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VIOLENT YOUTH CRIME 

The. late 19JQ's were witness to the burgeoning pllOJ.ic fear of violent 

crime, and the widespread helief that most violent crimes yere committed 

by juvenile offend2rs. A 1977 report oy the Vera Institute of Criminal 

Justice indicates that violent crime by juveniles tripled beeween 1960 

and 1975. 1 Corrections Ma~azine reports tr~t more than ewe million youth 

yere arrested by police in 19752, Such reports, and many recent books, 

magazine articles and congressional hearings, have dramatized the appar

ent epidemic of youth crime in the United States. 

The early part of the decade saw the emergence of a new nati'nal 

focus for youth corrections. The emphasis on creating alternatives to 

institutions for most juvenile offenders was exemplified most vividly 

by the closing of all Massachusetts training schools by 19]2, and received 

its most forceful and lasting expression in the Juvenile Justice ar~ De

linquency Prevention Act Za?4~ commonly known as the Eayh Aot. The Bayh 

Act created the Office of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 

within the Law Enforcement Assistance Administration, and made the re

ceipt of federal funds for juvenile justice activities ~onditional upon 

the removal of status offenders from state and private t~stitutions. 

Since that time, however, there has been a public backlash to per

ceived rising crime rates. Many states have introduced legislation call

ing for stiffer and more certain penalties for criminal offenders, and 

for law enforcement and correctional "crackdowns l1 on violent younger of-

IVera Institute of Justice. Fetony Arrests: Theip Prosecution and Dispo
sition in New Yopk City's Courts. New York: Vera, 1977 

2Corrections Magazine, September, 1978, pp. 4-11 
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fenders. New York's recent (1978) Designated Offender Act, for example, 

permits children 13 and over to be tried as adults for serious violent 

crimes, Florida's new juvenile code allows the District Attorney great 

discretion in waiving juveniles to trial in adult court. National pub

lic sentiment is such that the "Scared Straight" program, which purports 

to use brutal prison conditions to combat violent youth crime, has re

ceived wide public acclaim, despite the fact that most correctional opin

ion. questions both its assumptions and its effectiveness. Even Massa

chusetts, the state which has become synonymous with deinstitutionaliza

tion in juvenile corrections, is currently considering tripling the num

ber of its secure beds for its delinquent population. 

Despite the public perception of increasing youth crime, the popu

lation of juvenile correctional facilities across the country has been 

decreasing steadily over the last ten years. According to a recent sur

vey : the number of youth under 18 ~ the California Youth Authority 

dropped from 3,577 in 1965 to 1,389 in 1978. Other states undergoing 

similar reductions included Illinois, Louisiana, Michigan, Ne'\i! Jersey, 

New York and Pennsylvania. 

What Happens to Violent Young Offenders? 

If there has been an increase in violent juvenile crime over the 

last ten years, and a concomittant decrease in the population of juv

enile institutions, a p~rplexing question arises: What happens to 

violent younger offenders in the criminal justice system? 

,One explanation for this seeming contradiction between the per

ceived incrlaase in violent juvenile crime and the decrease in juvenile 

correctional populations negates the assumption that violent juvenile 

crime is iUl:!reasing, and asserts that there is little in the way of 

consistent data to substantiate any increase. Some authors suggest 

that the se,emingly precipitous rise in violent youth crime stems more 

from the re'cent interest of the mass media, more than it reflects any 
.------------------------
3Co~ection6 Magazine,opcit. 

2 



I 

II 
I 

rl 
I 
I 
I 

real increases. For example, Doleschal and Newton (1978) state 

that: 

"Of 338,849 arrests made nationally for serious 
violent crime in 1976, only 20,813 (6.1%) were 
juveniles under 15, and only 74,712 (22%) were 
juveniles under 18. 

Furthermore, the more serious the crime, the 4 
less frequent the involvement of juveniles." 

These authors also found that there were fewer juveniles ar

rested for violent crime in 1976 than in 1975, and that this decline 

continued into 1977. Miller's (1979) examination of available data 

concludes that juvenile violence in New York City declined steadily 

from 1975-1979. These authors conclude that public perceptions 

of increasing crime may result more from media portrayals of the 

problem than they reflect real increases in violent crime. 

Similarly, Strasberg's study of violent delinquents,S also points 

to the fact that there ha.s been an increase in juvenile arrests of 

141% since 1960, and a 293% increase in violent juvenile cri..mes. 

However, t~s research also indicates that juvenile arrests 

for violent crimes in 1975 represented only 10% of the total 

number of arrests for violent crimes, and only 4% of the total 

number of juvenile arrests. In this light, the public perception of 

an increase in juvenile crime can be seen as accurate, but only 

4 

5 

Doleschi3.l, E. and Newton, A: "The Violent Juvenile" in 
Criminal Justice Abstracts, December 1978, p.S39 
Statistics referenced to United States Federal Bureau of 
Investigation, Crime in the U.S., 1976, t-lashington D.C., 
Government Printing Office, 1977, p.181. 

Strasberg, Paul A., Violent Delinquents: A Report to the Ford 
Fou~dation for the VERA Institute of Justice, New York, Simon 
and Schuster, 1978. 
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as part of a general increase in the number of violent crimes 

committed by adults. 

A contrasting explanation to perceptions of increasing violent 

youth c'time coupled with diminishing populations in juvenile justice 

systems across the country is based on the notion that a widespread 

use of diversion has changed the composition of juvenile correctional 

populations. The effect of the Bayh Act and the national effort to 

remove status offenders from institutions that has accompanied 

it, may have resulted in a national juvenile correctional population 

that is generally older, and has more serious offenders with longer 

and more serious offense histories than did the population of 5 

yea.'s ago. It has also been argued that the existing data on the 

population of juvenile corrections systems significantly under

represents the actual population of those systems, because the data 

often does not take into account the private institutions and 

secure facilities with whom states may contract for delinquency 

services. Thus) the population of juvenile corrections systems may 

not have decreased with regard to serious offenders, or it may not 

really have been diminished to the extent that is currently believed. 

Neither of these arguments is satisfactory. While there is con

tradictory evidence regarding the actual extent of the increase in the 

incidence of violent youth crime, the strong public fear of and 

outc.ry ever viclf:J;lt youth crime is umnistakeable. It has long been an 

4 
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accepted axiom that public pressures affect the operation of crim

inal justice systems, and it is logical to assume that the current 

concern with violent youth crime has affected the willingness of 

juvenile court judges to commit younger offenders to prison, or to 

transfer juveniles to adult court for trial. Florida, Nebraska, 

New York and Illinois have pass~d laws aimed at facilitating the 

trial of juvenile offenders in adult court. Hith the closing of 

large juvenile facilities, juvenile court judges increasingly feel 

that there are no longer options available for serious offenders 

within juvenile corrections, and many are saying that they have 

seen an increase in the use of waiver as a result. 

Moreover, in the eyes of many, the continuing deinstitutional

ization of juvenile corrections has resulted in the removal of the 

threat of "lock-up" that had existed in institution-based juvenile 

corrections. The threat of "reform school", "the end of the line", 

and "the hole", no longer looms as large as it once did. Although 

there is no evidence to support this belief, many correctional 

professionals consider the threat of restriction to be essential in 

order to control and/or facilitate behavior change in hostile aggres

sive youth. In the absence of the facilities that constituted this 

threat in the past, it has long been suspected that judges would 

make use of waiver or transfer--turning troublesome youth over to the 

adult court for processing and the adult correctional system for dis

position. Indeed, the FBI's Uniform Crime Reports indicate that 18,800 

youth were bound over for trial in adult court in 1973. In 1977, the 

number of youth transferred rose to 69,400. While there was an increase 

in the number of reporting jurisdictions during this period, the number, 

of transfers increased dramatically. 

5 
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Given the public outcry surrounding violent juvenile crime, the 

perceived lack of options for handling ~iolent youth in juvenile cor

rections systems, and evidence of the increasing use of waiver to 

adult court, it seemS logical to expect to see an increase in the 

number of younger serious offenders in adult correctional institutions. 

Until now there has been no cOUlprehensive study of the number of in

mates under 18 in adult correctional facilities. This study seeks to 

answer the questions: 

• How many younger offenders are incarcerated in adult 
prisons, j ails and dl~tention facilities at.:ross the 
country? 

• ~fuat ITi:ates have larg'e concentrations of youth under 
18 in prison~ 

• Are these offenders tite violent offenders res~onsible 
for the inCl..'ease in violent juv~enile crime and the 
public fear of crime? 

Young Offenders in Institutions 

While there has been no syst.mlatic attempt to compile dc::":a about 

youth sentenced to prisons and jails, a number of different sources 

provide some data which help to shE~d lic;rht on the questions raised 

above. The 1970 J'ai'l Census,6 for example, found that as of March 

15,1970, there were 7,800 you.th in the 4,037 facilities surveyed. 

Of these 5,158 or 66.1% were on detention or some other holding 

status. Another 2,642, or 33.9% had been sentenced to ~~ese faci

lities. Of these, 424 (16%) had been convicted and were awaiting 

6 
National Jail_Census 1970, U.S. Dept. of Justice, LEAA, 
National Criminal Justice Information and Statistics 
Service, Washington, D.C., February, 1971. 
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further legal action. An additional 1,365 or 51.7% were serving 

sentences of one year or less, and 853 (32.3%) were serving sentences 

of more than one year. All but 7 of the total number of youth 

were in facilities in cities with populations of more than 25,000. 

The data was sket ... ed somewhat by the fact that of its 7,800 total, 

3,943 or 50.5% juveniles were confined in the New York City Re

formatory and the New York City Adolescent Remand shelter. These 

inn~tes ranged in age from 16-21, thus yielding a perhaps signi

fic~lt percentaqe of over-age youth. All these youth were considered 

adults under New York State Law.
7 

This report also noted a signifi

cant difference in the number of detained juveniles (661) and the 

number of adults detained (50.9%). 

Th 0 f n....,.. "+/T + • '1'" • '1' • 8 ~ lv73 Census o. ~~·~soners ~n S~te Correcv~ona~ ~ac~~~~~es 

is the only source of information regarding youth under 18 in adult 

prisons nationally. with the total population of the nation's 

prisons at 178,835 as of ~~e census date, youth under 18 numbered 

1,970, or 1.1% of the national total. States with large youthful 

prison popUlations included Nortll r.~rolir.a (453 inmates or ~.S% of 

tr.e total priso~ population) New York (258, or 2.1\), South Carolina 

(148, or 4.4%) Alabama (143, or 3.7%) pennsylvania (136, or 2.2\) 

Maryland (105, or 2%) Georgia (90, or 1.1%) and Virginia (80, or 1.6%) . 

The report provides state, regional and aggregate totals, and did not 

seek to establish offense data for inmates under 18. It is used for 

comparative purposes later in this study. 

7 

8 

National Jail Census 1970, U.S. Dept. of Justice, Op cit. 

"Census of Prisoners in Stc-te Correctional Facilities 1973," 
National Prisoner Statistics, Special Report, U.S. Dept. of 
Justice, LEAA, National Criminal Justice Information and 
Statistics Service, December 1976. 

7 



The Children's Defense Fund conducted an on-site study of the juvenile 

populations of 449 jails in 126 counties and 9 cities in Florida, Georgia, 

Indiana, Maryland, Ohio, South Carolina, Texas, and Virginia, and found 
o 

350 chUdren in the jails studied. This study, ClUldJte.n ht Ad.i.LU. JaJh-

found that 38.1% of the facilities surveyed detained children as a matter 

of policy, while 14.7 did so "occasionally". More interesting was the 

finding that only 11. 7% of the children in the jails .surveyed had been 

charged with a "serious" crime. 88.3% were charged with property or 

minor offenses. 17.9% of the youth in jails were status offenders, and 

4.3% had committed no offense whatever. These findings are relevant be

cause they represent a first step toward a broad picture of offense data 

for youth confined in adult correctional institutions. 

The most recent data on youth in adult correctional institutions 

comes from an adjunct to a Corrections Magazine telephone survey of 

juveniles under 18 in Secure and Semi-Secure (Juvenile) facilities, pub

lished in September,1978. The study examined six selected adult correc

tional systems for a one-day picture of the under 18 population, and found 

that Alabama had 134 juveniles in its adult correctional system as of 

the survey date, Florida-190, Missouri-318, and North Caro1ina-680, while 

Alabama's 57 represented admiSSions, and New York's 2,111 included 18 

year olds. 

This review of the literature, while by no means complete, points 

up how little is actually known about inmates under 18 in adult correc

tional facilities in the United States. There is no available breakdown 

of the kinds of offenses committed by imprisoned youth. Similarly, no 

data exists pertaining to the basic demographic data such as age, race 

and sex of the youthful prison population. 

9 
Children in Adult Jails, Children's Defense Fund of 
the \~ashington Research Project, Inc., i-lashington, D.C., 
December, 1976. 
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Objectives 

The current study fills in some of the gaps in the existing data. 

This Survey of Youth Under 18 Years of Age in Adult Correctional 

Facilities is a two-part study. The first section is a comprehensive 

survey of youth in adult PRISONS in the 50 states, the District of 

Columbia and the U.S. Bureau of Prisons. This survey presents a com

prehensive one-day accounting of the number of the inmates under 18 

in adult prison systems nationally, and presents data on: 

• the number of youthful inmates sentenced to adult 
correctional institutions in the United States by 
state and region~ 

• Comprehensive data pertaining to the age, sex and most 
serious sentencing offense of all youthful inmates in 
prison. 

• Rates of imprisonment by 100,000 of the popUlation 
at risk by region and state. 

The second section represented data taken from a random sampling 

involving 525 responding jails. Data presented in this section are 

projections based on data collected from the sample jails, and include: 

• Proj ections of the total numbers of sentenced youth 
under 18 in adult prisons. ( These do not incZude youth 
on detention or hoZding statusJ 

• Proj ections of the most serious sentencing offense 
category for youth under 18 in adult jails and de
tention facilities. 
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Methodology / Prisons 

Data was ob.tained through.. the. llSe. of a que.stionna,ire. 1 attacli:ed-" 

here.in as Appendix I. Telephone. contacts were. used to e.stalilish. the 

location of the desired information within the. adult correctional system , 

and to establish accountaEility for compiling the data requested. AfteT. 

questionnaires were sent out, additional correspondence and telephone 

contacts were made when necessary in order to expedite data gathering. 

Telephone cross-checks were made 'tgith. adult correctional personnel and 

individual institutions of selected states. 

Respondents were asked to provide data constituting a one-day pic

ture of the population of sentenced prisoners under Z8 in adUZt correc

tions systems. January Z~ Z9?9 was selected as the survey date. 

"Sentenced prisoners" included all prisonelS 1] years old and under who 

were incarcerated in adult correctional facilities. Excluded from the 

study were prisoners or parole violators who were being detained, or 

who were incarcerated in state correctional facilities on a holding 

status. "Adult Correctional Facilities" included all facilities for 

the incarceratiou of sentenced offenders which are under the jurisdic

tion of the state's adult corrections system. Facilities primarily for 

delinquents or those operated by the juvenile corrections department 

were excluded, as were county jails and detention facilities. 

Correctional officials were requested to provide information per

taining to the age of inmates as of the date of tabulation, and for the 

most serious of the offenses Zeading to incarceration. In cases where 

more than one offense was committed, respondents were asked to provide 

only the more serious charge. The data therefore reflects only one 

offense per sentenced inmate and does not reflect multiple offenses or 

offense history. 

Offenses were categorized according to standard Aescriptions and 

were broken into three categories: Crimes Against PeopZe~ crimes In

voZving EToperty~ and crimes Against the PubZic Order. Definitions were 

formulated and definitional questions arising during the conduct of 
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the study were decided with reference to the book entitled 1 Law of 
10 

Cri~es, by Clark and Marshall (1958). 

In addition to information pertaining to the age, sex, and most 

5eriQus of''Een;;;e for the ta:rg~t population t 'respondents were asked to 

provide th~ total population figures for the adult correctional sys

tem. Resp-::mdents were further asked to provide information regarding 

the num~er of their 17 and under population that had been transferred 

frem ju·,.enil~ to adult court jurisdiction prior to incarceration. This 

lacter data could not be provided by 19 of the 52 jurisdictions in the 

study. 

Population data used to compute rates of youth in prison per 

100,000 of the population-at-risk derive from the U.S. Bureau of the 

Census, Current Poputation ReportsJ (1976) Series P-25J No. 646. 

Data used to compute these are population statistics for 1~-17 year 

olds. 

10 Clark and Marshall, A Treatise on the Law of Crimes, "Some 
Classes of Punishable Behavior", 1952, p.489-934, Callaghan 
and Company, Chicago. 
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PRISONS 

If there has been a sharp increase in serious juvenile _crime in 

recent years, it might be assumed that evidence of the trickle-down 

eff ects of such an increase could be found irl. an increase in the pro

portion of younger i:cmates in adult prisons. The Survey of Sentenced 

Prisoners iInder 18 in Adult Prisons found no such evidence as of January 

1, 1979. In contrast, the research yielded evidence that t.he. P'Wpott:ti..on 

Co young ell. inma..tu .in the t:.o:tc...t pJt.i.Qo n po pultz-tUm ~ dec/t.ea..6 ed 4li.a hti.y 

~~e 1973. when the last data was available. Of the 273,389 inmates 

in adult prison as of the survey date, the study found 2,697 inmates 

aged 17 or younger. Inmates under 18 thus amounted to only .98% of the 

total prison population. As lable 1 indicates, as of March 1973, there 

were 178,835 ~ies in the nations prisons. Of these, 1,970, or 1.1% 

were under 18 years of age. The 1973 is .12% greater than the current 

proportion of youth in the national prison population, and does not rep

resent a significant difference. 

1.973'* 

'1'oW P.r.:i.sal ~- 178, S3S 

~ tllde:r lS 1,970 

Ll 

1979 

273,.3a9 

2,697 

.. 98 .12 

Pe::t::ent 
Ch!n;e 

+52.87 

+36.70 

*S::Ju:tt:e: ClJI.6u.s 06 P.\L&oftt./tJ ..in St.4t£ CoMt.c.tL:7M!. FlJeil-i.tiu 797~. 
Naticnal. Pri.BcrIe:1> Statistics Special ~, R:I. SD-N05-~3 
~ ]976, O.S. ~ of J\J.st.ice, IDJI., Nat.:i.c::r.oU 
Cdminal .JUst.i.ce :rn..~t.icn ~ Stat.istics Sc:vice. 

"N:*.e: ~ data d:es rot:. in:::J.\Xe tr.S. Bureau of P.i:"i.ec:Ins. 'l'bt:al 
1979 prison ~tion !Jcl~ O.S. Bureau lftat.i.ttic::s is 
29 8 , O£S •. atxl tbe tr..1Cal U!:der ] 8 p;p.1latial 2, 697. 

12 



Between 1973 and 1979, the total population of U.S. prisons rose 

by 94,554, an overall increase of 52.87%. While the number of inmates 

under 18 rose by 723, this represents an increase of only 36.7% The 

rate of increase in the total national prison population is significant

ly gra~ter than the proportional increase in the population of inmates 

under 18. This contrasts sharply with what might be expected if one 

assumes a disproportionate increase in violent youth crime, or a substan

tial increase in the use of ,.;aiver. 

There ~ere pronounced regional differences in the data. Southern 

states accounted for 1,469 inmates under 18, or 54.5% of the national 

total. Northeastern states had substantially fewer inmates (667), 24.8% 

of the total. There were 465 young inmates in adult prisons in the North 

Central states, constituting 17.2% of the total. Western states housed 

only 90, or 3.3% of the total. 

As can be seen in Table 2, regional rates of inc~rceration per 

100,000 popu1ation-at-risk correspond to the regional numerical ranking. 

Southern states average 27.1 youth in adult prison per 100,000 of its 

14-17 year old population. Northeastern states imprison 17.7, the North 

Central mean rate is 9.9, and Western state have only 1.5 youth in adult 

prisons per 100,000 population. The National mean for youth in prison 

is 17.7. 

North Carolina, with 596, led all states in the number of youth 

under 18 in its prison system (see Table 3.) This number accounts for 

22.1% of the total number of youth in U.S. prisons, and is more than 

both t,he North Central and Western regional totals combined. This 

number is as large as it is in part because of the high incarceration 

rate in North Carolina, but also in part because the maximum age of ori

nal juvenil: court jurisdiction is 16 in that state. New York's maximum 

juvenile age is the same, and that state is second on the list of states 

with high concentrations of young inmates, with 321, or 12% of the U.S. 

total. This total does not include sentenced or certified youth in juve

nile or detention facilities. Connecticut is third among the states with 

13 
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~le 2. Youth tnder 18 in Adult Ptis:ns Q'I JI!IrnJary 1, 1979 llnd 

rl 
~ of Youth in Prisal. Per 100,000 PopulatiQ'l at. Risk 

PeJ..""Ce:lt Pt:pJ..lat.ial Rate J;:er 

t Male Female "1bt:al O.S. 'Ibtal 14-17 Years 100,000 14-17 

fl 
thited States Total 262l 76 2697 100.0 16,896,000 15.9 

H::lrthea.st. 655 14 669 24.80 3,775,000 17.7 
ct:r:mecticut 263 e 271 10.05 243,000 ill.S 

I 
Maine 6 0 6 .22 86,000 '6.9 
Massachuset:ts 6 0 6 .22 .eSO,OOO 1.3 f New Banpshire 3 0 3 .11 65,000 4.6 

1 New Jersey 11 2 13 .48 570,000 2.3 
New Yoxk 318 3 321 ll.90 1,351,000 23.8 

[ I Pe1nsylvania 29 1 30 1.11 903,000 3.3 
~ I.sland 0 0 0 0.0 70,000 0.0 
VeI:tx::nt 19 0 19 .70 38,000 50.0 

I lbrth Central -452 13 465 17.24 ~\,6a1,000 9.9 
Illinois 51 1 52 1.93 891,000 5.8 
!l:xlimla « 0 44 1.63 425,000 10.4 

i Icwa 9 0 9 .33 238,000 3.8 

I 
:®:msa,s 19 1 20 .74 180,000 U.l 
~ 90 2 92 3.41 751,000 11..3 

1 Mimesota 6 0 6 .22 337,000 3" '3 
i Miss::uri 16 1 17 .63 375,000 6.5 

Nebra.ska 6 0 6 .22 127,000 4.7 

I North Dakota 2 0 2 .07 58,000 3.4 
Chic 190 6 196 7.27 849,000 23.1 
Salth Ilakcta .. 1 5 .19 59,000 8.S 
W.iso::nsin 15 1 16 .60 390,000 4.1 

I I Scut:h 1421 48 1469 54.47 5,412,000 27.1 

~ ~ 57 1 58 2.15 298,000 19.5 
Al::karusas 55 4 '159 2.18 166,000 35.5 
~ 0 0 0 0.0 47,000 0.0 I 

I District of O;:llr''*'ia " 0 4 .15 47,000 8.5 I 
Florida 192 6 198 606,000 32.7 1\ 7.34 

I: 
Gear¢a llS 0 llS 4.26 392,000 29.3 
Kentucky " 0 .. .15 272,000 1.5 

I tori si zma 24 0 24 .89 332,000 7.2 

l 
Maryland BB 1 89 3.30 334,000 26.6 
Mississippi 41 2 43 1.59 202,000 21.3 
N:Jrt.h Carolina 572 24 596 22.10 421,000 141.6 

I 
Ck.lahata 18 a 18 .67 210,000 B.6 
Sa:rt:h Ca%olllla. SO 1 51 1.90 233,000 21.9 r Tenrlesse:e a 0 8 .30 324,000 2.S 
~ 137 7 144 5.34 992,000 14.S 
Virginia 56 2 S8 2.lS 397,000 14.6 

I West V.i..r¢nia a 0 0 0.0 137,000 0.0 

West S9 1 90 3;34 5,832,000 1.5 
Alaska 0 0 0 0.0 34,000 0.0 

I 
A:rizcna 7 " 7 :26 l87,000 3.7 
Califamia 1" 0 14 .52 1,634,000 .9 
ColoraO:l 8 0 8 .30 209,000 3.8 
BIswaii 0 0 0 0.0 70,000 0.0 
:r.c:I.IsOO 1 a 1 .04 71,000 1.4 

I M::ntana - I) 0 0 U.U 07,000 0.0 
Ne'\IzIda 5 0 5 .19 49,000 10.2 
New Mexi.c:l " 0 4 .15 107,000 3.7 
~ 13 0 1.3 .48 179,000 7.3 

I Utah 2 0 2 .07 103,000 1.9 
Washingtal. 33 1 34 l.26 286,000 11.9 
Wj>aning 2 0 2 .07 32,000 6.3 

I 
O.S. ~ of PrisaJ.s 4 0 .. .15 . 
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state 

1. lGth Carol.ina 
2. New Yen 
3. O:::nnec'"...i.c:ut** 
4. Florida 
5. ali.o 
6. Texas 
7. Gearqia 
8. Micb<gan 
9. Maxyland 
1O.·~ 

~ 
Sc.uth 
N::r...heast 
N:Irt:lleast 
Scut.."l 
N:rtth Central. 
Scut:h 
Scuth 
North O!ntral 
Scuth 
Scuth 

!lm::er of Of:Ecnt:Ers 
thder 18 in Prison 

596 
m 
271 
198 
196 
144 
115 

92 
89 
59 

*Pert:en~ are rc:::ur.ed to the nea:rest .01 
**O:rlne.ctie.r data inc.lu::'2s ~th in jails. 

Percent of 
O.S. 'l'Otal* 

22.09 
ll.90 
10.05 

7.34 
7.27 
5.34 
4.26 
l.U 
3.30 
2.19 

271 inmates under 18, or 10% of the U.S. total. This total includes 

the number of youth in the states centrally administered jail and pri-

son systems. State officials were unable to separate data from prisons 

and jails. 

rida (198, 

Other states with large youthful populations include Flo

or 7.34%), Ohio (196, or 7.27~, Texas (144, or 5.34%) and 

Georgia (115, or 4.267.). The seven (7) states with populations of 

more than 100 inmates under 18 years of age account for 77.15% of the 

national total. An additional seven (7) states had between 50 and 99 

younger inmates in their prison systems as of January It 1979. In de

scending order they are Michigan (90) Maryland (89), Arkansas (59), 

Alabama (58) Illinois (58), Virginia (58) and South Carolina (51). 

Together, these states account for 17.24% of the national total. 

The remaining 36 states, the District of Columbia, and the Federal 

Bureau of Prisons account for the remaining 5.61% • 

States with the highest ~ates of under 18 inmates per 100,000 

population at risk roughly parallel numerical rankings. Fith the 

exception of Texas and Michigan, which are replaced by Vermont and 

South Carolina, the list remains roughly the same, if in a some

wh~t different order. Arkansas is fourth in the number of youths in 

adult prisons per roo;ooo of the population at risk. 

15 
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~4. Ten S~ with Highest: Inc:art:eraticr Rates Per 
100,00 ~ at Ri.sk 

N!.J:Tber of Offen:3ers Rate Per 100,000 
State ~ th:ler 18 Pq:W.atiC"l at Risk-

1. N:lrth OIl:tllinzl Salth 596 141.6 
2. O::rlnect.io:rt ** Nort.ieast 27l lll.5 
3. \TeJ:m:nt Northeast 19 50.0 
4. 1\rltansas Scuth S9 35.5 
5. Fl.crlda. So..tth 1.98 32.7 
6. Georqia Scuth ill 29.3 
7. &ryland So<.lth 89 26.6 
8. New YctX N::l~..heast 321 23.8 
9. Chic North Cent.."'al 1.96 23.1 

10. Scuth Carol.ina So..tth Sl 21.9 

Violent and Non- Violent Youth Crime 

Contrary to what might be expected to accompany an increase in 

violent youth crime, the study found that .the mO.6:t .6 eJt1.ou..6 .6 e.nten.chtg 

o 66 e.n6 e nolr. yo £dlt ht p!U.6 on .w mOlr.e 0 6:t2l1. a p!tO peJr:ty 0 00 en.6 e .tha.n .u. 
Figure 1. depicts the category of sentencing of-

fense for the national population of imprisoned youth under 18. Of 

the 2,697 such inmates found by the Survey, only 1,052, or 39% were 

.entenced to prison for crimes against people, including murder 1, 

murder 2, manslaughter, murder 3, attempted murder, rape, robbery 

aggravated assault, kidnapping and other sex offenses. When arson is 

included in this category, the percentage of serious crimes becomes 

39.4%. Crimes involving property accounted for 1,112, or 41.2% of 

16 
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Figure 1. Number of Offenders Under 18 in Offense Categories 

~~~: Against 

~~~:~t~VO 1 

ving III I I I I II 111111 I III I llllllllllllllllll fllllllllllIIII I III I 11111 I lllllllill I III II II I III I 11111 III I I 

Cr:!.:ne.s Against 
the Public Order 

Unreported 
Offenses 

Number of Offenders Under 18 

~e total nUmber of o==ense:.. Crir..es against the public order (nar

cotics offenses, pros~itution and other minor crimes) accounted for 

93 of t~e most serious sentencing offenses, or 3.57. of the total, while 

offense data could not be obtained for a total of 440 offenders, or 

16.3%., The data strongly suggests that youth are sent to adult prisons 

for reasons other than the seriousness of instant offense. It is possi

ble that multiple offenses and length of offense history impact on the 

decision to commit younger offenders to prisons. However, the volume 

of offenders whose most serious offense involved property and other 

non-violent crimes raises the question as to whether other dispositional 

options were available. or whether thev were amenable to more treatment 

oriented placement. 

17 
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T h vr.e. wvr.e. ¢,{,g rU. 6-Lc..a.n;t lte.g.£o na..e. va.Jr.J..ail.o no i..n .tit e. ru.unb vr. and pelt -

c.e.nta.ge. 06 CJti.me.¢ agcUnc.,t people vL6 Gt vL6 pttope.Jtty and pu.bUc. OlT,.clelt 

¢ente.nc£ng 066en6e.¢ 60lt young ~on ~e.¢. The illustrative charts 

that follow depict the proportion of crimes against people, or violent 

crime, in contrast with property and public order offenses, or non

violent crime. 

South 
Of the four census regions, the South has the smallest proportion 

of violent. crimes as the most ser.ious sentencing offense for young in

mates in adult prison, as can be seen in Figure 2. below. Of the 

1,469 youth under 18 in prisons in'the South, only 31.5% (463) were 

sentenced for crimes against people. More than 517. (763) had been 

sentenced to prison for property-related offenses. An additional 1.3% 

(19) were crimes against the public order, and offense data was not 

available for 15.3% or the youth in prison (220). More than 507. of the 

inmates under 18 in seven (7) of the seventeen (17) Southern states 

Figure 2. Southern Regional Total of Offenders Under 18 by Offense 
Category as of January 1, 1979 

Violtmt Crimes 

Nonvioltmt Crimes 

-
I I l' \1lI\\111111111 ~llllllllllllllllllllllllllIIlllllllllll111111111 
I I I III !l!llll~ 

--L 
L-------~10~O-------2~O-O-------3~O-O-------4~OO------~~----- 600 

Number of Offenders Under 18 
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had been sentenced to prison for property offenses. These seven states 

_ Arkansas, Florida, Georgia, North and South. Carolina, Texas r ViJ:ginia 

together account for 79.6% of the total number of inmates under 18 in 

Southern adult prisons. It should be noted that in Florida, Georgia, 

South Carolina and Tex~s, the maximvm age of original court jurisdiction 

is 16, and in North Carolina it is 15. This would make the need for 

waiver proceedings unnecessary for many property offenders. Available 

data indicates that this is significant for North Carolina, which num

bered only 26 certified youth among its under 13 prison population, and 

for Georgia, which reported only seve p. In contrast, Florida reported 

tru-,:: al1 of its 198 inmates under 18 had been certified, as were all of 

Arkansas' 59 young inmates. Data from Texas, Virginia, and South Caro

lina was unavailable. 

Northeast 

Figure 3. Northeastern Region Total of Offenders Under 18 
,by Offense c.tegory ... of January I, 1979 

Violent Cr1ces ~ 

Nonviolent Crimes lIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIlIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIII~ 
100 200 300 

Number of Offenders Under 18 
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As can be seen in Figure 3, property and public order offenses 

constitute a slighLly larger percentage of committment offenses than 

crimes against people. Youth sentenced to prison for crimes against 

people numoered 242, 36.2% of the total. Property-related offenses 

numbered 213, comprising 31.8% of the regional tota1 9 and 51 youth 

were sentenced to prison for crimes against public order (7.6%). 

Crimes against people countea for a majority of the sentencing 

t....Efenses in five (5) of the nine (91 Northeastern states - Maine, 

Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, and Pennsylvania. Together, 

these states account for 8.6% of the Northeast regional total. Si

zable numbers of property offenders were also present in the CWo states 

with the largest proportion of youthful inmates. In New York, 40.2% 

of the inmates under 18 had been sentenced for violent crime, 14.3% for 

property offenses, and 0.623% for pu5lic order offenses. More than 44% 

of the data on youth in NevYork's prisoners was unavailable, under pro

visions of that state's Youthful Offender Law. Data from Connecticut 

is skewed by the fact that the numbers shown also reflect youth in the 

state's jails. 

North Central 

In contrast to the South and Northeastern regions, youth in the 

North Central region were more likely to be sentenced to prison for vio

lent crime than for property or public order offenses. In nine (91 of 

the ~elve (12) states in this region, 50% or ~ore of the under 18 youth 

in prison had been committed for violent crimes. These nine states 

accounted for 83% of the total number of imprisoned youth in this region. 

(Information on sentencing data was unavailaole for Illinois). Only in 

North Dakota was there a greater percentage of property offenders (2 O~ 

lOO%) and in K.ans:.:~s 14 of the 20 youth in prison; were there for crimes 

against the public order. 

20 
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Figure 4. North Central Total of Offenders Under 18 
by Offense Category as of January 1, 1979. 

Violent: Crimes 

Nonviolent Crimes IIIIIIfllIIIIIIIIIII~ 
100 200 300 

Number of Offenders Under 18 

~Vest 

400 

The Western region had the smallest number of youth in adult prisons 

of the four regions with 90, or 3.3% of the national total. None of the 

Western states rank in the top 10 states in either frequency or rate of 

7o~~ul imprisonment. Washington, whose total of 34 is more than double 

that of California (142 or Oregon (13) has 47~ of its imprisoned youth 

sentenced for crimes against people, 50% for property offenses, and 2.9% 

for crimes against public oreer. All other Western states with any youth 

under 18 in prison have sizable majorities sentenced there for violent 

offenses. 
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Figure 5. Western Regional Total of Offenders Under 18 
by Otiens. Category as of January I, 1979. 

Violent Crimes 

Nonviolent Crimes 

100 200 300 

Number of Offenders Under 18 

Violent / Property / Crimes Against Puhlic Order 

Robhery CLncluding a~ed roonery, strong-arm robbery, and robbery in

volving use of fcrcel was tlie most common of the crimes against people 

leading to incarceration for youth under 18. Five hundred Vwenty (520) 

or approximately 19.3% of the total of youth in prison were sentenced 

there for robbery. Following robbery in frequency are murder 1, rape, 

and aggravated assault, all with 98 (3.6%), murder 2 (71, or 2.6%) and 

manslaughter/murder 3 (6q or 2.56%). The three offenses involving homicide 

taken together total 238, or 8.82% of the overall total. 
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Of the crimes against property, larceny/theft/stolen goods ac

counted for 485 sentencing offenses. This total was 17.9% of the total 

number of imprisoned youth. Burglary YaS the third most frequent 

sentencing offense overall, and second in crimes involving property, 

with 481 sentencing c:~~nses, or 17.83%. These two offense cate-

gories account for 966 sentencing offenses, or 35.8% of the total. 

Auto theft accounted for 99 offenses, or 3.7%. 

Other crimes against the puOlic order, a category including 

drunk and disorderly conduct, public nuisance, prison breach, vagrancy, 

alchohol, tobacco, and firearms violations, perjury, gam5ling, criminal 

negligence, possession of a dangerous weapon, was the leading offense 

in this category, with 76, or 2.8% of the total. 

Table 5. Category of Offense by Region 

Crilres Against Crirres Involving CriIres Against the llnrep::>rted 

Pecple Prq:le.rty Public Order Of:el1ses Total 

NI.lI!'ioer Percent &1!rber Percent NuIrber Percent Nurrber Pe..""Cent ~ Perce.'1t 

Northeast 242 36.17 213 31.84 51 7.62 163 24.36 669 24.80 

North Central 287 61.72 107 23.01 19 4.09 52 11.18 465 17.24 

South 463 31.52 762 51.87 19 1.29 225 15.32 1469 54.46 

West 58 64.44 30 33.33 2 2.22 0 0.0 90 3.34 

u,s. Bureau of 
Prisczls 2 50.0 0 0.0 :2 50.0 0 0.0 4 .15 

u. S. '!'ot:al 1052 39.0l lll2 41.23 93 3.45 440 16.31 2697 100.0 

23 



~l'able 6. NtnTiJer of Offerrlers Under 18 in Mult Prisons by Offense an1 Region 

Offenses NE ~ South 
Percent 

West Fed. Total of Total 

u.s. Totals 669 465 1469 90 4 2697 100.00 

Crimes Against 242 287 463 58 2 1052 39.01 
People 

murder 1 12 51 24 11 0 98 3.63 
murder 2 9 22 30 8 0 71 2.63 
mans/mrrder 3 19 25 22 3 0 69 2.56 
att. mrrder 1 0 5 3 0 9 .33 
rape 10 34 43 3 0 98 3.63 
robbery 144 109 249 18 0 520 19.28 
agg. as saul t 11 25 57 5 0 98 3.63 
kidnapping 1 9 13 1 0 24 .99 
sex offenses 6 3 13 1 0 23 .85 
other 21 9 7 5 0 42 1.56 

Crimes Invol ving 213 107 762 30 0 1112 41.23 
Property 

arson 5 0 8 0 0 13 .48 
auto theft 9 9 76 5 0 99 3.67 
burglary 159 71 233 18 0 481 17.83 
larc/st. gcx:x1s 29 19 421 0 0 485 17.98 
exto~/fraud/etc. 0 6 11 1 0 18 .67 
other 11 2 3 0 0 16 .59 

CriJres Against 51 19 19 2 2 93 3.45 
Public Order 

narc/use & t 'fX.Jss. 4 1 8 0 0 13 ..48 
narc/sale 1 1 1 0 0 3 .11 
prostituticn 1 0 0 0 0 1 .04 
other 45 17 10 2 2 76 2.82 

ibt Reported 163 52 225 0 0 ~40 16.31 

- -....... ~ ---------------... ....-... ............., ....",-....... ..-..... ..,"""-.. ; ............. ~.~..... ............. ~~ "",...,..-.., ... .-...-. ..... ,.,.,.... .......... ...........J 
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L Table 7. Category of Offense by Je;icn and State 

! [I C:dJIes Against Cri:aes Involving Cl:'im2s Aqainst UlreForted Total 
t People P%:t:J?e...""ty Public Order Offenses 

Nutt:er Percent N1.JIter PeJ::t:ent N\:.ut:e.:' Percent Nmi:er Percent 

II O.S. ~ 1052 39.00 lli2 41.23 93 3.45 "40 16.31 2697 

rl 
Nort..~ 242 36.17 213 31.84 51 7.52 163 24.63 669 

O::rmectic:t.:rt 67 24.72 l.39 51.29 46 16.97 19 7.01 2· .... 
Maine . 4 66.66 .2 33.33 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 

I Massachuset:--...s 5 83.33 1 16.66 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 
NewF~ 3 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 3 
New Jersey 10 76.92 2. 15.38 1 7.69 0 0.0 13 11 New Yorl<; 129 40.186 46 14.33 2. .623 144 "4.85 321 

f Pensyl vania 23 76.66 7 23.33 0 0.0 0 0.0 30 , 
l<h::de Island 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 

,I Vem::nt 1 5.26 15 84.21 2. 10.52 0 0.0 19 

Nor'"...h Central 287 61.72 107 23.01 19 4.08 52 11.18 465 r Illinois 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 52 100.0 52 , 

,I 
Indi.ana 24 54.54 20 45.45 0 0.0 0 0.0 44 
Iowa 5 55.55 4- 44.44 0 0.0 0 0.0 9 
Kansas .2 10.0 4- 20.0 14 70.0 a 0.0 20 
Michig<!n 60 65.217 30 32.60 2 2.17 0 0.0 92 
Minnesota 5 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 6 

II MissoJri 13 76.47 3 17.64 1 5.88 0 0.0 17 
Nebraska 3 SO.OO .2 33.37 1 16.666 0 0.0 6 
North Dakota 0 0.0 2 100.00 0 0.0 a 0.0 2 

L Chic 160 Bl.63 35 17.86 1 .51 0 0.0 196 

II 
Sout.~ Dakota 3 6.00 2 40.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 
Wisccnsin 11 68.75 5 31.25 0 0.0 0 0.0 16 

South 563 31.52 762 51.fI7 19 1.29 225 15.32 1469 
~ 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 58 100.0 58 

,I At:kansas 27 45.76 31 52.54 1 1.69 0 0.0 59 
Delaware 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
D.C. 3 75.00 1 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 
Florida 85 42.92 llO 55.55 3 .15 0 0.0 198 

II 
Georgia 50 43.47 64 55.65 1 .869 0 0.0 ll5 
Kentucky 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 4 100.0 4 
lcuisiana 18 .75 6 .25 0 0.0 a 0.0 24 
MaxyLaOO 1 1.12 0 0.0 0 0.0 88 98.8 8S 
MississiR:li 34 79.06 9 20.93 0 0.0 0 0.0 43 

II North CaIolina 126 21.14 386 64.76 9 1.51 75 12.58 596 
CkJ...ahara. 9 so 8 44.44 1 5.5:; 0 0.0 18 
South Carolina 14 27.45 n 72.54 0 0.0 0 0.0 51 
Tennessee 6 75.0 2 25.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 

,I Texas 63 43.75 77 53.47 4 2.77 0 0.0 144 
Virginia 27 46.·55 31 53.44 0 0.0 0 0.0 58 
West Vi.I¢ni.a 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 

II 
West sa 64.44 30 33.33 2 2.22 0 0.0 90 

Alaska 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
ki.2cna 5 71.42 :2 28.57 0 0.0 0 0.0 7 
Califctni.a 14 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 14 
O:;,lcrado 6 75.01" 2 25.00 0 0.0 0 0.0 8 

,I Bawaii 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Idaho 0 0.0 1 100.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 1 
Ibltarla 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0 
Nevada " SO.OO 1 20.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 5 

,I New~ 3 75.00 1 25.00 0 Q.O 0 0,0 4 
Oregcn 7 53.84 6 46.lS 0 0.0 0 0.0 13 
utah :2 100.0 0 0.0 a 0.0 0 0.0 .2 
Washinqt:m 16 47.05 17 SO.OO 1 2.94 0 0.0 34 

~g 1 50.00 0 0.0 1 50.00 0 0.0 :2 

II o.s. ~ of Priscns :2 so. 00 0 0.0 " SO.OO 0 O.C 4 4. 

25 

1.1 



- -

--~--------------------------

Number at" Orfenders Under 16 In State Correctional Systems 

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

CJ 0-9 ~ 30-49 

fI1JJJ JO-29 c;::] SO 8 Over 

- - ---. ,. 



I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
II 
I 
(I 
II 
tl 
II 
~I I 

'I l. 

tl 
(I 

II 
II 
LI 
tl 

Methodology / Jails and Detention Facilities 

Owing to the volume of countY' jails and detention facilities~ and 

the limited trme and resources availaBle to the researcner~, a 33% ran

dom sample was ae1ected from the adult detention facility and jail dir

ectory published hy the American Correctional Association. Included in 

this directory are all facilities to which individuals are sentenced for 

longer than a 48 hour period. 

Questionnaires were mailed first class to the superintendents of 

1,013 facilities, along with a personal letter and request for tbeir 

assistance. Respondents were encouraged to call if there were any ques

tions pertaining to the questionnaire, the study, or tbe information 

desired. Of the original 1,013 questionnaires mailed, 525 were returned) 

constituting a return rate of 517.. Total number of respondents is 

roughly 1/6th, or 16% of the adult detention facilities and jails across 

the country. As in the prison study, data w~s sought relevant to an one

day picture of the number, age, and most serious committing offense of 

all inmates under 18 sentenced to terms in adult jail~ and detention 

facilities. The resulting data therefore ignores any multiple offenses 

or criminal histories which may be present. Offenses, detailed in Appen

dix I, were categorized using the offense data categories in the prisons 

section. 

The working date was changed from January 1, 1979 to August 1, 1979~ 

in order to accommodate the needs of administrators who did not have 

readily retrievable data for their population of nine months previous. 

Correctional administrators were encouraged to respond for Au~ust 1, . 
1979, it possible, but were informed that other dates were acceptable to 

facilitate data collection. Respondents were requested to note the date 

for which the data was relevant. 

Once the data was collected, projections were made for the total 

number of inmates 17 and under incarcerated in facilities in each state, 

using standard projection techniques. Population figures for these pro

cedures were obtained from the 1978 County Yearbook, published by the 
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National Association of Counties and the Internationational Association of City 

Managers. Projections assume an average incarceraticn rate for all local

ities across the state. The data presented in the charts and narrative 

of the jail section of this report represent statewide projections. Users 

of this data should be aware of a number of methodological problems asso

ciated with this part of the study. The conclusions and judgements drawn 

on the body of this research report are made with these limitations firmly 

in mind. 

• Projections are inaccurate particularly in those states with small num
bers of respondents, tending to inflate the number of inmates from 
small states. 

• Large urban areas appear to be significantly underrepresented among 
responding facilities. Given the high crime.and incarceration rates 
in large cities, it is likely that the absence of a proportionate num
ber of urban areas has the effect of artificially depressing the total 
number of imprisoned youthful inmates. 

• It is likely that some confusion existed for some of the respondents 
over the-: study definitions. Respondents may have reported both sen
tenced inmates and detainees, or juvenile inmates along with techni
cally adult inmates. These errors in reporting probably have the cum
ulative effect of inflating the data somewhat. 

• The nature and size of the sample, coupled with the absence of any 
capacity to check and/or follow up on selected cross-section of 
respondents, leads to a self-selection problem with the sample respon
dents. Some factors ~ay act to encourage or preclude a response from 
certain facilities, resulting in an under-representation of the number 
of inmates under 18 in jail in adult detention facilities. 

• This portion of the study made no prov:l.sion for assessing the validity 
and reliability of the data. 

The reader should be aware of these limi't:ation~. when utilizing this data. 

This data is an important first glimpse Of the nature of the problems of 

young people in jail and detentio~ facilities, one which must be regarded 

as a blurred picture of what a·.:tually exists. 
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Violent and Non- \liolent Youth Crime 

The data on yout~ in prison indicates that the most serious sentenc

ing offense for tnese yout~ is~ost often not a violent, out rather a pro

perty offense. Similarly, tEe most serious offense for which youth have 

been sentenced to jail i~ ~lsomost often a property offense; the data 

from the jail sample indicates that property offenders account for over 

50% of jail youth populations on ooth a national and regional basis. 

Table B provides regional comparisons of these proj ections by cate

gory of offense. Youth incarcerated in jail are most prevalent in the 

North Central and SoutI~:rn regions of the United States, in all offense 

categories. Projected populations of 1,800 and 1,408, respecti~e1y. were 

sentenced to jail in the North Central and Southern regions, while only 

257 and 596 were incarcerated in the Northeast and West. Despite a larger 

percentage of their respective populations sentenced for crimes against 

people, the Northeast and West clearly have fewer youth offenders sentenced 

to jail. 

Table 8. Regional Comparisons of Projected Numbers of Offenders Under 18 Sentenced to Jail 

Cr:l.m~ Agaiut Cr~es lnvolvtng Crimes Against Unreported 
People Property the Public Ot-der Offenses Total 

NWllber Percent Number Percent NUIlIber Porcent Number Percent 

United States Total 674 16.6 2,341 57.6 925 22.8 121 3.0 4,061 

Northeaat 63 24.5 163 63.4 31 12.1 0 0.0 257 

North Central 228 12.7 1,008 56.0 470 26.1 94 5.2 1,800 

South 240 17.0 852 60.5 289 20.S 27 1.9 1,408 

Waat 143 24.0 318 53.4 135 22.7 0 0.0 596 

The national map of youth in jail provides a more lucid illustration 

of the projected numbers of sentenced offenders. States \inth 50 or more 
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offenders are most conspicuous in the Southern and North Central regions 

of the United States. t~e states with fewer than 10 offenders are 

scattered throughout the country, they are concentrated in the Northeast; 

New York is the only state in the Northeast with more than 50 youth offen

de-rs. 

Nationally, youth sentenced for crimes against people and crimes 

against the public order each represent less than a quarter of all sen

tenced offenders, while offenders sentenced for property crimes consti

tute over half of their youthful populations. Offense data was not repor

ted for only a minimal number of offenders (3%). Figure 6 depicts the 

projected number of offenders under 18 in jails nationwide as of August 1, 

1979. The projected total of sentenced inmates under 18 in jails and 

detention facilities on a given day is 4,061. Property offenders, repre

senting 2,341 of this total account for over half of the youthful offen

der population (57.67.). 

Cr:!.::1el! Against 
People 

Cr1:!es Invol"ling 
Property 

Cr:!.::les Agai.n.sc 
the Public Order 

trlU"lI!port-.:i 
Offil:llla5 

Figure 6. Projected Nucber of Offenders ~nder 18 in Offense Categories 

I 

~ 
JJIIIJ I J I J 11111 J 1111 I 1111 II II I 111111} 1 I 1111111111 III 111111111111111111111111111 l I lIIIIIIIlll/lllllIlll! 

~ 

400 soo 1200 1600 :000 2400 

Proj ectild ~ucbu of Offenders Under 18 
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Crimes against the public order were the sentencing offenses of 925, 

or 22.8% of the youthful population. While significantly less than the 

number of property offenders, this estimate is higher than the number of 

offenders sentenced for crioes against people. This portion of the incar

cerated youthful population accounts for only 674 offenders or only 16.6% 

of all youth sentenced to jails in the U.S. 

Coupled with the property offenders, those sentenced to jail for 

crimes against the public order raises the total estimate of nonviolent 

offenders to 3,266, or 80.4% of jail populations under 18, indicating a 

substantial variation between violent and nonviolent offenses. The 

remaining 3.0%, comprising 121 offenders, are incarcerated for offenses 

which were not reported in the survey. 

As suggested in the discussion of prison data, youth seem to be sen

tenced to jail for reasons other than the severity of offense. The prior 

discussion indicated that length of offense history and multiple offenses 

may have influenced the sentencing decisions. 

Significant region;al variations among offense categories are appar

ent in jail as well as prison data. Despite some major similarities, 

these differentials are not wholly identical to regional characteristics 

of prison populations. Figures 7-10 portray categorical distributions 

among regions. 

Northeast 

Figute 7, depicting these distinctions for the Northeast regi~~, 

shows an overwhelming number of property o=fenders: 163 or 63.4% of the 

regional total (25]1. Violent offenders, numbering 63, accounted for 

24.57. of the regional total, and public order offenses constituted only 

12.1% (31) of that total. The Northeast figures may, however, he. under

stated because neither Connecticut, Rhode Island, or Vermont is repre

sented in the data. The percentages of violent and property offenders 
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in the Northeast are the highest of all four regions~ while the percent

age of public order offenders is clearly the lowest. 

Figure 7. ~ortheastern Segional Projections of Offenders 
Un~er 18 by Offense Category 

Cr:l.::!es Against 
Peoph 

C::-:i:nes Involvlllg 
Proper::y 

Cr:i:nes Agalllst 
the Public Ordu 

Cnrel'orted 
Offensils 

North Central 

~ 
'!ra 

III 1IlII111 IlllllIIlllIllIl 

100 200 Joe 
Nucber of Of:enders Under 18 

Categorical distributions among states in the North Central region 

are depicted in Figure 8, illustrating an overwhelming number of property 

offenders, estimated at 1,008 youths, or 567. of the regional total of 

1800. The numbers of violent and public order offenders in the North 

Central region are in direct contrast to those in the Northeastern region. 

A projected number of 228 offenders under 18 were sentenced to jail for 

violent crimes against people in the North Central region, or 12.7% of the 

total regional jail population under 18, while 470, or 26.1% had been sen

tenced to jail for crimes against the public order. These figures are 
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respectively the lowest and highest percentages of violent and public 

order offenses of any particular region. 5.2% (94) of the region's 

youth offenders were sentenced for offenses that were not reported. 

Figure 8. North Central Regional Projections of Offenders Under 18 
by Offanse Category 

Crbes Aga inst 
P~ple 

Criaas Involving 
Propar:y 

Crbes Agolinst 
the Public Order 

!:nreportad 
Offensu 

South 

~ 
'fll If/flrlIlll 111 f " 11IIIIII1IIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIIt: 

IIII!llll!lllllll 1 1 I 
~~~~ 

I 
100 200 300 400 

Number of Offenders Under 18 

The projected offense distribution of offenders sentenced to jail in 

the Southern states most nearly resemhles the national pattern as indi

cated in Figure 9. Of a total number of 1,408 offenders, 240 or 17% were 

sentenced for violent offenses; 852, or 60.5% sentenced for property 

offenses; 289, or 20.57. sentenced for crimes against the public order; 

and 27 or 1.9% of the offenders were sentenced for an unreported offense. 
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Cri::u~s Against 
People 

Cri::les Involving 
?":operty 

Cr:!::1es A\:ainst: 
t:~e Public Order 

Unreported 
Offanges 

West 

F1~u:e 9. Southern Regional Projections of Of=enders Under 18 
by Ofiense Category 
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~umb.r of Off~ers Under 18 

Similarly, the Western region, depicted in Figure 10, had a majority 

of property ~ffenders; 318, or 53.4% of its youth population sentenced to 

jail, were property offenders. The number of offenders committed for 

crimes against people and those committed for crimes against the public 

order were roughly equivalent. 143, constituting 24% of the offender 

population were sentenced for violent crimes, and 135 or 22.7% received 

sentences for crimes against the public order. 
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Figure la, westarn Regional Frojections of Offender$ 
Under 18 by Offense Cacegory 
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In terms of the individual offerses leading to incarceration in 

jail for inmates under 18, the most prevalent sentencing offense was 

Larceny/Theft/Stolen goods. The second most prevalent category of 

offenses is Other Crimes Against Public Order. The fact that this cate

gory is so well represented requires that it be broken into sub-cate

gories in any future studies. The third most prevalent cause of jail 

sentences for youth under 18 is Burglary, followed by Other Property 

Crimes'and Auto Theft. The first category of violent crimes is that 

of Other Crimes Against People. The overwhelming preponderance of rela

tively les~er crimes resulting in youthful incarceration in jail is un

derstandable in light of the fact that jail sentences are much shorter 

than prison terms. However, the fact that so many youngsters serve jail 

time for relatively minor offenses suggests that further inquiry into the 

use of waiver, particuarly in regard to whether youth in jail are amenable 

to treatment, is strongly warranted. 
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Figure 11. Projected ~umber of Offenders Under 18 .nd Sentencing Offense 
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CONCLUSIONS 

The Survey of Sentenced Prisoners Under 18 Years of Age in AduZt 

Correati01uzZ FaaiZities yielded findings which raise significant ques

tions regarding the processes by which youth are incarcerated in adult 

prisons and jails. 

Contrary to what might reasonably be expected if there had been 

a sharp increase in violent juvenile crime over the past few years, the 

t'esearch found that the proportion of younger inmates in the total pri

son population has actually decreased slightly. The research does not 

purport to say conclusively what does happen to violent juvenile offen

ders in the criminal justice system. It does, however, strongly suggest 

that evidence of a proportional increase in juvenile crime, particularly 

violent juvenile crime, can not be found in the population of adult cor

rectional facilities. The research findin~ tend to corroborate the 

assertion that the increase in violent juvenile crime is not one of epi

demic proportions, but rather is part of an overall increase in violent 

crime. 

Moreover, those inmates under 18 who do seem to end up in prison 

and jail are overwhelmingly not those who have, committed crimes against 

people. In fact the most serious committing offense nationally for 

youth in prison was a property offense more than 41% of the time, while 

crimes against people accounted for just 39% of the total. For younger 

inmates sentenced to jail, the proportion is more one-sided: 57% of the 

sent~ncing offenses for these youngstrs were property crimes, 23% were 

crimes against the public order, and only 16% were crimes against people. 

The attentive reader is aware that these percentages account for only 

the most serious sentencing offenses for youth under 18, and that the 

bulk of these imbalances can be attributed to states in the South and 

Northeast. Yet the widespread prevalence of this phenomenon, and the 
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substantial numbers of youth in prison and jail whose most serious 

sentencing offense was property or public-order related points to the 

need for further inquiry into whether many incarcerated youth -

particularly youth who have been waived to trial in adult court -- are 

amenable to more treatment - oriented placements, and whether these 

placements are available. 

One possible explanation of the two preceding facts is that vio

lent young offenders are not incarcerated due to flaws in court pro

cedures, like plea-bargaining and other legal manuevers. However, this 

explanation begs the question of how the large percentage of property 

and other minor offenders come to be incarcerated in adult prisons if 

violent young offenders do not. 

Seen in a context in which the populations of juvenile institutions 

are declining and in which there is a widespread perception of increased 

serious juvenile crime, it is reasonable to expect an increase in the 

youthful population of adult correctional facilities. Not only is this 

not the case, but those youthful inmates under 18 in adult correctional 

facilities are more often than not sentenced for non-violent crimes. 

Given this set of circumstances, it may be well to not only look else

where to see what happens to violent young offenders in the criminal 

justice system, but to reexamine the assumption that there hart been 

a significant disproportional increase in violent youth crime. 
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STATE REPORTS 

The unifo~ity of the data i& affected bv several variables. 

State differentials in hot~data collection methods and ayailafiility 

of data may act as carriers to uniform data collection and affect its 

consistency and comparability across states. 

The following state reports outline the differences in reporting 

practices, problems with the data, and any other factors pertinent to 

state and county correctional operations. 

Alabama provided data pertaining to the total number and ages of 
youthful offenders in Alabama's. adult prison system. State officials 
were not able to identify those youthful offenders in prison who had 
previously been certified as adults, or the offenses for which all 
yo~th had been sentenced. Data was prOVided for September 30,1978. 

ALi\SKA 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions 
were noted. 

ARIZONA 

Data pertinent to youth in Arizona's adult prisons was prOVided 
for September 24,1979. More significantly, the total number of 
offenders was not included in the data. 

The county jails' response to the jail survey projections of 
youths incarcerated in COWlty jails was based entirely on number of 
youths held in these two jails. Since reporting jurisdictions re
present only about 5% of Arizona's population, projections may be 
somewhat inaccurate. 

ARKANSAS 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions 
were noted. 

The California data is noteworthy because, despite a total state 
correctional population of 19,550 offenders, only 14 were under 18 
years of age. The county jail population typifies this characteristic 
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as. well. Low numhera of YQutb.. in adult corrections. in California is 
due to the laxge population in California Youtb..Authority facilities, 

The state data is repre.sentatiYe of the. population on De.ce:m'6.e-r 
31,19]8, a yeaL prior to the survey date. No data wa~ provided 
relating to tM numo.e:r of certified youtli.s. Since the maximum age 
of juvenile original jULisdiction in California is 1], all 14 youths 
in state cOLrections, and the one youth held "in county corrEctions, 
should have been certified as adults prior to incarceration. 

COLORADO 

While all the requested data was pro·\7ided, a discrepancy exists 
in the number of certified offenders. AJ.thoug~ no certified yout~ 
were reported, all eight youths reported for Colorado should have been 
certified. Data for adult persons was relevent for April 2J,19]9. 

CONNECTICUT 

The Connecticut data is subject to several variations in reporting 
practices. First, the method of characterizing offenses is somewhat 
different from that requested. Conne.cticut has a "Youthful Offender" 
statute from which individual offenses mav not be disclosed. Offenders 
within this category are the-refoLe listed' under the heading "unrepoLted" 
on the Connecticut data. The data includes the crimes of auto theft 
within the larceny category and those offenders under auto theft are 
only those convicted of "Use of Motor Vehlc:le without Permission". 

Second, Connecticut operates under an integrated jail/prison 
system. The data, therefore, includes offenders i~.both jails and 
prisons and it is impossible to discriminate between offenders. The 
data simply reflects the most serious offense of each inmate while 
representing a combined picture of misdemeanants and felons. It does 
not necessarily follow that those offenders with less serious convictions 
are held in the state's jail rather than prisons. 

Data was provided for September 11,1979. Correctional personnel 
suggest that this data is equivalent to the January 1,1979 population. 

DELAWARE 

In response to the questionnaire, the Delaware Department of 
Corrections reported that its adult institutions do not hold inmates 
under·1S years old. Those youthful offenders certified as adults are 
instead sent to the Ferris Institution for Boys. Subsequent to their 
18th birthday they are transferred to the adult State Correctional 
facility at Smyrna. 

That only four youthful offenders (all of wham ~ere certified) 
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were incarcerated in the. .District of Columhi,a I s adult institution 
is not unuSllaI; most are. sent to the. Youth.. Center ,at Lorton and 
segregated from the. general population. 

TFte numoer of youths certified as adults, was not reported ~ Data 
was reported for Octolier 23,1979 .• 

FLORIDA 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions 
were noted. 

GEORGIA 

Georgia provided data relevant to August 21,1979. No other 
differences from standard procedures ware reported. 

ltl\WAII 

Hawaii's adult correctional institution reported no offenders less 
than 18 years old. 

None of Hawaii's county jails surveyed responded to the survey; 
no projections of population of sentenced youthful offenders in jail 
can be made. 

IDARO 

Although no differences in reporting practices were apparent the 
number of certified youths was claimed to be zero, but should have 
been one since Idaho's minimum age of original juvenile jurisdiction 
is 17. 

ILLL~OIS 

Illinois corrections officials reported that due to the classified 
nature of the records the Illinois Department of Corrections was unable 
to provide comprehensive information to the survey and does not offer 
a complete picture ~f the youthful offender population in Illinois. 
Fifty-one rrk~les and one 17 year old female were incarcerated in the adult 
correctional system on January 1,1979. However, the data supplied for 
sentencing officials represents total numbers of offenses, rather than 
the most serious offense, for each individual offender (J9 offenses). 
It is therefore impossible to identifty the offenses which had been 
cqmmitted by the actual 52 inmates. Since male and female offenders 
were combined, it is also impossible to determine the offenses committed 
by the one female offender. 

The jail data may be somewhat inaccurate as well. The projections are 
based on jail population of only 17 of Il1inois'102 counties, constituting 
approximately 47. of the state's population. 
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While most of the. !nformation requested in the. survey was provided, 
the number of youths certified as adults in adult and state institutions 
is not known. Certification data provided hy the ~ounty jails was 
sparse as well, producing a numher far lower than tns total numEer which 
should have been certified if age of original juvenile court jurisdiction 
was the prime deterrant. 

IOWA 

The number of youths certified as adults in Iowa State Corrections, 
recorded as zero~ is also apparently inaccurate; all 9 youths should 
have been certified. No other variations in reporting practices were 
noted. 

KA."l'SAS 

Kansas State data reflects the population as of June 30,19J9. 
While data does not include the number of youths certified as adults, 
all 20 should have been certified. The Kansas State Correctional data 
is striking in that 14 of 20 youtrdul offenders were incarcerated for 
public order crimes, constituting the largest proportion of any reporting 
jurisdiction. 

KDITUCKY 

The Kentucky Department of Corrections was unahle :0 provide any 
information other than population figures. The number of certified 
youths and their particular offenses is unknown. The data reflects t:he 
population of December 19,1979. 

Secondly, the jail data should be considered v;'ith scrutiny because 
it is based on jurisdictions representing only 31. of Kentucky's population. 

LOUISIANA 

The Louisiana Department of Corrections data reflects the inmate 
population on September 13,1979. 

Projections of the number of youths in parish jails may not be 
accurate since they are based on reporting jurisdictions representing 
only about 3? of the total state population. At the time of the survey 
8 youth were being held in parish jails under Department of Corrections 
jurisdiction. 

MAINE 

No significanC variations in reporting practices or definitions were 
noted. 
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MARYLAND 

The. data on inmates. in the. state. correctional s:«s.tem does not 
show a flreakdown h:y age. within each offense. category: Tlie. data also 
excludes 380 state sentenced offenders held in local jails due to an 
overflow at the state level and would therefore, exclude any offenders 
under 18 years old witliin that population. It is not known -whet~er this 
population had been included or considered in the jail data. 

MASSACHUSETTS 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions 
were noted. 

MICHIGA.~ 

State institutional data reflects the inmate population on 
December 31,1978, a year earlier than the requested survey date. 

MI~"'NESOTA 

No significant variations in reported prac'tices or definitions were 
noted. 

MISS~SSIPPI 

The number of certified youths in the state correctional system 
is not know since the Mississippi data base did not contain that in
formation. Since the maximum age of original juvenile jurisdiction 
in Mississippi is 1] years, however, all 43 youths should have been 
certified as adults. 

A second variation in reporting practices is Mississippi's lack of 
distinction between murder 1 and murder 2. These are categorized under 
murder 1 in the data tables with the exception of those convicted of 
manslaughter. 

While the jail data reflects 17% of Mississippi's population it 
is un1.ike1y that no youths under 18 were incarcerated in Mississippi's 
county jails. 

MISSOURI 

While the age, sex and sentencing offenses of Missouri's youthful 
offenders were prOVided, two other data components were not completed 
for state prisons. The number of these offenders who has previously 
been certified as adults is not known. Since the max~um age of 
original jurisdiction in Missouri is 16, it can he as~umed that at 
least 6 of these offenders were or should have been certified as adults. 
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MONTA.,.,{A 

No offendera incarcerated in Montana's state prison ~em ~e 
under the age of 18. Accoxding to Montana's age of original jllris~ic
tion (17) , all 21 youthful offenders held in those county jails re
sponding to the survey should nave been certified adults, 

NEBRASKA 

All data components were completed regarding Nehraska's state 
correctional system with the exception of the numher of offenders 
certified as adults. Since Nebraska's age of original juvenile 
jurisdiction is 17, all young offenders should have been certified. 
No other distinctions were noted. 

NEVADA 

While the number of certified offenders in Nevada's prison system 
is recorded as zero, Nevada's maximum age of original jurisdiction is 
17 and all offenders should, therefore, have been certified. No other 
distinctions were noted. 

NEW BA.'1P SHIRE 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions 
were noted. 

NEW JERSEY 

While information pertaining to the number of youths certified as 
adults in New Jersey's state prison system was not available, all 13 
offenders should have been transferred to the adult court. 

The data was reported for August 9,1979. 

NEW MEXICO 

While none of New Mexico's youth offenders incarcerated in the 
state prison system had been transferred to adult court jurisdiction 
New Mexico's age (17) of original Jurisdiction indicates that all 4 
should have been certified as adults prior to their incarceration • 

NEW YORK 

The New York prison data Cis subject) to several variations. First, 
it does not include any offenders under 16 years old. All offenders under 
16 years old. are incarcerated· in . youth facilities 
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until ther hecome 16. Second? New. York's data base includes a category 
of "Youthful Offenders." constituting approximate1¥ 457. pf Ner.z. Yqrk's 
youthful offender population and for whom no offensa designation 
can oe made. 

The jail projections for New York appear to he samewnat inaccurate, 
The projected number of offenders is extremely small relatiye to other 
large states. 

NORTH CAROLINA 

Several variations were apparent in North Carolina's prison data. 
The number of certified youths was not available. 

The large number of unreported offenses occurs because it includes 
all other crimes, and is not limited to any specific category. The four 
"other public order" offenses represent se..'C miscellaneous offenses. 
While the number of youths incarcerated in Nort~Carolina is relatively 
large, it is consistent with the jail projection as well as with the 
findings of past studies. 

NORTH DAKOTA 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions 
were noted. 

OHIO 

L~ere were no variations from standard reporting practices for 
the Ohio data, although the number of certified youths is unknown. 
Because Ohio's minimum age of original jurisdiction is 17, all offenders 
should have been certified. 

OKLAROMA 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions 
were noted. 

OREGON 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions 
were noted. 

PENNSYLVANIA 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions 
were noted. 
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RHODE ISLAND 

The Rhode Island correctional aystem is structured as an 
integrated jail/prison aystem, under' tlie. authority of the. .De.partment 
of CorrectionS'. The jail data does not inc1.ude any infol:!llation on 
any Rhode Island jails. 

SOUTH CAROLINA 

South Carolina prison data included all data requested with the 
exception of numbers of certified offenders. Although this information 
was unavailable, South Carolina's certification age of 16 indicates that 
at maximum the two 15 year old offenders should have been certified 
adults. 

Further, it is unlikely that the jail data closely reflects the 
prisoner population. Although no youths were. incarcerated in the 
responding county jails, this figure may not be consistent througbout 
the state. 

SOUTH DAKOTA 

Although no significant differences in reporting practices were 
apparent in the South Dakotals prison data. South Dakota selected an 
alternate survey date of July 1, 1979. In addition. the numeer of 
offenders certified as adults was not included in the data. The 
age of certification in South Dakota is 17, suggesting, however, that 
all youthful offenders should have been certified prior to incarceration. 

TENNESSEE 

The Tennessee prison data excludes the number of certified offenders; 
although the certification age of 17 indicates that all youths should have 
been certified. 

While data was reported for the survey date, January 1, 19J9, and 
identified only eight offenders, corrections personnel indicated that 
26 additional youthful offenders were committed to the state system 
between January 1 and July 1. 1979. This information suggests that 
the figure 8 is possibly an understatement of the number of offenders 
normal~y held in the state's prisons. 

TEXAS 

Information pertaining to the number of ce~tified offenders was 
not available. Texas age of certification of 16, does suggest, however, 
that at least 6 male offenders should have been certified. 
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UTAH. 

No significant variations in reporting practices or d~initions 
were noted. 

VERHONT 

No significant variations were apparent in the data on off~~ders 
in the state prison. No jails responded to the survey. 

VIRGINIA 

Numbers of certified offenders were not included in the Virginia data 
base although all 7 offenders should have been certified as Virginia's 
certification age of 1J mandates. 

Second, all offenders enumerated under the murder 1 categorv are 
not merely Murder I convictions per se, hut rather, include all "Homicidel! 
charges. 

WASHINGTON 

The number of those individuals certified as adults cannot oe 
determined from Washington's data base. Washington's maximum age of 
original jurisdiction is 17; all offenders clearly ought to have heen 
certified. 

WEST VIRGINIA 

West Virginia's state correctional institutions do not incarcerate 
offenders under the age of 18. these offenders upon certification are 
incarcerated in West Virginia's juvenile institutions. 

WISCONSIN 

No significant variations in reporting practices or definitions were 
noted. 

WYOMING 

Despite the Wyoming certification age of 1J, it is not known how 
many of the youthful offenders were certified adults. Both offenders should 
have been certified. 

U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS 

The Bureau of Prisons reported that on June 4, 1979, 4 youths were 
held in federal adult institutions of whom none had heen certified. While 
~o were incarcerated for violent crimes, the remaining two, categorized 
under "other public order crimes" were convicted of violations of im
migration law. 
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A. Population Onder 18 in State Priscns, 1973 and 1979 I 
t 
i 

'I 1973 1979 Change , 
1 thited states Total 1970 2691 +723 

II Northeast 669 
Camec'"..icut 1 27l +270 
.Maine II 6 -5 

rl 
Massachusetts 28 6 -22 
New Ha!tps..'ili:e 2 3 +1 
New Jersey 8 13 +5 
New Yorlc 258 321 +63 
Pennsylvania 136 30 -106 

II Rhcde Island 0 0 0 
VeJ:!l'Cnt 6 19 +15 

fl N::lrth Central 246 465 +219 
Illinois 26 52 +26 
Indiana 26 44 +18 

f ICI'Na 4 9 +5 I Kansas 4 20 +16 

'I Michigan 73 92 +19 
M.Umesota 9 6 -3 
Missouri 58 17 -41 

II 
Nebraska 15 6 -9 
North Dakota 0 2 +2 
Ohio 21 196 +175 
South Dakota 0 5 +5 

f Wiso::nsin 10 16 +6 
i
l Scn..'th 1226 1469 +243 

AJ..abarra 143 58 -85 

I. 
Arkansas 31 59 +28 
Oel.aware a 0 0 
District of Ccll.l1tbia 9 4 -5 
Florida 54 198 +144 
Georgia 90 ill +25 , 
Kentuclcy 31 4 -27 [. Iouisiana 18 24 +6 
Marylant'\ 105 89 -16 
Mississippi 16 43 +27 

II 
N::lrth Carolina 453 596 +143 
adahara 18 18 0 
South ca.roJ.ina 148 51 -97 
Tennessee 7 8 +1 

'Il'ex.as 20 144 +124 

II 
Vil:ginia 80 58 -22 
West Virginia 3 a -3 

West 90 

[I 
Alaska 0 a 0 
Arizala 8 7 -1 
Califcn::nia 1 14 +13 
Ccl0J:<!d0 5 8 +3 

{ BI!waii 0 0 0 
Idaho 0 1 +1 
M::ntana a 0 0 

! I 
Nevada 1 5 -4 
New ~r::o 2 4 +2 
Oregal 5 13 +8 
Utah 2 2 0 

I Wa.sh.ingtal. 6 34 +28 
~ 1 2 +1 

[.1 
u.s. ~ of P.riscns* 

LI 
*Data for youthful FOPUlaticn of the federal. system is not available for 1973 
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B. Offenders Under 18 in State Prisons by Offense 

0.5. 'l'O:C\L '99 71 69 9 98 520 98 24 23 42 13 99 481 485 18 16 13 3 1 76 440 2697 

~ 12 9 19 1 18 144 11 1 6 21 5 9 159 29 11 " 1 1 4S 163 669 

CI:Innact.i=t " 1 8 
Maine 

33 4 
4 

17 2 3 103 21 
2 

10 1 1 

1 1 2 1 1 
1 1 

4 2 2 

l·~.s 
New Ha!rcs.':.ire' 1 
NewJ~ 3 
New York 

1 
7 9 
1 8 

5 
3 

99 3 
3 2 

6 3 1 40 2 
1 
2 

Pe.nnsy1 vania " 
Rh:de Island 
Ve=t 

225 

1 3 9 4 

mR:'H 
c:t\':'?.AL 51 22 25 

n.EiOiS' 
India.na. 5 
Icwa 1 
Xansas 1 
Midugan 1 12 3 
Mimeso"~ 
Miss::u.."'i 4 
Nel:n..ska 1 1 
hbnh J:aklt:a. 
c:mo 39 10 20 
SOu"..h Dakcta 
wis:z::nsin 

~ 109 25 9 3 9 

7 10 2 
1 3 

1 
10 21 9 4 

411 
2 7 

1 

104 49 14 6 3 .5 
3 

11 

SCI1!'!1 
~ 
.i\rlcan.sa.s 

24 30 22 5 43 249 57 13 13 7 

D.C. 
0I.J..a0,.ra.re 
norida 
Geo..-gia 
lCentu:::lcy 
~iaM. 
Marylani 
Missl.ssip?i 6 
hbrth Carol.:ir.l. 1 
00aI'x:ma 

3 
3 

1 

South CarclinA " 
Te:'lne.ssee 

6 

8 3 3 11 
1 6 

1 3 

" 8 10 
1 

1 

4 
9 
1 

Texa.!I 1 ~ 2 5 
Virqinia 5 
West Vir;in.iA 

W£S'l' '11 S 3 3 3 
JU.a.SXa 
Ari= 1 
Ci1l.ifornia 7 2 1 3 
C:llorado 1 2 
Bawaii 
:r.d.'W 
JobnQnr. 
NiIMIda 1 
New~ 1 
Qre;a1 1 1 
Utah :t 
~ 31 2 
Wyanin; 

o.s.~ 
CF?R.I.SQlS 2 

1.9 
3 

1 

43 11 
30 5 

12 
1 

17 1 
56 29 
5 2 
7 2 
6 

36 
15 

5 

1 

3 0 
2 1 

1 
6 7 

1 

1 
3 

o 
2 

1 

4 

19 5 1 1 5 

1 3 
1 

111 

2 1 
2 
1 4 
1 
9 1 
1 

51 

97119 6211 

16 4 
211 
2 2 
"22 1 2 1 

3 1 
1 1 

1 1 
22 12 1 1 

2 
4 1 

76 2.33 431 11 

4 13 II 1 
1 

o 6 BO 23 1 
9 so 4 1 

1 
.632 

2 
6 

15 
2 1 

5 1 

8 
6 342 

1 " 7 1.9 
1 1 

49 II 
12 15 

5 19 6 

2 

2 

1 

1 

141 

04 9" 

1 
5 

2 

1 

1 

2 

o 

1 

9 

1 

1 0 
1 

.5 

1 

1 43 1.9 271 
6 
6 
3 

o 

13 
144 321 

30 
o 

2 19 

17 52 465 
52 52 

44 
9 

14 2C 
2 92 

6 

1 6 
2 

19E 
5 

1E 

10 225 146;; 
58 5 • 

5~ 
4 
C 

2 1.9, 
11: 

4 L 

2· 
88 8' 

4: 
4 75 59-
1 l! 

5: 
! 

3 14 

2 

1 
1 

2 

5 

90 
o 
7 

14 
8 
o 
1 
o 
5 
4 

13 
2 
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I c. Total. Number of Offenders it!. State Correctional Systcs and Percent Under 18 

I 
L- Total Population Population Under 18 Percent Total 

I M.al.e Female l'ot.a,l Male Female Total Male FeIlIale Total 

l United States Total 298,065 2697 .90 

I Alabama 5,334 265 5.599 57 1 5B .1.07 .38 1.04 
Aluk.a 396 21 417 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Art:on.a 3,002 7 0 7 .23 
Ark.a.na as 2,691 95 2,786 55 4 59 2.04 4.21 2.12 

I 
Calif 0 ro.ia 19,550 0 19,550 14 0 14 .17 0.0 .17 
Colorado 2,532 84 2,616 8 0 8 .32 0.0 .31 
Connecticut 2,700 106 2,806 263 8 271 9.74 7.56 9.66 
DelBtol'are 823 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
District of Columbia 2,192 4 0 4 .18 

I Florida 19,595 841 20,437 192 6 19B .9B .71 .97 
Georgia 11,472 565 12.037 115 0 115 1.00 0.0 .96 
ELavaH 68S 37 725 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Idaho 777 26 803 1 a 1 .13 0.0 .12 

, 

I ll.linois 9,952 311 10,263 51 1 52 .51 .32 .51 I Indiana 4,217 154 4,431 44 a 44 1.03 0.0 .99 
I 

lava 1,908 72 1,980 9 0 9 .47 0.0 .45 
i:.an.sas 2,252 94 2,346 19 1 20 .84 1.06 .85 

I 
i:entucky 3,583 lSl 3,734 4 0 4 .11 0.0 .11 
Louisiana 6,573 210 6,783 24 0 24 .37 0.0 .35 
Maine 678 11 689 6 0 6 .88 0.0 .87 
Maryh.nd 7,327 245 7,572 88 1 89 1.20 .41 1.1B 
M.assachuaetts 3,555 81 2,636 6 0 6 .23 0.0 .23 

I Michigan 14,410 618 15,028 90 2 92 .62 .32 .61 
Minnesot:a 1.269 76 1,845 6 0 6 .34 0.0 .33 
Mis8issippi 3,068 118 3,186 41 2 43 1.34 1.69 1.35 
M1l1Souri 5,383 16 1 17 .32 

I 
Montana 699 0 0 0 0.0 
Ne.bruka 1~176 131 1,307 6 0 6 .51 0.0 .46 
Nevada 1,384 77 1,461 5 a 5 .36 0.0 .34 
Nev liampshire 322 2 324 3 a 3 .93 0.0 .93 
Nev Jeraey 6,087 217 6,304 11 2 13 .18 .92 .21 

I New Mexico 1,535 67 1,602 4 0 4 .26 0.0 .25 
Nev York 19,727 560 20,287 318 3 321 1.61 .54 1.58 
North C6ro.lina 12,960 544 13,504 572 24 596 4.41 4.41 4.41 
North Dakota 251 4 255 2 a 2 .79 0.0 .78 

I 
Ohio 1.3 ,008 587 13,595 190 6 196 1.46 1.02 1.44 
Oklahoma 4,796 586 5,382 18 0 18 .38 0.0 .33 
Oregon 2,874 128 3,002 13 a 13 .45 0.0 .43 
Pennsy 1 vania 7,867 264 8,131 29 1 30 .37 .38 .37 
Rhode Island 537 14 551 0 0 0 0.0 0.0 0.0 

I S au th C.are l.iIl.t. 7,073 314 7,387 50 1 51 .71 .32 .69 
South Dakota, 545 22 567 4 1 5 .73 4.54 .88 
renne •• ee 5,610 260 5,870 8 0 8 .14 0.0 .4 
Texas 23,570 1.005 24,575 137 7 144 .58 .69 .59 

I Utah S8S 26 911 2 0 2 .23 0.0 .22 
Verm.ont 360 11 371 19 0 19 5.27 '0.0 5.12 
Virgin1& 7,726 325 8,051 56 2 58 .72 .62 .72 
llashington 4,288 236 4,524 33 1 34 .77 .42 .75 

I 
West Virginia 1,231 43 1.274 0 0 a 0.0 0.0 0.0 
Wia c:on.ain 3,212 126 3,338 15 1 16 .47 .79 .48 
Wy01l1iu& 427 21 448 2 0 2 .47 0.0 .45 
U.S. Buru.u 
of PriSOl1.8 23,290 1,386 24,676 4 0 4 .02 0.0 .02 

I 
I 
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II D. Offenders Under 18 in State Prisons by Age and S~~ 

I 

14 and under 13 16 17 Unreported Total 

II 
Male Female Hale Femal e Male Fenale Male Female Male Fem.a1e Male F ex::.ale 

U.S. Total 5 0 54 1 438 13 1120 62 4 0 2617 76 

II 
Northeast 2 0 2 0 102 3 549 11 0 0 655 14 

Connecticut 0 0 1 0 66 3 196 5 0 0 263 8 
Maine 0 0 0 0 3 0 3 0 0 0 6 0 
Massachusetts 1 0 0 0 1 0 4 0 0 0 6 0 

II 
New Hampshire 0 0 0 0 0 0 3 0 0 0 3 0 
New Jersey 0 0 0 0 4 0 7 2 0 0 11 2 
New York 0 0 0 0 22 0 296 3 0 0 318 3 
Pennsylvania 1 0 1 0 4 0 23 1 0 0 29 1 

il 
Rhode Isl..md 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Vermout 0 0 0 0 2 0 17 0 0 0 19 0 

North Ceutral 0 0 9 0 69 2 374 11 0 0 452 13 
Illinois 0 0 0 0 0 0 51 1 0 0 51 1 

r I Ir.d1ana 0 0 1 0 10 0 33 0 0 0 44 0 
~ I010Ia 0 0 0 0 2 0 7 0 0 0 9 0 • K.an.sas 0 0 0 0 1 'J 18 1 0 0 19 1 , 

Michigan 0 0 2 0 0 85 2 0 0 90 ~ . 
'I 

Minnesota a 0 a a 4 0 2 0 0 0 6 0 
Missouri a 0 1 0 5 0 10 1 a 0 16 1 

1. Nebraska a 0 0 0 2 0 4 0 0 0 6 0 
North Dakota 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 

II 
Ohio a 0 5 0 41 2 144 4 0 0 190 6 

f 
South Dakota 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 1 0 0 4 1 
Wisconsin 0 0 0 0 1 0 14 1 0 0 13 1 

i 
I 

Sauth 3 0 43 1 255 8 1116 39 4 0 1421 48 

I( I Alablllll& 0 a 4 0 16 0 37 1 0 " 57 1 
Arkansas 0 0 0 1 14 0 41 3 0 0 55 4 
Delaware 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 I D.C. 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 k 0 

I 
Florida 2 0 6 0 54 1 130 5 0 0 192 6 
Georgia 0 0 0 0 7 0 108 0 0 0 115 0 
Kentucky 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 4 II 4 0 
Louisiana 0 0 0 0 0 0 24 0 0 0 2~ 0 
Haryund 0 0 1 0 14 0 73 1 0 0 sa 1 

I Mississippi 0 0 0 0 12 0 29 1 0 Q 41 ~ .. 
North Carolina 1 0 27 0 116 6 428 18 0 0 572 2':' 
Ok1ahOtna 0 0 1 0 3 -a 14 0 0 0 18 0 
South Carolina 0 0 2 0 0 0 48 1 0 0 50 1 

I 
Tennessee 0 0 0 0 2 0 6 0 0 a B 0 
Texas 0 0 1 a 5 0 131 7 0 a 137 i 
Virginia 0 a 1 a 11 a 44 2 0 a 56 2 
West Virginia a a 0 a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I West 0 0 a a 10 a 79 1 0 0 89 1 
Alaska a 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Arizona - 0 0 0 0 1 a 6 0 0 0 7 0 
CaJ.ifonlia 0 0 0 0 0 0 14 0 0 0 14 0 

I Colorado 0 0 0 0 2 0 6 a 0 0 8 0 
Halo/aU 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 
Idaho 0 0 0 0 0 0 1 0 0 0 1 0 
Montan.a. 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

I Nevada 0 0 0 0 1 0 S 0 l) 0 6 0 
!lev Mexico 0 0 0 0 1 0 3 0 0 0 4 0 
Oregon 0 0 0 0 1 0 12 0 0 0 13 0 
Utah 0 0 0 0 0 0 2 0 0 0 2 0 

II 
Was hin gtc:l 0 0 0 0 4 0 29 1 0 0 33 1 
Wyoming 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 

D.S. Bureau 0 0 0 0 2 0 2 b 0 0 4 0 
of PriSonlil 

I 
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15 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 9 
1& 1:1 :I 3 5 18 a 3 1 :I :I 7 5 1 69 
17 15 19 11 21 17 l' , :I , , 64 12 5 2 16 51 J,e 

II 
.. 

1 89 ~ • J J J 18 5 1 1 5 5 18 6 1 
14 0 
15 0 
16 2 J 1 1 1 1 1 10 

-.17 , S 3 3 :I 17 « 1 t ~ ~ 18 5 1 t 79 

~ 2' 26 20 !5 5122J Soli 1313 6 774 2Jl US 9 3 6 1 10 219 l';~l 

14 1 2 3 
l.5 1 2 1 4 • 2 2 1 !5 U 9 42 

16 5 3 :I 1 12 35 13 1 3 1 114080 2 2 46 2~S 

17 19 22 16 « 44 lJ.( 3e 1010 5 4 is lJ.( ll7 9 3 4 1 8 160 U:l 

O.S. '!(!RtN1 
l:Y~~ 2 :I , 

It c 
,l.!! c 
l' 1 1 .. 
17 1 1 ,. 
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F. !bIber of I'mo&l.a Ofi....xr t.hOu 11 in 1odul. t Ptiaon 
by OffllllM W lW;.icn 

· I 1/;// l 
I; I I //1/ l 

/I/I~ I ///~'/ /1/11/ /1/ 
o. S. '!'Orl\L "J " 7 14 , 2 1 3 " 15 3 1 :I 1 4 6 76 

~ 1 :I :z 2 2 1 1 1 2 14 
14 0 
15 " 16 1 1 1 3 
17 1 :z 2 :z 2 2 II 

~ 
Ctimw.. 1 3 3 1 1 1 1 1 1 13 
----""1.4 0 

15 0 
16 1 1 2 
17 1 2 3 1 1 1 1 1 11 

~ 1 1 
14 0 
15 0 
16 0 
17 1 1 

s::xm! 1 " :I 9 4 1 1 :z :I 13 2 :I 5 48 
--14 a 

15 1 1 
16 1 1 1 1 1 :2 7 
17 1 3 :2 7 1 1 1 1 1 11 :2 :I 5 40 

o. S.· llJRD\IJ 
CF Pl'.lSalS 0 
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II Appendix G.. Proj.c--ions of Number of O~:anders Onder 18 Sentencaa to Jail 

rl 
il 

Total State Numb.r o,~ Counties P.rcll1lt Popula- State 
Population Counti.s Responding tion ~prasent~ Projection 

Onited States 4,O6~ 

~I 
Alabama 3,615,907 67 U 35.53 2.3 
Ala.ska\ ~ 

A::i:ol14\ 2,106,793 14 2 5.21 38 
l A::k.arusu 2,225,077 75 II 6.41 265 

I 
Ca.lifornia 21,202,559 57 23 38.56 3 
Co lo.r a.c!o 2,541,311 62 II 27.50 Z55 

I Conneetic1.1t: -i, 

t OelaWUIl 579,405 3 1 15.71 0 

OistriC":! of Co1ucbia 

[-
FloriQa 8,283,074 66 14 60.96 56 

G.torgu 4,931,083 158 21 27.82 36 

Hawaii -
Idaho 813,765 44 9 34.47 21 

Illinois 11,206,393 102 17 4.46 1052 

f I Ind.i=a 5,309,197 91 16 38.74 93 
IO\Ia 2,860,686 99 Zl 23.41 6 

lCAn.su 2,279,899 105 1.5 29.28 136 
{, 

It&n 1:Ul:ky 3,387,860 119 6 2.92 0 

I 
L::nUJI Una. 3,903,937 62 4 2.79 179 

I 
MoLine 1,057,955 16 2 1.3.10 0 
IUryland. 4,121,603 23 8 45.10 16 
M.IJI sacll.u.s .1:'*'...5 $,812,489 12 1 7.98 38 
M:!.c.h.igBn 9,116,699 83 22 46.86 107 

I Mi=a5QU 3,916,105 87 17 38.34 26 
i ~ MissiSSippi 2,342,592 82 10 17.67 0 

II Misllou:i 4,769,816 ll4 Zl 34.53 15 
MQntlm.& 746,244 54 II 16.18 130 

! 

~e.bruka 1,543,678 9.3 15 22.32 1 ~. 

I 
...... 

Neva.c!a 590,268 16 4 57.64 15 

I N_ ltalDpshire 811,804 10 2 9.98 40 

N.w Jers.y 7,332.965 21 6 35.31 26 
N .... Maxico 1,143,827 32 4 1.5.47 19 

I N_ Yo.rk 18,075,487 57 17 44.06 143 

I Nor""..h Carolina 5,441,366 100 18 24.92 325 

North Dakou 649,888 5.3 B 10.48 29 

Ohio 10,735,280 68 15 18.33 147 

I 
0klA.t10ma 2,711.263 77 9 5.84 205 

Qreqon 2,284.33.';; 36 7 19 • .56 S 

I Pennsy 1 vanU. 11,863.710 66 17 2.3.53 S 

,Rhode Island. -
South Carolina 2.815,762 40 8 29.89 0 

I 
South OoLKoU 682,744 64 10 26.50 4S 

Tenn.ss .. 4,174,100 94 20 20.83 82 

'l'U:OU 12,244,678 254 36 26.8S 104 

Utah 1,202,672 29 .5 44.53 0 

I 
Va.rmcnt -
Virginia 4,980,570 95 22 34.30 93 

w.u~ 3,553,231 39 6 1.3.42 75 

WestVirqinia 1,799,349 55 II 29.25 24 

'II 1JIc01lJl in 4,:577 ,343 72 14 39.28 23 

·1 
'Wyominij 376,309 23 4 :5.66 35 

I 
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NI::±>er, Sex, and Per.:entage of 0fien::e..""S Onder 18 in O.S. Jails f.'~ 
i~" 

,I 
~UIIlber of Offcmdus Stat!! Pl:oj ection Percent • l. ~J1.1e Fecala Total. Y.ale Female Total U.S. To:al 

,I United States Total 659 82 741 3,632 429 4,061 100.00 

:1 
Northeast 81 1 82 255 2 257 6.33 

Conne:::tieut 
Maine 0 0 0 '0 0 0 0.00 
Massachusetts 3 0 3 38 0 38 .94 

1 New HampsiU.re 4 0 4 40 0 40 .98 
lIfI:W Jarlley 10 a 10 28 a 28 .69 

II Nay York 62 1 63 141 2 143 3.52 
Pennsylvania. 2 0 2 8 0 8 .20 
Rhode Island. 

:1 
Ve=ollt 

Notth Cantr"l 236 32 268 1,563 237 1,800 44.32 
Illinois 41 6 47 918 134 1052 25.90 

II 
Indiana 29 7 36 75 18 93 2.29 
Iova 2 0 2 6 a 6 ,-

• .i.:J 
Kansas 39 1 40 133 3 136 3.35 
Michigan 48 2 50 102 5 107 2.63 

{ M:Umesota 10 0 10 26 0 26 .64 

i Missouri 4 1 5 12 3 15 .37 

I 
Nabraska 19 8 27 85 36 121 2.98 
North Dakcr,a 3 0 3 29 0 29 .71 

f Ohio 20 7 27 109 38 147 3.62 
1 South Dakct:a: 12 0 12 45 0 45 1.12 
I liisoons1ll 9 a 9 23 0 23 .57 

,I South 244 I'll 258 1,349 59 1,408 :l4.6i 
Alabama 8 0 8 :z.:, a 23 .57 
Arkansas 17 0 17 265 0 265 6.53 

~ I 
Disttiet of Columbia. 
nC1:id.a. 34 0 34 56 0 56 1.38 
G.oraia 10 0 10 1~ 0 36 .89 

.1 
Kentucky 0 0 0 0 0 a 0.00 
Louisiana 5 0 5 179 0 179 4.·U 

I Y..lIryland 7 0 7 16 a 16 .39 
Miniss1ppi 0 0 0 0 0 0 0.00 

if 
North Cuolina. 75 6 81 301 24 325 8.00 
Oklahoma 12 0 12 205 0 205 S.OS 

I 
South Cuolillz 0 0 a 0 0 a 0.00 

i Te:cnessae. II 6 17 53 29 82 2.02 
Tuas 28 a 28 104 a 104 2.56 
Virg1nia 31 1 32 90 3 93 2.29 
Wast Virg1llia 6 1 7 21 3 24 .59 

I 'IlU't 98 35 133 465 131 596 14.68 
, Aluka 

Arizona 2 a 2 38 a 38 

I 
Californi& 1 a 1 3 a 3 
Colorado 45 ZS 70 164 91 255 

Ra_ii 

I 
Liaho 5 2 7 15 6 21 .52 
Mcntana 17 4 21 105 25 130 3.20 
NflVada 6 3 9 10 5 15 .37 
lillY Ma:ieo 3 a 3 19 0 19 .47 
Oregon 1 a 1 5 0 5 .12 

I 
Ub.h 0 0 0 a a a 0.00 
Washi!lgton 10 a 10 75 a 75 1.85 
!J~ 8 1 9 31 4 35 .B6 

U.S. Bureau of 

I Prisons 

1 
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;« ............... . 
Appendix I. 

SENTENCED PRISONERS 17 YEARS OLD AND UNDER 

! I ::;; . IN ADULT CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES AS OF JANUARY 1,1979 

II 
\1 
I 

INFORMATION REQUESTED BY: 

THE NATIONAL CENTER ON 
INSTITUTIONS AND ALTERNATIVES 

ACTING AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CORRECTIONS 

U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

N.C.l.A 
PLEASE RETURN TO: P.O BOX710 

1'11179 

1 I 
! 

THIS INFORMATION IS BEING COLLECTED 
NOTICE: IN ACCORDANCE WITH AMENDMENTS TO 

THE JUVENILE JUSTICE ANO DEUNQUENCY 
PREVENTION ACT OF 1974 

f· 
~.: .... LYNN, MASS 01903 

t 

f I , 
t 

1 
I 

II 
I 
I 
I 

i I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I 
I I 

FROM THE DIRECTOR 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CORRECTIONS 

The National Institute of Corrections has requested the Nationai Center on Institutions and 
Alternatives (NCIA) to conduct a survey of the number of Inmates 17 years old and under who are 
incarcerated in adult correctional institutions. 

Data for this study is requested pertaining to the date of January 1, 1979, or as close to that date as is 
possible. This date was selected in order to facilitate data collection, and to provide a uniform national 
picture of the youthful inmate population. 

In order to facilitate data compilation, we request that you utilize the definitions available on page 2 of this 
form. When this is not possible please inform us of specific differences in your reporting so that we may 
inform those using the data. 

If you have any questions regarding the completion of this report, please contact Dr. Harvey Lowell of 
NCIA at (617) 581-1978. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 

~v~ 3:\6JU..,"<"G· 
ALLEN F. BREED 
Director 
National Institute of Corrections 

Page 1 
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DEFINITIONS 

SENTENCED PRISONERS {INCLUDE alf sentenced 
prisoners 1 7 years old and under who were incar
cerated in adult correctional facilities as of 1/1/79. 
00 ~4C>T INCLUDE prisoners or parole violators who 
were being detained. or who were incarcerated in 
state correctional facilities on holding status. DO 
NOT INCLUDE sentenced prisoners over the age of 
seventeen (17). 

AGE I This study requests informatkm pertaining to 
the age of sentenced prisoners as; of January 1. 
1979, If this information is not available. please 
inform us as to the basis for age distinctions 
(i.e., age at intake, sentencing date, oHense) on 
Item 7 on Page 4, so that we may inform those 
using the data. 

JANUARY 1, 1979 I This date was selected in order 
to provide a unifom1 picture of the national population 
of younger oHenders in adult facilities. If information 
for this exact date is not readily available, data may 
be used tor other dates (I.e., December 31, 1978, 
January 15, 1979), providing such information 
pertains to a date between December 1, 1978 and 
January 31,1979. 

ADULT CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES I INCLUDE all 
facilities for the inc:'lrceration of sentenced offenders 
which are under the j:.Jrisdiction of the state's adult 
correctional system. INCLUDE all prisons, halfway 
houses, community residential centers, work
release or pre-release programs, etc .. .for offenders 
who have a maximum sentence length of more than 
one (1) year. DO NOT INCLUDE facmties for 
juvenile delinquents, facilities operated by the 
juvenile corrections department, or the department 
of mental health. DO NOT INCLUDE detention 
facilities or county jails. DO NOT INCLUDE facilities 
for civil commitments. 

OFFENSES I The' study requests information re
garding offenses leading to incarceration. In cases 
where more than one oHense was committed, please 
provide only the more serious charge. If this is not 
possible due to the nature of data retrieval and 
storage techniques, please inform us, 

Except where indicated, the offense distinctions cor
respond to common practice in reporting juris
dictions. All attempts and conspiracies to commit 
offenses fall under the category of "other crimes .. " 
except in the case of murder/attempted murder. 

Crimes Against People 

murder 1 
murder 2 
manslaughter I murder 3 
attempted murder 
rape (includes sodomy) 
robbery (includes armed robbery, strongarm robbery, 

robbery involving use of force, etc. Does not 
include purse-snatching) 

aggravated assault (includes assault with intent to do 
serious bodily harm) 

kidnapping 
sex offenses 
other crimes against people (including reckless 

endangerment, telTostic threats, purse-snatching, 
assault, assault and battery). 

Crimes Involving Property 

arson 
auto theft (includes grand theft auto, use without 

authority, unauthorized use of a motor vehicle) 
burglary (includes breaking and entering) 
larcenylthefUstolen goods (includes all forms of 

larceny and theft other than auto theft, petty 
larceny, grand larceny, theft by deception, and 
receiving stolen property, possession of stolen 
goods, shoplifting, hijacking) 

extortionlembezzlemenUfraudlforgery 
other crimes involving property (includes counter

feiting, possession of counterfeit money, maliciOUS 
mischief, destruction of property, vandalism, 
trespassing) 

Crimes Against The Public Order 

narcotics/use and possession 
narcoticslsale (includes possession with intent to 

sell, and manufacture) 
prostitution 
other crimes against the public order (includes 

drunk and disorderly conduct, public nuisance, 
prison breach, vagrancy, alcohol, tobacco and 
firearms violations, perjury, gambling, criminal 
negligence, possession of a dangerous weapon) 

Please note any reporting differences on Item 7 on 
Page 4 of the questionnaire or on additional 
attached sheets. Please call 617-581-1978 if clari
fication is needed. 

NOTE: Please do not leave any blank spaces. If 
information is unavailable, please indicate "un"; if zero, 
please indicate "0". 
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~:: ..••• " ..... ".:'.":.' •...•• '" SENTENCED PRISONERS 11 YEARS OLD AND UNDER ,,1.#<.~ ~ 

('~~~;~~;. 
IN ADULT CORRECTIONAL FACILITIES AS OF JANUARY 1,1919 -;-.:, 

1. Number of sentenced prisoners (all ages) in adult correctional facilities as of January 1, 1979 1. 
.:··.·.ti ...... :'>.. .' .................. .: ' 

J I J J ,,~~.;~~ : . .... :.;..) ... Male Female 

2a. Number of sentenced prisoners 17 and under in adult correctional facilities as of January 1,1979. 2a . 

t '?~;O-> ........' J...,...., ......... ··i>.·.···\i .... '., .... // •.•...•.• , .... ,:~.'l;. ·ii·J Male I I Female I F 

2b.Number of sentenced prisoners 1 7 and under who were transferred from juvenile to adult court jurisdiction. 2b. 

1(:·.····:···. ...... .<> .... 
.. .: 

< .1 Male I I Female J [ .. 
3 . Number of MALE sentenced prisoners 17 and under in adult correctional facilities as of January 1, 1979. 

AGE as of JANUARY 1, 1979 

SENTENCING OFFENSE 14 and 
Under 15 16 17 Total 

a. murder 1 

b. murder 2 

c. manslaughter/murder 3 

d. attempted murder 

Crimes e. rape 
against 
people f. robbery 

g. aggravated assault 

h. kidnapping 

i. sex offenses 

j. other crimes against people .. 
:," ...... : .. ." ',: .. " 

.•.... "" ,". .: ": .. ".: .; ..•... : ...... :: .... 
'.""" 

.. .'. >. "': " ":': , ...... . .> ... : .. :" ....... 

k. arson 

I. auto theft 

Crimes m. burglary 
Involving 
property n. larceny /theftl stolen goe js 

o. extortion/embezzlementlfraud/forgery 

p. other crimes involving property 
~ 

~' .... ":, .. ' 
< :'~." .... ........ : .. : ..... .:; ....•...... .': ...•..... >;:";; \ .... . .;., ...... ,.'.':,..... .:. . ,:.:" 

ri', . .,....:.}>, .'. ' .... :; ~ .: 

....... : .. :.... .. .. ,.: ... " ... \Ji :.......>;>,..' 
" 

q. narcotics/use & possession 
Crimes 

narcotics/sale against r. 
public s. prostitution 
order 

t. other crimes against public order 
~ .. , .... : ....•.. : .........• : ... :. .... . .... ,/':'.: ~ ... ': . ' .. / .':',.' . '/':., > ' ....•.. ': ... "')::: ",~(" '.' :' .' ',' . 

., 
<i . . .. ' . 

..... ":." ...... '. ' ....•.. ;,. '. .. ..:...... .. ...... L:.. . .... 

4. Total number of offenses (sum of lines a-t) -
PLEASE COMPLE1"E ALL ITEMS ON PAGE 4 
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5.Number of FEMALE sentenced prisoners 17 and under in adult correctional facilities as of January 1, 1979. 

AGE as of JANUARY 1, 1979 

SENTENCING OFFENSE 14and 
15 16 17 Total Under 

a. murder 1 

b. murder 2 

c. manslaughter/murder 3 
-, 

d. attempted murder 

Crimes e. rape 
against 

f. robbery people 

g. aggravated assault 

h. kid~apping 

i. sex offenses 

j. other crimes against people 
r;><'~f ........•........•......•.. '. 

" 

. ....... .... .; . < 
' . 

!i·····L·~.Xr· ........... . J.~ .. .... '.' > . ::;: . ..... . '. i 
. ....... 

k. arson 

I. auto theft 
Crimes m. burglary involving 

property n. larceny/theft/stolen goods 

o. extortion/embezzlement/fraud/forgery 

p. other crimes involving property 

1~;:'·i. '. .... .... . . . '.' .. ,«. • , .. ~. . 

i··:t.
ZE

' .~:.,,:Y.. . .... '. " .. :.:": :}~ :,;.:~.':: ; 

:": .. :: .....................•. ... . •. '.':'. ..:.. .•• ; .... :.< .. .' . ........ 
q. narcotics/use & possession 

Crimes 
narcotics/sale against r. 

public s. prostitution order 
t. other crimes against public order 

. t.:i:··~(-;:·\:;:::i~~;r:x>.······ ·'·';;i;,;:f ••• :i>;·,:;:,: •• ~ •••••••••• ·.\' •• ,' •.• "'.. . ."". . '.' ... . ....... '.. ..... . .' : ..... .., .....•.... . ' ' ... ' •. <' ..•.• 

..... '.' ......... '\'~ .........<. \r.(.·.;}, .....•. ,,/\.i':.r ... . ' '. . ..•.•................. :~ .... >< ··.···· •• :;,.i ............•.. ..... : .... 

6. Total number of offenses (sum of lines a-t) 

7. Additional Remarks (e.g. differences in definitions and/or reporting practices; use additional sheets if necessary). 

8. Please attach a sheet listing all facilities included in the compiled data. 

9. Data reflects sentenced prisoner population as of / / 

10. Completed by Date Completed 



II 
I. 

,I 
[I 

[I 
[I 
II 
rl 
II 
'/1 
,I 
II 
rl 
t 

I 
·1 

I 
I 
I 
I 

FOAM .NCIA I BK-6/2 

f< ...... SENTENCED PRISONERS 17 YEARS OLD AND UNDER 

IN ADULT JAILS AND DETENTION FACILITIES AS OF AUGUST 1,1979 

INFORMATION REQUESTED BY: 

THE NATIONAL CENTER ON 
INSTITUTIONS AND AL TERNA l'lVES 

ACTiNG AS COLLECTING AGENT FOR THE 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CORRECTIONS 

U.S. BUREAU OF PRISONS 
U.S. DEPARTMENT OF JUSTICE 

N.C.IA 
PLEASE RETURN TO. P. 0 BOX 710 

811179 

THIS INFORMATION IS BEING COLLECTED 
NOTICE. IN ACCORDANCE WITH AMENDMENTS TO 

THE JUVENILE JUSTICE AND DEUNQUENCY 
PREVENTION ACT OF 1974 LYNN. MASS 01903 

FROM THE DIRECTOR 
NATIONAL INSTITUTE OF CORRECTIONS 

The National Institute of Corrections has requested the National Center on Institutions and 
Alternatives (NCIA) to conduct a survey of the number of inmates 17 years old and under who 
are incarcerated in adult jails and detention facilities. 

Data for this study is requested pertaining to the date of August 1,1979, or as close to that date 
as is possible. This date was selected in order to facilitate data collection, and to provide a 
uniform national picture of the youthful inmate population. A current date may be substituted if 
necessary. 

In order to facilitate data compilation, we request that you utilize the definitions on page 2 of 
this form. When this is not possible please inform us of specific differences in your reporting so 
that we may inform those using the data. 

If you have any questions regarding the completion of this report, please contact Dr. Harvey 
Lowell of NCIA at (617) 581·1978. Thank you for your cooperation. 

Sincerely, 
, 

~~.j.~~ 
ALLEN F. BREED 
Director 
National Institute of Corrections 
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DEFINITIONS 
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SENTENCED PRISONERS / INCLUDE all sen
tenced prisoners 17 years old and under who 
were incarcerated in adult jails and detention 
facilities as of 8/1/79. DO NOT INCLUDE 
prisoners or parole violators who were being 
detained, or who were incarcerated in state cor
rectional facilities on holding status. DO NOT 
INCLUDE sentenced prisoners over the age of 
seventeen (17). 

AGE/This study requests information pertaining 
to the age of sentenced prisoners as of August 1, 
1979. If this information is not available, please 
inform us as to the basis for age distinctions 
(Le., age at intake, sentencing date, offense) on 
Item 7 on Page 4, so that we may inform those 
using the data. 

AUGUST 1, 1979 I This date was selected in 
order to provide a uniform picture of the 
national population of younger offenders in 
adult facilities. If information for this exact 
date is not readily available, a current date may 
be sUbstituted. 

OFFENSES I The study requests information 
regarding offenses leading to incarceration. In 
cases where more than one ofte,lse was com
mitted, please provide only the more serious 
charge. If this is not possible due to the nature 
of data retrieval and storage techniques, please 
inform us. 

Except where indicated, the offense distinctions 
correspond to common practice in reporting 
jurisdictions. All attempts and conspiracies to 
commit offenses fall under the category of 
"other crimes.'" except in the case of murderl 
attempted murder. 

NOTE: Please do not leave any blank spaces. 
If information is unavailable, please indicate 
"un"; if zero, please indicate "0". 

Crimes Against People 

murder ~ 
murder 2 
manslaughter I murder 3 
attempted murder 
rape (includes sodomy) 
robbery (includes armed robbery, strongarm 

robbery, robbery involving use of force, etc. Does 
not include purse-snatching) 

aggravated assault (includen assault with intent to 
do serious bodily harm) 

kidnapping 
sex offenses 
other crimes against people (including reckless 

endangerment, terroristic threats, purse
snatching, assault, assault and ba.ttery). 

Crimes Involving Property 

P-oe2 

arson 
auto theft (includes grand theft auto, use without 

authority, unauthcrized use of a motor vehicle) 
burglary (includes breaking and en'tering) 
larceny/theft/stolen goods (includes all forms of 

larceny and theft other than auto theft, petty 
larceny, grand larceny, theft by deception, and 
receiving stolen property, possession of stolen 
goods, shoplifting, hijacking) 

extortion/ernbezzlementlfraud/forgrery 
other crimes involving property (includes counter

feiting, possession of counterfeit money, 
malicious mischief, destruction of property, 
vandalism, trespaSSing) 

Crimes Against The Public Order 

narcotics/use and possession 
narcotics/sale (includes possession with intent to 

sel" and manufacture) 
prostitution 
other crimes against the public order (includes 

drunk and disorderly conduct, public nuisance, 
prison breach, vagrancy, alcohol, tobacco and 
firearms violations, perjury, gambling, criminal 
negligence, possession of a dangerous weapon) 

Please note any reporting differences on Item 7 on 
Page 4 of the questionnaire or on additional 
attach/ed sheets. Please calf 617-591-1978 if clari
fication is needed. 
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. 
SENTENCED PRISONERS 17 YEARS OLD AND UNDER 

IN ADULT JAILS AND DETENTION FACILITIES AS OF AUGUST 1,1979 
1. Number of sentenced prisoners (all ages) as of August 1, 1979. 1 . 

. I Male I I Female I 
2a. Number of sentenced prisoners 17 and under as of August 1, 1979. 2a. 

I Male J 1 Female J 
2b.Number of sentenced prisoners 17 and under who were transferred from juvenile to adult court jurisdiction. 2b. 

.. J Male I I Female I -
3. Number of MALE sentenced prisoners 17 and under at of August 1, 1979. 

AGE as of AUGUST 1, 1979 

SENTENCING OFFENSE 14 and 
15 16 17 Under 

a. murder 1 

b. murder 2 

c. manslaughter/murder 3 

d. attempted murder 

Crimes e. rape 
against 
people f. robbery 

g. aggravated assault 

h. kidnapping 

i. sex offenses 
,.". .. ~~, -.-... -~ .. 
j. other crimes against people 

. 
k. arson 

I. auto theft 

Crimes m. burglary 
involving 
property n. larceny/thefUstolen goods 

o. ext ortion/ embezzleme ntffraud/f orgery 

p. other crimes involving property 

......•...... : . .•.. : ... . 

q. narcotics/use & possession 
Crimes 

narcotics/sale against r. 
public s. prostitution 
order 

t. other crimes against public order -. . .. 

4. Total number of offenders (sum of lines a-t) 

PLEASE COMPLETE ALL ITEMS ON PAGE 4 -
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5. Number of FEMALE sentenced prisoners 17 and under as of August 1, 1979. 

AGE as of AUGUST 1,1979 

SENTENCING OFFENSE 
14 and 

15 16 17 Total Under 

a. murder 1 

b. murder 2 

c. manslaughter/murder 3 

d. attempted murder 

Crimes e. rape 
against 

f. robbery people 

g. aggravated assault 

tl. kidnapping 

i. sex offenses 

j. other crimes against people 

, , 

-
k. arson 

I. auto theft 
Crimes m. burglary involving 

property n. larceny Itheftlstolen goods 

o. exfortion/embezzlement/fraud/forgery 

p. other crimes involving property 
. 

.' '.' 

q. narcotics/use & possession 
Crimes 

narcotics/sale against r. .. 
public s. prostitution order 

t. other crimes against public order 

C 
..... ::::;.,::... .... .' ",' 

~"">.,,,~., ".,,"c,·">": ..... '," ... :~. . >:"",:' ', .. :'. "., ",., ........ ' . . 
6. Total number of offenders (sum of lines a-t) I I I 
7. Additional Remarks (e.g. differences in definitions andlor reporting practices; use additional sheets if necessary). 

8. Name of Facility County State 

9. Data reflects sentenced prisoner population as of I I 
-

10. Completed by Date Completed 
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J. COUNTIES RESPONDING TO THE SURVEY OF INCARCERATED YOUTHFUL OFFENDERS 

Alabama 
Bibb County 
Cherokee County 
Coosa County 
Jefferson County 
Lowndes County 
Marengo County 
Mobile County 
Morgan County 
Pike County 
Shelby County 
Talladega County 

Arizona 
Cochise County 
Mohave County 

Arkansas 
Ax'kansas County 
Bra.dley County 
Cleburne County 
Cross County 
Grant County 
Lavrrence County 
Little River County 
Pike County 
Prairie County 
Santa Cruz County 
Van Buren County 

California 

Alameda County 
Butte County 
Contra Costa County 
Fresno County 
Humboldt County 
Kern County 
Marin County 
Merced ;~ounty 

Monterey County 
Orange County 
Sacto Count.y 
San Benito County 
San Franc isco 
San Joaguin County 
Santa Barbara County 
Shasta County 
Solano County 
Tehama CoU:l.ty 
Tulare County 
Ventura County 
Yuba County 
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Colorado 
Arapahoe County 
Bent County 
Cheyenne County 
Delta County 
El Paso County 
Gunnison County 
Larimer County 
Morgan County 
Prowers County 
Rio Grande County 
Summit County 

Delaware 
Kent County 

Florida 
Charlotte County 
Collier County 
Flagler County 
Gil Christ County 
Hernando County 
Hillsborough County 
Jackson County 
Jacksonville 
Lake County 
Manatee County 
Monroe County 
Palm Beach County 
Volusia County 
Washington County 

Georgia 

Banks County 
Chatham County 
Chatooga County 
Clay County 
Cobb County 
Fulton County 
Glynn County 
Greene County 
Harris County 
Henry County 
Jackson County 
Lanier County 
McIntosh County 
Mill er County 
Montgomery County 
Polk County 
Screven County 
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,I Georgia 
Terrell County 

I 
I , Troup County l 

[-
Walton County 
Whitfield County 

Idaho 

II 
---Ada County 
B€ar Lake County 
Bonneville County 

I Clark County 
r Jefferson County 
i 
i L:atah County 

II 
Nez Perce County 
Teton County 
Wa~hL~gtnn County 

l 

!I I11:fnois 
Boone County 

I Bureau County 

11 
Gass County 
Cole County 
Cumberland County 

Ir I 
Fayette County 
Grudy County 
Iroquois County 

i Jo Daviess County 

,I Macon County 
Marion County 
Metropolis County 

I Monroe County 
Perry County 
Pope County 

I 
Schuyler County 
Woodford County 

Indiana 

I Cass County 
Henry County 
Jackson County 

I 
Jefferson County 
K.."10X County 
Lake County 

I 
Marion County 
Miami County 
Parke County 
Porter County 

I Spencer County 
Tippecanoe County 
Vanderburgh County 

··1 
Wabash County 
Washington County 
White County 

I 
I 

---~~----- ----
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Iowa 
Audubon County 
Boone County 
Bllchanan County 
C'arro Gordo County 
Clarke C~unty 
!lavi.s Cnunry 
l)es Moines County 
Grundy County 
Hancock County 
Ida County 
Jasper County 
Jones County 
Lucas County 
Y..ahaska County 
¥.ills County 
Palo Alto County 
Polk County 
Shelby County 
tvashingtnn County 
Winnebago County 
Worth County 

Kansas 
Atchison County 
Bourbon County 
Brown County 
Crawford County 
Doniphan County 
Elk County 
Ford County 
Gray County 
Harper County 
Hodgeman County 
Ness County 
Sedgewick County 
Sheridan County 
Stevens County 
Wyandotte County 

Kentucky 
Bull1tt County 
Clinton County 
Estill County 
Henry County 
Mason County 
Mont~omery County 

Louisiana 
Beauregard County 
Cameron County 
La Fourche County 
Toombs County 
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Maine 
Kennebec County 
Somerset County 

Maryland 
Baltimore City County 
Calvert:··County 
Cecil County 
Frederick County 
Howard County 
Prince George's County 
Talbot County 
Worcester County 

¥..assachusetts 
Bristol. County 

Michigan 
Alger County 
Antrim County 
Barry County 
Bay County 
Berrien County 
Cass County 
Eaton County 
Gratiot Cou.nty 
Huron Coun'cy 
Iosco County 
Kent County 
Lapeer County 
Livingston County 
Manistee County 
Monroe County 
Muskegon County 
Oc eana County 
Osceola County 
Ottawa County 
Shiawassee County 
Tuscola County 
Wayne County 

Minnesota 
Anoka County 
Brown County 
Clay County 
Cottonwood County 
Douglas County 
Freeborn County 
Hennepin County 
Isanti County 
Kandiyohi County 
Lac Qui Parle County 
McLeod County 
Morrison County 
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Minnesota 
Otter Trail County 
Roseau County 
Sibley County 
Steele County 
ivaseca County 

Missis·sipni 
Adams County 
Covington County 
Hinds County 
Jasper County 
Lamar County 
Lincoln County 
Neshoba County 
Tippah County 
Union County 
Wilkinson County 

Missouri 
Barton County 
Bollinger County 
Camden County 
Carter County 
Chariton County 
Clay County 
Cooper County 
Franklin County 
Jackson County 
laFayette County 
Lincoln County 
Macon County 
Marion County 
Newton County 
Pike County 
Pulasky County 
Ripley County 
Scotland County 
Shelby County 
St. Louis County 
Warren County 

Montana 
Beaverhead County 
Broadwater County 
Fallon County 
Gallatin County 
Golden Valley County 
Jefferson C"unty 
Lewis and Cl.ark County 
Poudera County 
Prairie County 
Sheridan Cou;nty 
Valley County 



-, • 
~ Nebraska New York 

Brown County Seneca County 

~ 
Chase County Suffolk County Cluster County Tompkins County D,s,\.lson County Washington County 

~ 
Dodge County Wyoming County Hall County 
Hayes County North Carolina Hooker Couo.ty Anson County ,I Johnson County Buncombe County Keya Paya County Caldwell County Lancaster County Cleveland County 

I Merrick County Cumberland County Nemaha County Franklin County I Valley County Guilford County 

,I Webster County Harnett County 
Lincoln County Nevada 
lo".artin County 1 Esmeralda County Mitchell County 

II Lander County Nash County Las Vegas County Onslow County Rye County Person County 

,I Randolph County New Hampshire Sampson County Ca:rroll County Washington County 

,I Grafton County Yancey County 

New Jersey 
North D~ Atlantic County Botti...."leau County 

/1 Camden County Divide County Essex County Foster County Keogh-Dyer County Logan County 

I Monmouth County Ramsey County Passaic County Sheridan County 

1'- Traill County New Mexico 
Willi,ams County 

(I Colfax County 
Dona Ana County Ohio San Juan County Ashland County 

[I Taos County Clark County 
Columbiana COl:t'l.ty New York 
Delaware County 

[-
Bronx County 

Fayette Coun.ty Chautauqua County Gallia County Essex County Lucas C!Junty Genessee County Marion County I King s County 
Montgomery County Lewis County 
Muskingum County Livingston County Pike County 

I Manhattan County Sandusky County Montgomery County SCioto County Niagara County 
Tuscarawas County 

·1 
Oswego County Wayne County Schenectady 

I 
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I 
,I Oklahoma Sout.h Dakota 

Coal County Jerauld County 

LI 
Custer County Minnehaha County 
Greer County Spink County 
Kay County Tripp County 
Latimer County Walworth C10unty 

I I 
Major County 
Okfuskee County Tennessee 
Pittsburg County Anderson County 

I I 
Woods County Bledwoe County 

Davidson County 
CreSon Dickson County 

I 
Curry County Giles County 
Columbia County Hancock County 

f 
Jackson County Hawkins County 
Klamath County Henry County 

I Marion County Humphreys County 

( Uma t illa County Johnson County 
Wasco County Lake County 

I 
Lewis County 

Pennsylvania Macon County 
Blair County Marshall County 

I 
Bucks County McNa iry County 

, Clearfield County Rhea, County 
Cumber laud County Rutherford County 
Erie County Stewart County 

I Fulton County Tipton County 
Greene County White County 
Ind iana County 

I 
Lackawanna County Tfaxas ---Lebanon County Anderson County 
McKean County Aransas County 

I 
MOntgomery County Bandera County 
Perry County Bee County 
Schuylkill County Clarksville County 
Sullivan County Cochran County 

I Union County Colorado County 
York County Cooke County 

Dallas County 

I 
South C:arolina Denton County 
Anderson County Donley County 
Charleston County Floyd County 
Chesterfield County Gaines County 

I Georgetown County Gillespie County 
Hampton County Grayson County 
Kershaw County Guadalupe County 

I 
Richland County Hidalgo County 
York County Hood County 

Howard County 
South Dakota Hutchinson County 

I Codington County Jefferson County 
Day County laSalle County 
Gregory County Lubbock County 

I Hand County Matagorda County 
Hutchinson County McLennan County 
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Texas 
Menard County 
Midland County 
Morris County 
Navarro County 
Orange County 
Red River County 
Sotnervell County 
Sterling County 
Travis Cou: 'y 
Washington ~~unty 
Wheeler County 
Winkler County 

Utah 
Beav!:.1." County 
Garf ield County 
Juab County 
Salt Lake County 
Sevier County 

Virginia 
Alexandria County 
Appomattax County 
Brunswick County 
Campbell County 
Charlotte County 
Dinwiddie County 
Fairf County 
Franklin County 
Frederick County 
Gree~ille County 
Hanover County 
Isle of Wight County 
Lynchburg COUD,ty 
Mecklenburg County 
Norfolk County 
Petersburg County 
Portsmouth County 
Radford County 
Richmond County 
Rockbridge County 
Shenandoah County 
Stafford County 

Fash:ington 
Benton County 
Grant County 
Jeffers,on County 
San Juan County 
Spokane County 
Whitman County 

West Virg inia 
Berkeley County 
Clay County 
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West Virginia 
Hampshire County 
Harr ison County 
Logan County 
Kanawka County 
Monroe County 
Pocahontas County 
Raleigh Cou~ty 
Roane Coun'J 
Wirt County 

Wisconsin 
Brown County 
Calumet County 
Columbia County 
Dodge County 
Fond du Lac County 
Green County 
Juneau County 
laGro sse County 
Marinette County 
Milwaukee County 
Pepin County 
Sauk County 
Sheboygan County 
Wah'I'Qrth County 

Wyoming 
Fremont County 
Johnson County 
Natrona County 
Washakie County 
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