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Introduction

Under the Juvenile Detinquency Prevention and
Control Act of 1968 and the Omribus Crime Cunitrol and
Safe Streets Act of 1968, the Nebraska Cemmission on Law
Enforcement and Criminal Justice (Commission) became
responsible for state and local pianning of juvenile
delinquency prevention and control. To fulfili this
responsibility, the Commission developed the juvenile
Court Reporting (JCR) System, initiating it in January, 1971,

The Commission solicited the cooperation of county
courts to submit information on Juvenile Court Statistic
Cards (Form SRS-NCSS-203, HEW) for each case processed
by their courts involving juveniles (youth 18 years of age
and less). The information obtained from these veports
provides a data base for juvenile planning for the
Commission Comprehensive Plan. Further, this informa-
tion enables the Commission to identify areas in which
there is a high incidence of delinquency, determine the
extent detention facilities are used, measure the frequen-
cy of various offenses being processed through the courts,
and research variables which may contribute to a more
effective planning process for juvenile delinquency
prevention and control.

During the first three years of the JCR, less than tifty
percent of the counties reported consistently. In general,
the reporting counties were those with larger populations
in the more urban areas. Consequently, data for tizese
years were not representative of the State as a whole,

In 1974, reportivig increased, and with the coopera-
tion of the county reporters, participation in the JCR
reached 100% for the entire year. Although this indicates
that the statistics are considerably more reliable for this
year than for previous years, there are still factors
influencing the statistics that make them less than 100%
accurate.m All considered, the 1974 analysis of statistics
from the JCS is submitted with confidence that it is
indicative of statewide trends.

1While the statistics in this report are based on more reliable data
than has been available in previous years, there are still factors
meriting consideration which prevent 100% accuracy. Foremost
of these is the number of offenses that are undetected and thus
unreported, or simply unreported for other reasons. Some of
the data may not be accurate because of erroneous information
supplied by the offender or because of recording errors made
by reporters.
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General Trends
in 1974

The actual trend from 1973 to 1974 varies significantly
from the apparent percentage increase in offenses
committed by juveniles. This variance is due to the
inconsistency in reporting during 1973: 33% of the counties
reported for the entire year, 25%, reported for six to eleven
mionths ard 42% reported for zero to six months. When
comparisons are made bstween those counties (:/v[th 100%
reporting for both 1974 and 1974, there is an 8.37% increase

in major offenses,? a 22.12% decrease in minor offenses?
and a 2.5% decrease in the offense total. (See Figure 1).

Cioser examiration of the data reveals a significant
upward trend in certain more serious offenses. Considering
the nature of the offenses which increased in frequency, it
may be concluded that juvenile delinquency in Neb.raska is
becoming more serious, in spite of slight decrease in total
offenses of 2.5% from 1973.

2 Minor offenses are offenses applicable to juveniles only.
3 Major offenses are offenses applicable to both adults and

juveniles.

Figure 1

General Trends in 1974 Over 1973

! Jnadjusted Figures

Adjusted Figures

Method of ~
Statistical Analysis

4500
15-3170 ...---l--n-------ll'""----
4000 llllll.--l.---.‘-‘---- Overa“ Offenses
3500 2.5%
g .
§ 3000 -----!.‘l“lllll
S 28.79% _....-...-----"“ Major Offenses
2500
g -l--"".
E 8.37%
2
<2000
1500
9.02%
1000 ..-;2.;-2.0;...-.-.......--............--......--'.-Minor Offenses
. (o}
500
0 1973 1974
Year

The statistical analysis performed on the 1974 Juvenile
Court Reporting data is the Chi Square Test of Association.
This test yields an analysis of the combined effects of
categorical variables. It is appropriate for the analysis of
the Juveilie Court Reporting data because it answers the
question of whether or not the combination of certain
variables produces significant results. This is an important
issue in juvenile delinquency planning because it
facilitates determining how the elimination, addition or
combination of certain variables may contribute to a lower
rate of juvenile delinquency. -

Variables

The variables analyzed correspond to eight items
listed on the juvenile Court Reporting data card (see
Appendix A) for which information was obtained at least
50% of the time. These eight variables are: Reason for
Referral, Disposition, Prior Referrals, Sex, Family Income,
Ethnic Group, and Living Arrangement.

The variable, Reason for Referral, corresponds to
Section L on the juvenile Court Reporting data card.
Major and minor offenses are listed in this section.

Disposition corresponds to Section O and lists the
options available to the judge for disposing of the case.

Prior Referrals measured recidivism. Section F is the
corresponding item.

Sex refers to Section F.

Area is determined by the JCR grouping in which the
reporting county court is located (See Appendix B). The
county is identified in Section A.

Family Income corresponds to Section X.

Ethnic Group refers to the race of the child as listed in
Section G.

Living Arrangement corresponds to Section V which
dsts situations regarding parental presence in the chiid’s
home and the converse.

Variabie Categories

Tc strengthen as well as facilitate the statistical
measure, variables with more than three levels were
subdivided into typological categories. (See Appendix C).

The sixteen analyses performed were derived from
combinations of the eight variables for which significant
categorical differences were expected.




Results of Analyses

L

A relationship is considered statistically significant
when, if tested, yields a measure showing that it occurs by
““‘chance’” a minimal number of times out of one hundred.
The “chance” occurrences are considered errors.
Generally no more than a 5% error margin is allowed. The
smaller the margin, the more valid the measure.

To achieve the highest validity possible, in this report
the level at which the results of the analyses performed are
considered significant is the .01 level. This means that only
variable combinations for which an error could occur 1%
of the time is considered significant.

Eleven of the sixteen analyses performed yielded
significant results. Of the remaining five, two approached
significance and three were not significant. (Tables 1, 2, &
3). The implications of these results will be discussed in
detail later in this report.

The measure yielded by the test indicates the strength
of the relationship of the variables involved. However, the
cell means must be examined to determine where
differences exist and where interaction occurs between
the variable levels.

These figures indicate the mean number of offenders
simultaneously involved in two categories of the variables
tested in each analysis. The greater the number, the
stronger the relationship between the two categories.
Proportions must also be studied to ascertain the
relationship of variables within each category. Both cell
means and their proportions are given in Tables 4 through
19.

Sex of Offender

The sex of the offender interacts significantly with
both the type of offense for which the individual was
referred, and the disposition of the case. (Tables 4 & 5).

Males are most frequently referred to the court for
involvement in Offenses Against Property )51.9a) of which
burglary is the most prevalent )23.6a). this contrasts with
the majority of females (58.4%) participating in minor
offenses of which Running Away is the most frequent
(69.4%). Of the 21.5% of male offenders involved in minor
offenses, 54.8% are referred for Minor in possession of
liquor. While Offenses Against Property followed Minor
Offenses in frequency for females at 21.2%, Shoplifitng (as
compared to Burglary for males) is the dominant offense at
28%. (Tables 20 & 21).

Disposition of cases for both males and females is
most frequently Probation (42.2% and 45.4% respectively).
A Transfer of Custody disposition$ is rare for both sexes,
:letholugh proportionately, it is used more frequently for
emales.

Ethnic Group

Ethnic Group also interacts significantly with Reason
for Referral and Disposition. In all cases, Offenses Against
Property are most frequent, however proportionate?y the
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frequency of the four categories varies within each ethnic
group, with Blacks varying the most. (Table 6).

While the most frequent type of disposition used is
Probation (Table 7), the use of Transfer of Custody varies
significantly from Whites to the other ethnic groups
proportionately. For Whites, Transfer of Custody occurs
6.6% of the time and over 12% of the time for each of the
other ethnic groups. While for Whites, Indians and
“Others” (Mexican-Americans) a dismissal occurs from
24% to 27% of the time, it occurs 43% of the time for
Blacks. For the disposition, Waived to Criminal Court, only
Whites totaled more than 1%, with 7.9%.

Family Income and Living Arrangement
of the Offender

Again, Reason for Referral and Disposition are the
significant interacting variables. The greatest number of
offenders are within the “$5,000 to $9,999” income range,
followed by the “$10,000 and above” income range.
Offenses Against Property are the most numerous for all
income ranges, followed by Minor Offenses (Table 8).

While the “under $3,000” and the “$5,000 to $9,999”
income ranges both have 44% occurrence of Offenses
Against Property, they differ significantly for the disposi-
tion, Transfer of Custody.5 This disposition type occurs
with much greater frequency for the “under $3,000”
group at 15.2% than the “$5,000 to $9,999” group with
4.8%. (Table 9).

The number of offenders in Condition 16 is double
that of Condition 11 which follows it in frequency of
offenses for all categories of Reason for Referral (Table 10).
There is a positive relationship between the number of
parents in the home and frequency of offenses. This
means that the greatest number of offenses are committed
by juveniles living with both parents. (Figure 2).

The frequency of Offenses Against Property and
Offenses Against Persons increases with the population
density. This suggests that an increase in population
density correspongs to an increased frequency of serious
offenses. (Figure 3). The use of Probation is greatest in low
density areas and the use of Transfer of Custody is highest
in high density areas (Table 12). The recidivism rate is also
higher in the high density areas (Table 13).

Prior Referrals and the Offender

Over 60% of the offenders with prior referrals have
been referred two or more times in previous years and
over 75% of these are from Areas 1 and 2 which consist of
Douglas, Lancaster and Sarpy counties.

5 A transfer of Custody disposition is considered the most serious
type of disposition since it involves removing the child from the
home and placing him or her in a public or private agency.

6 The “Conditions” are explained in Appendix C. -

Interpretation of Results

If the results of these analyses are taken at face value,
the “typical” Nebraska juvenile offender is a white male
with a record of prior offenses, referred for burglary. He
resides in Douglas County with both parents whose annual
income ranges from $5,000 to $9,999. Probation of six
months to a year is the most likely disposition made on his
case. The results of these analyses however serve a greater
purpose than to “typify” the Nebraska juvenile offender.

As is true with al! statistics, these must be interpreted
with caution. A significant relationship may occur as a
function of any number of variables other than those
considered. Factors which may distort the data base have
already been mentioned. However, even if the data base is
100% accurate, the analyses may indicate a significant
relationship, when in fact, it only appears to be significant
because of other intervening variables. For this reason, the
analyses must be examined together as a whole group.

There are definite sex differences in the types of
offenses committed. The data reflect that males are most
often involved in the more serious offenses in contrast to
the less serious offenses committed by females.
Differences in socially defined sex roles may account for
this variance.

Due to the sex differences in the nature of offenses
committed, it is to be expected that differences in types of
disposition will also occur. While a significant relationship
between sex and disposition were found, the differences
are not consistent with the nature of offenses committed
by each sex.

The data show that while females are involved in
Minor Offenses over 50% of the time, proportionately
they are more frequently removed from the home and/or
institutionalized than are males. Also, although males are
referred most often for Major Offenses, they are placed
on probation with approximately the same frequency as
are females (42.2% and 45.4% respectively). This suggests
that dispositions for males are less severe than those for
females. According to the data, a juvenile male burglar
and a female runaway are treated as if they have
committed offenses of equal severity. The possibility also
exists that there is a discrepancy between the reason for
arrest, the reason for referral and the basis on which the
disposition is made.

No significant relationship was found between the sex
of the offender and recidivism. While it seems that two
types of treatments (based on sex) are apparently used, the
data indicates that the treatment seems to have no real
affect on whether or not the juvenile will become a
repeater. This is also consistent with the finding that there is
not a significant relationship between the type of offense
committed and recidivism, since males and females are
referred for different types of offenses.

Ethnic Group membership and the type of offense

'3
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committed were also significantly related. This suggests the
the probability of committing a certain type of offense
varies significantly according to ethnic group membership.
The offense distribution for three of the ethnic groups was
quite similar, however for Blacks it varied considerably.
One possible explanation for this is the distribution of the
various ethnic groups across the state. Only three counties
have a population of 400 or more Blacks. These counties are
Douglas, Lancaster and Sarpy of which the populations per
square mile are 1,239.9, 214.3 and 319.3 respectively. These
are the most densely populated areas in the state and also
comprise the largest urban areas. Whites are evenly
distributed across the State and while Indians and “Other”’
(Mexican Americans) are more concentrated in some areas

.than in others, the disparity in distribution that exists for

Blacks does not exist for them. In addition, the latter two
groups are concentrated in rural areas, in contrast to Blacks.

An examination of the Disposition by Area analysis
reveals that a significant relationship occurs between the
offense and the area in which the offense was committed.
There is a disparity between the frequency of more serious
offerises in Douglas, Lancaster and Sarpy counties and the
other areas. The more serious offenses prevail in Douglas,
Sarpy and Lancaster Counties. The offense distributions of
these areas are similar to that of Blacks. (Figure 4).

Serious offenses account for a higher percentage of the
total number of offenses in more densely populated areas
than in sparsely populated areas. It follows that residents in
these areas will have the highest participation rate in the
more serious offenses. ‘

* Comparisons of disposition and offense rates suggest
that there is not uniform treatment of all ethnic groups.
Transfer of Custody is used twice as often for Blacks, Indians
and Mexican-Americans than for Whites. The available
statistics and analysis provide no explanations for this, but
indicate the possibility of an inconsistent disposition
process. According to the data, Whites are less frequently
removed from the home and institutionalized than are
members of the other ethnic groups. This conflicts with the
fact that the offense distributions of Whites are quite similar
to those of Indians and Mexican-Americans and indicates a
lack of equal treatment in the disposition process.

Dismissals occur at a much higher rate for Blacks than
for the other groups. These groups have similar dismissal
rates. It may be that the densely populated areas in which
Blacks reside and their potential tor high visibility together
increase the likelihood of their being suspect. These two
elements combined do not seem to be factors for the other
ethnic groups.

The high frequency of dismissals for Blacks suggests a
distortion in the offense distribution. This may account for
the probation rate for Blacks approximately equalling that

1




of the other groups, although offense distributions suggest
greater participation by Blacks in more serious offenses, [f
this is true, the possibility of an inconsistent referral process
exits.

In addition, the frequency of cases waived to criminal
court is much higher for Whites than for the other groups.
Whites are the most populous ethnic group in the 91
counties which do not have aseparate juvenile court. Since
these counties lack a separate facility for juvenile court,
juvenile cases are frequently reported, as having been
referred to “‘adult” or “criminal” court. This procedure, as
well as ethnic population distribution, may account for the
high frequency of white juveniles referred to “criminal”
court.

The data do not seem to support the assumption that
poverty and parental absence encourage juvenile delin-
quency. However, due to the nature of the pattern of the
offense distributions, it is not possible to draw any futher
conclusions.

It is possible to note that disposition distributions for
income levels do not vary similarly. For example, although
offense distributions for the “$2,000 to $4,999’" and “$10,000
and above” income ranges are simiar, the youth in the
,fmrmer are removed from the home twice as often as the
atter.

While the data indicate that there are some incon-
sistencies relative to income level, there is a high prob-
ability that some data distortion may have occurred as a
function of intervening variables. Bias most likely occurred
in the reporting procedures. Information regarding
income level is not always available to JCR reporters nor s it

- always reported when it is available.
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Number of Offenses

Figure 2 : Figure 3
Relationship of Living Arrangement to Frequency of Offenses Against Property
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*See Appendix C for corresponding counties.
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Table 1

Significant Variable Combinations (p <.01)

Table 4

Reason for Referral by Sex

Variable 1 X Variable 2 Sex
Reason for Referral
Reason for Referral X Sex Male ] Female
Reason for Referral X Ares
Reason for Referral X Family Income Minor Offenses 613 (.22)* 486 (.58)
Reason for Referral X EFh.nic Group Victimless Offenses 626 (.22) 143 (.81)
Reason for Referral X Living Arrangement Offenses Against Property 1,473 (.52) 176 (.21)
Disposition X Prior Referrals e )
Disposition X Sex Offenses Against Persons 126 (.04) 26 (.03)
Disposition X Area
Disposition X Family Income Total** 2,838 831
Disposition X Ethnic Group
Prior Referrals X Area
Tabie 2
. [ . . . .o : Table 5
Variable Combinations Approaching Significance (p <.05) . e
Disposition by Sex
Variable 1 X Variable 2
. “, . Sex
Reason for Referral X Prior Referrals Disposition al n I
Prior Referrals X Ethnic Group ale emale
Wzived to Criminal Court 250 (.08) 49 (.05)
Dismissed or No Further Action 867 (.27) 265 (.25)
Table 3 Probation 1,366 (.42) 481 (.45)
. . . ' . .o Transfer Custody to Public Agency 159 (07) 78 (10
Variable Combinations That Were Not Significant (p >.05) Transfer Custody to Private Agency 53" 27 10
Other . 538 (.17) 159 (.15)
Variable 1 X Variable 2
Total 3,233 1,059
Disposition X Living Arrangement
Prior Referrals X Sex
Prior Referrals X Family Income

*Figures in parentheses for Tables 4-19 are corresponding propoertions of cell means rounded to the nearest hundredth.

**In Tables 4-19, variance in table totals is due to inconsistency in response frequency for the items analyzed as well as to the
exclusion of items in the category Reason for Referral which are not considered delinquent acts (51-52 and 61) and traffic offenses

(41-45) (Appendix A, Section L).
19
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Table 6 Table 8

) . ) .
Reason for Referral by Ethnic Group Reason for Referral by Family Income
Ethnic Group Family Income*
R for Referral ) ;
cason for Referra White Black Indian Other Reason for Referral Public Under $3,000 to $5,000 to $10,000
Assistance $3,000 $4,999 $9,999 and above
Minor Offenses : 1,018 (.32) 49 (.15) 21 (.25) 11 (.26) :
Victimless Offenses - 708 (.22) 30 (.09) 23 (.27) 8 (.19) Minor Offenses 29 (.15) 10 (.40) 43 (.30) 202 (.37) 85 (.23)
Offenses Against Property 1,390 (.43) 201 (.63) 38 (.45) 20 (.48) Victimless Offenses 31 (.16) 3(.12) 18 (.12) 87 (.16) 72 (.20)
Offenses Against Persons 108 (.03) 38 (12) 3 (.04) 3 (.07) Offenses Against Property 124 (.62) 11 (.44) 76 (.52) 242 (.44) 196 (.53)
Offenses Against Persons 16 (.08) 1(.04) 8 (.06) 14 (.03) 15 (.04)
Total 3,224 318 85 42
| Total 200 25 145 545 368
4
¢
Table 7
[ 3 0, 0 [ ]
Disposition by Ethnic Group Table 9
Disposition by Family Income
Ethnic Group
Disposition White Black Indian - Other Family Income
Waived to Criminal C t 295 (.08 3 (.01 1 (.01 0 (.00 . ‘s Public Under $3,000 to $5,000 to $10,000
awed to mnminal ourt (.08) Lo1) Lo (.00) Disposition Assistance $3,000 $4,999 $9,999 | and above
Dismissed or No Further Action 914 (.24) 170 (.43) 33 (.26) 15 (.27)
Probation 1,617 (.43 160 (.41 51 (.41 19 (.35 ,
Transfer Custody to Public Agenc 184 (43) 37 (47) 9 (47) ‘7 (:35) Waived to Criminal Court 3 (.07) 7 (7) 15 (.09) 78 (12) 36 (.09)
g : seney (.06) (.12) (.12) (:13) Dismissed or No Further Action 74 (.26) 13 (.32) 18 (.11) 84 (.13) 95 (.24)
Transfer Custody to Private Agency 62 11 7 0" . :
Other 652 (.08) 8 (02) 24 (19) 13 (20 Probation 158 (.56) 18 (.44) 94 (.59) 327 (.52) 215 (.55)
‘ ' ' o i 2 16 38 13
L I—rans;er (Ciusto:y :o l;u.bhtc /:\gency ?2 (13) . (.05) ; (12) ” (.08) ; (.05)
Tot I 3.724 389 125 54 ranster Lustogy to rrivate Agency z
. ’ 1 Other 11 (.04) 1(.02) 14 (.09) 92 (.15) 27 (.07)
Total 284 41 160 629 394

e

*The median family income for the state of Nebraska is $8,564.
(Characteristics of the Population, vol. 1, part 29, U. S.
Department of Commerce, Bureau of the Census, 1973.)
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Table 10

Reason for Referral by Living Arrangement

Table 12

Disposition by Area

Living Arrangement*
Reason for Referral Condition Condition Condition Condition
I i (H] Y%
Minor Offenses 434 (.28) 178 (.24) 22 (.30) 21 (42)
Victimless Offenses ) 367 (.24) 131 (.17) 13 (.18) 10 {.20)
Offenses Against Property 696 (.45) 393 (.52) 33 (.45) 17 (.34)
Offenses Against Persons 61 (.04) 47 {.06) 5 (.07) 2 (.04)
Total 1,558 749 73 50
Table 11
Reason for Referral by Area
Area**
R !

Reason for Referra One Two Three Four Five Six
Minor Offenses 176 (.20) 262 (.25) 232 (.34) 285 (.44) 71 (.30) 58 (.45)
Victimless Offenses 119 (.14) 282 (.27) 135 (.20) 119 (.19) 60 (.26) 35 (.27)
Offenses Against Property 494 (.58) 465 (.44) 295 (.43) 229 (.36) 92 (.39) 35 (.27)
Offenses Against Persons 59 (.06) 47 (.04) 25 (.04) 10 (.01) 9 (.04) 1(.01)

Total 850 1,056 687 643 232 129

Area
Disposition i )
One Two Three Four Five Six
Waived to Criminal Court 3(.002)  0(.00) 128(15) 156 (.26) 7 (.03) 5 (.05)
Dismissed or No Further Action 416 (.39) 483 (.44) 73 (.08) 82 (.14) 54 (.23) 19 (.18)
Probation 495 (.46) 453 (42) 299 (.35) 306 (51) 173 (72) 71 (.69)
Transfer Custody to Public A 8 1 4
ransfer Custody to u‘ ic Agency 1 (1) 9 (.04) 59 (.09) 54 (10) 5 (.02) (.08)
Transfer Custody to Private Agency 35 22 14 6 1
Other 40 (.04) 104 (.10) 288 (.33) 0 (.00) 0 (.00) 0 (.00)
Total 1,070 1,081 861 604 240 103
Table 13
Prior Referrals by Area
Area
Reason for Referral One Two Three Four Five Six
This Year 130 (.28) 198 (.42) 69 (41) 63 (46) 33 (61) 17 (77)
Prior Years 329 (72) 268 (.58) 99 (.59) 73 (.54) 21 (.39) 23)
Total 459 466 168 136 54 22

*See Appendix C for explanation of Conditions.
**See Appendix C for corresponding Counties.
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Table 14
Prior Referrals by Sex

Sex
Prior Referrals Males J Fomale
This Year 395 (.38) 94 (.43)-
Prior Years 641 (.62) 127 {.57)
Total 1,036 2N

Table 15

Prior Referrals by Ethnic Group

Ethnic Group
Prior Referrals White Black Indian Other
This Year 396 (.41) 70 (.31) 13 (.33) 8 (.33)
Prior Years 572 (.59) 154 (.69) 26 (.66) 16 (.66)
Total 968 224 39 24
24
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Table 16

Disposition by Prior Referrals

Prior Referrals

Disposition
ISpOsIto This Year | Prior Years
Waivedto Criminal Court 22 (.05) 23 (.03)
Dismissedor No Further Action 128 (.26) 266 (.35)
Probation 213 (.44) 300 (.40)
Transfer Custody to Public Agency 62 (17) 88 (15)
Transfer Custody to Private Agency 18 25"
Other 44 (.09) 66 (.09)
Total 487 768

Table 17

o

Reason for Prior Referral by Prior Referrals

Prior Referrals

for Referral
Reason for Referra This Year Prior Years
Minor Offenses 115 (.25) 141 (.19)
Victimless Offenses 102 (.22) 151 {.21)
Oftenses Against Property 213 (.46) 396 (.54)
Offenses Against Persons 33 (.07) 42 (.06)
Total 463 730
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Table 18

Prior Referrals by Living Arrangement

Living Arrangements
Prior Referrals Condition Condition Condition Condition
b ] ]! 11 v
This Year 172 (.37) 163 (.38) 17 (.50) 20 (.44)
Prior Years 297 (.63) 268 (.62) 17 (.50) 25 (.56)
Total 469 431 34 45
Table 19
Prior Referrals by Family Income
Family Income
Prior Referrais Public Under $3,000 to | %5,000 to $10,000
Assistance $3,000 $4,999 $9,999 and above
This Year 53 (.32) 8 (.53) 31 (45) 80 (.37) 43 (.35)
Prior Years 112 (.68) 7 (.47) 38 (.55) 134 (.63) 79 (.65)
Total 165 15 69 214 122
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Table 20

Major Offenses by Sex

Sex
Offense

Female Male Total

Murder 0 1 1
Forcible Rape 0 3 3
Robbery (with force) 0 4 4
Robbery (all ather) 12 65 77
Aggravated Assault 10 50 60
Assault (all other) 12 84 9%
Burglary (Break and Enter) 23 621 644
Auto Theft 3 36 39
Unauthorized Use of Auto 14 227 241
Larceny (Shoplifting) 108 170 278
Larceny (all other) 29 458 487
Carry, Possess Weapons 0 13 13
Sex Offense (Except Forcible Rape) 7 14 21
Violate Drug Laws (Narcotics) 22 59 81
Violate Drug Laws (Except Narcotics) 46 171 217
Drunkenness 3 29 3z
Disorderly Conduct 14 40 54
Vandalism 14 210 224

Other (Forgery, Buying, Receiving or Possessing
Stolen Property, Fraud, Gambling, Trespassing,
Hunting Violations) 69 374 443
Total 386 2,629 3,015
Table 21
Minor Offenses by Sex
Sex

Offense Female Male Total
Running Away 193 85 278
Truancy 55 51 106
Curfew Violation 8 18 2
Ungovernable Behavior 153 99 252
Minor in Possession of Liquor 100 356 456
Other 22 40 62
Totai 531 649 1,180
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Major Offenses by

Table 22

Ethnic Group

Ethnic Group

st e o Aen

, Offense White | Black | Indian | Other Total
Murder 1 0 0 0 1
Forcible Rape ) 2 1 0 0 | 3
Robbery (with force) 0 4 0 0 4 .
Robbery (all other) 38 34 3 2 77
Aggravated Assault 27 3 1 1 60
Assault (all other) 74 16 3 3 96
Burglary (Break and Enter) 473 148 14 9 644
Auto Theft 34 2 1 2 39
Unauthorized Use of Auto 191 42 4 4 24
Larceny {Shoplifting) 232 41 4 1 278
Larceny (all other) 423 48 12 - 4 487
Carry, Possess Weapons 9 3 0 1 13
Sex Offenses (Except Forcible Rape) 16 5 0 0 21
Violate Drug Laws (Narcotics) 76 3 1 1 81
Violate Drug Laws {(Except Narcotics) 209 4 3 1 217
Drunkenness 26 0 5 1 32
Disorderly Conduct 46 1 5 2 54
Vandalism 204 12 6 2 224
Other (Forgery, Buying, Receiving or

Possessing Stolen Property, Fraud, Gambling, ,
Trespassing, Hunting Violations) 335 43 9 6 443
Total 2,466 438 71 40 3,015

Table 23
Minor Offenses by Ethnic Group
Ethnic Group

Offense White Black Indian Other Total
Running Away 240 28 8 2 278
Truancy 82 16 6 2 106
Curfew Violations 25 0 0 1 26
Ungovernable Behavior 228 21 2 1 252
Minor in Possession of Liquor 444 1 6 5 456
Other ' 56 2 3 1 62
Totals 1,075 68 25 12 1,180
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Table 24

Major Offenses by Month

Y

Offense -Jan.} Feb} Mar.| Apr.] May| June | July|Aug.|Sept. [ Oct.|Nov.| Dec.| Total
Murder ' 6 0 o o0 0 1 0 0 0 0 o0 0 1
Forcible Rape 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 3
Robbery (with force) 1 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 4
Robbery (all other) 3 T 8 7 14 2 4 4 9' 14 7 4 77
Aggravated Assault 4 7 5 7 1 3 6 7 5 4 3 60
Assault (all other) 2 4 3 12 13 7 3 12 6 12 13 96
Burglary (Break and Enter) 42 43 55 65 50 32 45 69 66 58 48 71 644
Auto Theft 0 3 3 6 2 2 1 7 1 1 6 7 39
Unauthorized Use of Auto 30 15 28 19 24 10 12 23 21 15 22 221 24
Larceny (Shoplifting) 19 26 15 15 43 15 19 17 16 23 32 38| 278
Larceny (all other) 33 25 32 42 43 54 30 54 44 41 49 40 487
Carry, Possess Weapons 0 2 1 5 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 1 13
Sex Offenses

(Except Forcible Rape) 0 1 0 0 1 1 4 3 3 4 1 3 21
Violate Drugs Laws (Narcotics) 5 9 2 3 5 5 5 9 14 16 5 81
Violate Drug Laws

(Except Narcotics) 9 15 20 8 4 8 1 21 27 30 23 41| 297
Drunkenness 0 1 0 3 6 4 5 4 1 2 1 5 32
Disorderly Conduct 12 5 0 7 3 2 8 2 10 8 6| 54
Vandalism 9 7 M 6 12 7 24 27 24 29 42 26| 224
Other (Forgery, Buying,

Receiving or Possessing

Stolen Property, Fraud,

Gambling, Trespassing,

Hunting Violations) 246 29 46 53 58 32 29 30 25 41 44 32 443

Total 182 190 235 252 288 190 202 285 270 295 309 317} 3,015
Table 25 ;
Minor Offenses by Month

Offense Jan.| Feb.[Mar.| Apr.| May] June | July}Aug.|Sept. |Oct.{Nov.{ Dec. | Total
Running Away 21 21 41 21 31 16 22 27 26 12 16 24 278
Truancy 5 6 10 24 8 6 6 4 13 7 12 106
Curfew Violation 0 0 0 3 8 4 2 0 4 1 26
Ungovernable Behavior 10 18 18 22 28 15 22 28 27 25 18 21y 252
Minor in Possession of Liquor 28 17 56 56 33 30 38 51 26 48 46 271 436
Other 4 4 7 8 9 3 1 7 4 6 6 3 62

Total 68 66 132 134 117 71 93 119 91 104 97 98] 1,180
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Table 26

Major and Minor Offense by County and by Sex

Males Females
County Major Minor Major Minor
~ Adams 47 10 1 5
Antelope 9 6 1 2
Arthur 1 0 0 0
Banner 0 0 0 0
Blaine 0 0 0 0
Boone 17 0 0 0
Box Butte 6 0 5 3
Boyd 4 4 0 0
Brown 24 9 0 9
Buffalo 19 8 7 5
Burt 2 1 L 0
Butler 43 32 2 6
Cass 12 2 1 6
Cedar 6 0 0 0
Chase 6 9 0 2
Cherry 7 5 0 3
Cheyenne 49 5 5 4
Clay 12 12 0 2
Colfax 10 0 1
Cuming 0 1 1
Custer 16 1 1 1
Dakota 28 1 0 2
Dawes ik 24 0 1
Dawson 16 56 3 17
Deuel 10 0 0 0
Dixon 12 0 0 0
Dodge 76 10 6 10
Douglas 861 77 89 124
Dundy 0 0 0 0
Fillmore 7 1 3 9
Franklin 0 0 0 0
Frontier 7 3 2 0
Furnas 5 1 1 0
Gage 20 4 4 3
Garden 5 0 0 0
Garfield 3 2 1 3
Gosper 0 0 0 0
Grant 0 0 0 0
Greeley 8 10 @ 7
Hall 51 22 5 14
Hamilton 4 1 0 1
Harlan 6 2 0 0

Males Females
County Major Minor ‘Major Minor
Hayes 0 0 0 0
Hitchcock 2 1 0 0
Holt 9 1 1 1
Hooker 1 0 0 0
Howard 6 34 0 6
Jefferson 1 2 2 6
johnson 3 6 0 0
Kearney 10 6 0 2
Keith 5 0 1 3
Keya Paha 0 0 0 0
Kimball 18 11 2 2
Knox 22 6 1 0
Lancaster 672 93 154 172
Lincoln 31 14 8 9
Logan 0 0 0 0
Loup 1 1 0 0
Madison 20 5 1 4
McPherson 0 0 0 0
Merrick 18 25 5 13
Morrill 4 0 0 0
Nance -1 0 0 2
Nemaha 14 0 0 0
Nuckolls 1. 0 0 0
Otoe 42 12 2 6
Pawnee 3 2 0 1
Perkins 7 0 0 0
Phelps 20 0 6 1
Pierce 2 0 0 1
Platte 30 8 4 6
Polk 3 0 2 2
Red Willow 36 0 3 0
Richardson 16 2 3 2
Rock 0 0 0 0
Saline 2 0 3 1
Sarpy 50 L 9 1
Saunders 8 3 0 1
Scotts Bluff 45 21 10 26
Seward 28 20 1 4
Sheridan 12 0 5 4
Sherman 2 0 0 0
Sioux 0 0 0 0
Stanton 10 1 1 1

Major and Minor Offenses by County and by Sex (Continued)
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Maior and Minor Offenses by County and by Sex (Continued)

Males Females
County Major Minor Major Minor

Thayer 2 1 0 0
Thomas 0 3 0 2
Thurston 6 1 3 2
Valley 4 5 2 3
Washington 4 4 0 0
Wayne 29 17 7 6
Webster 8 0 0 0
Wheeler 0 0 0 0
York NN 2 2 4

Total 2,629 649 386 531
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Appendix A

Form OHD-0YD-203
OMB No. 83-RO 123

A, COURT

Office of the Assistant Secretary for Human Development

Office of Youth Development, Department of Health, Education, and Welfare, Washington, D.C,

JUVENILE COURT STATISTICAL CARD

B, CHILD'S HAME OR
NUMBER

{Last)

C. ADDRESS

(First)

{Middle)

Ares code or
census troct

1) -

Enter only one code in the designated code box for each major category from

20201

DATE OF BIRTH...... “..

LI doy yeoor

AGE AT TIME OF REFERRAL.......0.... |

SEX: 1 Male 2 Female
N 1 White 2 Negro
RACE: 3 indien 4 Miher

Gt O

mo. dey yeat

H. DATE GF [I]:D ::]
REFFRRAL

} Lew enforcement agéncy
2 Schaol d-ipariment

Y Social sgency

4 Prabatian ofticer

5 Parents or reletives

6 Othey coury

7 Qthet source {spec

iy)

REFERRALS

4. This colendar yoor «
3

b, In prior years -
0 1 2 3 4

00 No detention or shelter care overnight

Detention ar shelter care
overnlght of longer iz
01 * Y1 or pelice station
04 = r:ntlon home
04 Foster faimily home
08 Other place {apucifyl

K. CARE PENDING DISPOSITION

. REFERRED BY D

e ———— i ———
J. PRIOR DELINQUENCY (excluding traffic)

] 1 ? 4 5 o more teferrals

5 or more refarrols

L. REASON REFERRED

Offenses opplicable 1o both juveniles ond adults {excluding teaffic)

01 Murder ond non-negligent mansfoughter 11 Larcony: Shoplifting

02 Monsloughtar by negligance

03 Faiclble raps

04 Rabhery: Purae snotching by lorce
05 Robbary: All except purse snotching

04 Assoult: Aggravoted

07 Assault: All encépt dggrovaied
08 Burglary~breaking or enterlng

09 Auto theft: Unauvthotized use

10 Auto theft: All sxcapt

unauthorlzed vee

13 Weapons=carrying, possesaing, ste.

14 Seu offenses (esicept forcibl

16 Violation of drug lows:
All encopt norcotic

17 Crunkennsss
18 Disorderly conducr
19 Vandelism

20 Other {epecify) -

12 Larcony: All axcept shoplifting

1S Violation of drug laws: Narcotle

(1]

o rapel

Offenses applicable to juveniles only {excluding teotfic)

31 Runaing away
32 Truency
33 Yiolatlon of curfew

34 Ungovarnebie behavior
35 Posse or deinking of 1l
38 Othei (spectiy),

quer

Traftic offonses

41 Dejving while Intoxicated

42 Hiy and tun
43 Reckless driving

44 Driving without o licenss
45 All other tralfic (specify).

M. MANNER OF HANDLING

1 Without petition 2 With petition

z

OATE OF
DISPOSITION

OISPOSITION

00 Woived 1o criminagl court

4

Complaint net substantioted
0} Dl{smianed: Not proved or
féund not Invoived

Complsint substontioted
No transter of legal custody

11 Otumisaed: Warnad, adjusted, counsalled

12 Hald open without furthar action

13 Probation officer 1o supervise

14 Raferrad to onother agency ot
individual for supervision or service

15 Rune dw

16 Other (specity)

. Transter of legal custedy to:
21 Public (nstitution lor detinquents

12 Othar public institution

23 Public egency or department
{including court)

tn this cutegary {*'K'*) il mare than one
code 1u wpplicable, add the appropriste
codes and enter totel sum in coding bon,

Neglect (abuse, desortion, inadequate core, etc,)

51 Abuse

52 All other neglect {specify)

Special proceedings (adoption, consent to marry, otc,)

61 Spectiy

24 Privote ogency or inatitutien

25 Individuol

76 Other (specifyl

99 Inopplicable ~ Special Proceedings

SUPPLEMENTARY DATA (for court’'s use)

o, Total Mo, of prior treffic refercale
k)

P, PRIOR TRAFFIC AND NEGLECT REFERRALS

Y. LIVING ARRANGEMENT OF CHILD

n own hame:
With both paren)s
With mother and steplather
With fother ond atepmother
With mother only
With father enly

tn home of relatives
In foster family home
In tastitution

In independent llving .

In other place tspecily)

e

ADDITIONAL SPACE FOR USE OF COURT

or more (2]

b, Totel No. of prier negleét refeirals 02

2 4 5 or mote [}]

Q. DIAGNOSTIC SERVICES 04

Need for Dingnostic Services 0s

Indicoted  Indicated but Nat in- 06

and provided not oveilable dicated o7

a. Peychalagleol 1 2 3 ::

b Psychlatele 1 H 3 19

w,

e Medlcal ! ? 3 o

d, *‘Social 1 v 2 3

02

R. ESTIMATED MENTAL CAPACITY
| Below overege 1 Above everage

2 Average 4 Not determined

T, SCHOOL ATTAINMENT & ADJUSTMENT

o, Years of schealing completed:
b, Grode placoment in relation to ager

t Retarded 3 Accelecoted
2 At eapected level

1 Yo 2 Ne
T. EMPLOYMENT AND SCHOOL STATUS

Not smployed 1
Employed
Full time 2
Part time E)
fnapplicable {pre.schooll 4

00 01 02 03 04 05 06 07 08 09 10 1)

4 Inappiicahle (Aot in school]
¢, Serlous or peraistent scheol misbehavier

3 Inopplicable (not in schocl)

Out of School

ot mare

09
10

DB Hi RN

MARITAL STATUS OF NATURAL PAREK /S

Poarents moteied and living together
QOne or both patents deod:
Both dead
Father dead
Mother dead
Parents separoted:
Dliverced or legally seperated
Fother deserted mother
Mother deserted fother
Other reason (specify}

1]

Parents not morried 10 sach other
Other status (specify)

1 Recolving public nsalatance ot time of referral

[j X. FAMILY INCOME (Annuel)

Not teceiving public assistance at time of referrel

1

In School N
s ‘

4 D :

7 ]

© Not cur
1 Under o
2 One but less thon five yedrs
3 Five yoors or more

ntly resident of County

U, LENGTH OF RESIDENCE (of child) IN COUNTY

- V. LOCATION OF RESIDENCE

1 Rurel

Under $3,000
$3,000 1o $4,999
$5,000 to $9,999
$10,000 end over
Unknown

[

2 Urben - predominontly residentiel
3 Urboan « predominently business or Industrial eres
4 Suburboan

—

]

o AT i

Appendix B

JCR Area Map of Nebraska
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Appendix

C

Variable Categories

. Reason for Referrai

1. Minor Offenses

2. Victimless Offenses

3. Offenses Against Property
4, Offenses Against Persons

. Disposition

. Waived to Criminal Court

. Dismissed or No Further Action

. Probation

. Transfer Custody to a Public Agency
. Transfer Custody to a Private Agency
. Other

UTH WN =

. Prior Referrals
1. One or more this year
2. One or more prior years

. Sex
1. Male
2. Female

. Area (County Groupings)
1. Area One

2. Area Two

3. Area Three

4. Area Four

5, Area Five

6. Area Six

. Family income

1. Public Assistance
2. Under $3,000

3. $3,000 - $4,999

4, $5,000 - $9,999
5. $10,000 and over

. Ethnic Group
1. White

2. Black

3. Indian

4, Other

. Living Arrangement
1. Condition | (with both parents)
2. Condition 1l {with mother only)
3. Condition Il (with father only)
4. Condition IV {in foster family home)

The list of Variables refers to the following sections on the
JCR data card.

1.

2,

3.

>

5.

Section L

1. 31-36

2. 13, 15-18, and 20

3. 05, 08, 09-12, and 19
4, 01-04, 06, 07, and 14,

Section O

. 00

. 01, 11, and 12
.13 and 14

21-23

. 24 and 25

. 15, 16, 26, and 99

ection |

7 N RS

ection F

N0 o

ection A
. Douglas, Sarpy
. Lancaster
. Antelope, Boone, Burt, Butler, Cass, Cedar, Colfax,
Cuming, Dakota, Dixon, Dodge, Fillmore, Gage,
Jefferson, Johnson, Knox, McPherson, Nance,
Nemaha, Otoe, Pawnee, Pierce, Platte, Polk, Richard-
son, Saline, Saunders, Seward, Stanton, Thayer,
Thurston, Washington, Wayne, York
4, Adams, Blaine, Buffalo, Clay, Custer, Dawson,
Dundy, Franklin, Frontier, Furnas, Garfield, Gosper,
Greeley, Hall, Hamilton, Harlan, Hayes, Hitchcock,
Hooker, Howard, Kearney, Lincoln, Loup, Madison,
Merrick, Nuckolls, Phelps, Red Willow, Sherman,
Thomas, Valley, Webster, Wheeler
5. Arthur, Banner, Chase, Cheyenne, Deuel, Garden,
Grant, Keith, Kimball, Morrill, Perkins, Scotts Bluff
6. Box Butte, Boyd, Brown, Cherry, Dawes, Holt, Keya
Paha, Rock, Sheridan, Sioux

WN =W N

ection X

S
1
2
3.
4
5

U hHh Wwh =

Section G
1.1
2.2
3.3
4. 4,

. Section V

1. 01
2. 04
3. 05
4. 07

Appendix D

Analyses Performed

Reason for Referral

Disposition

Prior Referrals

X

Prior Referrals

Sex

Area

Family Income
Ethnic Group

Living Arrangement

Prior Referrals

Sex

Area

Family Income
Ethnic Group
Living Arrangement

Sex

Area

Family Income
Ethnic Group
Living Arrangement
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