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PREFACE 

The National Center for .1uvenile Justice (NCJJ), in cooperation with the 

National Institute for .Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention, has 

established and maintains the National Juvenile Justice Archive which stores 

all available data on the cases processed by the nation's juvenile courts. 

The information housed in the archive ranges from annual reports of state and 

local courts and state law enforcement agencies to copies of the records of 

juvenile court cases stored in computerized information systems. Planners, 

policy makers, and researchers use the information and expertise of the 

archive and its staff to provide policy and planning guidance at the local, 

state and national level, to monitor the impact of programs and legislative 

changes on the juvenile justice system, to aid in the developnent of theories 

and models of juvenile justice, and to develop system standards. The value of 

this resource, unique in the field of justice, has been demonstrated by the 

many and varied uses made of it. Its potential is great and still growing. 

Professionals in the field are encouraged to consult the National Juvenile 

Justice Archive as an integral part of their planning, evaluation,. and 

research procedures. 

One product of the National .Juvenile Justice Archive is this report, the 

fifth in a series, which describes the volume and characteristics of 

delinquency cases disposed of by courts with juvenile jurisdiction in 1979. 

This document is part of a general effort of the National Center for Juvenile 

Justice and National Institute of Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention 

to provide professionals in the field with a detailed description of the 

nation's juvenile justice system and of the children served by it. 'rherefore 

the report is designed as a reference document, and as such interpretations 

J Preceding page blank 
t ___ ~.,._ .. ,~ 
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f h d however information is provided are largely the responsibility 0 t e rea er; 

to assist the reader in drawing conclusions. 

The information presented in this report is the product of a lengthy 

of data collection, reduction and analysis which included (1) the process 

collection of information available from juvenile courts across the country, 

(2) the reprocessing of these individual state and local data sets into a 

( . h estl'matl'on of the characteristics of the children and standard format, 3) t e 

the number and types of cases coming before the nation's juvenile courts and 

the courts' response to them. Critical readers and those who wish to use this 

information in their own work should be aware of the inherent strengths and 

weaknesses of this process and the information presented. 

A first concern is the quality of the data received by the Archive. The 

f state and local information systems designed to data are the product 0 

, 1 needs of the J' uvenile courts involved. Therefore fulfill the informatlona 
, t on which the courts rely to data are derived from informatlOn sys ems 

k When the products of an information system impact on 
accomplish their wor • 

the functioning of a court, the data are more likely to be valid. Therefore, 

our confidence in the quality of the data is greater than it would be if the 

by court staff '
not for their own use, but merely for 

data were collected 

national reporting. 

However, dependence on eXl'sting automated data systems has its costs. 

all aval'lable data are collected, the data base is not the First, since 

product of a random sampl ing procedure. rtc' such a methodology could be 

ed Id be persuaded to report a standard implemented, and those courts select co~ 

set of data elements, statistical measures of the reI iabil i ty of national 

x 

----- ~---~--~~ 
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estimates could be calculated. The advantages of such a procedure are clear, 

but the simple fact is that it would be difficult (if not impossible) to 

install such a national data collection system in the juvenile courts. Those 

courts that have an information system already in place would resist modifying 

their system or installing a parallel system to match national reporting 

specifications; and those that have survived this long without a system would 

not install one designed to meet someone else's needs without some benefits to 

their own court. Since it is unlikely that such a randomized sampling 

procedure could be successfully implemented, those who need to know what is 

happening in the juvenile courts must accept the present data collection 

procedure as the best practical solution, even wi th its potential biases. 

Al thot.gh we cannot offer statistical assurances of the validity of the 

national estimates generated from the non-random sample, the sheer volume of 

data collected (nearly a one-third sample of the nation, approximately 470,000 

cases) increases our confidence in the validity of the information contained 

in this report. rrtle amount of information which supports this work represents 

the largest data base ever assembled in the field of juvenile justice. 

Another cost that accompanies the use of available data is that the data 

received are not uniform. Data suppliers collect and report information in 

their own format, with their own variables and coding categories. Variables 

reported in some data sets are not contained in others. For example, some 

states report information on a child's prior court history and some do not, 

effect.ively reducing the sample on which national estimates are based. Even 

when sirrlilar data elements do exist, they often have inconsistent definitions 

or overlapping coding categories which limit the amount of detail that can be 

preserved when the data are merged into a cornmon format. For example, reason 

xi 



for referral codes and their definitions vary across jurisdictfons. Some 

states use many coding categories which describe the charge in great detail, 

while others use only a few broad categories. TO combine information from two 

such sources one may be forced to recode data into the general categories, 

sacrificing specificity to increase sample size and generalizability. 

Therefore, as a general rule, as detail increases sample size decreases, with 

a corresponding decrease in generalizability. 

The reader can identify the variations in the effective sample size of 
II 

each vad./ible by referring to Appendix C of this report. Some data elements 

are routinely reported in most every data set supplied; these include such 

information as the child's age, sex, race, and reason for referaL For these 

variables the size of the sample on which nati()nal estimates are based is 

relatively large; therefore results based on this information have maximun 

generalizability. Ot3er data elellents (e.g. , prior court history, care 

depending disposition, and legal representation) are nbt as commonly or 

consistently reported, and results based on these 6ata are less generalizable. 

However the reader should keep in mind that, for 1979, the total sample 

contains slightly over 470,000 individual case records, so that even if a 

variable has as much as 50% missing data, the national estimate derived is 

still based on over 235,000 case records. When one considers that most 
\'--

research in the field of juvenile justice (or in any social science) is based 

on a few hundred or perhaps a few t~ousand cases, the magnitude of this sample 

becomes an important consideration. 

A final problem associated with the use of available data is that it 

requires an intimate understanding of the developnent, structure, and content 

of each d5ta set received. This learning process consunes more time and 

xii 
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energy than any other aspect of the project. Code books and operations 

manuals are studied and data files analyzed to check for inconsistencies that 

would indicate errors in the data or in our understanding of the system. , , 

Every attempt is made to insure that only compatible information from the 

various data sets is merged into the national file. At times coding 

instructions and system docunentation are not available, and recoding 

decisions must be made on less than complete information. In general, the 

reformatting of individual data sets into one national sample with uniform 

elements and definitions is accomplishedthroLgh the study of docunentation, 

discussions with data suppliers, and a detailed understanding of each system's 

characteristics. 

What follows is a review of some of the information generated by analysis 

of the data file created throLgh the merger of available juvenile court data. 

Clearly no single report could present all the information contained in a data 

base of this magnitude. Some important characteristics, trends, and issues 

are highlighted along with findings that may raise questions and stimulate 

discussion. Additional data are present in Appendix c. This section is 

designed as a resource to \~ich readers may turn to explore questions raised 

by the text or their own work. It is our hope that individuals in the field 

of juvenile justice will study this report, finding patterns and relationships 

which trigger their curiosity and social conscience, encouraging further 

thoLght ahd investigation. The data on which this report" is based are part of 

a national data archive, the contents of which are available to assist 

professionals in the field of juvenile justice to explore the questions and 

f'ssues raised by this report. 
1'1 : 
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 

The purpose of this series is to provide a quantitative description df 

delinquency (delinquent act and status offense) cases disposed by courts with 

juvenile jurisdiction. To achieve this objective, tw:> data collection efforts 

are conducted' annually. The first seeks detailed information on each case 

handled by a juvenile court, while the second seeks summary data on the volume 

and types of cases handled by each juvenile court. 

In 1979, 19 states and four large counties supplied detailed case by case 

data to the Archive. Of these, 15 states (Alabama, California, Connecticut, 

Florida, Hawaii, Iowa, Kansas, Maryland, Minnes9ta, Nebraska, North Dakota, 
- )~ 
. '/' 

pennsylvania, °South Dakota, Utah, and West Virginia) and three individual 

counties (Maricopa County [Phoenixl, Arizona~ Clark County [Las Vegas], 

Nevada, and Shelby County (Memphis1, Termessee) reported detailed information 

on each case handled by their juvenile courts in a form that could be 
II .,,', 

incorporated into this reportc This re:port describes the content of 

individual case' data supplied by 830 of the 3,143 counties in the United 

States, counties in which more than one-third of the children in the nation 

reside. 

Tn 1979, more than 80 percent of the country's jurisdictions reported 

sunmary data. 'lbese statistics are displayed by county and aggregated by 

state' in the report Juvenile Court Statistics: 1979 (National Genter for 

Juvenile Justice , 1981) • Even thOl.gh th~se 'data did not contain the detailed 

information~) found in the transactional sources, those that could supply 

sll'l1ltlary statistics compatible with the transactional data were incorporated ,. 

into the statistical procedures employed t6estimate the total ntmber of cases 

disposed in 1979. Inforrpation addect in this form came from four states 

~-~---'" "-'-'-. -.' -~--------
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(Idaho, Missouri, New York, and Texas) and one large individual county (Cook 

county [Chicago], Illinois). 

In total, this report is based on infoDmation (either summary data on the 

nunber of cases processed or detailed infoDmation on a case-by-case basis) 

supplied by 1,158 of the 3,143 counties in the united states, containing 46 

percent of the children in the nation. From this infoDmation, national 

estimates of the total nunber of cases disposed by the juvenile courts were 

generated for the calendar year 1979. A description of the detailed character 

of the cases handled by the juvenile courts in 1979 was generated from the 

data collected from the 830 counties which could provide transactional 

information, counties in which 34 percent of the nation's children reside. (A 

more complete description of the methodology used in this report can be found 

in Appendix A.) 

Summary of Findings 

In calendar year 1979, courts with juvenile jurisdiction disposed of an 

estimated 1,30n,700 delinquency cases. The estimated nunber of cases handled 

by juvenile courts has decreased each year from 1975 to 1979, paralle~ing the 

decrease in child population. Wi th slight variation each year, for every 

1,000 children between the age of 10 and the upper age of court jurisdiction 

(the child population at risk), 46 delinquency cases were processed by the 

juvenile cou~ts. If this rate remains constant, as it has over the last five 

years, the total nunber of delinquency cases processed by juvenile courts ('I 

nationally shouid continue to decre3se into the 1980's as the juvenile 

population declines. 

/; 

In 1979, 10.8 percent of all cases disposed involved crimes against 

ro ry, assa t, and other persons (i.e., criminal homicide, forcl'b1e rape, bbe ul 

person offenses), 48.5 percent crimes against property (1' .e. , burglary, 

larceny, motor vehicle theft, arson and vandalism, stolen property offenses, 

trespassing, and other property offenses), 6.1 percent drUj law violations , 

14.8 percent crimes against public order (Le., weapons offense~, sex offenses 

other than forcible rape, drunkenness, disturbing the peace, etc.), and 19.8 

percent status offenses (L e. running away, truancy, curfew violations, 

ungovernability, liquor offenses, and other status offenses) • 

e nun r 0 person offense The rate of person offense cases (th be f 

cases/l,OOO children at risk) fluctuated between 197 5 .. and 1979, but reached 

its highest level in 1979. Th t f e ra_e 0 property offense cases has increased 

from 1975 to 1979, also reaching its highest point in 1979. In 1979, the rate 

of status offense cases and the rate f '1 ' o cases 1nvo Vlng drug law violations 

both fell to their lowest point of the five-year period. Finally, the rate of 

cases involving offenses against public order has remained constant over the 

five-year period from 1975 throUjh 1979. 

Most referrals come from law enforcement agencies. In 1979 law 
\ 

enforcement age~cies referred an estimated 84 percent of all delinquency cases 

disposed by the juvenile courts. 

The use of detention has declined over the five-year period. In 1975, an 

estimated 24.8 percent of all cases involved detention, while for 1979 it is 

estimated that 19.1 percent of all cases involved detention. The dec! ine in 

the detention of status offenders accounts for most of this drop. In 1975 an t __ estimated 40.3 percent of all status offense cases invoived detention - more 

.,,-.~"-.~,---. -. ","~-... =,-~-- ~--...:...-~-~ ---. --------.~ .. ~" 
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than any other offense category. In 1978 only 15.0 percent of cases involving 

status offenses were detained. For 1979 it is estimated that the detention of 

cases involving status offenses increased slightly to 17.3 percent of total. 

Each year from 1975 throtgh 1979, slightly less than one-half of all 

cases disposed of by the juvenile courts were handled formally, with the 

filing of a petition and the placing of the case on the court calendar. 

For 1979 it is estimated that juvenile courts disposed of one-half of all 

cases by dismissal. One-third of all dispositions placed the child on 

probation or utilized some form of community-based service. About five 

percent of the cases resulted in institutionalization, and offenders in about 

one percent of the cases were waived to criminal (adult) court. 

Older juveniles generated more juvenile court cases than younger 

juveniles. In 1979, for every 1,000 17-year-olds in the population, 90 cases 

involving these youth were disposed of by the juvenile courts. The rate of 

case dispositions for 17-year-olds was five times greater than that of 12-

year-olds, three times greater than that of 13-year-olds, 60 percent greater 

than that of 14-year-olds, and approximately equal to that of 16-year-olds. 

Since 1975 males have accounted for slightly more than three-quarters of 

all juvenile court cases. In 1979, 85 percent of all male cases involved 

delinquent (non-status) offenses, while only ~3 percent of female cases were 

referred to the court for delinquent acts. In 1979 females were slightly more 

likely than males to be detained; however, this pattern varied within reason 

for referral categories. Males who were referred for person or property 

offenses were more likely to be detained than females referred for such 

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

5 

offenses, while males referred for drtg law violations, public order offenses, 

and status offenses were less likely to be detained" than females referred for 

similar reasons. 

Because of variations in the racial categories reported by different data 

systems, this report uses only three racial codes: White, Black, and Other. 

Whites referred to intake were more likely to be charged with a status offense 

than either blacks or other minorities; 21 percent of ail white cases, 

compared with 14.4 percent of all black cases and 10.4 percent of all other 

minority cases, involved status offenses. Although for both blacks and whites 

approximately 60 percent of all delinquent act cases invo~ved offenses against 

property, blacks were twice as likely to be referred for person offenses than 

whites; 21.8 percent of delinquent act cases involving blacks were referred 

for a person offense, compared with 10.9 percent of all delinquent act cases 

involving whites and 18.4 percent of all delinquent act cases involving 
~-

others. 

Case rates differed for males and females. Male case rates increased 

continuously from 10 throtgh 17 years of age. However, case rates for females 

peaked with the l5-year-old age group, falling to a rate for 17-year-olds 

which was lower than that for 14-year-olds. 

This report presents information with minimal interpretation. 
\\ 

The 

National Center for Juvenile Justice hopes that these empirical findings will 

advance the understanding of the juvenile justice system and encourage further 

research and ~nvestigation. 
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A DESCRIPTION OF DELINQUENCY CASES PROCESSED BY COURTS 
WITH JUVENILE JURISDICTION IN THE UNITED STATES IN 1979 

This report describes the number and characteristics of delinquency cases 

disposed of by jlNenile courts during the calendar year 1979. The tenn 

"delinquency" is used in its broadest sense to refer to jlNenile actions or 

conduct in violation of criminal law (delinquent acts) and status offenses. 

The unit of count is the "case disposed of." Each case represents a child 

dealt with by the jlNenile court on a new referral in delinquency or status 

offense proceedings regardless of the number of charges contained in that 

referral. A child charged with four burglaries in a single referral 

represents a single case, while a child referred to court for three burglaries 

and referred again the following week on another burglary charge represents 

t\\Q cases. The tenn "disposed ofil means that some definite action has been 

taken or that some plan of treatment has beem decided upon or begun. It does 

not mean that the case is "closed" in the sense that all contact with the 

child or his family has ceased. A case may be disposed of without a fonnal 

hearing or the filing of a petition, for example, by intake decision to refer 

the child to an agency, institution, or individual, by a decision to keep the 

child. under the infonnal supervision of a probation officer, or by dropping 

the case without any action, or a case may be disposed of by a court order of ' 

dismissal, probation, committed, waiver, etc. 

Counts and Rates 

In 1979 an estimated 1,306,700 cases were disposed of by the nation's 

jlNenile courts. As Figure 1 shows, the estimated number of cases has 

declined each year from 1975 to 1979. However, since the child population at 

I • 
I 
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risk has also decreased (see Table 1), the rate of case dispositions (the 

number of cases per 1,000 children at risk) has remained relatively constant 

over the five-year period (see Figure 2). The average rate for this five-year 

period was 46 cases per 1,000 children at risk. 

The stability of this statistic encourages its use as a measure of court 

activity and as a projection tool. It has always been difficult to compare 

courts which service different geographical areas or to study a single court 

over a period of time with a varying population base. Tn our \\Qrk, no other 

measure has been found to be as highly predictive of a court's case load as 

child population. Statistics based on child population at risk make possible 

the comparison of the caseloads of courts in different geographical areas or 

of a single court over a period of time. For example, in a jurisdiction with 

a decreasing population, this statistic enables a researcher to separate the 

effect of a police diversion program from a natural decrease in caseload 

produced by a declining population base. It similarly enables researchers who 

ate studying delinquent behavior in rural and urban areas wi thin a state to 

compare the numbers of cases handled by jurisdictions with widely different 

population bases. 

The stability of this measure also encourages its use as a projection 

tool. Table 1 showS estimates of the child population at risk for 1975 

through 1985. The estimates for the years 1980 through 1985 were calculated 

on the assumption that the upper ages of jlNenile court jurisdiction \\Qu1d 

remain as they were in 1979. Yearly projections through 1985 of the number of 

cases disposed of by jlNenile courts were calculated on the assLnnption that 

the disposition rate \\QuId remain constant and that no significant changes in 

law or practice \\QuId occur during that time period. As Figure 3 shows,· these 

, .. 
r. , 
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Figure 1 

Number of Delinquency Cases: 
1975-1979 Estimates 

1.406 1.397 

Figure 2 

Rate of Delinquency Cases: 
1975-1979 Estimates 

46.3 46.2 

1975 1976 1977 

------~ --- ~ ----- --------
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NOTES: 

Year 

1975 
1976 
1977 
1978 
1979 
1980 
1981 
1982 
1983 
1984 
1985 

9 

Table 1 

CHILD POPULATION AT RISK: 1975-1985 ESTIMATES 

Population 10-17 

33,049,000 
32,502,000 
31,850,000 
31,144,000 
30,421,000 
29,866,000 
29,450,000 
28,784,000 
28,108,000 
27,579,000 
27,231,000 

Child 
Population at Risk 

30,720,000 
30,247,000 
29,551,000 
28,954,000 
28,276,000 
27,760,000 
27,374,000 
26,755,000 
26,127,000 
25,635,000 
25,311,000 

- Population for the 10-17 age group was obtained from the U.S. Bureau 
of the Census, Current Population Report, Series P-25 #704 and #721. 

- Child Population at Risk is defined as the nunber of children aged 
ten through the upper age of juvenile court jurisdiction, as defined 
by legislation in each state. In 1979, the upper limit of juvenile 
court jurisdiction was the sixteenth birthday in four states 
(Connecticut, New York, North Carolina, and Vermont), the 
seventeenth in eight states (Georgia, Illinois, Louisiana, 
Massachusetts, Michigan, Missouri, South Carolina, and Texas), the 
nineteenth in Wyoming, and the eighteenth in the remaining 37 states 
and the District of Columbia. 

If all states had established the eighteenth birthday as the upper 
limit of juvenile court jurisdiction, both columns in this table 
~uld be the same. But since many states have a lower age of 
jurisdiction, the child population at risk figures are lower than 
the 10-17 population figures. 
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calculations project an 11 percent decrease in the nunber of juvenile cases 

handled by the courts between 1979 and 1985. Nationally, this decrease will 

have a major impact on the juvenile justice system, and local planners should 

be sensitive to the potential impact of projected changes in their juvenile 

population on their own juvenile justice system. 

Figure 3 

Projected Number of Delinquency Cases: 
1980-1985 
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The Juvenile Justice System: A ftk>del 

When the transactions of a juvenile court system are committed to a 

model, it is possible to see the various paths \>A1ich cases can travel in 

reaching their final disposition. Each juvenile court functions differently, 

but all share some common characteristics. For instance, in all systems, 

there is a source of referral and an intake process to decide how a case 

, 
I ' 
I , 
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-". --,"---"-_-r:'J 

11 

should be handled; further, most systems make use of detention and all systems 

arrive at some form of disposit:on of a case. 

Figure 4 presents a general model that encompasF~s the common aspects of 
"J 

juvenile justice systems. The data displayed in the boxes are national 

estimates of system flow for 1979. The box at the top of the figure 

identifies the sources of referral to court intake. Law enforcement 

represents the largest single source of referrals. As shown in this diagram, 

it is estimated that law enforcement agencies referred nearly 84 percent of 

all cases disposed of by juvenile courts in 1979. 

Detention can occur at any point in the system. Law enforcement agencies 

can detain in jails or lock-ups, court intake officials can o~der detention, 

and a judicial decision to detain or continue detention can occur before or 

after adjudication or final disposition. This report focuses on detentions 

that occur \>A1ile youth are involved with the court process, between referral 

to intake and final court disposition. Detention at some point between 

referral and disposition was reported in more than 19 percent of all cases 

disposed of in 1979. 

Once a case is received by court intake, it can generally follow one of 

two paths to disposition. Some cases are handled formally, generally through 

the filing of a petition, and are placed on the court calendar. Other cases 

which are perceived by intake to lack legal sufficiency or to be minor in 

nature are handled informally by intake or through an informal hearinge As 

one would expect, this screening proCeSS influences the character of 

dispositions received by petitioned and nonpetitioned cases. As the figure 

shows, almost all cases handled without a pet~tion were dismissed or placed on 

I 

" '\ 

\ 
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Figure 4 

1979 JUVENILE JUSTICE SYSTEM MODEL 

I--------------------------~I 

I Source of Referral I 
I I 
I Law Enforcement 1,095,300 83.8% I 
I parent, Relative 43,900 3.4% I 
I School 3B,400 2.9% I 
I Probation Officer 31,700 2.4% I 
I Social Agency 13,800 1.1% I 
lather Court 28,nOO 2.2% I 
I Other 55,000 4.2% I 
I I 
! Total 1,306,700 100.0% ! 
I I 
I I 

\ 
\ 
\ 

1- - -"- - - - - --I 
--------1- - - -> I Detention I I Court Intake I <- - - -I 249,700 19.1% I 
I I 1 __________ 1 

/ \ 
/ \ 

/ \~-------I 
I------~I I I 

I I Cases Handled. I Cases Handled I 
I I Wi th Petition I Wi thout Petition I 
I I 596,900 45.7% I 709,800 54.3% I 

I I I 
I, 

'.' 

I I 
'I 0 0.0% I<-Waived to Crim Court->II 8'72°0°0 214. 41%% II 

72.0% 1<- Dismissed -> 143, • 
I 510,900 23.4% 1<- Probation ->1 28(i~800 47.0% I 
I 165,~~~ % 1<- Institution _>1 ~2,300 10.4% I 
1 1,400 g:~% 1<- Pub or Priv Agency ->1 ~B,~gg 1~·~: 1 
I 31,000 4.4% :<- Other ->1 3,. • I 

II 1<- Total ->1 596,900 100.1%, ' 709,800 100.0% 
,-______ 1 1 ___ . ___ _ 

\ 
\ 
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probation. In contrast, many cases that were petitioned received more 

restrictive dispositions. 

Reason for Referral 

This report describes the delinquency cases disposed of by the nation's 

juvenile courts. Within a single case, a youth could be charged with one or 

more offenses. Many states report only the most serious offense charged. For 

those states which report each charge within a case, the primary offense was 

selected to represent that case. Table 2 presents estimated frequencies of 

the primary offense charged in cases disposed of by juvenile courts in 1979. 

In the remainder of this report, reason for referral data will be presenter'! 

only by the five general categories of Table 3. 

As Figure 5 shows, the primary reason for referral was crimes against 

persons in 10.8 percent of all cases disposed in 1979. It was crimes against 

property in 48.5 percent, drug law violations in 6.9 percent, offenses against 

the public order in 14.8 percent, and status offenses in 19.8 percent of all 

cases disposed in 1979. 

The case rates for these general reason for referral categories (nunberu 

of cases/l,OOO children at risk), which control for ghanges in child 

population over the five-year period from 1975 through 1979, are displayed in 

Figure 6. Clearly, property offenses represent the most frequent reason for 

referral to court in each of the last five years, and the rate of property 

cases appears to be increasing. In 1979 the rate of person offense cases 

reached its highest level in the five year period. On the other J1and, the 

" rate of cases involving drtg law violations has declined gradually over this 

I 
I 
t· 
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Table 2 

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF DELHJQUENCY CASES WITHIN EACH 
REASON FOR REFERRAL CA".rEGORY: 1979 ESTIMATES 

Crimes Against Persons 
Criminal Homicide 
Forcible Rape 
Robbery 
Aggravated Assault 
Simple Assault 
Other Person Offenses 

Total Crimes Against Persons 

Crimes Against property 
Burglary 
Larceny 
Motor Vehicle Theft 
Arson & Vandalism 
Stolen property Offenses 
Trespassing 
Other Property Offenses 

Total Crimes Against property 

Dn.g Offenses 
Narcotics 
Non-narcotics 

Total Drug Offenses 

Offenses Against Public Order 
Weapons Offenses 
Sex Offenses 
Drunkenness 
Disturbing the Peace 
Escape, Contempt, Probation, Parole 
Other Offenses Against public Order 

Total Offenses Against public Order 

Status Offenses 
Runaway 
Truancy 
curfew 
Ungovernable 
Liquor 
Other Status Offenses 

Total Status Offenses 

1,800 
2,500 

24,500 
31,700 
74,900 

7,700 
143,200 

168,200 
263,500 
55,700 
79,700 
29,800 
2t),600 
20,900 

'544,400 

7,200 
72,1100 
79,800 

17,100 
11,000 
21,700 
39,400 
33,300 
57,800 

180,300 

69,600 
30,300 
17,600 
47,700 
73,500 
20,300 

259,000 

1.3% 
1.8% 

17.7% 
22.1% 
52.3% 

5.4% 
100.0% 

26.1% 
40.9% 
8.~% 
12.~% 
4.6% 
4.1% 
1.2% 

100.0% 

9.0% 
91.0% 

100.0% 

9.5% 
6.1% 

12.0% 
21.9% 
18.5% 
32.1% 

100.0% 

2~.9% 
11.7% 
6.8% 

18.4% 
28.4% 
7.8% 

100.0% 

10.8% 

48.5% 

1).1% 

14.8% 

19.8% 

Total All Offenses 1,30'5,700 100.0% 
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Figure 5 

Reasons for Referral of Delinquency Cases: 
1979 Estimates .. 

[Jotal Cases = 1,306JOO] 

Person status 

Figure 6 

Reason for Referral Trends: 
1975 - 1979 Estimates 
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five-year period, the rate for. offenses against public order has remained 

relatively constant, and status offense rates reached their lowest point in 

1979. Together Figures 1 and 'i suggest a disturbing trend. Al thoLgh the 

total case rate has remained stable over the five-year period, the character 

of cases disposed by juvenile courts is becoming more serious u (More details 

related to reason for referral will be discussed in subsequent sections.) 

Court Intake 

Cases can be referred to the court from a number of sources. As shown in 

Table 3, an estimated 84 percent of all cases were referred to the court by 

law enforcement agencies in 1979. This percentage varies with offense. For 

example, only 62 percent of status offense cases originate with a police 

referral; parents, other relatives, and schools were the source of a 

substantial number of status offense referrals. 

,-' Generally, cases referred to juvenile justice authorities are screened by 

an intake department. Al thoLgh in most states intake screening is a court 

function, in some intake screening is performed by a department 'of the 

executive branch. In such cases, even thoLgh the intake uni t may not 

technically be a part of the judicial branch by government, the referral of a 

case to the intake screening unit will be considered the point of entry into 

the Juvenile court system. Intake units decide whether to process a case with 

a petit i()n (formal pro-:::ess~;ng) or without apeti tion (informal processing). 

Each year from 1975 throlJ:.:d~ 1979 slightly less than one half of aJ) cases 

disposed of by juvenile courts were handled formally. During 1979, 45.7 

percent of all cases were processed formally throLgh the filing of a petition • 
. ~. 

-----.-----------------------------
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'l'able 3 

:SOURCES OF REFERRAL WITHIN REASON FOR REFERRAL CATEGORY: 
1979 ESTIMATES 

Reason for Referral 

Public All Source Person property DrLgs Order Status Offenses 

Police 85.7% 92.3% 93.3% 80.5% '5f.9% 83.8% Relative 1.1% 0.3% 0.4% 1.1% 14.4% 3.4% School 1.6% 0.6% 2.2% 1.'1% 10.6% 2.9% Probation 0.8% 0.4% 0.7% 7.3% 5.1% 2.4% Officer 
Social Agency OJi% 0.2% 0.4% 1.1% 3.4% 1.1% Other Court 1.5% 2.2% 1.8% 3.8% 1.5% 2.2% Other 8.6% 4.0% 1.2% 4.4% 3.1% 4.2% 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

However, the percentage of cases handled with a petition was not 

consistent across offense categories, as Table 4 shows. An estimated 59 

percent of all cases referred for a person offense were handled by petition in 

1979. In all other categories, informal handling was the most frequent mode, 

with status offense cases least likely to be petitioned. 

Detention 

In this report, detention refers to the use of a restrictive facility on 
\\ 

court authority while the youth is being proc~ssed by the court, that is, 

between court intake and case disposition. However, the use of a restrictive 

facility can occur at any point in the system, and practices vary frdm state 

to state and from court to court. This rePort describes court processing of 

cases and, therefore, does not capture detentions by police pr~or to referral 

to court unless detention is continued by the court after referral. 



Manner of 
Handling 

Without 
Petition 

With 
Petition 

Total 
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Table 4 

PERCENT OF PETITtONED AND NONPETITIONED CASES 
WITHIN REASON FOR REFERRAL CATEGORY: 1979 EST,,(MATES 

Reason for Referral 

Public All 
Person Property ,Prugs Order Status Offenses 

41.0% 51.1% 61.7% 59.2% 63.5% 54.3% 

59.0% 48.9% 38.3% 40.8% 31).5% 45.7% 

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

The number of detentions and the percentage of cases involving detention 

decreased over the five-year period. In 1975, an estimated 348,000 ca$es, or 

24.8 percent of all cases processed, involved the use of detention at some 

time during the court's jurisdiction over the case; in 1979, 250,000 cases, or 

19.1 percent of the total, involved the use of detention. As Figure 7 shows, 

the decline in detentions was not consistent across offense categortes. In 

fact, the substantial decline in the detention of status offenders accounts 

for most of the decrease. "(n 1975, 40.3 percent of all status 'offense cases 

involved detention. By 1978, the figure had dropped to only 15.0 percent, and 

it rose only slightly, to 17.3 percent, in 1979. In 1975, children charged 

wi th status offenses were far more likely to be detained than those in any 

other offense category, but by the late 70's the detention of status offenders 

was more in line with that of other offenders. It is, perhaps more than 

coincidental that the Juvenile Justice and Delinquency Prevention Act of 1974 
(>' 

offered substantial federal ~~ants to states on the condition that they 

promise to reduce the detention of status offenders. 

-~ 
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Figure 7 

Percent of Delinquency Cases Detained Within 
Reason for Referral Category: 1975-1979 Estimates 

] 
~ 

] 
a:.. 

':l 
35 l 
30 l 
25 ~ 
20~ 15 

10 

5 

0 

:~" 35 , 
30 

25 

20 

15 

10 

All Cases 

24-.S 

76 77 78 79 

Property 

Public Order 

Person 

':l 
35 l 

] 30 ~ 
~ 

~~~ ] 15 
&. 

10 l 
5 

0 
75 76 77 78 79 

V 
" 

:, ~ 
\1 

~ J 

iJ ". 

~~T·"' ,~ 
)-~ 

H 
I' ~ 
r-'~ 
H 

J 

"' 



~---~ .. -------~~--~-----.....,..------------------

2() 

Disposition 

The disposition of a case is that definite court action which tenninates 

court jurisdiction through dismissal or transfer, or Which establishes a plan 

of treatment or orders placement or commitment. Even though court processing 

is not unifonn among states, generally a case proceeds along the following 

path. In reviewing the social and legal factors of the case, the intake 

officer may decide to dismiss the case for lack of evidence or resolve the 

matter infonnally such as by referral to a social agency for voluntary 

counselling. If there is sufficient evidence to proceed, and the case is 

serious enough, a petition may be filed and the case placed on the court 

calendar for a transfer or adjudication hearing. If a transfer hearing is 

held, the judge may decide to transfer the case to adult criminal court for 

prosecution. At the adjudication hearing, the case could be dismissed by the 

judge, or the child could be adjudicated delinquent or in need of supervision 

(status offender), in which instance the case would proceed to . the 

dispositional hearing. During this phase of the court proceeding, the judge 

detennines the most appropriate treatment. The range of options available to 

judges varies from jurisdiction to jurisdiction but could include commitment 

to an institution for delinquents, placement in a group horne, foster horne, or 

residential treatment facility, probation, referral to a diversion program, 

day treatment or mental health program, or imposition of a fine or 

restitution. 

Although substantial effort was made to identify categories which would 

clear I}' reflect the infonnation reported by the states, the coding of 

disposition data remains the most difficult task of the data standardization 
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process. 
States reported information in vastly different detail (some states 

report 15 categories, while oth ers report over 150 dispositional categories) 
and often codes used, even 

In some reporting systems, 

Wi thin a single state, are vague and overlapping. 

infonnation on the ultimate disposition of a case 

is presented in a single variable, while in others it must be derived from a 

complicated analysis of variables reporting the outcomes of the intake process 

and every hearing scheduled in the case. 

As a result of such inconsistencies in data received, it has been 
impossible to develop mut 11 I" ua· y exc USlve categories for dispositions or to 

produce national estimates in more d " 
etall than the 6 general categories found 

in Table 5 and described below: 

- Waiver - includes all cases t f rans erred to criminal court for trial. , 
- Dismissed 

fulfillment 
anticipated; 
services; 

includes all cases dismissed 
of certain conditions' with no 

some dismissals may involve 

or held open for 
further disposition 
referrals to other 

- P~~~fti(:m -" cases in which youth were placed on court 
( udIng lnfonnal probation) make up 80 percent of this 
a c~tegory which also includes some cases refe~red 
serVIces; .. 

probation 
category, 
to other 

- Institu~ionaliz~tion . - includes most cases in which 
placed In a delInquent or other public institution- youth were , 

- P~lic/privat~ Agencies - includes most cases referred to ubI" 
pnva~e age~cleS for placement and some cases involving c~i~e~tr 
to prIvate Institutions; and 

- Other - cases involvl" ng fl" ne " or restItution make up t I 
p~rcent of this category which incorporates a" east 35 
mIscellaneous dispositions. a vanety of 

A review of Table 5 shows th at an estimated one half of all delinquency 

cases were dismissed in 1979. Probation or some l:orm of. " 
l. CommunI ty-based 

service was utilized in about one-third of all cases. 
Institutionalization 
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was used in about five percent of the cases, and less than one percent were 

waived or transferred to adult court. 

Table 5 

NUMBER AND PERCENT OF DELINQUENCY CASES 
WITHIN EACH DISPOSITIONAL CATEGORY: 1979 ESTIMATES 

Estimated Percentage of !¥Fe of Disposition Number of Cases Total Cases 
Waiver 8,200 0.6 
Dismissed 654,600 50.1 
Probation 446,700 34.2 
Institution 62,900 4.8 
Public or Private Agency 30,200 2.3 
Other 104,100 8.0 
Total Dispositions 1,300,700 100.0 

One function of court intake is to screen incoming cases, to assess their 

seriousness and need for further action. In general, less serious cases or 

cases without sufficient legal evidence are handled informally; cases which 

are judged to require further court action are handled formally, usually by 

filing of a petition and placing the case on the court calendar~ The impact 

of the screening process can be seen in the disposition patterns of formal and 

informal cases (see Figure 4, page l2). Cases that are handled formally, with 

a petition, are less likely to be dismissed than cases handled informally and 

more likely to receive each of the other dispositional alternatives. As 

Figure 4 illustrates, of petition cases not dismissed, ry2 percent were placed 

on probation, 14 percent were institutionalized, ry percent were serviced by a 

public or private agency, and nearly 2 percent were waived to adult court. 
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"" gl"ven to youth charged with various Table 6 displays the dispoSl tlOns 

d " "ed Within all reason for referral offenses whose cases were not lsmlss • 

categories, probation was the most common disposition. Children charged with 

a person offense were more likely to be waived to criminal court or 

institutionalized than any other group. Children charged with status offenses 

were least likely to be institutionalized and most likely to be referred to 

public or private agencies. 

Disposition 

Waived 

Institution 

Public/private 
Agency 

Probation 

Other 

Total 

Table Ii 

DISPOSITIONS OF NON-DISMISSED C~SES ~THIN 
REASON FOR REFERRAL CATEGORY: 1979 ESTIMATES 

Reason for Referral 

Public 
Person property Drugs order Status 

3.6% 1.3% 1.0% 1.3% 0.0% 

10.5% 10.2% 5.1% 10.9% 4.7% 

4.6% 3.9% 2.3% 4.8% 7.2% 

6'3.6% 71.8% 7n.7% (.)0.3% ' 65.5% 

ll.ry% 12.8% 14.8% 22.8% 22.7% ----
100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

All 
offenses 

1.3% 

9.7% 

4.n% 

68.4% 

16.0% 

100.0% 

In 1979, an estimated 44.6 percent of all cases disposed involved youth 

with prior referrals. Table 7 shows the percentage of cases within each 

disposi tion}h category in which the youth had at least one prior referral to 

the court. An estimated 85 percent of all cases resulting in 

" " l"nvolved· '~outh who had prior referrals, as did more than institutionallzatlon I 

80 percent of all cases waived. Compared to youth with no prior referrals, L 
f 
t 
! 
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those \.,ith prior referrals were more likely to be institutionalized, waived, 

or referred to a public or private agency and less likely to be placeO on 

probation or dismissed. 

Table 7 

PRIOR REFERRAL HISTORY OF CASES ~THIN 
DISPOSITIONAL CATEGORY: 1979 ESTIMATES 

Publici 
prior Institu- Private Proba- All 

Referrals Waived tion Agency tion Other Dismissed Cases 

None 19.7% 15.0% 35.9% 58.5% 58.9% 61.9% 57.3% 

1 or J'.bre 80.3% 85.0% 64.1% 41.5% 41.1% 38.1% 42.7% 

Total 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Time in System 

The amount of time between referral to court intake and final disposition 

is one measure of how efficiently cases are handled within the juvenile court. 

Cases handled informally consune less of the courts' resources and time than 

formal (petitioned) cases. In 1979, one-half of all nonpetitioned cases wer.e 

disposed of within three weeks and 90 percent within three months of the date 

of referral. By comparison, half of all petitioned cases required at least 

two months to receive a court disposition, and 10 percent were still pending 

six months after initial referral to court intake. 
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DEMOGRAPHICS 

Who are the children who come hefore the nation's jh~enile courts? How 

are their characteristics related to their law-violating behavior and their 

court processing? The following'- sections address questions related to the 

demographic characteristics of the youth who came before the nation's courts 

in 1979. 

Figure 8 shows the case rate for each age group from 10 through 17 years 

of age. Case rate for an age group is the number of cases involving children 

of that age for every 1,000 children in that age cohort in the population. In 

the 1979 sample for every 1,000 17-year-01ds in the sample population, 90 

cases involving these youth were processed by the juvenile courts. As the 

figure shows, the rates for 1~- and 17-year-olds are approximately equal (88.5 

cases per 1,000 children and 90.1 cases per 1,000 children respectively). The 

case rate for l7-year-olds was five times that for l2-year-olds, two and one 

half times that for 13-year-olds, and 60 percent greater than that for 14-

year-olds. 

A number of states are considering reducing the age of juvenile 

jurisdiction. J'.bst states at present consider 18-year-olds to be adults 

whatever the offense they have committed. Figure 9 shows the percent of all 

juvenile court cases in certain age ranges. If the age of criminal 

responsibility were reduced one year to 17 years of age, one could expect a 25 

percent decrease in the number of cases handled by the juvenile courts. If 

the age of majority were reduced further to 16, the expected decrease in 

. , 
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Figure 8 

Rate of Delinquency Cases Within Age Group: 
.. 1979 Estimates 
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Percent of Delinq~ency Cases in Each Age Group: 
1979 Estimates 
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caseload WOuld be an additional 23 percent, or a total decrease of nearly one-

half of juvenile court caseload. 

Age also relates to how a case is handled. Figure 10 shows the percent 

of cases within each age group that were handled fonnally, by the filing of a 

petitt~m. As the figure indicates, cases involving younger children were less 

likely to be petitioned than cases of older children; however, there were only 

small differences among the percents of cases petitioned for youth over the 

age of 14. 
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Figure 10 

Percent of Delinquency Cases Petitioned 
Within Age Group: 1979 Estimates 
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As Figure 11 shows, the use of detention increased wi th the age of 

children referred. Only 8.4 percent of all cases involving lO-year-olds were 

detained, while 21.9 percent of all 17-year-old cases were detained, a 

percentage only slightly greater than that for 16-year-olds. The data also 
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show that nearly one-half of all cases detained involved youth below the age 

of 16. 
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Figure .11 

Percent of Delinquency Cases Detained 
Within Age Group: 1979 Estimates 

21.8 

10 11 12 13 14 15 16 
Age or Time of Referral 

21.9 

17 

Consistently, males have comprised the larger proportion of the juvenile 

court population. Since 1975, males have accounted for slightly more than 

three-quarters of all juvenile court cases, with no appreciable changes over 

the five-year period (see Table 8). In 1979 males were responsibl~ for more 

cases wi thin each reason for referral category. As· Figure 12 shows, males 

accounted for more than 82 percent of all delinquent act cases. Even within 
iJ 

th~ status offense category, males outnunbered females, but the female 

proportion was substantially greater than it was;-\in the delinquent act 
\\ 

\), ,,. 
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categories. In 1979, more than 40 percent of all status offense cases 

involved females, double their representation in any of the other reason for 

referral categories. 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Table 8 

PERCENT OF MALE AND FEMALE DELINQUENCY CASES: 
1975-1979 ESTIMATES 

1975 1976 1977 1978 

76.2% 76.3% 76.7% 75.6% 

23.8% 23.7% 23.3% 24.4% 

100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 100.0% 

Figure 12 

Percent of Males and Females Within 

1979 

78.0% 

22.0% 

100.0% 

Each Reason for Referral Category: 1979 Estimates 

PERSON 
'.:::: 

PROPERTY 

DRUGS 

PUBLIC ORDER 

STATUS 

MALE ,; FEMALE 

The age caser,ates vary markedly for males and females. As Figure 13 

shows, in 1979 male case rates increased continuously with age from 10 through 

';': 
.. I 



w, 
I .. 

-

30 

17 years of age. However, the pattern of female rat~s did not show this 

consistent increase. Female case rates peaked at age 15, decreased slightly 

for l6-year-olds, and decreased substantially for 17-year-olds to a rate below 

that for l4-year-old females. 

The 
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Figure 13 

Rate of Delinquency Cases Within Age-Sex Groups: 
1979 Estimates 
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surprising reduction in case rates for older females can be studied 

more closely by examining rates for males and females within each reason for 

referral category and across age groups. As Figure 14 shows, the case rates 

for males increased with age from 10 through 17 years within each reason for 

referral category except property, ~ere there was a slight decrease. In 

comparison, a decrease in case rates for females after age 15 occurred in 

every reason for referral category except drtg offenses, ~ere the increase 

for 16- and 17-year-olds was minimal. 
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Figure 14 

Age-Sex Rates of Delinquency Cases 
Within ,Reason for Referral Category: 1979 Estimates 
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offense cases for females after the age of 15 is particularly striking since 

rates for females up to 15 years of age were nearly the same as for males. 

Analysis of other data has shown that for females the decline in the rate of 

status offense cases after the age of 15 occurred within each specific status 

offense category except liquor law violations where the increase was minimal. 

In fact male rates al,so declined after the age of 15 in each specific status 

offense category except liquor offenses. Within this category male case rates 

increased so sharply that the effect more than cclnpensated for the declines in 

the other status offense categories, producing the observed increase in male 

status offense rates for males beyond the age of 15. 

Gender differences can be highlighted by developing profiles of the male 

and female cases processed by the juvenile courts in 1979. Table 9 displays 

the differential handling of male and female cases by the juvenile justice 

system. The table traces the characteristics of a representative 1,000 male 

and 1, 000 female cases processed in 1979. As the table shows, males were more 

likely than females to be referred to court for delinquent acts; 

correspondingly, females were more likely to have been brought to the court 

for status offenses. In the 1979 sample, 85 percent of all male cases 

involved a delinquent act while only 63 percent of female cases were processed 

by the court for delinquent acts. Since males referred to court were charged 

with more serious offenses, it is not surprising to find that more male cases 

were referred to court from law enforcemOent agencies, were handled formally, 

and were given more severe dispositions. In 1979 males were also far more 

likely than females to have a prior referral record. 

'0. 
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Table 9 

CHARACTERISTICS OF 1,000 MALE AND 1,000 FEMALE 
DELINQUENCY CASES PRoCESSED BY THE JUVENILE COURTS IN 1979 

Male Female 

Source of Referral 
748 Law Enforcement 864 

Relative 21 79 
School 24 47 
probation Officer 23 30 
Other 68 96 

1,000 1,000 

Reason for Referral 
88 Person 114 

property 517 374 
Drug 64 49 
public Order 155 123 
Status 150 367 

1,000 1,000 

prior Referrals 
314 Yes 455 

No 545 686 
1,000 1,000 

Detention 
195 Yes 190 

No 810 805 
1,000 1,000 

Manner of Handling 
642 Without Petition 515 

Wi th Petition 485 358 
1,000 1,000 

D~sposition 
18 1 Waived 

Institution 55 24 
Public/private Agency 22 27 
probation 351 311 
Other 79 82 
Dismissed 485 555 

1,000 1,000 

, , 

... ~:;: 
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On the other hand, females were slightly more likely to be detained~ 

Table 10 indicates the use of detention within offense category. Males were 

more likely than females to be detained when the referral was for a person or 

property offense. However, in drug, public order, and status cases, females 

were more likely to be detained than males charged with similar offenses. 

These data suggest t~at the detention of males may be based more on protection 

of society while detention of females may be more a matter of protection of 

the juvenile. A forthcoming report will examine in more detail the gender 

differences in detention to determine whether gender differences regarding the 

seriousness of conduct involved or the prior record of offenders may explain 

more clearly the detention practices represented by the data. 

Table 10 

PERCENT OF MALES AND FEMALES DETAINED 
WITHIN EACH REASON FOR REFERRAL CATEGORY: 1979 ESTIMATES 

Male Female 

Person 29.0% 23.8% 
property 17.9% 15.7% 
Drugs 16.0% 19.2% 
public Order 20.4% 25.5% 
Status 15.3% 20.3% 

All Offenses 19.0% 19.5% 

Race 

The sample on which this report is based is derived from counties 

containing approximately one-third of the nation's juvenile population. Since 

the juvenile racial composition of the sample's general pOpulation is unknown 

and may not be representative of the nation, no attempt has been made to 

\ 
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develop national estimates of the volume, rate and characteristics of juvenile 

court cases generated by various racial groups. However, it is possible to 

describe in detail the characteristics of these groups wi thin the sample 

itself. 

The racial categories employed in these analyses are "white," "black," 

and "other." The "other" category includes persons whose race or ethnic group 

was reported as Hispanic, American Indian, Asian, or Oriental. It is 

estimated that. in the 1979 sample the other category is comprised of 

approximately 80 percent Hispanic and 10 percent American Indian cases. 

One method for studying racial differences in the characteristics and the 

handling of juvenile cqurt cases is to develop independent profiles of white, 

black, and other minority cases and compare their characteristics. Table 11 

displays the characteristics of a representative 1,000 white, 1,000 black, and 

1,000 other minority case~ processed in 1979. As the table shows, for every 

1,000 black cases in the 1979 sample, 195 (or 19.5%) were charged with person 

offenses; for every 1,000 other minority cases, 157 (or 15.7%) involved a 

person offense while 86 out of 1, 000 white cases (8. 6%) involved offenses 

against persons. Blacks who came to court were also more likely than the 

other tw::> racial groups to be charged wi th property offenses; 540 of every 

1, 000 black cases involved property offenses, as compared wi th 486 of every 

l~OOO white cases and 467 of every 1,000 other minority cases. In contrast, 

whites were more likely than the other racial groups to be charged with status 

offenses; 20.8 percent of all white cases involved a status offense, compared 

with 14.5 percent of all other minority cases, and 10.3 percent of all black 

cases. 

.j 
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Table 11 

CHARACTERISTICS OF 1,000 WHITE, 1,000 BrACK, AND 1,000 OTHER MINORITY 
DELINQUENCY CASES PROCESSED BY JUVENILE COURTS IN THE 1979 SAMPLE 

Other 
White "Black Minority 

Source of Referral 
Law Enforcement 846 815 917 
Relative 31 45 8 
School 24 37 12 
Probation Officer 28 16 24 
Other 71 86 38 

1,000 1,000 1,000 

Reason for Referral 
Person 86 195 157 
property 486 540 467 
DrU3 74 36 67 
Public Order 145 126 163 
Status 208 103 145 

1,000 1,000 1,000 

Prior Referrals 
Yes 399 540 561 
No 601' 460 439 

1,000 1,000 1,000 

Detention 
Yes 176 203 321 
No 824 797 679 

1,000 1,000 1,000 

Manner of Handling 
Without Petition 565 484 567 
With Petition 435 516 433 

1,000 1,000 1,000 

Disposition 
Waived 5 13 5 
Institution 41 71 75' 
Public/private Agency 23 19 21 
probation 351' 286 329 
Other 70 61 68 
Dismissed 509 551 501 

1,000 1,000 1,000 
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Across all racial catego.ries, the most common source of referral was law 

enforcement. However, a· substantially higher percentage of other minori ty 

cases were referred from law enforcement agencies. 'i.llesource of referral for 

cases involving blacks was less likely to be law enforcement than for either 

of the t\\O racial groups. In addition, less than 40% of \'bite cases involved 

youth with prior referrals, While nearly 55% of non-white cases involved youth 

with at least one prior referral. 

There were also racial differences in the use of detention. As Table 11 

shows, other minorities were far more likely to be detained than were blacks 

or whites. In the sample 32.1 percent of all other minority cases were 

detained at some point between referral to court intake and court disposition, 

compared with 20.3 percent of all black cases, and 17.6 percent of all White 

cases. To study this differential use of detention more closely, an analysis 

of detention within racial groupings was conducted controlling for reason for 

referral e As Table 12 shows, other minorities were detained much more often 

than were blacks or Whites, both overall and within each reason for referral 

category. 

Table 12 

PERCENT OF WHITES, BLACKS, AND OTHER MINORITIES 
DETAINED WI'IHIN EACH REASON FOR REFERRAL CATEGORY: 1979 SAMPLE 

Person 
Property, 
Drtgs 
Public Order 
Status 

All Offenses 

25.0% 
16.6% 
14.7% 
19.1% 
16.8% 

17.6% 

Black 

27.1% 
18.9% 
16.6% 
21.3% 
15.0% 

20.3% 

Other 
Minority 

45.2% 
27.6% 
26.3% 
41.4% 
24.2% 

32.0% 
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Racial differences in manner of handling were also observed; 51.6 percent 

of all cases involving blacks were petitioned, compared with 43.5 percent for 

whites and 43.3 percent for other minorities. The percentage of cases 

petitioned within each reason for referral is presented for each racial group 

in Table l3. 1-\.s the table shows, blacks were more often petitioned in all 

delinquent act categories than either of the other two racial groupings. The 

discrepancy between the handling of Mli tes and blacks was greatest in cases 

involving crimes against persons; in this category, 66.8 percent of all cases 

involving blacks were petitioned, compared with 61.8 percent of cases 

involving all other minorities and 55.6 percent of cases involving whites. 

Table l3 

PERCENT OF WHITE, BL~CK, AND OTHER MINORITY CASES 
PETITIONED WITHIN EACH REASON FOR REFERRA.L ~TEGORY: 1979 SAMPLE 

other 
White Black Minority 

Person 55.6% 66.8% 61.8% 
Property 48.2% 53.2% 45.fi% 
Dr~s 37.2% 39.7% 36.0% 
Public Order 39.5% 41.5% 14.0% 
Status 32.5% 30.6% 29.8% 

All Offenses 43.7% 51.8% 43.6% 

Finally, Table 11 shows racial differences in the use of dispositional 

alternatives. Blacks who came to the court were more than twice as likely to 

be waived to criminal court as whites or other minorities; of every 1,000 

black cases in the sample, l3 were waived,' compared with 5 for both whites and 

other minority groups. While more than 50 percent of each group's cases were 

dismissed, the proportion of blacks dismissed was higher than other racial 

categories. Finally, blacks and other minorities were far more likely to be 
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institut,ionalized than whites; for every 1,000 white cases processed in the 

sample in 1979, 41 resulted in institutionalization, compared to 71 out of 

every 1,000 black cases, and 75 out of every 1,000 other minority casps. The 

racial differences observed in these data are complex, requiring further study 

beyond the scope of this report. Additional research is already underway and 

will be presented in future reports. 

. Epilogue 

This report has presented information with minimal interpretation. 

Descriptive findings from empirical data on juvenile offender demographics and 

the nature of their court transactions are critical to our understanding of 

the juvenile justice system. The authors hope that these results will 

encourage further research and investigation. The National ~uvenile Justice 

Archive has been created to facilitate this work and it is our hope that the 

juvenile justice corronunity will take advantage of this unique resource. 

Future ° 1 C t r fo" Juvenile Justice will publications of the Natlona en e ~ 

° 1 fo" USIOng the data archive to explore in more detail d~onstrate the potentIa ~ 

the issues addressed in this report. I. 
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METHOD 

This section describes the data that served as a basis for this report, 

the statistical procedures used to generate the national estimates, and some 

limitations of the results. 

Data 

'!he data on which this report is based were provided to the National 

Center for Juveni~~) Justice by states and counties Mlich collect information 

on the processing of young people through their juvenile justice systems. The 

National Center for Juvenile Justice has developed relationships with the 

state and county agencies responsible for the collection and reporting of 

juvenile court data and periodically this network subni ts copies of their 

available information to be stored in the national juvenile court data archive 

established and maintained by the Center. 

Juvenile court data supplied to the archive fall into one of two general 

categories. For 1979, fifteen states (Alabama, California, Connecticut, 

Florida, Hawaii, Iowa, Kansas, Maryland, Minnesota, Nebraska r North Dakota, 

Pennsylvania, South Dakota, Utah, and west virginia) and the jurisdictions of 

Maricopc) County (Phoenix) Arizona, Clark County (Las Vegas) Nevada p and Shelby 

County (:;~emphis) Tennessee reported detailed information on each case handled 

by their juvenile courts. Information on more than 470,000 cases were 

provided in this form, including data from 830 of the 3,143: counties in the 

United States, containing more than one-third of the children in the nation. 

Since most of these information systems were designed to meet state or 
'.: i} 

county needs, rather than to provide standardized data for a national report, 
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their data elements are tailored to state laws and local practice. Although 

the data generally contain information on the age, -gender, and race 6£ ,~e 

child, previous court history, reason(s) for referral, source of referral, and 

how the case was handled by the court, the major task ~f the project was the 

developnent of a standardized set of variables and coding val'ues into which 

information received from different information ') systems could be recoded. 

Accurate recoding of the data received from each jurisdiction requires a 

detailed understanding of its (fnformation system and the laws and practices 

which shape its juvenile justice system and provide the appropriate context 

for data interpretation. 

Some jurisdictions which were unable to report detailed information on a 

cas~by-case basis supplied summary data compatible in unit of count with the 

detailed information and these data were used in this report. summary 

information in this form came from four states (Idaho, Missouri, New York, and 

Te~as) and from Cook County (Chicago) Illinoi,s containing summary information 

on over 126,000 cases from 328 counties. These data supplemented the detailed 

information and were used when possible to support national estimates. 

In sl.l!llllary, data describing the total nunber of cases disposed of by 

courts with juvenile jurisdiction were available from 1,158 of the 3,143 

counties in the United States, contain~ng over 411 percent of the total 

population of yo~ people under the authority of the juvenile justice Syst€tll. 

f t " t" th total num~r of cases Their statistics were used as a base _ or es lma lng e ...::.::;...;:.:;~....:..:;; __ 

disposed of by juvenile courts nationally during 1979. Qetailed demographi~ 

and court processing information on each case handled in 1979 was available 
o 

from 830 of these counties. This detailed information was used to generate a 

description of the characteristics of the, children and of the cases disposed 

of by juvenile courts in 1979. 
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Child Population at Risk 

Many research efforts base their estimates on total population figures. 

However, total population is not as satisfactory when .v.urking with juvenile 

justice issues. Consider tv.u counties each with a total population of 1000 

individuals, one of which reports the total number of cases processed by their 

juvenile courts and one which does not. If the rey;x:>rting county disy;x:>sed of 

50 cases during 1979, a procedure based solely on total population v.uuld 

estimate that 50 cases were disposed of in the nonreporting county also. But 

what if the second county had a large retirement community and, therefore, 

fewer juveniles than the rey;x:>rting jurisdiction? Or what if the juvenile 

courts in the first county had original jurisdiction over all children below 

the age of 18, while in the second county the upper age of jurisdiction was 

only 16? How might these factors affect the accuracy of the estimate of the 

second county's juvenile court caseload? Clearly in both situations it v.uuld 

be better to base the estimate of the second county's juvenile court caseload 

on the relative size of the tv.u counties' "child y;x:>pulation at risk/' that 

part of the total y;x:>pulation that falls under the jurisdiction of the juvenile 

court. 

The data clearly show that very few children below the age of 10 are 

referred to court for delinquent acts or status offenses. "Child y;x:>pulation 

at risk" was therefore defined as the number of children from 10 throtgh the 

upper age of juvenile jurisdiction. This mmber appears to be the most 

appropriate yardstick for measuring the relative size of court y;x:>pu1ations~ 

In fact, the data show that the ,J1umber of cases disy;x:>sed of in a county is 

more highly correlated wi th "child y;x:>pulatiotf' at risk" (Pearson r ') 0.90) than 

wi th any other variable considered. 
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Thotgh both public and private sources were checked extensively, no 

source of y;x:>pulation estimates by county for single age groups was located for 

1979. However, under special contract from the National Cancer Institute, the 

Bureau of the Census had produced y;x:>pulation estimates for 1978 by county in 

five-year age groupings (0-4, 5-9,10-14, and 15-19), Using these data and the 

relative size of each single age group within each five-year age group, as 

estimated by the U.S. Bureau of Census, the five year blocks were divided into 

individual age groupings. By assuming that the number of children in a birth 

cohort did not change from 1978 to 1979 (an assumption which is reasonable 

given the low mortality rate of these age groups and the brief time period 

involved), the number of child from 10 throll3'h the upper age of juvenile court 

jurisdiction was estimated for each county in the country. These child 

population at risk figures becaIJle the primary comy;x:>nent of the estimation 

procedure used to develop national estimates. 

The Esttmating Procedure 

The task was to estimate the total number and characteristics of 

delinquent act and status offense cases disy;x:>sed of by all juvenile courts in 

1979. Case totals were available from 1,158 rey;x:>rting counties (from both 

those which had rePorted detailed information on a case-by-case basis and 

those which had only rey;x:>rted summary totals). For those counties from which 

totals were not available, estimates of case totals were generated. Counties 

were divided by y;x:>pulation at risk into clusters(see Table 1). Estimates of 

total cases for nonrey;x:>rting counties were made by using the information from 

reporting counties within the same cluster. Tt was assumed that the dynamics 

which produce the juvenile cases within a cluster were shared by all the 
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counties in the cluster and were unique to that cluster. Therefore, the 

mathematical model developed to reproduce the total number of cases in each of 

the reporting counties within a cluster was applied to nonreporting 

jurisdictions of that cluster to generate estimates of their caseloads. The 

1977 County and City Data Book (Bureau of the Census, 1978) contains 

approximately 200 descriptive variables on individual counties detailing such 

information as population, income level, educational characteristics, labor 

force, and housing. The county descriptors in this data base were used as the 

source of the independent variables in the regression model designed to 

predict the number of juvenile cases disposed of in 1979. 

Table A 

DESCRIPTION OF CLUSTER CHARACTERISTICS 

Number of Number of 
Total Number Counties wi th Counties wi th 

Child. Population of Counties (at least) Transactional 
Cluster at Risk in Cluster Summary Data Data 

1 under 1,000 535 297 189 
2 1,000 - 1,999 662 238 1~5 
3 2,000 - 2,999 463 144 107 
4 3,000 - 3,999 285 87 68 
5 4,000 5,999 37~ 87 68 
() IS,OOO - 8,999 2411 73 57 
7 9,000 - 14,999 220 72 55 
8 15,000 39,999 219 84 67 
9 40,000 - 99,999 99 41 35 

10 100,000 or more 38 24 15 

Total 3,143 1,158 830 

Given the considerable co-variation and duplication of information in 

such a large number of variables, a two step procedure was developed to reduce 

. I 
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the set of county descriptors to a more manageable number. In the first step 

each of the approximately 200 county descriptors found in the Census data was 

correlated with the reporting'\~ounties' total cases. Only those 99 variables 

which were significantly correlated with the ntlnber of cases wete retained. 

The second step in the reduction procedure was to create summary variables, 

grouping the remaining 99 individual variables under broader headings. A 

principal components factor analysis of the 99 variables yielded 16 summary 

factors which incorporated the distinctions found in the original variables, 

accounting for approximately 158 percent of the variance of the original 99 

variables. 

These stmUllary factors and the child population at risk estimates were 

used as independent variables in regression equations designed to reproduce 

the total number of cases handled by each jurisdiction reporting wi thin a 

cluster. The appropriate cluster equation was applied to each nonreporting 

jurisdiction, and an estimate o,f the total number of juvenile cases handled by 

the jurisdiction \"las produced. Summing the caseloads (both reported and 

estimated) of all counties produced the estimated total number of cases 

handled nationally. Using this procedure the data from the 1,158 counties for 

which summary information was available were used to estimate the total number 

of cases handled nationally by courts with juvenile jurisdiction. 

Next, estimates were made of the detailed characteristics of the cases 

handled by the juvenile court system--for example, type of offense, sex of 

offender, reason for referral, and type of disposition. Underlying these 

estimates was the assumption that the characteristics of cases from those 

counties reporting detailed transactional information were similar to those of 

the nonreporting counties within the same cluster. To implement this 

!.{ 
" 

:.\ 

; ;: 
I·; 
!' 1 



; t • --

48 49 

assumption, a weighting procedure was developed. If, for example, the number 

of cases within a cluster for which detailed information' wns available 

represented one-third of the estimated total number of cases for that cluster, 

each de.tailed case was weighted by a factor of 3. Using this weighting 

procedure, national estimates of the case characteristics were developed. 

APPENDIX: B 

GLOSSARY OF TERMS 
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GLOSSARY OF TERMS 

The Glossary of Terms was developed to aid readers in understanding the 

language used in the tables. Of necessity, some of the definitions are very 

general in order to accommodate overlapping and/or imprecisely defined codes 

employed by various jurisdictions. 

ANY PRIOR REFERRALS? A response to this data element indicates whether the 
individual was ever referred and/or processed for any reason 
by the court (including intake). Most states rewrt only 
prior delinquency referrals, resulting in an underestimate of 
prior refsLrals of any kind. 

CARE PENDING DISPOSITION: This category refers to the provIsIon made by a 
court for the care of a youth pending the disposition of a 
case. 

* None/overnight - This category includes all cases in which no 
detention or shelter care was provided for the youth overnight. 
It ~ay also include some cases of detention overnight, or less 
than 24 hours, which could not be distinguished from non
detentions in the data reported by some states. 

* Jail or Police Station - This category includes a municipal, 
county, or state facility such as a jail lock-up or police 
station where youth are detained. 

* Detention Home - This category includes institutions that are 
maintained by the jwenile court or by the state or local 
government for the purpose of caring for delinquent, dependent, 
or neglected children awaiting the disposition of their cases. 

* Foster Family or Group Home - A foster family home includes a 
family home other than that of relatives in which the youth was 
placed. This category also includes temporary care of children 
in group homes. 

* Combination - This category includes any combination of the 
above. 

* Other place - This category can include the home of relatives, 
friends, or neighbors; receiving homes; shelter facilities; 
boarding homes; and other places not specified. I 

I 
I 
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DELINQUENCY: The term "delinquency" is used in its broadest sense to refer 
to jwenile actions or conduct in violation of criminal law 
and jwenile status offenses. In this sense the term 
encompasses both "delinquent acts" and "status offenses" as 
those terms are defined below. 

DELINQUENT ACT: An act committed by a jwenile for which an adult could be 
prosecuted in a criminal court, but for which a jwenile can 
be adjudicated' in a jwenile court, or prosecuted in a court 
having criminal jurisdiction if the jwenile court transfers 
jurisdiction: generally f a "felony or misdemeanor level 
offense" in states employing those terms. "Delinquent acts" 
include "crimes against persons," "crimes against property," 
"drug offenses, II and "crimes against public order, II as defined 
below, when such acts are committed by jweniles. 

DISPOSITION: Disposition refers to a definite action taken or a treatment 
plan decided upon or begun regarding a particular case. 

* Waived to Criminal Court - This category includes all cases 
which were waived or transferred to a criminal court. 

* Dismissed - This category includes all cases dismissed or held 
open for fulfillment of certain conditions with no further 
disposition anticipated; some dismissals may involve referrals 
to other services. 

* Probation - Cases in which youth were placed on court probation 
(including informal probation) make up 80 percent of this 
ca~egory, a category which also includes some cases referred to 
other services. 

'* Institutionalization - This category includes most cases in 
which youth were placed in a delinquent or other public 
institution. 

* Public/private Agencies - This category includes most cases 
referred to public of private agencies for placement and some 
cases involving commitment to private institutions. 

* Other - Cases involving fine or restitution make up at least 35 
percent of this category which incorporates a variety of 
miscellaneous dispositions. 

JUVENILE COURT: The term "jwenile court" refers to any court which has 
jurisdiction over jwenile misbehavior. 

LEGAL COUNSEL (for Petitioned Cases Only) : 
This variable indicates the nature of legal representation of 
the child at the hearing on the petition. 

j 
; 
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* Private Counsel - Legal counsel secured by the youth and/or 
parents (guardian) of the youth was coded as "private counsel." 

* Public Defender - Legal counsel supplied by the Office of the 
Public Defender was termed "public defender." 

* Court Appointed - Legal counsel for the youth secured by the 
court was referred to as "court appoint.ed." 

* None - When no legal counsel was involved in the court 
processing of a case, "none" was coded. 

MANNER OF HANDLING: This variable indicates whether the case was processed 
with the filing of a petition or without a petition. For 
courts which did not report such data on cases, the 
information was often derived from data indicating that a case 
was handled "formally" or "informally," resulted in a 
"judicial" or "nonjudicial" disposition, was disposed of "at 
intake" or at a court hearing, or similar data indicative of 
the degree of formality or judicial involvement in the matter. 

RACE: The reporting of race vaded greatly. Some states reported 
white, black, and other, while: a few states reported ten 
categories of race. TO maximize consistency of the data three 
categories of race were employed. The "other" category refers 
to all races which were reported as anything other than white 
or black. 

REASON FOR REFERRAL: This variable explains the conduct for \~ich the child 
was referred to court. For states that reported more than one 
reason for referral, the primary offense was used to represent 
each case. 

* Crimes Against Persons - This category includes "criminal 
homicide," "forcible rape," "robbery," "aggravated assault," 
"simple assault," and "other person offenses" as defined 
below. 

1. Criminal Homicide - The causing of the death of another 
person without legal justification or excuse. "Criminal 
homicide" is a sunmary category, not a single codified 
offense. The term, in law, embraces all homicides where 
the perpetrator intentionally killed someone without 
legal justification, or accidentally killed someone as a 
consequence of reckless or grossly negligent conduct. It 
includes all conduct encompassed by the terms "murder," 
"voluntary (nonnegligent) manslau:Jhter," " involuntary 
(negligent) manslau:Jhter," and "vehicular manslau:Jhter." 
The term is broader than the Federal Bureau of 
Investigation's Uniform crime Report (UCR) Crime Index 
category "murder and nonnegligent manslau:Jhter" which 
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does not include "negligent manslau:Jhter" or "vehicular 
manslau:Jhter. " 

2. Forcible Rape - Sexual intercourse or attempted sexual 
interco.f..irs0 wi t.h a female against her will by force or 
threat t1fforce. The term is used in the same sense as 
in the UCR Crime Index. (Some states have enacted gender 
neutral rape or sexual assault statutes which prohibit 
forced sexual penetration of either sex. Data reported 
by such states does not distinguish between "forcible 
rape" of females as defined above and other sexual 
assaults; hence, "forcible rape" may be Slightly over
estimated in this report. For states in which they can 
be separately identified sexual assaults other than 
"forcible rape" as defined above are included under "sex 
offenses" as defined below.) 

3. Robbery - The unlawful taking or attempted taking of 
property that is in the immediate possession of another 
by force or the threat of force. The term is used in the 
same sense as in the UCR Crime Index. 

4. Assault - Unlawful intentional inflicting, or attempted 
or threatened inflicting, of injury upon the person of 
another. 

a. Aggravated Assaul t Unlawful intentional 
inflicting of serious bodily injury, or unlawful 
threat or attempt to inflict bodily injury or death 
by means of a deadly or dangerous weapon with or 
without actual infliction of any injury. The term 
is used in the same sense as in the UCR Crime 
Index. It includes conduct included under the 
statutory names "aggravated assault and battery, II 
"agg ravated battery, " "assaul t wi th intent to 
ki 11 , " "assaul t wi th intent to commi t murder or 
manslau:Jhter," "atrocious assault," "attempted 
murder, " "felonious assault," and "assaul t wi th a 
deadly weapon." 

b. Simple Assault - Unlawful intentional infl icting, 
or attempted or threatened inflicting, of less than 
serious bodily injury without a deadly or dcln<'jerous 
weapon. The term is used in the same sense as in 
UCR ,.reporting. "Simple assault" is often not 
distinctly named in statutes since it consists of 
all assaults not explicitly named and defined as 
serious. 

5. Other Offenses Against Persons - This category includes 
kidnapping, custody interference, unlawful restraint, 
false imprisonment, reckless endangerment, harassnent, 
etc., and atte~pts to commit any such acts. 
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* C • • rImes J1J;Jamst property - This category includes "burglary" 
"1 "" t h· ' arceny, mo or ve lcle theft," arson and vandalism" 
" t 1 . ' s 0 en property offenses, Ir "trespasslng," and "other property 
offenses" as defined below. 

1. Burglary - Unl~wful entry or attempted entry of any fixed 
~tructure, vehlcle or vessel used for regular residence 
lndustr~, or business, with or without force, with intent 
to commlt a felony or larceny. The term is used in the 
same sense as in the UCR Crime Index. There are more 
obstacles to capture of comparable data for this crime 
tYP? t?an ~or other majo~ offenses b€cause of the great 
vanatlOn In the manner In which this area of criminal 
behavior is structured in penal codes. However the fact 
~hat ~rticular behavior is not identified as "burglary" 
In a glven state does not mean that the behavior is not 
ider:t~fiable. Acts not called "burglary" are sometimes 
codlfled as some other offense(s) under a different 
n~e (s), such ?S "breaking and entering 1" with features 
whlch enab~e It to be identified as belonging to the 
gene:-al cr~me ,;ype of. "unlawful entry wi th intent to 
c~mm~t a crlme. . (The 7r:e~oncilable differences usually 
lle In the p~eclse deflnltlons of crime target, as when 
one state deflnes theft from a storage shed or camper as 
burglary and another state defines such behavior as 
simpJ¥ larceny. These borderline cases, however, are of 
less lmportance than the relatively clear-cut residential 
and commercial structure burglaries.) 

2. Larceny - Unlawful taking or attempted taking of property 
other than a motor vehicle from the possession of 
another, by stealth, without force and without deceit 
with intent to permanently deprive the owner of th~ 
property. This term is used in the same sense as in the 
UCR Crime Index. 

3. M:>t~r Vehicle Theft - Unlawful taking, or attempted 
taklng, o~ a se~f- propelled road vehicle owned by 
another, wl~h the lntent t~ deprive him of it permanently 
or temporanly. The term lS used in the same sense as in 
!;he UCR. Crime Index. It includes "joyriding" or 

unauthonzed use of a motor vehicle" as well as grand 
theft auto. 

4. Arson an~ Vandalism - Destruction or damage, or attempted 
destructlon or damage, of public property or property of 
another w.ithou~ hi.s consent, or of any property by fire 
or exp10slOn Wl th lntent to defraud. The term "arson and 
vandalism" combines the meanings of "arson" and 
"vandal~snl" as those: ~~rms are defined in UCR reporting. 
(Inconslstent classlflcation of offenses by different 
states makes separate estimation for these t\'.C offenses 
w?;ry difficult.) 
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5. Stolen property offenses - Unlawfully and knowingly 
recelvlng, buying, or possessing stolen property, or 
attempting any of the above. The term is used in the 
same sense as the UCR category "stolen property; buying, 
receiving, possessing." 

6. Trespassing - Unlawful entry or attempted entry of the 
property of another with the intent to commit a 
misdemeanor, other than larceny, or wi thout intent to 
commit a crime. 

7. other property Offenses This category includes 
extortion and all fraud offenses, such as forgery, 
counterfeiting, embezzlement, check or credit card fraud, 
and attempts to commit any such offenses. 

* DrtlJ Offenses - The unlawful sale, purchase, distribution, 
manufacture, cultivation, transport, possession, or use of a 
controlled or prohibited drug, or attempt to commit these acts. 
sniffing of glue, paint, gasoline and other inhalants is also 
included; hence, the term is broader than the UCR category 
"drLg abuse violations." 

* Offenses Against public Order - This category includes "weapons 
offenses," "sex offenses," "drunkenness," "disturbing the 
peace," "escape, contempt, probat:i.on, parole," and "other 
offenses against public order" as defined below. 

1. weapons Offenses Unlawful sale, distribution, 
manufacture, alteration, transportation, possession, or 
use of a deadly or dangerous weapon, or accessory, or 
attempt to commit any of these acts. The term is used in 
the same sense as the UCR category "weapons; carrying, 
possessing, etc." 

2. Sex Offenses - All offenses having a sexual element, 
except forcible rape. The term combines the meaning of 
the UCR categories "prostitution and commercialized vice" 
and "sex offenses." It includes all offenses such as 
"statutory rape," "indecent exposure, " __ . "sodomy, " 
"prostitution," "solicitation," IIpimpil19, "child 
molesting, " "levilness,!' "fornication," "incest, " 
"adultery," etc. 

3. Drunkenness - The offense of being in a :public place 
while intoxicated throu:Jh consumption of alcohol, or 
intake of a controlled substance or drUj. Lt does not 
include driving under the influence. The term is used in 
the same sense as the UCR category of the same name. 
(Some states treat public drunkenness of juveniles as a 
status offense, rather than delinquency; hence, some of 
these offenses may appear under the status offense code 
"liquor c " \Aklere a person who is publicly intoxicated 
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b he or she may be "~" t cause a distur ance, 
Performs acts wlllCr1 t ") 

ed "th "disorderly conduc • charg Wl 

_ Unlawful interruption of the 
Dl" sturbing the Peace . "t including offenses 

4. d of a communl y, """ peace, quiet or or er ""vagrancy," "ICJlterlng, 
l Ied "disorderly conduct! " 

ca bl " d "rlot. "unlawful assem y, an 

" parole - This category 
5. Escape, contempi' wf~~o~~~O;ture of a lawfully cont~ngin~ 

includes the ~ ~ d intentionally obstr~c 1 
person from offlc~a~ cust? y, f justice, acting ln a way 
court in the admlmstratlOna~thori ty or dignity of the 
calculated to lessen the 1 wful order of a court," and 
court failing to obey the a I other than "techmcal 
violations of probation or pa:Oteof the commission of a 

" II which do not conS1S 
vi~latlons t prosecuted as such. crlme or are no 

" lic Order - This categ~ry 
other Offenses Agalnst P~ t government administrat:on 

6. includes other offens;s ~a~nsll "perjury," "obstr':lctl~ 
or regulatio?, e.~. ~nb~fr~h & game violatlOns'lI 
)"ustice" 'gambllng, " " II "false fire alarms, 
II" h!k"ng" "health vlolatlons, hltch 1 1, " II etc 
"immigration violatlOns, • 

d t which is declared ~y 
An act or con tIC ed ngaged ln * status Offenses - b t only \'ben commi tt or e" "I 

statu~e to .be an ~f~~~ ~:n be adjudicated only by" all~~~~~ :; 
by a )uvenlle, an "ud "runaway," II truancy, II' 

court. This cat~~ry In?,l e:nd II other status offenses as 
"ungovernable, II llquor, 
defined below. 

d h me of parents, . the custody an 0 ·1 " to 
1. Runaway - LeaVltngdians without permission and fa: llngation 

guardians or cus 0 bl length of time, in V10 
return within a rea:ona th: conduct of children. 
of a statute regulatmg 

2. Truancy -
law. 

compulsory school attendance Violation of a 

" found in a public place 
Th offense of bemg ing usually 3. Curfew - e h r of the even , 

after a specified QIL applying only to persons 
established in a local ordinance 
under a specified age. 

f b . ng beyond the h status offense 0 el " r 
4. ungovernable - Tents guardians or custodlans. ~s 

control of pare , thority referred to in varlO 
disobedient of parental au ble 1I'''incorrigible,1I etc. 
juvenile codes as "unmanagea , 

I t " the possession, " . n of laws regu a lng 
5. Liquor - VlOlatlO ion of liquor by minors. Some states 

purchase ~r consump~ lude all liquor law violations, 
or countles may lnc 
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including acts \'bich YtUuld be offenses if committed by 
adults. 

~. Other Status Offenses - All other conduct which is 
declared by statute to be an offense, but only when 
committed or engaged in by a juvenile, and which can be 
adjudicated only by a juvenile court. 

SOURCE OF REFERRAL: 

This variable indicates the agency or individual filing a 
complaint with intake which initiates court processing. 

* Law Enforcement Agency - The term "law enforcement agency" 
should be interpreted as includ ing metropoli tan police, state 
police, park police, sheriffs, const~bles, police assigned to 
the juvenile court for special duty, and all others performing 
a police function with the exception of probation officers and 
officers of the court. 

* Parents or Relatives - This category includes the youth's own 
parents, foster parents, adoptive parents, step parents, 
grandparents, aunts, uncles, and other legal guardians. 

* School Department - This term includes counselors, attendance 
officers, teachers, principals, superintendents of schools, and 
members of the board of education. 

* Probation Officer - A probation officer was considered to be an 
officer of the court or any person deSignated to perform a 
probation function. 

* Social Agency - This category includes both public and private 
agencies, such as a department of public welfare, the board of 
health, a children's aid society, a child welfare board, and 
institutions caring for children (such as homes for dependent 
children, hospitals, group homes, runaway homes, and agencies 
that perform functions of after-care, parole, and correction) • 

* Other Court - This category includes any court other than the 
court dispoSing of the case. 

STATUS OFFENSE: Status offense (refers to behavior which is considered an 
offense only when committed by a juvenile (for example, 
running away from home) • 

TIME IN SYSTEM: This refers to the nunber of days elapsed from the date of 
referral to the date of disposition. 

UNIT OF COUNT: The uni t of count is a case disposed of by a court with 
juvenile jurisdiction during the year 1979. The term 
"disposed of" means that some defini te action was taken or 
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some treatment plan was decided upon or begun. Each "case" 
represents a child referred to the juvenile court, with or 
without a petition, during the year for a new referral for one 
of the reasons described in the Reason for Referral variable 
which does not inclu6e traffic, dependency, and neglect cases 
or special proceedings brought before the court. 

WAS CHILD DETAINED: 
This variable indicates whether a child was placed in a 
restrictive facility while his/her case was processed by the 
court. Some states did not distinguish "nonsecure detentions

ll 

from "secure detentionsll or detentions prior to referral or 
following clisposi tion from detentions during the court 
process. 
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APPENDIX C 

BIVARIATE DISTRIBUTIONS 
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This appendix is designed for use by tile reader Who wishes to explore in 

more depth questions raised by previous sections of the report. The bivariate 

tables that follow provide a detailed description of the 1979 data used to 

generate the national estimates~ '!he tables present the relationships between 

pairs of variables found'in the 1979 sample data. The reader should note that 

these tables do not represent a national estimate of the relationships between 

the variables presented, but are simply an analysis of the cases in the 1979 

sample which contain information on both variables simultaneously. 

The entire 1979 sample contains information on approximately 470 ,000 

individual cases; however no single table will contain this many entries. For 

each individual variable there were some cases which did not, for one reason 

or another, contain information on that variable. Each of the bivariate 

tables which follows includes data only from cases for which information was 

reported for both data elements of the table. For example, case data from 

North Dakota provides no information on the prior referrals of the juvenile. 

Therefore, North Dakota data are not represented in any crosstabulations 

involving prior referrals. 

To reiterate, data for this report were supplied by the following states, 

and counties: Alabama, California,·· Connecticut, Florida, Hawaii, Iowa, 

Kansas, Maryland, Minnesota, Nebraska, North Dakota, pennsylvania, South 

Dakota, Utah, west Virginia, Maricopa County (Arizona), Clark County (Nevada), 

and Shelby County (Tennessee). Table 1 indicates for each variable which of 

these states or counties did and did not report data on that variable. 
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Table B 

Identification of the Sources of Data by Variable 

variable Data Sources ------,=== 

Age 

Sex 
AL AZ CA CT FL HI Ill. KA MD MN NE NY NO PA SD TN UT WI! 

Race 

Reason for Referral 

Source of Referral AL AZ CA CT FL HI LA KA MD MN NE NY NO PA TNUTt"'" 

Any Prior Referrals? AL AZ CT FL HIlA KA NE NY PA TN wv 
Care Pending Disposition FL IA KA MD MN NE NY PA SD TN wv 
Was Child Detained? AL AZ CA CT FL IAKA MD MN NE NV NO PA SD 'IN UT WI! 

Manner of Handling 

Disposition 

Time in System GT HI KA MD MN NE NY NO PA SD UT WI! 

Legal Counsel CA NE NO PA 

AL - Alabama 
AZ - Maricopa County Arizona 
CA - California 

MN - Minnesota 
NE - Nebraska 
NV - Clark County Nevada 
NO - North Dakota CT -:;. Connecticut 

FL .::. Florida 
HI - Hawaii 

PA - Pennsylvania 
SD -South Dakota 

IA - Iowa 
KA - Kansas 

TN - Shelby County Tennessee 
UT - Utah . 

MD - Maryland WI! - West virginia 
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How to Read Crosstabulations 

Consider Table 3 from the collection of crosstabulation tables found in 
','. i 

this Appendi~. This table displays the relationship between sex and race in 

the 1979 sample data. 

follows: 

The information in this table should be read as 

- In the 1979 sample 460,760 case records (or 98.03% of the entire 
sample) contained information on both the sex and the race of the 
youth. 

- Of these 460,760 case r.ecords, 238,854 are white males, 70 302 are 
white females, 76,547 are black males, 19,480 are black females, 
44,490 are other males, and 11,087 are other females. 

- Reading the "Row Totals", 309 t 156 (or 67.1%) of the cases are white, 
96,027 (or 20.8%) are black, and 55,577 (or 12.1%) of these cases 
are coded as other. 

- Reading the "Column Totals", 359,891 (or 78.1%) of the case records 
are males and 100,869 (or 21.9%) are females. 

- The row percentages (the second figure. in each box) should be read 
as follows: 77.3% of all white cases in' the table are male and 
22.7% are female; 79.7% of all black cases in the table are male and 
20.3% are female; 80.1% of all other cases in the table are male and 
19.9% are female. . 

- The column percentages (the third figure in each box) should be read 
as follows: of all male cases in the table, 66.4% are white, 21.3% . 
are black, and 12.4% are coded as other; of all female cases in the 
table, 69 .7% are whi te, 19.3% are black, and H.O% are coded as 
other. 

The tables that follow present the relationship found in the 1979 sample 

on most pairs of the 12 national variables. The variables are: 

- Age 
- Sex 
- Race 
- Source of Referral 
- Reason for Referral 
- Any Prior Referrals 
- Care Pending Disposition 
- Was Child Detained? 

, 

(1) M1ite 

(2) Black 

(3) Other 
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Table 3 

Race by Sex 

Count 1 (1) 
Row % 1 Male 
Col % 1 

(2) 
Female 

---------1--------1--------1 

Cohron 
Total 

1 238854 1 70302 1 
1 77.3 1 22.7 1 
1 ~6.4 1 ~9.7 1 
1--------1--------1 
I 76547 1 19480 1 
1 79.7 1 20.1 1 
1 21."3 1 19.3 1 
1-----1--------1 
1 44490 I 11087 1 

1 80.1 1 19.9 1 
1 12.4 1 11.0 1 
1-----1--------1 

359891 10081)9 
78.1 21.9 

Table contains 98.03% of sample data. 

- t<1anner of Handling 
- Legal Counsel - for Petitioned Cases only 
- Disposition 
- Time in System 

Row 
Total 

309156 
67.1 

91)027 
20.8 

55577 
12.1 

460760 
100.0 

The bivariate tables describe the characteristics of the largest set of data 

ever collected on delinquency cases handled by the nation's juvenile courts. 

The actual number of cases in each cell indicates the number of cases in the 

1979 sample with those ty,u characteristics and should not be interpreted as 

national estimates. 

,1 
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INDEX TO BIVARIATE DISTRIBUTIONS 

Time in system X Age 
Age X Any prior refe'rrals? 
Age X Car~ pending disposition 
Age X Disposition 
Age·x Legal counsel 
Ag~ X Manner of handling 
Age X Number of prior referrals 

1/ 

e:, Age X Race 

Age X 
Care pending disposition X 

Disposition X 
Legal counsel X 

Race X 
Reason for referral X 

'", Sex X 
Source of referral X 

Time in system X 

Age X 
Number of prior referrals X 

Reason for referral X 
Source of referral X 

Time in system X 

,~, 

_"···~~_-"'_T .. __ . ___ . 

Age X Reason for referral 
Age X Sex 
Age X Source of referral 
Age X Was child detained? 

Any prior referrals? 
Any prior re,ferrals? 
Any prior referrals? 
Any prior referrals',? 
Any prior referrals? 
Any prior referrals? 
Any prior referrals? 
Any prior referrals? 
Any prior referrals? 

,', 

Any prior referrals? X Manner of handling 
Any prior referrals? X Was child detained? 

Care ~nding disposition 
Care pending disposition 
Care pending di~position 
Care pending disposition 
Care pending disposition 
Care pending disposition X lmy prior referrals? 
Care pending disposition X Disposition 
Care pending disposition X Legal counsel 
Care pending disposition X Manner of handling 
Care pending disposition X Race 
Care pending disposition X Sex 
Care pending disposition X Was child detained? 

TABLE 

55 
11 
21 
45 
66 
36 
In 

2 
7 
1 
4 

28 

11 
26 
50 
71 
13 
15 
12 

(> 

14 
60 
41 
33 

21 
27 
25 
24 
62 
26 
52 
73 
43 
23 
22 
35 

PAGE 

104 
78 
84 
96 

112 
92 
80 
71 
75 
71 
73 
89 

78 
87 

100 
114 

78 
79 
78 
79 

107 
94 
90 

84 
88 
87 
86 

109 
87 

102 
116 
95 
85 
85 
91 

0"1 
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Age 
Care pending disposition 

NUillber of prior referrals 
Reason for referral 
Source of re~erral 

Time in system 

INDEX.TO BIVARIATE DISTRIBUTIONS 

X Disposition 
X Disposition 
X Di.sposition 
X Disposition 
X Disposition 
X Dispos~tion 

Disposition ~ 
Disposi tion ~ 
Disposi tion X 
Disposition X 
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Age 
by Sex 

Count I ( 1 ) (2 ) 
Row % I Male Female 
Col % I _________ -- ______ 1 ________ 1 

I 5356 I 1073 I 
(1) Less than 10 I 83.3 I 16.7 I 

I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-' 

(2) 10 years 

(3) 11 years 

(4) 12 years 

(5) 13 years 

(6) 14 years 

(7) 15 years 

(8) 16 years 

(9) 17 years 

(10) 18 years or older 

Column 
Totai 

4169 782 
84.2 15.8 

1.2 0.8 
-------- --------

6774 1399 
82.9 17.1 
2.0 1.5 

-------- --------
13109 3848 
77.3 22.7 
3.9 4.1 

-------- --------
28232 8234 
74.0 26.0 
7.7 9.7 

-------- --------
46603 17303 
72.9 27.1 
13.7 18.2 

-------- --------
67971 22342 

75.3 24.7 
20.0 23.5 

1--;;;1;-1--;~;;;-
I 79.0 I 21.0 
I 23.1 I 21. 9 

1--;;;;;~1--1;;;4-
I 83.3 I 16.7 
I 24.9 I 17.8 

1---~~~;-1---1;;;-
I 84.4 I 15.8 
I 2.0 I 1.3 
1--------,--------

339721 9496a 
78.2 21.8 

Row 
Total 

6429 
1.5 

4951 
1. 1 

8173 
1.9 

16957 
3.9 

35486 
8.2 

63906 
14.7 

90313 
20.8 

99240 
22.8 

101357 
23.3 

7895 
1.8 

434687 
100.0 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(1) Less than 10 

(2) 10 years 

(3) 11 years 

(4) 12 years 

(5) 13 years 

(6) 14 years 

(7) 15 years 

(8) 16 years 

(9) 17 years 

( 10) 18 years or older 

Column 
Total 

Table 2 

Age by 
Race 

( 1) 
White 

(2) 
Black 

(3) 
Other 

--------,--------,--------
4131 1817 
65.2 28.7 

1.4 2.0 
-------- --------

3036 1481 
62.4 30.4 

1.1 1.8 
-------- --------

4909 2450 
61.2 30.5 

1.7 2.6 
-------- --------

10075 4955 
60.5 29.8 
3.5 5.3 

-------- --------
21705 9223 
62.3 26.5 
7.5 9.9 

-------- --------I 40998 14765 
I 65.3 23.5 

.---~~:~- ---~~:~-
60100 I 18826 
67.8 I 21.2 
20.9 I 20.2 

--~7~4~-J--1;f7;-
69.3 19.6 
23.5 20.6 

-------- --------
69776 18783 

70.1 18.9 
24.3 20.2 

-------- --------
5184 1655 
67.3 21.5 

1.8 1.8 
-------- -----_ ... -

287554 93128 
67.4 21.8 

" " 

387 
6.1 
0.8 

347 
7.1 
0.8 

BB4 
8.3 
1.4 

1622 
9.7 
3.5 

3895 
11.2 
8.4 

6977 
11. 1 
15.1 

9717 
11.0 
21.0 

10800 
11. 1 
23.4 

10941 
11.0 
23.7 

862 
11.2 
1.9 

46212 
10.6 

Row 
Total 

8335 
1.5 

4864 
1.1 

8023 
1.9 

16852 
3.9 

34823 
8.2 

62740 
14.7 

88B43 
20.8 

97613 
22.9 

99500 
23.3 

7701 
1.8 

428894 
100.0 

-...! 
I-' 

:1 

\ 
\ 

;. 

{i 



-------..,-----------------------

:r·'····~ . 

. ' 
,. 

r 

(1) Chlte 

(2) Black 

(3) Other 

" . 

Table 3 

Race 
by Se)( 

Count 1 ( 1 ) (2 ) 
Row % I Male Female Row 
Col % I Total 

--------- ·_--- ____ 1 ____ - ___ 1 

Column 
Total 

o ''\ 

" 

I '238854 I 70302 I 309158, I 77.3' 22.7 I 87.1 
I ___ ~~~~-,---~~~~_I 
I 78547 I 19480 I 96027 I 79.7, 20.3 I 20.8 
I ___ ~~~~_I ___ ~~~~_I 
I 44490 I 11087 I 55577 I I I I 80.1 I 19.9 I 12.1 

!---~~~~-!---~~~~-I 
359891 

78.1 
100889 460780 

21. {; 100.0 
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Count 
Row % 
Col % 

---------
(1) Less than 10 

(2) 10 years 

(3) 11 years 

(4) 12 years 

(5) 13 years 

(B) 14 years 

(7) 15 years 

(8) 16 years 

(9):17 years 

(10) 18 years or older 

Column 
Total 

'Table 4 

Age by 
Source of referral 

(1) (2) 
Police Parent 

relattve --______ 1 ______ --

3387 I 172 
7B.2 I 3.9 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
3079 I 104 
82.5 , " 2.8 

----~:~.)~~~--~:~-
521(1 
93.9 

1.8 

u:' 193 
3.1 
1.7 

(3) 
School 

222 
5.0 
2.3 

197 
3.2 
2.0 

11017 
83.2 

3.7 

----;;;~I----;;;-

23203 
82.2 
7.9 

41979 
81.8 
14.2 

60537 
82.5 
20.5 

3.7 3.B 
4.2 4.9 

1160 
4.1 
10.~ 

US9 
4.5 

13.0 

2273 2381 
4.4 4.B 

___ ~~:~_r ___ ~!:~_ 
2927 I 3008 
4.0 I 4.1 

25.8 31.0 

2552 
3.2 

22.5 

1433 
1.7 

12.B 

" 1245 
1.6 

12.8 

759 
0.9 
7.8 

(4) (5) (B) (7) 
Other Probatn Soctal Other 

offtcer agency court --______ 1 ________ 1 ______ -- --______ 1 

9 I 113 I 47 
~.·21 2.5 I 1.1 

----~:~-'-- __ !:~_I ____ ~:~-

49,.../1 
11. 1 
3.4 

24 38 I 38 
O.B 1.0 I 1.0 

343 
9.2 
2.4 0.3 1.5 ' 0.5 

55 
0.9 
O.B 

179 
1.4 
1.9 

547 
1.9 
5.8 

1391 
2.7 

14.7 

2233 
3.0 

23.B 

2392 
3.0 

25.3 

2020 
2.4 

21.4 

50 
0.8 
2.0 

103 
0.8 
(4.1 

262 
0.9 

10.5 

459 
0.9 

18.4 

948 
0.9 

.. 2B.O 

507 
0.6 

20.3 

294 
0.4 

11.8 

58 451 
0.9 7.3 
0 .. 8 3.1 

-------- IT------
158" 821 
1.2 6.2 

----~:~- ----~:~-~~. 
368 1425 i 
1.3 5.0 I 

----~:~- --__ ~:~_I 
764 2048 I 
1.5 4.0 I 

10.4 14.0 I 
---;;;;-1---;;;;-1 

1.8 I 3.8 I 
17.7 I 19.0 I 

-------- .,:,~-------

1923 .1:: 3224 
2.4 , 4.0 

26.2 I 22.1 

---;;~;-I---;;;;-
2.8 I 3.3 

31.4 I 18.9 

4925 44 
78.79.7 

S2 SOO 20 
0.3 
0.8 

----;;;-1----;;;-

----~:~-I----~:!-
0.8 9.B 

----~:~-r----~;~-
S.9 I 4.0 

----~:~-I--~-~:~-

Row 
Total 

4445 
1.3 

3732 
1.1 

6218 
1.8 

13238 
3.8 

28224 
8.1 

51295 
14.7 

73418 
21.0 

80221 
22,.9 

82593 
23.6 

6261 
1.8 

294744 11342- 9705 9450 2494 
0.7 

7326 14584 349645 
84.3 3.2 2.8 2.7 2.1 4.2 100.0 
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Table 5 

Source of referral 
by Sex 

(1) Polfce 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(2) Parent or relative 

(3) School 

(4) Probation officer 

(5) Social agency 

(6) Other court 

(7) Other 

.,. 
" 

Column 
Total 

(1) (2) 
Male Female 

--______ 1 ________ 1 

262307 I 62865 I 
80.7 I 19.3 
87.2 I 76.3 

---~;;;-I---;~;;-
48.4 1 51.6 

1.9 7.3 

6983 
66.0 

2.2 

7096 
73.7 

2'.4 

2000 
55.9 
0.7 

6076 
76.7 
2.0 

11008 
72.9 
3.7 

300838 
78.5 

3448 
34.0 

4.2 

2532 
26.3 
3.1 

1580 
44.1 

1.9 

1848 
23.3 
2.2 

'4095 
27.1 
5.0 

82405 
21.5 

Row 
Total 

325172 
84.8 

11707 
3.1 

10129 
2.6 

9628 
2.5 

3580 
0.9 

7924 
2.1 

15103 
3.9 

383243 
100.0 

" 

(1) POlice 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(2) Parent or ralaHve 

(3) School 

(4) Probation officer 

(5J Social agency 
d" 

(6) Other court 

(7) Other 

.~ 

o 

Column 
Total 

Table 6 

Sour'ce of referra 1 
by Race 

(1) 
White 

(2) 
Black 

(3) 
Other 

-- ______ 1 ________ 1 ______ --

209734 I 61014 I 47559 
65.9 I, 19.2 1 14.9 

--_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-
7775 I 3394 416 
67.1 I 29.3 3.6 

-- __ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_ 
5978 I 2771 638 
63.7 I 29.5 6.8 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_ 
6860 I 1222 1270 
73.4 I 13.1 13.6 

-- __ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_ 
2464 
72.0 

1.0 

5652 
74.5 
2.3 

9426 
63.0 
3.8 

247889 
68.2 

502 
14.7 
0.7 

993 
13.1 
1.3 

4963 
33.2 
B.6 

74859 
20.0 

4t'=5 
13.3 

-- __ ~:~_I 
942 I 

12.4 I 
-- __ ~:~_I 

577 I 
I 3.9 I 

----~:~-I 
51857 

13.8 

'(I 

Row 
Total 

318307 
85.0 

11585 
3.1 

9387 
2.5 

9352 
2.5 

3421 
0.9 

7587 
2.0 

14966 
4.0 

374605 
100.0 
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Table 7 

Age by 
ReQson for referral 

count 1 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Row % I Against Against Drugs Public status Row 

__ ~~~_~ __ I_~:~~~~~ I~,~~~:~~~ � ________ � __ ~~~:~_I________ Total 

I 574 II 4223 I 40 589 I !~47 9373 
(1) Less than 10 I 9.0 88.3 I 0.8 9.2 I 14.9 1.5 

I ____ ~~~- ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~ _____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_ 
559 3419 41 402 I 512 4933 

(2) 10 years 11.3 89.3 0.8 8.1 I 10.4 1.1 

----~:~- ----~:~- ----~:~- --__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
947 5405 90 768 I 934 8144 

(3) 11 years 11.8 88.4 1.1 9.4 I 11.5 1.9 

----~:~- ----~:~- ----~:~- --__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
(4) 12 years 

(5) 13 years 

(6) '14 years 

(7) 15 years 

(8) 18 years 

(9) 17 years 

(10) 18 years or older 

Column 
Total 

2003 
11.9 
4.0 

4032 
11.4 
8.0 

7119 
11.2 
14.1 

10070 
11.2 
20.0 

11622 
11.8 
23.1 

10582 
82.5 
5.0 

19958 
58.5 
9.4 

32900 
51.7 
15.4 

43808 
48.5 
20.4 -- ... _,----

45917 
48.5 
21.5 

12505 43982 
12.4 43.8 
24.8 20.8 

----;;;-I~--;;~;-
12.1 I 42.0 

----~:~-!----~:~-
50382 213255 

11.8 49.3 

(7 

337 
2.0 
1.2 

1175 
3.3 
4.1 

2987 
4.7 

10.4 

552B 
B.1 

19.4 

7847 
7.9 

27.5 

9752 
9.7 

34.2 

727 
9.3 
2.B 

20502 
8.B 

1B73 
9.9 
2.7 

3878 
11.0 
8.2 

7733 
12.1 
12.3 

12420 
13.8 
19.8 

15419 
15.8 
24.5 

2325 
13.8 
3.0 

8294 
17.8 
8.1 

12930 
20.3 
18.'7 

18307 
20.4 
23.B 

17939 
18.2 
23.1 

18207 1B354 
18.1 18.2 
29.0 I 21.1 

---;;;;-I---;~;;-
22.7 I 13.9 
2.8 I 1.4 

--------1--------
62875 77830 

14.5 17.9 

16900 
3.9 

35335 
8.2 

63649 
14.7 

89931 
20.8 

98744 
22.8 

1007BO 
23.3 

7855 
1.8 

432844 
100.0 
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Table 8 

Reason fo~ ~efe~~al 
by Sex 

Count 1 (1) (2) 1 Row % , Male Female Col % 
---------'--------,---_____ 1 

( 1 ) Agafnst pe~sons : 44821: 98B9 I 
1 82.3 1 17.7 1 
I ___ ~~~~_I ____ ~~~_I 
1 190925 1 39134 1 (2) Agafnst p~ope~ty 1 1 1 1 82.8 1 17.2 1 
:---~~~~_I ___ ~~~~_I 
I 24881: 5423: (3) D~ugs 
1 82.1 1 17.9 I 
I ____ ~~~_I ____ ~~:_I 
1 54845 I 12507 I (4) Agafnst I I I 

Row 
Total 

54490 
11.7 

230659 
49.4 

30304 
8.5 

67352 
14.4 publfc o~de~1 81.4 I 18.8 I 

I ___ ~~~~_I ___ ~~~~_I . 
I 49166 I 35381 I 84527 (5) Status I I I 

18.1 I 58.2 I 41. 8 I 
!---~~~~-!---~~~~-! Column 384838 102894 467332 Total 78.0 22.0 100.0 

Table 9 

Reason fo~ ~efe~~al 
by Race 

Count I (1) (2) (3) 
Row % I White Black Othe~ Row 
Col % Total 

----_____ ' ______ -_ 1 _------_ 1 _------_
1 

1 26609 1 18887 I 8689 1 53985 
(1) Agafnst persons : 49.3: 34.B' 1B.1: 11.8 

I ____ ~~~_I ___ ~~~~_I ___ ~~~~_I 
: 149729: 51630: 25796: 227155 

(2) Agafnst p~operty 1 65.9 1 22.7 1 11.4 I 49.5 

I ___ ~~~~- ___ ~!~~_I ___ ~~~~_I 
'22762 3444' 3712' 29918 

(3) D~ugs 1 78.1 11.5 I 12.4 1 8.5 
I ____ !~!- ____ ~~~_I ____ ~~~_I 
I 4470B 1200S I 9011 I 65722 

(4) Agafnst publfc order: B8.0 18.3: 13.7: 14.3 

I ___ ~!~~- ___ ~~~~_I ___ ~~~~_I 
: 64028 9843: 7997 I 81868 

(5) Status I 78.2 12.0 I 9.8 I 17.8 

!---~~~~- ---~~~~-!---~!~~-! 
Column 307834 95809 55205 458648 
TptaJ 67.1 20.8 12.0 100.0 
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Count 
Riw % 
Col % 

(1) Against persons 

(2) Against property 

(3) Drugs 

(4) Against public order 

(5) Status 

~olumn 
Total 

Table 10 

Reason for referral 
by Sourca of referral 

(1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (B) (7) 
Police Parent School Probatn Social Other Other 

relative officer agency court -------- ------__ 1 ________ 1 ________ ' ________ , ________ , ________ , 

39297 425 r 761 390 240 I 660 I 3498 I 
---!~~!- --__ ~~;~I ____ ~~~- ____ ~~! _____ ~~~_I ____ ~~~_I ___ ~~~~_I 

173143 45B I 1074 757 339 I 3935 I 683B I 
92.8 0.2 1 ·O.B 0.4 0.2 1 2.1 1 3.7 1 

---~~:~- -- __ ~:~_I ___ ~~:~- ____ ~:~ _____ ~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-I 
22771 73 I 4B8 1B3 8B 395 282 I 
93.9 0.3 1 1.9 0.7 0.4 1.B 1.2 1 

----!:~- ----~:~-I----~:~- -___ ~:! _____ ~:~ _____ ~:~ _____ ~:!_1 
45B1B 727 I 943 39B5 B77 191B 2226 I 
81.4 1.3 1 1.7 7.1 1.2 3.4 4.0 1 

--4;~;~- --;~~;~I---.;;;- ---;;;;-I---;;~~- ---~;;~- ---;;;;-1 
B 1. 9 I 14 . 4 1 9 . 9 B • 21 3 . 2 1. 4 3. 1 1 

---~~:~-!---~~:~-!---~!:~- ---~~:~-!---~~:~- ---~~:~- ---~~:~-! 

Row 
Total 

45271 
11.9 

18B540 
48.9 

24238 
B.3 

58070 
14.7 

69B49 
18.2 

323917 
84.8 

11684 
3.1 

10109 
2.B 

9597 
2.5 

3557 
0.9 

7886 
2.1 

15018 381768 
3.9 100.0 

~-
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-...J 
-...J 
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r Table 11 

Age by 
Any prior referrals? 

(2) 
No 

count ' (1) 
Row % II Yes 
Col % --- ______ 1 ______ --,--------

(1) Less than 10 

(2) 10 years 

(3) 11 years 

(4) 12 years 

(5) 13 years 

(6) 14 years 

(7) 15 years 

(8) 16 years 

(9) 17 years 

(10) 18 years or older 

Column 
Total 

I' 769 I 3105 
I 19.9 I 80.1 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
I 829 I 2110 I 23.0 I 77.0 

·1 ____ ~:~_1 ____ ~:~_ 
1229 I 3082 
28.6 I 71.5 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
2825 I 5729 
33.0 I 87.0 

-- __ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
8548 10393 
38.8 81.4 
7.5 9.3 

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

12858 17108 
42.9 57.1 
14.8 15.4 

-------- --------
19815 22345 
47.0 53.0 
22.8 20.1 

-------- --------
20101 23559 
48.0 54.0 
23.1 21.2 

-------- --------
20787 22618 

47.9 52.1 
23.9 20.3 

-------- --------
1318 1261 
51.1 48.9 

1.5 1.1 
-------- --------

86855 111310 
43.8 5B.2 

Row 
Total 

3874 
2.0 

2739 
1.4 

4311 
2.2 

8554 
4.3 

18939 
8.5 

29966 
16.1 

42160 
21.3 

43660 
22.0 

43385 
21.9 

2577 
1.3 

198165 
100.0 

(1) Male 

(2) Female 

(1) White 

(2) Black 

(3) Other 

Table 12 

Sex by 
Any prior referrals? 

Count (1) (2) 
Row % Yes No 
Col % 

--------- --------,--------, 
78459 I 8B677 I 

47.5 I 52.5 I 
83.0 I 72.4 I 

--1~~;1-1--;;~~~-1 
32.7 I 67.3 I 
17.0 I 27.B I --------,--------, 

Column 94550 119727 
Total 44.1 55.9 

Table 13 

Race by 
Any prior referrals? 

Count ' ( 1 ) ( 2 ) 
Row % I Yes No 
Col % I 

--------- --------,--------I 59415 I 89315 
I 39.9 I BO.1. 
t 63.4 I 75.6 

1--;;;;;-1--;41~;-
I 54.0 I 46.0 
I 30.2 I 20.4 

1---;~66-1---4;4;-
I 5B.1 I 43.9 

!----~:~-!----~:~-! 
Column 93763 11816B 

Total 44.2 55.8 

Row 
Total 

165136 
77.1 

49141 
22.9 

214277 
100.0 

RoW 
Total 

148730 
70.2 

52390 
24.7 

10809 
5.1 

211929 
100.0 

, 
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Table 14 

Source of referral by 
Any prfor referrals? 

Count (1) 
Row % Yes 
Col % 

50117 
(1) Polfce 44.1 

81.0 

3002 
(2) Parent or relatfve 40.8 

4.9 

1771 
(3) School 41.7 

2.9 

1955 
(4) Probatfon offfcer 85.4 

3.2 

90B 
(5) Socfal agency 58.9 

1.5 

858 
(6) Other court 35.5 

(7) Other 

Column 
Total 

1.4 
--------I 3246 I I 33.1 

!----~:~-
81857 

43.8 

(2) 
No 

83440 
55.9 
79.8 

4394 
59.4 
5.5 

2481 
58.3 
3.1 

334 
14.8 
0.4 

-~------

8S8 
43.1 
0.9 

1558 
84.5 
2.0 

6586 
66.9 
8.3 

79459 
56.2 

Row 
Total 

113557 
80.4 

7398 
5.2 

4252 
3.0 

2289 
1.B 

1596 
1.1 

2414 
1.7 

9812 
6.9 

14131B 
100.0 

Table 15 

Reason for referral by 
Any prtor referr'"ls? 

Count 1 ( 1 ) (2 ) 
Row % II Yes No 
Col % ---______ 1 ______ --1--------

I 11715 I 12338 
(1) Agafnst persons 1 48.7 I 51.3 

I 12.4 I 10.3 

1--4~~;;-I--~;;;B-
(2) Agatnst property I 43.7 I 56.3 

I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-
I 5088 7130 

( 3) Drugs. I 41.9 58 . 4 

1--;6;~;- --;6;;;-
(4) Agafnst public order I 49.9 50.1 

I ___ ~~:~- ___ ~~:~_ 
I 15241 24270 

(5) statu,; I 38.B B1.4 

!---~~:~- ---~~:~-
Column 
Total 

94185 
44.1 

119227 
55.9 

Row 
Total 

24053 
11.3 

105327 
49.4 

12218 
5.7 

32303 
15.1 

39511 
18.5 

213412 
100.0 
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Table 18 

Age by 
Number ofprtor referrals 

, ,.\ 

Count 1 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) 
Row % I None One Two Three Four 
Col %', _________ � ________ 1 ________ 1 ________ 1 ________ 1 _______ _ 

1 1818 1 1971 50 24 1 14 
(1) Less than 10 I 83.8 I 10.2 I 2.8 1.2 I 0.7 

I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I_: __ ~:~- ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_ 

(2) 10 years 

(~) 11 years 

(4) 12 years 

-::, 

(5) 13 yea~'s 

(6) 14 YF.liilrS 
'" 

(7) 15 years 

(8) 18 years 

(9) 17 years 

(10,) 18 yaars or older 

• (I 

Column 
Total 

1 1255 1 181 1 58 31 1 12 
~. 79.2 I' 11.4 I 3.5 2.0 I 0.8 
I ____ ~:~_I, .. ---~:~-I----~:~- ____ ~:~_ i ____ ~:~_ 
1 1807 1 339 1 141' 58 I 38 I ~;2.1'7'1 13.5 I 5.8 2.3 I 1.4 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_ 
1 3508 1 783 1 344 ,'. 194 1 93 I 87;'7 I '15.1 (~; 8.8 '3.7 I 1.8 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~J ____ ~:~ _____ ::~_I ____ ~:~_ 

8540 I 1894 I 787 451 274 
82.8 1 18.2 I 7.5 4.3 2.a 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~?I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~ _____ ~:~_ 
10978 I 3275 1535 931 820 

SS . 0 I. 17 . 3 8. 1 \'1:: : ~ . ~ ___ ~~:~_t ___ !~:~ ____ !~:~ ____________ !~: __ 
14863 1 4919 2532 153~ 1023 
53. 7 In. 8 9 . 2 5';'8 3. 7 

--_~~:~_I_:_~::!- ___ !~:! ____ ~~:! ____ ~~::_ 
15257 
54.8 
21.5 

14687 
52.8 
20.8 

816 
50.2 
0.9 

71103 
58.8 

4732 
17.0 
22.5 

4704 
18.9 
22.4 

190 
15.5 
0.9, 

21014 
18.8 

2485 I 1502 
8.9 1 5.4 

23.8 1 23.6 

---;;~;-1---~5~~-
8.8 1 5.B 

23.5 1 24.5 

----;;~-I-----;;-
9.8 1 7.1 
1.1 1 1.4 

---:'-;..~-.~.-~ I ---"-----
"--=;0517 8374 

~.4 5.1 

"'" 
('): 

c::::, 

't 

. 

) ,:;, 

J7 17 . 

d'j 

978 
3.5 

23.2 

1102 
4.0 

28.2 

59 

4211 
3.4 

(8) 
Ftve or 
more 

--------
27 

1.4 
0.2 

--------
49 

3.1 
0.4 

--------
124 
5.0 
1.0 

--------
261 
5.0 
2.2 

--------
707 
8.8 
5.9 

--------
1588 
8.4 

13.3 
--------

2790 
10.1 
23.3 

--------
2876 
10.3 
24.0 

--------
3387 
12.1 
28.3 

--------
155, 

12.8 
1.3 

--------
11964 

9.6 

\~: 

Row 
Total 

1928 
1.5 

1584 
1.3 

2505 
2.0 

5181 
4.1 

10453 
8.4 

18925 
15.1 

27663 
22.1 

27830 
22.2 

i~ 

27887 
22.3 

1227 
1.0 

125183 
100.0 

\ 

'\ .:,') 

., , 

ex> 
0 

~--

1 I', 

.......... -.'. 

\ 

i 
\ 

I '.j 

i 
! 

! 
J 
i 

R 
~ • I' 
n ' 
~ 
M 

:~ 
, 
" ~ u 
;j 
t, 

~ 

(/ 
,:: 

J 

I 
0 \ 

:;-; 

0 

" " ..... ,~' 
..... ~~ ....... 

-, 
'-

0 

I ,,' ~~i 

./ 
" 

.. 
... ,_.,1 

" 
8, 

t! 

'::' ., 

,. 



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

r r 

\ 

(1) None 

(2) One 

(3) Two 

(4) Three 

(5) Four 

Table 17 

Number of prfo~ referrals 
by Sex 

Count 1 ( 1 ) (2 ) 
Row %1 I Male Female 
Col % ---______ 1 ______ --1--------1 

5836B I 20457 I 
74.0 1 .2B.0 1 

--_~~:!_I ___ ~~:~_I 
18928 I 4605 I 
80.4 1 19.B 1 

--_!~:~_I ___ !~:~_I 
9811 
82.9 

8 .. 9 

Bn7 
84.7 
5.8 

201':' 
17.1 
8.7 

110j 
15.3 
3.8 

(B) Ffve or more 

. . Q.: 

~~. 

Column 
Total 

110004 
73.5 

30188 
21.9 

" ' 

Row 
Total 

78823 
5B.2 

23533 
1B.8 

11828 
8.4 

7218 
5.1 

4834 
3.4 

'13954 
10.0 

140190 
100.0 

Table 18 

Number of prtor referrals 
by Race' 

Count I ( 1 ) (2) ( 3) 
Row % 1 White Black Other" 
Col % 1 _________ -- ______ 1 ________ 1 ______ --

t 5i102 15829 I 4362 
(1) None 1 73.9 20.5 1 5.B 

1 BO.9 4B.B 1 42.8 

I--~~;;~- ---~·;;;-I---~;;;-
(2) One 1 66.9 25.7 1 7.5 

I 1B.5 17.5 1 1B.9 
1---73;;- ---333;-1----;~;-

(3) Two I 63.2 28.6 I 8.2 
I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_ 
I 4328 2148 542 

(4) Three I BO.8 30.2 9.0 
I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~ __ ~ __ ~:~_ 
I 2740 1548 488 

(5) Four 1 57.4 32.4 10.2 
I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~ _____ ~:~_ 
I 6B77 6128 2062 

(6) Ftve or more 1 48.2 37.0 14.9 

!----~:!- ---!~:!- ---~~:!-
Column 
Total 

93720 
68.0 

n 

33934 
24.6 

10240 
7.4 

Row 
Total 

77293 
56.1 

23170 
18.8 

11672 
8.5 

7118 
5.2 

477B 
3.5 

13865)'. 
10.1" 

137894 
109·0 

.. 
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(1) Police 

count I (1) 
Row % I None 

--~~~_: __ I ______ --
62996 

55.8 
80.0 

4263 
(2) Parent or relattve 59.5 

(3) School 

(4) Probatton offtcer 

(5) Soctal agency 

(6) Other court 

(7) Other 

Column 
Total 

5.4 

2435 
58.6 
3.1 

334 
14.6 ~ 
0.4 

652 
42.9 
0.8 

1551 
64.4 
2.0 

6482 
67.1 
8.2 

70713 
56.2 

Table 19 

Source of referral by 
Number of prtor referrals 

(2) 
One 

(3) 
Two 

(4) 
Three 

(5) 
Four 

(6) 
Ftve or 

more -- ____ ~_I ________ I ________ I ________ I ________ I 

18711 9453 I 5801 I 3942 I 11902 I 
16.8 8.4 I 5.1 I 3.5 I 10.6 I 

---~~:~- --_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I 
1393 652 314 I 189 356 I 
19.4 9.1 4.4 I 2.6 5.0 

----~:~- ----~:~- -- __ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_ 
815 387 214 I 111 193 

19.6 9.3 5.2 I 2.7 4.6 
3.5 3.3 3.0 2.3 1.4 

496 
21.7 

2.1 

298 
19.6 
1.3 

375 
15.B 

1.B 

1422 
14.7 
B.O 

·23510 
16.8 

338 
14.8 
2.9 

189 
12.4 
1.6 

155 
B.4 
1.3 

647 
6.7 
5.5 

11821 
8.4 

(7. 

284 
12.4 
3.9 

122 
8.0 
1.7 

107 
4.4 
1.5 

370 
3.8 
5.1 

7212 
5.2 

224 
9.8 
4.8 

69 
4.5 
1.4 

67 
2.8 
1.4 

225 
2.,3 
4.7 

4827 
3.4 

() 

613 
2B.8 
4.4 

191 
'2.8 
1.4 

153 
6.4 
1.1 

SiB 
5.3 
3.7 

13924 
9.9 

Row 
Total 

112805 
80.6 

7167 
5.1 

4155 
3.0 

2289 
1.6 

1521 
1.1 

2408 
1.7 

9662 
B.9 

140007 
100.0 
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count 
Row % 
Col % 

(1) 
None 

Table 20 

Reason for referral by 
Number of prtor referrals 

(2) 
Dna 

(3) 
Two 

(4) 
Three 

(5) 
Four 

(8.) 
Five or 
more 

--------- --------I--------I------~,-I--------I--------I--------
8738 I 2981 I 14B41 900 B24· '''09 
52.B I 17.8 I 8.8 1 5.4 3.8 11.5 

--;;;;;-!--;~;;;-I---;;;;-I---;;;;- ---;;;;- ---;;~;-
57.1 1 1B.3 I 8.1 1 4.9 3.3 .10.3 

---;;;;-I---;;~;- '---~;;;- '---~;~;- ---~;;;- ---~;;;-
59.9 1 17.9 8.2 4.4 3.0 8.B 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~ _____ ~:~ _____ ~:~ _____ ~:~_ 

(1) Agatnst persons 

(2) Agatnst property 

(3) Drugs 

11071 I 3795 2087 1457 1000 2984 1 
Agatnst public orderl 49.4 1 1B.9 9.3 8.5 4.5 13.3. i 

I--;;;~-I---;;;;- ---;;;;- ---;;;~r-~;;;- ---;;;;-1 

(4) 

(5) Staius 

Column 
Total 

I BO.9 1 18.9 8.3 4.7 1 2.8 B.3 I 
! ---~~:~-! ---!~:~- .-.. -~~:~- ---~~:~-! ---~~:~- --.~~~:~-! 

78371 23407 ,11788 7UI8 4812 13921 
5B.2 1B.8 8.5 5.2 3.4 10.0 

~I 

-, 
Row 

Tot.l 

1B594 
11.9 \ 

87239 
48.2 

7302 
5.2 

';..~ 

22394 
1B.1 

00 
25958 w 

18.B 

139487 
100.0 )) 

" , 
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( 1 ) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(B) 

(7) 

(8) 

( (9) 
f: 
H 
li 
~ 

i ( 10) 
j 
1 
j 
( , 
1 
i 
I 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

---------
Less than 10 

10 years 

11 years 

12 years 

13 years 

14 years 

15 years 

18 years 

17 years 

18 years or older 

Column 
Total 

Table 21 

Age by 
Care pending disposition 

1 (1) (2) (3) , 
None "'all or Detent-

'overnght police Ion home --______ 1 ______ -- --------
4354 I 12 93 
95.5, 0.3 2.0 

----~:~-,----~:~- 0.3 --------
2981 I 10 144 
93.3 , 0.3 4.5 

----~:~-,----~:~- 0.5 --------
4398 I 15 240 
92.8, 0.3 5.1 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- 0.8 --------
8353 I 41 879 
89.5, 0.4 7.3 
4.4, 1.3 2.;:J -------- -------- --------

15884 124 1938 

(4) (5) (8) 
Foster Combfn- Other Row 
famny atton Total 

-- ______ 1 ______ --,--------

75 1 23 4558 
1.B 0.0 0.5 2.0 
2.5 0.4 0.5 -------- -------- -.... ------

38 1 21 3173 
1.1 (r.:o· 0.7 1.4 
1.2 0.4 0.5 -------- -------- --------
60 0 35 4748 

1.3 0.0 0.7 2.1 
2.0 0.0 

----~~~-t --------,--------
9329 13B " 10 

1.5, 0.1 1.2 4.1 

----~:~-,----~:~- 2.8 
):; -------- co II 

312 13 3~9 f8590 M:>- I' d 
85.4 0.7 10.4 1.7 0.1 1.7 8.1 1I 

I 

8.4 4.0 8.5 -------- -------- -------- 10.2 5.8 7.5 11 -------- -------- -------- h 
27130 298 4134 
82.4 0.9 12.B 
14.4 9.B 13.9 -------- --.------ --------

37130 5B3 B555 
80.7 1.2 14.2 
19.7 18.1 22.0 -------- -------- ----~---

933 32 882 32909 I} 

" 1.9 0.1 2.1 14.4 :} 

20.8 14.2 1B.1 Ii -------- -------- -------- !; 

710 31 1020 4B009 U 
1.5 0.1 2.2 20.1 ~l 

f' 23.3 13.7 24.1 i l ,I -------- -------- -------- 1f 
42132 945 7730 682 67 1132 52888 li n 
80.0 1.8 14.7 
22.4 30.5 2B.0 -------- -------- ____ .. L ___ 

42559 1048 7808 
80.7 2.0 14.8 
22.8 33.8 2B.2 

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

1.3 0.1 2.1 23.1 tl 
22.4 29.B 2B.7 U 

-------- -------- -------- fi 

390 B7 854 5272B I 0.7 0.1 1.6 23.1 
12.8 29.8 20.2 -------- -------- -------- ~ 

Ii 
3239 4B 454 
85.2 1.2 11.9 

1,7 1.5 1.5 

15 4 42 3800 
J 0.4 0.1 1.1 1.7 

0.5 1.8 1.0 -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- --------
188140 3102 29775 3049 229 4238 228530 

82.3 1.4 13.0 1.3 0.1 1.9 100.0 

" .. --..,---"~-- . 
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(1) 

(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

T-:Jble 22 

Care pending disposition 
~y Sex 

Count I (1) (2) 
Row % 1 Male Female 
Col % 1 ---______ 1 ______ -- --------I 148154 42893 

None overnight 1 77.5 22.5 
I ___ ~~:~- 79.9 

--------
2543 574 

"'ail/police station 81.8 18.4 
1.4 1.1 _____ 0._- ---------

:2352B 8419 
Detention home 78.6 21.4 

13.2 12.0 
-------- --------

1318 176B 
Foster family 42.7 57.3 

0.7 3.3 
-------- --------

16B 82 
Combination 72.8 27.2 

0.1 0.1 --_ ... ---- ------~-

2298 1981 
Other 53.7 49.3 

1.3 3.7 
-------- --------

Column 178003 53695 
Total 7B.8 23.2 

.;. -'" 

Care 

Count 
Row Row % 

Total Col % _ ... _------
191047 

82.5 ( 1 ) None overnight 

3117 
1.3 (2) "'ail/police station 

29945 
12.9 (3) Detention home 

3084 
1.3 (4) Foster family 

228 
0.1 (5) Combination 

4277 
1.8 (8) Other 

231698 Column 
100.0 Total 

Table 23 

pending disposition 
by Race 

(1) (2) (3) 
White Black Other Row 

Total 
-------- -------- --------

139449 48073 22B7 18978B 
73.5 25.3 1.2 82.4 
82.7 82.8 68.6 

-------- -------- --------
2495 528 84 3107 
80.3 17.0 2.7 1.3 

1.5 0.9 2.5 
-------- -------- --------

20307 8642 786 29735 ' i 
88.3 29.1 2.B 12.9 
12.0 14.9· 23.8 

-------- -------- --------
2559 430 91 3080 
83.1 14.0 3.0 1.3 

1.5 0.7 2.8 
-------- -------- -------- (X) 

169 59 0 228 U1 

74.1 25.9 0.0 0.1 
0.1 0.1 0.0 

-------- -------- --------
3739 455 79 4273 
87.5 10.8 1.8 1.9 
,2.2 0.8' 2.4 

-------- -------- --------
168715 58187 3307 230209 

73.3 25.3 1.4 100.0 

. , , 
j 
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r Table 24 

Source of referral by 
Care pending disposition 

Count I (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (B) 
Row % 'None datl or Detent- Foster Combtn- Other 

--~~~_~ __ I~~~~~~~~I-~~~~~~- ~~~_~~~ _~~~~~~ ___ ~~~~~_I ________ I 
" 

99031,' 2412 13282 987 170' 11B8' 
(1) Pol tee , 83.2, 2.012.8 0.8 .• '04'.B" B5

'
.'OS' 

, 7B.7, 82.5 82.2 4B.5 , , 

'---8;;;-'----;43- ----84;- ----;;~- -----;;-,----;~3-' 
(2) Parent or relattve , 82.B I 1.4 8.B 5.2 0.2, 2.0, 

I---·;;;-I----~;;- ----~;;- ---~~;;- ----~:;-I---~~;;-I 
(3) Schoo 1 , 9B. 2, O. 3 2. 3 O. 5 CI.O, O. B 

I---;;;;-!----;~;-I---;;;;- ----;;;- ----~+I----;;;-
(4) Probation officer I 50.3 I 3.4 I 38.7 3.5 I 0.2 3.8 

I----~:~-I----~:~-I----~:~-I-___ ~:~_i ____ ~:~ _____ ~:~_ 
I 999 I 3B I 423 I 218 I 11 111 

(5) Social agency I 55.B I 2.0' 23.5 I 12.1 I O.B B.2 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_ 
I 20B2 I 28 I 108 I 4 I 7 12 

(B) Other court '92.8 I 1.3 I 4.9 f .0.2 I 0.3 0.5 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_ 
I 10924 I 178 I 533 I 243 I 15 119 

(7) Other I 90.9 I 1.5 I 4.4 I 2.0' 0.1 1.0 

!----~:~-!----~:~-I----~:~-I---~~::-!----~:~- ----~:~_ 

Row 
Total 

119050 
7B.9 

9928 
B.4 

BB18 
4.3 

3204 
2.1 

1798 
1.2 

2221 
1.4 

12012 
7.8 

Column 
Total 

129193 
83.4 

2924 
1.9 

18580 
12.0 

2122 
1.4 

228 
0.1 

177B 154831 
1.1 100.0 

" 

00 
0'1 

"I 
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(3) Drugs 
12424 
88.0 
8.5 

28801 
(4) Against public order 1 8~.8 

I ___ ~::~-
I 34308 

(5) status 1 7~;5 
18'.0 

Column 
Total 

1--------
190349 

82.5 

Table 25 

Reason for referral by 
Care pending disposition 

123 
0.9 
4.0 

514 
1.5 

18.5 

898 
1.5 

22.5 

3107 
1.3 

1447 
10.2 
4.9 

5203 
14.9 
17.5 

5230 
11.5 
17.5 

29808 
12.9 

29 
0.2 
0.9 

359 
1.0 

11.7 

2285 
5.0 

74.8 

3084 
1.3 

13 
0.1 
5.7 

39 
0.1 

17.1 

54 
0.1 

23.7 

" ,) 

228 
0.1 

" 

,~ 

88 
0.8 
.2.0 

313 
0.9 
7.3 

2S89 
8.3 

87.2 

4289 
1.S 

~;:' 

Row 
Total 

23989 
10.4 

112239 
48.8 

14122 
6.1 

3'5029 
15.2 

45444 
,'9.7 

230S23 
100.0 

," 

Table 28 . 

Care pending disposition 
by Any prior referrals? 

Count I (1) (2) 
Row % 1 Yes No 

--~~~-~--'--------,--------l I 49806 I 86220 I 
(1) None overnight 1 36.8 1 93.4 'I 

I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~::~_I 
1314 I 1287 I 

(2) ~ail/police statton 50.5 1 49.5, 

----~:~-,----~:~-, 
17728 I 9511 I 

(3) Detention home 65.1 I 34.~" 

---~~:~-,----~:~-
1270 I 1571 

(4) Foster family 44.7, 55.3 
--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
I 135 I 93 

(5) Combination ,59.2! 40.8 

,----~:~-,----~:~-I 1200 I 2285 
(8) Other 1 34.4" 65.9' 

I----~:~-I----~:~-
Column 71453 100967 
Total 41.4 58.9 

~ '. 

-. 

Row 
Total 

136029 
78.9 

2901 
1.5 

27239 
15.8 

2841 
1.9 

228 
0.1 

3485 
2.0 

172420 
100.0 

co 
-...] 

t , 
! 

\ 

() 

u' 
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(1) None 

(2) One 

(3) Two 

(4) Three 

(5) Four 

'\ _.J 
.-Y'~-'----

"able (27 
.\ 

Number of prior referrals 
by Care pendtng disposition 

Count 1 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (8) 
Row % 1 None datl or Detent- Foster Combln- Dther 
Col % 'overnght police Ion home family' atlon 

------_. __ 1_-------1--------1-------_ 1 _------_ 1 _------- --------

50879 1 1243 1 8390 I 973 I . 93 448 
84,8 1 2.1 1 10.8 1 1.6 1 . 0.2 0.7 

--;;;;~-I---~;;;-I---;~;;-I---~;;;-I---~~;;- ---~;;;-
75.1 I. 2.1 1 19.1 1 2.4 1 . 0.2 1.0 

--_~~:~_I~ __ ~!:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:!_I ___ ~~:~- ___ ~~:~_ 
5305 238 I 1890 I i79 I 27 97 
68.B 3.1 1 24.4 , 2,.3 I 0.3'1~:: 

----~:~- ----~:~-I---~~~~-I---~~:~-I---~~:~- --------
2901 163 I 1304 91 1 24 83 
B3.8 3.8 I 28.7 2.0 0.5 1.4 

----~:~- ----~:~-I----~:~- ----~:~- ---~~:~- ----~:~-r 1742 113 I 907 39 111" 44 
1 81.0 4.0 I 31.8 1.4 0.4 I 1.5 

(8} Five or more 
I-"-;~;;- ----;;;-1---;;;;- ----~;~- ----~;;-I----~~-
1 52.5 4.8 1 39.1 1.8 0.5 I 1.B 

0" 

~ .. 

Co.~umn 
Total 

!----~:!- ---~~:~-!---~~:~- ----~:~- ---~~:~-!---~~:~-
76642 2414 18289 1791 228 927 
78.0 2.5 1S.S 1.8 0.2 0.9 

IJ 0, 

'. 
r 

Row 
Total 

60024 
81.1 

18297 
16.8 

1734 
7.9 

454B 
4.8 

285B 
2.9 

8814 
B.9 

98271 
100.0 

\ 
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r Table 28 

Age by 
Was chtld detatned? 

count 1 (1) (2) 
Row" ,I Yes No 

Col " _________ �--------�--------� 
287 8062 1 

(1) Less than 10 4.5 95.5 I 
----~:~- --__ ~:~_I 

393 4422 , 
(2) 10 years B.2 91.B , 

----~:~- ----~:~-, 
770 7138 , 

(3) 11 years 9.7 90.3 I 
----!:~- -- __ ~:~_I 

2120 14145 1 
(4) 12 years 13.0 87.0 I 

----~:~- ----~:~-, 
5439' 2B170 I 

(5) 13 ye~rs 18.2, B3.B I --__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I 
11082 I 4BB44 I 

(8) 14 years 18.5 I B1.5 I 
--_~~:!_I ___ ~~:~_I 

18653 87287 1 
(7) 15 years 19.B BO.2 I 

---~~:~- --_~~:~_I 

(8) 18 years 

(9) 17 years 

(10) 18 year$ or older 

Colu"," 
Total 

19871 
21.3 
25.3 

72572 
7B.7 
22.1 

-------- --------
20370 

21.5. 
26.2 

74375 
7B.5 
22.8 

-------- --------
1115 6055 

t 15.6 B4.4 

I----!:~-I----!:~-
77BBO 

19.1 
329070 

BO.9 

RoW 
Total 

8349 
1.8 

4B15 
1.2 

790B 
1.9 

18285 
4.0 

33B09 
8.3 

50908 
14.7 

83940 
20.6 

92243 
2ll.7 

94745 
23.3 

7170 
1.1 

406950 
100.0 

(1) Male 

(2) Female 

. (1) White 

(2) Black 

(3) other 

Table 29 

Sex by 
Was child detained? 

Count 1 ( 1) (2) 
I Row % I 

Yes No Row 
' Total 

I' 

Col % --- ______ 1 ______ --1--------1 
. 1 675B2 I 2757081 343290 

I 19.7 I BO,3 I 77.7 

I--_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-I 
I 1B780' 79477' 98257 
I 19.1 I 80.9 I 22.3 

C,,'umn 
I---~~:~-I---~~:~-I 

355185 88382 441547 
Total 19.8 80.4 

Table 30 

Race by , 
Was child detained? 

Count 1 ( 1) ( 2 ) 
Row % II Yes No . 
Col % --- ______ 1 ______ --1--------1 

1 SiB13 1 243181 \ 
I 17.6, 82.4 I 

l---~~:~-'---~~:~-' 
I 18710 I 73299' 
I 20.3 I 79.7 I 
,--_~~:!_I ___ ~!:~_I 
, 15052 1 31909 I 
I 32.1 I 67.9 I 

I---~~:~-I----~:~-I 
Column 85575 34B389 

Total 19.7 BO.3 

100.0 

Row 
Tot.l 

294974 
BB.O 

92009 
21.2 

4B981 
to.B 

433944 
100.0 

co 
1.0 

.,' .. -,--- .... --... ~----------===>=='--=~ 
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\ 
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r Table 31 

Source of referral by 
Was child detained? 

(2) Count 1 (1) 
Row 'X. I Yes 
Col 'X. 

No !I 

{ ---______ 1 ______ --
, 66018 
. 21.7 

89.8 

________ 1 

(1) Police 

(2) Parent or relative 

(3) School 

(4) Probatton offtcer 

(5) Soct., agency 

(8) Other court 

(7) Other 

Column 
Total 

1405 
12.4 
1.9 

2189 
37.1 
3.0 

1374 
39.0 

1.9 

238711 
78.3 
84.1 

9984 
87.8 
3.5 

3708 
82.9 

1.3 

2152 
. 81.0 

0.8 

852 8189 
12.1 87.9 
1.2 2.2 

---;;;;~I--;;;;;-
9.2 1 90.8 

----~:~-!----~:~-
73508 283778 
20.8 79.4 

Row 
Total 

304729 
e5.3 

11369 
3.2 

99B4 
2.8 

5B97 
1.7 

3528 
1.0 

7041 
2.0 

14738 
4.1 

357284 
100.0 

(1 

Table 32 

Reason for referral 
by Was child detained? 

Count 1 (1) (2) 
Row 'X.., Yes No 
Col % 

---------1--;;;;;-,--;;;;;-
(1) Against persons I 28.7 I 71.3 

I_~_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-
I 39795 I 178B57 

(2) Agatnst property 1 18'.2 I B1.8 
I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-
I 4698 I 24271 

(3) Drugs 1 .18.2 1 B3.8 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
I 13787 I - 48847 

(4) Against public orderl 22.0 I 7B.0 
I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-
I 1324B I 85231 

(5) Status 1 18.9 I B3.1.1 
!---~~:~-!---~~:~-! 

(1) Yes 

COh,,:;.n 88174 353547 
Total 19.8 BO.4 

Table 33 

Any prtor referrals? 
by Was child detatned? 

Count (1) (2) 
Row % Yes No 
Col % 

--------- --______ 1 ________ 1 

22939 I 87778 I 
25.3 1 74.7 I 

Row 
Tot.l 

50989 
11.8 

218852 
49.7 

28987 
B.6 

62634 
14.2 

7847B 
17.8 

439721 
100.0 

Row 
Total 

90715 
43.7 

--_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I· 
(2) No 

12225 I 104581 r 118808 
10.5 I 89.5 I 58.3 

Column 
---~~:~-!---~~:~-! 

35184 172357 _ 207521 
Tot., 16.9 83. t 100.0 

--

1.0 
o 

-r. 

.--

,I 
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(1) None 

(2) One 

(3) Two 

(4) Three 

(5) Four 

Table 34 

Number of prior referrals 
by Was child detained? 

Count 1 (1) 
Row % II Ves 
Col % ---______ 1 ______ --

·1 90BO I 11.9 

I---;;~;-
I 18.8 

I ___ ~~:~-
2947 
23.7 
11.0 

1915 
28.3 
8.0 

1429 
31.5 

B.O 

(2) 
No 

6B803 
88.1 
61.1 

18199 
. 81.2 
19.6 

8521 
79.3 
7.8 

4859 
71.7 
4.4 

3112 
68.5 

2.8 

(6) 'Flve or more 
4754 
37.B 
19.8 

7874 
62.4 
7.2 

Column 
Total 

24007 
18.0 

109365 
82.0 

RO\l 
Total 

75863 
58.9 

22398 
16.8 

11168 
8.4 

6774 
5.1 

4541 
3.4 

12628 
9.5 

133372 
100.0 

Table 35 

Care pending disposition 
by Was child detained? 

Count 1 ( 1 ) ( :2 ) 
Row % I Yes No 
Col % I _________ -- ______ 1 ______ --

. I 243 I 190952 
(1) None overnight I' 0.1 I 99.9 

I ____ ~:~_I ___ ~~:~-
I 3i~R I 0 I .. - I 

(2) ~afl/pollce station I 100.0 I 0.0 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-

I 29974 1 0 
(3) Detention home I 100.0 I 0.0 

I ___ ~~:~_I ____ ~:~-
I ,; 1 I 3085 
I I (4) Foster family I 0.0 I 100.0 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-

I 224 I 4 
(5) Combination I 98.2 I 1.8 

I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
t 194 I 4091 

(6) Other I 4.5 I 95.5 

!----~:~-I----~:~-
Column 33754 198132 

Total 14.6 85.4 

t 

Row 
Total 

191195 
82.5 

3118 
1.3 

29974 
12.9 

3086 
1.3 

228 
0.1 

4285 
1.8 

231886 
100.0 

... 

" \. 
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Table 36 

Age by 
Manner of handlfng 

count II ( 1 ) ( 2 ) 
Row % Wfthout With 
Col % 'petftton petition _________ � ______ --1--------

4965 I 1465 
77.2 I 22.8 (i) Less than 10 

(2) 10 years 

(3~ 11 years 

(4) 12 years 

(5) 13 years 

(B) 14 years 

(7) 15 years 

(8) 16 years 

(9) 17 years 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
3515 I 1433 
71.0 I 29.0 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
5461 I 2708 
66.9 I 33.1 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
I 10418 I 6537 

I ___ :~~;_I ___ :;~~-
I 20120 I 15348 
I 56 . 7 I 43. 3 • 
I ____ ~::_I ____ ::~-
I 34032 I 29852 
I 53.3 1 46.7 
1 14.7 1 14.8 

I--;;;~~-I--;;;~;-
I 51.4 I 48.8 
I 20.0 I 21.7 

l--~~;;;-I--;;;;;-
1 51.3 I 48.7. 
I 21.9 I 23.9 

I--~;~;;-I--;;;;~-
1 51.9 I 48.1 
1 22.6 1 24.0 

I---;;;;-I---;~~;-
(10) 18 years or older I 49.1 I 50.9 

,----~::-!----~:~-
Column 
Total 

23213B 202163 
53.5 46.5 

Row 
Total 

6430 
1.5 

4948 
1.1 

8169 
1.9 

16955 
3.9 

35468 
8.2 

83884 
14.7 

90283 
20.8 

99139 
22.8 

101156 
23.3 

7889 
1.8 

434299 
100.0 

(1) Male 

(2) Female 

(1) White 

(2) Black 

(3) Other 

-. 

Table 37 

Sex by 
Manner of handling 

Count I ( 1 ) ( 2 ) 
Row % 1 Without With 
Col % 'petition petltfon ---______ 1 ______ --1--------1 

I 188771 I 177198 I 
I 51.6 1 48.4, 

Column 
Total 

I ___ :~::_I ___ ~~:~_I 
, 67375 I 35850 I 
1 1 I I 65.4 I 34.8 1 
!---~~:~-I---!~::-I 

258146 212848 
54.8 45.4 

Table 38 

Race by 
Manner of handlfng 

~~~ni I Wfi~~ut W~~~ 
Col % Ipetitton petftton ---___ ~ __ I ______ --I--------I 

174469 I 134374 I 
58.5 1 43.5 '\ 
69.1 \ 64.8 I 

Column 
Total 

--;~;;~-I--~;;~~-I 
48.4 I 51.8 I 
18.4 \ 23.8 1 

--;;;;2-1--;;~;;-1 
56.7 \ 43.3 1 

---!~::-I---!!:~-! 
252358 207917 

.54.8 45.2 

Row 
Total 

365967 
78.0 

103025 
22.0 

468992 
100.0 

Row 
Total 

308843 
87.1 

95854 
20.8 

55578 
12.1 

460275 
100.0 I 

I , 
I 
1 
J 
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Table 39 

S~urce of referral 
by Manner of handltng 

(1) Pottce 

count 
Row % 
Col % 

(2) Parent or relattve 

(3) School 

(4) Probation offtcer 

(5) Soctal agency 

(8) Other court 

(7) Other 

Column 
Total 

1 (1) (2) 
I Wfthout Wtth 
Ipetttton petttton 

182901 
58.2 
88.9 

7034 
80.1 
3.3 

5475 
54.0 
2.8 

1407 
14.8 
0.7 

1408 
39.3 
0.7 

-.,.------
142457 

43.8 
82.3 

4875 
39.9 
2.7 

4680 
48.0 
2.7 

8235 
85.4 
4.8 

2174. 
60.7 

1.3 

Row 
Total 

325358 
84.8 

11709 
3.1 

10135 
2.B 

9642 
2.5 

3582 
0.9 

4282 3874 7938 
53.7 i 48.3 2.1 

-- __ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
7949 I 7183 15112 
52.6 I 47.4 3.9 

----~:~-!----~:~-
210436 173038 383474 

54.9 45.1 100.0 

Table 40 

Reason for referral 
by Manner of handltng 

Count 1 ( 1 ) ( 2 ) 
Row % I Without Wtth 
Col % Ipetttton petttton ---______ 1 ______ --1--------I 21521 32934 

(1) Agatnst persons 1 39.5 60.5 
I ____ ~:~- ___ ~:::_ 
I 117178 113382 

(2) Agatnst property 1 50.8 49.2 
I ___ ~~:~- ___ :~:~_ 

(3) Drugs 

(4) Agatnst publtc order 

(5) Status 

18937 
82.5 
7.4 

11370 
37.5 
5.4 

40535 28771 
60.2 1 39.8 
15.9'· 12.8 -- ______ 1 ______ --

58783 I 27751 
87.2 1 32.8 
22.3 1 13.1 

--------1--------

Row 
Total 

54455 
11.7 

230560 
49.4 

30307 
8.5 

87308 
14.4 

84514 
18.1 

Column 
Total 

2549!'i4 
54.8 

212208 487142 
45.4 100.0 

~ 
w 
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(1) Yes 

(2) No 

\ 

Table 41 

Any prfor referrals? 
by Manner of handltng 

count 1 (1) (2) 
Row % 1 Wtthout Wtth 
Col % Ipetttton petitton _________ 1 ________ 1 ________ 1 

Column 
Total 

(j 

I 37848 I 59394 I 
1 40.2 1 59.,8 1 

I---~~:~-I---:~:~-I 
1- 73459 1 49219 1 
1 .... 61. 4 1 38.8 1 

!---~~:~-!---~::!-! 
111307 
- 52.0 

102580 
48.0 

Row 
Total 

94212 
44.0 

11'9675 
58.0 

213887 
100.0 

(1) None 

(2) One 

(3) Two 

(4) Three 

(5) Four 

Table 42 

Number of prtor referrals 
by Manner of handltng 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

1 (1) (2) 
I Without Wtth 
Ipetftton petftfon -- ______ I~ _____ --

45584 I 33297 
57.8 1 42.2 
64.5 1 47.8 

--;~;;;-I--~;~~;-
49.5 1 53.5 

--_!:::_I ___ !~:!-
4857 9983 
41.0 59:0 
9.9 10.0 

-------- --------
2703 4520 
37.4 82.9 
3.8 9.5 

-------- --------
1735 3101 
35.9 94.1 
2.5 4.5 

-------- --------
4803 9158 
34.4 85.9 (6) F'fve or more 
9.8 13.1 

-------- --------
Column , 70924 69663 

Total 50.3 49.7' 
,1 
\ 

/) 

Row 
Total 

78881 
56.2 

23546 
1e.8 

11840 
8.4 

7223 
5.1 

4839 
3.4 

13991 
10.0 

140287 
100.0 
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Table 43 

Care pending disposttion 
by Manner of handling 

count 1 (1) (2) 
Row % 1 Wtthout Wtth 
Col % Ipetttton petttton _________ � ________ 1 ________ 1 

1 11023B 1 80B2B I 
I I I 

(1) None overnfght I 57.8 I 42.2 I 
I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I 
I 732 I 2361 I 

(2) "'atl/pol fce statton \ 23.7 I 76.3 \ 
I ___ ~~:~_I ____ ~:~_I 
I 874B' 20999' 

(3) Detentton home I 29.4 1 70.9 1 
I ____ ~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I 

1313 1771 , 
(4) Foster famtly 42.B 57.4 1 

----~:~- --__ ~:~_I 
20 208 ! 

(5) Combtnatton 8.8 91.2 I 
----~:~- --__ ~:~_I 

2B25 1B45 I 
(6) other B1.5 38.5 1 

----~:~- ----~:~-! 

1\ 
\"" ,\, 

\( 

Column 123B72 107B10 
Total 53.5 4B.5 

Row 
Total 

190881. 
82.5 

3093 
1.3 

29745 
, '12.9 

3084 
1.3 

228 
0.1 

4270 
1.8 

231282 
100.0 

(1) Yes 

(2) No 

Table 44 

. Was chtld detafned? 
by Manner o~ handltng 

Count 1 ( 1 ) ( 2 ) 
Row % 1 Without Wtth 
Col % IP2tttfon petttton ---------1--______ 1 ______ --1 

Column 
Total 

/J (! 

1 34338 1 51898 1 
1 1 1 1 39.8 1 60.2 1 
I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I 
\ 214103 I 141018 I 
I 60.3 1 39.7 I 
I---~~~!-I---~~:~-l 

248441 192914 
58 .. 3 43.7 

'o\ 

Row 
Total 

8B234 
19.5 

355121 
80.5 

441355 
100.0 

\j 
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Table 45 

Age by 
Disposition 

Count I ( 1) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) ( 4 ) ( 5 ) ( 6 ) 
Row % I Waived Dismiss PrOba- Instl- Pub/Prfv Other 

--~~~_~ __ I~~~~~~~~,-------- __ ~~~~ __ I_~~~~~~~I_~~:~~~_' ________ I 
I 7 I 4812 1294 r 31 I 72 I . 385 I 

('I) Less than 10 I 0.1 I 72.1 20.2 I 0.5 I 1.1 I 8.0 I 
� ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_, ____ ~~~_I ____ ~~~_I 
I 3 I 3318 ;;'::'1138 I 39, I 72 I 323 

(2) 10 years . I 0.,1 I B7.8 23.3 I O.S J 1.5 I 8.6 
,--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~~~_I ____ ~:~_ 
I 3 I 5093 2212 I 107 I 178 I 492 

(3) 11 years t· O. C- I 83.0 27. 4 r 1 . 3 I 2.2 I a. 1 
I ____ ~:~_r~ ___ ~:~ _____ ~:~_r ____ ~~~_I ____ !:~_I ____ !:!_ 
I 9 I 9538 I 5382 I 979 J 429 I 1045 

( 4 ) 12 years r O. 1 I 58. 8 I 32 . 1 I 2 . 3 I 2 . 8 I a . 2 

I----~~;-I--;;;;~-I--;;;;;-I---;;~;-I---;;~-,---;;~-I 
(5) 13 years 1 0.0 51.9 1 35.0 1 3.7 1 3.1 I 8.3 r 

I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_I ____ ~~~_I ____ ~:~_I ___ ~~~~_I ____ !~!_I 
I 74 30889 1 23208 I 32S1 I 1952' 3897 I 

(8) 14 years I ~:~ ~::: I ~::~ I ,::: 1::~ I 1::~ I 1 ________________ 1 ________ 1 ________________ 1 ________ , 

I 215 42983 I 32970 I 5:!92 2489 5569 1 
(7) 15 years 1 0.2 48.0 1 36.8 1 5.9 2.8 8.2 I 

I ____ !~! ____ ~~:~_, ___ ~!~~_, ___ ~!~! ____ !~~~ ____ ~~:~_f 
I 859 I 47057 35805 5882 2240 8721 I 

(8) 18 years I 0.7 1 47.8 3B.4 8.0 2.3 8.8 , 

I---;~~;-I--.;;;- --.;;;;- ---;;;;- ---;;;;- ---;;;;-, 
(9) 17 years I 1.7 I 51.1 33.3 5.2 I 1.4 7.2 1 

I ___ ~!:~_I ___ ~~:~ ____ ~~:~ ____ ~~:~_I ___ ~!:~ ____ ~~:~_r 
I 249 I 4482 1948 348 I 83 ,; 710 I 

(10) 18 years or older I 3.21 57.3 24.9 4.5 1 1.1 9.1 I 
I----~~~-I----~:!- ----!:~- ----!:~-!----~~~- ----~:~-! 

Column 2900 217532 149700 21872 100~8 2880. 
Total 0.7 50.5 34.8 5:1 2.3 8.8 

\) 

0';;';-' 

-0 

.. 

Row 
Total 

6401 
1.5 

4893 
1.1 

8085 
f .9 

16782 
3.9 

35138 
8.2 

63281 
14.7 

89518 
20.8 

98344 
22.8 

100373 
23.3 

7820 
1.8 

430633 
100.0 

-
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Table 48 

DI sposttlon 
by Sex 

count 1 ( 1 ) ( :2 ) 
Row % II Male Female 
Col % I _________ --______ 1 ______ --

2880 I 149 
(1) Waived criminal 95.1 I 4.9 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
181798 I 57999 

(2) Dismissed 75.8 I 24.2 
50.0 I 59.8 

-~;4~;;-1--31;;4-
(3) Probation 79.9 I 20.1 

• 34.1 I 30.7 ,-------- ------~-I 21389 2407 
(4) Instttution I 89.9 10.1 

I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_ 

I 7774 2B35 I 
(5) Public/Private agen I 74.7 25.3 I 

2 1 2.8 1 _____ :-- ________ 1 

I 25395 7584 I 
(B) Other I 77.0 23.0 I 

!----~:~- ----~:~-I 
Column 393240 102065 

Total 78.1 21.9 

Count 
Row Row % 

Total Col % 
---------

300B 
O.B (1) Waived criminal 

239797 
51.5 (2) Dismissed 

155321 
33.4 (3) Probation 

23793 
5.1 (4) Instttution 

10409 
2.2 (5) Public/Private agen 

32979 
7.1 (6) Other 

465305 Column 
100.0 Total 

Table 47 

Dlsposttlon 
by Race 

( 1 ) (2) (3) 
White Black Other Row 

Total --'1 
i -------- -------- -------- \ 

1489 1212 289 2987 
49.4 .' 40.8 9.7 0.6 
0.5 1.3 0.5 

-------- -------- --------
156283 52387 27709. 238359 

88.1 22.2 11.7 51.7 
50.9 55.1 50.1 

, -------- -------- --------
107678 27184 18218 153078 

70.3 17.8 11.9 33.5 
35.1 28.9 32.9 

-------- --------- --------
12718 B750 41BO 23828 
53.8 28.8 17.B 5.2 
4.1 7.1 7.5 

-------- -_ ... _---- --""'----- 1.0 
7187 1796 1188 10171 -....l 

70.7 17.7 11.7 2.2 
2.3 1.9 2.1 

-------- -------- --------
21444 5757 3749 30950 
69.3 18.B 12.1 6.8 
7.0 B.1 8.8 

-------- -------- --------
306756 9508B 55311 457153 

67.1 20.8 12.1 100.0 
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r Table 48 

Source of referral 
by Otsposttfon 

Count 1 (1) 
Row % I Watved 
Col % crimtnal _________ 1 _______ _ 

(2 ) 
Dfsmfss 

I 2013 
(1) Poltce I 0.8 

I ___ ~~:~-

187870 
52.1 
88.0 

I 8 
(2) Parent or relative I 0.1 

I ____ ~:~-

8275 
53.9 
··3.2 

(3) School 

(4) Probatfon offfcer 

(5) Soctal agency 

(6) Other court 

(7) Other 

Column 
Total 

9 5458 
0.1 54.2 
0.4 2.8 

22 2083 
0.2 21.5 
1.0 1.1 

7 1229 
0.2 35.2 
0.3 0.8 

32 
0.4 
1.5 

68 
0.4 
3.1 

2157 
0.6 

3454 
43.7 

1.8 

8859 
59.5 
4.5 

195206 
51.4 

(3) 
Proba
tton 

107333 
33.3 
85.7 

3258 
28.0 
2.8 

(4) 
Instt
tution 

15288 
4.7 

80.1 

400 
3.4 
2.1 

3081 189 
30.4 1. 9 
2.4 1.0 

---4~1;-1---1~;;-
41.9 I 17.7 

-- __ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
957' 417 

27.4 12,0 
0.8 2.2 

2942 
37.2 
2.3 

3628 
24.3 
2.9 

125192 
32.9 

494 
8.2 
2.8 

610 
4.1 
3.2 

19059 
5.0 

(5) (8) 
Pub/Priv Other 

agency -- ______ 1 ______ --

6606 23273 
2.0 7.2 

71.9 79.9 

488 
4.2 
5.3 

165 
1.9 
1.8 

1061 
11. 1 
11.5 

349 
10.0 
3.8 

248 
3. t 
2.7 

276 
1.9 
3.0 

1209 
10.4 
4.2 

1191 
11.8 
4.1 

722 
7.5 
2.5 

530 
15.2 

1.8 

738 
9.3 
2.5 

1455 
9.8 
5.0 

Row 
Total 

322381 
84.8 

11638 
3.1 

10071 
2.7 

9576 
2.5 

3489 
0.9 

7908 
2.1 

14892 
3.9 

9193 
2.4 

~9118 37995lS 
7.7 100.0 

0. 



.>4 --= 

r 

\, 

count 
Row % 
Col % 

1 (0 
I Watved 
Icrtmtnal 

(1) Against persons 
1097 
2.0 

38.4 

(2) Agatnst property 
1482 
0.8 

48.5 

(3) Drugs 

(4) Agatnst 

(5) status 

115 
0.4 
3.8 

343 
publtc order I 0.5 

I ___ ~~:'~-
I 0 I 0.0 

!----~:.~-
Column 3017 
Total 0.7 

Table 49 

Reason for referral 
by Disposttion 

(2) (3) 
Dtsmtss Proba

tion --______ 1 ______ --

28482 17350 
48.9 32.1 
1'1.1 11.2 

111983 
48.9 
48.9 

17307 
57.7 
7.2 

83900 
38 .. 8 
54.3 

9838 
32.8 
6.4 

38945 18902 
58.5 25.4 
18.3 10.9 

--;;;33-1--;;;~~-
52.8 I 31.8 
18.5 I 17.2 

--------,--------
238850 

51.5 
154838 

33.4 

(4) 
Instt
tutton 

4898 
9.1 

20.S 

13033 
5.7 

54.9 

'737 
2.5 
3.1 

3207 
4.8 

13.5 

1868 
2.2 
7.9 

23743 
5.1 

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

(5) (8) 
Pub/Prtv Dther 

agency -- ______ 1 ______ --

1277 I 3008 
2.4 I 5.8 

--_~~:.~_I ____ ~:.~-

Row 
Total 

54110 
11.7 

4577 
2.0 

44.2 

14004 228959 

313 
1.0 
3.0 

1345 
2.0 

13.0 

2833 
3.4 

27.4 

10345 
2.2 

8.1 49.4 
42.8 

1709 
5.7 
5.2 

5830 
8.8 

17.7 

8343 
10.0 
25.4 

32892 
7.1 

30017 
8.5 

88572 
14.4 

83827 
18.1 

483485 
100.0 

\ 

() 
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Table 50 

Dlsposttlon by 
Any prior referrals? 

I, 

Count • ( 1 ) ( 2 ) 
Row %.1 1 Yes No 
Col % 1 

--------- -------_._------_. 
1 1517 1 294 1 
1 I 1 1 83.8 1 1B.2 1 

(1) Waived criminal 

(2) Dismissed 

(3) Probation 

(4) Instttution 

I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I 
1 42803 1 BBB25 1 I 39.1 I 60.9 I 
I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I 
1 30894 1 37841 1 I 1 1 1 44.9 1 55.1 I 
t~ __ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_1 
I 7946 1 1114 1 
1 1 1 1 87.7 1 12.3 I 
I----~:~-,----~:~-I 
I 2919 1 1463 1 (5) Public/Private agen 66 6 1 33 4 

,----~~~-I-- __ ~~~_I 
1 7367 I 10124 1 
1 I 1 1 42. 1 1 57. 9 1 

(6) Other 

Row 
Total 

1811 
0.9 

109428 
51.9 

88735 
32.6 

9080 
4.3 

4382 
2.1 

17491 
8.3 

Column 
Total 

I----?:~-!----~:~-! 
93448 117461 210907 
44.3 55.7 100.0 

() 
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r r 
Count 1 ( 1) I Row % Waived 
Col % !~rtmtnal 

--------- --------
200 

( 1 ) None 0.3 
19.1 

--------
'1110 

(2) One 0.4 
B.B 

--------
109 

(3) Two 0.9 
10.4 

--------
89 

(4) Three 1.2 
8.S 

--------
74 

(5) Four 1.5 
7.1 

--------
481 

(6) Ftve or more 3.5 
48.4 

--------
Column ~049 
Total 0.8 

(,' 

\ 

Table 51 

Number of prtor referrals 
by. Dtsposltton 

(2) (3) (4) 
Dtsmiss Proba- Instt-

tton tutton 

(5) (B) 
Pub/Prtv Other 

--_~ ____ I ______ -- agency _. _______ 1 ________ 1 ______ --

40882 25379 81B 1285 8113 
53.3 33.1 1.1 1.7 10.B 
59.7 57.0 14.5 34.3 58.4 

-------- -------- -------- -------- --------
10900 8087 792 881 2374 
47.1 35.0 3.4 3.8 10.3 
15.9 18.2 14.1 23.5 17 .1 

-------- ----.---- -------- -------- --------
5183 4172 740 500 1014 
44.2 35.6 6.3 4.3 B.7 
7.6 9.4 13.2 13.4 7.3 

-------- -------- -------- -------- --------
3107 2311 701 323 629 
43.4 32.3 9.8 4.5 8.8 
4.5 5.2 12.5 8.B 4.5 

-------- -------- -------- -------- --------
210B 1449 531 214 411 
44.0 30·3 11. 1 4.5 8.B 
3.1 3.3 9.5 5.7 3.0 

-------- -------- -------- -------- --------
6294 3149 2039 542 13B2 
45.4 22.7 14.7 3.9 9.8 
9.2 7.1 36.3 14.5 9.8 

-------- -------- -------- -------- --------
88472 44547 5B19 3745 13903 

49.9 32.4 4.1 2.7 10.1 

I 
Row 

Total 

7BB75 
55.8 

23124 
1B.8 

11718 
8.5 

71BO 
5.2 

4785 
3.5 

13873 
10.1 

137335 
100.0 

-----;,;-

\ 
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Table 52 

Cara pending disposition 
by Disposition 

count 1 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (B) 
Row % / Waived Dismiss Proba- Instt- Pub/Prlv Other 

--~~~_~ __ I~~~~~~~~,--------,--~~~~--,-~~~~~~-,-~~:~~~-' ________ ' 
/1029 I 107299 / B2314 / 4097 / 201B' 11B17 / 

(1) None overnight I' 0.5 I 57.0 I 33.1 I 2.2 I 1.1 I B.2 I 

Row 
Total 

1---~~:!-1---!!:~-1---!~:~-1--'~~:~-1---~!:~-1---!!:~-I 
I 211 I 79Q I 1307 I 3B8 I 185 I 22B I (2) \Jall/poltce statton I 6.8 I 25.8 I 42.3 I 11.9 I B.O I 7.3 I 
I----~:~-I-:--~:~-I----~:~~I----~:~-I----~:~-I---_~~~_I 
I 899 I 10527 I 10010 I 4527 I 1415 I 2010 I 

(3) Detention home / 3.1' 35.8 / 34.1' 15.4 / 4.8 / B.8' 

I---~~:~-I----~:~-I---~~:~-I---~~:~-I---~~:~-I--_~~:~_i 
I 2 I 669 I 1239 I 56 I 245 I 870 I 

(4) Foster family / 0.1 / 21. 7' 40.2 / 1.8 / 8.0 / 28.2 / 

I----~:~-I----~:~-I----~:~-I----~:~-I----~:~-I----~:~_I 
I 38 I 37 I 74 I 51 I 11 I 1 9 I 

(5) Combination f 15.8 / 18.2 I 32.5' 22.4 / 4.8 r 8.3 / 

I----~:~-I----~:~-I----~:~-I----~:~-I----~:~-I---_~:~_I 
I ' 18 I 1041 I 2485 I 179 I 303 I 244 I 

(8) Other / 0.4' 24.4' 58.2
0

' 4.2' 7.1 I 5.7 / 

!----~:~-!----~:~-!----~:~-,----~:~-,----~:~-!----~:~-! 
Column 2195 120383' 77429 9278 4175 14988 
Tota 

1 
1 .0 52 . 7 33. 9 4. 1 1 . 8 B. B 

188372 
82.5 

3087 
1.4 

29388 
12.9 

3081 
1.3 

228 
0.1 

4270 
1.9 

228428 
100.0 
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r Table 53 

Disposition by 
Was child detained? 

Count 1 (1) (2) 
Raw % II Yes;)No 
Col % -. ---______ 1 ______ --1--------1 

1608 I 1230 I 
(1) Waived criminal 58.8 I 43.4 I 

--__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I 
34802 198139 I 

(2) Dismissed 15.0 85.0 

(3) Probation 

(4) Institution 

(5) Public/Private agen 

(6) Other 

Column 
Total 

40.7 56.3 

30403 
21.0 
35.5 

114039 
79.0 
32.4 

10027 7888 
58.0 44.0 
11.7 2.2 

---;~;~-I---;;;;-
48.8 I 53.2 

-- __ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
4660 I 28345 
15.0 r 85.0 

----~:~-!----~:~-
85594 352207 

19.6 80.4 

Row 
Total 

2838 
O.B 

233001 
53.2 

1014442 
33.0 

17895 
4.1 

8822 
2.0 

31005 
7.1 

437801 
100.0 

o " 

Table 54 

Disposition by 
Manner of handling 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(1) Wafved criminal 

(2) Dismissed 

(3) Probation 

(4) Instftutton 

(5) Public/Private agen 

(8) Other 

Column 
Total 

1 (1) (2) 
! Without With 
Ipetltlon petition -- ______ 1 ______ --

o 3025 
0.0 100.0 
0.0 1.4 

185958 
77.5 
73.4 

58519 
38.4 
22.3 

189 
0.8 
0.1 

513 
4.9 
0 .. 2 

10152 
30.8 
4.0 

253329 
54.4 

54000 
22.5 
25.4 

989.24 
83.6 
48.8 

23840 
99.2 
11.1 

9918 
95.1 
4.7 

22849 
69.2 
10.8 

--------, 
212356 

45.B 

Row 
Total 

3025 
0.6 

239956 
51.5 

155443 
33.4 

23829 
5. ~ 

10431 
2.2 

33001 
7.1 

465685 
100.0 

I-' a 
w 
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(1) Less than 1 day 

(2) 1-7 days 

(3) 1-2 weeks 

(4) 2-3 weeks 

(5) 3-4 weeks 

(6) 1-2 months 

(7) 2-3 months 

(8) 3-6 months 

(9) 6-12 months 

(10) 1 year or more 

Column 
Total 

Table 55 

Time fn system 
by Age 

15~57 
7.9 

4.3605 
22.7 

21707 
11.3 

26118 
13.B 

SB1B 
4.5 

2120 
1.1 
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(2) 

(3) 

(4) 

(5) 

(6) 

(7) 

(8) 

(9) 

( 10) 

\ 
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Table 58 

Tfme fn system 
by Sex 

Count (1) (2) 
Row '" Male Female 
Col '" ----:----- -------- --------

8454 4177, 
Less than 1 day 88.9 33.1 

5.8 10.2 -------- --------
14999 5664 

1-7 days 72.8 27.4 
9.9 13.8 -------- --------

17378 5.171 
1-2 weeks 77.1 22.9 

11.5 12.8 
-------- --------

14770 4232 
2-3 weeks 77.7 22.3 

.9.7 10.3 
-------- --------

12122 3113 
3-4 weeks 79.8 20.4 

8.0 7.8 --------, --------
35302 8507 

1-2 months 80.8 19.4 
23.3 20.7 

-------- --------
17999 3788 

2-3 months 82.8 17.4 
11.9 9.2 

--21825- 1 --------4398 
3-8 months 83.2 18.8 

14.4 10.7 -------- --------
7085 1584 

8-12 months 81.7 18.3 
4.7 3.9 

-------- --_ ... _---
1708 448 

1 year or more 79.3 20.7 
1.1 1.1 -------- --------

Column 151818 41078 
Total 78.7 21.3 

Count 
Row 

Row '" Total Col '" ---------12831 
8.8 ( 1) Less than 1 day 

20883 
10.7 (2) 1-7 days 

22547 
11.7 (3) 1-2 weeks 

19002 
9.9 (4) 2-3 weeks 

15235 
7.9 (5) 3-4 weeks 

43809 
22.7 (8) 1-2 months 

~1785 
11.3 (7) 2-3 months 

28223 
13.8 (8) 3-8 months 

8849 
4.5 (9) 8-12 months 

2152 
1.1 (10) 1 year or more 

192898 Column 
100.0 Total 

Tl!lble 57 

Tf me t n system 
by Race 

(1 ) 
Whtte 

15784 
81.5 
12.2 

5024 
58.8 
3.9 

1182 
55.6 
0.9 

129433 
89.1 

(2) 
Black 

7891 
30.0 
18.7 

2738 
32.0 
5.9 

848 
30.4 

1.4 

48053 
24.8 

(3) 
Other 

2179 
8.5 

18.5 

783 
9.2 
8.8 

298 
13.S 
2.5 

11793 
8.3 

Row 
Total 

• 12544 
8.7 

20438 
10.9 

22173 
11.8 

17849 
9.5 

14705 
7.9 

42252 
22.8 

21049' 
11'.2 

25634 
13.7 

8543 
4.0 

2124 
1.1 

187309 
100.0 
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Table 58 

Ttme fn system by 
Source of referral 

count 1 (1) (2) (3) (4) (5) (8) (7) 
Row % I PDlice Parent School Probatn Soctal Other Other Row 
Col % relattve offtcer agency court Total ---------1--______ 1 ________ 1 ________ 1 ______ --1--------1 ________ 1 _______ _ 

8B90 I 18B1 482 I 381 I 188 I 142 I 585 12329 
(1) Less than 1 day 70.5 1 15.1 3.9 1 3.1 I 1.5 1 1.2 I 4.7 B.5 

--__ ~:~_I ___ ~~:~- ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_ 
15271 I 1543 722 I 765 I 3B1 I 24B I 1174 20082 

(2) 1-7 days 7B.0 1 7.7 3.B I 3.8 1 1.8 1 1.2 1 5.8 10.B 
--_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~- ____ ~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_ 

1B959 1027 1242 B8B 282 i 333 1238 217B4 
(3) 1-2 weeks 77.9 4.7 5.7 3.2 1.3 1.5 5.7 11.5 

(4) 2-3 weeks 

(5) 3-4 weeks 

(B) 1-2 months 

(7) 2-3 months 

(8) 3-B months 

(9) 6-12 months 

(10) 1 year or more 

Column 
Total 

11.1 11.2 15.2 1B.3 13.7 14.7 11.9 
-------- -------- -------- -------- -------- -------- --------

14703 
79.B 
9.6 

12242 
81.8 
8.0 

36047 
83.4 
23.5 

18235 
84.3 
11.9 

22093 
84.7 
14.4 

7184 
83.5 

4.7 

1BS5 
77.4 

1.1 

15307B 
90.9 

B88 
3.7 
7.5 

589 
3.S 
B.4 

1517 
3.5 

1B.S 

884 
3.2 
7.5 

1125 
B.1 

13.8 

BB3 
4.4 
8.1 

1B70 
3.9 

20.5 

847 
3.9 

10.4 

534· 
2.9 

12.7 

374 
2.5 
8.9 

B95 
1.8 

1B.S 

2B9 
1.2 
B.4 

817 1007 3S4 
3.1 3.9 1.3 
8.9 12.3 7.9 

328 330 124 
3.8 3.8 h04 
3.B 4.0 2.~ 

117 74 48 
5.5 3.5 2.2 
1.3 0.9 1.1 

91B9 81B2 4210 
4.8 4.3 2.2 

191 
1.0 
9.3 

14B 
1.0 
7.1 

428 
1.0 

20.8 

180 
0.8 
8.8 

24B 
1.3 

10.9 

195 
1.3 
8.B 

4B3 
1.1 

20.4 

209 
1.0 
9.2 

149 251 
O.B 1.0 
7.3 11.1 

2053 
1.1 

22B7 
1.2 

984 
5.3 
9.5 

759 
5.1 
7.3 

2412 
5.B 

23.2 

1215 
5.B 

11.7 

1440 
5.5 

13.9 

10382 
'5.5 

18471 
9.8 

149B8 
7.9 

43230 
22.8 

21B3B 
11.4 

2B091 
13.8 

8607 
4.5 

2138 
1.1 

189319 
100.0 

I-' 
o 
0'1 

~ 
I h 

~ 
f 
I 

I 
\ 

I 
I 
~. 

-=-. 
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Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(1) less than 1 day 

(2) 1-7 days 

(3) 1-2 weeks 

(4) 2-3 weeks 

(5) 3-4 weeks 

(6) 1-2 months 

(7) 2-3 months 

(8) 3-6 months 

(9) 6-12 months 

(10) 1 year or more 

Column 
Total 

Table 59 

Time In system by 
Reason for referral 

(1) (2) (3) 
Drugs 

(4) (5) 
Against Against 
persons property 

Public Status 
order 

598 
4.8 
2.7 

15B1 
7.B 

, 7.1 

2232 
9.9 

10.2 

1835 
9.7 
8.4 

1652 
10.9 
7.5 

5272 
12.1 
24.0 

2915 
13.4 
13.3 

4138 
15.8 
18.9 

1377 
1B.O 
6.3 

I 343 
I 1B.O 

!----~:~-
21921 

11.4 

1', 

3246 
25.8 
3.S 

7310 
35.5 
8.1 

10103 
45.0 
11. 1 

543 
4.3 
5.1 

1153 
5.B 

10.8 

13B2 
B.1 

12.8 

--______ 1 ______ --

2173 I 600B 
17.3, 47.8 

----~:~-,---~~:~-
3884 I BB8B 
18.9 32.5 
13.0 17.3 

3829 
17.1 
12.8 

4918 
21.9 
12.iJ 

---;;;;-l---;~;~- 3336 
17.6 
11. 1 

39B8 
21.0 
10.3 

4B.1 5.B 
9.B 9.9 

7523 
49.B 
8.3 

23059 
52.8 
25.4 

11434 
52.7 
12.B 

13887 
53.2 
15.3 

4505 
52.2 
5.0 

1003 
4B.8 

1.1 

90799 
47.3 

958 
B.3 
9.0 

2468 
5.7 

23.2 

1:21B 
5.6 

11.4 

139B 
5.3 

13.1 

413 
4.8 
3.9 

2483 
18.4 
8.3 

B217 
14.2 
20.7 

3021 
13.9 
10.1 

3470 
13.3 
1'.B 

1229 
14.2 
4.1 

95 338 
4.4 I 1S.-!-3 
0.9, r;~ 

.. ------- 1----...;"'--
10B54 

5.B 
29980 

15.B 

2555 
1B.8 
B.B 

BB33 
15.2 
17.2 

3120 
14.4 
8.1 

3215 
12.3 
8.3 

1102 
12.8 
2.9 

3B4 
17.0 
0.9 

385B7 
20.1 

Row 
Total 

125BB 
B.5 

20594 
10.7 

22444 
11.7 

18918 
9.9 

15171 
7.9 

43B49 
22.7 

2170B 
11.3 

26104 
13.B 

8628 
4.5 

2143 
1.1 

191921 
100.0 

Table BO 

TlmEl In system by 
Any ~lrlor referrals? 

~~unt 1 (1) (2) 
F!.~w % ,I Yes No 

. ICol % 
---------,--______ 1 ______ --

241B I B410 
(1) less than 1 day 27.4 I 72.B 

----~:~-,---~~:~-
(2) 1-7 days 

(3) 1-2 weeks 

(4) 2-3 weeks 

(5) 3-4 weeks 

(B) 1-2 months 

(7) 2-3 months 

(8) 3-B months 

(9) B-12 months 

(10) 1 year or more 

Column 
Total 

42B7 
40.0 
9.7 

3453 
3B.7 
7.9 

2962 
36.8 
6.8 

3009 
40.2 
6.9 

10B99 
44.1 
24.4 

5734 
47.7 
13.1 

7338 
52.2 
1B.8 

3065 
54.0 
7.0 

823 
57.8 

1.9 

43766 
42.9 

B403 
BO.O 
11.0 

5947 
63.3 
10.2 

5124 
63.4 
8.8 

4471 
59.8 
7.7 

13567 
55.9 
23.3 

6291 
52.3 
10.8 

B713 
47.8 
11.5 

2609 
4B.0 
4.5 

600 
42.2 

1.0 

58135 
57.1 

Row 
Total 

8826 
8.7 

10670 
10.5 

9400 
9.2 

8086 
7.9 

I-' 
o 

7480 -...) 
7.3 

24168 
23.8 

12025· 
11.8 

14051 
13.8 

5B74 
5.6 

1423 
1.4 

101901 
100.0 

/ 
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Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(1) Less than 1 day 

(2) 1-7 days 

(3) 1-2 weeks 

(4) 2-3 weeks 

(5) ')-4 weeks 

(6) 1-2 months 

(7) 2-3 months 

(8) 3-6 months 

(9) 6-12 months 

(10) 1 year or more 

Column 
Total 

(1) 
None 

\ 

Q 

Table 81 

Time In system by 
Number of prfor referrals 

(2) 
One 

" 

(3) 
Two 

(4) 
Three 

Q 

(5) 
Four 

(8) i 

Five 0" 

o 

Row 
Total 

88~6 
8.7 

10870 
10.5 

9400 
9.2 

808('1 
7.9 

7480 
7.3 

24268 
23.8 

12025 
11.8 

14051 
13.8 

5674 
5.8 

1423 
1.4 

101901 
100.0 

(.:; 

i/ 

r? 
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(8) 3-9 months 

(9) 8-12 months 

(10) 1 year or more 

Column 
Total 

23485 
84.5 
21.3 

--------
11521 
85.5 
10.4 

1--;;;;;-
1 87.1 

'---~~:~-I 4331 
1 85.=t 

I ____ ~:~-
I 1047 
I 83.0 

! -.. --~:~-
110262 

83.8 

\\ 

Table 82 

Time In system by 
Care pending disposition 

428 3195 
1.5 11.5 

18.9 20.4 
-------- --------

147 1474 
1.1 10.9 
5.8 9.4 

-------- ---;;~;-I 153 
--------

189 
1.0 10.0 1.1 
6. f 10.3 8.8 

-------- -------- --------
59.1 587 

1.2 I 11.6 

--__ ~:~_I __ ~_~:~-
9 I 182 

0.7 I 12.8 

----~:~-I----~:~-

67 
1.3 
3.4 

--------
32 

2.5 
1.8 

--------
2515 15838 1954 

1.9 11.9 1.5 

\ .. 

--------
4 

0.0 
1.9 

--------
1 

0.0 
0.5 

--------
2 

0.2 
0.9 

--------
215 
0.2 

--~ -

. , "'1 

(8) 
Other Row 

Total .- . 
\ -------- \ 

- 109 11847 
0.9 e.8 
8.3 

--------
188 15828 
1.2 11.8 

14.3 
--------

17084 
13.0 

13434 
10.2 

I-' 
0 

10508 ~ 

8.0 

27771 
21.1 

13469 
10.2 

--------
135 1601S 
0.8 12.1 
~0.3 

--------
37 5082 

0.7 3.9 
2.8 

--------
9 1281 

0.7 1.0 

----~:~-! 
1311 131895 
1.0 100.0 

fi 
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Table B3 

Ttme In system by 
Was child detained? 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(1) Less than 1 day 

(2) 1-7 days 

(3) 1-2 weeks 

(4) 2-3 weeks 

(5) 3-4 weeks 

(B) 1-2 months 

(7) 2-3 months 

(8) 3-B months 

(9) B-12 months 

( 10) 1 year or more 

Column 
Total 

(1) (2) 
Yes No 

-------_._-------
2338 10028 
18.9 81.1 
9.2 B.3 

4314 
22.3 
17.2 

3119 
14.2 
12.2 

2068 
11.2 
8.1 

18B5 
12.7 
7.3 

5340 
12.7 
21.0 

2423 
11.9 
9.5 

2B30 
10.7 
10.3 

t034 
12.9 
4.1 

298 
15.B 
1.2 

2548.7 
t3.S 

15201 
77.7 

9.B 

18856 
85.8 
11.9 

1B392 
88.8 
10.3 

12834 
87.3 
8.1 

3BB38 
87.3 
23.1 

17995 
88.1 
11.4 

21893 
89.3 
13.8 

B99B 
87.1. 
4.4 

1B08 
84.4 

1.0 i 

--------! 
158441 

8B.1 

Row 
Total 

123B4 
B.7 

19575 
10.B 

21975 
11.9 

18460 
10.0 

14B99 
8.0' 

41978 
22.8 

20418 
11. 1 

24523 
13.3 

8030 
4.4 

190B 
1.0 

183928 
100.0 

Tabla B4 

Time In system by 
Manner ofhandltng 

Count • (1) (2) 
Row % I Wtthout With 
Col % Ipetttton petltton 

(1) Less than 
---------I--;~;;~- ---;;;;-

1 day I 82.3 17.7 

I---~~:~- ----~:~-
(2) 1-7 days \ 

(3) 1-2 weeks 

(4) 2-3 weeks 

(5) 3-4 weeks 

(B) 1-2 months 

(7) 2-3 months 

(8) 3-6 months 

(9) B-12 months 

I 14014 BBBO 
67.8 32.2 
15.8 6.4 

14084 
62.4 
15.9 

10B24 
55.9 
12.0 

7B1~ 

j 50.0 
I ____ ~:~-
I 1B583 

37.8 
18.7 

59~4 
27.2 
B.7 

8474 
37.B 
8.1 

8383 
44.1 
8.0 

---;;;;-, 
.50.0 I 

-- __ ~:~_I 
27250 
62.2 
2B.1 

15881 
72.8 
15.2 

(10) 1 year or more 

Column 
Total 

" 

Row 
Total 

12B43 
B.B 

20574 
10.7 

22558 
11.7 

19007 
9.9 

15240 
7.9 

43833 
22.7 

21805 
. 11. 3 

2B23B 
13.B 

8849 
4.5 

21S1 
1.1 

19279B 
100.0 

i /. 

\ 
\ 
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(1) Less than 1 day 

(2) 1-7 days 

(3) 1-2 we~s 

(4) 2-3 weeks 

(5) 3-4 weeks 

(6) 1-2 months 

(7) 2-3 months 

(8) 3-6 months 

(5) 6-12 months 

(10) 1 year or more 

Column 
Total 

, /; 

137 
0.6 

10.0 

110 
0.6 
8.0 

120 
0.8 
8.8 

333 
0.8 

24.3 

190 
0.9 

13.9 

229 
0.9 

1S.7 

79 
0.9 
5.8 

16 
0.7 
1.2 

1371 
0.7 

Table 65 

Ttme tn system 
by Disposttion 

12932 
58.5 
13.8 

9733 
53.0 
10.4 

7464 
50.0 
7.9 

615' 
27.8 
10.7 

4988 
27.2 
8.7 

4420 
29.6 
7.7 

18633 14362 
43.1 33.2 
19.8 25.1 

--------.--------
Q~48 I 7708 I 
40.8 I 35.6 
9.4 I 13.4 

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

11608 
44.4 
12.4 

4772 
55.5 
5.1 

1261 
59.0 

1.3 

93971 
49.7 

8402. 
32.2 . 
14.7 

2214 
25.7 
3.9 

357 
16.7 
0.6 

57317 
30.3 

830 
3.8 

10.6 

647 
3.5 
8.2 

S20 
4.2 
7.9 

1895 
4.4 

24.1 

1056 
4.9 

13.4 

411 
1.9 
9.0 

434 
2.4 
9.S 

428 
2.9 
9.4 

1222 
2.8 

2B.7 

615 
2.8 

13.5 

(6) 
Other 

1141 
9.7 
4.7 

1807 
8.9 
7.S 

1641 
7.4 
8.8 

2449 
13.3 
10.2 

1877 
12.6 
7.8 

6754 
15.6 
28.1 

3251 
15.0 
13.5 

" 

3847 
14.7 
16.0 

939 
10.9 
3.9 

367 
17.2 
1.5 ,. --------

24073 
12.7 

RGW 
Total 

11807 
6.2 

20235 
10.7 

22102 
11.7 

18359 
9.7 

14929 
7.9 

43199 
22.8 

21668 
11.5 

26125 
13.8 

8604 
4.5 

2137 
1.1 

189165 
100.0 

\ , 

o 

() 
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Table 66 

Age by 
Legal counsel 

(for pettttoned cases only) 

count I (1) (2) (3) (4) 
Row % Prtvatly Public Court None 
Col % Iretatned defender appointd 

--------_1_------_1_------_1_-------1--------I 25 I 78 I 55 I 34 
I 13.0 I 40.6 I 28.6 I 17.7 (1) Less than 10 

(2) 10 years 

( <l) 11 years 

(4) 12 years 

(5) 13 years 

(6) 14 years 

(7) 15 years 

(8) 16 years 

(9) 17 years 

(10) 18 years or older 

Column 
Total 

I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~::_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
I· 26 136 I 47 II 46 I I I 10.2 53.3 I 18.4 I 18.0 
I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ___ ~~:~_ 

, 70 316 140 I 80 
I 11.6 52.1 23.1 I 13.2 
I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~ _____ ~:~_I~ ___ ~:~_ 
I 150 935 395 I· 301 
I 8.4 52.5 22.2 I 16.9 
I ____ ~:~- ____ !:~ _____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_ 

405 2490 960 I 794 
I 8.1 53.6 20.6 I 17.1 

----~:~- ----~:~- --__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
1037 4999 1883 I 1872 
10.6 51.1 19.2 I 19.1 
13.7 14.7 13.4 I 14.6 

---;~;;- ---;;;;- ---;;;;-,---;;;;-
10.5 50.3 20.0 I 19.2 

---~~:~- ---~~:~- --_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-I 2023 8647 3680 I 3154 
I 11.6 49.4 21.0 I 18.0 
I ___ ~~:~- ___ ~~:~ ____ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_ 
I 2112 8301 I 3643 I 3331 I 12.1 47.7 I 21.0 I 19.2 I 28.0 24.3 I 25.8 I 26.0 

I----;~;- ----;;;-I----;~;-I----;;;-

!----~:~- ---:~:;-!---:~:~"I---:~:~-7546 34122 14098 12812 
11.0 49.8 20.6 t8.7 

Row 
Total 

192 
0.3 

255 
0.4 

806 
0.9 

1781 
2.6 

4649 
!l.8 

9791 
14.3 

14714 
21.5 

17504 
25.S 

17387 
25.4 

1699 
2.5 

68578 
100.0 

Table 67 

Legal counsel 

(for 
by Sex 

petitioned cases only) 

Count (1) (2) 
Row % Male Female Row 
Col % Total 

--------- -- ______ 1 ______ --

7007 910 7917 
(1) Prtvately retained 88.5 11.5 10.5 

10.9 8.0 
-------- --------

33959 6174 40133 
(2) Public defender 84.6 15.4 53.1 

52.8 54.3 
-------- --------

12389 1977 14366 
(3 ) Court appointed 86.2 13.8 19.0 

19.3 17.4 
-------- --------

10904 2316 13220 
(4) None 82.5 17.5 17.5 

17.0 20.4 I-' -------- -------- I-' 
Column 64259 11377 75636 N 

Total 85.0 15.0 100.0 
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Table 68 

Legal counsel 
by Race 

(for petit~oned cases only) 

Count 1 (1) (2) (3) 
Row % ! White Black Other Row 
Col % I Total 

--- ______ 1 ______ --1--------1--------1 
5883 I 743 1224 7850 

(1) Privately retained 74.9 1 9.5 15.6 10.5 

--_~~:~_I ____ ~:~- ____ ~:~_ 

::1 
u 

(2 ) 

(3 ) 

(4) 

Public 

Court 

None 

~.---~-

defender 

appointed 

Column 
Total 

23615 
59.5 
51.7 

--------
6539 
45.7 
14.3 

--------
9598 
74.0 
21.0 

--------
45635 
61.0 

6854 
17.3 
53.6 

--------
3948 
27.6 
30.9 

--------
1240 
9.B 
9.7 

--------
12785 

17.1 

9220 
23.2 
56.3 

--------
3808 
26.6 
23.2 

--------
2133 
1B.4 
13.0 

--------
16385 
21.9 

39689 
53.1 

14295 
19.1 

12971 
17.3 

74805 
100.0 

t1 

Table 69 

Source Or referral 
by Legal counsel 

(for petitioned cases only) 

Courit 1 ( 1 ) ( 2 ) ( 3 ) 
Row % Iprlvatly Public Court 
Col % Iretained defender appointd 

--- ______ 1 ______ --1--------1--------

(4) 
None 

-- ______ 1 

7099 I 31665 I 10725 
(' 1) Pol ice 11. 9 1 53. 0 1 17 . 9 

--_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-
10291 I 
17.2 1 

--_~~:!_I 
121 1 36 I 340 91 

(2) Parent or relative 6.1 1 57.8 15.5 

----~;;-I----;;;- ----~;~-
20.6 1 

1.0 
--------

220 
(3) School 6.8 44.0 8.5 40.7 

(4) Probation officer 

(5) Social agency 

(6) Other court 

(7) Other 

Column 
Total 

0.5 0.6 0.4 1.8 

244 
5.2 
3.2 

21 
2.5 
0.3 

152 
5.5 
2.0 

I 140 
1 12.B 

!----~:~-
7729 
11.0 

3306 
69.9 
8.6 

642 
77.3 

1.7 

388 
8.2 
3.3 

107 
12.9 
0.9 

--------
789 

16.7 
6.3 

--------
60 

7.2 
0.5 

--------
1537 363 734 
55.2 13.0 26.3 
4.0 3.1 5.9 ________________ 1 _______ _ 

504 1 138 1 ~26 
45.5 I 12.5 I 29.4 

----!:~-!----!:~-!----~:~-
38232 
54.3 

11858 
1B.9 

12541 
17.8 

Row 
Total 

59780 
85.0 

588 
0.8 

541 
0.8 

4727 
6.7 

830 
1.2 

2786 
4.0 

1108 
1.B 

70360 
100.0 

", ,- ~ 

I-' 
I-' 
LV 
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Table 70 

Reason for referral 
by Legal counsel 

(for petitioned cases only) 

Count 1 (1) (2) (3) (4) 
Row % IprivatlY Public Court None 
Col % retained defender appointd 

---______ 1 ______ --1--------1--------1--------
I 1835 I 7584 I 3592 I 1499 

(1) Against persons 12.6 1 52.3 1 24.8 1 10.3 

--_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-
4362 21460 I 7950 I 7193 

(2) Against property 10.6 52.4 1 19.4 I 17.6 

---~~:~- --_~~::_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~-
(3) Drugs 

579 
13.4 
7.4 

730 
(4) Ag~inst public order 1 9.0 

I----;~~-
(5) status I 4.9 

!----~:~-
Co'IUmn 
Total 

7872 
10.4 

1986 
46.0 
5.0 

4490 
55.3 
11.2 

4478 
60.2 
11.2 

39998 
53.1 

794 
18.4 
5.B 

1206 
14.8 
8.4 

764 
10.3 
5.3 

14306 
19.0 

957 
22.2 
7.3 

1699 
~0.9 
~2.9 

1829 
24.6 
13.9 

13177 
17.5 

Row 
Total 

14510 
1r.1.3 

40965 
54.4 

4316 
5.7 

8125 
10.8 

7437 
9.9 

75353 
100.0 

Table 71 

Legal counsel by 
Any prio~ referrals? 

(for petitioned cases only) 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(1) Privately retained 

(2) Public defender 

(3) Court appointed 

{4) None 

Column 
Total 

(1) 
Yes 

645 
29.3 
15.1 

2636 
45.5 
&1.9 

321 
44.0 
7.5 

658 
27.3 
15.4 

4260 
38.3 

(2) 
No 

--------1 
1554 
70.7 
22.6 

3160 
54.5 
46.0 

409 
56.0 
5.9 

1753 
72.7 
25.5 

6876 
61.7 

Row 
Total 

2199 
19.7 

5796 
52.0 

730 
6.6 

2411 
21.7 

11136 
100.0 
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(1) None 

on One 

(3) Two 

(4) Three 

(5l Four 

(6) Five or more 

Ci 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

Column 
Total 

Table 72 

Number of prior referrals 
by Legal counsel . 

(for petitioned cases only) 

(1) (2) (3) (~) 
Prlvatly Public Court None 
retained defender appolntd ________ ~-- ______ I ________ I ________ I 

1554 I 3160 I 409 I 1753 I 
I I I I 22.6 I 46.0 I 5.9 I 25.5 I 

--_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I 
355 I 1198 I 140 I 383 I 

I I I I 17 . 3 I 58 . 2 I 6 . 8, 17 . 7 I 
--_~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~- ___ ~~:~_I 

131 I 543 73 152 I 
14.8 I 80.4 8.1 18 .. 9 

----~:~-,----~:~- ---!~:~- ----~:~-
I 71 I 307 38 58 
I 15.0 I 64.8 8.0 12.2 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:.~- ____ ~:.~ _____ ~:.~_ 
I 43 I 182 19 38 I 15.4 I 85.0 8.8 12.9 
1 ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:!_I ____ ~:~ _____ !:~_ 
I 45 I 408 I 51 49 
I I I I 8. 1 I 73. 8 I 9.2 8 . 9 I 

!----~:~-!----~:~-!----~:~- ----~:~-! 
2199 
19.7 

o 

5796 
52.0 

(f 

731) 
6.8 

o 

2411 
21.7 

Row 
Total 

6876 
81.7 

2054 
18.4 

899 
8.1 

474 
4.3 

280 
:2.5 

553 
5.0 

11138 
100.0 

o 

» 
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....... 
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Table '13 

Care pending disposition 
by Legal counsel 

(for petitioned cases only) 

Count 1 (1) (2) (3) (4) 
Row % Iprlvatly Public Court None 
Col % 'retained defender appointd _________ � ________ 1 ________ 1 ________ 1 _______ _ 

1 1812 1 3902 1 463 1 2181 
I ! 1 I (1) None overnight 1 21.7 1 46.7 1 5.5 1 26.1 
I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~::~_I ___ ~~:~-
1 15 1 21 1 27 I 36 . I I I I (2) ~ail/police stati~n I 15.2 I 21.2 I 27.3 I 36.4 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~::-
I 318 I 1587 I 149 ,. 146 

(3) Detentl~11 home I 14.!! I 72.1 I 6.8 I 6.6 
I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ____ ~:~-
1 4 I 66 I 45 I 12 
1 1 1 1 (4) Foster family I 3.1 I 52.0 I 35.4 I 9.4 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ___ ~~:~_I ____ ~:~-
10 1 0 1 0 i 0 

(5) Combination I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 I 0.0 
I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I ____ ~:~_I __ .:_~:~-
I 35 1 133 1 26 1 13 
I I I 1 (6) Other I 16.9 I 64.3 I 12.6 I 6.3 I 

}----~:~-!----~:~-!----~~:::!----~::-! 

Q " 

Column 
Total 

2184 
19.9 

5709 
51.9 

710 
6.5 

2388 
21.7 

---"..: 

Row 1.\ 
Total 

8358 
76.0 

99 
0.9 

2200 
20.0 

127 
1.2 

I-' 
I-' 
0'1 

0 r\ 0.0 

207 
1.9 

10991 
100.0 

G 

L, 
c' " " , 



r r Table 74 

Legal counsel by 
Was child detained? 

(for petitioned cases only) 

count I ( 1 ) ( 2 ) 
Row % 1 Yes No 
Col % _________ 1 ________ 1 ________ 1 

I 2195 4506 I 
(1) Privately retained I 32.8 67.2 I 

I--~;;;;- --~~;~;-I , 
(2) Public def~nder ,4S.9 54.1 

, 59.0 45.0 

'I i ---;;~:;- ---:;;:;:;-, . 
( 3) Cour:'tappo i nted 1 39. G 60.4 

I ___ ~~:~- ___ ~~:~_ 
I 2517 7960 

(4) None ,24.0 76.0 
, 10.7 I 22.0 
,--------1--------

Column 
Total 

23447 
39.3 

o 

36252 
60.7 

Row 
Total 

6701 
11.2 

30137 
50,'5 

12384 
20.7 

10477 
17.5 

·59699 
100.0 

Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(1) Waived criminal 

(2) Dismissed 

(3) Probation 

(4) In!3t ttut I on 

(5) Public/Private agen 

(6) Other 

Column 
Total 

Table 75 

Disposition by 
Legal counsel 

(for petitioned cases only) 

1 (1) (2) 
'prlvatly Public 
'retained defender -- ______ 1 ______ --

71 I 379 
9.6 5L4 
0.9 0.9 

1134 
10.0 
14.3 

4988 
12.0 
62.9 

1096 
8.9 

13.8 

I 400 
I 6.6 

I----;~;-I 6.2 

!----~:~-
7932 
10.5 

5297 
46.8 
13.2 

20254 
48.8 
50.4 

7392 
59.8 
18.4 

3897 
64.2 
9.7 

3007 
76.8 
7.5 

40226 
53.0 

(3) (4) 
Court None 

appointd 
--------r~--- _____ I 

239 49 I 
32.4 6.6 I 

----~:~- -- __ ~:~_I 
2122 2755 I 
18.8 24.4 I 

---~~:~- --_~~:~_I 
7756 8481 I 
18.7 20.4 
53.5 64.1 

2833 
22.9 
19.6 

1241 
20.4 
8.6 

295 
1.5 
2.0 

14486 
19.1 

1037 
8.4 
7.3 

535 
8.8 
4.0 

371 
9.5 
2.8 

13228 
17.4 

Row 
Total 

738 
1.0 

11308 
14.9 

41479 
54.7 

12358 
16.3 

6073 
8.0 

3916 
5.2 

75872 
100.0 

" . 

I-' 
1-' 
-...J 

() 

,:--') 

I} 
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Count 
Row % 
Col % 

(1) Less than 1 day 

(2) 1-7 days 

(3) 1-2 weeks 

(4) 2-3 weeks 

(5) 3-4 weeks 

(6) 1-2 months 

(7) 2-3 months 

(8) 3-6 months 

(9) 6-12 months 

(10) 1 year or more 

" 

~~ 

o 

"I-.{3 

Column 
Total 

Table 76 

Ttme in system 
by Legal counsel 

(for petttioned cases only) 

(1) (2) (3) 
Prtvatly Public Court 
retained defender appointd ________ -- ______ 1 ______ --

10 66 I 21 
5.0 33.2 1 10.6 

----~:~- --__ ~:~_I ____ ~:~-
80 297 1 90 

12.2 45.4 I 13.8 

----~:~- --__ ::~_I ____ ~::-
123 

13.4 
5.3 

454 
49.4 
7.8 

112 
12.2 
11.8 

I 146 I 15.9 
I ____ ~:~-

459 
49.9 
7.9 

83 
9.0 
8.7 

1 187 
1 1 19.0 

I----~;;-
1 21.1 
I 29.5 1 ______ --

438 
21.5 
18.8 

50a 
22.8 
21.7 

135 
25.1 
5.8 

20 
18.2 
0.9 

2333 
19.7 

\ 

471 
47.8 
8.1 

1516 
46.4 
26.1 

1032 
50.6 
17.8 

1q9 
52.7 
20.2 

287 
53.4 

4.9 

47 
42.7 
0.8 

5799 
48.9 

97 
9.8 

10.2 

238 
7.3 

25.1 

119 
5.8 

12.5 

147 
6.6 

15.5 

32 
6.0 
3.4 

---_.&_--
10 

9.1 
1.1 

949 
8.0 

(4) 
None 

-- ______ 1 

102 1 
1 51.3 1 

--__ ~:~_I 
187 I 

1 28.6 1 
--__ ~:~_I 

230 1 
1 25.0 • 

8.3 I -- ______ 1 

232 1 
1 25.2 1 

--__ ~:~_I 
231 1 

1 23.4 ! 
--__ ~:~_I 

825 1 
1 25.3 1 

--_~~:~_I 
449 1 

1 22.0 I 
--_~~:~_I 

398 1 
1 17.9 1 

--_~~:~_I 
as I 

15.5 1 
--__ ~:~_I 

33 1 
, 30.0 1 

1.2 I 
--------! 

2770 
23.4 

Row 
Total 

199 
1.7 

654 
5.5 

919 
7.8 

920 
7.8 

986 
8.3 

3267 
27.6 

2038 
17.2 

2221 
18.7 

537 
4.5 

110 
0.9 

11851 
100.0 
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