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JUVENILE COURT 
ST A TI511C5 - 1972 

INTRODUCTION 

The information in this publication is based on children's 
cases disposed of by juvenile courts. The data are affected by 
several factors. For example, the ages of children and the types 
of cases over which courts have' jurisdiction are established by 
State law and often vary in different States and sometimes vary 
within the same State. This discrepancy affects the number of 
cases reported and, consequently, the comparability of the reports 
from the various courts. 

The number of children I s cases" reported by difj:erent courts 
is influenced also by the organization and scope of other agencies 
in the community. For example, in some communities where social 
service agencies are well established and abundant, the police, 
schools and parents often refer cases for service to those agencies 
rather than to the juvenile court. The latter is used mostly when 
its judicial authority is needed. In other communities, the juvenile 
court is one of only a few agencies providing social services for 
children and in such communities, the juvenile court is utilized to 
a much greater extent. Furthermore, whether or not a child ever 
comes to the attention of the court is often decided by varying 
community and parent~l attitudes toward a child's behavior. 

Because of these and other limitations (many of which are not 
measurable), juvenile court statistics, when taken by themselves~ 
I:annot measure the full extent of delinquency, dependency, or 
neglect; and they can be particularly misleading when t.1sed to 
(.':.ompare one community with another. They do, however, indicate 
how frequently the juvenile court is utilized in dealing with such 
C\;lSes. 

James A. Hart 
Commissioner 
Office of Youth Development 

--,., 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

Delinquency Cases 

Size of the problem (Table 1) 
Over one million (1,112,500) juvenile delinquency cases, 
excluding traffic offenses, were estimated as being handled 
by all juvenile courts in the United States in 1972. The 
estimated number of children involved in these cases (959,000) 
was lower, however, since in some instances the same child was 
referred more than once during the year. These children 
represent 2.9 percent of all children aged 10 through 17 in 
the country. 

Trend (Tables 5, 6, 7, 8 and chart) 
In 1972, for the first time since 1961, ~elinquency cases 
decreased from the previous year. The overall decrease for 
the country was slight - only 1 percent - while at the same 
time the child population, aged 10 through 17, increased by 
less than 1 percent (0.5). This is a reversal of the recent 
trend where the delinquency cases not only increased each year 
but the increase generally exceeded that of the child population. 

Both urban and rural courts experienced decreases in 1972 -
by 3 and 2 percent respectively. Semi-urban courts, however, 
had a 4 percent increase. 

Comparison of police and court data 
Juvel.1ile court delinquency statistics cited in this report 
mainly show how frequently the court is utilized in dealing 
with juvenile delinquency by the police as well as by other 
community agencies and parents. Another source of data 
relating to juvenile delinquency is police arrests of juveniles. 
Both series of data--police arrests of juveniles reported by 
the Federal Bureau of Investigation and juvenile court delinquency 
cases reported here-Mshow a remarkable similarity in their trends 
over a long period of time despite their differences in definitions, 
units of count, extent of coverage, etc. Both figures surged 
upward during World War II, fell off sharply in the immediate 
postwar years, and then began to climb again. Their trends have 
been steadily upward since 1949, with the exception of a slight 
decrease in court cases in 1961 and now again in 1972. In 1972, 
again, both series of data are close. Police avrests of 
juveniles increased only slightly by eight-tenths of 1 percent 
and, as mentioned above, juvenile court delinquency cases decreased 
slightly by 1 percent. 

Types of offenses 
Data are not available in the national juvenile court 
statistical reporting program on the types of offenses for 
which juveni~es are referred to the courts. To examine these, 
one needs to rely upon the data on police arrests of juveniles 
reported by the Federal Bureau of Investigation in its Uniform 
Crime Reports. These include arrests for non-status offenses, 
which would be crimes if committed by adults, as well as two 
juvenile status offenses (running away and curfew violations). 
Inasmuch as the police are the major source of referral of 
delinquency cases to juvenile courts, the offenses for which 
juveniles are arrested should pretty well represent most 
offenses for which juveniles are referred to court. 

In the 1972 edition of Uniform Crime Reports, the Federal 
Bureau of Investigation repor-ted that despite the slight 
increase in 1972 in arrests of juveniles under 18 years of 
age, for all types of offenses combined, such arrests more 
than doubled (+124 percent) between 1960 and 1972. For'a group 
of serious offenses selected as being most reliably reported 
(criminal homicide, forcible rape, burglary, robbery, aggravated 
assault, larceny and auto theft), the combined increase between 
1960 and 1972 was 101 percent. When offenses against the person 
(homicide, forcible rape, aggravated assult and robbery), 
generally accepted as being the most serious crimes, are selected 
from the reliably reported group, the increase between 1960 and 
1972 was 216 percent. Serious offenses against persons, however, 
still only represent about 4 percent of all arrests of juveniles. 

Delinquency among girls 
Delinquency remains primarily a boys' problem, but the disparity 
between the number of boys' and girls' delinquency court cases 
is narrowing. For many years, boys, were referred to court for 
delinquency about four times as often as girls. Because of the 
recent faster increase in girls' cases as compared to boys', as 
outlined below, the ratio was reduced to three to one by 1972. 

Nationally, girls' C"lses increased while the boys' cases decreased 
in 1972. The girls' cases increased 2 percent as compared to a 
2 percent decrepse for boys' cases. The overall increase in girls' 
cases in 1972 resulted primarily from large increases in semi
urban and in rural courts -- 11 and 8 percent respectively. 

Girls' delinquency cases disposed of by juvenile courts have been 
riSing faster than those of boys every year since 1965. Between 
1965 and 1972, girls' delinquency cases increased by 101 percent 
whereas boys' cases increased by 49 percent. 

3 



Police arrest data also confirm that girls are participating 
in delinquency at a faster pace than boys. Between 1960 and 
1972 arrests of girls under 18 years of age increased by 388 
percent for "violent" crimes and by 301 percent for "property" 
crimes; for boys the percentage increases were 203 percent and 
71 percent, respectively. (See Table 30, Uniform Crime 
Reports-1972, F.B.I.) 

The rise in girls t delinquency has generally been attributed 
to their changing attitude towards society and society's changing 
attitude towards them. Instead of the passive role assumed by 
girls in the past and society's protective role towards them, 
girls are becoming more aggressive and more independent in their 
day-to-day activities. Unfortunately, some of this behavior has 
resulted in large increases in the incidences of running away 
fram home and in participation in the use of drugs, often 
necessitating other crime-related activities, such as shoplift:ing, 
robbery, etc. 

Method of handling (Tables 2, 4, and 7) 
Almost three-fifths (59 percent) of the delinquency C3ses 
disposed of by juvenil~ courts in 1972 were handled nonjudicially 
(i.e. without the filing of a petition). The proportion of cases 
handled nonjudicially was higher in urban and semi-urban courts 
than in rural courts, due perhaps to the availability of specialized 
intake or probation staff in the larger courts. However, in 1971 
and again in 1972, large percentage increases in nonjudicial 
handling have been occurring in the rural courts, thus reduCing 
the gap in the proportion of cases handled in this way by the 
smaller rural courts as compared with the larger urban and 
semi-urban courts. 

Between 1971 and 1972 the number of.delinquency cases .hartdled 
judicially by all courts decreased by 3 percent as contrasted with 
a very slight increase in those handled nbnjudicially. This may 
mean that: (1) serious cases requiring judicial handling are 
leveling off; or (2) with the recent emphasis on diverting 
juveniles at every stage of their involvement in the judicial 
system, more and more delinquency cases, particularly in semi
l\rban and rural courts, are being handled without the filing 
of a petition (nonjudicially). When handled nonjudicially, a 
juvenile's further involvement in the judicial system can be 
averted. The juvenile is most likely to have his case adjusted 
or referred to other community resources. In this respect, ~hen, 
diversion is occurring even after referral to the court. 

The proportion of delinquency cases handled nonjudicially is very 
large. Even though it may be appropriate to handle as many cases 
as possible in this manner, it raises the question as to why so 
many that do not require judicial determination should even be 
referred to the court. 

Rates (Tables 3, 5, and 6) 
The rate of delinq\.lency cases (the number of cases per 1· 000 
child population aged 10 through 17) was 33.6 in 1972 as' 
compared to 34.1 in 1971. Between 1960 and 1972 the rate 
increased from 20.1 to 33.6. Of all the juvenile court 
delinquency ca~es in the country, 62 percent were handled 
by courts in urban· areas, 31 percent by courts in semi-urban 
areas, and 7 percent by courts in rural areas. 

Other Cases 

Dependency and neglect (Tables 9, 10 and 11) 
Dependency and negle.ct cases in the United States totaled 
141,000 in 1972, an increase of 8 percent over 1971. This 
is a sharp reversal of the general downward trend in 
dependency and neglect cases starting in 1967. While it is 
not possible to pinpoint the actual cause for this rather 
sharp increase in 1972, one contributing factor might be the 
increased public;. attention directed towards the abused child. 
This could result in the increased finding and reporting of 
such cases to the juvenile court where they are handled as 
"neglect" casef3., 

Special proceedings (Appendix table) 
A small portion. of cases imrolve adoption, custody 
consent to ma:r.·ry, or other "SpeCial proceedings." 
juvenile courts handle such cases. 

of children, 
Not all 
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SOURCES OF DATA 

From 1957 through 1969, national estimates on the number of juvenile 
delinquency cases disposed of by juveni~e courts wer: based on data 
derived from a national sample of juven~J.e courts wh~ch, drawn from the 
Current Population Survey sample of the Bureau of the Census~ was 
considered to be representative of the country as a whole. ~~nce 1970, 
taking advantage of the extremely high perc:ntage of report:n~ :overage 
and in anticipation of developing a new nat~ona1 sample, ut~11z~ng 
more current information from the 1970 decennial census, data from all 
courts reporting provided the basis for the national estimates. 

All courts in the U.S. and those reporting for both years were 
stratified by the size of the population served by the courts as shown 
in the table below. Estimates were made for each stratum, using as an 
inflation factor, the ratio of the population served by the reporting 
courts to the population served by all courts in the stratum. 

.. 

1 All Responding Percent 

Size of court ]j courts courts responding 

No. Population No. Population No. Population 

sery~d served served 

1,000,000 or more 22 46,9'1+2,879 19 39,128,655 86.4 83.4 

500,000-999,999 52 36,156,456 36 25,489;860 69.2 70.5 

250,000-499,999 74 25,761,642 49 16,761,103 66.2 65.1 

100,000-249,999 191 30,100,775 140 22,367,670 73.3 74.3 

50,000- 99,999 335 23,404,387 2.45 17,190,058 73.1 73.4 

25,000- 49,999 635 20,791,934 387 13,547,816 60.9 65.2 

10,000- 24,999 970 15,810,158 690 11,328,917 71.1 71.7 

Under 10,000 694 4,195,339 508 3,177,879 73.2 75.7 

Total..: U. S. 2,973 203,163,570 2,074 148,991,958 69.8 73.3 

11 Based on population served by court according to 1970 census population. 

In 1972, 1,527 CQurts whose jurisdictions include more than two-thirds of the 
child population under 18 years of age reported on dependency and negI'e;ct cases. 
Data on dependency and neglect cases have always been based on all courts reportin 

The States Alaska, Florida, Illinois, New Mexico, ,Wisconsin and the District of 
Columbia did not report in 1972. 
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DEFINITIONS OF TERMS 

JUVENILE DELINQUENCY CASES are those referred for acts defin~d in the 
statutes of the State as the violation of a state law or municipal 
ordinance by children or youth of juvenile court age, or for conduct 
so seriously antisocial as to interfere with the rights of others 
or. to menace the welfare of the delinquent himself, or of the 
comnnmi ty. This broad definition of delinquency includes conduct 
which violates the law only when committed by children; e.g., truancy, 
ungovernable behavior, and running away. Excluded from this report 
are the ordinary traffic cases handled by juvenile courts, except 
where traffic cases, usually the more serious ones, are adjudicated 
as "juvenile delinquency" cases and are reported as such. Variations 
in types of courts having jurisdiction in traffic eases of juveniles 
and frequent changes in laws affecting this Jurisdiction, together 
with changes in administrative practices and inadequate reporting 
of such cases, make it very difficult to determine meaningful national 
estimates o~ the extent and trends in juvenile traffic offenses. 

DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES cover neglect OIl' inadequa"ce care on the 
part of parents or guardians; e.g., lack ,of' adequate care or support, 
resulting from death, absence, or physical or mental incapacity of' 
the parents, e.handonment or desertion, abuse or cruel tree.truent, and 
improper or inadequate conditions in the home. 

SPECIAL PROCEEDINGS cover cases involving children in court for other 
than delinquency or dependency and neglect; e.g., adoption, 
institutional commitments for speCial purposes, application for 
consent to marry or to enlist in the armed forces, determination 
of custody or guardianship of a child, and permission ( to hospitals) 
for an operation on a child. 

THE UNIT OF C<miT is a case actually disposed of by a court. Such a case 
is counted .each time a child is referred to court during the year on a 
new referral in delinquency, dependency, neglect, or in special 
proceedings. Referrals for alleged or adjudged delinquency cases are 
included. 

TYPE OF COORT is determined by the percentage of the population it serves 
that live in urban areas (as classified by the Bureau of the Census 
in the 1970 decennial census); for "urban courts," 70 percent or more; 
for "semi-urban courts," 30-6, percent; for "rural cOurts,.~' under 
~perc~. . 

METHOD OF HANDLING CASES is classified into judicial and nonjudicial, 
sometimes referred to as official and unofficial. "Judicial cases" 
are those where the court has acted on the basis of a petition or 
motionj "nonjudicial cases," consequently, are those cases which 
have been adjus~fld by the judge I ref'eree, probation· officer" or 
officer of the court without the invocation of the court's juris
dic'~ion through petition or motion. 

1 
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SUMMARY TABLES 
Delinquency Cases 

Table L __ .NUMBER OF DELINQUENCY CASES DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE COURTS, 
BY SEX, UNITED STATES, 1972 ---..---

Tbtal Boys Girls 
'r-

Type of court Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

--' 

Total ••••••• 1,112,500 100 827,500 100 285,000 100 

Urban .••.•..... 692,000 62 511,000 62 181,000 64 

Semi-urban ••••• 345,000 31 261,000 31 84,.000 29 

Rural .......... 75,500 7 55,500 7 20,000 7 

Table 2. __ HETHOD OF HANDLING DELINQUENCY CASES DISPOSED OF BY 
JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1972 

Total Judicial Nonjudicial 

I -

Type of court Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent: 

Total ••••••• 1,112,500 100 461,300 41 651,200 59 

II 

Urban ............ 692,000 100 306,000 44 386,000 56 
Semi-urban ••••• 345,000 100 113,000 33 232,000 67 
Rural .. o ......... 75,500 100 42,300 56 33,200, 44 

I 
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Table 3. -- RATE OF DELINQUENCY CASES DISPOSED OF BY J1NENILE COURTS, 
UNITED STATES, 1972 

Rate per 1,000 population !!:I 
Type of court 

Age jurisdiction of court 
All courts 

Under 16 Under 17 Under 18 £,/ 

Urban •..•••.•.•.• 36.7 14.2 34.0 42.9 
Semi-urban ••••••• 36.4 18.1 34.0 40.8 
Rural .....•.... CI • 21.4 10.1 20.4 24.1 

-

~/ These differential rates are calculated on the basis of the 1970 child 
population at risk; that is, from age 10 to the upper limit of the 
court's jurisdiction. 

£,/ A small number of courts having jurisdiction of children under 21 years of 
age are included here. The number of cases involved for the 18-20 age 
group does not seriously affect the rates of the courts in this column. 

Table 4. -- PERCENT CHANGE IN DELINQUENCY CASES DISPOSED OF BY J1NENILE 
COURTS, UNI'iZED STATES, 1971-1972 

Type of court Total Boys Girls Judicial Nonjudicial 

Total ... a _ •• ' ••• -1 -2 +2 -3 }j 

Urban .. (t ......... -3 -4 -2 -4 -3 
Semi-urban •••••• +4 +2 +11 +3 +5 
Rural ..........• -2 -5 +8 -6 +4 

'-,----- --
l.l Increase of less than 1 percent (+0.2). 
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TREND IN JUVENILE COURT DELINQUENCY CASES AND 
CHILD POPULATION 10-17 YEARS OF AGt:, 1951-1972 

DELINQIi:!NCY CASES (semi-Iogorithmic scale) CHILD POPULATION 
(in thousands) (in millions) 
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Table 5. -- NUMBER AND RATE OF DELINQUENCY CASES DISPOSED OF BY JUVENILE 
COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1957-1972 

Child population 
Year Delinquency cases §;./ 10 through 17 yr s • of age 

(in thousands) 

1957 •••••••• 440,000 22,173 
1958 •••••••• 470,000 23,443 
1959 •••••••• 483,000 24,607 
1960 •••••••• 510,000 25,368 
1961.~ •••••• 503,000 26,056 
1962 •••••••• 555,000 26,989 
1963 •••••••• 601,000 28,056 
1964 •••••••• 686,000 . 29,244 
1965 •••••••• 697,000 29,536 
1966 •••••••• 745,000 30,124 
1967 •••••••• 811,000 30,837 
1968 •••••••• 900,000 31,566 
1969 •••••••• 988,500 32,157 
1970 •••••••• 1,052,000 32,614 
1971 •••••••• 1,125,000 32,969 
1972 •••••••• 1,112,500 33,120 

Rate 'E./ 

19.8 . 
20.0 
19.6 
20.1 
19.3 
20.6 
21.4 
23.5 
23.6 
24.7 
26.3 
28.5 
30.7 
32.3 
34.1 
33.6 

a/ Data for 19 7-1969 estimated from the national sam Ie of ·uvenile P J courts. 
Data for 1970, 1971 and 1972 estimated from all courts reporting whose 
jurisdictions included more than three-fourths of the population of the U.S. 

~/ Based on the number of delinquency cases per 1,000 U.S. child population 
10 through 17 years of age. 

Table 6. -- NUMBER AND PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF DELINQUENCY CASES DISPOSED 
OF BY JUVENILE COURTS, BY TYPE OF COURT, UNITED STATES, 1957-1972 

Year !Lrban Semi-urban Rural 
~umb€.r Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

1957 •••••••• 280,000 63 113,000 26 47,000 11 
1958 •••••••• 298,000 63 120,000 26 52,000 11 
1959 .•••.•.• 295,000" . 61 127,000 26 61,000 13 
1960 •••••••• 344,000 67 128,000 25 42,000 8 
1961 •••••••• 350.,000 69 119,000 24 34,000 7 
1962 •••••••• 383,000 69 132,500 24 39,500 7 
1963 •••••••• 414,000 69 146,000 24 41,000 7 
1964 •••••••• 456,000 67 181,000 26 49,000 7 
1965 •••••••• 470,000 68 183,000 26 43,000 6 
1966 •••••••• 490,000 66 206,500 28 48,000 6 
1967 •••••••• 525,000 65 235,300 29 50,700 6 
1968 .•••••• '. 588,200 65 256,400 29 55,200 6 
1969 •••••••• 646,600 66 280,800 28 61,100 6 
1970 •••••••• 686,000 66 296,800 28 69,200 6 
1971 •••••••• 717,000 64 331,000 2.9 77 ,000 7 
1972 •••••••• 692,000 62 345,000 31 75,500 7 



------- --- - ._---

Table 7. ~.- NUMBE~ AND PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF DELINQUENCY CASES 
DISPOSED OF BY JlNENILE COURTS, BY MANNER OF HANDLING, 
UNITED STATES, 1957-1972 

.... , .. 1" 

Judicial Noniudicia1 
Year Number Percent Number - Percent 

1957 ~ ........... 239,000 54 201,000 46 
1958 ................. ' ... 237,000 50 233,000 50 
1959 ............ 250~000 52 233,000 48 
1960 ..•.••. « ••• 258,000 50 256,000 50 
1961 ....... ,. ..•. 257,000 51 246,000 49 
1962 ..•.• ~ •••. ,. 285,000 51 270,000 49 
1963 •••.•• {) •••• 298)000 50 303)000 50 
1964 ..... '3 , ..... 333,000 49 353,000 51 
1965 .............. 327,000 47 370,000 53 
1966 ............. 357,000 48 387,000 52 
1967 •••.••• 0..". 382,100 47 4.28,900 53 
1968 .••.••• 0 ••• 425$400 47 474,400 53 
1969 .•... ~ .•.•• 433,300 44 555,200 56 
1970 ..... It. « ........ 472,000 45 580,000 55 
1971 ............. 475,000 42 650,000 58 
1972 ............ t-l-61,300 41 651,200 59 

~ . 

Table 8. -- NUMBER AND PERCENT DISTRIBUTION OF DELINQUENCY CASES 
DISPOSED OF BY JlNENlLE COURTS, BY SEX, UNITED STATES, 
1957 .. 1972 

Boys Girls 
Year Number Percent Number Percent 

1957.· •.•....•.. 358,000 81 ·82,000 19 
1958 ••••••••••• 383,000 81 87,000 19 
1959 II ......... \I • 393,000 81 90,000 19 
1960 ............ 415,000 81 99,000 19 
1961~ •••••••• 1Ii!. 408,000 81 95,000 19 
1962 ........ ..••• 450,000 81 '104,500 19 
1963 ••••••••••• 485,000 81 116~000 19 
1964··. ~ .......... 555,000 81 131,000 19 
1965 . . -.•.... " .. 555,000 80 142,000 20 1966 .... " ...•. o:t~" 593,000 80 152,000 20 
1967 .... ., ........ 640,000 79 171,000 21 
1968 .••..• ,." .. • 708,000 79 191,000 21 
1969 •.•.•.• " ... 760,000 77 .228,000 23 1970 .......... 0.. 799,500 76 252,000 24 1971 .. '" ........ 845,500 75 :279,500 25 197·2 ......... ~ ••• 827,500 76 285,000 26 "- -~"'~--.+ri' 

-

Dependency and Ne.glect Cases 

Table 9. -- ~UMBER AND RATE OF DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES DISPOSED 
OF·BY JUVENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1972 al -

Typ~ of court 
Number Rate Eer 1,000 child EOEu1ation bl 

of All Age 'urisdiction of court 
cases courts Under 16 Under 17 Un?der 18 E:.I --- -

Urban •.. _ ...••.•. 84,000 1.8 1.1 1.8 2.2 

Semi-urban ••••••• 41,000 2.9 2.3 2.L 3.3 

Ru~aL..!I •••••••••• 16,000 1.5 1.5 1.7 1.8 

~I Based on the data from 1,527 courts whose jurisdiction include more than 
tWQ-thirds of the child population under 18 yearspf age. 

E..! Calculated on basis of the 1970 child population at risk, that. is, the child 
population under 16., for courts whose age jurisdiction is under 16, etc. 

E:.I A small number of courts having jurisdiction of children under 21 years of 
age are included here. The number of cases involved do not seriously affect 
the rates of the courts in this column. 

'. 

Table 10. -- PERCENT CHANGE IN DEPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES DISPOSED OF 
BY JlNENILE COURTS, UNITED STATES, 1971-1972 al - -

Type of court Total Judicial Nonjudicial 

Total +8 +4 +36 
.. 

.. 
Urban .•.••..•••••••• -3 ":6 +8 
Semi-urban •••••••••• +35 +21 +93 
Rural •.....•• e' ••• " •• +18 +20 +3 

-
~I Based on data from 1,459 courts reporting both years, who jurisdiction 

includes about two-thirds of the child population under U3years of age. 

-

-

13 
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Table 11. NUMBER AND RATE OF D.EPENDENCY AND NEGLECT CASES DISPOSED 
OF BY JWENlLE COURTS UNITED STATES, 1946-1972 , 

Child population 
Year Dependency and tleg1ect under 18 yrs. of age Rate pi , 

(in thousands) 

1946~ ••••••• 101,000 41,759 2.4 
1947 •••• ~ ' ••• 104,000 43,301 2.4 1948 •••••••• 103,000 44,512 2.3 1949 •••••••• 98,000 45,775 2.1 1950 •••••••• 93,000 47,017 2.0 

1951 •••••••• 97,000 48,598 2.0 1952 •••••••• 98,000 50,.296 1.9 1953 •••••••• 103,000 51,987 2.0 1954 •••••••• 103,000 53,737 1.9 1955 •••• ~ ••.• 106,000 55,568 1.9 

1956 •• s ••••• 105,000 57,377 1.8 1957 •••••••• , 
114,000 59,336 1.9 1958 •••••••• 124,000 61,238 2.0 1959.1 ••••• · •• 128,000 63,038 2.0 1960 ......... 131,000 64,516 2.0 

1961 •••••••• 140,000 65,7~9 2.1 1962 •••••••• 141,000 67,092 2.1 1963 •••••••• 146,000 68,371 2.1 1964 •••••••• 150,000 69,625 2.2 1965 •••••••• 157,000 69,699 2.3 
1966 •••••••• 161,000 69,851 2.3 1967 •••••••• 154~000 69,878 2.2 1968 •••••••• 141,000 69,831 2.0 1969 •••••••• 127,000 69,694 1.8 1970 •• ~~ •••• 133,000 69,669 1.9 
1971 •••••• :· •• 130,900 69,576 1.9 1972 •••••••• 141,000 69,060 2.0 

f!./ 

'2,/ 

\ 
l, 

Data for 1955-1972'\ estimated from courts serving about two-thircis of the 
child population under 18 years of age in the United States. Data prior 
to 1955 estimated. by the Children I s Bure,au, based on reports from a, 
smaller but comparable' group of courts. Inc1u.sion. of estimate.s ft"om 
Alaska and Hawaii beginning in 1960 does not materially affect trend~ 
Based on dependency and neglect cases per 1,000 U.S. child population 
under 18 yeat-'s of age. 

I 
I 

I 
,I 
I 
i 
l 
1 

! 

CHIUlREll 'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIAu.Y AND NONJUDICIALLY BY AU. JG''ENILF. COUR1'S )IE!\)RTnlG FOR 1972 !ol 
- '. ", 

Ago under ~UU!<';lAL CASE;S 
which Dopelld-

I 
Sp.cial Deli'l-Del'1n-Aroa served by cou~t 'sf court haB dncy pro_ t ency (u.nQY' 

except original 
.~cept and ceedings 

trarric) juri.-
tratnc) neglect I diction 

ALABAMA: sJ , 
16 453 123 --- 59 Calhoun Co. (Anniston) ............... 
16, 18 1,7

'
14 1,120 --- 873 .{err.rson Co. (Bil'lllinghrun) ••••••••••• 

16 912. 21;; --- '18 lIadison Co. (Huntsville) ............. 
1.506 !IobUe Co. (Hobil.) .................. 16 267 463 ---16. 18 472 186 --- ---!IontgoD:ery Co. (Hontgo .. ery) .......... 

204 47 TuscalOosa Co. (Tu.aa10osa) .......... 16 241 --16 1,98, 1,105 --- 968 61 ..... 11 courts ........ , ............. 

ARIZONA: 
1 small aourt ........................ 18 200 96 --- 566 

ARKANSAS: 

---(Little Rock) ............ 18 927 --- ---Pulaski. Co. 
54 .1.430 46 D41l. courts .............................. 18 1.941 162 

CAUFOlUIIA: 

I 
8.682 18 1.6n --- ---AJ.a.ileda Co. (Oakland) ................ 

963 18 24; --- ---Butte Co. (Chico) .................... 
3.201 18 1,53'/ --- ---Contra C",,r~& Co. (Richmond) .......... ' 
3,273 18 .1.168 --- ---Fros,to Co. (Fresno) ......... , ........ 
1,182 18 192. --- ---HUIIboldt Co. (Euroka) ................ 
3,728 18 1,060 --- ---Kern Co. (Bak.r.field) ............... 

17,1»4 18 13,924 --- ---Los Angeles Co. (Lo~ Ang.les) ........ 
826 3J8 --- ---Marin'Co. (Ro.s Vall.y) .............. 18 

1,126 18 2.84 -- ---Merced Co" (Merced) .................. 
2.812 18 710 --- ---!Ionterov Co. (Salina.) ............... 

5.386 --- 5,495 Oran~e cro. (Anah.im) ................. 18 --
5.215 1.340 -- ---Rtve;.ide Co. (Riverside) ............ 18 
4.997 18 1.84) -- --Sacramento Co. (Saer ..... nto) .......... 

2.,780 --- 3:6.12 San Bernardino Co. (San Bernardi.no) .. 18 ---
8.846 18 3.110 --- ---San Diogo Co. (San Di.go) ............ 
4.143 18 1.364 -- --San Francisco Co. (San Francisco) .... 
2.359 18 659 --- --San JoaqUin Co. (Stockton) ........... 

:351 --- --- 725 San Lui.. Obispo Co. (San Luis Obispo) l~ 1.675 San Mat.o Co. (S.n Mateo) ............ 1.351 ---
1.346 18 620 -- ---Santa Barbara Co. (Santa Barbara) .... 

~:~~ Santa Claro. Co. ~San Jose)S" ........ 18 2.48~. --- ---18 19 -- ---Santa Cruz Co. ( anta Cruz .......... 
1.673 358 --- ---Solano Co. (Vallejo) ................. 18 
1,747 18 450 --- ---Sonoma Co. (Santa Rns.) ............... 
1.929 18 707 --- --Stanislaus Co. (Modesto) .............. 

865 18 578 --- ---Tulare Co. Vi.a11.) ................. 
Ventura Co. (OJOlard) ................. 18 1,114 --- -- 3.)00 
31 .... 11 courts ...................... 18, 2,!;Jl6 --- --- 10.990 

COLORADO' 
684 527 338 Adams Co. (North ·G1enn) .............. 18 1.180 

364 ---18" 288 39 Arapahoe Co •. (Auroor.) ... , •• ~ .'; ....... 
196 ---Boulder Co. (Boulder) ................ 18 126 25 

Denver Co. (Denver) .... ~ ••••• ~ ....... 18 1,740 5 819 4.2.07 
229 2.150 El Paso Co. (Colorado srtngs) ....... 18 488 48 
434 118 18 452 86 

843 
Jotterson Co. (Lakewod ............. 

18 521 137 86 Pu.blo· Co. (Pu.blo) .................. 
18 1,474 )83 667 676 53 .... 11 courts ....................... 

CONNECTICt1l' , 
260 1,997 16 1.040 ---First District (Bridgeport) .......... 
2.44 ),647 16 1.619 ---Second District (New Hav.n) .......... 

2,291 16 745- )29 ---Thit:i District (Hartford) ....... ; .... 

DELAWAlIE: ---(WillIIington) •••••••••• 18 2,023 , --- --
43 

Iiew Castle Co. 
1.8 1.405 1,755 984 2. ..... 11 courts ..................... :. 

40 --GEORGU, 
17 . 543 98 

46 802 
Bibb Co. (Hacon) ... , .................. 

17 770 136 
1.928 

ChathOll Co. (Savann.h) ............... 
17 840 255 27 DeKa1b Co.' (Decatur) ................. 

3,696 --- ---17 ......... Fulton Co. (Atlanta) ........... ; ..... 
1,697 315 2 ---HuscogeG Co. (C01Il11lbu.) .............. 11 

324 107 -- 17 Richmond Co. (AugU.ta) ............... .17 
1.963 996 5,572. 150 maall oourts ••••••••••••••••••••• 17 10,2.86 

, 
I 
I 

S.o tootl:<ltos at end ot table 

GilGJlJIj!(!UI: ~A~ES 
Depend_ Sp.cial ! encl' pre_ 

I - and ceedings 
I neglect ; 

. 
6 ---161 ---
4 ---

128 ----- --
4 ---

22 --
-- ---
--- ---
51 22 

--- ----- ------ ------ ---_ . .., ----- ------ ------ ------ ------ ----- ------ ------ ------ ----- ------ ------ ---- ----- ----- ... _-
--- ----- ---- ------ ----- ------ ------ ------ ---
--- ----- ------ ------ --

5 ---
2. ------6i ---

--- ----- ------ ---
--- ---
72 142. 

--- ---
53 ---
76 51S --- ---... ..... ---
12 '93 2.91 

(ContinUed) 
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APPENDIX 

CHIWREN'S CASES DISPOSED OF JUDICIAlLY AND NONJUDICIALl3 BY ALL JUVENILE COURTS REPORTlNG FOR 1972 .!I--cont:rued 

Ar.a ierred by court B.I 

HAWUI: 
First Circuit (Honolulu) •••••••••••••• 
3 small circuit ~ourts •••••••••••••••• 

lND~~~are Co. (Center) ................. 
Marion. Co. (Indianapolis' ............. 
St. Joseph Co. (South Bend) ........... 
7 small courts ••• " ••••••• " .' •• "" •• " •••• 

IOWA: 
Black Hawk Co. (Wat.rloo) ............. 
Linn Co. (Codar Rapid~) ............... 
Polk Co. (De. Moin •• ) ••••••••••••••••• 
Scott Co. (Davenport) ................. 
Woodbury Co. (Siow< City) .............. 
89 tsm.a.ll courts.",,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,,, .. ,,,,.,,,,,,,,,,,, 

KANS~S, 

John.on Co. (Prairie Vi.v) ............ 
Sodgwick Co. (Wichita) ................ 
Shallnee.Co. (Topeka) .................. 
Wyandotte Co. (Kansas City) ........... 
99 SlIIall courts."""""" .... """""""""",, .. ,, 

KENTUCKY: 
Fayette Co. (Lexington) ............... 
Kenton Co. (Covington) ................ 
U7 Sl2laU oourts ..................... 

LO~~A~ar1'h (Shrev.porl) ............. 
East Baton Rouge (Baton Roug.) ........ 
Jefferson Parish (Gretna) ............. 
4tl- Judieial Distriot, (Quachih) ...... 
9th Judicial District (Rapide.) ....... 
14th Judicial District (Calcasieu) .... 
42 ISIUU courts ....................... 

lIAllIF,: 
Penobscot Co. (Bangor) ................ 
York Co. (Bidd"foI'd City) ............. 
13 :small county courts ••••••••••••••• ~ 

MARYLAND: 
Anne Arundel Co. (Annapolis) .......... 
Baltimore (City) ...................... 
Baltimore Co. (Cantonsrl11e) .......... 
Hurord Co.' (Bel Air) ................. 
Montgom.ry Co. (SUver Spring) ........ 
Prince Georg.'. Co. (lIy.tt:lViUe) ••••• 
Washington Co. (Hager.tow), ......... 
1'7 small court" ............................ 

MASSACHUSETTS : 
Berkshire Co. (Pitt.sfield) ............ 
Bristol Co. (New Bodford) ............. 
.8s."", Co. (lv'm!) ...................... 
Hampd_n Co. (Springfield) ............. 
Hampstltre r.o. (Northampton) ............ 
Iliddlasex Co. (C.Dlbridge) ............. 
Norfolk Co. (Quincy) .................. 
P~outn Co. (Br<>ckton) ............... 
SUffolk Co. (Boston) .................. 
Worcester Co. (Worcester) ............. 
4- small court ......................... 

MICHIGAN: 
Bay Co. (B,y City) ......... · ........... 
Genona Co. (F.1int) ................... 
Inghal!l Co. (Lansing) .................. 
Jackson Co. (Jaokaon) ................. 
KAlamazoo Co. (Kalama.oo) ............. 
Kant Co. (Grand RaSid.) ............... 
~cQmb Co.. (Warren .................................... 
Monrae Co. (Monroe) .......... , ........ 
Muskegon Co. (MusKogon) ............... 
Oakland Co. (Polltiac) ................. 
St. Clair Co. (Port Huran) ..... , ....... 
Wuhtena\l Co. (Ann Arbor) ......... , ... 
Wayne Co. (Detroit) ................... 
62: ~n courtB ••••• ~ •••• ~ •••••••• f ••• 

See ~ootnotes at. "nd of table 

,,/ 
f 

Age under 
which 

court haa 
original 
juris_ 
diction 

18 
16 

18 
18 
18 
IS 

18 
18 
18 
IS 
IS 
16 

18 
IS 
16 
16 
16 

IB 
18 
18 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
11 
17 

17 
17 
17 

18 
16 
18 
18 
16 
18 
16 
18 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 
17 

~. 

17 
17 
17 
17 
17 

! 
17 

JUDIcULCASES 

Delin_ Depend-
,uency .ncy 
except and 

traffic) n.glect 

1.793 68 
3?J 10 

190 --6.761 322 
186 1 
406 110 

85 19 
169 &! 
495 214 
226 29 
61 10 

1,988 746 

566 76 
1.379 29B 

101 31 
415 107 

2.591 492 

497 44 
696 22.1 

5.789 912 

306 46 
1,718 143 
1,396 194 

72. 76 
26 --127 30 

3.617 460 

412 ---161 --1.519 1 

992 90 
6.944 762 
1.342 244 

247 86 
651 129 

2..682 411 
337 65 

1.708 590 

504 ---2.194 --2..096 --2.214 --367 ---4.494- --2.221 --1.957 --.5,013 ..,.. 
2.998 --l,OU ---

196 52 
1.475 504 

I~J2 209 
519 161 
200 130 
362 229 
654 143 
138 74 
179 173 

1.2.26 )47 
160 75 
263 150 

3.634 1,606 
3.~0 1.440 

~"fJ.~~~,.'"'-__ ,,'" ".-"'~ .... ~..,."-_____ • _____ • ____ ._. ___ ~ __ , 

·:'bNJUDICIAL CASJ;;S 

Sp.cial Delin- Depend_ Speci.l 
pro- quen"" ency pro_ 

csodings (errept and ceeding3 
tra fic) n.gl.ct 

73 1.392. 6 190 
14 414 --- 31 

--- 1.042 --. ---
92 743 --- 1.UO -- -- ---
7 763 11 30 

--- 957 13 -.9.'!" --- 1,614 17 
__ u 

18 1,269 112 16 
2 632 U ------ 3B2 47 -

51 6,341 464 9 

2 2.160 69 18 
41 661 15 3 
2 529 79 ---
J 2.588 412 59 

135 2,3BO 69 4a 

-- 96Z 6 ----- 1.072 3 ----- 1.482 96 ---
331 775 -- ---4 - -~- ----- 1.666 -- --1 345 8;3 1 

63 6 --- --4 793 154 78 
239 4,002 220 37 

-- '-- --- ._---- U6 --- ---- -- --- ---
_.- 66-) 4 ------ 1.426 7 ---- 1.644 41~ --- 597 ;J ---- 1.572 ;J ---- 1.689 15 ---- 21 ;J ---_w_ 970 10 --
--- -- ---

__ 
-0- -- -- ----- -- -- ----- -- __ w ----- --- --- .... ----- -- __ u 

__ 
-- -- --- ---- -- -- ----- -- -- ----- -- --- ---- -- --- ---

0 

108 234 -- ---529 578 -- ---301 95 -- ---129 -- -- ---16, 741 --- ---365 494 -- --499 -- -- --8'1 27;3 --- --164 732 -- -_. 
843 3.534 ---

___ 
128 19 --- --213 322 --- ----. 1.907 --- ---1.889. 1.82.6 --

(Continued) 

APPFNOIX 

CHIWRElI IS CAS8S DISPOSED OF JUDICIAlLY AND NONJUDICIAlLY BY ALL JUVliNILE COURTS REPORTlNG FOR 1972 .!I--continued 

I 
.~ 

I 
j 
I 

I 

Age nnder JUDICIAL CASES NONJUDICIAL CAS8S 

lIhich 
Area served by courl W courl has Delin_ D.pend- Speci"l Delin_ Depend- Special 

Qrigina1 (uency "ncy pr<>- 'toney oney pr<>-
juris- except and ceeding. """.pt and ceodings 
diction traff1o) neglect tra.t'fic) neglect 

lUNNESOTAI 
Hennepin Co. (Kinnea~Oli.a) ............ 16 4.269 --- --- 2.255 --- ---RalIIsey Co. (St. Paul .................. , 18 1.725 --- -- --- --- ___ 
St.. Louis Co. (Duluth) ................ 16 514 --- -- )18 --- ---84 suui'U courts ••••••••••••••••••• ; ••• 18 9.883 --- --- 1.666 --- ---

MISSISSIPPI: 
Harrieon Co. (Biloxi) ................. :t8 467 222 -- --- --- ---Hinds Co. (Jackson) ................... 18 ')77 41 --- 186 5 --76 small courl ........................ 18 11,066 1.237 -_ ... 1,662. 185 ---

MISSOURI: 
Clay Co. (Gladstone City) ............. .17 U9 25 219 1.316 219 ---G ..... ne Co. (Springfield) .............. 17, 29 134 135 641 28 1 
Jackson Co. (Kanila8 City) ............. 17 2.096 194 -- 2.724 UO ---Jefferson Co. (Festus City) ........... 17 166 52 84 943 30 8 
St. Louis Co. (Florissant City) ....... 17 '1.333 353 246 5,364 477 33 
St. Louis (City) .............. , ....... 17 2,931 --- --~ 1.042 --- ---103 small courls ........................ 17 1.677 532. 1.329 6.697 493 72 

NEBRASKA: 
178 1 Douglas Co. (OUbal ................... 18 570 92 --- 5:33 Lancarter Co. L1.nCo>lJl ................ 16 

1.m 
46 -4i ~i j 1 

89 small courls ....................... 18 105 1 

NEW HAHP5IlIRE: 
Hill.borough Co. {Manch.ster) ......... 17 917 112 --- 20 --- ---Rockingham Co. (Portsmouth) ........... 17 320 16 --- --- -- ---8 H:ln&ll county courts .......................... 17 722 159 6 156 --- ---

NEW JERSEY: 
Atlantic Co. (AtlantiC City) .......... 18 1,414 --- -- --- --- ---Bergen Co. (Teaneck) .................. 18 4',331 19 --- -- --- ---Camden Co. (Camd.n) ................... 18 3.31!a 10 45 859 --- 226 
Gloucester Co. (Deptford) ............. 18 3.107 -- -- 323 --- ---
So .. erset Co. (Franklin T;).) .......... 18 762 , .. _- -- 190 --- 172 
Union Co. (Elizabeth City ............ 18 3.985 35 --- 573 84 ---
1 eznall court •••• " ••••••••• It ............ 16 299 --- 6 71 ... --, ---

NEil YORK; !J.I 
16 262 'Albany Co. (Albany) ................... 773 --- --- --- ---

Broo .. e Co. (Binghamton) ............... 16 3:\9 131 --- _0- 0-- ---
Chautauqua: Co. (Jamest""") ............ 16 159 -34 - --- --- ---
Che!ll11llg Co. (Elmira City) ............. 16 221 78 --- --- --- ---
Dutchess Co. (Poughkeep.ie) ........... 16 320 67 -- --- --- ---
Erie Co. (Buffalo) .................... 16 2.170 309 --- --- --- ---
Monrae Co. (Rochester) ................ 16 1.051 126 --- --- --- ---
llassau Co. (H."Pst.ad) ...... ' .......... ~ 1.239 369 -- --- --- ---
New York (City) ....................... 16 9.666 3.714 -- --- --- ---
Niagara Co. (Ili"6ara hila) ........... 16- 158 63 -- --- -- ---
On.ida Co. (Utica) .................... 16 136 32 --- --- --- ---
Onondaga Co. (Syracu.e) ............... 16 801 262 --- --- --- ---
Orange Co. (N.wburgh) ................. 16 631 122 --- --- --- ---
O"""go Co. (Osw.go City) .............. 16 146 165 --- --- --- .--
·Renss.laer Co. (Troy) ................. 16 272 49 --- --- --- ---
Rockland Co. (Oralli!otown) ............. 16 ;J16 93 --- --- --- ---
st. La ...... nce Co. (Ogdenburg) ........ ,. 16 78 213 --- - -- ---
Saratoga Co. (Saratoga SPrinr) ....... 16 59 31 --- --- --- ~--

Schenectad.rCo. (Schenectady ......... 16 258 61 --- --- --- ---
Suffolk Co. (I.Up) ................... 16 1.247 257 --- --- --- ---
Ulst.r Co. (Kingston) ................. 16 169 90 --- --~ --- --
Westohe.terCo.· (Yonkors) ... , ......... 16 828 290 -- --- -- ---
35 SlDall courts ••• "., ••••••••••••••••• 16 1,957 1.'29 --- -- ,-." ---

NORTH CAROLlllA I !U 
16 :30 :342 _ow --- ---CUIlIberland Co. (FayetteviU .. ) ... , ..... ---

Forsyth Co. (Winston'.r>£l,eDl) ........... 16 550 137 --- -- --- ---
Gaston Co. (Gastonia) ................. 16 390 116 --- --- --- ---
Mecklenburg Co. (Charlotte) ........... 16 1,174 172 --- --- --- ---
OnDl"v Co. '(Jaoksonvil1e Tvp.) ........ 16 25 16 -- --- --- ---
88 nall courts. ~., It •••••••••••• " •• " •• 16 5.009 1.416 -- --- -- ---

NORTH DAKOTA; 
272 84 82 1,140 1 2 First Judicial District (Fargo) ...... , 18 

:s ..... U judicial distriots ........... 18 350 130 49 3.727 87 5 

OHIO: gj 
16 967 

1%1 
3 171 :--- 131 AUen Co. (LimA) ...................... 

Butler Co. (H .... nton) .................. '18 562 153 I 991 29 -.-
Clark ·Co. (Springfield) ............... 18 194 223 30 763 

1 
2 ---

Co1U1l1biana Co. (E. ~iverpool) ......... 18 327 4~g --- I 294 10 
Cuyahoga Co. (Cleveland) .............. 16 4.265 142 2.952 , ..... 
Franklin Co. (CoIUJnbua) ............... 16 1.715 I 848 :m 942 

, 
54 40 

I 

I I 

See footnotes at end or table. (Ccnttnu~d) 
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APPENDIX 
CIII1DREN'S CASES ~ISPOSED OF JUDICIALLY JJlD NONJUDICIAl.!.Y BI ALL':JUVENILE <XlllRTS REPORTIl\'G FOR 19'1'2 !I_continued 

1 
I, 

'. 

1 
J: 

.-

Area ... rved by' court W 

OHIO: V-continued 
Greene Co. (Batb) ..................... 
HlIl1lilton Co. (Cincinnati) ............. 
Lake Co. (Willowick) .................. 
Lickirur Co. (Nel/.rk) .................. 
Lorain Co. (Lorain) ................... 
Lucu Co. ('roledo} .................... 
Kabonir.g Co. (Young.town) ............. 
Montgomery Co, (Dayton) ............... 
Portage Co. (Franklin) ................ 
Riohlsrxl Co. (Man.neld) .............. 
Stark Co. (Canton) .................... 
S\l!IIII1it Co. (Akron) .................... 
T1'UlI1bUll Co. (W.rren) ................. 
69 .... 11 courts ....................... 

OKLAHOMA: 
OklahoN Co. (Oklahoma City) .......... 
Tulsa Co. (Tul •• ) ..................... 
2 sm~ COUl"t.s •••••••••••••••••••••••• 

OREGON: 
Clackamas CIl. (Hill/aukie) ............. 
Lane Co. (Eug.n.) ..................... 
Karion Co. (Salem) .................... 
Hultno .... 1l Co. (Portland) .............. 
30 Sll&ll courts ....................................... 

PENNSYLVJJlIA: 
Allegheny Co. (Pittsburgh) 
B;,.ver Co. (Al1qUi)P.) ................ 
B$l"k. Co. (Re.ding ................... 
Bll<ir Co, (Altoon.) ................... 
Bucks Co. (Bristol) ................... 
Butler Co. (SUtle") ................... 
Cambria Co. (John.ton) .............. ,. 
Chester Co. (Wut Chester) ............ 
Cumberland Co. (C.rU.lo) ..... · ........ 
Dauphin Co. (Harri.burg) .............. 
Delal/are Co. (Chester) ................ 
Erie Co. (Eri.) ....................... 
Fayette Co. (Uniontown) ............... 
FI'.nklin Co. (Chamber.burg) ........... 
Laokal/anna Co. (SCr411ton) ............. 
Lal/rence Co. (NOlI Castle) ............ ,. 
Lahigh Co. ( ... llentown) ................ 
Lu •• m. Co. (Wilkes-B .. rre) ............ 
I,ycoming Co. (William.port) ........... 
Merc.r Co. (Sharon) ................... 
Montgomert Co. (Horri.town) ........... 
Northampton Co. (Bethl.hem) ........... 
Philadalphilt Co. (City) ............... 
Schuylkill Co. ,Pottsvill.) ........... 
Washington C9.· (Wuhington) ........... 
Westmore1and·Co. (II. K.nsington) ...... 
Yo~k. Co,!: (YCZ.}l/Olo'. fo., .................... 
39 small. cou""s~ ...................... 

PUERTO RICO: 
Ponoe (PonCJ~) ............................................ 
San Juan '(~'h Juan) .................. 
'l ... all coll'rtS ....................... 

RHOOg ISLAND;. . 
State (Prorldep.ce} .............. I., ...................... 

SOUTH CARoLINA, 
And.l'son Co. ().ndel'son) ... '0 .......... 
Charleston Co. (Ch~rl""ton) ••••••••••• 
Greenvill. Co. (Greenviilo) ........... 
Richland Co. (Coll1111bia) ............... 
Spartanburg Co. (Spartanburg) .. , ...... 
e.,small eourt~ •• ~· ••• · ••.••• , ••••• 'f~*k.:. .••• ' 

SOUTH DAKOTA I 
State (StoUlc ~·a.ll..J ............ ; ...... 

TENNESSEE I 
Davidson Co. !N •• hvi1l6) .............. 
a.m11to" ('.c. Chatt.noog.) ............ 
li'nox Co. (Knol<Vl.llo~ •• """,,,,,,,,,, 
Shelby Co. (llelllphis .................. 
Sullivan Co. (Kingsport) .............. 
91 SZIlall courts ....................................... 

Age under 
which 

court has 
origin.i 
juri.-
diotion 

18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 

18 
18 
18 

18 
18. 
18 
18 
18 

18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 
18 

I 
18 
16 
18 
18 

i 18 , 18 

I 18 
18 

1 18 

I 
18 

i 
18 
1B 

I 
18 
18 

i 
18 

18 , 

16 
16 
16 
16 
16 
16 

. 18 

18 
18 
18 
16 
18 , 
18 

JUDICIAl. CASES 

Delin-. Depend_ 

1uancy eno;y 
oxcopt and 

traffic) )'Ieglect 

391 34 
7.018 650 

915 
,. 

39 
.67 63 

SO; 1.52 
1.376 1113 

292 )69 
2.203 232 

979 In 
963 l~#t 

'1.488 ~!\' 
. 2,062 71 

ill 162 
12,905 2,449 

2,029 313 
912 631 

7.3 10 

221 187 
892 212 
878 229 

1.314 435 
4.076 787 

3,234 348 
117 2 

90 12 
144 49 
44) 1 
139 1 
340 -
161 ----
237 53 
244 72 
641 1 
261 ---
200 ....... -.. 
300 --
196 2 

25 --
205 --
638 12 
87 --

152 31 
1.298 ---

155 80 
7.486 13 

284 ---
ll4 --
874 2 
80 ---

1.972'" 140 

I 476 ---
914 --

2.551 I ---

I i 713 521 j 
; 

J I 634 199 
I 1.798 I 43 
I 1.325 , 15 

467 , 115 
1.272 ; 
2'.100 I lIB? 

, 
2,510 '1 169 

; 

4.)87 ---1,828 i 264 
1,263 391 
7.554 1,853 

80S , 
189 

6,649 684 

I , Seo footnotes at .nd of tabl •• 

U_~_,_ . ...i. •• ____ ............ _________ --.....'-~ ____ •.. _. 

.. 
. NOMUDICIAL. CASES 

Special DOlin_ Deperxl-
pro_ 1uency enoy 

coeding. except and 
traffic) nogleot 

- 155 --
ll4 ll8 

_M_ 
2 141 1 

37 52 ~---_. 89 --
417 2.659 -10 1.592 1 
192 3.283 2 
--- -- ---- 10 ---
116 1,200 ---

48 2.914 1 
J4 1.230 --

713 2,898 52 

296 1.ll8 ---
49 1.382 14 --- 93 ---
76 2,604 252 
16 .3.989 26 
3 3.368 116 

378 6.322 456 
122 16.068 787 

-- -- ------ 621 ---- 280 ------ 355 3 --- 595 -,-r_ 
--- 419 ----- 66 ----- 436 1 -- 327 2 -- )02 

_n_ 
-- 9 ----- 400 1 
--- 65 3 --- 22 ---- 3 -.~ --- 197 -- 287 ----- -- ----- S ---- 7 1 --- 4 ------ 591 1 -- 6.729 18 -- 44 ----- I --- ----- 10 ------ J56. ------ 4,995 135 

... 

--- 355 ------ 583 ---- 977 ---
! 

i 925 768 I ---

I 
.. 

loe 
1 --- ---Ii -- ---670 I 65 --

\ 

--- ---998 ---
I 

---668 

! 
10 ---

f , 61 i 2.59) , 
I ---; , 

I 

l --- --- I ---155 -- , --, 
70 1,387 

, 

--- 2.425 1 ---5 88 ! 
45 

687 6,170 .. , 120 
I 

BPeoial 
pro-

.... eding. 

-
1 
1 ------15 

17 
2 -----
1 ----

102 

---
260 --
40 

5 ---
714 
117 

--------------------------------------_. 
--------------------------------- I 
-' --- I --- i 

" '--
----------.-

.8 

---
---

I 
I 

I --------
.1 
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APPENDIX 

CIIILDRElI'S CASES mSPOSED OF JUDICIALLI AND NOIiJUDICIALLl: BI ALL JUVEJllIE COURTS REPORTING FOR 19n y-eontinued 

Age WldGr JUDICIAL CASES NONJUDICIAL CASES 
whicb Delin- Depend- Speoial Delin- Deperxl_ Special Area .erved by court W court has 

original (uanoy eno;y pro- teno;y eno;y pro-
except and ceeding_ except and ceedings juris- traffic) neglect traUtc) neglect diction 

TEXAS: sf 
Bexar Co. (San Antonio) .... ,." ....... 17. 18 888 - - 2.912 -- I --
Brazoria Co. (Braz ... port) ............. 17.18 41 -- -- 897 --- --Cusron Co. (Brownaville) ••••••••••••• 17. 18 313 -- -- 895 -- --Dallas r.o. (Dalla.) ................... .17. 18 1.397 598 4.586 6.865 -- --Harris Co. (Houston) .................. 17. 18 2.693 -- 2.203 10.653 --- ---
Hidalgo Co. (HcJ.llen) ............... :. 17. 18 60 -- -- 679 -- --
Jefferson Co. (Bea\lllont) .............. 17. 18 258 - -- 982 --- --
Hc~ Co. (W.co) ................... 17. 18 98 -- .-- 619 -- ---
Nu ces Co. (Corpu. Christi) ........... 17. 16 475 -- -- 646 -- --
ll5 ... all cov.rt ........................ 17. 18 2.745 243 539 11.950 129 10 

UTAB: 
District I _ (Ogden) .................. 18 1.757 139 -- 2.604 40 --District II - (Salt Lake City) ........ 18 .1.982 402 - 4.143 320 ~ 

District m _ (ProYO) ................ 18 2.073 76 - 1.590 3 --2 mall district courts ............... 18 1,077 148 -- 692 22 ---
VERl!O!IT: gj 

12 ....:u district courts .............. 16 345 128 123 -- .-- ---
VIRGINIA: 

Arlington Co ........................... 18 793 418 567 -- --- --
Fairfax Co. ......................... " 16 2.194 774 921 --- --- --
Henrico Co. .......................... 18 403 3 254 - -- ---Prilloe William Co ..................... 18 574 2 101 -- --- -Alexarxlria (Cit,.) ..................... 18 737 124 ill 69 6 15 
llutpton (City) .............. , ......... 18 826 276 --- --- -- ---
Newport NOlI. (City) ...... , ............ 18 840 77 69 -- --- --
Norfolk (City) ........................ 18 2.713 1,033 4 --- --- --
Port"",,,uth (City) ..................... 18 907 65 )42 --- --- ---
Ricbmond (City) ....................... 18 1.356 168 1.058 1,061 11 86 
Virginia Be&"b (City) ................. 16 1.525 --- 626· 1.000 --- ---
116 .... ll court ....................... 18 17.158 3,074 6,027 3.413 255 1.314 

VIRGIN ISLAlIDS; 
5 sm.a.ll. cou.rts .............. ~ ................................ 18 269 26 19 -- --- --

WASBIlIGTON : 
Clark Co.. (VanC01J~1er Cit,.) ........... :.. 18 2)1 280 40 960 132 --
ICing Co. (SO.V.lo) .................... 18 1.347 807 761 1.909 500 7,075 
Kitsap Co. (jj%'ell>erton) ................ 18 147 48 45 80) 276 292 
Pierce Co. {T .. co~) •••••••••••••••• ~ •• 18 874 860 -- 1.744 1.715 --
Snohollish Co. (Everett) ............... 18 1.143 1.796 --- 1.761 1.202 ---
Spokane C;l. (Spokane) ................. 18 199 404 -- 1.437 627 647 
Yakima Co. (yakima) ................... 18 426 412 336 1.177 5)3 195 
30 .... ll courta ........................ 18 2.213 2.719 422 8,860 3.709 7,(1 . 

WEST VIRGINIA: 
4-C.bell Co. (Huntington) ............... 18 617 12 1 1 ---

Kanawha Co. (Char1 •• ton) .............. 18 130 9 24 763 --- 4 
53 small courts ••••••••••••••••••••••• 18 1.290 239 441 339 20 30 

!I NOTE WELL: This table includes all court. that tl'an ... Uted report. to the National Center for Social Statistics. The data in this tabl •• ho~ld 
not be u.ed to make comparisons bet"".n communities regarding the extent ot delinqueno;y. Question. ~onceming ohange. in an individual oourt • 
data rrom one ye .. r to another .hould be direoted to that individual court. . 

W Courta serving area witb population of 100.000 or lIIOre .re listed separate~ showing' the chief city looated in .ach area. Courts serving areas 
with less than 100.000 are ocmbined for eaoh State and ars presented as " ..... ll court .... 

sf Where tbe ago Wlder which the court bas original jurisdiction is diU.rent for boys and girls, the age for boy. appears first. In CaliComi .. 
the juriediction of tho adult court rather than the juvenile court is uouo.lly in'O'Oked. for those 18 Yl"aIS 01' over. In Soutb C .. rolina. dependeno;y 
and negleot "ohild" Means under 21 years of age.' !it NOlI York tho age limit for neglect c .... is 16 for boys and 18 for girls. 

V Tho .... ~a""s classified as PINS. unruly. Wldisciplined. et~. .re included with dc.l~uen.y oases lor the purpo .... at this report. 

. * U.S. GOYERNMENT PRINTING OFFICE: 1974-7.33-105/2155 

\\ 

19 



1 

, 
1; 
j; 

L,;..:·:··.c',"··'" 

'. 




