1-98L....2-1-9.1-83-1-9..1-84-1-9..L.8-5 -19..L8-6-19--'8-7-1---198L....8-1-981--9-1-9..1-90-1-9-'--91 

Notes: 
I Includes murder, nonnegligent manslaughter, forcible rape, aggravated assault, burglarly, larcency-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson. 
2 Rates refer to the number of arrests made per 100,000 youth ages 10-17. 

Sources: FBI Alil'-Specific Arrest Rates/or Selected Offellses, 1965-1988; Supplement for 1989, 1990, and 1991. 

Figllre 3-4 

Juvenile Part I Arrest Rates for Females Ages 10-17, 1982-1991 
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I _____ ~_ Fema~~ __ J:4_8_S_.3LI_4_67_A-L ___ ~ ___ ~ __ -L __ ~ ____ ~ __ -L __ ~ __ ~ 
Notes: 
I Includes murder, non negligent manslaughter, forcible rape, aggravated assault, burglarly, larcency-theft, motor vehicle theft, and arson. 
2 Rates refer to the number of arrests made per 100,000 youth ages 10-17. 

Sources: FBI Age-Specific Arrest Ralesjilr Selected Offellses. 1965-1988; Supplement for 1989, 1990, and 1991. 
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OJJDP-Juve/li/es Taken/ilia Custody: FY 1992 

Figure 3-5 

Juvenile Arrest Rates for All Offenses Ages 10-17, 1982-1991 

Rates per 100,000 
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-II- Male Rate 

Notes: 
I Rates refer to the number of arrests made per 100,000 youth ages 10-17. 
2 Between 9,832 and 11,249 agencies reported each year. 

Sources: FBI Uniform Crime RepoJ"/s, 1982-1991; U.S. Census Bureau population estimates from 1980 and 1990 population census. 

Figure 3-6 

Juvenile Arrest Rates for All Offenses Ages 10-17, 1982-1991 

Rates per 100,000 
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Notes: 
I Rates refer to the number of arrests made per 100,000 youth ages 10-J 7. 
2 Between 9,382 and 11,249 agencies reported each year. 

Sources: FBI Uniform Crime Reports. 1982-1991; U.S. Census Bureau population estimates from [980 and 1990 population census. 
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Table 3-4 

Trends in Police Disposition of Juvenile Offenders Taken into Custody, 1983-1991 

1983 1984 1985 198G 1987 1988 1989 1990 1991 

TotaJl (All Agencies)2 

Number 1.150.257 1.052.233 1.185.770 1.173,715 1.172.585 990.544 1.141.991 1.114.310 1.182.309 

Percent' 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 100 

Handled Within 
Department and Released 

Number 377.775 331.740 364,487 350.900 355.602 288.708 328.230 315.316 332,492 

Percent' 32.8 31.5 30.7 29.9 30.3 29.1 28.7 28.3 28.1 

Referred to Juvenile 
Court Jurisdiction 

Number 661.761 630.937 732.531 724.276 726.634 625.150 729,572 718.188 759,411 

Percent' 57.5 60.0 61.8 61.7 62.0 63.1 63.9 64.5 64.2 

Referred to Welfare 
Agency 

Number 35.347 21.369 22.694 20.876 16.807 18.957 19.154 17.955 20.077 

Percent3 3.1 2.0 1.9 1.8 1.4 1.9 1.7 1.6 1.7 

Referred to Other 
Police Agency 

Number 19.809 13.843 13.736 12.938 12.289 11.052 13.143 12,401 11.766 

Percent' 1.7 1.3 1.2 1.1 1.0 1.1 1.2 1.1 1.0 

Referred to Criminal 
01' Adult Court 

Number 55.565 54.344 52.322 64.725 61.253 46.677 51.892 50,450 58.563 

PercentJ 4.8 5.2 4.4 5.5 5.2 4.7 4.5 4.5 5.0 

1 Includes all offenses except traffic and neglect cases. 

~ Between 7,461 and 8.895 agencies reported each year. 

'Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Source: FBI Uniform Crime Reports. 1983-1991. 
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OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Table 3-5 

Juveniles in Public and Private Correctional Facilities: Admissions and I-Day Counts 
by Gender, 1983-1991 

Percent Change 
1983 1985 1987 1989 1991 1983-1991 

Private Facilities 

Total 88,806 101,007 125,954 141,463 139,813 57% 

Male 54,439 59,928 74,701 84,251 85,367 57 

Female 34,367 41,079 51,253 57,212 54,446 58 

I-Day Counts 31,390 34,080 38,143 37,822 36,190 15 

Male 22,242 23,844 26,339 26,602 25,801 16 

Female 9,148 10,236 11,804 11,220 10,389 14 

Public Facilities 

Total 530,200 527,759 590,654 619,181 683,636 29 

Male 423,844 423,135 472,893 506,309 562,734 33 

Female 106,356 104,624 117,761 112,872 120,902 14 

I-Day Counts 48,701 49,322 53,503 56,123 57,542 18 

Male 42,182 42,549 46,272 49,443 51,214 21 

Female 6,519 6,773 7,231 6,680 6,328 -3 

Public and 
Private Facilities 

Total 619,006 628,766 716,608 760,644 823,449 33 

Male 478,283 483,063 547,594 590,560 648,101 36 

Female 140,723 145,703 169,014 170,084 175,348 25 

I-Day Counts 80,091 83,402 91,646 93,945 93,732 17 

Male 64,424 66,393 72,611 76,045 77,015 20 

Female 15,667 17,009 19,035 17,900 16,717 7 

Notes: 
I Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and 
overinclusion. See appendix C for further explanation. 

2 Admissions may include readmissions and transfers and are not a count of individual youth taken into custody, but rather 
represent the number of commitments resulting from incidents. 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for 1982, 
1984, 1986, 1988, and 1990; and I-day counts for February I, 1983, and 1985; February 2, 1987; February 15, 1989, and 1991. 

I 

I 
60 

L 



Figure 3-7 

Public and Private Juvenile Admissions by Gender, 1982-1990 
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° 1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 

Males • 478,283 483,063 547,594 590,560 648,101 
Females D 140,723 145,703 169,014 170,084 175,348 
Total 619,006 628,766 716,608 760,644 823,449 

Notes: 
I PopUlation data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error from nonresponse, nonreporting, and overinclusion. 
See appendix C for further information. 

Chapter 3 

2 Admissions may include readmissions and transfers and are not a count of individual youth, but rather represent the number of commitments 
resulting from incidents. 
Sources: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 

Figure 3-8 

Public and Private Juvenile Facilities Admission Rates, 1982-1990 

Rates per 100,000 
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-III- Admission Rate 2,270 2,372 2,764 2,975 

Note: Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and overinclusion. 
See appendix C for further explanation. Admissions may include readmissions and transfers and are not a count of individual youth, but rather represent 
the number of commitments resultir.g from incidents. 

Source: 1.983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities, and U.S. Bureau of the Census population 
figures and estimates. 
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OJJDP-Juveniles Takelllllto Custody: FY 1992 

Figure 3-9 

Public and Private Juvenile Facilities: I-Day Counts by Gender, 1983-1991 
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Males • 64,424 66,393 72,611 76,045 77,015 
Females D 15,667 17,009 19,035 17,900 16,717 
Total 80,091 83,402 91,646 93,945 93,732 

Note: Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting nonresponse, nonreporting, and overinclusion. 
See appendix C for further explanation. 

Sources: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 

Figure 3-10 

Public and Private Juvenile Facilities: I-Day Count Custody Rates, 1983-1991 

Rates per 100,000 
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-II- Custody Rate I 290 313 353 367 357 

Note: Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonrcporting, and ovcrinelusion. 
See appendix C for further explanation. 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. and U.S. Bureau of the Census population 
figures and estimates. 

62 

I 

I 



Chapter 3 

Table 3-6 

Admissions and I-Day Counts: Numbers and Rates Per 100,000 Age-Eligible Youth, 
1982-1991 

Percent Change 
1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1983-1991 

Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate Number Rate 

Admissio1lS 

Total 619,006 2,270 628,766 2,372 716,608 2,764 760,644 2,974 823,449 3,213 42% 

Public 530,200 1,945 527,759 1,991 590,654 2,278 619,181 2,421 683,636 2,668 37 

Private' 88,806 326 101,007 381 125,954 486 141,463 553 139,813 546 67 

1-Day COlllltS 

Total 80,091 290 83,402 313 91,646 353 93,945 367 93,732 357 23 

Public 48,701 176 49,322 185 53,503 208 56,123 219 57,542 219 24 

Private' 31,390 114 34,080 128 38,143 145 37,822 148 36,190 138 21 

Note: Admissions may include readmissions and transfers and are not a count of individual youth taken into custody, but rather 
represent the number of commitments resulting from incidents. 

I Rates are computed for juveniles ages 10 to the upper age of juvenile court jurisdiction in each State. Detail may not add to total 
because of rounding. 

2 Population data from the priva:·~ facility census prior to \ 991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and 
overinclusion. See appendix C for further explanation. 

Sources: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for 1990; 
I-day counts for census day, 2/15/91; U.S. Bureau of Census population statistics and estimates. 
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OJJDP-JuvenUes Taken Into Cl/stody: FY 1992 

Table 3-7 

Number of Juvenile Admissions to Public and Private Facilities by Facility Type, 
1982-1990 

Percent Change 
1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 1982-1990 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Public Facilities 

Admissions 530,200 100% 527,759 100% 590,654 100% 619,181 100% 683,636 100% 29% 

Detention centers 411,201 78 404,178 77 467,668 79 499,621 81 558,563 82 36 

Shelters 14,008 2 17,212 3 22,126 4 14,949 3 16,014 2 14 

Reception! 
diagnostic centers 15,751 3 16,493 3 13,313 2 13,924 2 18,898 3 20 

Training schools 59,732 11 61,706 12 61,399 11 62,824 10 63,432 9 6 

Ranches!camps 
or farms 18,962 4 17,062 3 13,248 2 14,146 2 12,220 2 -36 

Halfway houses! 
group homes 10,546 2 1l,108 2 12,900 2 13,717 2 14,509 2 38 

Private Facilities 

Admissions 88,806 100 101,007 100 125,954 100 141,463 100 139,813 100 57 

Detention centers 3,189 4 5,813 6 7,873 6 9,106 7 11,177 8 250 

Shelters 40,160 45 47,817 47 66,387 53 75,459 53 73,134 52 82 

Reception! 
diagnostic centers 2,045 2 2,192 2 2,881 2 3,126 2 2,852 2 39 

Training schools 5,712 6 7,225 7 7,952 6 9,161 7 9,590 7 68 

Ranches/camps 
or farms 8,636 10 8,924 9 6,858 6 6,030 4 5,073 4 -41 

Halfway houses! 
group homes 29,064 33 29,036 29 34,003 27 38,581 27 37,987 27 89 

Notes: 

I Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and 
overinclusion. See appendix C for further explanation. 

2 Admissions may include readmissions and transfers and are not a count of individual youth taken into custody, but rather represent 
the number of commitments resulting from incidents. 

3 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Admissions for 1982, 
1984, 1986, 1988, and 1990. 
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Table 3-8 

Juvenile I-Day Counts in Public Facilities by Offense and Reason for Custody, 
1983-1991 

1983 1985 1987 1989 1991 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number 

Public Facilities 

Total1.Day Counts 48,701 100% 49,322 100% 53,503 100% 56,123 100% 57,542 

Violent 8,901 18 8,656 17 7,943 15 8,566 15 11,128 

Other personal 3,263 7 3,589 7 5,357 10 5,761 10 6,785 

Serious property 16,644 34 16,129 33 15,746 30 15,181 27 l3,546 

Other property 5,980 12 5,891 12 7,685 14 7,599 14 7,190 

Drug offenses 
and miscellaneous 10,563 22 11,821 24 l3,538 25 15,930 28 16,155 

Total Number 
of Delinquents 45,351 93 46,086 93 50,269 94 53,037 94 54,804 

Status offenders 2,390 5 2,293 5 2,523 4 2,245 4 1,755 

Nonoffenders 593 644 458 539 803 

Voluntary admissions 367 299 253 302 180 

Total Number 
of Nondelinquents 3,350 7 3,236 7 3,234 6 3,086 6 2,738 

Note: Offense categories include the following offenses: 

Violent: Murder, nonnegligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault. 
Other Personal: Negligent manslaughter, assault, sexual assault. 
Serious Property: Burglary, arson, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft. 
Other Property: Vandalism, forgelY, counterfeiting, fraud, stolen property, unauthorized vehicle use. 

Chapter 3 ---
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Drug Offenses and Miscellaneous: Alcohol offenses, drug related offenses, public order offenses, probation or parole violations, 
and other delinquent offenses. 

Status: Offenses not considered crimes if committed by adults. 
Nonoffenders: Dependency, neglect, abuse, emotional disturbance, retardation, other. 

* Denotes less than 0.5 percent. 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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OJJDP-Jllveniles Taken/nto Custody: FY 1992 

Table 3-9 

Juvenile I-Day Counts in Private Facilities by Offense and Reason for Custody, 
1983-1991 

1983 1985 1987 1989 1991 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number 

Private Facilities 

Total I-Day Counts 31,390 100% 34,080 100% 38,143 100% 37,822 100% 36,190 

Violent 716 2 810 2 699 2 770 2 1,429 

Other personal 807 3 1,038 3 1,539 4 1,749 5 2,097 

Serious property 2,872 9 3,183 9 2,992 8 3,407 9 3,212 

Other property 2,224 7 2,715 8 3,661 9 3,632 10 3,519 

Drug offenses 
and miscellaneous 4,093 13 3,911 12 4,IO~ II 3,537 9 4,176 

Total Number 
of Delinquents 10,712 34 11,657 34 12,992 34 13,095 35 14,433 

Status offenders 6,652 21 6,726 20 7,811 20 6,853 18 5,274 

Nonoffenders 8,268 27 8,844 26 10,200 27 10,914 29 9,915 

Voluntary admissions 5,758 18 6,853 20 7,140 19 6,960 18 6,568 

Total Number 
of Nondelinquents 20,678 66 22,423 66 25,151 66 24,72'1 65 21,757 

Notes: 

% 

100% 

4 

6 

~ 

10 

II 

40 

15 

27 

18 

60 

I Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and 
overinclusion. See appendix C for further explanation. 

2 Offense categories include the following: 

Violent: Murder. nonnegligent manslaughter, forcible rape, robbery, aggravated assault. 
Other Personal: Negligent manslaughter, assault, sexual assault. 
Serious Property: Burglary, arson, larceny-theft, motor vehicle theft. 
Other Property: Vandalism, forgery, counterfeiting, fraud, stolen property, unauthorized vehicle use. 
Drug Offenses and Miscellaneous: Alcohol offenses, drug related offenses, public order offenses, probation or parole violations, 

and other delinquent offenses. 
Status: Offenses not considered crimes if committed by adults. 
Nonoffenders: Dependency, neglect, abuse, emotional disturbance, retardation, other. 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Table 3-10 

Juvenile I-Day Counts in Public and Private Juvenile Facilities by Reason for 
Custody, 1983-1991 

1983 1985 1987 1989 1991 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number 

Public Facilities 

Total1-Day Count 48,701 100% 49,322 100% 53,503 100% 56,123 100% 57,542 

Delinquents 45,351 93 46,086 93 50,269 94 53,037 94 54,804 

Status offenders 2,390 5 2,293 5 2,523 4 2,245 4 1,755 

Nonoffenders 593 644 458 539 803 

Voluntary admissions 367 299 253 302 180 

Private Facilities 

Total1-Day Count 31,390 100 34,080 100 38,143 100 37,822 100 36,190 

Delinquents 10,712 34 11,657 34 12,992 34 13,095 35 14,433 

Status offenders 6,652 21 6,726 20 7,811 20 6,853 18 5,274 

Nonoffenders 8,268 26 8,844 26 10,200 27 10,914 29 9,915 

Voluntary admissions 5,758 19 li,853 20 7,140 19 6,960 18 6,56R 

Notes: 

Chapter 3 

% 

100% 

95 

3 

2 

* 

100 

40 

15 

27 

18 

1 Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and 
olerinclllsjon. See :·:;pendix C for further explhnation. 

2 Offense categories included the following offenses: 

Delinquents: Youth committed and detained for nonstatlls offenses. 
Status: Offenses not considered crimes if committed by adults. 
Nonoffenders: Dependency, neglect, abuse, emotional disturbance, retardation, other. 
Voluntary admits: Youth who admit themselves as part of a diversion/probation program, or referred by parents, school, or social 
service 1gency. 

* Denotes less than 0.5 percent. 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Census day 2/15/91. 
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OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into CUstody: FY 1992 

Figure 3-11 

Number of Status Offenders in Custody: I-Day Counts by Type of Environment, 
1983-1991 
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1983 1985 1987 1989 1991 

• Institutional 2,484 2,763 2,790 2,392 1,854 

0 Open 6,558 6,256 7,544 6,706 5,006 • Unclassified 0 0 0 0 169 
Notes: 
1 Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to elTor resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and overinclusion. 
See appendix C for further information. 
2 "Unclassified" refers to the number of status offenders in private facilities with no census classification code. 
Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention. C')rrectional. and Shelter Facilities on census da 2/15/91. 
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Table 3-11 

Public and Private Juvenile Facilities: I-Day Count Status Offenders by Type and 
Gender, 1991 

Total Males Females 

Number % Number % Number % 

Public Facilities 

Total 1,755 100% 939 100% 816 100% 

Running away 508 29 178 19 330 40 

Truancy 323 18 163 17 160 20 

Incorrigibility 408 23 250 27 158 19 

Curfew violations 51 3 46 5 5 1 

Alcohol 72 4 41 4 31 4 

Violation of valid court order 365 21 238 25 127 16 

Other 28 2 23 3 5 1 

Private Facilities 

Total 5,274 100 2,962 100 2,312 100 

Running away 1,316 25 542 18 774 33 

Truancy 1,097 21 627 21 470 20 

Incorrigibility 2,096 40 1,327 45 769 33 

Curfew violations 124 2 82 3 42 2 

Alcohol 155 3 79 3 76 3 

Violation of valid court order 260 5 171 6 89 4 

Other 226 4 134 4 92 4 

Notes: ...... 

I Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and 
overinclusion. See ?ppendix C for further explanation. 

2 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

3 One-day counts for public facilities: total 57,542; males 51,214; and females 6,328. One-day counts for private facilities: total 
36,190; males 25,801; and females 10,389. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2/15/91. 
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OJJDP-JlIl'eniles Taken Into ClIstody: FY 1992 

Table 3-12 

Status Offenders in Public and Private Facilities by Type of Offense and Region: I-Day 
Counts, 1991 

Facility Type Total % Northeast % Midwest % South % West % 

Public Facilities 

Total 1,755 100% 217 100% 835 100% 438 100% 265 100% 

Running away 508 29 31 14 287 34 158 36 32 12 

Truancy 323 18 39 18 157 19 1 II 25 16 6 

[ncorrigibility 408 23 134 62 166 20 101 23 7 3 

Curfew violations 51 3 2 15 2 * 33 13 

Alcohol 72 4 2 40 5 5 25 9 

Violation of valid 

court order 365 21 8 4 146 17 59 14 152 57 

Other 28 2 * 24 3 3 0 0 

Private Facilities 

Total 5,274 100 1,680 100 1,892 100 950 100 752 100 

Running away 1,316 25 329 20 485 26 262 28 240 32 

Truancy 1,097 21 397 23 404 21 201 21 95 13 

Incorrigibility 2,096 40 650 39 775 41 359 38 312 42 

Curfew violations 124 2 72 4 30 2 15 2 7 

Alcohol 155 3 29 2 67 4 19 2 40 j 

Violation of valid 

court order 260 5 67 4 65 3 75 8 53 7 

Other 226 4 136 8 66 4 19 2 5 

Notes: 
1 See table 2-2 for the States comprising each region. 

2 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

* Denotes less than 0.5 percent. 

Source: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Census day 2/15/91. 
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Figure 3-12 

Public Juvenile Facilities: I-Day Counts by Race, 1985-1991 
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* For 1985 the percentages for whites and blacks were estimated due to some overlapping in the categories. For that year blacks and whites were 
indistinctively included in the Hispanic category. 

Source: 1985-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 

Figure 3-13 

Private Juvenile Facilities: I-Day Counts by Rac~, 1985-1991 
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Note: Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 arc subject to error resulting from non response, nonreporting, and overinclusion. 
See appendix C for further explanation. 

* For 1985 the percentages for whites and blacks were estimated due to some overlapping in the categories. For that year blacks and whites were 
indistinctively included in t~e Hispanic category. 

Source: 1985-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Figure 3-14 

Detained Delinquency Case Trends by Race and Offense Percent Change, 1986-1990 

Percent Change 
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Source: Juvenile Courl Statistics 1990. 

Figure 3-15 

Out-of-Home Placement Case Trends by Race and Delinquent Offense 
Percent Change, 1986-1990 
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Figure 3-16 

Public Juvenile Facilities: Capacity and Average Daily Population, 1982-1990 

Population and Capacity 
60,000 

--~------cr-~ 

55,000 

50,000 

45,000 

40,000 '---1-9-S-2 --'---19-S-4--'--1-9S-6---'--1-9-S-8 --'---19-9-o----' 

--a-- Population 50,208 49,480 51,525 54,351 56,318 

--0- Capacity 56,234 56,895 58,580 57,767 58,843 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 

Figure 3-17 

Public Juvenile Secure Facilities: Capacity and Average Daily Population, 1982-1990 

Population and Capacity 
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45,000 -----------------------------------------------~-----_. 
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30,000 '---1-9-82---'---1-9-S-4 -..L--1-9S-6-~--19-S-S--1-.-1-9-90-~...J 

--II-- Population 36,427 36,270 37,776 41,570 46,508 

--0- Capacity 42,096 43,313 42,791 43,367 47,899 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Figure 3-18 

Public Juvenile Nonsecure Facilities: Capacity and Average Daily Population, 
1982-1990 

Population and Capacity 
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Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public Juvenile Detp.ntion, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 

Figure 3-19 

Public Detention Centers: Capacity and Average Daily Population, 1982-1990 
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Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Figure 3-20 

Public Training Schools: Capacity and Average Daily Population, 1982-1990 

Population and Capacity 
30,000 

25,000 

20,000 
1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 

--II-- Population 24,486 24,151 25,695 27,292 27,688 

--[}- Capacity 27,182 26,811 27,711 27,067 28,077 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Table 3-13 

Public and Private Detention and Correctional Facilities: Actual and Inflation­
Controlled Total Operational Expenditures (in Thousands) Per Facility Type, 1982-1990 

1982 1984 1986 1988 1990 

Public and 
Private Facilities 

Total expenditures $1,866,072 $2,052,232 $2,503,203 $2,860,818 $3,135,816 

Total inflation-controlled 
expenses $1,933,753 $1,975,199 $2,283,944 $2,418,274 $2,399,247 

Public Facilities 

Total expenditures $1,147,078 $1,246,707 $1,445,116 $1,674,011 $1,895,226 

Total inflation··controlled 
expenses $1,188,682 $1,199,910 $1,318,536 $1,415,056 $1,450,058 

Private Facilities 

Total expenditures $718,994 $805,525 $1,058,087 $1,186,807 $1,240,590 

Total inflation-controlled 
expenses $745,072 $775,289 $965,408 $1,003,218 $949,189 

Notes: 
I Operational expenditures include salaries and other miscellaneous expenditures. 

2 '"Inflation-controlled" expenditures are presented in constant dollars using the Consumer Price Index and a methodology provided 
by the Center of Budget and Policy PriOlities. Inflation-controlled expenditures are calculated using the following equation: 
expenditure x IOD/CPr. This transformation of expenditures allows the comparison of 1 year's dollars to another. 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Figure 3-21 

Juvenile Admissions to Jails by Gender, 1983-1991 

Number of Admissions 
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Note: Data on admissions do not reflect the number of individual youth admitted to jails, but rather the number of youth commitments to jails, 

* 1983 and 1988 National Jail Census, 

Source: 1984-1990 Annual Survey of Jails, Bureau of Justice Statistics, 

Figure 3-22 

Juvenile Admissions to JaBs, 1983-1991 

Rates per 100,000 
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Note: Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of original courljurisdiction in each State, 1983-1991. Data on admissions do 
not reflect the number of individual youth admitted to jails, but rather to the number of youth commitments to jails, 

* 1983 and 1988 National Jail Census. 

Sources: 1984-1991 Annual Survey of Jails. Bureau of Justice Statistics. 1980 and 1990 population census. U.S. Bureau of the Census (intercensus 
years are estimated based on the most recent census), 

77 



OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Figure 3-23 

Juvenile I~Day Counts in Jails, 1983-1991 

I-Day Counts 

1983* 1984 1985 1986 1987 1988* 1989 1990 1991 

Note: With the exception of data from the 1983 and 1988 c~nsuses, these are based on sample data. Fluctuations in the number may be due to 
sampling error. 

* 1983 and 1988 National Jail Census. 

Sources: 1984-1991 Annual Survey of Jails, Bureau of Justice Statistics. 

Figure 3-24 

Juvenile Average Daily Population in Adult Jails, 1983-1991 
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Note: Juveniles are persons of an age (usually younger than 18) specified by statute in each State who were initially subject to juvenile court 
authority even if tried as adults in criminal court. Jails are facilities which hold inmates beyond arraignment, usually for more than 48 hours. Lockups 
hold persons for less than 48 hours; Federal, State, and private facilities are not included. Reference date was June 30 each year. Fluctuations in the 
numbers may be due in part to sampling error. 

* 1983 and 1988 National Jail Census. 

Sources: 1984-J 991 Annual Survey of Jails, Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
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Figure 3-25 

National Corrections Reporting Program: Percent of Juveniles Admitted to Adult 
Prisons by Age, 1988 
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Data collected from: AL, CA, CO, DC, FL, GA, IL, IA. KY, MD, MA, MI, MN, MS, MO, NE, NV, NJ, NY, NC, ND, OH, OK, OR, PA, SC, TN, 
TX, VA, W A, WI, California Youth Authorized, and the Federal Prison System. 

Note: Admissions counts include both new commitments and recommitments and do not represent individual youth admitted to custody, but rather 
the number of commitments resulting from incidents. 

Source: Natiollal Correctiolls Reportillg Program, 1988. Bureau of Justice Statistics. 

Figure 3-26 

National Corrections Reporting Program: Percent of Juveniles Admitted 
to Adult Prisons by Offense Type, 1988 

5% 

Number of Cases = 4,095 

Notes: 
I Data collected from AL. CA, CO, DC, FL. GA, lL, lA, KY, MD. MA, MI. MN. MS, MO, NE, NV, NJ, NY, NC, ND, OH, OK, OR, PA, SC, 
TN, TX, VA, WA, WI, California Youth Authority, and the Federal Prison System. 
2 Admissions counts include both new commitments and recommitments and do not represent individual youth admitted to custody, but rather the 
number of commitments resulting from incidents. 
3 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Source: National Correctiolls Reporting Program. /988, Bureau of Justice Statistics. 
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Table 3-14 

Number of Youth Younger Than 18 Admitted to State and Federal Correctional 
Facilities and the Upper Age of Juvenile Court Jurisdiction in Each Reporting State 

Youth Younger Than 18 Admitted to State 
State and Federal Correctional Facilities l 

Alabama 65 
California 15 
C~rn~ 8 
District of Columbia 4 
Florida 855 
Georgia 326 
Iowa 20 
Ilinois 102 
Kentucky 1 
Massachusetts 24 
Maryland 104 
Michigan 213 
Minnesota 20 
MissoUli 114 
Mississippi 35 
North Carolina 653 
North Dakota 2 
Nebraska 21 
New Jersey 33 
Nevada 9 
New York 360 
Ohio 41 
Oklahoma 27 
Oregon 15 
Pennsylvania 30 
South Carolina 260 
Tennessee 43 
Texas 369 
Virginia 82 
Washington 20 
Wisconsin 39 
California Youth Authority 56 
Federal Prison System 29 

Total 4,095 

Upper Age of Juvenile 
Court Jurisdiction2 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
16 
17 
16 
17 
16 
17 
16 
17 
16 
17 
15 
17 
17 
17 
17 
15 
17 
17 
17 
17 
16 
17 
16 
17 
17 
17 

Note: Admissions counts include both new commitments and recommitments and do not represent individual youth admitted to 
custody, but rather represent the number of commitments resulting from incidents. 

Sources: 
1 National Correctional Reporting Program, 1988. Data tape was provided by Inter-University Consortium for Political and Social 
Research (ICPSR 9402), MI: Ann Arbor. 

2 Juvenile Court Statistics 1988, pp. 152-153. Washington, D.C.: The Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, 
1990. 
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Figure 3-27 

State-Operated Juvenile Correctional Facilities: I-Day Counts for Males, 
February 15, 1985-1991 

I-Day Counts 
35,000 

30,000 

25,000 '---1-9-85--"----1-9-87--"----1-9-8-9 ---'---19-9-1----..J 

-II- Males 27,503 29,612 31,285 31,902 

Noles: 
I Includes State-operated detention cen~ers for the following States: 
1985 AK, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, HI, KS, MA, MD, MI, NC, NY, UT, WV. 
1987 AK. CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, HI, MA, MD, MI, NC, NH, NY, UT, VT, WV. 
1989 AK, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, HI, MA, MD, MI, NC, NH, NY, PA, UT, VT, WV. 
1991 AK, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, HI, MA, MD, MI, NC, NH, NY, OR, UT, VT, WV. 
2 Includes youth who are committed, detained, and voluntary. 

Source: 1985-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, COlTection, and Sheller Facilities, on the census da 2/15. 

Figure 3-28 

State-Operated Juvenile Correctional Facilities: I-Day Counts for Females, 
February 15, 1985-1991 

I-Day Counts 
4,000 

3,500 

3,000 '---1-9-85--"----1-9-87--"-----19-8-9 ---'---19-9-1----..J 

-II- Females 3,610 3,930 3,538 3,273 
Notes: 
1 Includes State-operated detention centers for the following States: 
1985 AK, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, HI, KS, MA, MD, MI, NC, NY, UT, WV. 
1987 AK. CO, CT, DE, FL, GA. HI, MA, MD, MI, NC. NH, NY. UT, VT, WV. 
1989 AK, CO, CT, DE, FL, GA, HI, MA, MD, MI, NC. NH, NY, PA, UT, VT, WV. 
1991 AK, CO, CT, DE, FL. GA, HI, MA, MD, MI, NC, NH, NY, OR, UT, VT, WV. 
2 Includes youth who are committed. detained. and voluntary. 
Source: 1985-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correction, and Shelter Facilities, on the census da 2115. 

81 

Chapter 3 



OJJDP-Juveniles Takellinto Custody: FY 1992 

Figure 3-29 

Prisoners in Custody of State Correctional Authorities: I-Day Counts for Males, 
December 31, 1984-1990 

I-Day Counts 
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400,000 

300,000 '---1-9-8-4 ---'---1-98-6---'--1-9-88--"----19-9-0---' 

-II- Males 399,303 464,603 534,335 647,308 I 

Note: Includes both jail and prison inmates for AK, CT, DE, DC, HI. RI, and VT where jails and prisons are combined in one system. 
Also includes <l % juveniles. Includes youth who are committed, detained, and voluntary. 

Source: 1984-1990 correctional populations in the United States on the census day 12/31. 

Figure 3-30 

Prisoners in Custody of State Correctional Authorities: I-Day Counts for Females, 
December 31,1984-1990 

I-Day Counts 
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20,000 

15,000 1...--1-9-84--.1---1-9-86--.1---1-9-8-8 ---'---19-9-0---' 

~ Females 18,086 22,777 28,270 37,098 

Note: Includes both jail and prison inmates for AK, CT, DE, DC, HI, RI, and VT where jails and prisons are combined in one system. 
Also includes <1 % juveniles. Includes youth who are committed, detained, and voluntary. 

Source: 1984-1990 corre<:liunal populations in the United States on the census day 12/31. 
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Chapter4 
Analysis of Juveniles Taken 
Into Custody Data From 
the State Juvenile 
Corrections System 
Reporting Program 

Recruitment of State Juvenile 
Corrections System Reporting 
Program (SJCSRP) Participants for 
1991 

Following modification of SJCSRP, based on field test 
results, NCCD and the Census Bureau recruited new 
participants to expand SJCSRP for the 1991 reporting 
period beyond the original seven test States. Until the new 
data collection system received formal approval from the 
Office of Management and Budget COMB), the scale of this 
recruitment was limited by Federal regulation to nine new 
participants. NCCD requested participation from the 
directors of youth corrections in nine States known to have 
automated information systems: Wisconsin, Iowa, Mis­
souri, Louisiana, Minnesota, Utah, Virginia, Massachusetts, 
and Michigan. Ultimately eight of the nine States provided 
199] admissions and releases data, with only Michigan 
unable to do so. Three additional States (New Hampshire, 
North Dakota, and Delaware) installed and implemented 
NCCD's microcomputer software and were able to report 
for the first time in 1991. With these new participants, the 
total number of automated States providing individual-level 
data increased to 18. 

To further expand SJCSRP for 1991 and still adhere to 
OMB restrictions, the Census Bureau developed a survey 
instrument to collect aggregate counts of admissions and 
releases on the core data elements required by Congress 
(Le., race, gender, and offense). The survey was sent to 
nine additional States that were selected to enhance overall 
as well as regional coverage of admissions. 

The survey offered benefits beyond expanded coverage. By 
using the survey, a State would be introduced to the new 
reporting program without being required to participate 
fully in the first yc:ar and would be better prepared for full 
participation in future years. The survey also requested 
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information on the availability of required data elements 
from automated systems. This information will prove 
valuable when new automated providers with the best 
prospects for individual-level submissions are recruited in 
the fu ture. 

OMB approval of SJCSRP came too late in the reporting 
period to recruit additional individual-level participants. 
Instead, the survey was sent to all remaining nonpartici­
pants. Ultimately, 20 States and the District of Columbia 
completed the survey and provided aggregate admissions 
and releases data for 1991. A copy of the survey instrument 
is included as appendix D. 

During this recruitment period, NCCD was conducting 
manual data collection in N~vada and Indiana to gain 
individual-level data. The collection procedures required 
only slight modifications to provide the required data 
elements for SJCSRP, so these two States were added to 
the pool of 1991 participants by completing manual forms 
for their individual juvenile admissions and releases. The 
manual data collection form is included in appendix E. The 
coverage in the 20 individual-level States represents almost 
76 percent of the State-operated public facilities reporting 
to the CIC in the same 20 States. 

These various collection processes combined to produce 
admissions and releases data from 40 States and the DistrIct 
of Columbia (with 20 States providing individual-level 
data, and 20 States and D.C. providing aggregate-level 
data). Map 4-1 identifies the 1991 participants and their 
level of participation. 

Substantive Findings 

This section summarizes findings gleaned from SJCSRP 
participants regarding their admissions and releases for the 
1991 calendar year. Data on the number and characteristics 
of reported admissions and releases are presented in tables 
4-1 through 4-15. 

Admissions were defined as: 

III The new commitment of a juvenile or youthful offender 
to the jurisdiction of a State's juvenile system for the 
purpose of placement in/commitment to a State residential 
facility, or to a secure, privately run residential facility.1O 

.. The return to custody of a supervision violator. 

II The recommitment of a juvenile (readmission) under 
court order after discharge from supervision. 

10 Local facilities are not included in SJCSRP but will eventually be 
documented in the Local Juvenile Corrections Sy'lem Reporting Program 
(UCSRP). It is important to remember that this program does not attempt 
to report on all juveniles. 
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.. The detention of a juvenile by law enforcement or court 
to a facility in the State's jurisdiction for any purpose(s), 
including the awaiting of court action or pending place­
ment. 

A release was defined as: 

III The release of a juvenile to parole/aftercare, i.e., the 
conditional release of the juvenile to community supervi­
sion. 

II The unconditional release of a juvenile from a residen­
tial facility and/or the discharge of a juvenile from the 
jurisdiction of the State juvenile system. 

II Release due to death, reaching adult or agency maxi­
mum age, being sent to prison to complete sentence, and 
certification as an adult. 

Other findings on the characteristics of juveniles taken into 
custody are presented in appendix F. It should be remem­
bered that all participants, including those States providing 
aggregate counts by survey, were n~quested to submit data 
for all of the core data elements, incllJding number and type 
of admissions and releases as well as race, gender, and 
offense characteristics. Only those States that submitted 
individual-level records collected from their automated 
information systems or manually from client files reported 
data on remaining clements such as age, type of facility, or 
prior commitments. Furthermore, the data presented in 
appendix F are from a convenience sample of 41 jurisdic­
tions. No inference is intended regarding the characteristics 
of the entire national population of juveniles taken into 
custody. 

As shown in table 4-1, SJCSRP participants reported 
44,096 admissions and 41,253 releases for 1991. California 
reported the largest number of admissions (4,677) and 
releases (4,192). 

National Estimate of Admissions of 
Juveniles Taken Into State Custody 

With admissions counts available from 40 States and the 
District of Columbia, and detailed data analysis from 20 
States, a reasonably accurate, national estimate can be 
produced on the total number of juveniles taken into 
custody in State juvenile correctional systems. This is a 
significant step for SJCSRP, because the estimate provides 
the first count of juveniles taken into custody in this 
component of our Nation's juvenile correctional systems. 

The Census Bureau used two imputation procedures to 
produce national estimates on admissions. Both methods 

84 

used State admissions counts for 1990 obtained from the 
1991 crc to impute SJCSRP admissions estimates for the 
10 nonparticipating States. The correlation between CIC 
admissions and SJCSRP admissions was .86. However, this 
high correlation is partiaHy explained by the extremely 
large values of crc and SJCSRP admissions for California. 

Using a group mean method (see appendix G for methodol­
ogy), the national estimate based on SJCSRP was 49,175, 
using a hot-deck method, the national estimate was 50,260. 

crc admissions were smaller than SJCSRP admissions 
counts in several States, particularly the smaller ones. This 
anomaly should not occur because CIC admissions should 
include transfers while SJCSRP admissions should not. In 
one State, a training school had not responded to crc 
because the school was not open at the time of the Census, 
but it had participated in SJCSRP, thus explaining the 
difference in admissions counts for this State. In other cases 
the differences remain unexplained. Clearly, the precision 
of th-:! national estimate using a ratio-estimation technique 
depends on the quality of both CIC and SJCSRP data 
submissions. Given the limitation of current data sources 
and the limited number of characteristics used for forming 
the imputation cells, the Census Bureau recommended the 
group mean method as having yielded the better admissions 
estimate. As submissions are refined and the number of 
participants is expanded in future reporting periods, the 
precision of a national admissions estimate will improve 
and areas such as gender, age, and race/ethnicity can be 
included in the estimate. 

Characteristics of Admissions 
and Releases 

Gender. In the 41 jurisdictions that participated in 1991, 
more than 90 percent of admissions and releases were 
males (table 4-2). Indiana reported the highest proportion 
of admissions (24.0 percent) and releases (25.2 percent) for 
females. Delaware and Vermont reported no admissions or 
releases for females during 1991. 

Age. Age data were not provided by the aggregate States. 
Most youth (52 percent) admitted to State custody in the 
sample of 20 individual-level States were between the ages 
of 15 and 16 (table 4-3). Thirty-three percent of these 
YGlith were 17 or older, whereas 15 percent were 14 or 
younger. Significant variations occurred in the age distribu­
tions among States. For example, New York reported the 
largest proportion of youth (35 percent) who were 14 or 
younger at admission. This may reflect the State's upper 
age of jurisdiction, which is 15. The California Youth 
Authority reported the highest proportion (69 percent) of 
youth 17 or older because the age of Youth Authority 



jurisdiction goes up to 25 for serious felons and 21 for 
others, and most younger juvenile offenders are held in 
facilities operated by counties. As expected, a much larger 
proportion (53 percent) of total releases were 17 or older at 
the time of their release. 

RacelEthnicity. For all States, black, non-Hispanic youth 
accounted for the highest percentage (45 percent) of 
juveniles taken into custody (table 4-4). White non­
Hispanics comprised 36 percent of the group. Maine and 
New Hampshire reponed the highest proportions of white 
youth entering custody (98 and 88 percent, respectively), 
whereas Washington, D.C., and Louisiana reported the 
highest proportion of black youth (97 and 81 percent, 
respectively) entering cllstody. North Dakota reported the 
largest proportion (36 percent) of admissions in the "Other" 
racial category. 

An estimated 14 percent of the total number of youth 
admit(ed into State custody were of Hispanic origin. The 
highest proportion of Hispanic youth was in New Mexico 
(6j percent) and Arizona (49 percent). California and 
Texas had 40 percent and 38 percent, respectively. 

Type of Admission and Release 

New court commitments comprised the majority (57 
percent) of admissions by type of admission (table 4-5). 
Almost one in three commitments (31 percent) had been 
under community or con'ectional supervision prior to their 
current admission. More than 40 percent of all admissions 
were new commitments whose probation status was 
unknown. Twelve States were unable to provide data for 
this category. The States reported that the majority of their 
releases were to parole or aftercare (61 percent); another 10 
percent were discharged without any further custody or 
supervision by the State (table 4-6). Ten States were unable 
to provide data on this category. 

Most Serious Offense 

For 23 percent of youth in the 41 States, the most serious 
offense was a person crime (table 4-7). Property offenders 
accounted for 38 percent of the admissions, drug offenses 
for almost 9 percent, and public order offenses (such as 
trespassing and vandalism) for 11 percent. Status offenders 
accounted for just under 2 percent of State admissions, and 
most of these admissions occurred in only a few States, 
including New York and Indiana. North Dakota had the 
highest proportion (23 percent) of status offenders. 

The relative proportions of all offenses varied widely 
across locales. For example, drug offenses represented 43 
percent of admissions in D.C., but less than 3 percent in 7 
States. 

85 

Chapter 4 
~--

Other Findings 

Other findings from the 20 SJCSRP individual-level 
participants were the following: 

II The majority (83 percent) of juveniles were placed in 
training schools (table 4-8), although the percentages 
ranged from 32 for Utah to 100 for 11 other States. 
Placements also occurred in reception and diagnostic 
centers (6.3 percent); ranches, camps, or farms (6.2 
percent); and group homes or halfway houses (4.5 percent). 
It should be noted that placement totals for a particular 
facility type are often based on data from only a few States 
reporting percentages well above the average. For example, 
only Massachusetts, Missouri, and New York reported 
admissions to ranches, camps, or farms as substantial 
proportions of their committed populations (58, 35, and 45 
percent, respectively). 

II While 20 States reported the majority of releases also 
occurred from their training schools (table 4-9), they 
reported an increased use of other types of less secure 
facilities at the release stage (table 4-9). Again, these 
proportions should be interpreted in light of the fact that in 
9 States, 100 percent of releases occurred from training 
schools, whereas no releases were reported from the other 
three facility types in most States. 

III Together, the 20 States reported approximately 2 
percent of their admissions and releases were for juveniles 
c0111111itted to custody by adult courts in their jurisdiction 
(table 4-10). Only California, Illinois, Iowa, Minnesota, 
and New York reported State admissions from adult courts 
(6.6, 6.4, 0.2, 0.9, and 1.7 percent, respectively). 

II States reported that only 3.4 percent of their juvenile 
population (for which escape data were available) had 
escaped (table 4-11), while 72 percent of their releases 
were never on escape during their period in custody. For 8 
States, however, escape records were not available on all or 
almost all of the 1991 releases. 

II In 5 of the 20 States, data on prior State custody 
admissions was unknown for at least 25 percent of admis­
sions (table 4-12). Almost 66 percent of youth for whom 
prior information was known had no prior commitments to 
State custody. Three States reported that information on the 
number or prior admissions was unknown. By State, the 
percentage of youth with no prior commitments ranged 
from 32 percent for Nevada to more than 90 percent for 
Missouri. 

III The States were unable to report on the educational 
status of a large portion of the juveniles taken into their 
custody (table 4-13). Specifically, for more than 35 percent 
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of admissions and more than 68 percent of releases, no 
information was available on grade completed (table 4-14). 

iii! Data on mean (average) lengths of stay by offense 
ranged from 662 days for person crimes in California to 6 
days in Tennessee for an unknown offense (table 4-15). 
When looking at the total ALOS, all offenders, except 
those who committed person crime offenses, spent less than 
a year in custody. ALOS were computed for each juvenile 
released from State custody by subtracting admission dates 
from release dates. Length of stay computations exclude 
time spent in local detention/reception centers and include 
days spent on escape status for 1991 releases. However, 
time spent in local detention/reception centers may include 
time spent in community-based programs, which could add 
several weeks to length-of-stay figures for particular States. 
Additionally, some length-of-stay figures are based on very 
small sample sizes because for some offense categories, 
few juveniles were admitted (see table 4-7 for sample 
sizes). 

Mean length of stay varied considerably across States. 
Table 4-15 shows that California had the longest (548 
days) and Utah (110 days), North Dakota (128 days), 
Massachusetts (138 days), and Tennessee (141 days) the 
shortest average periods of custody. These individual 
differences are caused by several factors, including the 
differential characteristics of juvenile offenders handled by 
State as opposed to local correctional agencies. For 
example, the longer lengths of stay in California may be 
explained by the fact that the State takes custody of older, 
more serious juvenile offenders while the counties usually 
retain custody of less serious and somewhat younger 
offenders. Conversely, shorter lengths of stay can be 
observed in States that transfer significant numbers of 
juveniles to privately operated facilities at some time 
during their custody period (defined as the point of release 
under SJCSRP definitions for 1991 submissions). 

In future years, further refinements in the definitions of 
admissions and releases, the availability of trend data, and 
better understanding of State practices will form a more 
solid foundation for reporting and comparing lengths of 
stay among reporting jurisdictions. 

Admissions (Rates) by Gender, 
Race/Ethnicity, and Age 

SJCSRP data are individual based rather than facility 
based, which allows far more refined analyses than that 
possible with crc data. For example, CTC has consistently 
shown an overrepresentation of minority youth in custody 
but could not support additional analyses of this complex 
issue. This section illustrates the contributions of SJCSRP 
data using information on gender, race, and age fro11120 
States. 
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Figure 4-1 shows the rates at which juveniles in 20 
SJCSRP States ar~ admitted to State custody, by race and 
ethnicity. Rates are calculated using base population counts 
from the 1990 Census (population estimates for 1991 were 
not yet disaggregated by the Census Bureau in ways 
necessary for this analysis). Some categories of juveniles 
may be underestimated due to differential growth between 
1990 and 1991. The data show that black youth in the 20 
States were taken into custody more than 5 times as often 
as white youth. The total Hispanic juvenile admission rate 
in the 20 States was 213 per 100,000 youth, which is more 
than 1 1/2 times the admission rate for white youth. 

An obvious question is whether these different admission 
rates are due to the different types of crimes committed by 
young people of differing racial and ethnic groups. Figures 
4-2 and 4-3 present admission rates by racial/ethnic group 
and type of offense for males and females, respectively. For 
every offense group, significantly higher correctional 
admissions are shown for black male juveniles. Black 
males and females were 7 times more likely to be admitted 
to State juvenile facilities for crimes against persons than 
their white counterparts. For property crimes, the rate of 
admissions for black youth was more than 3 times that of 
whites for both genders. For drug offenses the differences 
were even more dramatic: the admissions rate for black 
males was 196 per 100,000, compared with 7 per 100,000 
for white males. 

SJCSRP figures also explore whether juveniles of different 
racial/ethnic groups are admitted to custody at differing 
ages. Figure 4-4 shows that the ages of male juveniles 
taken into custody in the 20 SJCSRP States are quite 
similar for the various groups, with the largest proportion in 
the IS to 16 age range. Data also show that more females 
are taken into custody at earlier ages than are males (figure 
4-5). 

Despite clear differences among the racial/ethnic groups, 
direct comparisons must be viewed with caution because 
the data have been based on estimates of the juvenile at-risk 
population in these States and have not been adjusted or 
"scaled" for the rates of actual delinquent behavior or for 
arrests for delinquent offenses for these same groups. Also, 
the data are based on a convenience sample of 20 States, so 
that no inference is warranted or intended regarding the 
entire nfl.tional population being warranted or intended. 

Using the SJCSRP data base, one could go even further by 
examining age- and race-specific admission rates for the 
major offense groups or 5ubgroups (e.g., schedule r versus 
II Drug Offense Admissions) within each State. An 
examination of prior admissions would also help determine 
the extent to which the correctional system affects custody 
rates in these jurisdictions. A similar examination could be 
made of ALOS. As the accuracy and completeness of the 
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submissions by participating States improves and as the 
SJCSRP data base grows, these sophisticated multiple­
variable analyses will become warranted, and the juveniles 
taken into custody research program will be able to 
replicate and extend some of the valuable policy analyses 
that are only possible now using the National Juvenile 
Court Data Archives. Most important, the enriched national 
juvenile custody data will permit examination of emerging 
policy questions and provide focus for more indepth 
research of particular jurisdictions. Such applications are 
demonstrated in the analyses reported in the remainder of 
this chapter. 

Estimating the Prevalence of 
Juveniles Taken Into State Custody 

Introduction. The purpose of this section is to demonstrate 
how the data from SJCSRP can measure the pervasiveness 
of juveniles taken into custody. A new statistical indicator 
will be introduced, one that measures the prevalence of 
juveniles taken into custody by the State. "Prevalence" here 
refers to the estimated proportion of the at-risk population 
that will ever be taken into custody as ajuvenile. 

Specifically, the estimate will be based on data from 1 year 
for several age, race, and gender population segments up to 
age 18. In this context "prevalence" should be distin­
guished from "incidence," which refers to the number of 
times (Le., events) juveniles are taken into custody during a 
specified period (e.g., annually). Incidence does not 
account for the number of different juveniles, but preva­
lence does. Juvenile custody incidence, also expressed in 
rates (e.g., per 100,000), has long been derived from the 
annual facility admissions counts collected from crc. crc 
has also provided a prevalence indicator that is based on the 
i-day census counts of juveniles in custody, expressed as a 
proportion of the juvenile population (Le., I-day count rate 
per 100,000 juveniles). 

Together, Cle's i-day count rate of juveniles in custody in 
State facilities and SJCSRP's new indicator of the preva­
lence of juveniles taken into custody, give a comprehensive 
portrait of the State juvenile corrections system in both 
static (percent of juveniles in custody on a single day) and 
dynamic (percent of juveniles who will ever experience 
custody) tenns. The analysis also explores the possibility 
that while the fraction of juveniles in custody on a single 
day may be quite small, over a long period the proportion 
of juveniles that will ever experience State custody may be 
substantial. Finally, the analysis explores the differences 
in prevalence among several gender and race population 
groups within and across State juvenile corrections 
systems. 
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Background. The calculation of prevalence rates for 
juveniles is not a new approach. The delinquency literature 
contains a number of studies as far back as the 1960's that 
present prevalence rates for juveniles (see, for example, 
Monahan, 1960 and Ball et aI., 1964). However, the vast 
majority of these studies focus on the delineation of the 
prevalence of juvenile crime. These studies typically 
employ criteria such as arrests (Wolfgang et aI., 1972), 
court appearances (Monahan, 1960) or self-reported 
delinquency (Elliott et aI., 1983). Few studies present 
prevalence rates using more severe juvenile justice system 
criteria, such as conviction (Farrington, 1981) or confine­
ment in a training school (Gordon, 1973). The lack of such 
research has been due to the absence of age, race, and 
gender-specific, first-occasion (e.g., first-commitment) data 
as part of the routine statistical output of governmental 
agencies concerned with juvenile crime and corrections. 

To overcome the lack of adequate statistics, some of the 
most notable studies in the delinquency field employed 
longitudinal cohort designs (Wolfgang et at, 1972; 
Wadsworth, 1975; and Elliott et aI., 1983). These ambitious 
studies involved following a sample (e.g., a birth cohort) 
over a period of years and compiling age, race, and gender­
specific juvenile justice system event data (e.g., arre(:,ts) 
from official records and/or self-report surveys. For these 
studies, if at the end of the period of observation, M first 
events have been observed, and if the original cohort has N 
members, the prevalence, P, of the event is given by the 
fraction P = M/N. Clearly, while longitudinal cohort studies 
can produce the most accurate delineations of individual 
(delinquency) and system (corrections) behaviors, such 
studies are difficult to generate, require extensive time and 
commitment to pursue, and are in danger of becoming 
obsolete by the time they are completed. To overcome the 
significant practical limitations of longitudinal studies, 
some researchers have demonstrated alternative statistical 
methods for determining age- (race- and gender-) specific 
event rates-that do not require waiting for a cohort to pass 
through the entire period during which they are defined to 
be at risk (Gordon, 1973; Gordon and Gieser, 1974; and 
Fan'ington, 1981). 

Having determined that it is impossible to obtain a longitu­
dinal estimate of prevalence, these researchers demon­
strated that it is possible to obtain a cross-sectional estimate 
of prevalence from I year's data. To do so, they determined 
the proportion of juveniles in each age group who meet 
their criterion (e.g., conviction) for the first time in that 
year, and then summed these figures over all age groups to 
show what the prevalence (of convictions) would be if the 
(conviction) rate for that year persisted over a long period. 

Gordon (1973) employed this cross-sectional method to 
estimate the prevalence of commitment to a training school, 

1...-________________________________________ . __ _ 
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to age 18, by race and gender. His attempt to generate 
prevalence rates was founded on a number of important 
assumptions, however, because precise statistics on age­
specific first commitment rates and base populations by 
ril:::e and gender were nonexistent at the time. 

In the most recent attempt to estimate prevalence using the 
cross-sectional method, the Bureau of Justice Statistics 
(1985) encountered some of the same data deficiencies 
regarding adult admissions into State prisons. The Bureau 
found that critical data on the number of first admissions to 
State prisons in a given year is not recorded in official 
statistics. As a result, they were forced to produce two 
estimates (an inmate survey estimate and an admissions 
census estimate), rather than a single estimate. 

These previous attempts to estimate the prevalence of 
custody using cross-sectional analysis have had another 
important weakness. Relying on data from a single year 
required researchers to assume that the first-admission rate 
in future years is indicated by the rate for the cohort in the 
year of the study. Changes in the number and types of 
juvenile crimes and juvenile justice system responses to 
crime make such an assumption invalid. Thus these 
prevalence rates can be easily considered "hypothetical" 
because they do not apply to any cohort of real juveniles 
and are likely to be unstable over time. 

The availability of the individual-level data from SJCSRP 
overcomes many of these problems. First, for a given 
calendar year, SJCSRP specifically collects the actual 
number of first admissions to State custody (i.e., no prior 
commitments) for juveniles at each age. This essential 
statistic, unavailable until now, makes computation of 
prevalence rates possible. The individual-level data from 
this new collection system also permit the multivariate 
analysis necessary to estimate the age-, gender-, and race­
specific prevalence rates among the various segments of the 
juvenile population that interest Congress and others in the 
field. 

In addition, because SJCSRP has been designed as an 
annual data collection system, prevalence rates can be 
computed each year to give a more dynamic and precise 
estimation of the prevalence of custody in this population 
of juveniles. Furthermore, now that it has been set in 
motion, SJCSRP can generate separate cross-sectional 
prevalence estimates for a series of adjacent years, which 
allows for a comparison of the age- and population-specific 
rates from year to year to determine the stability of these 
indicators over time. Annual prevalence rates may be 
valuable when used by individual jurisdictions to plan 
future needs for facility beds. 

Finally, individual-level data on the "number of prior 
commitments" can be used to generate higher order 
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prevalence statistk,;, such as the prevalence of second­
custody. It is then a short step to computing a comparison 
or ratio of prevalence rates to form a recidivism rate for 
juvenile offenders. In this way SJCSRP could establish, for 
the first time, a national barometer on the effectiveness of 
juvenile corrections and crime control systems. 

Computations and Findings. Using the 1991 SJCSRP 
data, the remainder of this section illustrates how the 
prevalence of State custody for juveniles is calculated with 
estimates of the age-, gender-, and race-specific first­
admission rates. Details of the computing methods are 
illustrated for a single State participant (New York). These 
same computations are then repeated for all of the States 
and a comparison of the findings, relative to interstate 
differences in prevalence rates, is then discussed. The 
section concludes with a comparison of the prevalence rates 
derived from the CIC I-day counts and the cross-sectional 
analysis of SJCSRP data. 

Tables 4-16 through 4-19 illustrate the computational 
methods and present the findings on the prevalence rates 
for State custody of juveniles in New York State. First, 
table 4-16 presents the calculations of the estimated 
prevalence of State custody for all juveniles ages 10 
through 17. The tables second column shows the total 
number of juvenile admissions with no prior commitments 
for individual age groups in 1991. These first-admissions 
are combined for the age groups 10 to 11 and 12 to 13 to 
correspond with Census Bureau age groupings of the base 
population, which are used for the computations. 

Column three shows the total number of juveniles in the 
State's population, by age group, as reported in the 1990 
Census. Base population counts from the 1990 Census were 
employed since 1991 population estimates for these age 
groups were not yet dis aggregated by the Census Bureau 
for individual States by gender and race. The use of 1990 
base population counts introduces an unknown level of 
en'or into these calculations, which can be corrected when 
more recent and disaggregated counts are produced by the 
Bureau. 

The prevalence of State custody for each age group is 
estimated by dividing the number of first admissions for 
each group (column one) by the number of juveniles in the 
base population for that age group (column two), with the 
resulting age-specific rates expressed as percentages in 
column three of table 4-16. As shown, these rates increase 
steadily for each successively older group of admissions 
until age 15 (the upper age of juvenile jurisdiction in that 
State) and then decline for the 16- and 17-year-old age 
groups. 

Column four shows summary results of the age-specific 
rates for first admissions. Thus the probability that a 



juvenile would be taken into State custody in New York by 
age 18 was the probability that a juvenile was taken into 
custody for the first time at age 10 or 11, plus the probabil­
ity that the juvenile was taken into custody for the first time 
at age 12 or 13 and so on through the risk of first admission 
at age 17. The resulting prevalence figure of 0.69 percent 
for all juveniles in New York is a summation of their risks 
from age 10 through age 17 based on 1991 SJCSRP data. 
This value, as an estimate of prevalence, indicates that a 
juvenile in the State of New York has a 0.69 percent (or 1 
in 145) chance of being taken into State custody at least 
once by age 18. 

Table 4-17 shows the same computations for the preva­
lence of State custody by gender. When using the separate 
first admissions and base populations counts for males and 
females for each of the age groups, males have a 1.18 
percent (or 1 in 85) chance of being taken into State 
custody by age 18 in New York State, which is more than 6 
times (0.18 percent or 1 in 555) higher than the probability 
for females in that State. These patterns can be seen most 
readily in figure 4-6. 

Table 4-18 shows the cumulative race/ethnicity-specific 
prevalence rates of State custody in New York, derived by 
using the separate first-admission and population counts for 
the white, black, Hispanic, and other age groupings. It 
should be noted that in both SJCSRP and the census base 
population counts, Hispanic is considered an ethnic rather 
than a racial category. Thus, Hispanic juveniles are also 
counted in the white and black race groups in this analysis. 
The other race category reported here is a composite of 
juveniles who were identified as Native American, Asian 
American, other, or unknown. 

From table 4-18 it is estimated that a black youth has a 2.2 
percent (or 1 in 45) chance of being taken into State 
custody by age 18, almost twice that of Hispanic youth 
(1.18 percent or 1 in 85) and more than 6 times (0.35 
percent or 1 in 285) that of white youth in that State. These 
divergent patterns of prevalence by age and race are 
graphically represented by figure 4-7. 

Tabie 4-19 shows the cumulative gender and race! 
ethnicity-specific prevalence rates for the individual age 
groups 10 through 17. It is estimated that black males have 
the greatest chance (3.88 percent or 1 in 26) of being taken 
into State custody by age 18, almost twice (2.09 percent or 
1 in 48) that of Hispanic males and almost 7 times that of 
white males (0.58 percent or 1 in 172). Among females, 
black youth also had the greatest chance of being taken into 
State custody by age 18 (0.53 percent or I in 189). These 
patterns in the relative prevalence rates between the gender 
and race subgroups are graphically represented in figure 
4-8. 
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These same computational methods using individual-level, 
first-admissions data from the 1991 SJCSRP and base 
population counts from the 1990 Census were used to 
derive age-, gender-, and race-specific estimates of the 
prevalence of State custody in 15 other States, which 
allows for interstate comparisons. 

Sixteen States provided individual-level data, with suffi­
cient enumeration on the key data elements to be included 
in the analysis of prevalence rates shown in tables 4-20 and 
4-21. Several other States with minimal missing data on 
some of the key data elements were also included and are 
identified in the tables. 

Table 4-20 shows the cumulative estimated prevalence 
rates for age, gender, and race/ethnicity groups within the 
population of 16 States, including New York. For all 
juveniles, the probability of being taken into State custody 
by age 18 was greatest in Ohio (1.55 percent or 1 in 65) and 
lowest in Massachusetts (0.56 percent or 1 in 179). The 
highest rate for all gender and race/ethnicity population 
segments was found for black youth in Utah (8.32 percent 
0, one in 12. Other atypically high prevalence rates were 
found for males (2.75 percent or 1 in 36) in Ohio, for black 
youth (7.66 percent or one in 13) in Wisconsin and His­
panic youth (4.10 percent or 1 in 24) in North Dakota. The 
higher rates for certain race groups may be more a function 
of that group's limited population size in certain States 
rather than factors of crime rates or responses to their 
crimes. 

The data in table 4-20 reveal patterns in rates across States 
for these population segments. For males, prevalence rates 
varied rather narrowly, generally between 1 to 2 percent. 
Prevalence rates were unilaterally low across all States for 
females. Rates for white youth were substantially under 1 
percent in all States, but varied widely for the other racial 
groups (e.g., a high of 8.32 percent in Utah to a low of 1.91 
percent for black youth in Louisiana. 

Table 4-21 s"ows f'stimated cumulative prevalence rates 
for the 6 race/ethnicity/gender subgroups in the 16 States. 
Black males had the highest prevalence rates in 15 of the 
16 States, with rates highest in Utah (13.92 percent or 1 in 
7) and Wisconsin (13.86 percent or 1 in 7). The data also 
estimate that Hispanic males would have substantially 
higher rates than their white counterparts in most States. 
Among females, prevalence estimates were highest for 
black youth in every State. No consistent pattern across 
States was found from a comparison of white and Hispanic 
females. 

Conclusion. The preceding analysis has demonstrated the 
utility of using unprecedented individual-level data from 
the newly implemented SJCSRP to generate dynamic 
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cross-sectional estimates of prevalence rates for juvenile 
custody. For example, analysis found the highest preva­
lence rates for Ohio (1.55 percent or 1 in 65) and Virginia 
(1.2 percent or 1 in 83), which provides a dramatic contrast 
to the I-day count rates for these States in 1991 (1 in 599 
and 1 in 971, respectively). 

In States with much lower prevalence rates such as Massa­
chusetts (0.56 percent or 1 in 179) and New Hampshire 
(0.65 percent or 1 in 154), these rates far exceeded their 
I-day rates, which were 1 in 7,143 and 1 in 1,333 respec­
tively in 1991. 

The future expansion and refinement of SJCSRP data 
submissions and analyses can be expected to increase the 
value of this important social indicator in better understand­
ing the policies and operations of the Nation's juvenile 
corrections systems. 

Delllographic Projections of State 
Juvenile Custody Populations 

Introduction. What will be the size of the State juvenile 
correctional populations in this country by the year 2000? 
What will be its offense and offender characteristics? 

The answers to these questions will provide a foundation 
for State-level planning to anticipate facility capacity over 
the next decade. At the national level, answers to these 
questions can inform planning and decisionmaking 
regarding OJJDP's policy positions (e.g., deinstitutional­
ization of status offenders) as well as its financial support 
to State juvenile corrections programs through its formula-, 
discretionary-, and challenge-grant mechanisms. 

However, such population projections are routinely 
produced in only a few States, although the technology 
(e.g., computerized forecasting models) to produce such 
projections has existed for several years. For example, 
NCCD's computer model written in PLiI has been specifi­
cally developed to forecast the size of correctional popula­
tions by simulating the effect of demographic trends and 
changing criminal justice policies on the size of institu­
tional, parole, and probation populations. 

A customized version of NCCD's model is being employed 
by several large jail systems (e.g., Los Angeles, Chicago, 
and Houston) and by some 20 State prison systems (e.g., 
Florida, Illinois, and Nevada). This model is also being 
employed or under development in six State juvenile 
corrections departments (Illinois, Louisiana, Ohio, Tennes­
see, Indiana, and Rhode Island) and in five county juvenile 
detention systems (New York City, Portland, Sacramento, 
Chicago, and Milwaukee). However, the level of data 
required to operate the m.odel continues to be largely 
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unavailable from most juvenile corrections department 
statistical reporting systems. 

The basic data elements required for the model to produce 
population forecasts include individual-level admissions 
and ALOS clisaggregated by gender, race, and offense­
now available from 15 States participating in SJCSRP in 
1991. The remainder of this section demonstrates the utility 
of using SJCSRP data in conjunction with the NCCD 
computer model to produce demographic projections of the 
juvenile correctional populations in these 15 States. 

Simply stated, a juvenile corrections population is the 
product of admissions and ALOS. However, many complex 
factors produce these statistics. Demographic trends can 
influence the size of the "at-risk" population-juveniles 
most likely to be taken into State custody in a given year. 
Similarly, the size and policies of local law enforcement 
agencies can influence decisions on how many and which 
juveniles will be arrested each year. The juvenile court's 
policies governing the handling of petitions, detention, 
adjudication, and dispositions is also a factor, as are the 
policies of correctional officials on such decisions as 
program placements and release to aftercare. 

When customizing the projection model for use in a 
specific jurisdiction, NCCD conducts an intensive dialog 
with State officials to gain insight into how these complex 
factors affect population growth and then selects a set of 
assumptions about the current and future functioning of the 
juvenile corrections system necessary to operationalize the 
forecast model. This customization process is paramount 
when producing a population forecast that can directly 
influence important decisions, such as future funding 
levels for capital expenditures (e.g., construction of new 
facilities). 

For the limited purposes of conducting a demonstration of 
the utility of SJCSRP data for producing population 
forecasts, no attempt at customization has been made. 
Rather, the model(s) employs assumptions based on the 
admissions rates and ALOS observed in the 1991 data, as 
well as State or national (U.S. Census Bureau) projections 
of the at-risk population. In this way, the State forecasts 
presented below assume a continuation of current correc­
tional policies and practices, and allow each State's 
projected demographic trends to be the primary influence 
over the size of the juvenile correctional population for the 
years 1995 and 2000. 

Because individual States would produce different forecasts 
given the use of different methodologies, variables, and 
policy assumptions, this demonstration includes several 
simulations that project the alternative impact on popula­
tion size of hypothetical changes in State correctional 
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policies and practices. For example, the California Youth 
Authority handles adults as weli as juveniles in its institu­
tions and would have to anticipate their future needs taking 
both populations into consideration. 

The next section summarizes the assumptions cun-ently 
made in projecting the size of the State juvenile con'ec­
tional populations for the period 1991-2000. A brief, 
nontechnical description of the computer model software 
used to produce the forecasts is attached as appendix H. 
The section concludes with discussion of findings from the 
baseline and policy simulation projections. 

Summary of Assumptions. All forecasts use historical 
data to project the future. To project the growth of State 
juvenile con-ectional populations, NCCD's projection 
model uses the most up-to-date data available. To model 
the number of juveniles held in custody, NCCD gathered 
the following information on the 1991 cohort of juveniles 
taken into custody: 

II 1991 Admissions: A frequency count of admissions to 
State-operated juvenile facilities by race, gender, and type 
of offense for each of the 15 States to be included in the 
forecast. The resultant distribution was then assumed to 
remain the same (i.e., no growth) throughout the projection 
period. 

II 1991 Releases: Lengths of stay were calculated from 
the cohort of youth released from State-operated facilities 
during 1991. Released cases were categorized based on 
race, gender, and primary offense, and separate lengths of 
stay were derived. For States operating diagnostic centers, 
these values included juveniles' time spend in such 
facilities. Projections were based on the assumption that 
future intakes wiII serve the same amount of time in secure 
confinement, on average, as that observed in 1991 for these 
groups. 

II1II 1991 Average Daily Population: Using the frequency 
count of admissions and the mean length of stay value (in 
days) for each group to be included in the model, it was 
then possible to compute ADP of juveniles in custody as 
follows: 

(group frequency) * (LOS)/365.25 = ADP e.g., (200 black 
males admitted) * (10 days)/365.25 = 5.5 (ADP) 

This value was chosen as the "base population" value from 
which the projection was initiated. 

• Seasonality. Monthly seasonality was not included to 
represent fluctuations of admissions. 

• Projected Admissions. In addition to historical data, the 
model utilized the input of projected admissions to juvenile 
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cOirectional facilities for each year of the projection period. 
These numbers were obtained in the following manner: 

Official demographic projections, based on the 1980 or 
1990 census of population, were obtained from the 15 
States included in the model. Whites and Hispanics were 
separated into the "White" (Non-Hispanic) group and the 
"Nonwhite" group consisting of Hispanics and individuals 
from other racial groups. The juvenile population was 
assumed to consist of all persons aged 10 to 17. For States 
listing values for the two age groups, 10 to 14 and 15 to 19, 
it was assumed that age distribution was uniform over the 
latter group, and that 60 percent of individuals in this group 
were 15, 16, or 17. Because demographic projections could 
be obtained only for the years 1995 and 2000, values for 
the years inbetween the 3 years published were calculated 
by linear extrapolation. 

For 1991, commitment rates were calculated for each State 
based on the number of reported commitments to State­
operated facilities for the groups: "Male White" (Non­
Hispanic), "Male Nonwhite," "Female White" (Non­
Hispanic), "Female Nonwhite." Future admissions were 
then estimated by applying the 1991 commitment rates to 
the number of youth projected to be in each State through 
the year 2000. Projections are therefore based on the 
assumption that 1991 commitment rates will remain 
constant over the decade. 

The Data. The fundamental data elements for this forecast­
ing effort are the admissions counts and at-risk population 
projections for the 15 States included in the projection. 
Admissions counts were obtained from each State's 
submission of individual records as part of the 1991 
SJCSRP. Having individual-based admissions records has 
important benefits for modelling. For example, the model 
can be disaggregated for specific offender identification 
(ID) groups such as gender, race, and offense groupings. ID 
groupings allow the model user to create separate projec­
tion reports that permit a more indepth understanding of the 
dynamics of offenders' progression (i.e., flow) through the 
con-ectional system under study. Offender flow through the 
system can also be more accurately reflected, because 
different ID groups have ditferent lengths of stay. Finally, 
ID groups simulate the impact of alternative policies or 
programs, because it is these groups of offenders (e.g., 
person offenders) that are often the target of alternative 
policies. 

The second data component is the at-risk population 
information, dis aggregated for age as well as for the gender 
and race ID groupings. Although the Census Bureau was 
asked to provide the data based on its 1990 national census, 
the 1990-based popUlation projections had not yet been 
disaggregated at the writing of this report. 



------------------------------------------------------------~---

OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

As an alternative to relying only on the Bureau's 1980-
based population projections, official State demographers 
in each of the 15 States were asked to provide population 
projections based on the 1990 census data for their jurisdic­
tions. Eight States (Delaware, Iowa, Louisiana, Massachu­
s~tts, New Jersey, North Dakota, Texas, and Wisconsin) 
complied. However, because 1980-based projections had 
not yet been updated for the remaining States (California, 
Illinois, Missouri, New York, Ohio, Utah, and Virginia), 
we have utilized this earlier information. Clearly, the 
refinement of the juvenile correctional population forecasts 
presented later in [his section will require that this informa­
tion be updated. 

Once the structure of the model had been established, the 
admissions ~nd population data for each ID grouping were 
converted into probabilities, which allows the model to 
process computer-simulated hypothetical cases. For each 
case processed, the model, using a stochastic entity 
simulation process, determines the odds of the offender 
being male or female, admitted in a celiain month of the 
year, white or nonwhite, and in one of the four offense 
categories. A length of stay figure is next assigned to the 
case based upon the actual minimum, maximum, and mean 
characteristics of that particular ID group. Length of stay 
will also be used to determine the probability of being 
released from that group during a particular month and 
year. 

From the 1991 admissions data of the 15 forecast States 
table 4 -22 presents the admissions counts, ALOS, and ' 
ADP for the 16 ID groups included in the projection model. 
Table 4-22 shows that the forecast States reported 22,097 
admissions in 1991. Of these admissions, the Male Non­
white Person (22.7 percent) and Property Offense (25.2 
percent) ID groups accounted for almost one half all the 
admissions in 1991. For all admissions, ALOS was 
computed to be 327 days, ranging from a low of 201 days 
for the Female White Drug Offense group to a high of 459 
days for the Male Nonwhite Person Offense group. More 
than one half of the ADP's in these 15 State systems were 
accounted for by the Male Nonwhite Person (31.8 percent) 
and Property (23.7 percent) Offe~se groups. 

Results of Demographic Projections for 1995 and the 
Year 2000. PROPHET produced monthly popUlation 
projections through the year 2000 for each of the 16 ID 
groups. Table 4-23 summarizes these results, specifically, 
ADP in 1991 as well as projected popUlations for Decem­
ber 1995 and 2000. 

There were 19,783 juveniles in the cOlTectional popUlations 
of the forecast States. Assuming that current judicial 
sentencing and release practfces would remain unchanged, 
the correctional popUlations in these States were projected 
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to increase by 1,480 by 1995, a 7.5-percent increase, and by 
2,995 by the y-:ar 2000, a 15.2-percent increase over the 
decade. 

The projection data also show substantial differences in the 
growth rates between the popUlation subgroups. For 
example, the number of juveniles in the Female White 
Drug Offender group is projected to increase by 32.6 
percent, while the Female Nonwhite Other Offense group is 
projected to stay the same. 

For the two largest population subgroups, the projection 
data show substantial growth: the Male Nonwhite Person 
Offender group is projected to increase by 19.2 percent by 
the end of the decade, while the Male Nonwhite Property 
Offender subgroup is projected to increase by 19.7 percent. 

These findings create an intriguing profile of the projected 
composition of State juvenile correctional populations. 
Figure 4-9 presents this projected profile of this popUlation 
in the year 2000 by gender, race, and offense. These 
popUlations are projected to be composed of predominantly 
male (94.5 percent) and nonwhite (77.0 percent) youth, 
with the vast majority committed for person (41.4 percent) 
and property (38.7 percent) offenses. 

The projections show substantial variation among the 
individual States over the 10-year forecast horizon. Table 
4-24 presents the 1991 ADP and projected custody 
popUlations for December 1995 and 2000 for the 15 
forecast States. For example, despite a projected increase in 
State populations of 14.9 percent over the decade, the 
juvenile correctional popUlations of several States are 
projected to decline (Massachusetts and Ohio by 3.3 
percent and 7.6 percent, respectively). However, several 
States are projected to have substantial increases (Califor­
nia by 28.9 percent, New Jersey by 21.8 percent, and 
Illinois by 15.2 percent. 

Simulating the Impact of Changes in Policies and 
Programs. An important feature of the forecasting tech­
nique, using the individual-level data from SJCSRP, is that 
it allows analysts to isolate the effects of proposed policy 
changes affecting certain subgroups of the States' juvenile 
corrections populations. To demonstrate this feature, the 
NCCD model was modified to reflect several hypothetical 
policy and program alternatives, then rerun to produce 
revised projections that simulate the long-term impact of 
these alternatives. While hypothetical, these simulations 
represent realistic approaches to dealing with actual 
pressures being experienced by State correctional officials 
and policymakers. 

Over the past decade, for example, public and official 
responses to juvenile crimes and juvenile offenders have 
become less and less punitive. In reaction, a get-tough 



punishment model for juvenile corrections gained favor, 
resulting in increased admissions rates and longer lengths 
of stay in correctional facilities. This model may persist 
through the next decade, particularly with regard to the 
more serious and violent juvenile offenders. 

The increased punitive response to juvenile crime has 
increased the correctional populations, which has brought 
economic and legal pressures to bear to move these systems 
in the opposite direction-from a model that emphasizes 
secure placements to one emphasizing community-based 
corrections. This approach promises less expensive 
programming if States can formulate a responsible selec­
tion policy that will significantly reduce the confined youth 
population but not at the expense of public safety. 

For this segment of the forecast demonstration, policy 
simulations were selected that reflect these competing, and 
often conflicting, directions. First, lengths of stay for all 
individuals in the Person Offense subgroups were increased 
by 25 percent unilaterally in all forecast States. Table 4-25 
presents current admissions, ALaS, and ADP, as well as 
projected ADP's by 1995 and 2000 for consolidated 
gender, race, and offense subgroups in the forecast States. 
For the entire Person Offense subgroup, ALaS was 439 
days or approximately 14 months. The 25-percent increase 
in ALaS for this subgroup, used in the simulation, raised 
ALaS to 549 days, or approximately 18 months. 

For the second simulation, the focus was shifted to the 
Property and Other Offense subgroups, which are often 
diverted to community-based correctional programs. In 
States where NCCD has conducted risk assessment profiles 
of secure custody populations, it found that a high propor­
tion of these juveniles do not need long-term secure 
placement and could be safely diverted to short-term secure 
programs (e.g., boot camps) or to community-based 
programs (e.g., intensive supervision) after a short evalua­
tion period. 

To simulate the impact of these program alternatives on the 
projected size of State correctional populations, ALaS for 
one half of the Property and Other Offense admissions with 
no prior commitments was reduced to 120 days (short-term 
secure placements), while ALaS was reduced to 30 days 
(community placements) for the remaining one half of 
these admissions. Table 4-25 shows that actual ALaS for 
the Property Offense and Other Offense subgroups in 1991 
were 286 days and 225 days respectively. 

Figure 4-10 summarizes the results of the impact of these 
policy simulations on the projected size of the juvenile 
correctional populations in the forecast States. Figure 4-10 
shows that the populations are projected to grow by 14.9 
percent, from 19,783 in 1991 to 22,733 in the year 2000 if 
current policies and practices are continued. This projection 
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is the established baseline against which the results of 
alternative policy simulations can be compared. 

The baseline projection indicated a 17.0-percent increase in 
the Person Offense subgroup from 8,032 in 1991 to 9,401 
by 2000 (see table 4-25). Increasing ALaS for this 
subgroup produced a growth rate of 43.8 percent, a 26.8-
percent increase over this subgroup's baseline, which in 
turn increased the projected population size to 24,880, an 
increase of 25.8 percent from 1991 and a 10.9-percent 
increase over the baseline projection for the year 2000 (see 
figure 4-10. 

For the Property and Other Offense subgroups, table 4-25 
showed their baseline projected growth by the year 2000 to 
be 14.2 percent and 7.5 percent, respectively. Reducing 
ALaS to 120 days and 30 days for portions of these 
subgroups to simulate alternative placements produced a 
decrease of 44.2 percent in the projected size of the 
Property Offense subgroup and a concomitant decrease of 
43.4 percent in the Other Offender subgroup. These 
subgroup reductions in tum decreased the projected 
population size to 17,280, a decrease of 12.7 percent from 
1991 and a 24.0-percent decrease over the baseline projec­
tion for the year 2000 (see figure 4-10). 

Adopting these policies would impact not only the pro­
jected size of State juvenile custody populations, but also 
their composition. Figure 4-11 compares the profile of the 
juvenile custody populations in the 15 forecasts States from 
the baseline projection, with the profiles from the two 
policy simulation projections for the year 2000. Figure 4-
11 shows that the composition of the State custody popula­
tions for the gender and race subgroups would remain 
relatively stable if either alternative policy was adopted. 
However, the simulations of both policy alternatives 
produced significant changes in the composition of the 
State juvenile cllstody population for the offense sub­
groups. 

Specifically, adopting a "get-tough" approach to juveniles 
admitted for person offenses by increasing their length of 
stay by 25 percent would increase their representation in 
the populations for the 15 States by 5 percent-from 41.4 
percent to 46.4 percent by the year 2000. Similarly, 
simulating the impact of diverting some Property and Other 
offenders to less restrictive programs would further 
increase the representation of person offenders in State 
popUlations to 54.4 percent-an increase of 13 percent over 
their profile from the baseline projection at the end of the 
decade. Moving in the policy directions included in this 
demonstration analysis indicate that State juvenile correc­
tional populations will likely continue to be predominantly 
male and nonwhite, as well as increasingly composed of 
juveniles who have committed crimes against persons. 
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Summary and Conclusions 

This chapter reported the results of several analyses of data 
collected from the State component of the National 
Juvenile Corrections System Reporting Program, the State 
Juvenile Corrections System Reporting Program or 
SJCSRP. After modifications to the SJCSRP design were 
made, based on results of an extensive field testing process, 
NCCD and the Census Bureau initiated a nationwide 
recruiting program to expand participation for the 1991 
reporting period. Ultimately, 40 States and the District of 
Columbia pa..1:icipated in SJCSRP for the 1991 reporting 
period. 

Employing a combination of automated, manual, and 
survey data collection procedures, these 41 participants 
reported 44,096 juvenile admissions and 41,253 releases 
for their State juvenile correctional systems in 1991. To 
estimate the number of admissions in the nonparticipating 
States, a ratio-estimation technique was used, which 
produced a national estimate of 49, 175 juveniles taken into 
custody in 1991. This program represents the first national 
estimate of individual juvenile admissions to State correc­
tional systems as required by the 1988 amendments to the 
JJDP Act. 

This chapter also explained and reported findings from 
several special analyses, which demonstrated the increased 
analytical power of the individual-level SJCSRP data for 
conducting more indepth and policy relevant research. 

First, the individual-level SJCSRP data were used to further 
explore the overrepresentation of minorities in State 
juvenile correctional populations, which has been observed 
from the biennial crc data. This analysis found that 
admission rates for 20 SJCSRP States could not be ac­
counted for simply by offense, gender, or age. 

Next, a cross-sectional technique using the individual-level 
first commitment data from SJCSRP was employed to 
derive an estimate of the prevalence of State custody for 
juveniles. This analysis produced age-, gender-, and race­
specific probabilities of a juvenile being taken into State 
custody by age 18 in 16 States. A comparison of these 
prevalence estimates within and across States revealed 
striking contrasts for the various segments of their juveaile 
populations. Finally, a comparison of the longer term 
prevalence rates from SJCSRP with those derived from the 
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I-day census counts revealed dramatic differences between 
these important social indicators, that are far greater than 
might have been previously realized. As a result of this 
analysis, a more complete picture of our Nation's State 
juvenile custody systems has been drawn in both static and 
dynamic terms. 

A third special analysis demonstrated the utility of SJCSRP 
data for producing forecasts of the State juvenile custody 
populations. Specifically, a computer simulation model was 
designed and executed using the individual-level data from 
15 States to produce disaggregated juvenile correctional 
population projections through the year 2000. This analysis 
showed that if current policies and practices continue, 
changes in demographic trends alone will produce nearly a 
IS-percent increase in State custody populations by the end 
of the decade. 

Another important benefit of using SJCSRP data for 
popUlation forecasting was demonstrated by simulating the 
impact of divergent policy alternatives on the future size of 
the juvenile correctional populations. The first simulation 
increased lengths of stay for violent offenders chat pro­
duced an increase in the size of the juvenile population in 
State custody by almost 26 percent by the year 2000. 

Conversely, lengths of stay were reduced for property and 
other less serious offenders to simui)te the impact of 
diverting these groups into sh0rt-term secure or commu­
nity-based programs. The simulation model was modified 
and executed to produce Ii revised projection, which 
showed that the juvenile custody population would decline 
by almost 13 percent below 1991 levels. 

In conclusion, the analyses have demonstrated the value of 
SJCSRP's information. These individual-level data on the 
number and characteristics of juvenile admissions and 
releases has empowered researchers to portray our Nation's 
State juvenile corrections systems with a clarity and 
richness that is unprecedented. Despite the limitations of 
d?ta completeness and accuracy inherent in any new 
national reporting system, the portrait of juvenile popula­
tions in State custody, both present and future, that has 
been drawn from this new system, is indeed compelling. 
Moreover, the prospects for further illuminating the 
custody experience of juveniles in these systems is very 
real as the accuracy and comprehensiveness of data from 
SJCSRP is enhanced in future years. 
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Map 4-1 

National Juvenile Corrections System Reporting Program: 
State Corrections System Reporting Program Component, 1991 Participants 
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Individual-Level Data: 

o Automated participants (18) 

~ Manual data collection participants (2) 

Aggregate-Level Data: 

• Survey participants (21) 

------------------------- --
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Table 4-1 

Reported Number of Juveniles in SJCSRP States: Admissions and Releases in 1991 

State Admissions Releases 

Total 44,096 41,253 

AlabamaA 1,026 861 
Alaska 
ArizonaA 1,993 2,019 
Arkansas 
California' 4,677 4,192 
ColoradoA 561 
Connecticut" 436 398 
Delaware' 215 232 
District of ColumbiaA 437 498 
FloridaA 2,907 1,895 
GeorgiaA 1,150 1,107 
HawaiiA 214 221 
Idaho 
Illinois' 1,631 1,434 
Indiana' 1,942 1,845 
Iowa' 423 477 
KansasA 730 826 
Kentucky 
Louisianal 736 726 
MaineA 382 381 
Maryland'\ 985 924 
Massachusetts' 493 425 
Michigan 
Minnesota' 350 334 
Mississippi 
Missouri' 842 813 
Montana 
NebraskaA 445 443 
Nevada' 261 462 
New Hampshire' 152 177 
New Jersey' 1,022 932 
New MexicoA 365* 365* 
New York' 2,237 2,259 
North CarolinaA 873 871 
North Dakota' 197 190 
Ohio' 3,747 3,480 
OklahomaA 285 285 
Oregon A 863 884 
PennsylvaniaA 1,324 1,409 
Rhode IslandA 634 678 
South Carolina'\ 997 964 
South Dakota 
Tennessee' 1,016 931 
Texas' 3,140 3,205 
Utah' 383 382 
VermontA 7 9 
Virginia' 1,385 1,190 
WashingtonA 1,641 1,540 
West Virginia 
Wisconsin' 992 989 
Wyoming 

A = Aggregate-level data. 
I = Individual-level data. 
* Estimates. 
Note: Colorado did not report on releases. 
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Table 4-2 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP States: Admissions and Releases 
in 1991 by Gender 

Admissions Releases 
Males Females Males Females ----

State Number % Number % Nnmber % Number % 

Total 38,818 91.2% 3,766 8.8% 35,074 90.6% 3,660 9.4% 

Alabama" 909 88.6 117 11.4 750 87.1 III 12.9 
Ar.tzona" 1,841 92.4 152 7.6 1,861 92.2 158 7.8 
California' 4,513 96.5 164 3.5 4,015 95.8 177 4.2 
ColoradoA 522 93.0 39 7.0 
Connecticut" 373 85.6 63 14.4 331 83.2 f.7 16.8 
Delaware' 215 100.0 0 0.0 232 100.0 0 0.0 
District of Columbia" 418 95.7 19 4.3 483 97.0 15 3.0 
Florida" 2,659 91.5 248 8.5 1,741 91.9 154 8.1 
Georgia" 1,094 95.1 56 4.9 1,030 93.0 77 7.0 
Hawaii" 182 85.0 32 15.0 186 84.2 35 15.8 
Illinois' 1,525 93.5 106 6.5 1,324 92.3 110 7.7 
Indiana' 1,472 76.0 465 24.0 1,376 74.8 463 25.2 
Iowa' 395 93.4 28 6.6 428 89.7 49 10.3 
Kansas" 613 84.0 117 16.0 713 86.3 113 13.7 
Louisiana' 697 94.7 39 5.3 676 93.1 50 6.9 
MaineA 357 93.5 25 6.5 324 85.0 57 15.0 
MarylandA 887 90.1 98 9.9 826 89.4 98 10.6 
Massachusetts' 474 96.1 19 3.9 413 97.2 12 2.8 
Minnesota' 339 96.9 11 3.1 323 96.7 11 3.3 
Missouri' 743 88.2 99 11.8 708 87.1 105 12.9 
Nebraska" 377 84.7 68 15.3 371 83.7 72 16.3 
Nevada' 222 85.1 39 14.9 373 80.7 89 19.3 
New Hampshire' 128 84.2 24 15.8 149 84.2 28 15.8 
New Jersey' 988 96.7 34 3.3 902 96.8 30 3.2 
New Mexico" 325 89.0 40 11.0 325 89.0 40 11.0 
New York' 1,951 87.2 286 12.8 1,971 87.3 288 12.7 
North Carolina" 
North Dakota' 159 80.7 38 19.3 150 78.9 40 21.1 
Ohio' 3,422 91.3 325 8.7 3,159 90.8 321 9.2 
Oklahoma" 242 84.9 43 15.1 242 84.9 43 15.1 
Oregon" 755 87.5 108 12.5 783 88.6 101 11.4 
Pennsylvania'\ 1,237 93.4 87 6.6 1,317 93.5 92 6.5 
Rhode Island" 
South Carolina" 887 89.0 110 11.0 
Tennessee' 906 89.2 110 10.8 818 87.9 113 12.1 
Texas' 2,960 94.3 180 5.7 3,007 93.8 198 6.2 
Utah' 355 92.7 28 7.3 351 91.9 31 8.1 
Vermont" 7 100.0 0 0.0 9 100.0 0 0.0 
Virginia' 1,247 90.0 138 10.0 1,073 90.2 117 9.8 
Washington" 1,511 92.1 130 7.9 1,430 92.9 110 7.1 
Wisconsin" 911 91.8 81 8.2 904 91.4 85 8.6 

A = Aggregate-level data. 
I = Individual-level data. 
Notes: 
1 Data from New Mexico and Oklahoma are estimated. 
2 Indiana reported 5 admissions and 6 releases with no gender information. These are not included in the totals. 
3 North Carolina (Adm = 873; Rei = 871) and Rhode Island (Adm = 634; Rei = 678) submitted only total admissions and releases with no further 
breakdowns by gender. South Carolina (Rei = 964) submitted total releases with no further breakdowns. These States were therefore not included 
in the totais, 
4 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Table 4-3 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: Admissions and Re-
leases in 1991 by Age 

Admissions Releases 
14 and Younger 15-16 17 pills Unknown 14 and Younger 15-16 17 plus Unknown --

State Number % Number % Number % Number% Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 3,935 15.2% 13,404 51.9% 8,495 32.9% 7 0.0% 1,982 8.0% 9,679 39.2% 12,976 52.6% 38 0.2% 

California 156 3.3 1,285 27.5 3,236 69.2 0 0.0 46 1.1 352 8.4 3,794 90.5 0 0.0 

Delaware 19 8.8 113 52.6 83 38.6 0 0.0 11 4.7 82 35.3 139 59.9 0 0.0 

Illinois 258 15.8 1,100 67.4 273 16.7 0 0.0 79 5.5 579 40.4 776 54.1 0 0.0 

Indiana 330 17.0 1,101 56.7 505 26.0 6 0.3 231 12.5 895 48.5 682 37.0 37 2.0 

Iowa 59 13.9 220 52.0 144 34.0 0 0.0 49 10.3 207 43.4 221 46.3 0 0.0 

Louisiana 116 15.8 408 55.4 212 28.8 0 0.0 41 5.6 245 33.7 440 60.6 0 0.0 

Massachusetts 62 12.6 310 62.9 121 24.5 0 0.0 37 8.7 228 53.6 160 37.6 0 0.0 

Minnesota 17 4.9 149 42.6 184 52.6 0 0.0 7 2.1 114 34.1 213 63.8 0 0.0 

Missouri 186 22.1 609 72.3 47 5.6 0 0.0 70 8.6 500 61.5 243 29.9 0 0.0 

Nevada 56 21.5 144 55.2 61 23.4 0 0.0 54 11.7 188 40.7 220 47.6 0 0.0 

New Hampshire 17 11.2 77 50.7 58 38.2 0 0.0 10 5.6 61 34.5 106 59.9 a 0.0 

New Jersey JOO 9.8 376 36.8 546 53.4 0 0.0 26 2.8 182 19.5 724 77.7 a 0.0 

New York 771 34.5 1,369 61.2 ')7 4.3 0 0.0 328 14.5 1,327 58.7 604 26.7 a 0.0 

North Dakota 39 19.8 96 48.7 62 31.5 a 0.0 21 1l.1 83 43.7 86 45.3 a 0,0 

Ohio 513 13,7 1,849 49.3 1,385 37.0 a 0.0 256 7.4 1,381 39.7 1,842 52,9 I 0,0 

Tennessee 103 10.1 506 49.8 406 40.0 1 0,1 67 7.2 348 37.4 516 55.4 a 0.0 

Texas 653 20.8 2,219 70.7 268 8,5 0 0.0 391 12.2 1,815 56,6 999 31.2 a 0.0 

Utah 61 15.9 198 51.7 124 32.4 0 0.0 55 14.4 163 42.7 164 42.9 a 0.0 

Virginia 267 19.3 721 52.1 397 28.7 a 0,0 150 12,6 525 44,1 515 43.3 0 0.0 

Wisconsin 152 15.3 554 55.8 286 28.8 a 0.0 53 5.4 404 40.8 532 53.8 a 0.0 

Notes: 

I Survey States were unable to provide data on age. 

2 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Table 4-4 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP States: Admissions in 1991 by RacelEthnicity 

Race/Ethnicity 

White Black Other Race and/ot' 
(not of (not of (not of Hispanic Ethnicity 

Hispanic origin) Hispanic origin) Hispanic origin) (all races) Unknown 

State Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 15,829 35.9% 19,723 44.7% 1,364 3.1% 6,331 14.4% 849 1.90/. o 
AlabamaA 308 
ArizonaA 640 
California' 785 
ColoradoA 261 
ConnecticutA 107 
Delaware' 45 
District of ColumbiaA 2 
FloridaA 1,180 
GeorgiaA 256 
HawaiiA 13 
Illinois' 561 
Indiana' 1,234 
Iowa' 328 
KansasA 417 
Louisiana' 134 
MaineA 376 
Maryland" 387 
Massachusetts' 195 
Minnesota' 182 
Missouri' 479 
NebraskaA 293 
Nevada' 147 
New Hampshire' 134 
New Jersey' 131 
New MexicoA 78 
New York' 404 
North CarolinaA 237 
North Dakota' 116 
Ohio' 1,655 
OklahomaA 135 
Oregon'\ 646 
PennsylvaniaA 442 
Rhode IslandA 0 
South CarolinaA 249 
Tennessee' 550 
Texas' 672 
Utah' 250 
Vermont' 7 
VirginiaA 459 
WashingtonA 979 
Wisconsin' 355 

A = Aggregate-level data. 
I = Individual-level data. 

Notes: 

30.0 
32.1 
16.8 
46.5 
24.5 
20.9 
0.5 

40.6 
22.3 

6.1 
34.4 
63.5 
77.5 
57.1 
18.2 
98.4 
39.3 
39.6 
52.0 
56.9 
65.8 
56.3 
88.2 
12.8 
21.4 
18.! 
27.1 
58.9 
44.2 
47.4 
74.9 
33.4 
0.0 

25.0 
54.1 
21.4 
65.3 

100.0 
33.1 
59.7 
35.8 

714 69.6 3 0.3 
296 14.9 89 4.5 

1,723 36.8 314 6.7 
91 16.2 28 5.0 

193 44.3 4 0.9 
161 74.9 0 0.0 
425 97.3 0 0.0 

1,714 59.0 7 0.2 
893 77.7 I 0.1 

I 0.5 199 93.0 
890 54.6 9 0.6 
651 33.5 15 0.8 
65 15.4 12 2.8 

248 34.0 21 2.9 
599 81.4 3 0.4 

4 1.0 I 0.3 
581 59.0 10 1.0 
172 34.9 18 3.7 
75 21.4 70 20.0 

355 42.2 7 0.8 
84 18.9 38 8.5 
67 25.7 26 10.0 
9 5.9 1 0.7 

734 71.8 0 0.0 
22 6.0 27 7.4 

1,253 56.0 28 1.3 
510 58.4 15 1.7 

2 1.0 71 36.0 
2,017 53.8 10 0.3 

115 40.4 28 9.8 
134 15.5 47 5.4 
671 50.7 14 l.l 

0 0.0 0 0.0 
738 74.0 0 0.0 
462 45.5 0 0.0 

1,251 39.8 18 0.6 
25 6.5 25 6.5 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

897 64.8 15 1.1 
356 21.7 143 8.7 
525 52.9 47 4.7 

I Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race, but racial categories do not include Hispanic youth. 
2 Florida, Maryland, New Mexico, and Oklahoma provided estimates only. 

I 0.1 0 0.0 
968 48.6 0 0.0 

1,855 39.7 0 0.0 
181 32.3 0 0.0 
132 30.3 0 0.0 

9 4.2 0 0.0 
10 2.3 0 0.0 
0 0.0 6 0.2 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 1 0.5 

170 10.4 I 0.1 
31 1.6 II 0.6 
18 4.3 0 0.0 
44 6.0 0 0.0 
0 0.0 0 0.0 
1 0.3 0 0.0 
7 0.7 0 0.0 

108 21.9 0 0.0 
17 4.9 6 1.7 
1 0.1 0 0.0 

30 6.7 0 0.0 
19 7.3 2 0.8 
8 5.3 0 0.0 

157 15.4 0 0.0 
238 65.2 0 0.0 
533 23.8 19 0.8 

0 0.0 III 12.7 
8 41 0 0.0 

53 1.4 12 0.3 
7 2.5 0 0.0 

32 3.7 4 0.5 
173 13.1 24 1.8 

0 0.0 634 100.0 
0 0.0 10 1.0 
0 0.0 4 0.4 

1,199 38.2 0 0.0 
82 21.4 I 0.3 
0 0.0 0 0.0 

14 1.0 0 0.0 
160 9.8 3 0.2 
65 6.6 0 0.0 

3 Aggregate States did not report on the race of youth with Hispanic origin. For the individual-level States that supplied these data, there were a 
total of 4,300 youth of Hispanic origin. Out of these, 3,R85 (90 percent) were white Hispanic, 157 (4 percent) were black Hispanic, and 258 (6 
percent) were of another race. Hispanic origin was "no" or "unknown" for 21,541 youth. 
4 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Table 4-5 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP States: Admissions in 1991 by Type of 
Admission 

New Commitments 
UllIler 

Pr~,oation 

SlJpervisi,on 

State N % 

Total 2,645 6.0% 

Alabama' 0 0.0 

Arizona' 0 0.0 

California' 0 0.0 

Colorado' 0 0.0 

Connecticut' 0 0.0 

Delaware' 0 0.0 

District of Columbia,l 171 39.1 

Florida' 0 

Georgia' 0 

Hawaii' 0 

Illinois' 0 

Indiana' 832 

Iowa' 320 

Kansas" 0 

Louisiana' 0 

Maine' 0 

Maryland' 0 

Massachusetts' 0 

Minnesota' 0 

Missouri' 0 

Nebraska' 0 

Nevada' 0 

New Hampshire' 94 

New Jersey' 0 

New Mexico·l* 0 

New York' 0 

North Carolina' 0 

North Dakota' 125 

Ohio' 0 

Oklahoma' 0 

Oregon' 0 

Pennsylvania' 0 

Rhode Island' 0 

South CarollnaA 0 

Tennessee' 0 

Texas' 1,102 

Utah' 

Vermont' 

Virginia' 

Washington' 

Wisconsin' 

A = Aggregate-level data. 

I = Individual-level data. 

* Estimates. 

a 
a 
1 

0 

0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

42.8 

75.7 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

61.8 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

63.5 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

35.l 

0.0 

0.0 

0.1 

0.0 

0.0 

New Commitments 
Not Under 
Probation 

Supervision 

N % 

4,039 9.2% 

0 0.0 

948 47.6 

0 0.0 

561 100.0 

218 50.0 

0 0.0 

161 36.8 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

202 10.4 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

47 30.9 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

28 14.2 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

1.098 35.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

776 78.2 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

New Commitments 
Probation 

Status 
Unknown 

N % 

18,249 41.4% 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

3,439 73.5 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

2.147 73.9 

514 44.7 

0 0.0 

1.059 64.9 

52 2.7 

0 0.0 

590 80.8 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

293 59.4 

0 0.0 

711 84.4 

308 69.2 

203 78.1 

7 4.6 

820 80.2 

178 48.7 

1.598 71.4 

762 87.3 

12 6.1 

2,505 66.9 

0 0.0 

385 44.6 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

672 67.4 

0 0.0 

3 0.1 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

1,017 73.4 

974 59.4 

0 0.0 

Escape 
Returned From ~eturned Ane 

Parole Nonstate Recom- Removal 
Violator Supervision mitments From Rolls Other 

N % N % N % N % N % 

6,360 14.4% 525 1.2% 3,215 7.3% 520 1.2% 502 1.1% 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

1.009 50.6 0 0.0 33 1.6 3 0.2 0 0.0 

1.096 23.4 0 0.0 142 3.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

218 50.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

80 18.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 25 5.7 0 0.0 

15 0.5 0 0.0 745 25.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 

108 9.4 0 0.0 52845.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

290 17.8 4 0.2 59 3.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 

282 14.5 5 0.3 145 7.5 0 0.0 217 11.2 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 103 24.3 

64 8.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 76 IDA 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

26 5.3 0 0.0 113 22.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

67 8.0 0 0.0 64 7.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 

96 21.6 0 0.0 41 9.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 

53 20.3 0 0.0 3 1.1 0 0.0 I 0.3 

I 0.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 2.0 0 0.0 

171 16.7 0 0.0 30 2.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 

13 3.6 0 0.0 27 7.4 0 0.0 147 40.3 

390 17.4 143 6.4 106 4.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 

III 12.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

2 1.0 II 5.6 10 5.1 0 0.0 8 4.1 

1,017 27.1 0 0.0 225 6.0 0 0.0 r- 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 ~.O 

299 34.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 176 20.4 3 0." 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

92 9.2 0 0.0 233 23.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

537 17.1 362 11.5 38 1.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

7 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 366 26.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 

100 6.1 0 0.0 307 18.7 237 14.4 23 1.4 

216 21.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

100 

Unknown 

N % 

8,041 18.2% 

1.026 100.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

215100.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

214100.0 

219 13.4 

207 10.7 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

736100.0 

382100.0 

985100.0 

61 12.4 

350100.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

I 0.3 

0 0.0 

I 0.1 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

I 0.5 

0 0.0 

285100.0 

0 0.0 

1,324100.0 

634100.0 

0 0.0 

1,016100.0 

0 0.0 

383100.0 

0 0.0 

1 0.1 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 
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Table 4-6 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP States: Releases in 1991 by Type of Release 

Parole/ 
Aftercare 

State Number 

Total 25,191 

Alabama" a 
Arizonn' 1.826 

California' 3.098 

Colorado' -
Connecticut' 333 

Delaware' 196 

District of Columbia" 473 

Florida' 635 

GeorginA 989 

Hawaii'\ 0 

lIlinois' 1.204 

Indiana' 0 

Iowa' 277 

Kansas" 284 

Louisiana' 0 

Maine' 100 

Maryland" 0 

Massachusetts' 424 

Minnesota' 310 
l!lis!)Quri l 718 

Nebraska" 363 

Nevada' 19 

New Hampshire' 99 

New Jersey' 846 

New Mexico'* 63 

New York' 1.597 

North Carolina' 380 

North Dakota' 157 

Ohio' 3,416 

Oklahoma' a 
Oregon' 665 

Pennsylvania' 0 

Rhode Island' a 
South Carolina' 758 

Tennessee" a 
Texas' 3.056 

Utah' 0 

Vermont' 8 

Virginia' 1.190 

Washington" 894 

Wisconsin' 813 

A = Aggregate.level data. 

I = Individual-level data. 

* Estimates. 

% 

61.1% 

0,0 

90.4 

73.9 

-
83.7 

84.5 

95.0 

33.5 

89.3 

0.0 

84.0 

0.0 

58.1 

34.4 

0.0 

26.2 

0.0 

99.8 

92.8 

88.3 

82.0 

4.1 

55.9 

90.8 

17.3 

70.7 

43.6 

82.6 

98.2 

0.0 

75.2 

0.0 

0.0 

78.6 

0.0 

95.4 

0.0 

88.9 

100.0 

58.1 

82.2 

Discharge 

Number % 

4,253 10.3% 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

1.074 25.6 

- -
65 16.3 

24 10.3 

0 0.0 

394 20.8 

10 0.9 

0 0.0 

85 5.9 

0 0.0 

93 19.5 

431 52.2 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

24 7.2 

86 10.6 

80 18.0 

0 0.0 

15 8.5 

25 2.7 

133 36.4 

327 14.5 

486 55.8 

9 4.7 

27 0.8 

0 0.0 

52 5.9 

a 0.0 

0 0.0 

40 4.2 

0 0.0 

4 0.1 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

594 38.6 

175 17.7 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Reached 
Adult Age 

Number % 

596 1.4% 

0 0.0 

63 3.1 

I 0.0 

- -
0 0.0 

4 1.7 

5 1.0 

162 8.6 

10 0.9 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

52 29.4 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

208 9.2 

0 0.0 

I 0.5 

3 0.1 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

a 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

70 2.2 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

17 1.1 

0 0.0 

Certified Other 
as an Uncondi- Other Other/ 
Adult Death tional Conditional Unknown 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

428 1.0% 18 0.0% 268 0.6% 884 2.1% 9,615 23.3% 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 861 100.0 

129 6.4 I 0.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 8 0.2 0 0.0 II 0.3 0 0.0 

- - - - - - - - - -
0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

7 3.0 0 0.0 I 0.4 0 0.0 a 0.0 

5 1.0 5 1.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 10 2.0 

131 6.9 0 0.0 0 0.0 540 28.5 33 1.7 

35 3.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 63 5.7 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 221 100.0 

19 1.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 126 8.8 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1.845 100.0 

I 0.2 0 0.0 106 22.2 0 0.0 <> 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 III 13.4 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 726 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 281 73.8 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 924 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 I 0.2 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

a 0.0 I 0.1 0 0.0 8 1.0 0 0.0 

a 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 443 95.9 

2 1.1 0 0.0 2 1.1 7 4.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 57 6.1 4 0.4 

63 17.3 I 0.3 0 0.0 2 0.5 103 28.2 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 127 5.6 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 0.6 

2 1.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 21 11.1 0 0.0 

0 0.0 I 0.0 33 0.9 0 0.0 a 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 285 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 167 18.9 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1,409 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 678 100.0 

17 1.8 0 0.0 121 12.5 0 0.0 28 2.9 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 931 100.0 

17 0.5 0 0.0 3 0.1 0 0.0 55 1.7 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 382 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 I 11.1 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 2 0.1 0 0.0 33 2.1 

0 0.0 I 0.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 
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Table 4-7 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP States: Admissions in 1991 
by Most Serious Offense 

Person 

State Number 

Total 10,303 

Alabama' 187 

Arizona' 463 

California' 1.916 

Colorado' 176 

Connecticut' 49 

Delaware' 43 

District of Columbia' 65 

Florida' 0 

Georgia' 408 
Hawaii'\ a 
Illinois' 504 

Indiana' 260 

Iowa' 82 

Kansas' 0 
LOllj~ianal 243 

Maine' 44 
Maryland' 199 

Mas,achuselts' 185 

Minnesota' a 
Missouri' 186 

Nebraska' 56 

Nevada' 34 

New Hampshire' 53 

New Jersey' 348 

New Mexico'* 87 

New York' 733 

North Carolina' 187 

North Dakota' 32 

Ohio' 663 

Oklahoma" a 
Oregon' 228 

Pennsylvania" a 
Rhode Island' 0 

South Carolina' 199 

Tennessee' 313 

Texas' 972 

Utah' [52 

Vermont' 2 

Virginia' 293 

Washington' 595 

Wisconsin' 346 

A =: Aggregate-level data. 

1 = Individual-level data. 

• Estimates. 

% 

23.4% 

18.2 

23.2 

41.0 

31.4 

11.2 

20.0 

14.9 

0.0 

35.5 

0.0 

30.9 

13.4 

19.4 

0.0 

33.0 

11.5 

20.2 

37.5 

0.0 

22.1 

12.6 

13.0 

34.9 

34.1 

23.8 

32.8 

21.4 

16.2 

17.7 

0.0 

26.4 

0.0 

0.0 

20.0 

30.8 

31.0 

39.7 

28.6 

21.2 

36.3 

34.9 

Property 

Nu'uber % 

16,785 38.1% 

377 36.7 

1.042 52.3 

2,024 43.3 

350 62.4 

236 54.1 

78 36,3 

112 25.6 

a 0.0 

410 35.6 

a 0.0 

875 53.6 

704 36.3 

284 67.1 

a 0.0 

353 48.0 

89 23.3 

507 51.5 

116 23.5 

a 0.0 

323 38.4 

195 43.8 

94 36.0 

45 29.6 

204 20.0 

167 45.8 

812 36.3 

485 55.6 

84 42.6 

2.018 53.9 

a 0.0 

593 68.7 

a 0.0 

0 0.0 

309 31.0 

460 45.3 

1,570 50.0 

206 53.8 

5 71.4 

502 36.2 

725 44.2 

431 43.4 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Drug 

Number % 

3,830 8.7% 

66 6.4 

82 4.1 

577 12.3 

8 1.4 

130 29.8 

71 33.0 

188 43.0 

a 0.0 

233 20.3 

0 0.0 

92 5.6 

45 2.3 

12 2.8 

0 0.0 

86 11.7 

2 0.5 

196 19.9 

31 6.3 

0 0.0 

43 5.1 

10 2.2 

37 [4.2 

2 1.3 

250 24.5 

33 9.0 

255 11.4 

52 6.0 

10 5.1 

572 15.3 

0 0.0 

27 3.1 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

66 6.5 

324 10.3 

1 0.3 

a 0.0 

116 8.4 

153 9.3 

60 6.0 

Public Other Status 
Order Delinquency Offenses 

Number % Number % Number % 

4,729 10.7% 287 0.7% 682 1.5% 

347 33.8 a 0.0 49 4.8 

389 19.5 a 0.0 10 0.5 

96 2.1 26 0.5 a 0.0 

26 4.6 a 0.0 a 0.0 

19 4.4 a 0.0 a 0.0 

21 9.8 a 0.0 I 0.5 

65 !4.9 0 0.0 7 1.6 

0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

98 8.5 0 0.0 1 0.1 

0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

118 7.'2 32 2.0 2 0.1 

591 30.5 11 0.6 162 8.3 

8 1.9 32 7.6 0 0.0 

a 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

44 6.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

25 6.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 

39 4.0 0 0.0 39 4.0 

80 16.2 0 0.0 I 0.2 

a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 

191 22.7 a 0.0 80 9.5 

148 33.3 a 0.0 32 7.2 

47 18.0 a 0.0 16 6.1 

52 34.2 a 0.0 a 0.0 

183 17.9 25 2.4 0 0.0 

31 8.5 a 0.0 36 9.9 

257 11.5 11 0.5 166 7.4 

13 1.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 

19 9.6 2 1.0 46 23.4 

366 9.8 128 3.4 a 0.0 
() (J.O 0 0.0 0 0.0 

7* 0.8 a 0.0 a 0.0 

a 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

369 37.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

123 12.1 8 0.8 21 2.1 

260 8.3 3 D.! 11 0.4 

3 0.8 a ;.t.o a 0.0 

a 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

455 32.9 2 0.1 1 0.1 

92 5.6 0 0.0 a 0.0 

147 14.8 7 0.7 0 0.0 
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Other Non· 
deJinquenr.y Unknown 

Number % Number % 

360 0.8% 7,120 16.1% 

a 0.0 a 0.0 

7 0.4 0 0.0 

38 0.8 0 0.0 

1 0.2 0 0.0 

2 0.5 0 0.0 

I 0.5 a 0.0 

0 0.0 a 0.0 

a 0.0 2,907 100.0 

a 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 214 100.0 

7 0.4 1 0.1 

5 0.3 164 8.4 

5 1.2 0 0.0 

0 0.0 730 100.0 

I 0.1 8 1.1 

0 0.0 222 58.1 

5 0.5 0 0.0 

17 3.4 63 12.8 

a 0.0 350 100.0 

19 2.2 a 0.0 

4 0.9 a 0.0 

16 6.1 17 6.5 

a 0.0 a 0.0 

0 0.0 12 1.2 

11 3.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 3 0.1 

25 2.9 III 12.7 

4 2.0 0 0.0 

a 0.0 a 0.0 

0 0.0 285 100.0 

8 0.9 a 0.0 

a 0.0 1.324 100.0 

0 0.0 634 100.0 

110 11.0 10 1.0 

6 0.6 19 1.9 

a 0.0 a 0.0 

21 5.5 0 0.0 

a 0.0 0 0.0 

5 0.4 11 0.8 

42 2.6 34 2.1 
() 0.0 1 0.1 

'---------.---.-------------.--------------~~--~-------~---~-~------------
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Table 4-8 

Characteristics of Juveniles in Individual-Level SJCSRP States: Admissions in 1991 
by Facility Type 

Admitting Facility 

Reception! 
magnostic Training Ranch/Campi Halfway Housel 

Center School Farm Group Home 

Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 1,638 6.3% 21,428 82.9% 1.,608 6.2% 1,167 4.5% 

California 640 13.7 4,021 86.0 16 0.3 0 0.0 

Delaware 0 0.0 215 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Illinois 215 13.2 1,416 86.8 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Indiana 0 0.0 1,942 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Iowa 0 0.0 423 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Louisiana 5 0.7 731 99.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Massachusetts 38 7.7 170 34.5 285 57.8 0 0.0 

Minnesota 0 0.0 350 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Missouri 0 0.0 364 43.2 291 34.6 187 22.2 

Nevada 0 0.0 261 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

New Hampshire 0 0.0 152 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

New Jersey 0 0.0 1,022 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

New York 0 0.0 1,084 48.5 1,016 45.4 137 6.1 

North Dakota 0 0.0 197 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Ohio 0 0.0 3,747 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Tennessee 0 0.0 675 66.4 0 0.0 341 33.6 

Texas 514 16.4 2,158 68.7 0 0.0 468 14.9 

Utah 226 59.0 123 32.1 0 0.0 34 8.9 

Virginia 0 0.0 1,385 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Wisconsin 0 0.0 992 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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OJJDP-Juveniles Taken/nto Custody: FY 1992 

Table 4-9 

Characteristics of Juveniles in Individual-Level SJCSRP States: Releases in 1991 
by Facility Type 

Releasing Facility 

Reception! 
Diagnostic Training RanchlCampl Halfway Housel 

Center School Farm Group Home Unknown 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 1,799 7.3% 19,449 78.8% 1,622 6.6% 1,711 6.9% 94 0.4% 

California 700 16.7 3,234 77.2 224 5.3 0 0.0 34 0.8 

Delaware 0 0.0 232 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Illinois 126 8.8 1,308 91.2 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Indiana 0 0.0 1,845 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Iowa 0 0.0 477 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Louisiana 57 7.9 669 92.1 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Massachusetts 38 8.9 104 24.5 283 66.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Minnesota 0 0.0 334 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Missouri 0 0.0 351 43.2 307 37.7 155 19.1 0 0.0 

Nevada 0 0.0 462 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

New Hampshire 0 0.0 177 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

New Jersey 0 0.0 679 72.9 0 0.0 193 20.7 60 6.4 

New York 0 0.0 976 43.2 807 35.7 476 21.1 0 0.0 

North Dakota 0 0.0 190 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Ohio 0 0.0 3,479 100.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Tennessee 0 0.0 603 64.8 0 0.0 328 35.2 0 0.0 

Texas 637 19.9 2,057 64.2 0 0.0 511 15.9 0 0.0 

Utah 225 58.9 109 28.5 0 0.0 48 12.6 0 0.0 

Virginia 16 1.3 1,174 98.7 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Wisconsin 0 0.0 989 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Table 4-10 

Characteristics of Juveniles in Individual-Level SJCSRP States: Admissions 
and Releases in 1991 by Court of Commitment 

Admissions Releases 

Juvenile Adult Juvenile Adult 
Court Court Unknown Court Court Unknown 

-----

State Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 22,623 87.5% 453 1.8% 2,765 10.7% 21,600 87.5% 407 1.6% 2,668 10.8% 

California 4,369 93.4 308 6.6 0 0.0 3,945 94.1 247 5.9 0 0.0 

Delaware 0 0.0 0 0.0 215 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 232 100.0 

Illinois 1,527 93.6 104 6.4 0 0.0 1,366 95.3 68 4.7 0 0.0 

Indiana 1,942 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1,845 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Iowa 422 99.8 I 0.2 0 0.0 474 99.4 3 0.6 0 0.0 

Louisiana 736 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 726 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Massachusetts 493 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 424 99.8 0 0.0 1 0.2 

Minnesota 347 99.1 3 0.9 0 0.0 323 96.7 11 3.3 0 0.0 

Missouri 842 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 813 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Nevada 0 0.0 0 0.0 261 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 462 100.0 

New Hampshire 0 0.0 0 0.0 152 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 177 100.0 

New Jersey 1,022 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 932 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

New York 1,252 56.0 37 1.7 948 42.4 1,564 69.2 78 3.5 617 27.3 

North Dakota 0 0.0 0 0.0 197 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 190 100.0 

Ohio 3,747 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3,480 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Tennessee 1,016 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 931 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Texas 3,140 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3,205 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Utah 383 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 382 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Virginia 1,385 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1,190 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Wisconsin 0 0.0 0 0.0 992 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 989 100.0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Table 4-11 

Characteristics of Juveniles in Individual-Level SJCSRP States: Releases in 1991 
by Number of Weeks on Escape 

Never 1-2 :-4 1+ Other/ 
on Escape Weeks Weeks Months Unknown 

--
Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 17,783 72.1% 397 1.6% 133 0.5% 321 1.3% 6,041 24.5% 

California 4,109 98.0 25 0.6 13 0.3 45 1.1 0 0.0 

Delaware 232 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Illinois 1,397 97.4 6 0.4 0 0.0 0 0.0 31 2.2 

Indiana 1,819 98.6 21 1.1 2 0.1 3 0.2 0 0.0 

Iowa 424 88.9 34 7.1 7 1.5 12 2.5 0 0.0 

Louisiana 685 94.4 7 1.0 11 1.5 23 3.2 0 0.0 

Massachusetts 422 99.3 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 0.7 

Minnesota 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 334 100.0 

Missouri 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 813 100.0 

Nevada 10 2.2 0 0.0 1 0.2 5 1.1 446 96.5 

New Hampshire 146 82.5 18 10.2 2 1.1 11 6.2 0 0.0 

New Jersey 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 932 100.0 

New York 1,913 84.7 180 8.0 55 2.4 111 4.9 0 0.0 

North Dakota 187 98.4 3 1.6 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Ohio 3,450 99.1 18 0.5 3 0.1 9 0.3 0 0.0 

Tennessee 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 931 100.0 

Texas 2,988 93.2 78 2.4 38 1.2 101 3.2 0 0.0 

Utah 1 0.3 7 1.8 1 0.3 1 0.3 372 97.4 

Virginia 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1,190 100.0 

Wisconsin 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 989 100.0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Table 4-12 

Characteristics of Juveniles in Individual-Level SJCSRP States: Admissions 
in 1991 by Number of Prior Admissions to State Correctional Custody 

No Prior 1-2 Prior 3-4 Prior 5+ Prior Prior Number 
Admissions Admissions Admissions Admissions Unknown Unknown 

State Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 16,915 65.5% 4,161 16.1% 396 1.5% 44 0.2% 2,075 8.0% 2,250 8.7% 

California 3,439 73.5 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 1,238 26.5 a 0.0 

Delaware a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 215 100.0 

Illinois 1,059 64.9 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 572 35.1 a 0.0 

Indiana 857 44.1 473 24.4 61 3.1 8 0.4 a 0.0 543 28.0 

Iowa 280 66.2 128 30.3 14 3.3 I 0.2 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Louisiana 595 80.8 139 18.9 2 0.3 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Massachusetts 400 81.1 84 17.0 8 1.6 1 0.2 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Minnesota a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 350 100.0 

Missouri 761 90.4 80 9.6 0.1 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Nevada 83 31.8 72 27.6 3 1.1 a 0.0 a 0.0 103 39.5 

New Hampshire 93 61.2 49 32.2 7 4.6 3 2.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 

New Jersey a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 1,022 100.0 

New York 1,737 77.6 492 22.0 8 0.3 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.1 

North Dakota 81 41.1 95 48.2 14 7.1 7 3.6 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Ohio 2,508 66.9 1116 29.8 116 3.1 7 0.2 a 0.0 0 0.0 

Tennessee 820 80.7 169 16.6 13 1.3 a 0.0 0 0.0 14 1.4 

Texas 2,203 70.2 815 26.0 114 3.6 8 0.3 a 0.0 a 0.0 

Utah 256 66.8 96 25.1 22 5.8 9 2.3 0 0.0 a 0.0 

Virginia 1,018 73.5 353 25.5 13 0.9 a 0.0 0 0.0 0.1 

Wisconsin 725 73.1 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 265 26.7 2 0.2 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Table 4-13 

Characteristics of Juveniles in Individual-Level SJCSRP States in 1991 by Grade 
Completed Upon Admission 

Upon Admission 

1-3 Grade 4-6 Grade 7-9 Grade 10-11 Grade 12th orGED Unknown 

State Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 557 2.2% 4,231 16.4% 10,070 39.0% 1,662 6.4% 131 0.5';, 9,190 35.6% 

California 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4,677 100.0 

Delaware 0 0.0 0 0.0 215 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Illinois 0.1 57 3.5 1,090 66.8 269 16.5 20 1.2 194 11.9 

Indiana 1 0.1 163 8.4 1,333 68.6 197 10.1 12 0.6 236 12.2 

Iowa 0 0.0 15 3.5 290 68.6 97 22.9 21 5.0 0 0.0 

Louisiana 32 4.3 127 17.3 506 68.7 66 9.0 5 0.7 0 0.0 

Massachusetts 0 0.0 51 10.3 321 65.1 32 6.5 I 0.2 88 17.8 

Minnesota 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 350 100.0 

Missouri 3 0.4 22 2.6 571 67.8 225 26.7 8 1.0 13 1.5 

Nevada 0 0.0 0 0.0 69 26.4 76 29.1 11 4.2 105 40.2 

New Hampshire 0 0.0 8* 5.3 92 60.5 49 32.2 3 2.0 0 0.0 

New Jersey 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1,022 100.0 

New York 6 0.3 335 15.0 1,642 73.4 59 2.6 0 0.0 195 8.7 

North Dakota 0 0.0 3* 1.5 100 50.8 67 34.0 27 13.7 0 0.0 

Ohio 479 12.8 2,932 78.2 336 9.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

Tennessee 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1,016 100.0 

Texas 25 0.8 408 13.0 2,000 63.7 105 3.3 9 0.3 593 18.9 

Utah 7 1.8 0 0.0 12 3.2 6 1.6 3 0.8 355 92.7 

Virginia 3 0.2 78 5.6 879 63.5 244 17.6 9 0.6 172 12.4 

Wisconsin 0 0.0 32 3.2 614 61.9 170 17.1 2 0.2 174 17.5 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Table 4-14 

Characteristics of Juveniles in Individual-Level SJCSRP States in 1991 by Grade 
Completed Upon Release 

Upon Release 

1-3 Grade 4-6 Grade 7-9 Grade 10-11 Grade 12th or GED Unknown 

State Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 41 0.2% 743 3.0% 5,018 20.3% 1,141 4.6% 843 3.4% 16,889 68.4% 

California a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 4,192 100.0 

Delaware a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 232 100.0 

Illinois 0.1 21 1.5 571 39.8 182 12.7 18 1.3 641 44.7 

Indiana a 0.0 61 3.3 468 25.4 100 5.4 44 2.4 1,172 63.5 

Iowa a 0.0 13 2.7 90 18.9 37 7.8 119 24.9 218 45.7 

Louisiana 2 0.3 119 16.4 481 66.2 63 8.7 6 0.8 55 7.6 

Massachusetts a 0.0 51 12.0 275 64.7 30 7.0 2 0.5 67 15.8 

Minnesota a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 334 100.0 

Missouri a 0.0 21 2.6 536 65.9 236 29.0 4 0.5 16 2.0 

Nevada a 0.0 13 2.8 238 51.5 176 38.1 29 6.3 6 1.3 

New Hampshire a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 177 100.0 

New Jersey a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 932 100.0 

New York a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 2,259 100.0 

North Dakota a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 190 100.0 

Ohio a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 3,480 100.0 

Tennessee a 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 931 100.0 

Texas 30 0.9 379 11.8 1,558 48.6 99 3.1 607 18.9 532 16.6 

Utah 6 1.6 a 0.0 11 3.0 7 1.8 7 1.8 351 91.9 

Virginia 2 0.2 65 5.5 790 66.4 211 17.7 7 0.6 115 9.7 

Wisconsin 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0,0 0 0.0 989 100.0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

r 
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OJJDP-Juve/liles Taken [/lto Custody: FY 1992 

Table 4-15 

Mean (in Days) Length of Stay by State and Offense and Median (in Days) Length of 
Stay by State: Based on 1991 Releases 

Mean Median 

Public Other Other 
Total Person Property Drug Order Delinquent Status Traffic Nondel Unknown Total 

150 
.------'" 

Total 280 385 292 195 238 184 191 117 222 191 

California 548 662 486 526 338 426 - 385 52 - 448 

Delaware 166 167 184 154 136 - 161 44 - 500 102 

Illinois 328 455 281 237 230 218 289 158 - 180 248 

Indiana 142 156 141 139 144 129 99 225 14 - 128 

Iowa 144 124 150 106 130 143 - 166 - 69 138 

Louisiana 304 363 285 271 319 170 - - - 31 239 

Massachusetts 138 226 101 124 164 494 22 140 - - 25 

Missouri 208 208 196 208 203 - 263 287 203 - [96 

Nevada 218 228 222 [95 220 - 2[8 22& 2[ [ 2[3 217 

New Hampshire 193 200 244 [47 127 - - - - 376 [47 

New Jersey 326 368 3[7 314 295 259 - - - 228 288 

New York 357 413 355 329 304 32[ 256 - - 549 277 

North Dakota 128 150 132 80 [72 140 94 93 91 - 105 

Ohio 213 360 186 [94 170 219 - - - - 182 

Tennessee 141 [65 133 [31 119 169 119 222 - 6 126 

Texas 180 269 142 138 137 422 243 96 - - [22 

Utah 110 124 102 65 60 - - - 105 - 74 

Virginia 188 190 187 173 192 98 [93 178 - 201 151 

Wisconsin 249 280 242 191 226 217 - - - 49 203 

Notes: 
[ Average length of stay is based on 10 or fewer juveniles. 

2 Length of stay includes time spent in local detention/reception centers, but not time on escape status. Time in local detention/reception centers may 

include time spent in community-based programs. Average length of stay is based on lO or fewer juveniles. 
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Figure 4-1 

Juvenile Admission Rates by Race/Ethnicity in 20 States 
Rates per 100,000 

800 

700 688 

600 

500 

400 

300 

200 

100 

0 

White Black Hispanic Other 

Notes: 
I Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of original court jurisdiction in 20 States by estimated proportion of each 
race/ethnicity from the 1990 population census. 
2 Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 
3 States are CA, DE, IL, IN, lA, LA, MA, MN, MO, NY, NH, NJ, NY, NO, OH, TN, TX, UT, VA, WI. 

Figure 4-2 

Chapter 4 

Admission Rates for Male Juveniles by RacelEthnicity and Offense Type in 20 States 

Rates per 100,000 
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Notes: 
I Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of original court jurisdiction in 20 States by estimated proportion of each 
race/ethnicity from the 1990 population census. 
2 Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 
3 States are CA, DE, fL, IN, lA, LA, MA, MN, MO, NY, NH, NJ, NY, NO, OH, TN, TX, UT. VA, WI. 

111 



OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Figure 4-3 

Admission Rates for Female Juveniles by RacelEthnicity and Offense Type 
in 20 States 

Notes: 
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1 Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of original court jurisdiction in 20 States by estimated proportion of each 
race/ethnicity from the 1990 population census. 
2 Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 
3 States are CA, DE, IL, IN, lA, LA, MA, MN, MO, NY, NH, NJ, NY, ND, OH, TN, TX, UT, VA, WI. 

Figure 4-4 

Percentage of Male Juvenile Admissions by Age Group and RacelEthnicity in 20 States 

Percentage 

60% 

50% 

40% 

30% 
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0% 

<=14 15-16 17+ Total (N) 

White II 15% 57% 28% 9,437 
Black 0 17 58 25 9,684 

Hispanic II 17 58 25 3,507 
Other III 14 57 29 626 

Notes: 
1 Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 
2 States are CA, DE, IL, IN, lA, LA, MA, MN, MO, NV, NH, NJ, NY, ND, OH, TN, TX, UT, VA, WI. 
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Figure 4-5 

Percentage of Female Juvenile Admissions by Age Group and RacelEthnicity 
in 20 States 

Percentage 
70% 
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0% 

<=14 15-16 17+ Total (N) 

White II 21% 61% 18% 1,038 
Black 0 31 56 13 708 

Hispanic III 28 58 14 163 
Other II 28 52 20 40 

Notes: 
1 Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race. 
2 States are CA, DE, IL, IN, lA, LA, MA, MN, MO, NV, NH, NJ, NY, ND, OH, TN, TX, UT, VA, WI. 
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OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Table 4-16 

Calculation of Estimated Prevalence of State Custody for Juveniles Ages 10-17 in 
New York 

Number Cumulative Percent 
Age at Admissions 1990 Juvenile Percent 1990 Juvenile 1990 Juvenile 

Admission in 1991 for First Time Population Population Population 

10 and 11 10 463,778 0.00% 0.00% 
12 and 13 215 456,150 0.05 0.05 

14 397 220,249 0.18 0.23 
15 618 226,202 0.27 0.50 
16 365 225,762 0.16 0.66 
17 57 233,638 0.02 0.69 

Table 4-17 

Calculation of Estimated Prevalence of State Custody for Juveniles Ages 10-17 in 
New York by Gender 

Age at 
Admission in 1991 

10 and 11 
12 and 13 

14 
15 
16 
17 

Number 
Admissions 

for First Time 

Males Females 

10 0 
178 37 
332 65 
554 64 
319 46 

55 2 

1990 Juvenile 
Population 

Males Females 

237,202 226,576 
232,763 223,387 
112,655 107,594 
116,232 109,970 
114,913 110,849 
119,958 113,680 
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Cumulative Percent 
Percent 1990 Juvenile 1990 Juvenile 

Population Population 

Males Females Males Females 

0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 
0.08 0.02 0.08 0.02 
0.29 0.06 0.38 0.08 
0.48 0.06 0.85 0.14 
0.28 0.04 1.13 0.18 
0.05 0.00 1.18 0.18 



Table 4-18 

Cumulative Estimated Prevalence of State Custody for Juveniles Ages 10-17 in 
New York by Race/Ethnicity 

Age at All 

Chapter 4 

Admission in 1991 Juveniles White Black Hispanic Other 

10 and 11 0.00% 0.00% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 
12 and 13 0.05 0.02 0.17 0.08 0.01 

14 0.23 0.13 0.70 0.39 0.02 
15 0.50 0.26 1.60 0.83 0.05 
16 0.66 0.34 2.12 1.13 0.09 
17 0.69 0.35 2.20 1.18 0.11 

Table 4-19 

Cumulative Estimated Prevalence of State Custody for Juveniles Ages 10-17 in 
New York by RacelEthnicity and Gender 

Males Females 
Age at 

Admission in 1991 White Black Hispanic All Juveniles White Black Hispanic 

10 and 11 0.00% 0.02% 0.01% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 0.00% 
12 and 13 0.04 0.27 0.15 0.05 0.00 0.06 0.02 

14 0.21 1.17 0.67 0.23 0.04 0.24 0.09 
15 0.43 2.82 1.45 0.50 0.08 0.39 0.19 
16 f).57 3.72 1.99 0.66 0.10 0.52 0.22 
17 0.58 3.88 2.09 0.69 0.10 0.53 0.22 
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OJJDP-Juvelliles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Figure 4-6 

Cumulative Probability of a Juvenile Being Taken Into State Custody for the 
First Time in New York as a Function of Age and Gender 
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Figure 4-7 

Cumulative Probability of a Juvenile Being Taken Into State Custody for the 
First Time in New York as a Function of Age and RacelEthnicity 
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Figure 4-8 

Cumulative Probability of a Juvenile Being Taken Into State Custody for the 
First Time in New York as a Function of Age, Gender, and RacelEthnicity 
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OJJDP-JlIveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Table 4-20 

Cumulative Estimated Prevalence by State for All Juveniles (Ages 10-17) 
and for Gender and RacelEthnicity Groups Reported Separately 

State All M F W B H 0 

Ohio 1.55% 2.75% 0.28% 0.83% 6.53% 1.20% 0.26% 
Virginia 1.20 2.10 0.26 0.57 3.S1 0.38 0.35 
Missouri 1.08 1.86 0.27 0.74 3.32 NA 0.39 
Tennessee3 1.07 1.82 0.29 0.70 2.60 NA 0.24 
Wisconsin2•3 1.07 1.88 0.21 0.46 7.66 2.78 2.86 
Louisiana 0.87 1.60 O.ll 0.25 1.91 0.00 0.20 
North Dakota 0.85 1.55 0.11 0.64 2.13 4.10 3.44 
Texas 0.85 1.55 0.11 0.72 2.52 0.93 0.03 
Utah2 0.79 1.40 0.14 0.73 8.32 2.40 1.03 
Iowa 0.73 1.33 0.09 0.62 4.54 1.85 1.17 
Illinois 0.67 1.23 0.07 0.37 2.04 0.81 0.06 
California2 0.69 1.27 0.06 0.69 2.66 0.88 0.18 
New Jersey' 0.69 1.30 0.05 0.23 2.98 0.86 0.12 
New York 0.69 1.18 0.18 0.15 2.20 1.18 0.11 
New Hampshire 0.65 1.09 0.19 0.62 4.91 2.41 0.44 
Massachusetts2 0.56 1.05 0.04 0.28 2.73 1..68 1.95 

, Prior commitments unknown; used new commitments for estimates. 
2 Includes some cases that are unknown as to Hispanic origin. 
3 Includes some cases with unknown prior commitments. 
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Table 4-21 

Cumulative Estimated Prevalence by State for All Juveniles (Ages 10-17) and for 
Combined Gender and RacelEthnicity Subgroups 

States All WM WF BM 

Ohio 1.55% 1.44% 0.18% 11.88% 
Virginia 1.20 0.96 0.16 6.34 
Missouri 1.08 1.24 0.20 5.85 
Tennessee3 1.07 1.07 0.32 4.89 
Wisconsin2.3 1.07 0.77 0.13 13.86 
Louisiana 0.87 0.45 0.04 3.54 
North Dakota 0.85 1.16 0.09 4.76 
Texas 0.85 1.30 0.10 4.68 
Utah2 0.79 1.28 0.15 13.92 
Iowa 0.73 1.16 0.06 7.71 
Illinois 0.67 0.67 0.05 3.83 
California2 0.69 1.27 0.06 4.92 
New Jersey' 0.69 0.43 0.02 5.67 
New York 0.69 0.58 0.10 3.88 
New Hampshire 0.65 1.05 0.18 7.64 
Massachusetts 0.56 0.51 0.03 5.25 

, Prior commitments unknown; used new commitments for estimates. 
2 Includes some cases that are unknown as to Hispanic origin. 
3 Includes some cases with unknown prior commitments. 
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BF HM HF 

0.93% 2.25% 0.08% 
0.60 0.46 0.30 
0.71 NA NA 
0.19 NA NA 
1.15 5.21 0.29 
0.24 0.00 0.00 
0.00 7.34 0.00 
0.28 1.72 0.10 
1.28 4.37 0.31 
1.21 3.59 0.00 
0.20 1.49 0.06 
0.24 1.63 0.05 
0.23 1.64 0.00 
0.53 2.09 0.22 
1.72 3.71 1.08 
0.13 3.20 0.08 
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Table 4-22 

1991 Admissions, Average Lengths of Stay (ALOS), and Average Daily Populations 
(ADP) by Identification (ID) Group for All SJCSRP Forecast States (15) 

1991 1991 1991 1991 
Number of Percent Average Percent 

ID Group Admissions Admissions LOS (Days) 1991 ADP ADP 

MWPERSON 1,253 5.7% 401 1,375 7.0% 

MNWPERSON 5,Dl0 22.7 459 6,294 31.8 

FWPERSON 123 0.6 282 95 0.5 

FNWPERSON 298 1.3 328 267 1.4 

MWPROP 3,653 16.5 256 2,561 12.9 

MNWPROP 5,557 25.2 308 4,687 23.7 

FWPROP 316 1.4 226 196 1.0 

FNWPROP 339 1.5 291 270 1.4 

MWDRUG 103 0.5 256 72 0.4 

MNWDRUG 2,315 10.5 322 2,040 10.3 

FWDRUG 26 0.1 201 14 0.1 

FNWDRUG 56 0.3 284 44 0.2 

MWOTHER 892 4.0 205 500 2.5 

MNWOTHER 1,741 7.9 233 1,109 5.6 

FWOTHER 203 0.9 214 119 0.6 

FNWOTHER 202 0.9 254 140 0.7 

Total 22,097 100.0 327 19,783 100.0 
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~I Table 4-23 §-
6 Comparison of 1991 Average Daily Populations (ADP) With Projected Populations for December 1995 and 

December 2000 by Identification (ID) Group for All §JCSRP Forecast States (15) 

1991 Projected Dec. 1995 Percent Change Projected Dec. 2000 Percent Change 
1991 Percent Dec. 1995 Percent 1991-1995 Dec. 2000 Percent 1991-2000 

ill Group ADP ADP Population Population Population Population Population Population 

MWPERSON 1,375 7.0% 1,394 6.6% 1.4% 1,499 6.6% 9.0% 
MNWPERSON 6,294 31.8 6,921 32.6 10.0 7,500 33.0 19.2 
FWPERSON 95 0.5 92 0.4 -3.2 112 0.5 17.8 
FNWPERSON 267 1.4 310 1.5 15.9 290 1.3 8.4 
MWPROP 2,561 12.9 2,578 12.2 0.7 2,678 11.8 4.6 
MNVVPROP 4,687 23.7 5,131 24.2 9.5 5,612 24.7 19.7 
FWPROP 196 1.0 183 0.9 -6.5 204 0.9 4.3 
FNWPROP 270 1.4 279 1.3 3.4 312 1.4 15.7 
MWDRUG 72 0.4 86 0.4 19.2 84 0.4 16.4 
MNWDRUG 2,040 10.3 2,216 10.4 8.7 2,359 10.4 15.7 ...... 

N 
FWDRUG 14 0.1 16 0.1 11.6 19 0.1 32.6 ...... 

FNWDRUG 44 0.2 44 0.2 0.9 56 0.2 28.4 
MWOTHER 500 2.5 519 2.4 3.8 511 2.2 2.2 
MNWOTHER 1,109 5.6 1,183 5.6 6.7 1,246 5.5 12.4 
FWOTHER 119 0.6 117 0.6 -1.8 111 0.5 -6.8 
FNWOTHER 140 0.7 149 0.7 6.2 140 0.6 0.0 
Total 19,738 100.0 21,218 100.0 7.3 22,733 100.0 14.9 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Figure 4-9 

Projected Profile of Juvenile Correctional Populations in 15 States in the Year 2000 
by Gender, Race, and Offense 

Gender 

Male 
94.5% 

Person 
41.4% 

White 
23% 

Drug 
/'---11.1% 

Other 

Offense 8.8 % 
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Chapter 4 

Table 4-24 

Comparison of Current and Projected Custody Populations for 1995 and 2000 
by State 

Projected Percent Projected 
Population Change Population Percent Change 

State ADP 1991 Dec. 1995 1991-1995 Dec. 2000 1991-2000 

California 7,643 8,696 13.8% 9,852 28.9% 
Delaware 95 97 2.1 102 7.4 
Illinois 1,617 1,717 6.2 1,863 15.2 
Iowa 163 153 -6.1 165 1.2 
Louisiana 892 925 3.7 931 4.4 
Massachusetts 240 257 7.1 232 -3.3 
Missouri 478 479 0.2 518 8.4 
New Jersey 917 945 3.1 1,117 21.8 
New York 2,189 2,337 6.8 2,337 6.8 
North Dakota 70 70 0.0 72 2.9 
Ohio 2,227 2,135 -4.1 2,057 -7.6 
Texas 1,628 1,70R 4.9 1,767 8.5 
Utah 116 124 6.9 124 6.9 
Virginia 833 880 5.6 863 3.6 
Wisconsin 675 695 3.0 733 8.6 
Total 1.9,783 21,213 7.3 22,733 14.9 
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i:::: 
Table 4-25 I:J 

7' 
1991 Admissions, Average Lengths of Stay (ALOS), and Average Daily Populations (ADP) for Juvenile Subgroups ;:. 

;:: 

(8) for All SJCSRP Forecast States (15) § 
~ 
'" 

1991 1991 1991 1991 Projected Dec. 1995 Percent Change Projected Dec. 2000 Percent Change 
~ 
;0,-

'" Number of Percent Average 1991 Percent Dec. 1995 Percent 1991-1995 Dec. 2000 Percent 1991-2000 
;:, 
::-

ID Group Admissions Admissions LOS (Days) ADP ADP Population Population Population Population Population Population § 

~ 
Male 20,524 92.9% 332 18,638 94.2% 20,028 94.4% 7.5% 21,489 94.5% 15.3% 

c:; 
~ 

Female 1,563 7.1 268 1,145 5.8 1,190 5.6 3.9 1,244 5.5 8.6 
'r] 
'"<: ..... 

White 6,569 29.7 274 4,933 24.9 4,985 23.5 1.1 5,218 23.0 5.8 ~ 
Nonwhite 15,518 70.3 350 14,851 75.1 16,233 76.5 9.3 17,515 77.0 17.9 

Person 6,684 30.3 439 8,032 40.6 8,717 41.1 8.5 9,401 41.4 17.0 

Property 9,865 44.7 286 7,714 39.0 8,171 38.5 5.9 8,606 38.7 14.2 

Drug 2,500 11.3 317 2,170 11.0 2,362 11.1 8.9 2,518 11.1 16.1 ,..... 
tv 

Other 3,038 .j::. 13.8 225 1,868 9.4 1,968 9.3 5.3 2,008 8.8 7.5 

Total 22,087 100.0 327 19,783 100.0 21,218 100.0 7.3 22,733 100.0 14.9 

.................... ----------.. ----~ .. -,----------------------------------..... --------------..... --~------------------------------------



Figure 4-10 

Comparison of Demographic (Baseline) and Policy Simulation Projections of 
State Juvenile Custody Populations, 1991-2000 

25,000 
Population 

20,000 

15,000 -'--,---....-__ r----r---r---r---,----r-__ r---~ 

1991 1992 1993 1994 1995 1996 1997 1998 1999 2000 

___ Baseline Population -II- "Diversion" -0- "Get Tough" 
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Figure 4-11 

Comparisons of Projected Baseline and Policy Simulation Profiles of Juvenile 
Correctional Populations for SJCSRP States in the Year 2000 by Gender, 
Race, and Offense 

Male 
94.5% 

Male 
95% 

Gender 

Gender 

Gender 

Female 
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23% 

Baseline Profile 

Race 

"Get Tough" Profile 

White 
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Race 

Nonwhite 
77.6% 
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White 
20.7% 

Race 
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Table A-J 

Onew Day Counts and Rates by Regions and States for Public and Private 
Facilities, 1991 

Total Public 

Region and State Number Custody Rate Number % Number 

U.S. Total 93,732 357 57,542 61% 36,190 

Northeast 17,331 384 6,661 38 10,670 
Connecticut 872 371 290 33 582 
Maine 551 402 249 45 302 
Massachusetts 934 191 180 19 754 
New Hampshire 252 219 108 43 144 
New Jersey 1,967 253 1,719 87 248 
New York 5,642 409 2,648 47 2,994 
Pennsylvania 6,579 539 1,289 20 5,290 
Rhode Island 402 419 161 40 241 
Vermont 132 206 17 13 115 

Midwest 23,818 359 13,359 56 10,459 
Illinois 2,305 205 2,029 88 276 
Indiana 2,585 396 1,395 54 1,190 
Iowa 1,568 481 418 27 1,150 
Kansas 1,429 500 667 47 762 
Michigan 3,642 339 1,968 54 1,674 
Minnesota 1,722 342 645 37 1,077 
Missouri 1,489 290 1,060 71 429 
Nebraska 1,065 563 293 28 772 
North Dakota 246 319 75 30 171 
Ohio 5,280 428 3,696 70 1,584 
South Dakota 504 573 217 43 287 
Wisconsin 1,983 348 896 45 1,087 

South 23,800 262 15,701 66 8,099 
Alabama 1,283 265 846 66 437 
Arkansas 593 208 285 48 308 
Delaware 157 231 130 83 27 
District of Columbia 487 1,015 380 78 107 
Florida 2,679 216 2,008 75 671 
Georgia 2,124 318 1,566 74 558 
Kentucky 1.251 284 666 53 585 
Louisiana 1,427 297 1.122 79 305 
Maryland 1455 301 831 57 624 
Mississippi 439 127 418 95 21 
North Carolina 1,287 242 893 69 394 
Oklahoma 951 254 336 35 615 
South Carolina 1,164 324 926 80 238 
Tennessee 1,777 324 755 42 1,022 
Texas 4,122 223 2,661 65 1,461 
Virginia 2,242 347 1,712 76 530 
West Virginia 362 168 166 46 196 

West 28,783 479 21,821 76 6,962 
Alaska 404 586 217 54 187 
Arizona 1,902 456 947 50 955 
California 18,740 581 15,904 85 2,836 
Colorado 1,465 399 687 47 778 
Hawaii 123 104 84 68 39 
Idaho 242 166 143 59 99 
Montana 416 408 230 55 186 
Nevada 845 655 555 66 290 
New Mexico 794 405 527 66 267 
Oregon 1,335 407 723 54 612 
Utah 435 151 273 63 162 
Washington 1,709 310 1,418 83 291 
Wyoming 373 533 113 30 260 

Note: 
Rates are calculated per 100,000 youth ages 10 to the upper age of original court jurisdiction in each State for 1991. 

AppelldixA ----

Private 

% 

39% 

62 
67 
55 
81 
57 
13 
53 
80 
60 
87 

44 
12 
46 
73 
53 
46 
63 
29 
n 
70 
30 
57 
55 

34 
34 
52 
17 
22 
25 
26 
47 
21 
43 

5 
31 
65 
20 
58 
35 
24 
54 

24 
46 
50 
15 
53 
32 
41 
45 
34 
34 
46 
37 
17 
70 

Sources: 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2/15/91. Census population 
estimates from the 1990 0 ulation census. 
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OJJDP-Juvelliles Taken/lito Custody: FY 1992 

TableA-2 

Juveniles in Custody by Gender: 1MDay Counts, 1991 

Males % Females % 

Total 78,579 100% 16,829 100% 

Public juvenile facilities' 51,214 65 6,328 37 

Private juvenile facilities' 25,801 33 10,389 62 

Adult jails2 1,564 2 112 

Note: These data were compilation of statistical information from several separate data sources. The definition of a 'Juvenile" is 
different in each of these data sources. 

Sources: 
I 1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities on the census day 2/15/91. 

2 Census of Local Jails, 1988 on the census day 6/30/88. 
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Table A-3 

Demographic Characteristics of Juveniles (I-Day Counts) for Public and Private 
Facilities: 1991 

Public Private Total 

AppelldixA 

Facilities % Facilities % Facilities % Custody Rate -
All Juveniles 57,542 61% 36,190 39% 93,732 100% 357 

Gender 

Males 51,214 89 25,801 71 77,015 82 573 

Females 6,328 11 10,389 29 16,717 18 131 

RacelEthnicity 

White 19,909 35 20,524 56 40,433 43 261 

Black 25,362 44 11,555 32 36,917 40 978 

Hispanic 10,371 18 3,136 9 13,507 14 453 

Other 1,900 3 975 3 2,875 3 115 

Age at Census 

9 and under 56 (0.1) 632 2 688 1 7 

10-13 years 3,434 6 5,608 15 9,042 10 65 

14-17 years 46,274 80 28,311 78 74,585 79 561 

18-21 years 7,778 14 1,639 5 9,417 10 61 

Regional Distribution 

Northeast 6,661 12 10,670 29 17,331 18 384 

Midwest 13,359 23 10,459 29 23,818 25 359 

South 15,701 27 8,099 22 23,800 25 262 

West 21,821 38 6,962 19 28,783 31 480 

Adjudication Status 

Detained 18,462 32 2,647 7 21,109 23 -

Committed 38,900 68 26,975 75 65,875 70 -
Voluntary 180 (0.3) 6,568 18 6,748 7 -

Reasons for Admissions 

Delinquent Acts 54,804 95 14,433 40 69,237 74 -
Status Offenders 1,755 3 5,274 15 7,029 7 -
Non Offenders 983 2 16,483 45 17,466 19 -

Notes. 
I Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
2 For the purpose of calculating custody rate for the whitc (non-Hispanic) category, the risk population was estimated from the 1990 census 
population data. 
3 Custody rates are calculated per 100,000 youth. 

* Denotes less than 0.5 percent. 
Source: Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Census population estimates from the 1990 population 
census. 
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TableA-4 

Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders: 1-Day Counts, 1983-1991 
I 

1983 1985 1987 1989 

Total Institutionalized Open Total Institutionalized Open Total Institutionalized Open Total Institutionalized Open 
(%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) (%) 

All Facilities 
Total 9,042 27% 73% 9,019 31% 69% 10,334 27% 73% 9,098 26% 74% 
Detained 1,488 56 44 1,730 57 43 2,159 47 53 1,891 47 53 
Committed 7,554 22 78 7,289 24 76 8,175 22 78 7,207 21 79 

Public Facilities 
Total 2,390 55 45 2,293 60 40 2,523 50 50 2,245 51 49 
Detained 995 68 32 1,149 76 24 1,303 64 36 1,008 72 28 
Committed 1,395 46 54 1,144 44 56 1,220 35 65 ],237 35 65 

Private Facilities 
Total 6,652 18 82 6,726 21 79 7,811 20 80 6,853 18 82 
Detained 493 31 69 581 2] 79 856 22 78 883 20 80 
Committed 6,159 16 84 6,145 21 79 6,955 20 80 5,970 18 82 

1991 1983-1991 

Total Institutionalized Open Total Institutionalized Open 
(%) ('?o) Change (%) Change(%) Change (%) 

AU Facilities 
Total 7,029 27% 73% ·22% -23% -22% 
Detained 1,497 46 54 1 -18 24 
Committed 5,532 22 78 -27 -26 -27 

Public Facilities 
Total 1,755 55 45 -27 -27 -26 
Detained 757 68 32 -24 -24 -23 
Committed 998 45 55 -28 -30 -27 

Private Facilities 
Total 5,274 18 82 -21 -19 -22 
Detained 740 23 77 50 11 68 
Committed 4,534 17 83 -26 -23 -27 

Note: Population data from the private facility census prior to 1991 are subject to error resulting from nonresponse, nonreporting, and overinclusion. See appendix C for further explanation. 

Source: 1983-1991 Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities. 
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Table A-5 

Detained Delinquency Cases: 1986 and 1990 Trends By Gender, Age, and Race 

Total Male Female 

1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 

Total Cases 238,300 286,300 20% 201,000 245,000 22% 37,400 41,400 11% 
Detained 

12 or younger 10,400 15,900 53 9,000 13,600 51 1,400 2,300 64 

13 17,400 24,400 40 13,900 19,400 40 3,600 ·5,000 39 

14 35,700 45,500 27 28,500 37,100 30 7,100 8,400 18 

15 57,500 67,600 18 47,800 57,400 20 9,700 10,200 5 

16 65,600 75,200 15 56,200 66,100 18 9,400 9,100 -3 

17 or older 51,700 57,900 12 45,600 51,400 13 6,100 6,500 7 

White 147,100 162,600 11 121,400 135,900 12 25,700 26,800 4 

12 or younger 5,400 7,500 39 4,600 6,300 37 900 1,300 44 

13 10,000 13,000 30 7,700 10,000 30 2,300 3,000 30 

14 21,800 25,600 17 16,900 20,000 18 4,900 5,500 12 

15 35,700 38,700 8 28,800 31,800 10 7,000 6,900 -1 

16 40,500 43,200 7 34,000 37,300 10 6,500 6,000 -8 

17 or older 33,800 34,600 2 29,600 30,500 3 4,300 4,100 -5 

Nonwhite 91,200 123,700 36 79,600 109,100 37 11,700 14,600 25 

12 or younger 5,000 8,400 68 4,400 7,300 66 500 1,000 100 

13 7,400 11,400 54 6,200 9,400 52 1,300 2,000 54 

14 13,900 19,900 43 11,600 17,100 47 2,200 2,900 32 

15 21.800 28,900 33 19,000 25,600 35 2,700 3,300 22 

16 25,100 32,000 27 22,200 28,800 30 2,900 3,100 7 

17 or older 17,900 23,000 30 16,000 20,900 31 1,800 2,400 33 

Source: JlIvenile COllrt Statistics 1990. 
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TableA-6 

Detained Delinquency Cases: 1986 and 1990 Trends By Gender. Race, and Offense 

Total Male Female 

1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Pel\::ent 1986 1990 Percent 

Total Cases 238,300 286,300 20% 201,000 245,000 22% 37,400 41,400 11% 
Detained 

Person 46,900 64,800 38 40,200 55,600 38 6,700 9,100 36 

Property 117,500 135,300 15 101,600 117,200 15 15,800 18,200 15 

Drugs 19,100 25,400 33 16,400 22,800 39 2,700 2,600 -4 

Public Order 54,900 60,900 II 42,800 49,400 15 12,100 11,500 -5 

White 147,100 162,600 11 121,400 135,900 12 25,700 26,800 4 

Person 22,400 30,900 38 18,800 26,300 40 3,500 4,600 31 

Property 75,700 83,600 10 64,500 71,200 10 11,200 12,400 II 

Drugs 11,000 9,400 -15 8,800 7,700 -13 2,200 1,700 -23 

Public Order 38,100 38,700 2 29,300 30,600 4 8,800 8,100 -8 

Nonwhite 91,200 123,700 36 79,600 109,100 37 11,700 14,600 25 

Person 24,500 33,900 38 21,400 29,300 37 3,200 4,500 41 

Property 41,800 51,700 24 37,100 46,000 24 4,600 5,800 26 

Drugs 8,100 16,000 98 7,600 15,100 99 500 900 80 

Public Order 16,800 22,200 32 13,500 18,800 39 3,300 3,400 3 

Source: Juvenile Court Statistics 1990. 

L ________________________________________________________________________________________ ~ 
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TableA-7 

Detained Delinquency Cases: 1986 and 1990 Trends By Gender, Age, and Offense 

1986 

Total Cases 238,300 
Detained 

Person 49,900 

Property 1 17,500 

Drugs 19,100 

Public Order 54,900 

Age 12 or Younger 10,400 

Person 2,500 

Properly 6,000 

Drugs 

Public Order 

Age 13 

Person 

Property 

Drugs 

Public Order 

Age 14 

Person 

Properly 

Drugs 

Public Order 

Age 15 

Person 

Property 

Drugs 

Public Order 

* Denotes less than 250. 

* 
1,700 

17,400 

3,700 

9,400 

700 

3,700 

35,700 

6,900 

18,500 

18,00 

8,400 

57,500 

11,000 

28,700 

4,000 

13,800 

Total 

1990 

286,300 

64,800 

135,300 

25,400 

60,900 

15,900 

4,000 

8,900 

400 

2,500 

24,400 

5,700 

13,100 

1,000 

4,600 

45,500 

10,200 

22,600 

2,700 

9,800 

67,600 

15,000 

32,500 

5,600 

14,500 

Source: Juvenile COllrt Statistics 1990. 

Percent 

20% 

38 

15 

33 

11 

53 

60 

48 

47 

40 

54 

39 

43 

24 

27 

48 

22 

50 

17 

18 

36 

13 

40 

5 

1986 

201,000 

40,200 

101,600 

16,400 

42,800 

9,000 

2,100 

5,300 

* 
1,400 

13,900 

2,900 

7,900 

500 

2,600 

28,500 

5,600 

15,400 

1,500 

6,000 

47,800 

9,400 

24,700 

3,400 

10,300 
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Male 

1990 

245,000 

55,600 

117,200 

22,800 

49,400 

13,600 

3,300 

7,800 

300 

2,100 

19,400 

4,500 

10,700 

800 

3,400 

37,100 

8,400 

18,900 

2,400 

7,300 

57,400 

12,700 

28,000 

5,100 

11,600 

Percent 

22% 

38 

15 

39 

15 

51 

57 

47 

50 

40 

55 

35 

60 

31 

30 

50 

23 

60 

22 

20 

35 

13 

50 

13 

1986 

37,400 

6,700 

15,800 

2,700 

12,100 

1,400 

400 

700 

* 
300 

3,600 

800 

1,500 

* 
1,100 

7,100 

1,300 

3,100 

300 

2,400 

9,700 

1,600 

4,000 

600 

3,500 

Female 

1990 

41,400 

9,100 

18,200 

2,600 

11,500 

2,300 

700 

1,100 

* 
400 

5,000 

1,200 

2,400 

* 
1,200 

8,400 

1,800 

3,700 

300 

2,500 

10,200 

2,300 

4,500 

500 

2,900 

Percent 

11% 

36 

15 

-4 

-5 

64 

75 

57 

33 

39 

50 

60 

9 

18 

38 

19 

o 

4 

5 

44 

13 

-17 

-17 
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Table A-7 (continued) 

Detained Delinquency Cases: 1986 and 1990 Trends By Gender, Age, and Offense 

Total Male Female 

1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 

Age 16 65,600 75,200 15 56,200 66,100 18 9,400 9,100 ·3 

Person 13,000 16,800 29 11,300 15,000 33 1,700 1,800 6 

Property 31,200 34,300 10 27,300 30,400 II 3,900 3,900 0 

Drugs 6,300 7,800 24 5,500 7,100 29 800 700 -13 

Public Order 15,000 16,300 9 12,100 13,600 12 2,900 2,700 -7 

Age 17 or Older 51,700 57,900 12 45,600 51,400 13 6,100 6,400 7 

Person 9,800 13,000 33 8,900 11.700 31 900 1,300 44 

Property 23,600 23,900 21,000 21.300 2,600 2,600 0 

Drugs 6,200 7,900 27 5,400 7,100 31 800 800 0 

Public Order 12,100 13,100 8 10,300 11,400 II 1,800 1,700 -6 

Source: JUI'l'Ili/e COllrt Statistics 1990, 
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TableA-8 

Detained Status Offense Cases: 1986 and 1990 Trends By Gender, Age, and Race 

Total Male Female 

1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 

Total Cases 30,200 19,500 -35% 14,800 10,800 -27% 15,400 8,700 -44% 
Detained 

12 or younger 1,500 1,000 -33 800 600 -25 700 400 -43 

13 3,100 2,100 -32 1,500 900 -40 1,700 1,200 -29 

14 6,100 3,700 -39 2,600 1,600 -38 3,400 2,100 -38 

IS 8,600 5,100 -41 3,700 2,700 -27 4,900 2,400 -51 

16 6,900 4,900 -29 3,600 3,000 -17 3,300 1,900 -42 

17 or older 3,900 2,600 -33 2,600 1,900 -27 1,400 700 -50 

White 24,600 15,100 -39 12,100 8,100 -33 12,500 7,000 -44 

12 or younger 1,100 700 -36 600 400 -33 600 300 -50 

13 2,500 1,500 -40 1,200 600 -50 1,300 900 -31 

14 4,700 2,800 -40 2,100 1,200 -43 2,600 1,600 -38 

15 6,900 4,100 -41 2,900 2,100 -28 4,000 2,000 -50 

16 5,900 3,900 -34 3,000 2,300 -23 2,800 1,600 -43 

17 or older 3,500 2,200 -37 2,300 1,500 -35 1,200 600 -50 

Nonwhite 5,600 4,400 -21 2,700 2,700 0 2,900 2,700 -41 

12 or younger 400 300 -25 * * :I: * 
13 600 600 0 300 300 0 400 300 -25 

14 1,400 900 -36 500 400 -20 800 500 -38 

15 1,700 1,000 -41 800 600 -25 900 400 -56 

16 1,000 1,000 0 600 700 17 500 300 -40 

17 or older 400 400 0 300 400 33 * * 

* Denotes less than 250. 

Source: Juvellile Court Statistics 1990. 
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TableA-9 

Detained Status Offense Cases: 1986 and 1990 Trends By Gender, Race, and Offense 

Total Male Female 

1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 

Total Cases Detained 30,200 19,500 ·35% 14,800 10,800 ·27% 15,400 8,700 ·44% 

Runaway 14,900 9,000 -40 5,800 3,800 -34 9,100 5,300 -42 

Alcohol 3,300 3.600 9 2,400 2,700 13 900 900 0 

Truancy 1,600 1,000 -38 900 600 -33 700 400 -43 

Ungovernable 6,200 2,900 -53 3,300 1,500 -55 2,900 1,300 -55 

Other Status 4,200 3,000 -29 2,400 2,200 -8 1,800 800 -56 

White 24,600 15,100 -39 12,100 8,100 ·33 12,400 7,000 -44 

Runaway 11,800 7,300 -38 4,700 3,000 -36 7,100 4,300 -39 

Alcohol 3,000 3,100 3 2,200 2,200 0 800 900 13 

Truancy 1,300 700 -46 700 400 -43 600 300 -50 

Ungovernable 4,700 1,900 -60 2,500 1,100 -56 2,200 800 -64 

Olher status 3,700 2,100 -43 2,000 1,400 -30 1,700 700 -59 

Nonwhite 5,600 4,400 ·21 2,700 2,700 0 2,900 1,700 -41 

Runaway 3,100 1,700 -45 1,100 800 -27 2,000 1,000 -50 

I Alcohol 300 500 67 * 500 * * 
Truancy 300 300 0 * * * '" 
Ungovernable 1,500 1,000 -33 800 400 -50 700 500 -29 

Olher status 500 900 80 400 800 100 '" * 

'" Denotes less than 250. 

Source: Juvenile Court Statistics 1990. 
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Appendix A 

Table A-IO 

Detained Status Offense Cases: 1986 and 1990 Trends By Gender, Age, and Offense 

1986 

Total Cases Detained 30,200 

Runaway 14,900 

Alcohol 3,300 

Truancy 1,600 

Ungovernable 6,200 

Other status 4,200 

Age 12 or Younger 1,500 

Runaway 800 

Alcohol 

Truancy 

Ungovernable 

Other status 

Age 13 

Runaway 

Alcohol 

Truancy 

Ungovernable 

Other status 

Age 14 

Runaway 

Alcohol 

Truancy 

Ungovernable 

Other status 

Age 15 

Runaway 

Alcohol 

Truancy 

Ungovernable 

Other status 

* Denotes less than 250. 

* 
* 

400 

* 

3,100 

1,400 

* 
300 

600 

800 

6,100 

3,000 

* 
600 

1,500 

900 

8,600 

3,600 

700 

500 

1,700 

1,200 

Source: Juvenile Court Statistics 1990. 

Total 

1990 

19,500 

9,000 

3,600 

1,000 

2,900 

3,000 

1,000 

300 

* 
* 

300 

* 

2,100 

1,200 

* 
* 

400 

300 

3,700 

2,000 

300 

300 

600 

500 

5,100 

2,500 

600 

300 

700 

1,000 

Percent 

-35% 

-40 

9 

-38 

-53 

-29 

-33 

-63 

-25 

-32 

-14 

-33 

-63 

-39 

-33 

-50 

-60 

-44 

-41 

-31 

-14 

-40 

-59 

-17 

1986 

14,800 

5,800 

2,400 

900 

3,300 

2,400 

800 

400 

* 
* 
* 
* 

1,500 

500 

* 
* 

300 

500 

2,600 

900 

* 
300 

70) 

700 

3,700 

1,700 

500 

300 

900 

400 

A-ll 

Male 

1990 

10,800 

3,800 

2,700 

600 

1,500 

2,200 

600 

300 

* 
* 
* 
* 

900 

400 

* 
* 
* 
* 

1,600 

700 

* 
* 

300 

300 

2,700 

l,OOO 

400 

* 
400 

700 

Percent 

-27% 

-34 

13 

-33 

-55 

-8 

-25 

-25 

-40 

-20 

-38 

-22 

300 

-57 

-57 

-27 

-4l 

-20 

-56 

75 

1986 

15,400 

9,100 

700 

2,900 

900 

1,800 

700 

400 

* 
* 
* 
* 

1,700 

900 

* 
* 

300 

300 

3,400 

2,100 

* 
* 

800 

* 

4,900 

2,900 

* 
* 

800 

800 

Female 

1990 Percent 

8,700 

5,300 

400 

1,300 

900 

800 

400 

* 
* 
* 
* 
* 

1,200 

800 

* 
* 
* 
* 

2,100 

1,300 

* 
* 

300 

* 

2,400 

1,500 

* 
* 

300 

* 

-44% 

-42 

-43 

-55 

o 
-56 

-43 

-29 

-11 

·38 

-38 

-63 

-51 

-48 

-63 



OJJDP-Juveniles Taken!lIto Custody: FY 1992 

Table A-IO (continued) 

Detained Status Offense Cases: 1986 and 1990 Trends By Gender, Age, and Offense 

Total Male Female 

1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 1986 1990 Percent 

Age 16 6.900 4,900 -29 3,600 3,000 -17 3,300 1,900 -42 

Runaway 3,800 2,100 -45 1,700 1,000 -41 2,100 1,100 -48 

Alcohol 1,100 1,300 18 800 1,000 25 300 300 0 

Truancy * * * * * * 
Ungovernable 1,400 600 -57 800 300 -63 600 * 
Other status 600 700 17 300 600 100 * * 

Age 17 or Older 3,900 2,600 -33 2,600 1,900 -27 1,400 700 -50 

Runaway 1,200 700 -42 600 400 -33 600 300 -50 

Alcohol 1,200 1,300 8 1,000 1,000 0 * * 
Truancy * * * * * * 
Ungovernable 700 * 400 * * * 
Other status 800 400 -50 500 300 -40 300 * 

* Denotes less than 250. 

Source: Juvenile Courl Slaslisfics 1990. 
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Appendix B 
Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, 

Correctional, and Shelter Facilities: Glossary of Terms 

National Correctional Reporting Program: 
Concepts and Definitions 

Annual Survey of Jails: Definitions 



Glossary of terms 

Types of facilities and classifications 

Public facility. A facility under the direct administrative and operational control of a 
State or local government and staffed by government employees. 

Private facility. A juvenile facility (either profitmaking or nonprofit) subject to 
government licensing but under the direct administrative and operational control of 
private enterprise; it may receive substantial public funding in addition to support from 
private sources. 

Design capacity. The number of persons a facility is designed to hold-exclusive of 
arrangements, if any, to alleviate crowding, such as the use of double bunks in a unit 
designed for single bunks or the conversion to sleeping quarters of space designed for 
other purposes. 

Self-classification. In all censuses for the Children in Custody series-1975, 1977, 1979, 
1983, and 1985-respondents were asked to classify their facilities into one of the 
following six types: 

• Detention center. A short-term facility that provides custody in a physically 
restricting environment pending adjudication; or following adjudication, 
pending disposition, placement, or transfer. 

• Shelter. A short-term facility that provides temporary care similar to that of a 
detention center but in a physically unrestricted environment. 

• Reception or dia~nostic center. A short-term facility that screens persons 
committed by courts and assigns them to appropriate custody facilities. 

• Training school. A long-term facility for adjudicated juvenile offenders typically 
under strict physical and staff controls. 

• Ranch. forestry camp. or farm. A long-term residential facility for persons 
whose behavior does not require the strict confinement of a training school, 
often allowing them greater contact with the community. 

• Halfway house or ~roup home. A long-term, nonconfining facility in which 
residents are allowed extensive access to community resources, such as 
schooling, employment, health care, and cultural events. 
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Census classification. Beginning with the 1977 census, the facility classifications were 
expanded to obtain information on the specific nature of each facility's mission and on 
key factors indicative of onsite controls. In this newer classification scheme, each facility 
is classified by type and environment: 

• 

• 

• 

• 

Short-term. Facilities typically holding juveniles awaiting adjudication or other 
disposition. 

Lon~-term. Facilities generally holding juveniles who have been adjudicated 
and committed to custody. 

Institutional environments. Impose greater restraints on residents' movements 
and limit access to the community. Most public or private detention centers 
and most public reception or diagnostic centers and training schools were 
classified as having institutional environments. 

Open environments. Allow greater movement of residents within the facilities 
and more access to the community. Facilities with open environments included 
most private facilities and most public shelters, ranches, forestry camps, farms, 
halfway houses, or group homes. 

Secure facUlties. Institutions in which the movement of residents is controlled through 
staff monitoring of entrances or exits and/or through hardware such as locks, bars, and 
fences. Most public facilities and private detention centers were classified as secure 
facilities. 

Nonsecure raclllties .. Institutions in which residents' movement is not restricted by 
hardware restraints such as locks, bars, and fences or by the use of staff monitoring of 
entrances and exits. Most private facilities and public shelters, ranches, forestry camps, 
farms, halfway houses, or group homes were classified as nonsecure facilities. 

Types of residents 

Juvenile. A person of an age (usually under 18) specified by State statute who is subject 
to juvenile court authority at the time of admission, regardless of age at the time of the 
census. 

Nonjuvenile. In the 1975 enumeration, the nonjuvenile component of the population was 
subdivided into youthful offenders and adults; in 1977, 1979, 1983, and 1985 it included 
both youthful offenders and adults without a breakdown of the two. If the 1975 
classification procedure had been followed in subsequent years, the majority of 
nonjuveniles would have been classified as "youthful offenders." 
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Resident. A resident of a facility may be either a juvenile or a nonjuvenile. Particular 
attention should be paid as to whether data tables include both juveniles and 
nonjuveniles or juveniles only. 

Adult criminal offender. A person subject to the original jurisdiction of the criminal 
court rather than the juvenile court because the age of the person at the time of the 
offense was greater than the upper age limit of a juvenile, as statutorily defined. 

Youthful offender. A person adjudicated in criminal court who may be above the 
statutory age limit for juveniles but below a specified upper age limit and for whom 
special correctional commitment and record-se.aling procedures are made available by 
statute. 

Adjudication status. One of three general categories under which juveniles are held: 

• petained or detention. Juveniles who are pending adjudication or who have 
been adjudicated but are awaiting disposition or placement. Includes those 
juveniles undergoing diagnosis or classification before disposition or placement. 

• Committed or commitment. The placement of juvenile offenders following 
adjudication and any placement procedure. May be referred to as "placement." 

• Voluntary admission. A type of admission in which a juvenile voluntarily 
commits himself/herself to a facility without having been adjudicated by a 
court. 'The juvenile may be referred to the facility by parents, court, school, or 
a social agency. 

Reasons for custody. Subcategories of adjudication status specifying an activity or 
condition for which a juvenile might be admitted: 

• DelinQuent. A juvenile charged with or adjudicated for conduct that would be 
considered criminal (misdemeanor or felony) if committed by an adult. 

• Status offender. A juvenile awaiting disposition or already adjudicated for 
conduct that would be not considered criminal if committed by an adult, such 
as running away, incorrigibility, or truancy. 

II Nonoffender. A juvenile held as dependent, neglected, abused, emotionally 
disturbed, or mentally retarded over whom a juvenile court assumes jurisdiction 
because of its finding that the care exercised by parent, guardian, or custodian 
falls short of legal standards. Excludes juveniles held on delinquency or status 
offense charges even if they could also be considered to be in one of the above 
categories. 

• Voluntary admissiQn. See previous defidtion. 
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Race and Hispanic origin 

White. A person having origin in any of the original peoples of Europe, North Africa, or 
the Middle East. 

Black. A person having origin in any of the black racial groups of Africa. 

American Indian or Alaska Native. A person having origin in any of the original peoples 
of North America and who maintains cultural identification through tribal affiliation or 
community recognition. 

Asian or Pacific Islander. A person having origin in any of the original peoples of the 
Far East, Southeast Asia, the Indian subcontinent, or the Pacific islands. 

Other race. Some tables only distinguish white, black, and other race. In these tables 
other race includes American Indians, Alaska Natives, Asians, or Pacific Islanders. 

Hispanic. A person of Mexican, Puerto Rican, Cuban, Central or South American, or 
other Spanish culture or origin. Excludes Brazil, Jamaica, and Haiti. 

Expenditures 

Capital expenditures. For the 1975, 1977, 1979, and 1983 censuses, the costs for new 
buildings, major repairs or improvements, and new equipment, including single 
expenditures of any amount. Capital expenditures were not collected for the 1985 census. 

Operating expenditures. Gross salaries and wages plus other operating expenditures. 

Gross salaries and wages. A component of operating expenditures. For the 1975, 1977, 
1979, and 1983 censuses, it excludes employer contributions to employee benefits; for the 
1985 census, it includes employer contributions to employee benefits. 

Other operating expenditures. A component of operating expenditures. For the 1975, 
1977, 1979, and 1983 censuses, it covers expenditures for food, supplies, and contractual 
services and employer contributions to employee benefits. For the 1985 census, it covers 
expenditures for food, supplies, and contractual services. 
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NATIONAL CORRECTIONAL REPORTING PROGRAM 

CONCEPTS AND DEFINITIONS 

The NCRP applied unifonn measurement rules to the data from the states. using the following 
concepts and definitions. 

In 19~3, the NPS Admissions and Release Program and UPR combined under one reponing sys­
tem, the NCRP. The three forms presented in this manual represent a collaborative effort by the BJ S 
and the Bureau of the Census to link prison population movement data (NPS) to parole population 
infonnation (UPR) toward the goal of an integrated "National Corrections Reporting Program." 
The anticipated result is a more consistent and comprehensive description of convicted persons as 
they enter and leave correctional custody and supervision. 

PRISON: A prison ",'as defined as a state or federal correctional facility having custodial authority 
over persons sentenced to confir:ement. 

CALENDAR YEAR REPORTING: NCRP collected data for the total number of admissions to 
prisons, releases from prison, and releases from parole for the dates January 1. 1987, through De­
cember 31, 1987. Data were not collected on a fiscal year basis. Records were rejected on individu­
als if the year of prison admission, prison release, or parole release was not reported. 

CUSTODY CRITERIA FOR PRISON ADMISSIONS AND RELEASES: The NCRPcollected 
data on all prisoners admitted or released while under the physical custody of state correctional 
authorities. The NCRP data included prisoners under the immediate control of state authorities, 
regardless of the jurisdiction in which the prisoners were originally sentenced. 

Starting in 1983, all sentenced inmates were counted, including those with sentences of a year or 
less. Prisoners sentenced to a state prison, but admitted to or released from the custody of a local 
jail, were also included in the NCPR. 

JURISDICTION CRITERIA FOR PAROLE RELEASES: Parole release information was re­
ported for those offenders under the jurisdiction of the paroling authority_ Jurisdiction wa deter­
mined by the legal authority controlling the offender's release from parole supervision, rather than 
by the authority assuming physical custody of the offender. Parole jurisdiction was defined, for 
NCRP purposes, as that agency having primary responsibility for supervising an offender who was 
conditionally released from prison after having served a portion of the original sentence. The parol­
ing agency has jurisdiction over an offender if it has the legal power to revoke the parole or to 
decide when parole supervision is to be terminated. 

PRISONER MOVEMENTS: The NCRP included prisoner movements that increased or decreased 
the custody counts of each reporting state. Additions to the custody count, such as the arrival of 
new inmates, the return to prison of parole violators, and transfers from other jurisdictions, were 
classified as admission movements. Removals from custody, such as the release of those complet-
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ing their sentences. the release to parole and death, were considered release movements. Multiple 
admissions or releases per person during the year were recorded as separate movements. 

PAROLE AND MANDATORY PAROLE RELEASE: Parole signifies the status of an offender 
who is conditionally released from prison to community supervision. An offender is required to 
observe the conditions of parole and is under the supervision of a parole agency. Parole differs from 
probation: Unlike parole, probation is determined by judicial authority and is usually an alternative 
to confinement. Offenders conditionally released from prison to parole are classified in the NCRP 
as parole admissions movements. 

The NCRP also includes mandatory parole release. i.e., those persons released from prison to pa­
role supervision by virtue of statutes that determine the length of time prisoners are incarcerated. 
Unlike other prisoners released to parole, these prisoners were not released as a result of a parole 
board decision. Offenders released from the jurisdiction of a parole authority were classified as 
parole release movements. Types of release movements included completion of parole, revocation. 
absconding, transfer, and death. 
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AppendIX B 

ANNUAL SURVEY OF JAILS 

DEFINITIONS 

LOCAL JAILS - a confinement facility usually administered by a local law enforcement agency. 
intended for adults but sometimes also containing juveniles, which holds persons detained pending 
adjudication and/or persons committed after adjudication for sentences usually a year or less. Tem­
porary holding facilities, or lockups, that do not hold persons after being formally charged in court 
(usually within 4g hours of arrest) are excluded. 

JUVENILES - a person subject to the exercise of juvenile court jurisdiction for purposes of 
adjudication and treatment based on age and offense limitations as defined by State law. For the 
purposes of this report, a person of juvenile age is considered a juvenile even though tried as an 
adult in criminal court. 

ADULT CRIMINAL OFFENDER - a person subject to the original jurisdiction of the criminal 
court rather than the juvenile cor.:t because at the time of the offense, the person was above a 
statutory age limit. 

YOUTHFUL OFFENDER - a person adjudicated in criminal court, who may be above the 
statut.ury age limit for juveniles but below a specified upper age limit and for whom special correc­
tiollal commitments and special record-sealing procedures are made available by statute. For the 
purpose of this report, youthful offenders should be considered adults. 
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Appendix C 

Census of Public and Private Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter 
Facilities Methodology 

Data from the Census of Public and Priv~,te Juvenile Detention, Correctional, and Shelter Facilities, also known as the 
Children in Custody (CIC) Census, are subject to nonsampling error, specifically nonresponse and inclusion of ineligible 
(out-of-scope) facilities. Error from nonresponse causes an undercount and error from overinclusion causes an overcount. 
Because of these nonsampling errors. the trend analysis of private facility CIC data must be interpreted cautiously. 

In 1991, mailout for the private facilities (excluding closed and ineligible facilities) was 2,346. The private facility census had 
a nonresponse rate of 8.7 percent (n=204). Of the nonresponding facilities, imputation could be made for 59 facilities, all of 
which were eligible for inclusion in the census. The final nonresponse rate, then, would be 6.2 percent. Nonresponding 
facilities tend to be small. Therefore, the expected effect on the population counts is estimated at less than 3 percent. It is 
difficult to be exact because we have no reliable average daily population for the nonresponding facilities, nor do we know 
for certain whether they are eligible for inclusion. 

In censuses prior to 1991, a number of out-of-scope facilities may have been inadvertently included in the data tapes and the 
analyses. Most of these facilities were nonrespondents for which population figures were imputed. An examination of 
facilities with imputed data in 1987 and 1989 indicates that such facilities would contribute about 7 percent of the total 
population for private facilities. These facilities contributed less than I percent of the population in secure facilities in all 
years. 

Obviously, some of these facilities would be eligible for inclusion in the reported data, while some would not. At this point, 
which facilities belong to which group is difficult to determine. An analysis of the individual facilities indicates that all 
facilities used to report 1991 figures were eligible for inclusion. 
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Data Supplied by: 

JUVENILES TAKEN INTO CUSTODY 
SUMMARY OF POPULATION MOVEMENT 

Appendix 0 

OMS #1121-0175C 
Approval expires August 31, 1995 

Reference Period State 

Name and Title 
Telephone 

Ma i l Address 
Area Code Number 

Sectlon I - Popu atlon Movement - Mar k . h estlmates Wlt an asterls k * ( ) . 
Item Total Male Female 

A. Juvenile population on December 31, 1992 -------------------~-~----------> 

B. Admissions 1. New cOllll1itments under probation supervision --------> 
during 1992 

(exclude juveniles 2. New cOllll1itments not under probation supervision ----> 
on detention) 

3. New cOlllni tments Probation Status Unknown -----------> 
If admissions 
data by sex are 4. Parole violators with or without new charges -------> 
not available, 
complete only 5. Recollll1itment after discharge -----------------------> 
the "Total" 

6. Transfers from other jurisdictions column. -----------------> 
7. Escapee/AIJOL returns with or without new charges ---) 

B. Other admissions (exclude juveniles on detention --> 
9. TOTAL ADMISSIONS 1/1/92 to 12/31/92 

(sum of Li nes B 1 -SB) ------------------------------> 
c. Releases Unconditional 1. Discharged - No further agency 

during 1992 supervision ----------------------> 

If release data 2. Reached adult age ----------------> 
by sex are not 
avai lable, 3. Oth~r unconditional releases ------> 
complete only 

Conditional 4. Parole/after care the "Total" -----------------> 
column. 

5. Other conditional -----------------> .-.... 

Deaths 6. Illness/natural causes ------------) 
7. Suicide ---------------------------> 

B. Other causes of death--------------> 

Other 9. Transferred to Adult Jurisdiction·-> 
releases 

10. Escapee/AIJOL taken off rolls ------> 

11. Transfers to other jurisdictions --> 

12. Other releases -------------------> 

Total 13. TOTAL RELEASES 1/1/92 to 12/31/92 
(sum of lines C1-C12) -----------> 

4. Juvenile population on December 31, 1992 (Line A + S9 - C13) ---------> 

The average reporting burden is estimated at 15 minutes. This includes time to read instructions, assemble materials, 
organize and review information and report the information. Send cOllll1ents regarding this burden estimate or any other' aspect 
of this collection of information, including any suggestions for reducing this burden to the Administrator, Office of Juvenile 
Justice and Delinquency Prevention, OMS Number 1121-0175C, 633 Indiana Ave., NIJ, IJashington, DC 20531; and to the Office of 
Management and Budget, OMB Number 1121-0175C, IJashington, DC 20503 
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OJ.lDP-JIIl'('nilrs Taken Into Cllstody: FY 1002 

~ction II - Average Age 

Please provide the average age in years (to one decimal place) of all juveniles committed to facilities operated by your 
agency during calendar year 1992. If average age is not avai lable by sex, report average for "all juveni les" and enter "NA" 
for males and females. Mark any estimates with an asterisk(*). 

~ Average age at admission for calendar year 1992. 

I All Juveni les Males Females 

II 

B. Average age at release for calendar year 1992. 

I All Juveni les Males Females 

II 

Section III - 1992 Juvenile Admissions by Race and Ethnicity 

Please provide the race and ethnicity of all juveniles committed to facilities operated by your 
1992. Total admissions should be the same as Total Admissions reported on line B9, Section I.) 
available by sex, report for total column only and enter "NA" in "male" and" female" columns. 
asterisk(*). 

Race and Ethnicity Total Male 

A. Total Admissions 
1/1/92 - 12/31/92 

1. I.Jhite, NOT of Hispanic origin 

2. Black, NOT of Hispanic origin 

3. Total Hispanic origin 
(Sum of 3a+3b) 

a. I.Jhite - Hispanic origin 

b. Black - Hispanic origin 

4. American Indian/Alaskan Native 

5 " Asian or Pacific Islander 

6. Other 

7. Unknown 

0-2 

agency dur i ng ca l endar yea," 
If race and ethnicity are not 

Mark any estimates with an 

Female 



A(llJ('ndtr [) 

Section IV - 1992 Juvenile Admissions by Offense Category 

Please report the 1992 juvenile admissions to facilities operated by your agency, by major offense category. (Total 
admissions should be the same as Total Admissions reported on line B9, Section I.) type of offense is not available by 
sex, report for total column only and enter "NA" in male and female columns. Mark estil:,ates with an asterisk(*). 

I Type of Offense 
I 

Total 
I 

Males 
I 

Females 
I 

1. Total Admissions 
1/1/92 - 12/31/92 

a. Crimes Against Persons 
(Murder, non-negligent and negligent 
manslaughter, aggravated and simple 
assaul t, forcible rape, sexual assault, 
robbery) 

b. Grimes Against Property 
(Burglary, arson, larceny-theft, motor 
vehicle theft, vandalism, forgery, 
counterfeiting, stolen property, 
unauthorized use of a motor vehicle) 

c. Drug Law Violations 
(0 i stribut ion, possession, use) 

d. Public Order Offenses 
(Weapon offense, prostitution, escape, 
commercialized vice, disorderly conduct, 
liquor law violation, minor traffic 
offenses, loitering laws, offenses 
against morals and decency, and the 
like). Technical violators of the terms 
of probation or parole only (those 
alleged or adjudicated of a new offense 
should be reported above) 

e. Status offenses 
(Running away, truancy, curfew violation, 
ungovernability liquor status offense) 

f. Traffic offenses 
(Driving under the influence of alcohol 
or drugs, hit and run, reckless driving, 
driving without a license) 

g. Dependency 
(Abuse, neglect) 

h. Other-offenses (please specify) 

i. Offense unknown or 
unavailable at this time 
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().f.fDP-.lllveniles Taken Into ClIs(ody: FY /992 

Section V - Agency Automation 

A. Does your agency have an automated database of individual juvenile records containing data requested on 
this form? 

1=1 Yes 

1=1 No - Skip to 0 

B. Can these variables be extracted from the database? 

C. Check below the variables for individual juveniles that are on your database. 

Variable On Not on Variable Not 
Database Database Collected 

1. County of commitment 

2. Juvenile identification number 

3. Sex 

4. Date of birth 

5. Race 

6. Ethnicity (Hispanic) 

7. Admission type (parole/probation violation, etc.) 

8. Admission date 

9. Release date 

10. Citizenship 

11. Number of prior admissions 

12. Court of commitment (adult vs. juvenile) 

13. School grade completed at admission 

14. School grade completed at release 

~ School grade equivalency at admission 

16. School grade equivalency at release 

17. Offense (code) 

18. Admi tt i ng facility 

19. Releasing facility 

D. Are there any plans to install or upgrade an automated database system? 

1=1 Yes - \.Jhen ___ . _________________ _ 

1=1 No 
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Appendix E 
State Juvenile Corrections 
System Reporting Program 

Manual Data Collection Forms 



OMB No 1121·0175A· Approval Expires OS 31 QS -
FOAMJTIC-1A U.S. DEPARTMENT OF COMMF.RCE State I ReporTIng perJOO Il'e3" BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 
14·8·93) 

JUVENILE ADMISSION RECORD 19_ 
JUVENILES TAKEN INTO CUSTODY REPORTING PROGRAM Notice - This report IS confidentml by law Itltla 42. U.S. Code 

NOTE - Please refer to the "User's Guide" for 
section 37891. Allldenllflable IOformatlon will be used only t)'j 
persons engaged In and for thl! purposes of Ine survt>y, and 

j"~tructions for completing this form. may not be'dlscloseD or released t~ .. lthcrs for :'JI"IY plIf·pose. 

1. COUNTY OF LEGAL JURISDICTION (county 7. RACE 
of court ordering commitment) lOWhile 

, 20 Black I I i I I I 30 American Indian/Alaskan 

II not known - Eneer 2 digit State code and three 9'5. 
4;] Asian/Pacific Islander 
50 Other or mixed racial origin 

2. YOUTH ID NUMBER 
9 ;] Not known 

I i I ! i I 
i I 

, 
! i , ! I 8. HISPANIC ORIGIN ! ! 

1 :J HispaniC 
I II not known - Enter 9's, 20 Not Hispanic ! 3. IS THIS A SYSTEM-WIDE ID NUMBER? 9 ~ Not known 

I:J Ves 9. DATE OF ADMISSION 

20No 
: Month I Day 

I 
Year 

! 
90Not known 

4. NAME OF JUVENILE 
If not known - Enter 9's Last 

i I 10. CITIZENSHIP 
! I :J U.S, Citilen 

First 2;:] Not U.S. Citizen 

i ! g;:] Not known 
l , 

MIddle 11. PRIOR ADMISSIONS TO STATE SYSTEM OF FACILITIES 

! I 
(Inc. secure private) 

i i , I I 
, 

o Ll No prior admISSIons , I 

5. DATE OF BIRTH 
1 CJ One prior admissions 

"2 0 Two prior admissions 

; Month I Day 

I 
Year 

! 
3 ::J Three prior admissions 

I 
4 :J Four prior admIssions 
S :: Five or more aomisslons 

6:J Had prior admission but numner unknown 
If not known - Enter 9's. 

9 :J Not known 
6. SEX 

,OMaie 
12. COURT OF COMMITMENT 

1 ::J Juvenile court 
2 ~ Female 

2 = Adult cOLIn 
9 :J Not known 

g;:] Not known 

13. ADMITTING FACILITY CODE 117 dlgill 18. GRADE COMPLETED AT Ai)MISSION 
If not known - Enter 9's 

1 ~ 1 st grade or less , I i : , , z :=J 2nd grade I 
3 :J 3rd grade 14. ADMITTING FACILITY TYPE 

I :::::J Detention center 
4 LJ 4th grade 

2 LJ Shelter 5:J 5th grade 

3;:] Roceptlon'Dlagnostlc center 6:J 6th grade 

4 :J Training school 7;:] 7th grade 

s:J Ranch. camp, or farm sO 8th grade 

6:J Halfway house/Group home g:::J 9th grade 

9 Ll Not known 10 LJ 10th grade 

" :::J 11th grade 
15. TYPE OF ADMISSION 12;:] 12th grade or GED 

1 LJ New commitment under probation supervision 99 Ll Unkr.own 

20 New commitment not under probation supervision 19. GRADE EQUIVALENCY AT ADMISSION 
3::::J New commitment probatIon slalus unknown D .0 (to one decimal) 4 =:J Parole violator 

50 Returned from non·Stale supervision If nol known - Enter 9'5, 
60 Recommitment 20. OFFENSF ;;ODE - Most serious - PrOVide the 
7 ::J Escapee returned after removed from rolls committing or most serious offense at admission. 
SOOther m 90Not known 

I i I I I I 
, 

I I I 16. DID JUVEN)LE SPEND TIME IN RECEPTION/DIAGNOSTIC I 
, 

CENTER PRIOR TO ADMISSION TO THE ADMITTING 21. OFFENSE CODE - Second most serious -Provide the FACILITY? secono '11ost serious offense at admission, if any. 
I DYes-Answer/tem 17 

2LlNo } l Recode J Skip to 18 
90 Not known I I I I I I I I I 

i I I 17. EVALUATION TIME Specify length of stay I 1 I : 
in reception center. 22. OFFENSE CODE - Third most serious - ProVide the 

E[fJ third most serious offense at admission, if any. 

! I ' I Recode I 

J 1 I If not known - Enter 9's. I I i I I ; I I I I J 
E-J 



(I.I.Inp .l1l\'(/n;lt!S Taken Infn Clls/ody: FY 1992 

OMS No 1121·0175B· Approval Exoires 08 3195 

FORM JTIC-1 B US. DCPARTMENT OF COMMERCE State I Reponlllg period t~ear. 
14·8·931 

BUREAU OF THE CENSUS 

JUVENILE RELEASE RECORD 19_ 
JUVENilES TAKEN INTO CUSTODY REPORTING PROGRAM Notice - Tt'IS report IS confidential by :1W 'tHle 42. U.S. CodE 

NOTE - Please refer to the "User's Guide" (or 
se.:tlon 3789' AlildenttfmolP Informattor. W:1' bt' llseCl only by 
persons ~ng,hj!?\l an Jf1d for t~e pu'poses Of the S.lrvc\" ana 

ins~ructions (or completing this (orm. n1av ,lfIt be d s;IQsed or relp..l<;[,,1~;,1 L'th~"S for an" pliroose 

1. COUNTV OF LEGAL JURISDICTION (county 7. RACE 
of court ordering commitment) l::Whlte 

L I i I I 
2::::; Black 

! i 3 ~ American Indian Alaskan 

4 = ASian Pacific ISlaro:dcr 
If not known - Emer 2 diglf Stare code and three 9'5. 

5::J O\l1\lI or mixed racial otlgin 
2. VOUTH ID NUMBER 

9 :J f\4ot known 

I I I I I , I I ! : i i I 
8. HISPANIC ORIGIN I 

1 ~ HlspaOlc 

If not known - Enter 9's. 2 ::J Not HispaniC 
3. IS THIS A SYSTEMNVIDE 10 NUMBER? 9 -:J N at known 

, ::J Ves 9. DATE OF ADMISSIOl'< 

2 CJ No I MOnlhl Da\' I Vear! 
9 :J Not known , 

i I ; I I I 
4. NAME OF JUVENILE 

If not known - Enrer 9'5 Last 

! ! ! i ! I I i i I 
10. CITIZENSHIP 

I , i 1 :J U.S. Citizen 

First 2 :::J Not U.S. CitIZen 

i ! ! i I i I I r=J 9 [J Not known 
, i : 

I 

Middle 11. PRIOR ADMISSIONS TO STATE SYSTEM OF FACILITIES 

I I i i I i I 
(inc. secure private) 

I I I , 
o :J No prior admissions 

1 :J One prior admissIons 
5. DATE OF BIRTH 

2 :J Two prior admissions 

, Month I Day I vearj 3 :J Three prior admissions 

I I I ! I 4 =: Four prior admissions 

5 :J Five or mora admiSSions 

If not known - Eorer 9'5. 
6:J Had prior admission but nllmber unknown 

6. SEX 
9 = Not known 

,::::; Male 
12. COURT OF COMMITMENT 

1 :J Juvenile court 
2':; Female 

2LJ Adult COllrt 
90 Not known 

9 [J Not known 

13. RELEASING FACILITY CODE (17 dIgIti 18. OFFENSE CODE - Most serious - PrOVide the 
If not known - Enter 9's committing or most serious offense at release. 

I I i I , i I I I , : I I Recode I 
I , 

I I I 

14. RELEASING FACILITY TYPE i I 
I I I I 

1 0 Detention center 19. OFFENSE CODE Second most serious Provide the 
2:J Sheller second most serious offense at release, if any. 
30 Reception/Diagnostic center 
4:::J Training school r Recode I 

! I 5 :J Ranch. camp. or farm I I I ! I 
, : 1 I I ! 

6:::J Halfway house/Group home I , , 

9 CJ Not known 20. OFFENSE CODE - Third most serious - ProVide tile 
third most serious offense at release, i( any. 

15. RELEASE DATE 

L MOnlh I Day I Year I L Recode I 
I I i i I I I I I I I ; I I I I I i 

1 I I I 

If not known - Enter 9'5. 21. GRADE COMPLETED AT RELEASE 

16. TYPE OF RELEASE 1 0 1st grade or less 

1 0 ParolelAftercare 2U 2nd grade 

20 Discharge - No further supervision or jurisdiction 3D 3rd grade 

30 Reached adult age ,0 4th grade 

4 0 Certified as an adult 50 5th grade 

SODeath 60 6th grade 

6 0 Other unconditional 7 07th grade 

7 0 Other conditional 8081h grade 

9U Not known 90 9th grade 
100 10th grade 

17. ESCAPE - Provide the number o( days on escape status. 11U 11th grade 

ELJj 120 12th grade or GED 

. I 99U Unknown 

22. GRADE EQUIVALENCY AT RELEASE 
997 0 More than 996 days CD .0 (to one decimal) 998 0 Never on escape 
999 0 Unknown If not known Enter 9'5. 

E-2 



Appendix F 
State Juvenile Corrections 
System Reporting Program 

1991 Supplemental Data Elements 
Reported by States 

Appendix F 



Appendix F 

Appendix F-l 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: Releases in 
1991 by Race/Ethnicity 

Total 

California 

Delaware 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Louisiana 

Massachusetts 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New York 

North Dakota 

Ohio 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Virginia 

Wisconsin 

Notes: 

White (Not of 
Hispanic Origin) 

Number % 

8,895 36.0% 

782 18.7 

59 25,4 

524 36.5 

1,173 63.6 

371 77.8 

157 21.6 

182 42.8 

195 58.4 

456 56.1 

243 52.6 

158 89.3 

124 13.3 

452 20.0 

110 57.9 

1,640 47.1 

509 54.7 

704 22.0 

250 65.4 

409 34.4 

397 40.1 

Black (Not of 
Hispanic Origin) 

Number % 

11,207 45.4% 

1,750 41.7 

164 70.7 

783 54.6 

614 33.3 

72 15.1 

567 78.1 

142 33.4 

55 16.5 

352 43.3 

137 29.7 

II 6.2 

668 71.7 

1,257 55.6 

2 1.1 

1,756 50.5 

418 44.9 

1,221 38.1 

20 5.2 

755 63.4 

463 46.8 

Other (Not of 
Hispanic Origin) 

Number % 

596 2.4% 

213 5.1 

0 0.0 

4 0.3 

20 1.1 

12 2.5 

I 0.1 

II 2.6 

62 18.6 

3 0.4 

30 6.5 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

43 1.9 

70 36.8 

15 0.4 

0 0.0 

16 0.5 

21 5.5 

16 1.3 

59 6.0 

Hispanic 

Number % 

3,941 16.0% 

1,447 34.5 

9 3.9 

121 8.4 

30 1.6 

22 4.6 

0 0.0 

90 21.2 

18 5.4 

2 0.2 

44 9.5 

8 4.5 

140 15.0 

506 22.4 

8 4.2 

62 1.8 

0 0.0 

1,264 39.4 

90 23.6 

10 0.8 

70 7.1 

1 Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race, but racial categories do not include Hispanic youth. 

Race and/or 
Ethnicity Unknown 

Number % 

36 0.1% 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

2 0.1 

8 0.4 

0 0.0 

1 0.1 

0 0.0 

4 1.2 

0 0.0 

8 1.7 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

I 0.0 

0 0.0 

7 0.2 

4 0.4 

0 0.0 

1 0.3 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

2 For individual-level States that were able to provide the race of Hispanic youth there were a total of 3,749 youth of Hispanic origin. Out of 
these, 3,391 were white (almost 91 percent), III were black (3 percent), and 246 were another race (almost 7 percent). Hispanic origin was "no" or 
"unknown" for 20,927 youth. 
3 Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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OJJDP-.luveniles Taken ['I. D Custody: FY 1992 

Appendix F-2 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Aggregate-Level States: 
Admissions and Releases in 1991 by Average Age 

Admissions Releases 

Alabama 15.7 16.3 

Arizona 16.5 N/A 

Colorado 15.9 N/A 

Connecticut* 15.0 15.6 

District of Columbia 15.6 17.1 

Florida N/A 15.5 

Georgia 15.9 16.5 

Hawaii 16.3 N/A 

Kansas* 16.0 N/A 

Maine 15.0 17.0 

Maryland 15.5 16.0 

Nebraska 15.9 16.2 

New Mexico 16.6 17.1 

North Carolina 15.0 N/A 

Oklahoma 15.0 N/A 

Oregon 16.5 16.9 

Rhode Island* 16.0-16.5 N/A 

South Carolina 15.1 N/A 

Vermont 15.6 N/A 

* Estimates. 
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Appelldix F 

Appendix F-3 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: 
Releases in 1991 by ~Iost Serious Offense 

Pr.rson Property Drug 
Public 
Order 

Other Status Other Non-
Delinquency Offenses delinquency Unknown 

Number % Number % Humber % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 

California 

Delaware 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Louisiana 

Mas;:\chuselts 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New York 

North Dakota 

Ohio 

Tennes 'ee 

Texas 

Utah 

Virginia 

Wisconsin 

6,364 

1,527 

56 

395 

212 

79 

200 

126 

57 

168 

69 

67 

302 

632 

36 

537 

271 

942 

144 

227 

317 

25.8% 11,423 46.3% 

36.4 1,873 44.7 

24.1 87 37.5 

27.5 796 55.5 

11.5 685 37.1 

16.6 338 70.9 

27.5 383 52.8 

29.6 134 31.5 

17.1 214 64.1 

20.7 324 39.9 

14.9 180 39.0 

37.9 54 30.5 

32.4 193 20.7 

28.0 870 38.5 

18.9 67 35.3 

15.4 1.962 56.4 

29.1 451 48.4 

29.4 1.665 52.0 

37.7 211 55.2 

19.1 459 38.6 

32.1 477 48.2 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

2,630 10.7% 3,007 

640 15.3 80 

69 29.7 18 

72 5.0 98 

54 3.0 596 

14 2.9 8 

85 11.7 50 

35 8.2 42 

9 2.7 49 

33 4.1 192 

59 12.8 92 

2 1.1 52 

240 25.8 160 

297 13.1 256 

6 3.2 24 

503 14.5 390 

58 6.2 110 

312 9.7 249 

I 0.3 3 

90 7.6 406 

51 5.2 132 

F-3 

12.2% 251 1.0% 548 2.2% 180 0.7% 272 1.1% 

1.9 24 0.6 a 0.0 48 1.1 a 0.0 

7.8 a 0.0 1 0.4 1 0.4 a 0.0 

6.8 26 1.8 3 0.2 5 0.3 39 2.7 

32.3 9 0.5 175 9.5 4 0.2 I]D 6.0 

J.7 31 6.5 a 0.0 7 1.5 a 0.0 

6.9 I 0.1 a 0.0 a 0.0 7 1.0 

9.9 1 0.2 I 0.2 22 5.2 64 15.] 

14.7 a 0.0 a 0.0 5 1.5 a 0.0 

23.6 0 0.0 86 10.6 IO 1.2 a 0.0 

19.9 a 0.0 12 2.6 41 8.9 9 1.9 

29.4 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 2 1.1 

17.2 28 3.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 9 1.0 

11.3 15 0.7 165 7.3 a 0.0 24 1.1 

12.6 1 0.5 51 26.8 5 2.6 0 0.0 

11.2 88 2.5 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 

11.8 II 1.2 21 2.3 6 0.6 3 0.3 

7.8 4 0.1 32 1.0 I 0.0 a 0.0 

0.8 0 0.0 a 0.0 23 6.0 0 0.0 

34.1 1 0.1 I 0.1 2 0.2 4 0.3 

13.3 11 l.l a 0.0 0 0.0 1 0.1 
< 

I 

I 



OJJDP-Juveniles Taken Into Custody: FY 1992 

Appendix F-4 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: 
Releases in 1991 by Second Most Serious Offense 

Other Status Other Non-
Person Property Drug 

Public 
Order Delinquency Offenses delinquency Unknown 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 1,758 6.8% 3,780 14.6% 641 2.5% 1,366 5.3% 129 0.5% 337 1.3% 162 0.6% 17,668 68.4% 

California 1,067 22.8 1,517 32.4 462 9.9 291 6.2 76 1.6 a 0.0 124 2.7 1,140 24.4 

Delaware a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 215 100.0 

Illinois 76 4.7 205 12.6 9 0.6 46 2.8 15 0.9 5 0.3 3 0.2 1,272 78.0 

Indiana 86 4.4 397 2004 24 1.2 231 11.9 20 1.0 191 9.8 2 0.1 991 51.0 

Iowa a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 423 100.0 

Louisiana 40 5.4 293 39.8 30 4.1 43 5.8 2 0.3 33 4.5 a 0.0 295 40.1 

Massachusetts 52 10.5 61 12.4 21 4.3 68 13.8 a 0.0 1 0.2 15 3.0 275 55.8 

Minnesota a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 350 100.0 

Missouri 38 4.5 186 22.1 5 0.6 95 11.3 a 0.0 104 12.4 13 1.5 401 47.6 

Nevada a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 261 100.0 

New Hampshire a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 152 100.0 

New Jpfsey a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1,022 100.0 

New York 75 3.4 114 5.1 20 0.9 229 10.2 1 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1,798 80.4 

North Dakota 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 197 100.0 

Ohio a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3,747 100.0 

Tennessee a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 1,016 100.0 

Texas a 0.0 II 0.4 a 0.0 15 0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 3,114 100.0 

Utah 93 24.3 276 72.1 4 1.0 3 0.8 a 0.0 0 0.0 4 1.0 3 0.8 

Virginia 135 9.7 407 29.4 46 3.3 217 15.7 a 0.0 3 0.2 1 0.1 576 41.6 

Wisconsin I 96 9.7 313 31.6 20 2.0 128 12.9 15 1.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 420 42.3 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 
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Appendix F 

Appendix F-5 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: 
Releases in 1991 by Second Most Serious Offense 

Other Status Other Non-
Person Property Drug 

Public 
Order Delinquency Offenses delinquency Unknown 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 

California 

Delaware 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Louisiar.a 

Massachusetts 

Minnesotll 

Missouri 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New York 

North Dakota 

Ohio 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Virginia 

Wisconsin 

1,436 

838 

0 

53 

96 

0 

42 

32 

0 

35 

0 

0 

0 

68 

0 

0 

0 

0 

91 

III 

'/0 

5.11% 3,412 13.8% 

20.0 1,354 32.3 

0.0 0 0.0 

3.7 188 13.1 

5.2 371 20.1 

0.0 0 0.0 

5.8 232 32.0 

7.5 70 16.5 

0.0 0 0.0 

4.3 179 22.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

3.0 100 4.4 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

00 0 0.0 

0.0 I 0.0 

23.8 273 71.5 

9.3 357 30.0 

7.1 287 29.0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

644 2.6% 1,242 

490 11.7 243 

0 0.0 0 

6 0.4 33 

22 1.2 239 

0 0.0 0 

19 2.6 41 

20 4.7 34 

0 0.0 0 

9 1.1 95 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

25 l.l 248 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 I 

5 1.3 2 

33 2.8 181 

15 1.5 125 

F-5 

5.0% 83 0.3% 334 1.4% 165 0.7% 17,359 70.4% 

5.8 49 1.2 0 0.0 107 2.6 1,111 26.5 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 232 100.0 

2.3 6 0.4 4 0.3 2 0.1 1,142 79.6 

13.0 13 0.7 188 10.2 5 0.3 911 49.4 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 477 100.0 

5.6 3 0.4 25 3.4 I 0.1 363 50.0 

8.0 0 0.0 I 0.2 18 4.2 250 58.8 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 334 100.0 

11.7 0 0.0 110 13.5 17 2.1 368 45.3 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 462 100.0 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 177 100.0 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 932 100.0 

11.0 I 0.0 2 0.1 0 0.0 1,815 80.3 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 190 100.0 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3,4.80 100.0 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 931 100.0 

0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3,203 99.9 

0.5 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 2.4 2 0.5 

15.2 0 0.0 4 0.3 6 0.5 49a 41.8 

12.6 II l.l 0 0.0 0 0.0 481 48.6 
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Appendix F-6 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: 
Admissions in 1991 by Third Most Serious Offense 

Other Status Other Non-
Person Property Drug 

Public 
Order Delinquency Offenses delinquency Unknown 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 

California 

Delaware 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Louisiana 

Massachusetts 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New York 

North Dal;ota 

Ohio 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Virginia 

Wisconsin 

919 

656 

0 

18 

27 

0 

6 

19 

0 

12 

0 

0 

0 

26 

0 

0 

0 

1 

62 

66 

26 

3.6% 2,349 9.1% 

14.0 1,148 24.5 

0.0 0 0.0 

1.1 72 4.4 

1.4 136 7.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.8 146 19.8 

3.9 40 8.1 

0.0 0 0.0 

1.4 SO 9.5 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

1.2 37 1.7 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 5 0.2 

16.2 297 77.5 

4.8 227 16.4 

2.6 161 16.2 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

292 1.1% 879 3.4% 124 0.5% 

231 4.9 387 8.3 95 2.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

2 0.1 22 1.3 4 0.2 

9 0.5 III 5.7 15 0.8 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

5 0.7 22 3.0 I 0.1 

8 1.6 44 8.9 1 0.2 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

2 n.: 47 5.6 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

U 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

7 n.3 34 1.5 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.(1 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 I 0.0 0 0.0 

5 1.3 10 2.6 0 0.0 

17 1.2 124 9.0 I 0.1 

6 0.6 77 7.8 7 0.7 

F-6 

---------------------------~-------~ 

183 0.7% 219 0.8% 20,876 80.8% 

0 0.0 195 4.2 1,965 42.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 215 100.0 

5 0.3 3 0.2 1,505 92.3 

101 5.2 I 0.1 1,542 79.4 

0 0.0 0 0.0 423 100.0 

16 2.2 0 0.0 540 73.4 

I 0.2 9 1.8 371 75.3 

0 0.0 0 0.0 350 100.0 

56 6.7 6 0.7 639 75.9 

0 0.0 0 0.0 261 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 152 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1,022 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 2,133 95.4 

0 0.0 0 0.0 197 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 3,747 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 1,016 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 3,133 99.S 

1 0.3 4 1.0 4 1.0 

3 0.2 I 0.1 946 6S.3 

0 0.0 0 0.0 715 72.1 
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Appendix F-7 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: 
Admissions in 1991 by Third Most Serious Offense 

Other Status Other Non-
Person Property Drug 

Public 
Order Delinquency Offenses delinquency Unknown 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % 

Total 

California 

Delaware 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Louisiana 

Massachusetts 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New York 

North Dakota 

Ohio 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Virginia 

Wisconsin 

755 3.1% 

521 12.4 

a 0.0 

15 1.0 

30 1.6 

a 0.0 

10 1.4 

14 3.3 

a 0.0 

9 1.1 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

22 1.0 

0 0.0 

a 0.0 

0 0.0 

a 0.0 

63 16.5 

46 3.9 

25 2.5 

2,071 8.4% 

957 22.8 

a 0.0 

73 5.1 

146 7.9 

a 0.0 

lO4 14.3 

36 8.5 

a 0.0 

70 8.6 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

32 L.4 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

a 0.0 

295 77.2 

220 18.5 

138 14.0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

291 1.2% 753 

234 5.6 358 

a 0.0 a 
2 0.1 9 

11 0.6 ]03 

a 0.0 a 
I 0.1 L3 

II 2.6 20 

a 0.0 a 
3 0.4 46 

a 0.0 a 
a 0.0 a 
a 0.0 a 

II 0.5 32 

a 0.0 a 
a 0.0 a 
0 0.0 a 
a 0.0 a 
6 1.6 8 

7 0.6 93 

5 0.5 71 

F-7 

3.1% 107 0.4% 177 0.7% 174 0.7% 20,347 82.5% 

8.5 78 1.9 a 0.0 136 3.2 1,908 45.5 

0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 232 100.0 

0.6 2 0.1 2 0.1 I 0.1 1,330 92.7 

5.6 17 0.9 93 5.0 2 O.L 1,443 78.2 

0.0 a 0.0 0 no a 0.0 477 100.0 

1.8 3 0.4 9 1.2 2 0.3 584 80.4 

4.7 L 0.2 1 0.2 13 3.1 329 77.4 

0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 334 100.0 

5.7 a 0.0 71 8.7 6 0.7 608 74.8 

0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 462 100.0 

0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 177 100.0 

0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 932 lOO.O 

1.4 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 2,162 95.7 

0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 190 100.0 

0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 3,480 100.0 

0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 a 0.0 931 100.0 

0.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 3,205 100.0 

2.1 a 0.0 a 0.0 7 1.8 3 0.8 

7.8 a 0.0 I 0.1 7 0.6 816 68.6 

7.2 6 0.6 a 0.0 a 0.0 744 75.2 
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Appendix F-8 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: 
Releases in 1991 by Number of Prior Admissions 

Total 

California 

Delaware 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Louisiana 

Massachusetts 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New York 

North Dakota 

Ohio 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Virginia 

Wisconsin 

No Prior 
Admissions 

Number % 

14,184 57.5% 

3,076 73.4 

0 0.0 

870 60.7 

787 42.7 

330 69.2 

610 84.0 

337 79.3 

0 0.0 

688 84.6 

286 61.9 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

1,823 80.7 

0 0.0 

2,284 65.6 

749 80.5 

503 15.7 

242 63.4 

872 73.3 

727 73.5 

1-2 Prior 
Admissions 

Number % 

5,566 22.6% 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

458 24.8 

129 27.0 

87 12.0 

77 18.1 

0 0.0 

121 14.9 

161 34.8 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

431 19.1 

0 0.0 

1,065 30.6 

167 17.9 

2,464 76.9 

101 26.4 

305 25.6 

0 0.0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

3-4 Prior 
Admissions 

Number % 

497 2.0% 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

56 3.0 

17 3.6 

1 0.1 

10 2.4 

0 0.0 

4 0.5 

14 3.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

5 0.2 

0 0.0 

120 3.4 

14 1.5 

220 6.9 

23 6.0 

13 1.1 

0 0.0 

F-8 

5+ Prior 
Admissions 

Prior Number 
Unknown 

Number % Number % 

56 0.2% 1,938 7.9% 

0 0.0 1,116 26.6 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 564 39.3 

9 0.5 0 0.0 

I 0.2 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

I 0.2 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

II 0.3 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

18 0.6 0 0.0 

16 4.2 0 0.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 258 26.1 

Unknown 

Number % 

2,434 9.9% 

0 0.0 

232 100.0 

0 0.0 

535 29.0 

0 0.0 

28 3.9 

0 0.0 

334 100.0 

0 0.0 

I 0.2 

177 100.0 

932 100.0 

0 0.0 

190 100.0 

0 0.0 

1 0.1 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

4 0.4 
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Appendix F-9 

Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: 
Admissions and Releases in 1991 by Grade Equivalency 

Admissions Releases 

< 8th Grade 8-13th Grade 13+ Grade Unknown < 8th Grade 8-13th Grade 13+ Grade Unknown 

Number % Number % Number % Number % Number % Number o/r Number % Number % 

Total 

California 

Delaware 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Louisiana 

Massachusetts 

Minnesota 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New York 

North Dakota 

Ohio 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Virginia 

Wisconsin 

4,661 

0 

0 

1,078 

1,122 

191 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

765 

0 

0 

0 

393 

0 

1.112 

0 

18.0% 

0.0 

0.0 

66.1 

57.8 

45.1 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

34.2 

0.0 

0.0 

0.0 

12.5 

0.0 

80.3 

0.0 

2,784 10.8% 310 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

354 21.7 1 

339 17.5 175 

197 46.6 0 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

0 0.0 0 

340 15.2 81 

0 0.0 0 

0 \).0 0 

0 0.0 0 

1,366 43.5 51 

0 0.0 0 

188 13.6 2 

0 0.0 0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

1.2% 18,086 70.0% 

0.0 4,677 100.0 

0.0 215 100.0 

0.0 198 12.1 

9.0 306 15.8 

0.0 35 8.3 

0.0 736 100.0 

0.0 493 100.0 

0.0 350 !OO.O 

0.0 261 100.0 

0.0 152 100.0 

0.0 1,022 100.0 

3.6 1,051 47.0 

0.0 197 100.0 

0.0 3,747 100.0 

0.0 1,016 100.0 

1.6 1,330 42.4 

0.0 383 100.0 

0.1 83 6.0 

0.0 992 !OO.O 

F-9 

-
2,677 10.8% 2,488 1 (),. 1 % 105 0.4% 19,405 78.6% 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4,192 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 232 100.0 

752 52.4 401 28.0 I 0.1 280 19.5 

303 16.4 130 7.0 43 2.3 1,369 74.2 

13428.1 262 54.9 0 0.0 81 17.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 726 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 425 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 334 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 462 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 177 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 932 100.0 

113 5.0 62 2.7 12 0.5 2,072 91.7 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 190 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3,480 100.0 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 931 100.0 

415 12.9 1,441 45.0 48 1.5 1,301 40.6 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 382 100.0 

960 80.7 192 16.1 I 0.1 37 3.1 

0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 989 100.0 
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Characteristics of Juveniles in SJCSRP Individual-Level States: 
Admissions and Releases in 1991 by U.S. Citizenship 

Total 

California 

Delaware 

Illinois 

Indiana 

Iowa 

Louisiana 

Massachusetts 

Minnesota 

Missouri 

Nevada 

New Hampshire 

New Jersey 

New York 

North Dakota 

Ohio 

Tennessee 

Texas 

Utah 

Virginia 

Wisconsin 

i 

l 

Numb.er 

7,948 

0 

0 

0 

1,752 

423 

0 

432 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

0 

1,007 

2,949 

0 

1,385 

0 

Admissions 

Yes No 

% Number % 

30.8% 222 0.9% 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

90.2 0 0.0 

100.0 0 0.0 

O.G 0 0.0 

87.6 22 4.5 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

99.1 9 0.9 

93.9 191 6.1 

0.0 0 0.0 

100.0 0 0.0 

0.0 0 0.0 

Note: Detail may not add to total because of rounding. 

Unknown Yes 

Number % Number % 

17,671 68.4% 7,644 31.0% 

4,677 100.0 0 0.0 

215 100.0 0 0.0 

1,631 100.0 0 (J.O 

190 9.8 1,706 92.5 

0 0.0 477 100.0 

736 100.0 0 0.0 

39 7.9 375 88.2 

350 100.0 0 0.0 

842 100.0 0 0.0 

261 100.0 0 0.0 

152 100.0 0 0.0 

1,022 100.0 0 0.0 

2,237 100.0 0 0.0 

197 100.0 0 0.0 

3,747 100.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 893 95.9 

0 0.0 3,003 93.7 

383 100.0 0 0.0 

0 0.0 1,190 100.0 

992 100.0 0 0.0 

F-lO 

Releases 

No 

Number % 

252 1.0% 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

12 2.8 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

38 4.1 

202 6.3 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

Unknown 

Number % 

16,779 68.0 % 

4,192 100.0 

232 100.0 

1,434 100.0 

139 7.5 

0 0.0 

726 100.0 

38 8.9 

334 100.0 

813 100.0 

462 100.0 

177 100.0 

932 100.0 

2,259 100.0 

190 100.0 

3480 11)0.0 

0 0.0 

0 0.0 

382 100.0 

0 0.0 

989 100.0 
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Appendix G 

'Methodology for Calculating an SJCSRP National Estimate 

To produce a national estimate, the States were first divided into three groups (or cells) based on their CIC admissions 
counts. Most of SJCSRP nonparticipants were clustered in the group of States with the smallest CIC admissions. The 
correlation between CIC admissions and SJCSRP admissions for the middle group was .57, while the correlation for the 
small group was .60. 

Next, the ratio of CIC admissions to SJCSRP admissions was calculated for each participating State. Using method one (a 
group mean method), an average of the participant ratios was calculated for each group. Then, for each nonparticipant in the 
group, the State's crc admissions count was divided by the gmup's average ratio to impute an estimated SJCSRP admissions 
count. 

Using method two (a hot-deck method), an SJCSRP participant was randomly selected from the same group as the 
nonparticipant, and that participant's ratio of crc admissions to SJCSRP admissions was used to impute a SJCSRP 
admissions estimate for the nonparticipant. The use of method one maintains the same mean within each group, but does not 
reflect the variability within the group. Method two, on the other hand, captures the variability with the group. 

0-1 
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Appendix H 

Description of the NCCD Projection Software 

The NCCD projection model, PROPHET, is an example of what are sometimes called "stochastic en·:'. simulation" models. 
The latest edition of this software, PROPHET version 2.0, will operate on any MS-DOS 4'x-operated IBM-PC compatible 
machine meeting minimum memory requirements. 

The model is "stochastic" or "probabilistic" in the sense that random numbers are used in the process of simulating the actual 
flow of individuals through a corrections system. The model is an "entity simulation" because it is conceptually designed to 
reproduce the movement of these individuals through the system modeled. In the case of juveniles held in custody, a simple 
single-stage system is simulated: once admitted, individuals serve their sentenced time and are then released. Time spent in 
diagnostic facilities could have been modeled separately into a second stage, but projecting the number of individuals in these 
facilities was not attempted, so this time was simply aggregated as length of stay in all facilities. 

The basic building blocks of the model are: 

II ID GROUPS: Case identities of juvenile groups. In this model these identified the State of residence of the offender. 

II STATUSES: Stages or conditions associated with the operation of the system. There were two statuses in this single-stage 
model: "in custody" and "released." The statuses also identified individuals by gender, race, and type of offense. In all, 16 
statuses or ID groups were disaggregated for modeling . 

.. FLOWS: Connections between statuses, which represent the paths a case could take through the system, and the length of 
stay (or lag) in each status. For this model only one path was modeled and the length of stay represented the total time spent 
"in custody" until the individual was "released." 

The entity simulation allows output of two types of projections: 

II Population Projections for each group identified (16). 

II Movement Projections, which represented the number of individuals released every month for each group. 

For each month of the projection period, the model gives projections by ill group that are totaled for individual States and 
then for allIS States included in the model. 

H-1 



Publications from OJJDP 
The following lists OJJDP publications 
available from the Juvenile Justice 
Clearinghouse. To obtain copies, call 
or write: 
Juvenile Justice Clearinghouse 
Box 6000 
Rockville, MD 20850 
800-638-8736 

Most OJJDP publications are available free 
of cllarge from the Clearinghouse; requests 
for more than 10 documents require pay­
ment for postage and handling. To obtain 
information on payment procedure~ or to 
speak to a juvenile justice information spe­
cialist about additional services offered, 
contact the Juvenile Justice Clearinghouse 
Monday through Friday, 8:30 a.m. to 5:15 
p.m., e.s.t. 

Delinquency Prevention 
Education in the Law: Promoting Citizen­
ship in the Schools. 1990, NCJ 125548. 
Missing, Abducted, Runaway, and . 
Thrownaway Children in AmericC!, ~/rst 
Report: Numbers and Ctyaractenstlcs, 
National Incidence StudIes. 1990, NCJ 
123668, $14.40. 

Mobilizing Community Support for Law­
Related Education. 1989, NCJ 118217, 
$9.75. 
National Youth Gang Suppression and 
Intervention Program. 1990, NCJ 130917. 
OJJDP and Boys and <;3irls Club~ of . 
America: Public Housmg and HIgh-RIsk 
Youth. 1992, NCJ 128412. 
Preserving Families To Prevent Delin­
quency. 1992, NCJ 136397. 
Strengthening Americ.a's Familif!s: Promis­
ing Parenting StrategIes for Delmquency 
Prevention. 1993, NCJ 140781, $9.15. 

Missing and Exploited Children 
America's Missing and Exploite~ 
Children-Their Safety and TheIr Future. 
1986, NCJ 100581. 
Child Abuse-Prelude to Delinquency? 
1985, NCJ 104275, $7.10. 
Investigator's Guide to Missing Child 
Cases: For Law Enforcement Officers 
Locating Missing Children. 1987, NCJ 
108768. 
Missing, Abducted, Runaway, and 
Thrownaway Children in AmericC!, ~irst 
Report: Numbers and Charactenstlc/?, 
National Incidence Studies-ExecutIVe 
Summary. 1990, NCJ 123667. 
Missing Children: Found Facts. 1990, 
NCJ 130916. 
Obstacles to the Recovery and Return of 
Parentally Abducted Children-Full Report. 
1993, NCJ 144535, $22.80. 

OJJDP Annual Report on Missing Children. 
1990, NCJ 130916. 
Sexual Exploitation of Missing Children: A 
Research Review. 1988, NCJ 114273. 
Stranger Abduction Homicides of Children. 
1989, NCJ 115213. 

Status Offenders 
Assessing the Effects of the 
Deinstitutionalization of Status Offenders. 
1989, NCJ 115211. 
Impact of Deinstitutionalization on Recidi­
vism and Secure Confinement of Status 
Offenders. 1985, NCJ 099808. 
Runaways in Juvenile Courts. 1990, 
NCJ 124881. 

Law Enforcement 
Drug Recognition Techniques: A Training 
Program for Juvenile Justice Professionals. 
1990, NCJ 128795. 
Evaluation of the Habitual Serious and 
Violent Juvenile Offender Program­
Executive Summary. 1986, NCJ 105230. 
Innovative Law Enforcement Training 
Prograr"s: Meeting State and Local 
Needs. 1991, NCJ 131735. 
Joint Investigations of Child Abuse. 1993, 
NCJ 142056. 
Law Enforcement Custody of Juveniles: 
Video. 1992, NCJ 137387, $13.50. 
Law Enforcement Custody of Juveniles: 
Video Training Guide. 1992, NCJ 133012. 
Law Enforcement Policies and Practices 
Regarding Missing Children and Homeless 
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