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I NTRODUCT I ON 

The Juveni Ie Justice System .in South Carolina has long been hampered by the 

paucity of reliable data on which to base positive programming to serve the needs 

of those youth processed through the various parts of the system. For the most 

part I th i s can be dl rect I y attrl buted to the fact that the segI1lents of the "system,1I 

consisting of law enforcement, jai I detention, courts and juveni Ie faci I ities, 

operate in a non-cohesive manner, each fUnctioning autonomously within its own 

jurisdiction. Therefore, not only has data been difficult to retrieve, but analy

zation of the total system impossible to attain. 

During the past sevaral years, advances have been made to increase this working 

base of information. The Un:iform CrIme Report now provides data avai lable quarterly 

with regard to juvenIles taken into custody from all reporting agencies in South 

Carolina in terms of the age, race, sex and offense distributions of the youths 

processed. The Department of Youth Services, through its data processing system, 

has endeavored to maintain up-to-date records of al I youth processed through its 

facilities. In addi.:tion1 this Agency 1s Research Unit has been compiling detailed 

state-wide reports on juveni Ie detentio l.'\ in cooperation with all faci! fties who 

hold juveni les in,jai I. AI I of these proce$ses have served to greatly broaden base 

line data related ~o "juveniles in trouble l
ll pursuant not only to evaluating the 

present juvenile justice system and the correlation between its various components I . 
but as a vital step in formulating appropriate planning. 

This report on juveni las processed through the courts of the various counties 

in South Carolina for FY 1977 reflects a further effort in the investigation of 
.. 

another area of information in the State juveni Ie justice system and represents an 

uodate to the first compi lation of such court data prom~fgated last year by the 

ResearCh and Evaluation Section of the South Carolina DepartMent of Youth Services . 

, I 
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BasicallYI it reflects a synthesis of the second year's reports from the court 

reporting system initia~red in Fiscal Year 1976 with the cooperation of rrost of 

,./ the courts who process juveniles. While complete individual county reports with 

tables are not provided this year, a summary sheet for each county is included 

and the statewide tables are more detal led for each county, so that al I information 

pertaining to a particular county is accesstble. The table of contents also cites 

the source of the data for each county as wei I as the time frame upon which the 

report is based. It wi I I be noted that whi Ie two courts who did not participate 

contributed their own annual reports and five counties have only partial data, 

only two counties did not make any information available. 

This DYS reporting system has continued through FY 1978 and that fiscal year 

report wi I I be completed shortly. Whi Ie it must be recognized that the monthly 

reports have been completed by the courts themselves and, therefore l are subject 
< 

to various discrepancies inherent in individual reporting methodologies, never-
......... 
p. 

~ theless , they should provide, in aggregate, a reasonable estimate of the statewide 

incidence involving juveni les processed through the courts in South Carol ina, 

The separate categories analyzed for FY 1977 have been more refined than previous 

reporting an.d corres.pondingly, this report should reflect increased validity as 

well as more detai led distributions,. particularly regard: n9 status offenders, 

recidivism and ab~se and neglect for which more complete data now has become 

avai lab fe. 

Hopefully, the new reporting system initiated by Juveni Ie Placement and 

Aftercare for FY 1979 in conjunction with their intake and probation responsibi litles 

should result in a more comprehensive report next year since it wi I I be based on 

an i ndi vi dua I tracki ng system. A II of these comb i ned efforts shou I d certa i n I y con-
'. 

tribute heavi Iy to advancing the state of knowledge of this most crucial com~onent 

of the Juveni Ie Justice System - The Courts. 
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ANALYZATION OF STATEVnDE DATA 

The analyzatlon of the Individual county court reports which reflect a 

total state perspective obviously must be qual ified first by noting certain dis-

crepancies or limitations In the data base. As mentioned previously, there are 

inconsistencies apparent in the reporting methodology of each court even with 
• 

uniform court reporting forms uti Ilzed. For instance, several courts only 

acco1.lnted for neglect and abuse cases in the referral load and not in the separate 

forms provided for that category, so that some data 10 this area is limited. 

Simi larly, some courts processed juveni Ie traffic cases and others did not, 

thereby creating load differentials. Furthermore, the numbers of referrals to 

the court by source di ffered, from those by age, race and sex sl nee the former 
. 

could account for one chi.ld:at Intake more than once during the monthj there-

fore, the most accurate measure of individual youth processed was considered 

to be those recorded bv aae, race, and sex and lsi nterpreted '35 such tn th i s 

report. Additionally, the validity of the interpreta"rion of data is somewhat 

hindered by the fact that less than a total year's data was accessible from 

several courts even with constant monitoring. Ho~ever, in most of these cases, 

suffici,ent time frames were avai lable to provide a reasonable estimate of a 

total year's figures as extrapolated from the avai lable data. Final Iy, J~o 

court reports that were not based on the DYS un i form system are recorded for 

the calendar year 1~76 and two courts did not submit any reports. Nevertheless, • 

the avai labi lity of simi lar categorical Information fOl- a total year's proces-

sing from thirty-nine (39) counties and partial data from five (5) counties at 

least constitutes a base for which reasonable interpretation is possible. 

Of the thirty-nine (39) counties for whom total year reports are avai lable, 

( thirty-seven (37) were utilizing the DYS uniform monthly court reporting form and 
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the data reflects FY 1976-1977. Two (2) courts, Charleston and Richland, sub-

mitted thei r own yearly reports, basically for calendar year 1976. In addition~ 

five (5) counties sL!bmitted reports for some portion of the year (Bamberg l 8 mos.; 

Jasper 10 mos.; Pickens, 4 mos.; ·Union, 3 mos.; and Marlboro, I mo.). The 

extrapolation of this partial cata to represent a total year's figures is wei I 

within the limits of probabi Ilty since the analyzation of ful I year's reports 

reveals that in the majority of cases, six-months' figures rep~esent approximately 

48% of total numbers. Since participation was voluntary, it is creditable to 

the fine cooperation of the courts and persistent rronitoring by Research staff 

that a vast majority of the reports were completed and received. 

Wi th in th is framework, therefore, it can be estt mated as a reasonab I e approxl-

mation that wei lover 17,000 juveni les were referred to the courts of South 

Carolina for FY 1977 (exclud'ing two unreporting q)unties which, because of their 

small size, would not basically affect this estimate). 

This figure includes both those referred on del inquency charges as wei I as 

for neglect and abuse. It can be noted from Table I which reflects the distribu-

tions for both categories reported by the courts that the neglect and abuse cases 

constitute a minimal-proportion so that even delinguency cases alone account for 

about 17,000 youth. ~bst significantly, this number reveals a concurrence with 

that ap'proximatio'n for FY 1976 in last year's report indicating an apparent static 

situation in the numbers of youth referred to the court during that two year time 

trame. The heavies~ concentration In numbers 'occurred in Charleston, Spartanburg, 

Greenvi I Ie, Richland, Anderson, and Lexington, respectively, since these are major 

population areas. However, it wi I I be noted that this does not correspond to 

those areas referring to court the largest segments of their juvenl Ie population -.. 
Clarencon, Union, Kershaw, Beaufort, Col leton, Lexington, and Chester. Most of 

these counties also reflected the highest rates for FY 19i6, although Clarendon 

anc ~nion in particular exhibit an extremely disproportionate raTe this year 
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,IUVtrHl.r.S fH:rr:nnw TO SOUTII CIIROLI NA 
COllnTS OV COlllnv'" 

No. of ,fuVcniles 916Tst. "Percent of Estlnkltcd Population 
Juv. Pop. neferrcd 

County. Court De 1 i n!1!!9.D£Y ____ Neg1ect & libuse -It M Total 7-16 Delingue!!£l 1\ 11 Rp. ferra 1 s 
i\hh~vn le-- --Pi:ob-a~ no 11-0- 3.lTb 1-:12 "2'~'2--
/I I ken Fllmi iy 601 123 724 18,460 3.<'6 3.92 
/Ill cndil1e Probate ;?3 2 ?S 1,943 1.1fJ 1.29 
/llIderson Family 963 59 1.022 19.429 4.96 5.26 
[lilmhcl'g Proha te 33 (~5, 8 nkls.) 33 3,317 .99 .99 
[\i\rtll'lp.l1 Prohilte 3.533 
Ilr,1l1rol't rilmi Iy 572 4 576 9,779 5.05 5.89 
Tlct'l,r:lcY Prob;) tc 367 50 423 14,702 2.50 2.83 
C.,l hOlln Filmily 2,323 
Chat'lestnn Filmi 1 y 2,404 . 101\ 2,508 49,770 4.83 5.04 
Cherokee Film! ly I'll 11\7 7,117 2.06 2.06 
Ches ter Fami Iy 312 5 317 5,1323 5.36 5.114 
Chesterfield P.-oh.,te 103 103 7,M9 1.46 1.46 
ClilrenrJon Probate' 573 573 5.0L'2 9.04 9.81\ 
(011 ('I.on Ftltnl1y 3J:1 2 335 5,670 5.67 5.71 
n.1rlln!)ton Probate 2~n 226 11,109 2.05 2.05 
Oi lIon Praha te 11 11 6.603 .17 .17 
1'I()I"(he5 te r Probate 190 II 202 7,345 2.70 2.75 
Edgc fI c I d Filmily B7 37 3,332 2.61 2.61 
rlli l'fir.1 d Filmi 1y 65 65 1\,251 1.53 1.53 
flol'(,"c!! Family <'lnO tlnO In.374 2.61 2,61 
rJl'O I"UC lo~tn rrObt1lc 136 136 7,31\3 1.85 1.05 
GrCIlnvil1c Family 1.197 '5 1,222 45,400 2.611 2.69 
Gnmnl'lood rilmily 3Hl .~ 319 9,370 3.39 3.40 
lIilm" ton Proba tc tlO tll1 3,232 • 1.40 1.411 
lIorry Fami 1y 270 270 1tl.034 1.92 1.92 
J.lspcr Probate 31 {26, 10 mos.' 31 2,601 1.19 1.19 
Kershilw Family tl31 39 470 6,915 6.23 6.130 
lanclIs ter Family 391\ 39tl 8,754 4.50 4.50 
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, .. Coun tY. __ ~ .•. ___ 'r-'I:ont.'j,lrl.,yl._-
Laurens " 
lee Probil ta 
I.('xin!)ton Filmlly 
IlcCorml ck Family 
11,11'ion Prohiltc 
I1.lrlboro Probate 
Ilr~lh(>t'ry Probilte 
Or.once Filmily 
OI',lIlgrhurg rami 1 y 
Pickens Civil 
Richland Filmily 
Saludil Family 
Spilrtanburg Fnnrlly 
Stlllltr:r Ftlntlly 
lInion County 
Hi11iamsburg Probate 
York Family 

10TI\L 

TOTI\L 

TI\OI,E t 

JllVEIHLES IU:FCRnr.O TO SOUTII CI\ROLIN/\ 
COURTS OY COUNTY* 

-liO~oTJijvcrinii-s --------- --nfli>l:st. Percent of EsttmatacrpopuTaueiii 
Juv. Pop. Re ferred 

. __ ~l~RjuqJ.l.SY ____ .. ______ Jl..Q.!JJ ~s~ .. ~_.~!?!~!l._*_w __ T.:..,::o ~TI~-- __ ~~~{-::'B----I""JC:..:.~ ~~~~'!.ncy 1\ 11 ~~ItIIJl,li 
62 3 (i5 4,l{i9 1.49 1.56 

062 153 1 ,015 18,493 4.66 5.49 
24 24 1,756 1 .37 1 .37 
03 7 90 6,023 1.30 l,q9 
1 (1 mo.) 1 6,04q .02 .02 

76 HI 94 5,069 1.50 1.85 
3q9 3 352 7,703 4.53 4.57 
34(j 346 14,591 2.37 2.37 
213 (71, 4 mos.) 213 10,227 2.00 2.00 

1.051 100 1,151 39,262 2.60 2.93 
66 1 67 2.072 2.30 2.33 

'1,533 1,533 32,370 4.74 4.74 
562 562 17,744 3.17 3.17 
5qt1 (136, 3 mos.) 5qq 5,551 9.00 9.CO 

U6 86 7,699 1.12 1.12 
399 399 16,Q36 2.Q3 2.43 

Hi ,965 
(with projactions) 

3.31 3.QS 713 17,670 512,519 

16,402 
(~Ii lhout pl'ojec t. ions) 

713 17,115 512,519 3.20 3.34 

• 
• n,lsnd on chil dran recoI'ded in the n!Jn, rilt;e nnd snx dis trl hut.ion fOl' ry 1 ~77, excer t for Chilrles ton 
ilnll Rich1i1nd rllmily Court figures, which derive frol11 lheil' I\nnunl Rr:ports, cillcndar yeilr 1976. 
I~,wlboro Prohata hilOdled juveniles .Juring only ana monlh of the fiscal year and therefore ilccounted 
for only one reFerrlll during the pC!1'iorl. 

Hlhe total of 713 n('glectcrl or abused children includns 264 incfdcl1cas recorded by six courts in 
conjunction with rlelinquency Clffcnsc data, ns \~cll as 315 casas (involvintJ 4q9 youth) recorded on 
SP.l1ill'i! te forms hy h1el1ty courts oval' a pr:1'i od ranqi nCI from 1 - 11 months ilnd anti ly;wd in deta i1 
.ll th!! r,onclu-,Ioll of this report. 1\11 d.ltil is Pill'liil1 illld :;houlcl in no w.,y br: constrllncl as all 
.)cctll"aLp. nJ'!asul'c of thc neglect and ahlls(' problem in South Carolillil. 
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of almost 10%. The percentage of Juveni Ie population referred to court for 

the State from al I the counties averages about 3.34~ and also closely corres

"J ponds to the FY year 1976 rate of 3.43%. (See Tab I e I.) 

'The examination of the frequency of referrals by month in Table II and 

Figure I reveals that generally more referrdls are perpetuated during the first 

six months of the year for most counties (52% for the State), although the two 

six month periods differ very little cumulatively. February and March reflect 

the heaviest loads with October accounting also for a sizeable number. This 

pattern Is amazingly consistent with that noted for FY 1976. 

The data on source of referral for the State in Table II I indicates that 

law enforcemert aoencies were by far the most frequent referring agency to the 

court, averaging 56.85% of all referrals statewide. They may be compared to 

the figure of 57% notl..:d in the report for FY 1976:aga1:1 exhibiting a close 

parallel in the data compi led for both years. In five (5) counties, however, 

I Chester, Edgefield, Georgetown, Oconee, and Saluda, the school accounted for 
'-. 

the greatest number, and InRI ch I and and Lexi ngton, i ndi vi dua I other referra Is. 

The data in Tab I e I V on race and sex was ava i I ab I e from a I I the reporti ng 

counties with the exception of Richla'nd, and only Richland and Charleston did 

not provide input on the age distribution. On this base of 15,515 youth 

actua I I Y reported by race and sex for the State as a who Ie, 10,018 or a I most 65% 

were white and 5,497 or 35% were black. These proportions may be compared to the 

qO% white and 40% black distributions indicated in the report for FY 1976 as well 

as to those of the estimated total juvenile population of the State between seven 

and sixteen (63$ white, 37% black). In terms of sex, 11,518 or 74.24% were male 

and 3,997 or 25.76 female, corresponding very closely to the FY 1976 distributions 
-. 

of 75% male and 25~ female, while varying from the State juveni Ie population nearly 

even proportions. \~ith respect to age, of those 13,007 actually reported for 

7:-.e State l af6 16 accountsc for the greatest nUr.1bsr (alr.cst 34;:) followed by 

age I';, with tnose two age groups representi ng a I most 59~ of a II referra Is. 
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County Court July Aug, Sept. 

floliiiVllle- Probate' 12 3 5 
Aikrn F~mily 43 [)5 42 
All r.nd.1l e P,'oh~ te 3 2 0 
I\ndl' ,'son r ilmi 1 y 44 73 [)3 
n~lIlhcrg Prohil te - - -
n~rllwell Prob~te - - -
nctlufort r(1mi ly 28 41 59 
ncr!:c ley Proba ta 23 21 16 
C~ I hOlln Family - - -
Chilrlrston r(1mily - - -
Chr.l'ol:cc rami ly 9 16 9 
Ches lr.r family 26 30 29 
Cheslerfield Probate 11 6 9 
Clarendon Probate 31 61 50 
Collet.on F(1mi1y 7 6 22 
narlington Probale 
Dillon Prohille 
(lot'ehe!; le r Probll te 

7 6 la 
0 0 0 
7 6 13 

Idqdleld rilmi l,Y 
ril{rfie1d rami1y 

2 6 0 
5 7 3 

norener. Filinily 34 38 50 
ioN)! 'J<'l'lI-tn I'rolt" tc 2 2 11 
Grr.rnvi 11 e r,111li 1y 
Grcem'lOod Fami ly 
11,111111 ton I' robil ta 

125 154 110 
37 1.7 25 
4 3 7 

1I0l"ry rami ly 24 22 16 
Jllsper Probate 
Kershaw Fami 1y 

- - 6 
33 34 45 

lilncaster Family 26 49 53 
l~urcns ramily 22 18 18 

TIlnLF. I ( 

SOUTII CMOLIN/\ DEL INQUENCY REfERRALS TO COURT * 
BY 110NTII ANn COUNTY 

, 
I 

Oct. Nov. Dec. Jan. Feb. ~'arch April 

3 9 4 1 11 7 5 
52 26 113 411 49 64 71 
0 2 0 II 3 1 5 

lOG 65 139 73 69 131 137 
- 2 1 10 1 2 1 
- - - - - - -

94 107 53 49 57 82 60 
23 32 33 35 15 40 29 
- - - - - - -- - - - - - -

25 12 5 6 13 11 10 
31 35 39 14 45 22 10 
9 9 10 8 8 5 9 

65 42 51 65 51 50 39 
29 19 21 35 37 44 49 
25 20 29 27 23 26 21 

1 0 1 1 0, 2. 1 
11 12 19 12 29 20 6 

9 7 16 9 5 15 1 
4 3 1 3 11 7 10 

46 45 31 37 30 38 57 
7 111 22 23 9 23 15 

85 80 54 77 132 109 96 
25 20 22 24 38 42 25 
10 3 2 2 1 7 3 
24 15 9 30 30 20 18 
3 3 3 3 1 1 1 

39 47 39 34 20 39 35 
48 25 28 39 41 33 26 
19 47 24 24 27 29 29 

~lay June July-Dec. Jan.-June Toti\l Year 
No. % No. % 

~6 2 III 50.6 40 49.4 Ul 
44 291 45.7 346 54.3 637 

2 0 7 31.[) 15 6[).2 22 
77 66 460 47.13 503 52.2 963 
2 0 3 15.8 16 84.2 19 
- - - - - - -

50 47 382 52.5 345 47'.5 727 
56 44 148 40.3 219 59.7 367 
- - - - - - -- - - - - - -

17 17 76 50.7 74 49.3 150 
6 11 190 63.n 108 36.2 298 

12 7 54 52.4 49 47.6 103 
51 9 300 53.1 265 46.9 565 
43 22 104 31.1 230 63.9 334 
21 8 105 45.4 126 54.5 231 

1 1 2 25.0 6 75,0 8 
42 21 68 34.3 130 65.7 198 
0 9 40 46.0 ~7 54.0 117 
7 3 23 3~.9 41 64.1 64 

35 43 244 50.4 240 49.6 41'11 
13 2 51 37.S 05 62.5 136 

105 121 GOB 1l[).7 6110 t1.3 1.2411 
21 23 1~6 45.8 173 54.2 319 
5 1 29 !iO.4 19 39.6 ~8 

34 27 110. 40.9 159 59.1 269 
2 3 15 57.7 11 42.3 26 

30 36 237 55.0 194 45.0 431 
6 18 229 S[).4 163 41.6 392 

H 28 148 49.0 154 51'.0 302 
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County 

ington 
o\,lIIick 
ion 
lboro 
berry 
nce 
oCfchurg 
ken':; 
hland 
ucla 
rltmbllrg 
tcr 
on 

Ti5F 
I.cr. 
Nr.C 
I-I.lr 
aw 
flm·J 
Oco 
O,'i\ 
Pic 
Ric 
Sal 
SIli1 
Sum 
Uni 
~li 1 
Yot' 

1iamsburg 
k 

TOTI\ 
(113 

I. 
courts) 

Court 

--pj·ob.;·t.e 
fillllily 
rilmlly 
Prohnt.e 
Probi.lte 
Probate 
Family 
fillnlly 
Ci v\1 
F.lmll/* 
family 
Filmily 
Fami 1y 
County 
Probate 
Fami 1y 

July I\ug. Sepl. 

z z 2 
B7 61 65 
1 4 0 
1 6 3 
1 0 0 

11 3 3 
22 30 27 
213 21 42 
11 9 17 
22 56 51 
1 2 0 

97 155 103 
35 44 511 
- - -
5 4 2 

29 39 31 

918 1147 1092 
(6.7%) (6.4%) (13.0%) 

I 

TI\I3LE II 

SOIlTII CI\rtOUN/\ DELlNQU~HCY RtFERRIiLS TO COURT'" 
BY !-1ONTII ANO cournv 

Oct. Nov. Dec. JilO. Feh. March April MilY June 

4---4 a 6~t 6 1 12 {j'-

37 M 66 611 53 91 102 611 61 

3 0 1 0 a· .. · . 2 0 0 5 

6 2- 6 5 26 11 10 6 0 

0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

13 3 7 5 5 5 3 9 9 

34 29 14 25 39 43 36 30 18 

24 30 20 313 ~(j 29 33 23 14 

- - . - - - - 35 -
33 61 313 43 52 62 311 36 45 

5 11 3 4 9 n 6 5 12 

175 97 153 114 225 153 lHl 73 54 

116 52 33 66 112 47 39 62 116 . - - - - SO 55 32 -
13 8 8 B 6 5 6 B 13 

38 36 26 40 31 3!l 36 46 9 

. 
1274 1113 1032 1111 1309 1375 1193 1211 937 

(9.3X)(I3.1X) (7.5%) (n.l"}'.) (9.5%) (lO.OX) (n.7%)(8.3X) (6.6X) 

July··Occ. Jnn.·June Total Vear 
No. % h P' X ._ 

-"'2Z-'3~:q zoST -fir-
450 50.n 435 119.2 aRS 

9 37.5 15 62.5 24 
211 29.3 58 10.7 32 
1 100.0 0 0 1 

/10 52.6 36 47.4 16 
156 45.0 191 55.0 347 
165 117A 1133 52.6 348 

37 51.4 35 IIB.6 72 
261 49.0 272 51.0 533 

22 33.3 44 66.7 66 
700 51.2 742 411.8 1.522 
264 46.6 302 53.11 566 

0 0 137 100.0 137 
40 46.5 46 53.5 136 

199 49.9 200 50.1 399 

6501 40.0 7136 52.0 13.717 

.. 
*Uy \lctual lIumber recorded according to court report. Use of "0" in the taolo il1r1icntes thilt the cQurt rcportd 0 for the month. Use of a 

t1i1<;h (_) indicates no report received. Partial diltil: nambcrg (lJ mos.)~ Jaspcr (lO mos.), Pickens (II mos.), Union (3 mos.). 

**l3ilscd 00 calendar year 1976 docketed petitions only. 
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SOUTH CAnOL! NA DEL I' ENCY REfERRALS TO COURT 
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. '-'ATlil~~-\'l f~ ---
/"liken 
1\11endil1e 
I\nele rson 
lJilll.1~"9 II., ,'Ill'll! 11 
Ilr.illlfol't 
IIrl'kr.1uy 
Cillholln 
r.hil,'lr.slon H 

Cherokee 
r.hc~ leI' 
theslcrfield 
Cl,1rendon 
Col1elon 
0111'1 i ngton 
Ili lIon 
l1ol'chrslcr 
r d!lnflcld 
fill rfir.lrl 
Flo,'once 
r~'()l'q(! I 01'111 
lin:f!nvi lIe 
r;rrr.llI'lOod 
III'''~llon 
lIorry 
JiI~per 
I:crshilw 
I <1I1C.1S ter 
I.illlrt:ns 
If'(! 
LrxingLon 

COUl't 
Proliiite 
Film; ly 
PI'obate 
flll1li 1y 
Prooilte 
Prohiltc 
FIlmi ly 
P"Ohillr. 
fill'" ly 
filllli ly 
fillili Iy 
rililli ly 
Prooa te 
Probate 
Filmi ly 
Prob"le 
Prohille 
Prohille 
rilmi ly 
Family 
FilIn; ly 
Prohil tc 
rill1lily 
rilm! Iy 
Prohillc 
family 
Probil te 
Filrnil y 
Family 
rami 1y 
1"roba tc 
rilrni 1y 

Law 
Enforcerrcnt 

80 
412 

19 
413 

9 
-

512 
215 

-
1,623 

79 
87 
05 

487 
111 
110 

0 
116 

32 
41 

247 
25 

1,1413 
194 

31 
1713 

16 
259 
211 
11lG 

28 
249 

TII[llE III 

JUVENILE REFEIHtIlLS TO SOUTII C/\ROLIN/\ COURTS 
[lY courlTY /\NO SOURCE OF REFERMl * 

'.l: Pilrcnt X School % 
98.77 - 1 1.23 0 0 
64.68 129 20.25 54 8.4n 
86.36 1 4,55 2 9,09 
42.89 102 13,90 198 20.56 
47.37 9 47.37 1 5.26 

- - - - -
70.Q3 72 9.90 40 6.60 
51.60 98 23,56 0 0 

- - - - -
M.50 3!'10 15.50 - -
52.67 22 14 .67 14 9.33 
29.19 30 12.75 97 32.55 
82.52 10 17.48 0 0 
86.19 Q6 8.14 12 2.12 
33.23 32 9.50 !l9 29.6Q 
47.62 46 19.91 61 26.41 

100.00 0 ,0 . 0 0 
64.00 34 10.99 11 6.15 
36.78 5 5.75 47 54.02 
M.06 8 12.50 5 7.81 
51.03 45 9.30 76 15.70 
lfl.3fl 22 16.1 n 05 62.50 
91.99 1 .00 62 4.97 
60.en 16 5.02 40 15.05 
64.58 15 31.25 0 0 
66.17 43 15.99 3 1.12 
61.54 7 26.92 0 0 
59.13 94 21 AG 30 6.85 
53.83 52 13.27 77 19.64 
61.59 65 21 .52 36 11.92 
41.79 19 213.36 15 22.39 
28.14 164 13.53 60 9.04 

partial 
Olher % Total Data 

0 0 6J 
42 6.59 637 
0 0 22 

170 17.65 963 
0 0 , 19 8 nes. - ~ -

95 13.07 727 
103 24.76 416 

- - -
497 19.80 2.508 

35 23.33 150 
76 25.50 298 
0 0 103 

20 3.54 565 
92 27.54 334 
14 6.06 231 
0 0 8 

IlJ 10.06 179 
3 3.45 87 

10 15.63 64 
116 23.97 484 

4 2.94 136 
37 2.96 1,240 
61 19.12 319 

2 • 4.17 48 
45 16.73 269 

3 11.54 26 10 nos. 
55 12.56 438 
52 13.27 392 
15 4.97 302 
5 7.46 67 

392 44.29 885 

~---~~-----
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11,1 1,10 2 
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ll1nLt:ll1 

JUVENI LE RErERlllIl.S TO SOUTII CIIROllNII COURTS 
('IV COUNTY I\NI> SOURCE OF REfERRIIL * 

"'~' 

........ _, -.. --.--.-~- ... ,--. ---'liiit·-·-'--·--·--,.,-----··--·-----. -.-- -"-'-~--'----------"1'~irti~-

. 1:0111) I Y .••. ____ .. COljllj·t. ___ 3D ror,c
1 

f)i·!l~tl..t _. ___ _ .J. _. __ -~~'1),'!!!)1"_--1-'J·--- Schoo 1,--_"",,, 
1·k;Lnl'l1Iick F,ll1l Y 115./33 II 6.67 B 

"/., Olher 1- Totill 
33:·33 --_. r-if~n- 2~ 

N.wiofl Pl"Ohate 413 50.54 5 6.10 24 29.27 5 6.10 132 
11",'1 horn Proha te 1 100,00 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 
1I11\'lhrn'Y Probate 57 75.,JO 9 11.M 4 5.26 6 7.B9 76 
OC\)\H~e f ilmil y 115 33. 14 64 1 !3. 4 4 123 36.89 40 11,53 347 
Ot',lnurhU1'g rillilily 153 44.00 lin 13.UO 313 
Pickl'1\5 Civil 59 m .90 10 13.90 3 

10.90 109 31.30 311t! 
4.17 0 0 72 

Ri(hlil"d'~ Fal1llly 1117 27.50 30 5.63 20 3.75 3:l6 63.04 533 
:),,11111.1 Fc1mily 24 35.80 11 6.00 32 47,00 7 10.40 67 
Spartanburg fillllily 691 45.40 212 13.93 131 8.61 43B 32.06 1,522 
Sumter F.1ntily 349 61.66 117 20.67 77 13.60 23 4.06 566 
lIninn r.1\\lnt.y 74 5/1.01 15 10.95 6 
1~i1liillllsblJr!l PI'Ohilte !i0 51tH 23 26.711 2 
Yorl. . f.lInily 25G 6/1.66 59 14.79 64 

4.311 42 30.66 137 
2.33 11 12.79 n5 

16.0/1 10 4,51 399 

roT1I1. 9,240 56.05 2,272 13.97 1,690 10.114 3,0110 18.74 16,Z66 

·l\c1.l1<11 1\\l11~J!)!' !'CfOl'(!ed by the court.s ror fisenl Yf'ilr 11)77. oxecll!; ilS nol<,d belOW. The grcilt llli1jO\'ity ilrc dcllllqllCIlf.Y "cfcrrals 
.11lholl'jh .1 lnl"l or i1pproxi"~'te1.Y 60 nl'!!llf)cl. ill1ll nllliS() CilS{!S WCI'(> incorrcr.tl.y inclllrlr.d in lhr. rilW cliltil rrom ()crkcl('y, Kel'shaw, 
1.1~(' 11IId 5.11\11\., Counties. Uilshes (~) inclicillc d.lta WitS lI11ilVilllilhle. Zeroes (0) indicate zero reported in iI giv~n category. 

lAll.1scd on calcnd.11' year 1<)7G, cour(s allllual report. SOUl'ce of referral on the Richlnnd County Family Court Report is given on 
d()c~.cl.cd \1elltions only. 

__ \- "i!.,t::,;.i1 __ _ 

" nos. 

3 nos. 



-. TAIlLF. (r-
AGE. HAeC. ANI> SEX lhw :<I11UTlON 

OF JUVCNILE RCHIUu\LS TO SOUTII CMOllNA COllins nY COUtlTYt. 

..... - ... ---,~------ · ..... -'--;--------------..--·----r-~10::-::&-- ·IPiirna-r TOJ;16 ... __ ~~L C".UII ty •. _ ••• So!II'I .. _ ~ J:!111 .• __ ~/.r _ __1!I!~ __ !lLL 
IIlJll('vl II r Pl'uhcHC I 46 6 2U' 0 
1\ 1\;(!1l Family 340 139 E6 36 
All~IH1(\lc ProlJlltl! (l 6 7 2 
"'"de \'son Falilil y.. 566 197 159 41 
U(\tllu'! I'g r l'olJtIlll . 1 3 1 8 3 
D(\ riMe 11 P roba te 
I1rilllfOl'l F.1mlly 
Il('d.elcy Pl'ohate 
Ci1 1 hl1lJlI family 
Cit" I'lc~ tOil F,lInily 
CIII]l'OI:ce r(lmily 
Clwstnr Filmily 
Chesterfield Probate 
Cl<l.l'lltlll()1I Prolhlle 
Cnlleton Filmi ly 
IM .. 1 illglon P 1'01111 le 
III 11011 r t'ol!,llc 
Ool'chcster \lrolJilte 
Edgefield fmnily 
f,lidie1d Family 
fl(H'C'IlCC' ramily 
(;C,\} I'l)l' ll)\'/Il P rohil to 
Gl'llcllvillc litlllily 
GI'I!l!I\\'/()od rami ly 
1I'111~1 ton P rouale 
IIOITY Fami ly 
J~5por Probate 
Y.~I'shd\~ Filmlly 
L,11\cas ll~r ramlly 
1..1urens F .111111 V 
I.N.! I't 011<1 t(! 
l e)l, i 1\9 tOil F.ltllj 1 y 
NcLorllli ck Falllily 
'·I,t I'i on P roball! 
I-I,H'1 ho 1'0 I'roh,ll c 
tlp\'lhcn'Y l't'OLhl te 
Ow not! ",lIull y 
Ol'dn9Dbur~ rillllily 
Pickens Civil 
Hichlilnd Family 
Sl) 1 Utlil family 
Sllilrlilnlwl'g Fami Iy 
SUllller rami! y 
Union County 
U i 11 i alllsll urg II I'olla tc 
York ftl III i ly 

.IOTN ..... 
Uf'''l;.I'Il.lil!jr! 

266 
251 

1.0RO 
79 

121 
50 

1 J~ 
129 
39 

j 
131 

16 
29 

197 
JB 

625 
195 

17 
124 

111 
2~5 
195 
137 
13 

!i71 
7 

17 
1 

22 
226 

7'l. 
49 

19 
7110 

, 179 
68 
20 

216 

122 
133 

~ 

364 
21 
112 
12 
51 
313 
26 
o 

41 
6 
1 

76 
13 

110 
20 
14 
51 
10 
9fl 
79 
69 
1 

2111 
1 
5 
o 

12 
90 
30 
\7 

o 
302 

79 
30 
'2 [\3 

133 
27 

filS 
33 

lOS 
36 

350 
126 
90 
7 
n 

53 
19 

150 
411 

391 
72 
liJ 
75 
2 

61 
90 
7'1. 
3(j 
IIq 

10 
qG 
o 

31 
20 

1fi7 
5 

27 
3112 
207 
23 
~2 
69 

51 
5 

2116 
14 
411 
5 

30 
~o 
23 
1 

12 
10 
10 
57 
111 
71 
23 

J 
20 
o 

3q 
30 
25 
9 

26 
6 

15 
o 

11 
13 
57 
o 

13 
149 
97 
15 
12 
31 

To t,11 
'---oir 

601 
23 

963 
25 

572 
416 

e.503 
H7 
312 
103 
573 
333 
22[\ 

11 
193 

137 
65 

480 
136 

1 ,197 
310 
4n 

270 
26 

430 
3911 
303 
6!i 

IlG2 
211 
83 
1 

76 
:lil!1 
3q6 

71 

un de r 11 1 2 1 3 111 15 16 -.-.. tJ--··2--9-····--· 4'---9---15---41--·' 
37 15 42 67 911 144 202 
o 0 0 1 5 5 12 

34 2n 65 121 197 266 252 
o 0 0 2 2 11 10 

17 
47 

14 
211 

3 
24 
13 

5 
o 
5 
7 
o 

17 
15 
35 
16 
1 
4 
o 

17 
23 
12 
12 
29 

2 
7 
o 

11 
in 
23 
1 

13 
13 

6 
12 

3 
20 
9 
2 
1 
2 
3 
o 

13 
o 

7.9 
5 
o 
4 
o 

14 
14 
7 
2 

23 
o 
6 
o 
5 

16 
15 

3 

23 
17 

54 
43 

9 15 
18 27 
9 12 

50 61 
16 2U 

7 311 
o 2 
8 9 
3 7 
1 13 

33 56 
10 13 
57 119 
19 In 

II 7 
11 29 
1 8 

10 23 
23 2G 
24 33 
5 11 

1\1 14 
o 1 

lJ 9 
o 0 
4 !I 

20 33 
26 IIq 
1 3 

100 
75 

30 
69 

9 
95 
119 
117 
2 

3$ 
12 
6 

103 
12 

216 
35 
7 

41 
5 

79 
45 
53 

3 
165 

2 
13 
1 

lfl 
53 
70 
16 

137 
00 

223 
136 

25 4B 
61 101 
21 116 
95 220 
B9 1 i!9 
70 63 
2 4 

59 00 
26 29 
16 29 

107 151 
46 40 

32/1 413 
70 155 
17 12 
89 92 
4 n 

126 169 
122 136 

B2 92 
13 19 

225 305 
2 17 

20 15 
o 0 

12 17 
74 135 
011 011 
16· 3\ 

601 
23 

963 
25 3 nos. 

572 
416 

147 
312 
103 
573 
333 
2211 

11 
1911 

87. 
65 

4RO 
136 

1.197 
3111 
40 

270 
26 10 nos. 

113H 
394 
303 
65 

fl62 
~II 
83 
1 

76 
3,19 
3"6 

71 1\ mos. 

67 10 3 4 11 7 11 15 67 
1,533 89 50 95 134 249 377 539 1.533 

562 66 19 53 73 91 113 1117 562 
136 2 1 10 6 25 32 60 136 3 nos. 

tl6 4 3 5 7 11 32 N PI) 
31}9 2U 19 27 49 78 103 95 399 

15 ;515",1'" 672 -·~)n·o·-·~·.?!.l1.1'L301 ... _ . -?I.~.~\~.~;?3L.·1-4. 396:" :} 3";007::
1 
~ ...... --

10Q.00. _L. 5 .•. 1.7 __ -'_9AL ____ 21 •. 1n _ .,jll.[\L __ 33.85._ .. _.1..00.1 00 • __ 

Wtite: 10,OlU or 64.!i7~ Mille: 11.5ll3 or 7Q.241. 
D1ack: 5.497 01' 35.43X Felllale: 3.997 or 25.76X 

'P"I:l' tIIld $I!;( dlstl'iblllion rejlorLnd by I!:l cllurts. il.ge distribution by 42 COUI'tS. All data bilSl!d on FY 1!177 except Chnl'leston 
. ,11111 l!irhl.l(lIl. \'lh"1'!' fjtllll'CS dc!riv(! fl·()tll the Caul'Ls ' 1916 J\nntml Ilcpol,ts • 

. ~~; ----------'------------------------------------------------~--~. 
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These figures indicate about a 3% heavier concentration in the 16 year old age 

group over FY 1976. 

Forty-two (42) of the counties provided data on offenses for youths referred 

on delinquency charges. Since many of these offenses were multiple, It is noted 

tn Table V that a total of 17,606 offenses were recorded. Of the total, about 

28% were status, i~corporatlng al I charges of I) ungovernable, 2) runaway, 3) 

truancy, 4) liquor law violation, and 5) other-status. This ~y be compared to 

the 29% estl mati on for status offenses in the FY 1976 report. A I though 'the rate 

of status to non-status offenses varied ,greatly from county to county, in only 

three (3) smal I counties (Georgetown, Lee and Saluda) was the proportion greater 

for status offenses. 

The most frequent status offense by the i nd i vi dua I county was IItruancy", 

followed by "ungovernablell and "runaway". In totpl numbers statewide, this same 

pattern was indicated with 35% of the status offenses being attributable to 

\... trauncy, 32% to ungovernable and 27% to runaway. This frequency pattern of 

status offenses for the counties also is repetitive of that indicated by the 

data compi led for FY 1976. 

For the non-status offenses, cOrT1?rising 72% of all offenses recorded, "Iar

ceny" and "breaki ng and enteri ng" accounted for the most frequen7 offenses for 

each county as we'll as by the greatest numbers for the State as a whole, repre

senting over 36% of the 12,622 non-status offenses recorded. This is also con-

sistent with the da~a reported for FY 1976. 

A turther examination of offense data statewide is provided by Table V-A 

detal ling cateaories of offenses. Although the range of diffetence between the 

proporti onz in the three categori es is rather sma I I, it I s apparent that the 
-, 

grea7est percentage (37%) of offenses occurs in the "other non-status offenses," 

cOr:1j)rised of drugs, traffic, probation violation and other follol,red by "serious 

nO:-I-si"atus offenses" (about 35;:;) I with "status offenses" re;Jresenting the lowest 
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.... 1" ~;"W~)'{ili:1P~~\ri}'¥I·~~~~~~fli-.:r~:J!7,;)F~~!;lt;~~:V.t~!r,\'ro~~1'.P~,-:::.rf.H~.ti('1~.;~:j'~;~·:~':, i'~"l ~;l/:' .'t'.:.;~, \N··.·',I~J'. ~':.:~~ .~ .. :".'.~j'""''''.' : "'~;'f/'~':'l ... I(~~'; ~::".t. .. , ~', 't': . '," ,'"" I '":l' ' , "~., " .-, . ' .... ~ .. ',~ 
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lNJlE V 

OCLIIll1lltffCY Of reflIES or JUVrrllLES RerERRED 
TO SDurn CJlROLWA COURIS or COUNI!' 

_ .......... _-----_ .. - , 
Offense lluIILer (Sce tOdil silbtotat sQ;(oGi ·---_1 

County Court 4 )" 8" 9-- 10 II 12 13 14 15 16 17 18 19 20 21 zt' 23 24 25 26 21 28 29 30 31 32 33 34 3$,u J6 1 itatus S flon·St.lus S Tot.11 

~mm. rrohilii ij ~ 5 0 0 0 I 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 51 2 " 0 0 0 fj 0 0 0 0 0 4 2 Z., ~. -':0-Afl.n r,.lIy 62 63 IS 46 In 45 18 94 59 J5 2 11 10 0 1 13 0 1<6 6 19 0 0 0 0 1 1 0 0 1 B I 231 J?.2 49B 61.0 1.15 
Allc",~lo Probaht 5 5 9 0 1 0 2 ~ 2 0 1 0 6 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 6 22.2 21 11.8 21 Anllcrson r."lIy 13 72 31 61 31 73 106 156 144 25 13 30 28 1 0 4 0 20 67 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 413 49.1 490 50.9 963 OiJP'"!l'O"· rruhalo 1 I 1 0 0 0 6 2 0 0 I I 2 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 34.8 15 65.2 23 Oolt'lII<IlI rrohul! 4 3 D~au'Clrt r .. dly 63 4ft S9 24 11 34 12 52 30 32 40 12 0 17 150 20 19 0 0 0 12 110 25.0 545 15.0 123 O.,I..loy Probatn 26 26 12 16 13 16 22 09 9 29 1 1 5 4 0 0 59 5 1 2 0 0 15 125 33.0 245 66.2 310 
C.,I~oun r."'Iy 

16 • Ch3rlo,ton r.mlly :;n 599 0 Q 95 106 445 0 151 162 14 14 01 22 12 0 0 0 .6 0 54 6 96 0 0 12 2 58 6 0 0 0 0 0 52 60a ~~:l' l·m 
14.1 2.401 Chercleo ,..IIy 16 27 2 8 14 11 23 12 16 25 0 I 5 0 3 0 0 0 I 0 13 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 51 12.4 18S 

ChOllor r •• lly 2li 39 1 11 10 11 27 9 90 20 1 7 1 4 3 0 0 0 0 0 13 2 16 5 0 0 0 1 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 12 1<0 31.0 . 199 63.0 321 Ch,lttrrtold ProbaL. 31 10 2 0 3 ~ 11 13 0 3 0 12 3 0 0 0 0 0 4 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 II 0 4 24 23.3 ' 79 76.1 101 
CllUl!nci:Jn rrobate! 14 69 20 01 140 9 3 60 8 28 2 0 19 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 16 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 1 4 14 1J.5 415 00.5 549 Collolon r.Mlly 14 3Z 0 13 4 11 26 35 !Xl 20 3 11 1 2 5 3 0 0 I 0 3 4 11 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 19 155 46.4 119 53.6 UI 
Olrlln910. Prob.te ZI 10 6 9 6 II 34 11 ~9 6 0 4 7 3 4 8 0 0 3 0 10 2 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 9 109 45.0 133 55.0 Z4;! Dillon r",ball' 2 I 0 3 0 0 0 1 0 I 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 11.1 a 00.9 !I 
Ocrchtster Prob.t. 11 21 5 10 1 10 9 43 11 11 0 0 10 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 29 I 4 0 I I 0 0 0 1 0 0 1 0 0 6 64 U:g i I:~ 66.2 210 
£d""rteld r •• lly 4 12 0 0 2 1 10 0 29 2 0 1 2 1 0 0 0 1 2 0 IU 0 10 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 39 55.2 01 r"r/lold r.mlly 11 1 1 2 0 6 2 6 5 3 2 1 1 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 12 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 IJ rO.3 I 51 ".1 6' 
rlo~tu:~ t"mlly 61 56 IJ 15 2 13 42 60 15 21 9 15 21 0 0 0 0 3 0 2 39 2 I 0 1 3 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 119 3~.O I J{,6 61.2 54!. 
r~QI,?!,I(lwf1 rl1lll1ltr 12 2 11 4 ° 0 18 5 05 I 0 3 3 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 100 65.0 31 l'i.O HO 
G'tcn,II10 r,.IIy 315 416 51 101 96 153 4 16 fi5 50 13 ?3 115 111 12 6 0 4 10 6 9, 41 1~ 0 I 22 0 1 0 0 0 I 1 0 0 75 115 6.0 1.105 93.1 1.0li 
rotrr'IWl'Ilrt f.ll1lllv ,1:' 111 J 311 0 II ro 3 41 0 0 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 I H~Z 2 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 6 12 2;',1 "~Ij 11.3 311 
1IIIIIIJtton rf'nh.1l~ 18 0 0 4 4 0 11 2 2 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 I 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 8 0 0 1 15 31.2 31 69.0 49 IInrry r.,,,lIy 44 41 12 12 0 13 lU 36 2 22 3 I 11 1 0 0 0 0 6 0 13 ~ 6 0 0 I 0 0 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 16 53 21.6 I 211 le.4 269 lln'rf'!"" PIl,I •• 'f .. / 1 2 0 1 6 4 5 6 10 0 1 I 2 1 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 11 411.8 7~ 51.2 4J 
Yl'lnh""" r"ulIlI~ 14 35 4 16 16 14 65 51 41 16 0 9 16 0 a 0 I 0 J ~ 95 11 14 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 174 40.2 ~59 59.0 433 
LltlltASlrr holly 52 33 13 12 R 38 21 30 17 1Z 4 0 13 0 2 0 0 0 3 2 ZJ 9 19 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 10 145 31.0 141 63.0 J92 
I ~urfinS .... lIy 31 12 10 14 7 12 33 44 26 10 1 0 2 6 1 1 0 0 I 0 10 0 4 1 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 103 3J.9 201 66.1 304 
I",! rll·lqh, S 9 . , I 0 3 12 1 16 I 0 I I 1 0 u 0 0 0 0 U 0 3 I . 0 0 U 0 0 0 Q 0 0 0 0 3S SM --30 --46.2 6!," 
~".Inqflln "tflllly ~5 oJ 16 19 53 J3 19 162 00 41 3 10 31 5 I 1 0 I 2 II 49 18 !'Ij ~J 0 0 0 0 0 ~ 0 0 0 0 0 94 )II 35.2 630 64.8 905 
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TABLE V-A 

DELINQUENCY OFFENSES OF JUVENILES REFERRED 
TO SOUTH CAROLINA COURTS BY 

PERCENTAGES I!! SELECTED CATEGORIES 

\ .. J 
Percentage Percentage 

Categor~ No. of Subtotal of Total 

SERIOUS NON-STATUS OFFENSES 

t1urder 1 .02 .006 
Rape 34 .56 .19 
Arson 44 .72 • .25 
Assault 785 12.88 4.46 
Robbery 116 1.90 .66 
Sex Offense 71 1.17 .40 
Auto Theft 387 6.35 2!.20 
Burgl ary 49 .80 .28 
Breaking and Entering 2,148 35.25 12.20 
Larceny 2,458 40.34 , 3.96 

Subtota1 6,093 100.00 34.61 
>,-

OTHER NON-STATUS OFFENSES 

Drugs 675 10.34 3.83 
Traffic 1 ,460 22.36 8.29 
Probation Violation 517 7.92 2.94 

...... All Remaining Non-Status Offenses* 3,877 59.38 22.02 

Subtotal 6,529 100.00 37.08 

STATUS OFFEt~SES 

Ungovernable 1 ,596 32.02 9.06 
Runaway 1 ,322 26.52 7.51 
Tl~uancy . 1 ,744 34.99 9.91 
Other Status** 322 6.46 1.83 

Subtotal 4,984 100.00 28.31 

ALL RECORDED DELINQUENCY OFFENSES 

Total 17,606 100.00 

*Includes offenses numbered 4, 5,6, 12, 14,19,24, 25, 26, 27, 28,29,30,31, 
32, 33, 34, 36 on preceding table. 

*wlncludes offenses nu~~ered 22 and 36 on preceding table. 



proportion (28%). For all individual offenses, however, it wi II be noted that 

'''h i Ie "I arceny" and "breaki ng and enteri ng" account for the two I argest percentages; 

\,) "truancy" and "ungovernable" reflect the next two greatest proportions of all 

offenses. 

{ 

The action taken at intake of juveni Ie referrals is reflected In iable VI, 

with forty-two (42) counties r-eporting at least partial data for all categories 

although only twenty-five (25) counties provided a breakdown between status and 
• 

non-status offenders. These actions may be multiple for Individual offenders in 

some cases. It is apparent that of the total 14,886 actions reported, the large 

majority, or almost 66%, were "petitions for adjudication", Social agencies were 

uti I ized frequently (16%) primarily in the large category of "other social agencies", 

but also including "Mental Health" (1.5%), and "OSS" and ilVocational Rehabilitatlon ll 

(.6% each). The "Youth Bure?\u" accounted for over: 4% of action taken at Intake, 

similar to "deferred prosecution" (4%), and "consent probation" (4.7%), Only about 

5% were "dismissed" at intake. 

Data discriminated by the separate categories of status and non-status offen-

ders was avai lable from twenty-five of the counties and represents 9,182 or about 

62% of the total action at intake reported. Of this 9,182, the sub-group of non

status offenders reflected over 64% and the status offenders, 36%. The analyzatlon 

of the separate cptegories of action taken indicate that the data provided by the 

two sub-groups reflect a fairly even distribution of status and non-status offen-

ders I n "deferred prosecution", "oi smissed," "Vocational Rehabi Iitatlon," and "other 

soci a I agenci es", a heavi er concentrati on in status offenders in referra I s to 

"1''Iental Health", "055", and the "Youth Bureau", while "consent probation" and 

"petition for adjudication" were uti lized in a vast majority for non-status 

offenders as ~ompared to status offenders, 73% - 27% and 72% to 28%, respectively, 

Table VI-A, which summarizes these distributions, reveals that of the 5,918 

actions recorded for non-status offenders, almost 76% were "petitions for ad .. iuC!ica-

87 inTake as CO~Jarec to abOUT 54;; for the stat~s otfenaers. The next largest 

---------------------------
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lADLE VI 
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TABLE VI-A 

SUVd·1ARY OF 
ACTIOtl AT INTAKE OF JUVENILE REFERRALS TO 

SOUTH CAROLINA COURTS BY PERCENTAGE AND TYPE OF OFFENDER* 

• 
By Types of Offender, 25 Count,es Total, 42 Counties 

No. ~~ of 
No. % of 5~ of Non- Non- % of % of 

Action at Intake Status Status Total Status Status Total Number Total 

Deferred P rosecuti on 262 9.13 2.85 265 4.48 2.89 613 4.12 

Dismissed 298 7.60 3.24 248 4.19 2.70 749 5.03 

Consent Probation 148 4.53 1.61 401 6.78 4.37 699 4.70 

fll8 nta 1 Health 36 ' 1.10 .39 14 .24 .15 68 .46 , 

DSS 72 2.21 .78 8 .13 .09 92 .62 

cat; ona 1 Rehab. 36 1.10 .39 48 .81 .52 95 .64 

Youth Bureau 364 11 .15 3.96 97 1.64 1.06 639 4.29 

Othe r Soci a 1 
Agency/Other 294 9.01 3.20 344 5.81 3.75 2,140 14.38 

-
Petition For 

Adj udi cati on 1 ,754 53.73 19.10 4,493 75.92 48.93 9,791 65.77 

\ 

TOTAL 3,264 100.00 35.55 5,918 100.00 64.45 14,886 100.00 

*Actions may be multiple in some individual cases. 

" 
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category represented for non-status offenders was "consent probation" t6.8%> I whi Ie 

the "Youth Bureau" accounted for the next most frequent action (11.2%> for status 

offenders. 

The dispositions and ad,judications of the juvenile referrals by the reporting 

forty-four (44) counties is detai le~ in Table VI I for a total of 12,174 dispositions, 

which may be multiple for individual offenders in some cases. Statewide , this data 

Indicates that the largest proportion (29%) Is represented by "probation", followed 
• 

by "dismissed" ()2.85%), "R & E" (11.19%), and "contlnuedll and "other social agencies" 

(10% each). 'Commitments to DYS Institutions" accounted for about 5%. This may be 

compared to the very simi lar data compi led for FY 1976, which reflected an approximate 

33% rate for "probation", 12% for IIR & E", 10% to "social agencies" and 5.5% to I'DYS 

Institutions". The disposition of "probation ll varied widely on an individual county 

basis with a range of 4-91%. For the most part, the larger counties appeared to 

reflect the smallest portions of "probation" as exemplified by Anderson (11%), Charles

ton (26%), Greenvi I Ie (13%), Lexington (15%), and Spartanburg (10%), although RiChland 

experienced a sUbstantial rate of almost 35%. The range for those referrals "dis-

missed" was much smaller by individual county with the exception of Richland, which 

accounted for a sizeable portion of over 28%. Commitments to R & E for each county 

also displayed an exfensive range with again the larger counties on the whi Ie reflect

ing the smal lest percentages (Anderson, 10%i Charleston,7%i Greenvl I lei 8%; Lexington, 

9%i Richland, 10%; and Spartanburg, 7%>. This pattern does not appear to hold true 

for 11 commi tments to' DYS I nstituti ons" where many of the larger counti es exceeded the 

overal I State rate of 5% (Charleston, 7.85%; Greenvi 1 Ie, 5.31%; LeXington, 9.81%; 

and RiChland, 7%). 

A rrore graphic presentation by percentages of the 11,297 juveni les reported 

in the age, race and sex distribution of adjudications statewide is reflected in , 
Figure 2. ':Jhi Ie the actual percentages vary sl ightly from thei r counterparts 

lndica7ec in Table vr I by referrals, the hierachy by proportions is consistent. 

:,QTE: The actual age, race and sex distributions of dispositions and adjudications 
closel',' 2~proximated those of referrals and therefore v/ere not analyzed in this report. 
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III Sf'OS ITI ONS liN!> IID,IUPI CATl ONS OF JlJVEIIlI.r.S 
nu[ nnw TO SOUTII Cl\I!olltll\ counTS BY PE f!C[NT AGeS" 
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13.n5% 

lO.GS?: 

3.351, 

111.,-.1'11 Oil 11 ,'l11 chilcli'cn I"llportcd in tIm age, rilce Mal sax distribution of ildjudic,ltions. 

4.171 
4.771. 
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The dlsgositlon§. and adjudications of the Juveniles referred are examined by 

their sub-groups of status and non-status offenders by the twenty-eight (28) coun

\;J ties which provided this data for a base of 7,629 dispositions in Tables VII+. and 

VI I~B. The majority of this total group were dispositions involving non-status 

offenders (68%). In only a few of the counties did the status offender dispositions 

somewhat outnumber those of r ...... li-status offenders (A I lenda I e, Georgetown, Oconee), 

although there was a rather even distribution of t:,ese sub-gr~ups in several counties 

(Anderson, 8erkeleYJ Chester, Lancaster, and McCormick). Most of the larger counties 

which reported in this area, such as Greenville, Lexington and Spartanburg, reflected 

a vast majority Involving non-status offenders, particularly Greenville (90%), 

In regard to the cateoories of the qisoosltions recorded for these twenty-eight 

(28) counties, In only five.areas were s"ratus offenders recorded more frequently 

on a statewide basis (defer~~d prosecution, Mental Health, OSS, Yvuth Bureau, and 

other social agencies). In relation to each sub-group of status and non-status offen-

l ders, "probatlonl! accounted for a nearly equal proportion of each group (24% of all 
' ... 

{ 

status offender dispositions, 27% of all non-status) and there \'las close congruity 

in proportion for Itcommitted to R & Ell <12% and 11%, respectively) "continuedll and 

lItrensterredll ., However, of the status sub-group, the proportion was cons i derably 

. higher for "deferred prosecution", "Mental Health"l "DSSII, "Youth Bureau", and 

"other-social agencies", while for the non-status sub-group, the percentage was 

substantially greater in regard to "OYS Institutions", "dismissed" and IIfinedH • 

It should be noted that although, technically, by law Juveniles cannot be fined, a 

consIderable number (500) or over 6% were recorded for that disposition according 

to the court reports, presumably for traffic offenses, primer11y, and as a respon-

sibillty of the parents. Therefore, preponderance of this dis?osition \'las in "!"he 
.. 

non-status sub-group (over 90$ of the tote I 500) and \'/65 heovi Iy concentrcted in 

ihree counties (let of those dispositions recordec for Grssfivi lie, 48~~ in Greem·;::>od) 

a'iC 39% in Kersnavl). 
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CISMSIfI4tIS ArI~ AOJOOICIITlO«S OF JUYEflllCS RtrtRR[O TO 
Soolll CllROi.III~ COURTS BY TYPE or OFfENDER A«O COUIlty, 
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TABLE VII-B 

SUtWARY OF 
! DISPOSITIONS Arw ADJL:DICATIONS OF JUVENILES 
I REFERRED TO SOUTH CAROL! NA COuRTS 

BY TYPE OF OFFENDER* 

% of ~~ of Non- % of % of 
Total Status Status Total Status Nan-Status Total 

Probation 1,992 579 23.76 7.59 1,413 27.21 18.52 

Suspended 
Commitment 183 45 1.85 .59 138 2.66 1.81 

R & E 880 296 12.13 3.88 584 11 .25 7.65 

DYS 
InstHuti on 330 59 2.42 .77 271 5.22 3.55 

Dismissed 921 217 8.90 2.84 704 13.56 9.23 

HithdrClwn 219 77 3.16 1.01 142 2.73 1.86 

Continued 964 310 12.72 4.06 654 12.60 8.57 

Transferred 101 32 1. 31 .42 69 1. 33 .90 
. 

"ferred ( 
~rosecuti on 309 168 6.89 2.20 141 2.72 1.85 

~ienta 1 Health 57 42 1. 72 .55 15 .29 .20 

DSS 74 53 2.17 .69 21 .40 .2i 

Voe. Rehab. 120 30 1.23 .39 90 1. 73 1.18 

Youth Bureau 374 196 8.04 2.57 178 3.43 2.33 

Other Social 
Agency/Other 605. 286 11 .76 3.75 319 6.14 4.18 

Fined 500 47 1.93 .. 62 453 8.72 5.99 

TOTAL 7,629 2,437 100.00 31 .94 5,192 100.00 68.06 

*D;s~osit;ons may be multiple in some individual cases . 
.. 
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The recidivism data collected and compi led for FY 1977 represents major 

advances over that which was presented in the report for FY 1976, in that the 

latest report I) reflects data from thirty-two counties as opposed to ten 

counties previously reporting, 2). the race and sex dis':'ributions previously 

unavai lable are presented, and 3) available data is now provided for the sub-

groups of status and non-status offenders, detai I ing both their current and 

prior offenses. • 

The recidivist data presented in Table VI II reflects the race and sex 

distributions, based on the actual numbers recorded by thirty-two counties. 

The percentages of recidivists in relation to al I Juveni les referred is based 

on 11,734 Juveniles referred as recorded by these·thirty-two courts. \~ithln 

this framework, it is apparent that the recidivist rate statewide approximates 

32% of the Juveni les referred. Since this rate is based on over 75% of the 

actual total state Juveni Ie referrals recorded for forty-four counties, it may 

( be presumed to reflect an essentially val id figure. This may be compared to 

the ten county sampling of recidivism rates compi led for FY 1976 which indicated 

a 28% rate. The highest rate for an individual county re~orting for at least 

a reasonable time f(~me was Anderson (49.38%), fol lowed ~y Pickens (45.07%), 

. ~ ~ Spartanburg (44.23,J), and Union (44.12,3). Chesterfield reflected a very lovi 

rate of, 4.85% fo I, lowed by Horry (12.96%). 

In relation tq sex and race, males comprised over 76% of the recidivists, 

simi lar to that proportion referred initially 03%), and ~Ihite youth accounted 

for almost 66% of the recidivist group, again concurring closely with the pro

portion of those referred (68%), Within the total group, \\'hite males comprised 

the highest proportion of recidivists (almost 50;'} 1 followed by black males (26%), 
\ 

white fe~ales CI6%>, and black females (85). In relatio~ 70 their original sub-

srouDS referred, black males exhibited the highest recidivisT raTe (35% of all 

black "'::le5 referred), follm:ec by v,'hite males and black ':-="'~ies (about 31~ of 

each of 7hair sub-groups) whi Ie ".:hite fef",ales had The 101(;e5-:" :-ecidivist rate 
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of their sub-group (27%). 

The detai ling of prior and current offenses of recidivists as indicated by 

actual numbers reported with sufficiency by fifteen CIS) counties Is presented in 

Table VI I I-A. Even though this tnformation was completed by a much smal ler nu~ber 

of courts and only reflects about 37% of those reported by race and sex, it may 

sti I I be construed as a reasonable sample in an estimation of the current problem. 

Of aI/ the recidivists reported by these counties, over 57% wf!re recorded as 

having had a prior criminal offense and about 43% had a history of prior status 

offenses. Most significantly, it wi I I be noted that of those 804 with a prior 

criminal offense, almost 81% were currently recidivating on a criminal offense, 

and of those 595 with a history of a prior status offense, over 70~ had now 

recidivated on a status charge and only 29% on a criminal offense. It would 

appear, therefore, that the recidivist data avai lable indicates a strong tendency 

for repeated court appearances to ref I ect simi I ar types of broad offense categori es, 

even though the probabi I ity is somewhat increased for youth with initial criminal 

offense cha rges. 

The final area analyzed in this report relates to those cases reported for 

neolect and abuse o~ separate forms. 17 should be eMphasized that this data is 

by no means conclusive, since it was reported by only 20 courts, all with only 

partial time framas and with the heaviest concentra7ion aTTributable to four (4) 

counties, Aiken, LeXington, Berkeley, and Ke:'sha\'{. Since it was reported for the 

firST time during FX 1977, many counties reported it incorrectly, and, therefore, 

much of the data had to be discarded. The reporting has improved for FY 1978, and, 

therefore, the report for that year shoL!ld prove to oe rrcre representative and 

accurate. However, thl3 information presented here on a sar1ple basis at least , 
should provide some rudimentary indicators into an aiea hitherto substantially 

unknOVln. 

Table IX indicates the aae, race a~d sex ~is~r:~~~icn of the 449 c~i I~ren 
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TABLE IX 

AGE, RPICE AND SEX DISTRIBUTION OF CHILDREN 
REFERRED TO SOUTH CAROLINA COURTS 

FOR NEGLECT AND ABUSE* 

AGE vJ/~l % vii F % B/H or B/F or TOTAL 01 

I~ Ie Ie .-
7 & 

under 104 56.52 48 29.63 26 44.07 20 45.45 198 44.10 

8 6 3.26 12 7.41 3 5.08 3 6.82 24 5.34-

9 13 7.07 10 I 1 1.69 3 6.82 27 6.01 

10 6 3.26 9 5.56 4 6.78 2.27 20 4.45 

11 7 3.80 11 6.79 5 8.47 2 4.54 25 5.57 

12 13 7.07 17 10.49 2 3.39 3 6.82 35 7.79 

i3 8 4.35 7 4.32 3 5.08 4 9.09 22 4.90 

14 6 3.26 18 11.11 3 5.08 3 6.82 30 6.68 

15 12 6.52 13 8.02 7 11.86 2 4.54 34 7.57 

16 9 4.89 17 10.49 5 8.47 3 6.82 34 7.57 

TOTAL 184 40.98 .- 162 36.08 59 13.14 44 9.80 449 100.00 

Slack: 22. 94;~ Male: 54. 12~~ 
~Jhi te: 77 .06~; Female: 45.88% 

*Based on 449 children reported neglected or abused on separate forms. 
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involved in 315 cases referred to the courts for neglect and abuse as reported 

from th is partl a I data. In re I ati on to race and sex, over 77% were wh i te and 

) about 23% black, whi Ie 54% were ma'/e and 46% female. White males constituted the 

highest proportion of the group (41%), fol lowed by white females, black males, and 

black females. In respect to age, the group of age seven (7) and Gnder represent~d 

by far the greatest magnitude, accounting for over 44% of the youth. The other 

age groups from eight (8) to sixteen (16) encompassed a narrow range of proportions 
• 

from about 4.5% to 7.8%, with age ten (10) comprising the smal lest and age twelve 

(12) the largest percentages. 

Figure 3 provides additional information on the neglect and abuse cases by 

source of referral and discriminates between those referred for abuse and those 

for neglect. Of the 315 cases, over 65% were referred from "other" sources, which 

presumably was DSS in the majority of cases and wcs frequently so indicated by the 

county. Therefore, these referral sources are not necessari Iy an accurate index 

of the initial abuse and neglect reporting source, but rather reflect the mechanism 

of referral to court. Of the 310 cases which were detai led cy the sub-groups of 

abuse or neglect, almost 83% were in the latter category. 

Those chi Idren actually adjudicated neglected or abused from al I those referred 

.is reflected in Table X, as wei I as Indications of the disposittons of the adjudi-

cations. Of the ~49 chi Idren referred, 171, or 38.1% were adjudicated. Whl Ie the 

proportions by age distributions correspond closely to those of the chi Idren referred 

,as seen in Table IX, the distributions by race and sex vary distinctly. Only 65% 

of those adjudicated were white as opposed to 77% referred, and the male - female 

ratio is inverted (54 - 46 for referrals and 45 - 55 for adjudications). Therefore, 

it is apparent that about 12% more black chi Idren are adjudicated In com~arison to 

those referred, and 10% more females. 

The 152 d i spas i ti ons recorded i nd i cate that about 43r; \','ere referred to DSS 

\'Ihi Ie the "other" category, cc~prise:! prir1ari Iy of returning to parents or relatives 

=0: placement in foster care, accounted for the re~;inder. 
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Parents 

Relatives 

School 

Other 

Referred for 
Abuse 

Refe rred for 
Neglect 

Fi gure 3 
NEGLECT AND ABUSE REFERRALS 

TO SOUTH CAROLINA COURTS BY SOURCE 
OF REFERRAL AND REASOl~ FOR REFERRAL * 

• 

*Based on case re ferra 1 s reported on separate forms by 20 count; es . 

'. 



TABLE X 

CHILDREN ADJUDICATED NEGLECTED OR ABUSED: 

".J 
AGE, RACE, AND SEX DISTRIBUTION AND DISPOSITIONS 

AGE WM % W/F % " BIM 01 B/F "t TOTAL 0' !.2. IJ !! 

7 & 
under 21 47.73 20 30.30 , 20 60.61 16 57.14 77 45.03 

8 1 2.27 5 7.58 2 6.06 1 3.57 9 5.26 .. 
9 6 13.64 4 6.06 0 0 3 10.71 13 7.60 

10 0 0 4 6.06 1 3.03 1 3.57 6 3.51 

11 2.27 5 7.58 2 6.06 2 7.14 10 5.85 

12 7 15.91 4 6.06 0 0 1 3.57 12 7.02 

13 1 2.27 4 6.06 1 3.03 1 3.57 7 4.09 

14 2 4.55 6 9.09 2 6.06 2 7.14 12 7.02 

15 1 2:27 9 13.63 1 3.03 1 3.57 12 7.02 

16 4 9.09 5 7.58 4 12.12 0 0 13 7.60 

.... TOTAL Ll4 25.73 66 38.60 33 '19.30 28 16.37 171 * 100.00 

B1 ack: 61 or 35 .6n~ Male: 77 or 45 .03~b 
White: 110 or 64.33% Femal e: 94 or 54.97% 

*Of the 449 chi"ldren referred, 171 or 38.1~~ were adjudicated neglected or abused. 

DISPOSITIONS OF ADJUDICATIONS/FINAL DISPOSITIONS 

Referred to DSS 65 42.76% 

Other 87 57.24% 

TOTAL 152 100. OO~~ 
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SUMt~ARY AND CONCLUS I O~~S 
,..;-~-

The court data presented in this rep(.wt for FY 1977 provides a considerable 

base of information in the analyzation of some of the factors concerning juveni les 

processed through the courts in South Carolina. \,/hile there are obvious limita-

tions to some of the data as previously noted, nevertheless, w1th such a great 

majority of counties providing essentially sufficient reports, most observations 

are predicated on a substantially sound base. 

As a starting point, it is apparent that juveni Ie referrals to the court 

statewide have maintained about the same frequency for both FY 1976 and 1977, 

even though there have been some variations by individual counties. This is 

reflected both by numbers (about 17,000 each year) and therefore, of course, by 

percentage of juveni Ie population referred (3.34% - 1977, 3.43% - 1976). Further-

more, those particular counties who refer to the court the largest portion of 

t~eir juveni Ie population continue to do so. The pattern of referrals by month 

also is consistent noting that February and March continue to carry the heaviest 

loads. In addition~- law enforcement agencies contribute over one half of all 

referrals to the courts statewide although a few counties diverge from this 

norm. 

The information relating to distribution by race indicates I ittle variation 

between FY 1976 and.1977, and, rrore significantly, is closely in congruence with 

that of the sub-groups in the juveni Ie population 7 - 16 at large as wei I as 

approximating closely those proportions ~,eviously reported of both youth taken 

into custody by law enforcement agencies and those held in detention. 
'. 

The sex distributions also have tended to remain constant with a three to 

o~s ~ale - fenale ratio, and also are repetitive of that array exhibited by 

:,71-·6" ccr-.~o~en"js of tIle J uver. i Ie J usti os Syster:;. 



-, ... -

\'nth regard to age, the trend tOl'/ard the prevalance of youth in the older age 

groups continues \'Jith a 3% increase for FY 1977 in the 16 year old age.group. This 

...... } may indeed ref I ect the genera I decrease of youth in the 7 - 16 age groups j n the 

juveni Ie population as a whole, a.lso indicated by the constant decline of youth In 

these age groups taken into custody by law enforcement agencies as the youthful 

population concentration shifts upward into the 17 - 21 year old age categories. 

The offense data also exhibits little variation from that of 1976 with about .. 
25 - 30% of the offenses attributed to status charges. In addition, "truancy" 

continues its pattern of being the most frequent of the status offenses, as wei I 

as "Iarcony" and "breaking and entering", the most prevalent non-status offenses. 

When considering the total array of offenses charged, however, it is apparent that 

while the latter two offenses predominate the total distributions, "truancy" and 

"ungovernable" exhibit the next two greatest proportions of all offenses, even . , 

though by the categories detai led of "serious non-status offensesll
, "other non-

status offenses" and "status offenses", the I atter category as a who I e represents 

the lowest proportion. 

The information provided in regard to the action taken at intake indicates 

that about two-thi rds of the actions were "petiti ons for adjudi cation". The addi-

tional data compi led for the sub-groups of status and non-status offenders reflects 

a consi.derably high~r proportion, or about a three to one ratio, of "petitions for 

adjudicatiorf' in the non-status group, a higher concentration in referrals to "Mental 

Healthll, "055", and the "Youth Bureau" in the status offender 8rouplng, and a fairly 
, ' 

even raTe for both groups in the other categories of action taken. EVen within the 

sub-grouDs themse I ves I r tis noted that "peti ti ons for adj ud 1 cati on" accounted for 

76% of action taken for non-status offenders as compared to 54% for status offen

ders. The y~'uth Bureau accounted for over I r% of acti on taken j n the status offen-

der grouping. 
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The disposition and adjudication information reveals distributions closely 

parallel ing those compi led for FY 1976, with "probation" accounting for about 31% 

,,) of all dispositions, "dismissed", 13%, "R & E", 11%, and ll commitment to DYS Insti-

i'uti ons" 1 5%. ~lhen exami n i ng the sub-groups of status and non-status offenders, 

it is evident that, statewide, over two-thirds of the dispositions involved non-

status offenders. Of the tota I group, status offenders were more p reva lent p ri

mari Iy in dispositions to social agencies. For each sub-group~ the proportion of 

those placed on "probation" was simi lar a!!l wei! as those com"ilitted to llR & E". 

However, whi Ie "social agencies" accounted for a substantial portion of disposi-

tlons in the status sub-group, "DSY commitments", "dismissed", and "fines!! were 

considerably greater in the non-status sub-group. 

The issue of recidivism was adequately addressed for the first time in 

this data campi led for FY 19~7 and reflects some ~al ient points which merit atten

tion. Firstly, it is apparent that the recidivist rate for the State approximates 

32% of al I juveni les referred, even though individual counties exhibited considerable 

variances. This figure concurs substantially with those proportions of about 

25 - 35% in other national studies related to this issue. Secondly, the data 

regarding race and sex reveals a close conformity in proportions to that of the 

initial referral group. Within the total group, white males comprised the highest 

proportion of rec'idivists, and black females the k:l\'lest; within their own sub-

groups referred, black males exhibited the highest recidivism rate, and white 

females, the lowest. This is also consistent with other national findings . . . 
Of more significance is the information relating to prior and current offen-

5es of the recidivists. Of the total group recorded, representing over one-third 

of those reported by race and sex, and, therefore 'l a reasonable sampl ing, over 57% 
'. 

had a prior offense attributable to a non-status charge. AdditionallYi almost 81~ 

of these youth in that category were currently recidivat:nf on a non-status offense. 

Sl~i larly, of the .c3~ I'.'hc hee a history of prior status cffense, over 70% had noy; 



-16-

recidivated on a status offense. This evIdence tends to refute the !lescalation 

theory" promulgated by many practitioners) i.e., that undesirable behavior in 

,-.,il youth tends to increase in dangerousness with age, on a conti nuum from trl VI a I 

Juveni Ie status offenses to serious del i nquent offenses, and strongly supports 

the findings of several national studies completed in regard to court and police 

r-ecidivism in which similar conclusions were apparent. 

"-

The data base for analyzatlon of the neglect and abuse cases is somewhat 

scanty and, therefore, only merits limited interpretation. Primari IYi it docu

ments that for this sample 'group reported, there was a heavy preponderance of 

white youth (77%), males (54%) and the heaviest concentration was in the seven 

and under age category (44%). Additionally, it appears that over three-fourths 

of the cases were referred ~or neglect, rather than abuse, and the most frequent 

referral source was DSS. H~wever, it is noteworthy that 38~ of the chi Idren were 

actually adjudicated and within that group, the black proportion increased 12% 

and the female rate increased 10% from those distributions of referrals. 

The foregoing analyzation has attempted to provide a discription of the stete-

wide characteristics of juveni les processed through the courts. It constitutes 

a further base on whJch to formulate more intensive evaluation and appropriate 

planning fundamental not only to facilitate programming \'lith the courts, but as 

one measure of current knowledge which may advance and serve the entire Juvenl Ie 

Justice System. Wi.th the expectation of more discriminative data bases in the 

near future, hopefully, increasingly valid interpretations \'Ii II be possible. 
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