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The statistics in this publication represent the volume of children's 
cases disposed of by juvenile courts. They are affected by se\!oral factors. 
Ages of children and types of cases (e.g., traffic violations) over which 
courts have jurisdiction are established by State law and often differ for 
courts in different States and sometimes for courts within the same State. 
This affects the number of cases reported and consequently the comparability 
of the reports from the various courts. 

The number of children's cases reported by different courts is also 
greatly influenced by variations in the organization and scope of the services 
of other agencies. Many communities have established agencies, such as a juve
nile division of the police department, that adjust many cases or refer them 
to other community agencies rather than to the juvenile courts. In some com
munities the Juvenile court is one of the few agencies providing social serv
ices to children. In others, programs of social services for children are well 
established; in these, the juvenile court is only one of many agencies dealing 
with children and is primarily used only when its authority as a judicial 
agency is needed. 

Furthermore, whether a child comes to the attention of the court is 
influenced by COmmunity and parental attitudes toward a child's behavior, and 
these attitudes vary from place to place. 

Because of these and other limitations (many of which are not sta-
_ tistically assessable), juvenile court statistics, when taken by themselves, 

cannot measure the full extent of either delinquency, dependency, or neglect. 
They may be particularly misleading when used to make c0mparisons between one 
community and another. They do, however, indicate how frequently one impor
tant community resource, the juvenile court, is utilized for dealing with such 
cases. (For further discussion of the problems of measurement of juvenile 
delinquency, see I. Richard Perlman: "Reporting Juvenile Delinquency," Na
tional Probation and Parole Association Journal, July 1957, J, pp. 242-249.) 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS 

4ft Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses) 

Extent ...... tI •••••• 

(Table 1) 

Trend .•.• 0 ••• 0 ••••• 

(Tables 4, 7 and 
~hart) 

Sex ratio ..•••••••• 
(Table 1) 

Manner of handling. 

(Table 2) 

About 514,000 Juvenile delinquency cases (excluding traf
fic offenses) were handled by Juvenile courts in the United 
States in 1960. The estimated number of different children 
involved in these cases was somewhat lower (443,000), since 
the same child may have been referred more than once during 
the year. These children represent 1.8 percent of all chil
dren aged 10 through 17 in the country. (Note: These data 
are not comparable to those reported for years prior to 
1957 when traffic offenses were included with other delin
quency cases. See section on "Traffic cases" below.) 

In 1960, for the 12th consecutive year, delinquency cases 
increased over the previous year. The increase for 1960 
was 6 percent while the increase in the child population, 
aged 10 through 17, increased by only 2 percent. Thus, as 
in every year in the past decade, except 1959, the increase 
in delinquency cases exceeded the increase in the child 
population. 

In the past, the percentage increase in girls' cases was 
usually less than that for boys'. In 1960, however, girls' 
cases increased by 10 percent over 1959 whereas boys' cases 
increased by only 5 percent. The largest increase in girls' 
cases occurred in rural courts. 

The pattern noted in recent years of court delinquency cases 
increasing faster in rural areas than elsewhere was reversed 
in 1960. The increase was 7 percent in urban courts, which 
handle two-thirds of all court delinquency cases in the 
country~ while it was 3 percent in the rural courts. 

Delinquency cases are primarily a boy's problem; boys are 
referred more than four times as often as girls. 

Cases handled unofficially -- without filing a petition 
are included in the data of this report. Half of the delin
quency cases were disposed of in this way. The proportion 
of cases handled unofficially was higher in urban courts 
than in rural courts, owing perhaps to the availability of 
specialized intake or probation staff in the urban courts. 
(For a discussion of policy consideration in the unofficial 
disposition of cases, see Standards for Specialized Courts 
Dealing with Children, Children's Bureau Publication No. 346, 
U.S. Government Printing Office, 1954, pp. 43-45.) 

The increase between 1959 and 1960 was much. greater in 
unofficial delinquency cases than in official cases (10 and 
3 percent respectively) when data from all types of courts 
are combined. When data are examined separately by type 
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S'LTMMARY OF FlNDINGS- ... continued 

Delinquency cases (excluding traffic offenses)--continued 

of court, however, the changes in such cases between these 
2 years are strikingly different. In rural courts, for 
example, the unofficial cases actually decreased while the 
official cases increased by 6 percent. 

Differential rates. The rate of delinquency cases (the number of cases per 
1,000 child population aged 10 through 17) was about 2 1/2 
times higher in predominantly urban areas than in predomi
nantly rural areas. Courts in predominantly urban areas 
handle about two-thirds of all the delinquency cases in 
the country. 

I 

(Table J) 

Traffic cases 

Extent .•••••••••••• In addition to the 514,000 juvenile delinquency cases, about 
J06,000 traffic cases were disposed of by juvenile courts in 

(Table 5) the country in 1960. These cases involved roughly 264,000 
different children or about 1.0 percent of the child popula
tion. These traffic cases do not represent all traffic cases 
of juveniles since many juvenile courts do not have jurisdic
tion in such cases. They represent only those coming to the 
attention of juvenile courts. 

Change from 
previous year .••.•• 

(Table 6) 

Discussion •.••••••• 

Traffic cases increased by 6 percent in 1960 over the es
timated number in 1959. This is the identical increase 
noted above for delinquency cases (excluding traffic of
fenses) . 

In former years traffic cases, in those courts that had 
jurisdiction in such cases, were included with other types 
of juvenile delinquency cases and could not be separately 
identified. Since 1957, courts have been requested to re
port data on traffic cases separately. The reasons for doing 
this are as follows: 

First, most traffic offenses can hardly be considered in 
the same category as other types of delinquency. Most do 
not involve the type of behavior or circumstances that 
require the study and specialized handling necessary in 
other forms of misconduct. This is recognized by the 
Standard Family and Juvenile Court Acts which permit spe
cial handling of Juvenile traffic cases in a summary man
ner, without social investigation •. It is generally 
believed therefore (and recommended recently by the Na
tional Council of Juvenile Court Judges) that traffic 
offenses should be analyzed separately from other types 
of delinquency. This was not very important 5 to 10 years 
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8t]MMARY OF FINDINGS--continued 

Traffic cases--continued 

ago when traffic cases comprised a small proportion of all 
Juvenile delinquency cases. Lately, however, the increased 
availability and use of the auto by Juveniles is accounting 
for increasingly more Juvenile traffic cases. 

Second, in at least one State, recent legislation prohibits 
the classification of traffic offenses under the heading of 
"juvenile delinquency,1I unless specifically adjudicated as 
such. 

Third, some courts have jurisdiction in traffic cases and 
others do not. This disturbs the comparability of report
ing. By reporting traffic cases separately, the data on 
delinquency cases (excluding traffic cases) become more 
precise. Also any changes in the methods of handling traf
fic cases (i.e., the increasing trend toward handling 
juvenile traffic cases in traffic courts) will only affect 
the series of data on traffic cases and not the other 
series on delinquency cases excluding traffic. Since 
traffic cases have been included with other delinquency 
cases up to now, the question may appropriately be raised 
as to whether the high rise in delinquency noted in the 
past 10 years may reflect merely the increased number of 
traffic offenses. This cannot be proved or disproved na
tionally since the data are not available. Nevertheless, 
the following observations are relevant. 

Examination of some State reports (California, Ohio, 
Missouri, Florida) that maintain separate data on traffic 
cases reveals that traffic offenses have increased tre
mendously in recent years. In the courts in some of these 
States traffic cases comprise half or more of all types of 
delinquency cases. There is no question but that in such 
courts, where the proportion of traffic cases is so r~gh, 
the rapid increase in traffic cases would seriously bias 
the overall delinquency picture for these specific States. 
For the United States as a whole, however, it is believed 
that the inclusion of traffic cases with other types of 
delinquency has not seriously affected the overall picture. 

This belief is based on the following: 

1. Many courts do not have jurisdiction over routine 
juvenile traffic cases so that nationally traffic cases 
comprise only about one-third of all types of delinquency 
cases, while non-traffic delinquency cases comprise the 
remaining two-thirds. This ratio buffers somewhat any 
disproportionate effect that the increase in traffic cases 
may have on the overall results. 

617)TI 0·61 ·z 3 
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SUMMARY OF FINDINGS--continued 

Traffic cases--continued 

Other cases 

Dependency and 

2. Trends over the past decade in juvenile court data 
that include traffic cases are strikingly similar to those 
of the police arrest data on juveniles issued by the F.B.I., 
which do not include traffic offenses (except for driving 
while intoxicated). 

3. Delinquency data for some courts that do not have 
jurisdiction in juvenile traffic cases or where traffic 
cases are excluded show upward tr'ends over the past 10 
years. These trends parallel closely, but not exactly, 
the national trend where traffic cases have been included. 
A good example is the large state of New York where court 
delinquency cases have more than doubled since 1948, even 
though routine juvenile traffic cases are not handled by the 
children I s courts. In Connecticut the same was true, and 
in several other states where data were available there were 
also large increases over that period. 

The above observations do not mean that the inclusion of 
traffic cases may not have inflated somewhat the overall, 
year-to-year increases nationally, but rather that the 
degree of inflation has not been great. 

Mention must be made of the many persons who believe that, 
although a lax view can sometimes be taken of traffic of
fenses by adults, this should not be done in the case of 
juveniles~ who are in their formative years and for whom 
obedience to law should be stressed. To this group of 
persons, a juvenile traffic offender is as deliquent as 
any other delinquent child. The group holding this view 
would argue that juvenile court statistics understate the 
problem of delinquency since many juvenile traffic offend~ 
ers appear in oourts other than juv..!:lnile courts and are 
not included in the statistics. 

The preceding discussion should be taken into consideration 
in interpreting the statistical data in t.his report. 

neglect •••••••••••• t1Dst Juvenile courts by statute have jurisdiction over 
court sc·t.ions invol'ling dependent and neglected children 

(Tables 8-10) as well as delinquent children" Dependency and neglect 
cases in the United states totaled 131,000 in 1960. Such 
cases inoreased by 2 percent betMeen 1959 and 1960. Thus, 
the upward '~rend which began L'1. 1951 and occurred in each 
subsequent year, except 1956, continues. 

4 



SUMMARY OF FUIDINGS--continued 

Other cases--continued 

Special 
proceedings •••••••• 

(Appendix) 

A small proportion of all court cases are those involving 
adoption, custody, consent to marry and other "special 
p'roceedings." Courts vary in the types of such cases 
handled. 
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SOURCES OF DATA 

1. Data on the number of Juvenile delinquency cases are based on reports from 
a national sample of juvenile courts, supplemented by estimates for Alaska 
and Hawaii. 

The national' sample of Juven:i.le courts, drawn from the Current. Population 
Survey Sample of the Bureau of the Census, is representative of the coun
try as a whole. For this samp1~, the United States was first divided into 
about 2,000 primary sampling units, each consisting of a county or a num
ber of contiguous counties, such as those in a standard metropolitan area. 
The 2,000 primary Gampling units were then subdivided into 230 groups, 
each consisting of a set of sampling units as much alike as possible in 
such characteristics as regional location, population density, percent of 
nonwhite population, rate of growth, etc. From each group a single pri
mary sample unit was selected at random, resulting in 230 sampling units 
in which 502 courts were located. (For a more detailed description of the 
Current Population Survey Sample, see Current Population Reports, Series 
P-23, No.2, Bureau of the Census.) 

As shown below, the majority of the urban courts serve large areas of 
100,000 or more population; semi-urban courts serve medium-sized areas; 
and rural courts, small areas of under 20,000. 

Number of COUTts servi!!S: EOEnlations of: 
Type of All 100,000 50,000- 20,000- 10,000- Under 
court courts or over 99,999 49,999 19,999 10,000 

Total ••• 502 187 70 123 61 61 

Urban .....•.•..... 202 151 21 26 1 3 
Semi-urban •••.•••• 170 36 43 54 13 24 
Ru.ral .•••••.•.•.•. 130 6 43 47 34 

2. Data on dependency and neglect cases are based on all the courts reporting 
on such cases to the Children's Bureau. The national sample was not used 
here since data on these cases were not available for a sizeable number of 
courts in the national sample. In 1960, 1,761 courts reported on depend
ency and neglect cases. These courts included in their jurisdictions 77 
percent of the child population under 18 years of age. 
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DEFINITION OF TERMS 

Juvenile delinquency cases are those referred to courts for acts defined in the 
statutes of the state as the violation of a law or municipal ordinance by chil
dren or youth of Juvenile court age, or for conduct so seriously antisocial as 
to interfere with the rights of others or to menace the welfare of the delin
quent himself or of the community. This broad definition of delinquency in
cludes conduct such as ungovernable behavior and running away, conduct labeleu 
"delinquency" but not usually considered a violation of law when committed by 
an adult. Also included, but separately reported, are traffic violations when
ever the juvenile court has jurisdiction in such cases. 

pependency and neglect cases are those referred to the court because of some 
form of neglect or inadequate care on the part of the parents or guardians 
(e.g., lack of adequate care or support resluting fronl the death, absence or 
physical or mental incapacity of the parents, abandonment or desertion, abuse 
or cruel treatment, improper or inadequate condition ill the horne). 

Special proceedings are cases involving children referred to court for reasons 
other than delinquency, dependency or neglect. They include adoption, insti
tutional commitments for special purposes, material witnesses, application for 
consent to marry or to enlist in the armed forces, determination of custody or 
guardianship of a child, and permission to hospitals for the performance of 
operations on children. 

Unit of count is the case disposed of by the court. A case is counted each 
time a child is referred to court during the year on a new referral in delin
quency, dependency or neglect cases or in special proceedings. Referrals for 
alleged, as well as adjudged, delinquency cases are included. Not included 
are many children who have presented similar problems of conduct, but who 
either were not apprehended or were dealt with by the police, by social agen
cies, by schools, or by youth-serving agencies without referral to court. 

Type of court is determined by the percentage of the population it serves that 
live in urban areas (as classified by the Bureau of the Census): for "urban 
courts," 70 percent or more; for "semi-urban courts," .30 to 69 percent; for 
"rural courts," under 30 percent. Up through 1959, data from the 1950 decen
nial census were used as a basis for classifying the type of court. For this 
1960 report, data from the 1960 decennial census were used which resulted in 
a shift in type for some courts. 

Method of handling cases is classified into official and unofficial, sometimes 
referred to as judicial and nonjudicial. "Official cases" are those that are 
placed on the official court calendar for adjudication by the judge or referee, 
through filing a petition or other legal paper to initiate court action. "Un
official cases" are those not placed on the official court calendar through 
filing a petition or affidavit but adjusted by the judge, referee, probation 
officer, or other officer of the court. 

United States includes Alaska and Hawaii in all national estimates of this 
1960 report, except where otherwise indicated. 
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SUMMARY TABLES 

Table l.--Number of Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by 
Juvenile Courts, United States, 1960 

-

/ 

Total Boys Girls 
Type of court 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total ••••••• llil OOO 100 415,-000 100 ~,OOO 100 - -
Urba.:n. ••.•.••••.• 344,000 67 276,000 67 68,000 69 
Semi -urban ••• ' •.• 128,000 25 104,000 25 24,000 24 
Rural ........... 42,000 8 35,000 8 7,000 7 

.'-

Table 2.--Manner of Handling Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed 
of by Juvenile Courts, United States, 1960 

Total Official Unofficial 
Type of court 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total .•••••• 514,000 100 258,000 50 256,000 50 -
Urban ..•. II 0 ••••• 344,000 100 178,000 52 166,000 48 
Semi -urban ••.••• 128,000 100 54,000 42 74,000 58 
Rural. II ••••••••• I 42,000 100 26,000 62 16,000 JS 

s 
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Table 3.--Rate of Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed of by 
. Juvenile Courts, United States, 1960 

Rate per 1,000 child populationa 

Type of court All Age jurisdiction of court 

courts 
lSb Under 16 Under 17 Under 

UrbBIl ••••••••••••••• 25.9 19.1 2J.7 29.4 
Semi-urban •••••••••• 19.7 9.7 16.0 22.7 
Rll,ral ...• ~ •....•.... 10.5 4.1 5.6 IJ.S 

aThese differential rates are calculated on the basis of the 1960 child 
population at risk; that is, from age 10 to the upper limit of the court's 
jurisdiction. 

bA small number of courts having jurisdiction under 21 years of ag~ are 
included here. The number of cases involved does not seriously affect the 
rates of the courts in this column. 

Table 4.--Percent Change in Delinquency Cases (Excluding Traffic) Disposed 
of by Juvenile Courts, United states,a 1959-1960 

Type of court Total Boys Girls Official Unofficial 
cases cases 

Total +6 +5 +10 +J +10 - - --r- -, 
Urban .• " ........• +7 +7 +8 +2 +1J 
Semi-urban .•••••• +5 +4 +10 +5 +6 
Rural .....•...... +J -1 +JO +6 -1 

aExcludes Alaska and Hawaii since data were not available for both years. 
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Table 5.--Number and Manner of Handling Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile 
Courts, United states, 1960 

Total Official Unofficial 
Type of court 

Number Percent Number Percent Number Percent 

Total ••••••• 306,000 100 70,000 100 236,00.9. 100 -
Urban ........•.. 234,000 77 49,000 70 185,000 79 
Semi-urban •••••. 59,000 19 11,000 16 48,000 20 
Rural ........... 13,000 4 10,000 14 3,000 1 

Table 6.--Percent Change in Traffic Cases Disposed of by Juvenile Courts, 
United States,a 1959-1960 

Type of court Total Official Unofficial 

Total. ~ ......... +6 +5 +6 - -
Urban ...•.•.•.•••• +7 +18 +4 
Semi-urban .••.•••• +7 -11 +13 
RUI'al .•••••.•••••• -15 -20 +4 

aExcludes Alaska and Hawaii since data were not available for both years. 
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Table 7.--Trend in Delinquency Cases Disposed of by Juvenile 
Courts, United States, 1940-1960 

De1inqUen~y casesa 

Year 
Child population 
of U.S. (10-17 Including Excluding years of age)b traffic traffic 

1940 .••••••••••• 200,000 19,138,000 
1941 .•••••• e •••• 224,000 18,916,000 
1942. It •••••••••• 250,000 18,648,000 
1943 e , •••••••••• 344,000 18,309,000 
1944 •••••••••••• 330,000 17,738,000 
1945 ••.•••.••••• 344,000 17,512,000 

1946 •.••• II •••••• 295,000 1 7 ,1~19 , 000 
1947 .••••.•••••• 262,000 17'1344,000 
1948 .••••.•...•. 254,000 17,314,000 
1949 •.••••.••••. 272,000 17,365,000 
1950 • ••••••••••• 280,000 17,398,000 

1951 •.•••••.•.•• 298,000 17,705,000 
1952 •••••••••••• 332,000 18,201,000 
1953 .•.••. e' •••• 374,000 18,980,000 
1954 ....... til ••••• 395,000 19,551,000 
195, .••...•...•• 431,000 20,112,000 

1956 •.•••••••••• 520,000 20,623,000 
1957 ...•.•..•••• 603,000 440,000 22,173,000 
1958 ....•..••... c703,000 473,000 23,443,000 
1959 •••••••••••• c773,000 483,000 d24,607,000 
1%0 .• 61 It •••••••• d820,000 d514,000 25,189,000 

aData for 1955-1960 estimated from the national sample of juvenile courts. 
Data prior to 1955 estimated by the Children's Bureau, based on reports from 
a comparable group of courts. 

bData based on estimates from Bureau of Census, U.S. Department of Commerce 
(Current Population Reports, Series P-25). 

cMuch of the increase is accounted for in one State by an administrative 
ch~e in the method of handling juvenile traffic cases. 

dInc1usion of data for Alaska and Hawaii beginning in 1960 does not materially 
affect the trend. 
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Table S.--Number and Rate of Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by 
Juvenile Courts, United states, 1960a 

Rate per 1,000 b child population 

Type of court Number 
of cases 

All Age Jurisdiction of court 

courts Under 16 Under 17 Under 1Sc 

Urban. ..•••••..•.• 96,000 2.7 2.5 3.0 2.7 
Semi-urban ••••••• 27,000 2.0 1.6 2.4 2.0 
Ru.ral .•••..•••. 0 • S,OOO 1.3 0.7 1.6 1.4 

aEstimates based on data from 1,761 COUlyts whose Jurisdictions include 77 
percent of the child population under 1S years of age. 

bcalculated on basis of the 1960 child population at risk; that is, the 
child population under 16 for courts whose age jurisdiction is under 16, etc. 

cA small number of courts having Jurisdiction under 21 years of age are 
included here. The number of cases involved does not seriously affect the 
rates of the courts in this column. 

Table 9.--Percent Change in Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by 
Juvenile Courts, United States, 1959-1960a 

Type of court Total Official Unofficial 

Total ................... +2 ~ +7 -
Urban. ..•.•••••.•••.•.••••••• +6 +5 +7 
Semi-urban ..•.•.....•....... -10 -16 +5 
Ru.ral ..•..•....•...•.....•.. +6 +5 +12 

a Estimates based on data from 1,599 courts reporting both years whose 
Jurisdictions L~clude about two-thirds of the child population under IS years 
of age. 

bNo change from 1959 to 1960. 
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Table 10.--Trend in Dependency and Neglect Cases Disposed of by Juvenile 
Courts, United States, 1946-1960 

Year 

1946 ........... . 
1947 ....... 8 •••• 

1948 ........•... 
1949 ........... . 
1950 .. .......... . 

1951 ... (' ....... . 
1952 .... " ...... . 
1953.s ......... . 
1954 ........... . 
1955 ... 81 •••••••• 

1956 ... Ii •••••••• 

1957 ........... . 
1958 .... 8 ••••••• 

1959 ........... . 
1960 ........... . 

Dependency and neglect 
casesa 

101,000 
104,000 
103,000 
98,000 
93,000 

97,000 
98,000 

103,000 
103,000 
106,000 

105,000 
114,000 
124,000 
128,000 

c131,000 

Child population of U.S. 
(under 18 years of age)b 

41,759, 000 
43,301,000 
44,512,000 
45,775,000 
47,017,000 

48,598,000 
50,296,000 
51,987,000 
53,737,000 
55,568,000 

57,377,000 
59,336,000 
61,238,000 
63,038,000 

c64,202,000 

aData for 1955-1960 estimated from courts serving about two-thirds of the 
child population under 18 years of age in the United States. Data prior to 
1955 estimated by the Children's Bureau, based on reports from a smaller but 
co~arab1e group of courts. 

Data based on estimates from Bureau of the Census, U. S. Department of 
Commerce (Current Population Report, Series P-25). 

clnc1usion of estimates for Alaska and Hawaii beginning in 1960 does not 
materially affect the trend. 
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APnNDIX 

CmLDREN'8 CASES DlBPOf!iott· ..,,. '3I'nClALLY AND trNOFJl'JClALLY BY ALL It1V&HILI COURTS UPORTING lOa 19G(11l 

Ae- 0I71CIAL CASES IINOm ClAI.. CASES 
under 

Are. ..rved by court b \/IUch 
Del1n~u.ncy Dependency Del1n~ency Dependency 

oourt his (ex.opt frafr1c and llpecid (oxcept fraUic and Sl'Cciol 
orirlnol tratf1c) 1>01I1ool proo.edinl" traUlc) n",lecl proce.d1ni 
ur1sdicUon 

.ALAllA.'II.: 
J.Uer.on Co. (Birm1ncham) ............... 16, 18 898 15 927 .- 620 5 b68 .-
1'bb1l. Co. (I'bblli·) ........ , ............. 16 512 1 497 . - 237 .- 81 .. 
H.>"l,,,,,,,,ry C~. (I'bnli:"."'ry) .............. 16, 18 132 .- 43 .. 229 .. 7ge .' 
64 amall court:;' •••• to ••••••••••••••••••• 16 1,277 54 1,160 .- 214 4 10 ., 

AUSr:A: 
SUIICrior Court (Anch:>ra;:e) ............... 18 37~ 21 607 87 99 .. 14 ., 

.U!I:Cl1:A: 
I1Ilricopa (Ph~1x) ....................... 18 2,m 629 ;M 32!J 6,01,9 -- 16) ~,447 

ARKJ..~~ 
""lo.k! Co. (UlUL Rocl.) ................ 21 236 ~ 

206 .. 411 Y 323 .-
21 &::1111 cOUrt.J •• to •••••••••••••••• to •• t. 21 49:> 210 .- 87 Y Be .. 

CALlrOR:;:/,: 
Ala."",~ Co. (O.U ... 'd) .................... 21 1,907 36) 549 7) 3, S)l 8,7(,7 2,014 178 
Contra Costs (;,). (Riohnrmd) .............. 21 820 40 J~7 2 1,37. .l,OJ!o 151 22~ 

fr<sr." Co. (Fr"""o) ...................... 21 1,0)2 I,J, 242 5 )) r' 33 81 ~, 

Kern Co. (Sa.I!erztie1d) ................... 21 92) 14 2)6 19 94~ 4,X" ex. 27b 
Los A.-.gel.s Co. (Los Me.l"") ............ 21 9,S09 l,l,J,B 2,2)9 267 97(, ~,)l:J4 4]) 1,2)4 
H::o:'Jler.y Ce. (I'bnl.rey) .................. 21 382 21 89 2 92e 8 47 11:; 
OrL"lCl. Co. (Sanl. J..,,) ................... 21 1,6)9 1,8 ~7 7 2,201 8,07S lE •• 40) 
RJ. \·~:-.;ldt: Co. (Riverdd, ) ................ 21 'lOt; lEo )1,2 IS 526 2,977 84 1 
Sa:r&~nt:) Co. (S.cra::I.r.L) .............. 21 771 1,5 270 4 1,611 4,~!;8 2t.2 47, 
Sat. S\! rrH;lrdino Co. (SIL!:I :'1; !'"Tiur.iin~) •••• ' • 21 96) 78 )04 13 997 1,81) 2"7 18 
Sa:; PleGoJ Co. (sa.., O! •• ~) ................ 21 l,S7> ~2 901, It. ),)4e. l!l,8b;' 64'; ),) 

Sa:. F':-s..r..=!!i:o Co. (Sa:. fr ... 'cis:o) ........ 21 1,1,1) >2 72~ 1 2,862 3,4CJ~ 1,.J~} 1(' 
Stn Joo'luin Co. (St.oclc1.on) ••••••••••••••• 21 ~'IO 8 194 .. 907 .. 14) 80 
.sa., )otll~~ ::0. (San Mat.o) ................ 21 5?i. 10 lSO .. 873 1,,4ll 14) 336 
s...,u C1a~. Co. (San Joge) ............... 21 864 4 442 10 2,042 8,)% 314 241l 
SOl .... ,~ Co. (V.ll.Jo) ..................... 21 2)~ 16 lll;. 1 27~ 1,'..;74 4) : 9~ 

Soncr.>e Co. (So.nl. R.:> •• ) .................. 21 2<) 10 1)6 ) I 411 317 278 
! 

12, 
stor.islau. Co. (I'bd •• to) ••••••••••••••••• 21 192 77 ll8 1 5:11 

I 
B 2: 16<. 

Mar. Co. (M.".) ...................... 21 1,7) I,J, 1)4 3 

I 
453 1,1,:0 37 r l:!1 

Vent·,,.. Ce. (C)x"."d) ..................... 21 )~~ 41 1)) 8 ~20 2,Cl, 1C~ 1 2)" 
38 """,11 court ........................... 21 ),199 >6) 1,056 36 4,71e 

! 
~j38: ~71 I 427 

COLORJ..:':: I J)e.,ve" (City II1ld Co.) .................... 1 18 

I 
1,128 I, 4I.C 1,461 174 : _. 42 ) 

I 
21 s::e11 eoa..-ts •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 18 1,)8) 6 21~ 44~ 2~7 

I 
.- ~ ! ;; 

CCli'''-TI''~' I 1 

Fi;;t i~"10t (S"1dceport) .............. 1 16 I,.'~ Y 2B5 24~ 1,8>~ Y -- I .-
Se:onO :lI.Dtr1:l ();w Heven) .............. Ib S41 Y )2) 1,8'.J 2,)07 dl .-

i 
., 

Third :.'istrlct (Hartford) ................ 1b 499 Y 1,)4 607 1,202 Y . - .. 
IELAIo'AR!: 

I 
New:o!:tlf: Ce. (lI1l.'Il1n::tor.) ............... 18 1,827 81) 17 -- .- .. .- .-
1 s::.b.ll court ••• , ••• , •••••••••• 4 .......... 18 191 170 101 129 28 I .- 37 7 

J ! DISTRICT Of COLU:iEIA: 

I 
J 

IIIoshlO1:lO: •• City ........................ 18 l,S79 l.48 )27 .- 99'-

I 
27 :2 

! 
.-

FLOR!:lI.: 
Dad. :0. (Mia:tt1) ......................... 17 l,98b 18 683 12<-

I 
1,4)1 I 16 829 I ) 

t)Jv.: Co. (J.:k.o.'v111t) ................. 17 1,699 38€J 84c 26i 744 i ~ ~ 12 
E.ocliO Ce. (p." .. eolbl ................. 17 ~~7 426 9bB 20 10: .. 52 t .-
Hillsborou;;:. Co. (Ta::p& ................ " 17 814 1,224 1,61,8 89 

I 
l,7lt 4 20. , .. 

OrL'>go Co. (Orla.~do) ..................... 17 479 4)~ 16) 97 ~)) 4 10~ r 9 
Pal:: Seoch Co. (10'. Palr. a •• ch) ........... 17 630 99 1)(' 29 66' )0 ll~ ) 

Pin.no: Co. (St. Pelorob\!!'£) ............ 17 28) 868 284 9 

I 
S'IC 2 24': ~ 

EC s:aa&.ll COl.U"ts ••• _ •• 0 ••• I ................ 17 4,42t' 2,213 2,)10 157 4,226 l,21,4 1,4]> 

I 
47 

GIORGIA: 
Bibb Co. (Macon) ......................... 17 417 24 30~ JO I .. .. .- .. 
~K.lb Ce. C[>;CQtur) ..................... 17 95) 108 28;: 17b 

I 
)3 9 3l 1 

Fult"" :0. (AU ..... t.) ..................... 17 1,~)2 IH 1,1~ .. 2,2&Q lel 241 ., 
!iJ.,oe" Ce. (Co11L':Itou.) .................. 17 73'1 J2 2be. .- 2>C . - 9C 

! 
.. 

ruoh.,o:;c Co. (Au$U"to) ................... 17 38b .. 17) 6) 20\:. ) 20 14 
2) """ll courts .......................... 17 l,SlO 126 ~ 46 

, 
1,738 61 612 S7 

KAllt.l!: 
I 

rircl Circuit (Honolulu) ................. 18 2,491 !lOt. 402 8bl 

I 
1,420 142 2""- I ., 

IU.I1m::: I Cook Co. (Chic.go) ....................... '.17, 18 6,294 Y 1,666 6,922 91u y 901 )J 
n.;-.gL Co. (ElJ:tiur.t) .................... )17, 18 124 ¥ 101, 373 to !!I 8' .. 
Xant< Co. CA:.lrorb) ... II ~ ••••• ,. If ••• t •• o ••• 017, 18 127 f; ll7 20) 121 Y 20., .. 
W. Co. (II.UhCkn ) •••••••••••••••••••••• 017, 18 282 ~ 421 365 b:! ~ 20 .. 
Hodl."". Co. (AllOI.) ...................... 017, 18 77 185 259 19-. 2Et~ .-
""aria Co. (Poorh) ..................... 017, l8 74 Y. 133 )52 12 Y 1~ ., 
Sl. C11111' Co. (t. S~. Louiu) ............ 017, 18 123 ]I 18~ 361 ~ d' !I !I 
11111 .Co. (Jollet) ....................... 017, 18 3~ ~ 22 !~ Y 45 .. 
\Iinn.bag" Co. (Rockford) ................. 017, 18 118 ~ 160 .190 ~O f 19(' .. 
U .. 11 cOUJ"1.s .......................... 017, 18 190 191 46) 2)9 67 JJ 
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ClULDftEN'S CABEll DISPOSED OF OFFICIALLY AND UNOFFICIALLY BY ALL ,JUVENILE COURTi REPORTING roR leeoa 

/.€. OFfICIAL ~E:; UlIOFFI ClAL CA3!.:: 
undl.!'r 

""" •• rvtd by oourt b 
... h1ch 

~linqucncy lltpendcncy P.l1n lucnc:>, lltpendo"c:>, 
" court hal· (except Tr.U1c and 5,*c101 (~.".pt TMlrt1c and Sll t;clal - or1,1no1 \rtfnc) ne,l.ct proco.d1ncJ tr.rrlc) nt:glt:ct. proo •• dincr 

urhdlcUon 

INDIANA: 
Horion Co. (Indian"pol!") ................ 18 2,27, lj ~7'J 79 23 !!II 2 m. Jos.ph Co. (South Bend) .............. 18 27'i Y 112 12~ 129 14~ I 9 _11 ccurt. ............................ 18 4b~ 2 III 2'1 49) 22 10 

IOIIA: 
d/l 8lock Hawk Co. (IIot.rlo.:» ................ 18 89 d l 4~ dl ~'J'J 19 lj 

LiM Co. (Cedar Rar1d:), ................. IS 7~ Y 4', ;j' :'Sl, Y) " y 
Polk Co. (Dec Itlines) .................... 18 J19 Y 16(, 'dl 84'. V 7'. dl 
Scott Co. (tliv.npori) .................... 18 lL V ~4 Y 19) al I 2: y 
IIoodbury Co. (S1oUl< City) ................ 18 2)2 Y 19:- !!I 32~ [; i 237 d l 
79 .... 11 courts •••••••••••••••••••••• I I •• 18 1.221 Y oJJ y 1,71:' ~ ~97 Y 

1tA/lSA5: ;;; I Sedt:_1ck Co. ('o1ch1t.) ................... £,/It., 18 481 1~1 177 
Sh •• nrc C~. (l\:)p<:ko) ..................... £Il' , IS 72 34 7) I,B 2J 
llyand~ttc Co. (Kansa. City) .............. t,.ljt,;, IS JI>I' 7' 14ft ~~~ 1~ l)~ 
93 G::rJll courts I •••••••••••••••••••••• I •• Yl~, 18 b5~ 34~ 27J 1,381 1"'~ i 2)8 , 

KtNnJCr.\': I 
2 sr.Illl court,s •••••••••• t •••••••••••••••• 18 1~~ !!I ~B 1C7 !!I' 

LOClSIA!;;": ~O I Ca~:lo Pa r ish C.,. (Shreveport) ............ 17 228 1 12~ 113 JJ7 4 r. Bator. Roue-t' Pari::ll (BatDn RD\.i',) ...... 17 28':' 49) 1), J<~ .. i 171 
4th Judl:1s1 Il1st. (Itlnroc) .............. 17 189 1CH 117 21 U'4 

l~~ I 
J,l!.7 

Orle.,.; Far1~h (Ne. Orl •• r.r) ............. 17 1.210 2..4Jl J$3 f., ~~~ 71,L 
",,5 BlDG.ll cou.-tEi •••••••••••••••••• 0 ••••••• 17 2,122 )'I~ 572 267 2,5BO 68~ 100 

KIoIN::: I 
"0 s::all courts ••••••••••••••••••• 0 •••••• 17 1,01,;' ~7 38 79 -- j 

MAP. ·il.A~; =': ! 
Mollt !.n:ndc: Co. (:.nnap;;Hd ............. 18 37~ ~/ 96 1 Ie: lj: 4 
Ba1t1".,r~ (City) ......................... lf, J.41~ d' 2.2c<1 88 d/ . 
Belt1!:l:):-~ co ••••••••••••••••• o. ~ •••• '" t. I 18 1,Z)t. dl :i::~ 2 J VI 
H:r.tg,,,,,,r;' C". (511 ver Sprint:) ........... 1~ ~T; l,i~7 217 6" 9 • 15. 
Prlnc(.. c;"org.: Co. (Hyat t:\'ilh ) ......... 18 97. d' 15: 9 123 d' 

- I 
19 s:i\Illl cou:-t.:i: •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 18 1,13: V 429 16 B7 YI 17 

MAS.51t:-r.: S!:7S: 
B021";.: :7 , ' 

DoS\Or. (Ct"-"ltral ~ction) ••••••••••••••• 17 7~3 !I ~. 

Br1ghto:: •••••••••••••••••••••••.••••••• 17 59 Y J ~. 

Chb:!"lest.o ... n •••••••••••••••••••••••••••• 17 110 Y 14 • e tb:,~h'l:st.er •••••••••••••••• I ••••••••• I •• 17 251 V 12 V 
Ea.:.:t. 50:::t.on •• t ........... t •••••••••••••• 17 151 Y 17 4~ · . 
Roxl>~ry ................................ 17 ~47 Y 7') Y' 
Scutt. 8o"ton ............................ 17 132 Y 7 " 1I0st Roxbury ........................... 17 25$ Y 6 ~I 

DISTRICT: 
I/orc~st.r Cent. (I/oreester) ............ 17 599 !I 39 IC, .' r. N~~foll (Q.:1.'cy) .................... 17 :m ij 14 147 i·~ : :E. Hiddl •• ox, lot (/')lId.,,) ............. 17 253 ~/ 21 )6 · La. ... '!'c::TJce (l.a"'Tenc~) ••••••••••• , •••••••• 17 lIS! V IS ~I 
Low.ll (Lowell) ........................ 1'/ 14t Y 1> ~. Bri£tcl; 2nd (roll Riv.~) .............. 17 :'8~ Y 1~ i·· . So::-.eTville (So",,:-;i11o) ..... " ......... 17 9~ Y 11 
Southerr. E.ssex (l.ynr.) •••••••••••••••••• 17 19~ Y 13 · . S.rir.;:fi<ld (Springfhld) •••••••••••••• 17 )97 Y 23 

~i Bri:tol. 3rd (N., Bodford) ............. 17 261 Y 8 u. 
:E. Hiddl •• ex. )rd (Cllmbrldge) •••••••••• 17 JC2 Y. 43 
~4 ssll courtS •••••••••••••••••••••••• 17 J,S)l Y 208 191 ~I 

HICHrCW:: ; 
I 

1l.rr~.r. Co. (5.nt"" Harbod .............. 17 ~1 1 2i.J J2. ~ I 73 
C81n~an Co. (Battl~ Crt:(,~).oe.u .......... 17 1~3 138 3~ · , 2B 
o.r, •• ,'" Co. (Flim) .................... , 17 487 116 I,B) 1 £ Inch.,. Co. (Lan,ing) ..................... 17 2C;'J ~ IDE- 0, 0 
J.:k5on Co. (J.c;"or.) .................... 17 2Bt 4 10) 1~ ';1 3 
Kel .. ':I<!z::.o Co. (X.1.::>ozoo) ................ 17 lIt U ~ 33<. 0' 13: 
Kent Ce. (Qra.,d R.pid") .................. 17 294 ~ 19~ 9C' -1 1, 
Hocc:W Co. (E<.<t Rap1d.) ................. 17 402 J III 93 • 27 
t$1.k.g~n Co. (HJshgo.,} .................. 17 103 J 117 21~ !: 38 
Oakland Co. (Pont1oo) .................... 17 ~~9 2 41Q It,;: ~ 88 
SAiin." Co. (Sae1nQ~) .................... 17 21J 4 12t' III !/ I liS 
W..hhnaw Co. (Au, Art.or) ................ 17 IOU 2 7~ • , 

• Wltyne;. Ceo (~tr'lt) •••••••••• t •••• t •••••• 17 2,06" 1.9~2 Be? 7j1~: ~1 
63 JliQ611 courts ................. ." ••••••••••• 17 ~1078 22 999 %:: t.'" ' e'':: 

KIIlIit!:OTA: 
Ht:nru:,pir. Co. (Hinneapoll.) ••••• I •••••• "" 18 2,lJ7 ) .• 870 1,44~ 109 1.,)., 194 
1Ia .... y Co. (S~. Paul) ..... " ............. 18 988 4e b7~ !02 2.m 
St. Loui, Co. (llI.luth) ................... lB JC.4 I,B 102 20 42(.' 46B 
6 amrall courts ••••••••••••• , ••••••••••••• 18 80s 978 62 24 148 t>~ s: 
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CIIIt.DIlZN'. CADS DVJ!'08ED OF OPP'lCIALLY AND UNOFnCIALLY BY AU JUVICNIJ.E COURTS REPORTING POR ,1$soa 

Ace 
undeor 

01'f'ICIA!. CA:;E:; 1JNOiTl CIA!. CA:J!:. 

..., Itffnd b1 courtb lIII1eh 
DoUn~uencl Ilopendene;y Dol11l1Ucne;y Depend.nc)' 

.ourt has ( ••• ept :rrerrtc and Spedal (e.cc,.t 'trarric and S,,",e11.1 
oricinl1 traffic) nOiloet proc •• dill£" trlertc) .... el.ct proc •• d11li:" 
urhdtcUon 

KlSSISSIPPI: 
(J.e .... on) .................. : ••• !U.nds Co. 18 2J,B .. IB .. 238 2 6 .. 

74 aal.l courts ........... , ••••••••••••••• 18 l,2J,4 6 727 .. 8~7 7 ill .r 

1IISSOORl: 
(lrnne Co. (SprWfte1d) ................. 17 7~ 12 104 4 ;;1'1 22~ 1 .r 
orackson Co. (kL~sas City)' ................ 17 1,092 ~8 124 7 l,Y..f.l bB9 213 e 
St. 1.DUi. Co. (Universit;y City) .......... 17 ~4 2) 77 'l'~ ~ 43~ 3"-" ~ 
St. 1.DUi. (CUy) ......................... 17 ~ 3 324 ~~ 3,042 lSG ~2~ J) 
101 .-J.l o:ou.rt. •••••••••••••••••••••••••• 17 1,~22 3~1 717 ~9 1,3?!! 77~ .}7 (, 

IOITAIIA: 
2...n ccurt ............................. 18 62 . - .. .. l,~~2 )62 .. .-

lIDlllASXA: 
) az:all owrt. s ............................. 18 271 -. 280 } lj lj U lj 

taV !IAMPS!IIR!: 
89 amal1 .ourts .......................... 18 394 lj ~9 1 28 .. .. 2 

IIE\I JIRS£Y: 
Atlantic CO. (Atlantic ~1ty) ............. 18 6~9 !!I .- .. r! .- .- .-!.I 
Bergen Co. (Bergenfield) ................. 18 1,314 ~ -- _. 

~ 
.. . - . . 

CUd"" Co. (Cao:le") ...................... 18 80~ Y .. .-
~ 

.. .. .-
Essex Co. (Ne .... rk) ....................... 18 ),478 ~ -- . - .. . - .. 
Hudson Co. (Jersey City) ................. 18 2,~22 ~ .- . -

~ 
.. .. .. 

Htd<1leaex CO. (Perth ADIboy) .............. 18 40~ .. .. . . .. .. 
Pas.aic Co. (Patterson) .................. 18 971 Y 

_. .. fj .- -- .. 
t.n1on Co. (£lizabeth) •••••••••••••••••••• 18 1,020 Y .. .. .. .- .. 
12 .!IlOll courts .......................... 18 ),H1 Y .. .- ij .- rr .-

f/£iI HEXICO: 
Bernalillo CO. (Albu~uerque) ............. 18 ?'IS 5(>9 .. .- 1,367 3,129 . - .. 
29 amall courts ••••••••••••••••••••••••• I 18 1,170 1,733 .- . - 4,174 l,8~ .. .. 

IIE\I YCJ!K: 
Al~' Co. (Albany) ................. ' ..... 16 J7) 9 187 284 .- Y .. .-
Broo". CO. (Binghu;oton) •• " ••••••••••••• H. 10~ .. 93 97 4b Y . - . . 
Chautau:j1I& t:¢. (J""'5to,,,,) ............... It> 1)7 .- bB 109 .- Y .. .. 
nltche •• CO. (Poughke~sie) .............. Ib 1~7 -. 21 7~ .. Y .- .-
Erie CO. (Bu!falo) ....................... It: b)S 6 170 1,0)4 6S Y .- .-
I't:>nro<! CO. (Roche.ter) ................ '" 16 341 11 148 )8) .- "ij . - .. 
Hew York (Clty) .......................... 16 13,9~O .. ),m .- 98~ !iI. 1,369 rr 

Nlagar. Co. (Nlagara FIill.) .............. 16 244 -. 186 22) )8~ Y 171 l: 
CXle1d. CO. (Utica) ....................... 16 146 9 1) .- ."' y .. .. 
CXlorulag. Co. (Syracuse) .................. It> ~21 11 174 221 ,,- Y . - .. 
Orange Co. (He\lburgh) .................... IE> lJ,C 2 42 66 .- .' .. .. 
Rensselaer Co. (Troy) .................... 16 117 .. 16 81 .. ~ .. --
Sch.nectady CO. (Schenectady) ............ 16 171 .. ~1 121 .- Y .. .. 
surfolk Co. (Is11p) ...................... 16 45(> ) 86 197 .. Y .. .-
llestchestor Co. (yonkers) ................ 16 256 12 2\:)1 269 )01 .- .-
43 sl!lall courts .......................... 16 1,903 20 1,0)7 2,703 ~O Y )91 69 

110111!! CAROLINA: 
B".'1lco::>be Co. (Ashe\'ill.) ................. 16 1)) 2 42 1)0 22 .. .- I 
lW'ha::> Co. (IUrh&::!) ...................... 16 275 20 35 25 .. .. . . .. 
Forsyth Co. (\/instan-Salem) .............. 16 345 7 19t. )OC 88 4 6 9 
G<&ston CO. (G<&:;toni.) .................... 16 103 1 75 67 223 ~ 152 )0 
ChUford Co. (Greensboro) ................ If. )J) )0 12~ 1~~ 3% 9 9 27 
Mecklenburg Co. (Charlotte) .............. 16 49~ 9 8) 234 ~~ 18 24S 128 
lollke Co. (Raleigh) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 16 257 7 10~ 122 3) 

_. 
1~ .. 

99 8D1l11 courts ••• J ••••••• 8 .... '" ............ 16 2,522 89 "7 2~2 62 2 11 .. 
JIOJ!l'H DAKOTA: 

first Judicial District (hrgo) .......... 18 ))0 238 84 136 218 371:> 27 2, 
3 small court.r. .................... , .................. 18 ~B 201 96 31 41c 9~ 42 1 

r1' .' il..ner CO. (Hamilton) .................... 18 1~2 727 104 20 S8~ .. .. 13 
Clark Co. (Springfield) .................. 18 12~ 1,5 100 0- 497 263 ? .-
OIyahoga Co. (Cleveland) ................. 18 2,62" 177 5~7 109 1,600 4,347 .. _ . 
Fl'anJ(l1n Co. (Col u.'Ibus) .................. 18 J4.4 l,Jt,O 207 ~ 607 1 20 ~ 
IIam1l ton CO. (Cincinnati) ................ 18 918 2,94> ~() .. 3,191 .. % 8 
1;:lrain CO. (Lora1r.) •••••••••••••••••••••• 18 112 l~ 104 . - 610 3~9 1 .. 
tu.ea.s 00. (ToledO) ....................... 18 6~ l,~2O 132 416 2,17<> 280 ~ 199 
~CO. (y~atown} ................. 18 139 12 77 1 1,0% 597 49 7 
tt>ntc .... ry Co. (Ila)'tOl1) .................. 18 699 l,17~ 36!1 173 l,~91 1,501 20 ~ 
stark Co. (Canton) ....................... 18 120 .. Sll -. .- .. .. .-
a.ua1t Co. (Xkron) .................. " .... oo ...... t ............ 18 139 212 186 44 2,J9~ l,O~ 1 1 
!'Nn:bull Co.. (WI rren) .. ............... "" ................. 18 11>7 71 101 17 :m J96 3 2 
'16 aall eou;rt ............. " ...................................... 18 ~,088 >,972 1,>27 ?18 3,197 1,812 B7 119 

arJ.AHcw.: 
Oillam- Co. (Cklahaa City) ............. sft.6, lS 1,041 Y J48 18) 343 !{ 7) --
1'Ul.Ia Co. (Tulsa), .......................................... Yl6, 18 273 14f> 20b 12 1,91 .:m 12 
6 82IIll. CCJUr1, I .................................................... S/l6, 18 139 1) 16) > 9> .. 82 .. 

CIII!OCJ/: 
lAne Co. {lUCent) ................................ " ...... 18 '18 29 98 11 7f>7 28 52 7 
""rion CO. (Sale .. ) ....................... 18 >77 116 139 lJ,9 1,97 II 84 bO 
MJl.~ Co. (Portland) •••••••••••••• "'. 18 9lJ, ~l S)b 213 2,~ 3,2» 816 198 
29 amall court.t ........................................ " ........ 18 ,,6~9 1,072 474 20b 4,1~ l,J4,!! It'/!> E67 
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.foro 
_.r 

CFn;C:tAL CAStS OIIOmcw. CASES 
IIh1ch ....... ~'b1"",,",b ~1 ~C1 ilIrll.oqucn<1 llop«>dcnc1 OO\U"I. 1>0. ( ... oopt :r.ttlo "''ld 

Spc.lIJ, 
( ..... opt :r.trtc and .speclel 

~l.nll 
~"dioUon v.tCSc) Dr.a:'ec\. 1'l""O&O<!l..n&* 'H.rf1c) ...,l.ot procoel11nc • 

l'!NIISn.VAIllA: 
Allt,hen,y Co. (P1tt.Wrch) .............. 14 2,ge6 107 1)31 2,180 972 
Borner Co. (Aliqu1PP<\) .................. 14 1)) 4 '9 2tI8 101) 19 
Borrks Co. (n .. l11ncl ..................... 14 14l ) 16' '32 , 2J, 
Zl~ir eo. (Alt.,.".) ...................... 14 160 1) J9 262 2 16 9 
11001. Co. (Drhwl) ...................... 18 W 19 Jt 2. 1,02 21 1) 32 
Cbel1.er Co. (Woot eMot.r) .......... , .... 14 m 17 ,1~ ~3 ~ 13 
Dal·Dwre CO. (()1f:fltez-)., ........ t •••• , ••• , 15 60~ 2i.1l 255 2)8 
Xr11' CO. (£r1e)., ••.••• ~.' •• ";jII~ •••••••• 18 132 4' ~ 2) , 
~y.tt. Co. (UniontO\m) •••••••• II •••••••• 18 81 6 221 , 
llook.w.nne Co. (Scr~tOH) •••••••••••••••• 18 1)J '5 21 
Lcl!1l;h Co. (.(11enl.OIoTi) •••• II ••••••••••••• 18 169 15 1..\.4 (J7 1 
lu:rrnC' Co. (wtlke" .. ~rN) ••••••••••••••• 18 441 ll4 103 
!!;ere.,. Co. (ShII""") ...................... 18 lJ5 72 37 J9 , 
Itln~"'""~l' CQ • . (It>rr.!.t<Nn) .............. 14 66 ~ 10 262 44 
1Io"'..MIq:it<ln Co. (8ethlehu:) .............. 18 U, ) 39 3 205 8 47 4 
ruJQ~.lph!o (CHy an~ Co. ) .............. l!I 9,696 72 1,?~ 2% J2 4)0 '19 
SOlluyllill CQ. (PottsViU.) .............. 18 27!. 47 201 
¥ul~on Co. (\oItahl:!rton) ........... '" lS 168 44 J4 ~ 
WeH""rel .. ~d Co. (Now hn,,1l\itOD) ........ li! 244 8 17 10) 
York Ce. (r .. r~) .......................... 18 96 ~ J.44 o....u OOJrts ........................... lS l2S 27 6 '172 275 

PI1ERTO Rlca: 
Ponce .............. ~ •••••• , ...... ~ •••••••••• f 16 481 " 259 
San Juar. ................................. 16 1,799 :l6O 7Jt 1,501 60 36S 
7 &mall. COII.-t. 0 ... " ....... '" ............ 16 1,615 ~2 750 18 

1IHOt£ ISWP: 
St_te (Pn:oVi~ene.) ............... , ....... :a 9ll 728 2~ 61,2 70 

r.D!m1 CAlICJLlNA: 
lilMten'l1lle Co. (<lreenvill.) •••••••••••••• 18 444 43 '1'1 fIJ7 164 6 )l ?6 
.5puwlburg Co. (Spartanburg) ............ .le 166 ~ 143 llO 96 
2 a.U courts ••••••••••••••••••••••••••• lIJ m !lil 60 ?6 Y 

SOIJ1H IlAXOTA, '1 aal.l courts ............................. 18 1,064 m 1~2 94 1,'2& '778 1) 6 

~: 
Ill\o:llton (ChJotu.""~:e.) ................... lS 924 'll!l 377 209 97 
69.....u court ........................... 18 3,272 500 267 91 1,0'7 U3 152 '/8 

mAS: 
B<>lc ... Co. (SI.n Antonio) .................. <dJ.7. 16 l,02~ Y 1,8" Y 
Co::ron Co. (BI'O\IrulV1ll.) ........ " •• _ ... y!?, 18 67 2~ 461 
r.J.la& Co. (0tU .. ) ...................... S/27, 18 579 "9 3,938 ~ 1,628 
Oa.l"".ton Co. (Od¥>nan) ................ £117, 18 31 672 ) 
Harri. Co. (HOUAtan) ..................... S/17. 18 1,005. 1,~) 1,021 4,3J2 J7 J96 )Jl 
Hlldela~ Co. (Mom en) ................... £117,14 23 51) , 
Jeff.roan Co. (Bea=nt) ................. ijl'; liI 201 2~ 1,037 ~ 
Lubbock Co. {lUbbock) ..... ,. ............. y!7,18 112 694 U 2 
I'IoWMIi..' Co. (lOco) ...................... y!7, 18 58 J9 III 1,001 2 197 eo 
1N .• c •• Co. (Cor-pw; Chd.t1) ........ " .... y!7, 18 )J!I 2 1 92J, 
TriJvia Co. (Aust1.n) .............. , ••••••••• S/27.18 329 232 223 ~16 5 127 427 
~ a::illl Courtli .......................... 'iI!.7, l.d l,L48 II W 319 4.677 31 294 6~ 

\lTAlj: 
P'1ut Dinr1.' «'Eden) ................... 18 647 3,10~ 169 1,589 109 
s..<ond Dilltrict (Salt lAJ<. Cit1) .... : .... lIJ 1,498 4,804 27) 1,'191 165 
Th1rd Distri_t (Provo) ................... 18 557 1,'20 l42 '191 ~3 
, aUlJ. courts ...................... t ••••• 18 61,6 9)6 6) 271 J2 

'IZItI)t,'T, 
17.....u c~ ........................... 16 18~ Y .m 

YIROIHU: 
Ar1~on Co ............................. 14 63~ a)l 9' 1 
hirf .. Co. (1elle QIurch) ............... 14 ?96 53~ 306 269 9 
!IorCoU (City and Co.) ................... 18 1,'1) 752 449 6~ 
119 .-u Courtl •••••• ~ •••••••••••••• , ••• 14 8,'40 6,lSl 2,~ 1,19' 1,~ 2l 163 18( 

VASIIIHOTOIi: 
I.1nr Co. (SOattle) ••••••••••••••••••••••• 18 2,227 ~,0409 922 au 328 2 1'7 29 
Pierce CO. (TaO()l!8) •• , ••••••••••••••••••• lIJ )55 1,997 206 1(J7 49} 170 199 9 
Sc>ohoa1ah Co. (In •• tt) .................. 14 186 747 165 29 III ) )0 4 
Spokane Co. (Spokan.) .................... 14 202 1,~ 1" 45 1,101 547 JU 2 
lUi ... Co. (lUi ... ) ...................... l!I lJ} 18 122 820 1,001 105 2 
29 ....u CCIJl1.I ••••••••••••••• , •••••••• ,. 15 1,(0) l,8}5 ?62 ,'1 ',579 2,~ 1,134 48 

IItST VIIIOINU: 
Debell Co. (HuntlJ>Cl.on). ................. 18 )18 27 51 
1Ma""" 0.. (Cb&:rllawn) t •••••••• t ••••••• 18 '/98 " 54 "..u court ............................ 14 1,569 )6 523 453 640 20 267 ~ 

IIISCOOIH: 
Dane Co. (l1ad..1aOfI)f ••••••••• tt ••••••••••• 14 106 126 144 
ftllvaukRe Co. (H11W&\lll:t.) ••••••••• , •••••• 18 1,926 1,692 '~2 654 0$,961 l29 4"16 27 
64 .-ll OOUT\., ••••••••••••••• \I •••••••••• 14 ',226 '" l.,l!9 6OJ. f:82 720 :14 9 

~ 1/ELl.: 1h1. ,able it J>01 l1a1tod to tho _11 ",",p of oourt. but "tIIlr inol..s .. ell """"". thot \n:>C\Wd repor\l to U>o a.uclren' • 
....... ~ elate 1n W. Uble ~d J>01 be und W lOUt oooopvitoruo 1>0\"",, -wU .. I'tf&I'C11nI t.loo me' of MllDQIIOl>C:1. ~rt1""" OODCOru!.n& 
~ .. in an in41rldU&l oow1.'. date tJ:'OII QDO 1M' to anotllor abould bo cU .. oM<! W \hat 1licUrldU&l 00IIrt. 

Court •• orrin( ....... \I1t11 PQI"laUon of 100,000 or .". ..... Uned Hp&MItl17, aI>oor1nJ \h. chilf c1\1lDoe\ed 111 _ ...... ~ -"I1lls aroa. 
vitll 11 .. than 100,000 j>OJlUl..eUQIl V9 ooB>inod tor 80ch St.at. aM .... jn'Ol""Ud .. "..u CIO\IrtI." , 

0th. III' UDder lIh10h COUM. bat 0'l'1Jl..ntJ. Juri_dioUon 11 41ftorent. tar bo;y. aM (irle. !bo III. to<' b<qII ~ ru.t.. 'W Ill1I>c>U, tho ..,. 
,Iw:1.diet1on 11 18 tor bot.h bo;y. aM (irla 111 dopondonc), and "",loot _". 

'Inapplicable •• Ju'Nll1lo 00IIrt do .. no\ loan JIZri.diot1on o"'r Junnll. v.ttl0 ...... 
elll.t. on traUle ..... not ""POrt.d or J>01 ""POrted HpOntol7 C .... other t.7pe. of dol.tJ>queo)' _.. !II tho un.,. _ \Iroo7 V9 1DcIl1IM<I ...... r 
'DJ~)" .. oopt tl'&1'fic." 

JItpor\ed (II ctt101el ..... aol.7. 
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